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ABSTRACT: We study the pair production of the long-lived mediator particles from
the decay of the SM Higgs boson and their subsequent decay into standard model
particles. We compute the projected sensitivity, both model-independently and with
a minimal model, of using the muon spectrometer of the CMS detector at the HL-
LHC experiment for ggF, VBF, and Vh production modes of the Higgs boson and
various decay modes of the mediator particle, along with dedicated detectors for LLP
searches like CODEX-b and MATHUSLA. Subsequently, we study the improvement
with the FCC-hh detector at the 100 TeV collider experiment for such long-lived
mediators, again focusing on the muon spectrometer. We propose dedicated LLP
detector designs for the 100 TeV collider experiment, DELIGHT (Detector for long-
lived particles at high energy of 100 TeV), and study their sensitivities.
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1 Introduction

The standard model (SM) of particle physics has stood the test of time since experi-
ments like the large hadron collider (LHC) experiment have not found any significant
deviations from its predictions as of yet. Still, we have concrete reasons to believe
that we need to go beyond the SM (BSM) to address many important open questions,
of which one of the most pressing questions is the nature of dark matter (DM). The
problem of a large amount of missing mass in our universe, a.k.a. DM, has baffled
scientists for more than eight decades now, and particle physicists, both theorists and
experimentalists, are working hand in hand to unravel this mystery. A vast variety of
DM candidates arising from a multitude of new physics models, like supersymmetry;,
have been proposed by the theorists[1]. Along with this a large number of experi-
mental collaborations are making enormous efforts to search for these candidates in
direct, indirect as well as collider experiments [2], and even the negative results are
successful in ruling out regions of parameter space of many attractive theories.

Among all the dark matter candidates, the weakly interacting massive parti-
cles (WIMPs) which were in thermal equilibrium with SM particles in the early
universe are highly motivated since they can explain the present observed relic abun-
dance of DM by the freeze-out mechanism [3]. WIMPs can have masses ranging from
O(1) MeV [4] to O(100) TeV [5], however collider searches from the LHC experiment
and the direct detection experiments have started excluding WIMP masses near the
electroweak scale [6]. This has brought the lighter (less than a few tens of GeV [7])
and heavier (greater than a TeV [8]) WIMPs into the limelight. With the increasing
centre of mass energy of colliders, as well as the increasing amount of data that is
being collected in direct and collider experiments, we might be able to gain some
sensitivity for the heavier WIMPs [9, 10]. On the other hand, the fact that lighter
WIMPs have evaded our experiments till now motivates their search further, and
it incites us to search for the so-called light mediator particle, which is predicted
in many scenarios for light WIMPs and connecting dark sector particles (i.e., dark
matter) with those of the SM. For instance, focusing on light fermionic WIMPs, the
minimal renormalizable model consistent with Lorentz symmetry requires a bosonic
mediator particle connecting the dark matter with the SM[11-29], where the latter
has to be as light as the WIMP to explain the dark matter relic abundance. More-
over, from the viewpoint of the small-scale problems of structure formation in our
universe [30], a light fermionic WIMP with a light bosonic mediator enjoys partic-
ular attention, since it can potentially solve the problem by generating a large and
velocity-dependent scattering cross section between the light WIMPs [31].

Among various possibilities of the mediator particle, in this paper, we focus on
the scalar mediator particle, which has a mixing with the SM Higgs boson. The LHC
experiment has searched for such mediators and has pushed the allowed values of a



mixing between the SM Higgs boson and the scalar mediator to be small'. Among
all the production modes of such a mediator, the one from the decay of an on-shell
SM Higgs boson will be the most important for very small values of mixing, because
this production does not depend on the mixing. Therefore, we restrict ourselves to
this production mode in this paper. The mediator can then decay into SM particles
through its mixing with the Higgs boson, and going to smaller values of mixing will
make the mediator particle long-lived, provided it is lighter than the WIMP?. The
branching of the SM Higgs boson decay into the mediator particles is constrained to
be below ~ 10 % [35], which is projected to come down to 1.9% at HL-LHC [36]°.
LHC detectors were designed to be optimal for new physics particles which de-
cay promptly. However, as we have just witnessed, many BSM theories can predict
long-lived particles (LLPs), such as supersymmetry, Higgs-portal, gauge-portal, dark
matter, and heavy neutrino theories. In order to ensure that we do not miss out
on any signal of new physics, it is essential to make our analyses inclusive to the
lifetime frontier, and this has recently gained a lot of attention [39]. Experimental
collaborations, like ATLAS, CMS and LHCDb, are making steady efforts in developing
search analyses for LLPs covering a wide variety of signatures [40-66]. Along with
this, there is a host of proposals for dedicated LLP detectors, such as FASER [67, 68],
MATHUSLA [69-71], CODEX-b [72, 73], ANUBIS [74] detectors, and Forward Multi-
particle Spectrometer [75], which contribute significantly in probing the lifetime fron-
tier. A lot of phenomenological studies also explore the possibilities of LLP searches
spanning a wide variety of models and signatures, such as those in Refs. [76-91].
Present upper limits on the branching of SM Higgs boson to a long-lived scalar
mediator particle is around 4% for a mediator mass of 45 GeV at proper decay length
of 1-2cm using the ATLAS inner detector at 13TeV and 139fb™!, when it decays
into b quarks[50], and around 1% for 40 GeV mediator at proper decay length of
1m decaying into hadronic jets in the ATLAS muon spectrometer with 33fb~! of
data [46]. The CMS detector constrains the SM Higgs boson branching to long-lived
particles to be below 6% for 40 GeV mediator with proper decay lengths between
1-10 cm which decays into SM quarks within the CMS tracker using the associated
production of the Higgs boson with the Z boson [60] and 117 fb~! of data. This con-
straint goes down to 0.3% for the same mediator mass around proper decay lengths of

'For instance, in the minimal model presented in section 2.2, the mixing angle squared is con-
strained to be less than 1075-10~7 when the mediator particle is lighter than a few GeV, which is
obtained by e.g. the measurement of rare B meson decays at B-factories. [32]. Moreover, the mixing
angle squared is universally required to be less than 10! without respect to the mediator mass, as
a result of precision measurements of the SM Higgs boson at the LHC experiment [33, 34].

2Interaction between the mediator particle and the WIMP is in general not suppressed by the
mixing, unlike those between the mediator and SM particles. So, if the mediator particle is enough
heavier than the WIMP, it could decay into WIMPs and will not have a longer lifetime.

3There also exists direct search limits for the decay of SM Higgs boson into a pair of mediator
particles which promptly decay into SM leptons. For recent references, please refer Refs[37, 38].



1m when displaced activities are searched for in the CMS muon spectrometer with
an integrated luminosity of 137fb~![58]. When the mediator particle decays into
electrons or muons, CMS has ruled out the branching fractions greater than 0.03%
for the SM Higgs boson decaying into two long-lived scalar particles of mass 30 GeV
having proper decay lengths ranging from 0.1-12 cm with 113-118 fb=! [59].

Our endeavour is to study extensively the long-lived scalar mediator particle
produced from the SM Higgs boson decay, which decays into various SM particles. We
perform our analyses for the high luminosity run of the LHC (HL-LHC) experiment,
where the increased luminosity comes with a high amount of pile-up (PU) vertices
per bunch crossing. Minimising the effect of PU motivates us to look for decays of
the long-lived mediator particle in the muon spectrometer of the CMS detector. For
all cases, we consider the three dominant production modes of the SM Higgs boson;
the gluon-gluon fusion (ggF'), vector boson fusion (VBF) and associated production
with a vector boson (Vh) processes. We first perform a model-independent analysis
assuming 100 % branching to each decay mode of the mediator particle into SM
particles, which we later combine those using the branching ratios predicted in the
minimal model. Due to the presence of multiple production modes of the Higgs boson,
and various decay modes of a scalar mediator particle which mixes with the Higgs
boson, a study of individual production and decay mode is required to understand
how each of them affect the combined limits. We also study the complementarity of
this with dedicated LLP detectors, like MATHUSLA and CODEX-b detectors, for
long-lived mediator particles arising in the scenario that we discussed above.

We take a step in the future to study the prospect of the muon spectrometer
of the future circular hadron collider (FCC-hh) experiment, which is proposed to
have a centre of mass energy of 100 TeV, in the search for scalar mediator particles
having longer lifetimes and coming from the Higgs boson decay. It is to be noted
that the muon spectrometer of the FCC-hh detector is different from the one at the
CMS detector, i.e. it has a forward muon spectrometer in addition to the barrel and
endcap detectors. Therefore, a dedicated study is required to understand how this
design affects the search of LLPs coming from the decay of the SM Higgs boson.

Since the design of the 100 TeV collider and detector are all currently under
development, we take this opportunity to perform some studies of dedicated LLP
detector designs in the periphery of the 100 TeV collider, which can aid in increasing
the sensitivity of the long-lived mediator particles that we are concerned with in this
paper. We propose a dedicated LLP detector at the 100 TeV collider experiment,
DELIGHT (Detector for long-lived particles at high energy of 100 TeV), with a
few variations of dimensions, and study the prospect of these detectors in enhancing
the sensitivities of long-lived particles produced at the 100 TeV collider from the SM
Higgs boson decay, in the three dominant production modes of the Higgs boson.

The rest of the paper is organised as follows: In section2, we provide a brief
discussion on the production as well as decay of a light scalar mediator particle,



well-motivated from the standpoint of the DM problem, and the motivation be-
hind focusing on the long-lived parameter space of the mediator particle, and also
a description of the minimal model. Next, in section 3, we begin by outlining our
simulation and computational setup along with the analysis strategies for finding
displaced activities using the CMS muon spectrometer for each of the decay modes
of the mediator particle in a model-independent way, along with a combination of
them following the minimal model. In the latter part of this section, we present the
results of MATHUSLA and CODEX-b analyses, and their complementarity with the
CMS muon spectrometer analysis. Section 4 discusses the sensitivity of the 100 TeV
collider experiment and the proposed DELIGHT LLP detectors accompanying the
FCC-hh detectors for a light scalar mediator particle from the Higgs boson decay.
Finally, we summarise and conclude the findings of our study in section 5.

2 The scalar mediator

A mediator particle which is singlet under the standard model (SM) gauge symme-
tries is predicted in many dark sector scenarios. It plays a role in connecting dark
sector particles to those of the SM. Among various possibilities for the mediator
particle, in this paper, we focus on the (real) scalar mediator whose mass is smaller
enough than the electroweak scale and decay width is small enough to make it long-
lived. Some properties of the mediator particle, how it could be produced at high
energy colliders and how it could decay into SM particles, are summarized below.

2.1 Production of the mediator particle at high energy colliders

From the dimensional analysis, lower dimensional interactions between the scalar
mediator and SM particles are from ®|H|? and ®*/H|? with ® and H being fields
describing the SM singlet mediator and the Higgs doublet in the SM, respectively.

After the electroweak symmetry breaking, the former interactions cause mixing
between ® and H, with the mass eigenstates and hence, the physical states, being
the mediator particle (¢), and the SM-like discovered Higgs boson (k). Thus, it
induces various processes for the mediator production production at high energy
collider experiments: the gluon fusion process (g9 — ¢), the vector boson fusion
process (qq — qqo, ee — eed, etc.) and the mediator-strahlung process (¢qq — V¢,
e~ et — V¢) with ¢, e and V being the quark, electron and vector boson, respectively.
Moreover, the mediator particle can also be produced by the decay of various mesons
if it is very light, such as ¥ — v¢, B — K¢, K — 7¢, etc., with T, B, K and 7
being Upsilon, B, K, and 7 mesons, respectively. On the other hand, the mixing
has already been severely constrained by various experiments, including those of the
Higgs precision measurement at the LHC experiment [92], and hence the production
of the mediator particle via the above processes is not very much efficient.



Vs [TeV] | Process Cross section [pb]
ggF 50.35
14 VBF 4.172
Vh 2.387 (Wh:1.504, Zh:0.8830)
geF 740.3
100 VBF 82.00
Vh 27.16 (Wh:15.90, Zh:11.26)

Table 1: The cross sections of the SM Higgs boson production for the center of mass
energies /s = 14 TeV and /s = 100 TeV. These numbers have been taken from Ref. [93].

On the other hand, the latter interaction, ®?|H|?, is not severely constrained so
far, as it must be accompanied by an on-shell Higgs boson to probe it sensitively.
Indeed, when the mass of the mediator particle is lighter than half of the Higgs
boson mass, the interaction induces the Higgs boson to decay into a pair of mediator
particles, i.e. h — ¢¢. Though the decay is currently not severely constrained,
it is expected to be intensively searched for in the (near) future at the HL-LHC,
100 TeV collider and future lepton collider experiments. Hence, in this paper, we
focus on the search of the scalar mediator particle at the hadron collider experiments
via the h — ¢¢ process, assuming that the hidden sector particles and the mediator
particle do not alter the Higgs boson production process significantly, as most of
the hidden dark sector scenarios predict. We therefore consider usual SM processes
for the Higgs boson production, i.e., the gluon fusion process (ggF, gg — h), the
vector boson fusion process (VBF, qq¢ — ¢qh) and the Higgs-strahlung process (Vh,
qq — V'h), at the HL-LHC as well as the 100 TeV collider experiments [93].

The mediator particle from Higgs boson decay at the colliders:

Here, we discuss the production of the mediator particle at the 14 TeV HL-LHC and
the 100 TeV collider experiments in more details, i.e., the transverse momentum and
pseudo-rapidity distributions, when it is produced from the decay of the SM Higgs
boson. The SM Higgs boson, as discussed above, has multiple production channels at
the hadron colliders, of which we study the ggF, VBF, and Vh production channels
in this paper. The cross-sections of these production channels for the 14 TeV and
100 TeV colliders, as taken from Ref. [93], has been summarised in Table 1.

A discussion on the transverse momentum, pr, and the pseudo-rapidity, 7, dis-
tributions of the SM Higgs boson in the three production channels mentioned above
is a good starting point; it affects the boost of the scalar mediator particle in the
laboratory frame and its detector acceptance. For generating the Higgs boson in
various production channels and its subsequent decay into mediator particles with
varying masses, mg,, we have used the PYTHIA6 code [94]. Fig. 1 shows the normalised
pr (left panel) and n (right panel) distributions of the SM Higgs boson produced via
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Figure 1: Normalised distributions of pr (left panel) and n (right panel) of the SM Higgs
boson produced through the ggF, VBF and Vh production channels at /s = 14 TeV.
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Figure 2: Comparison of the pr (top panels) and n (bottom panels) distributions of the
SM Higgs boson produced via the ggF (left panels), VBF' (centre panels) and Vh (right
panels) production channels at the /s = 14 TeV and 100 TeV collider experiments.

the ggF, VBF and Vh production channels at /s = 14 TeV. We observe that the
Higgs boson has the least transverse momentum and the most forward production in
the ggF production channel, and it is followed by the Vh and VBF channels, respec-
tively. On comparing the distributions of the SM Higgs boson at the 14 TeV and 100
TeV colliders, in Fig. 2, we find that the Higgs boson has slightly higher py values
and more forward 7 values for the 100 TeV collider in all production channels.

We now look at the distributions of the scalar mediator particle, which is pro-
duced from the decay of the Higgs boson. Fig.3 shows the normalised distributions
of pr (top panels) and n (bottom panels) of the mediator particle from the decay
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Figure 3: Normalised pr (top panels) and n (bottom panels) distributions of the mediator
particle from the decay of the Higgs boson, for three values of the mediator mass (mgy =
500 MeV, 5 GeV and 50 GeV), along with the latter for comparison in the ggF (left panels),

VBF (centre panels) and Vh (right panels) production channels at /s = 14 TeV.

of the Higgs boson, for three values of the mediator mass (m, = 500 MeV, 5GeV
and 50 GeV) in the ggF (left panels), VBF (centre panels) and Vh (right panels)
production channels at /s = 14 TeV. The corresponding distributions for the Higgs
boson are also shown (dashed gray lines) for comparison. With the increasing mass of
the mediator particle, its transverse momentum decreases and produces more in the
forward direction; it follows the SM Higgs boson distributions more closely than the
lighter mediator particles due to the smaller phase-space availability in the former.

2.2 Decay of the mediator particle

Once the mediator particle is produced at the hadron colliders, it could decay into
SM particles. Assuming that its flavor-changing decays and those into hidden sector
particles are suppressed and/or forbidden, decay processes into SM particles that
could dominate the decay are ¢ — bb, c¢, s5, dd, uii, e"e™, u~p*, 7777, gg and 7,
with b, ¢, s, d, u, e, u, 7, g and v being b, ¢, s, d, u quarks, electron, muon, tau
lepton, gluon and photon, respectively.* The use of the decay processes into light
quarks and gluons are valid if the mediator mass (my) is larger enough than the
hadronization scale, say my 2 2GeV. If the mediator mass is less than this value,
the decay processes should be expressed by those into mesons: ¢ — 7w, KK and
other hadronic ( and p, etc.) processes such as ¢ — nn, pp and 47 (four pions).

4Since we focus on the h — ¢¢ process for the production of the mediator particle, the mass of
the mediator particle is assumed to be less than half of the Higgs boson mass, i.e. mg < mp/2.



The above decay processes are described by several higher-dimensional interac-
tions from the viewpoint of the effective theory including the mediator and SM par-
ticles: ® Q;H°U;/\,,, ® Q;HD; /Ny, ® L;HE;/\,,, ® GG [Ny and @ F, F* /A,
with Q;, U;, D;, L;, E; being the quark doublet, up-type quark singlet, down-type
quark singlet, lepton doublet, charged lepton singlet fields of the i-th generation,
respectively, while GG};,, and F,, are gluon and photon field strength tensors.” Then,
it turns out that the mediator becomes a long-lived particle, if the (effective) cut-off
scales of the interactions (As) are large. In particular, when we impose a condition
inspired by the minimal flavor violation on the interactions that flip the chirality of
SM fermions [95, 96], the cutoff scales are inversely proportional to corresponding
Yukawa couplings, i.e. Ay, o<y, b, Ag, o< yz ' and A, o y,'. It makes the mediator
particle further long-lived when it decays mainly into the light SM fermions.

We consider the cases that the mediator particle decays into a pair of muons, light
mesons, quarks and gluons (77, KK, ss and gg), as well as charm quarks (cc), tau
leptons and bottom quarks (bb).5 We analyse each case individually with the mass
and the decay length of the mediator particle (m, and c7,) being free parameters
assuming that the mediator decays into each specific final state with 100 % branching
fraction. We present the result of the analysis quantitatively based on this strategy;
for example, we will show the parameter region in the (c7,, mg)-plane that can be
probed at the future hadron collider experiments for all the above cases.

Minimal model of the scalar mediator:

In addition to the above strategy, we also consider the minimal model of the (real)
scalar mediator to present the result of the analysis. This model is often referred for
the scalar mediator particle and allows us to predict a branching fraction for each
decay mode mentioned above. The model is defined by the following Lagrangian:

2
L= CLou+ %(8@)2 — Agu®|H|>— A%Hqﬂm? — e —Ere? - %@3 = Z—T@‘*MDS,

' ' (2.1)
where Lgy is the SM Lagrangian, while Lpg is the Lagrangian for dark sector particles
including their interactions with ®. After the electroweak symmetry breaking and
taking the unitary gauge, i.e. H = (0,vg + 2')T/v/2 with vy ~ 246 GeV being the
vacuum expectation value of H, while ® = vg + ¢’ with vy = 0 being that of ®,7 H

5Though it is better to use the interaction ® B,,, B* instead of ® F,, F'*” with B,,, being the
field strength tensor of the hyper-charged gauge boson to make the effective theory invariant under
the SM gauge symmetries, we have used the latter interaction ® F),, F'*¥ in the text for it is more
directly related to the physical quantity, i.e. the decay width of the mediator into two photons.

6We do not consider the cases that ¢ decays mainly into a pair of photons (), electrons (e~e*)
and u/d quarks (uii, dd), for the processes tend to be sub-dominant in most of dark sector scenarios
when ¢ is not very light, such as mg > 2m,, with m, being the muon mass.

"We can take the vacuum expectation value of the mediator field to be zero without the loss of

generality. Then, this condition gives the relation among the parameters; 243 + pepv? = 0.



is mixed with ®. Then, the quadratic terms of /'’ and ¢’ in the Lagrangian is®
1 m2/ ’ m2/ / h/ 1 m2 0 h
e (i) (o) =0 (7 ) (6) e
where mi,,, = Agvi, My = Asgvg and m,, = g + Aenvi /2, respectively, with

A being the quartic Higgs coupling in the SM, i.e. —(Ag/2)(|H|? —v%/2)* C Lsm.
The mixing matrix diagonalizing the mass matrix and connecting the states is

h\  (cosf —sind\ (A (2.3)
¢) \sin@ cosé o) '
Mass eigenstates and mixing angle are given by m3, m3 = [(mi, +mZ, ) £{(mj, —

miy)? + 4mi,¢,}1/2]/2 and tan(20) = 2mj3,, /(m3, — My, ). Then, the mediator
and the Higgs boson interacts with SM fermions and gauge bosons as follows:”

Se® + coh _ se + coh (89 + coh)? ) N
Ling = T n ;mfff + [ o + 207 ](QmWWJW“ +myZ,7Z"),

(2.4)
where ¢y = cosf, sy = sinfl. Here, SM fermions (quarks and leptons) are denoted
by f with m; being its mass, while W, and Z, are charged and neutral weak bosons
(W and Z bosons) in the SM with my, and myz being their masses, respectively.

As addressed in the previous subsection, the mixing angle 6 is constrained to be
enough less than one, so that the interactions of the Higgs boson with SM fermions
and gauge bosons shown in eq. (2.4) are not sizeably affected by the mixing. Hence,
the productions of the Higgs boson at high energy colliders are not significantly
altered compared to those predicted in the SM. On the other hand, the same mixing
angle does suppress the interactions of the mediator particle with SM fermions and
gauge bosons as also shown in eq.(2.4), and in addition to the existing prompt
mediator phase space, it can extend the parameter space to include a long-lived
mediator, where it has a lifetime greater than O(100ps), which corresponds to a
decay length greater than ~ 1cm. In particular, the mediator particle must decay
into light SM fermions when the mediator is light, so that it becomes further long-
lived as the interactions are also proportional to the small fermion masses.

The mean proper decay length of the mediator particle, c7y, predicted in the
minimal model and the branching fraction of each decay mode, Br(¢ — SMSM),
contributing to the length are show in the left and right panels of Fig. 4, respectively,
assuming that the mediator particle does not decay into dark sector particles. We
have adapted the method developed in Ref. [97] in order to calculate the mean proper

8The contribution from the dark sector particles to the mixing is assumed to be negligibly small.

90ther interactions among SM fermions and gauge bosons, i.e. gauge interactions of SM fermions
and self-interactions of SM gauge bosons, are not altered from the SM. In addition to the interactions
addressed so far, there are various scalar interactions among the mediator and the Higgs boson.
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Figure 4: The mean proper decay length of the mediator particle, cty, predicted in the
minimal model in eq. (2.1) and the branching fraction of each decay mode, Br(¢ — SM SM),
contributing to the length are show in the left and right panels, respectively, assuming that
the mediator does not decay into dark sector particles. In the left panel, the decay lengths
with the mixing angles sin® = 1072, 107> and 108 are shown. In the right panel, only
the branching fractions that are analysed in the following sections are shown.

decay length and the branching fractions. Concerning partial decay widths into
hadrons or light quarks/gluons, the mediator particle is postulated to decay into
hadrons when my < 2 GeV, while it decays into light quarks and gluons when my >
2 GeV within this method. Moreover, the total decay width into all the hadrons is
matched with that into light quarks and gluons at m, = 2GeV by adjusting the
normalization of the partial decay width of the process into 4, nn and pp.'°

The left panel of the figure shows that decreasing mass and sinf of the mediator
particle increases its c74, and a mediator particle with c7, greater than ~ lcm is
considered to be long-lived. For a mixing angle of 107°, the mean proper decay
length, 7y, ranges from about 77m to 0.11m to 0.15 cm for mediator masses of 0.5,
5 and 50 GeV, respectively. In the right panel of the figure, we show the variation
of branching fractions of the various decay modes that we consider in this work (upu,
7w, KK, gg, ss, cc, 7T and bb) with the mass of the mediator particle.

3 The long-lived mediator particle at the HL-LHC

As motivated in the previous section where we have discussed the properties of
the mediator particle, we study the case where the mediator is produced from the
decay of the SM Higgs boson, assuming that its production is not altered by new
physics, i.e., dark sector particles and the mediator particle. Then, there are three
dominant components depending on the production mode of the SM Higgs boson
at the LHC experiment; gluon-gluon fusion (ggF'), vector boson fusion (VBF), and

10The partial decay widths has been computed at leading order in Ref. [97] when mg > 2GeV,
while we used the result of the HDECAY code which involves some next to leading order corrections.
Hence, the normalization that we have used is slightly different from that used in the reference.
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Higgs-strahlung (Vh). These production modes, along with the mediator mass, m,
affect the boost (57) of the mediator particle, which in turn controls its decay length
in the laboratory frame (d = $7c7,) in addition to its mean proper lifetime, 7,4.'"

We have used the PYTHIA6 code [94] to generate the Higgs boson in various
production channels and its further decay into a pair of mediator particles with
varying masses, my, and decay lengths, c7,. Fig.5 shows the variation of the his-
togram of the boost factor distribution (top three panels) as well as that of the decay
length in the laboratory frame (bottom three panels) with three values of mediator
masses, mg = 500 MeV, 5 GeV, 50 GeV, where each has two different decay lengths,
¢y = 0.1m, 1000 m, for the ggF, VBF and Vh production channels of the SM Higgs
boson at /s = 14 TeV. We also show the histogram of the distribution of the proper
decay length, exp(—d/cry), for the two lifetimes mentioned above as a reference to
compare how the boost factor changes the decay lengths in the laboratory frame.
The boost factor increases for lighter mediator particles, and therefore, shifts the
decay length d to very large values. Out of the three production channels, the ggF
process imparts the lowest boost to the mediator particle since the Higgs boson itself
tends to have lower transverse momentum, pr, as we have seen in section 2.1.

Fig.5 indicates that the general purpose detectors at the LHC experiment, i.e.
the ATLAS and CMS detectors which have sizes of O(10) m, can be sensitive for a
range of mediator masses greater than 100 MeV and decay lengths with d < 1000 m.
Other proposed dedicated experiments for LLPs, such as the FASER, CODEX-b,
and MATHUSLA experiments, will be sensitive to LLPs which are lighter and have
greater decay lengths, i.e., d > O(10) m, because they will be/are planned to be
situated at larger distances from the interaction point (IP). Since these experiments
have a much cleaner environment than those at the ATLAS and CMS detectors
owing to their increased distance from the IP and therefore, increased shielding,
even a small number of LLP decays within the detectors can signal new physics.
Unlike the CODEX-b and MATHUSLA experiments, both of which have transverse
detectors, the FASER experiment has a forward detector, so that limits from the
former experiments are stronger than the FASER experiment for LLPs from the Higgs
boson decay, as has already been studied in Ref[68]. This fact can be understood
from the pseudo-rapidity distribution of the mediator particle when it is produced
from the Higgs boson decay, as shown in Fig.3, which is more central for lighter
mediators. The FASER experiment is sensitive only for the mediator particle heavier
than ~ 40 GeV when they are produced more in the forward direction. We therefore
focus on the experiments with transverse LLP detectors in this paper.

HUHereafter for simplicity, we will refer to the mean proper lifetime (14) or the mean proper decay
length (e7y) of the mediator as just the lifetime or the decay length, unless otherwise stated.
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Figure 5: Normalised histograms of the boost factor distribution (top panels) and the
decay length in the laboratory frame (bottom panels) of the mediator particle from the
SM Higgs boson decay, for mg = 500MeV, 5GeV and 50 GeV, and cty = 0.1m (solid
lines) and 1000 m (dashed lines), in the ggF (left), VBF (centre) and Vh (right) production
modes of the Higgs boson production at /s = 14 TeV. The histogram of the exponential
distribution, exp(—d/cty), for the two different decay lengths are shown in gray.

3.1 Mediator decays within CMS muon spectrometer

High luminosity runs of the LHC (HL-LHC) experiment is proposed to have a peak
luminosity of 5 x 103 cm=2s7! (7.5 x 103 ecm ™2 s71) which corresponds to around an
average of 140 (200) pile-up (PU) vertices per bunch crossing at the start (end) of
the runs[98]. This huge amount of pile-up poses a severe challenge, and therefore
dedicated efforts are being made to maintain the physics reach of the experiment.
For instance, the CMS collaboration has designed a level-1 trigger menu in Ref. [99]
to be used for its Phase-II runs which can control PU rates. Triggering LLPs in
such a high PU scenario is studied in Ref. [100], where Phase-II upgrades like L1
tracking has been used. Also, the HLT and offline analyses for LLPs are not yet fully
available for the HL-LHC experiment. Dedicated studies for the prospects of the
LLP search in each sub-detector, i.e., tracker, electromagnetic calorimeter (ECal), as
well as hadronic calorimeter (HCal), is hence required for the HL-LHC experiment.

The inner parts of the ATLAS and CMS detectors, i.e., trackers and calorimeters,
will be affected the most due to the increased amount of activity. This motivates
us to study LLP decays inside the detector which lies farthest from the IP, and is
therefore the least affected by the increased PU rate, i.e., the muon spectrometer
(MS). It also has the largest coverage in the radial and the z-direction (both ~
3m for CMS) compared to all others in ATLAS and CMS detectors. This large
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"o 05GeV | 5GeV | 50 GeV
CT¢

0.01m 0.09 0.00 0.00
0.1m 1.10 0.09 0.00
1.0m 1.68 1.07 0.07

10.0m 2.04 1.67 0.85

100.0 m - 1.59 1.53
1000.0 m - - 1.52

Table 2: The ratio of efficiencies for the LLP (the mediator particle) which decays inside
the muon spectrometer and the tracker of the CMS detector, refereed as ens/€Tvacker i1
the text, for some benchmark masses and decay lengths of the mediator particle.

decay volume compensates for its distance from the IP, and the MS can still have
a significant acceptance for LLP decays. To demonstrate this, we present the ratio
of efficiency of the mediator decaying inside the MS (dr > 4m or |d.| > 7m, and,
dr < 7m and |d,| < 10m) to that within the tracker (dr < 1.29m and |d.| < 3m),
€MS/ €Tracker, for some benchmark mediator masses and decay lengths in Table 2.12
We find that for all the three mediator masses, 0.5 GeV, 5GeV and 50 GeV, there
exists a range of decay lengths where this ratio is equal to or greater than one, and
it means there are equal or more decays within the MS than within the tracker.

In addition, the MS has the capability to detect various final states from the
mediator decay other than muons, as studied in Ref. [58]. The CMS muon stations,
consisting of resistive plate chambers (RPCs), drift tubes (DTs) and cathode strip
chambers (CSCs), are interleaved with return yokes made of iron plates. Electrons,
photons and hadrons can interact with the yokes and make a shower producing
multiple hits in the muon chambers, giving a cluster of hits in the MS [58].

Focusing on the MS for LLP searches has already been explored by experimental
collaborations such as CMS and ATLAS, where the CMS collaboration has studied
the prospects of using the CMS end-cap MS for LLP decays into a pair of quarks and
tau leptons in Ref. [58], whereas the ATLAS collaboration has performed searches
using both the barrel and end-cap parts of the MS for displaced jets in Refs. [43, 46,
49] as well as collimated muons from dark photons in Ref. [47]. We take inspirations
from these analyses and extend them to include various production channels of the
SM Higgs boson and a variety of decay channels of the mediator particle which are
not very well studied in the literature for the HL-LHC as well as future colliders.
Before discussing our analysis strategy in details, we give a brief description of the
simulation and computational setup used in this paper in the next section.

2Here, d and d, are the transverse and the longitudinal components of the decay length in the
laboratory frame, defined as dp = frvyer and d. = B.yer with fr = pr/mg and (. = p./m.
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3.1.1 Simulation and computational setup

As mentioned previously, we use the PYTHIA6 code to generate the process:
pp — hX, h — ¢, ¢ — SMSM,

where X is associated objects which are prompt and depends on the production
channel, ¢ is the long-lived mediator particle, and “SM” denotes various SM decay
products of the mediator particle. As outlined before, we concentrate on the ggF,
VBF and Vh production channels of the Higgs boson, and among “SM” decay modes
of ¢ we consider its decays into u*pu~, ntn~, KT K, gg, s5, c¢, 777~ and bb. We
use the cteq611 PDF set from LHAPDF6 [101] to generate all the processes.

We use the Delphes-3.4.2 code [102] with some modifications for fast-detector
simulation and the ROOT6 [103] framework for our analyses. Since our benchmarks
include light LLPs which will have high boosts at the /s = 14 TeV LHC experiment,
as observed in Fig. 5, their decay products are expected to be highly collimated, and
have very small opening angles between them. Moreover, when the decay products
are highly displaced, they will have a very small physical distance between them in
the n-¢ plane, as has been identified in Ref.[80]. Smaller opening angles between
the decay products will affect their isolation, and it also makes reconstructing the
secondary vertex difficult. Hence, the magnetic field present in the detector plays
an important role in bending the charged tracks and affects the opening angle be-
tween the decay products. We, therefore, have to take into account the appropriate
magnetic field present in the detector for correct simulation of such boosted LLP sce-
narios, otherwise we lose most of them due to the isolation. Since the CMS magnetic
field is solenoidal, it is easier to implement in the Delphes code, and therefore from
this point onwards we focus on the CMS detector geometry, perform our analyses and
present results using the CMS MS. Charged particles are propagated in a magnetic
field of B, = 3.8 T till the tracker edge of the CMS detector in the Delphes-3.4.2
code, whereas further propagation till the HCal detector as well as propagation in
the MS under the influence of the opposite magnetic field are absent. The magnetic
field strength in the MS after the solenoid reduces significantly. From Ref. [104], we
use a conservative value of B, = —0.5T in the MS. We have added these parts of
the propagation in the Delphes modules to take into account the full range of the
magnetic field in the detector.

Fig. 6 shows the propagation of a muon pair from the LLP (mediator particle ¢)
decay in the full CMS magnetic field using our modified Delphes setup. The mass
of the mediator is assumed to be 250 MeV, and three different events are displayed
where ¢ decays within the tracker, inside the calorimeter or Magnet and inside the
MS; in all these three cases, the mediator pr lies between 20-25 GeV. The lines in
solid dark brown and dashed light brown represent muon trajectories in the absence
of the magnetic field. We find that our implementation of the full magnetic field
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Figure 6: Transverse projection of the propagation of a muon pair in the magnetic field
of the CMS detector, where the pair is assumed to be from the decay of the LLP (mg =
250 MeV) that is pair-produced from the Higgs boson decay. See text for more details.

helps in isolating the muon tracks when the LLP decays within the Tracker or in
the ‘Calorimeter+Magnet’ region as compared to the scenario with no magnetic
field. When the LLP decays inside the muon spectrometer, we find that the reduced
magnetic field strength outside the solenoid is not very efficient in isolating the tracks.

Fig. 7 shows the scatter plot of AR (which is calculated using the n and ¢ of
the particles at the detector edge) between the muons from the decay of the boosted
long-lived mediator particle as a function of the distance between the secondary
vertex and the IP, dgy, with the color bar showing the minimum p; from each muon
pair, in the absence (left panels) and the presence (right panels) of the (3.8 T,-0.5T)
solenoidal magnetic field of the CMS detector. The top panels are for a light mediator
particle of 500 MeV mass, while the bottom panels are for a heavier mediator particle
of 50 GeV mass. We find that the AR values for the light mediator particle are
extremely small without the magnetic field and keep decreasing with increasing dgy,
as is expected. In the presence of the magnetic field, the AR values increase to
reasonable ones. We observe a turnover at around 4 m, which marks the change in
the direction of the magnetic field. Before 4m, the particles experience magnetic
fields in both directions, as we have seen in Fig. 6, and these two counter each other
to give smaller AR. This effect of magnetic fields of opposite directions countering
each other is more evident for particles with lower dgy values, hence, smaller opening
angles. After 4m, the particles only experience magnetic field in one direction and

— 16 —



my = 500 MeV, cty = 10 cm my = 500 MeV, cty = 10 cm
0—2 -1

=
o

x1 X
8 T T T T T T T ] 50 8 T T T T T T T ] 50
without with magnetic 45
7 magnetic field 7| —_ 7 field: (3.8,-0.5) T N 40 —
O 5 O
S ‘5‘ c = 30 =
= 25 €
3 »3 3 20 %
2 o 2 15 &
1 1 10
0 - — S 0 5
1 2 3 45 6 7 8 9 10 1 2 3 4 5 6 7 8 9 10
dsy [m] dsy [m]
my = 50 GeV, ¢ty = 10 cm my = 50 GeV, ¢ty = 10 cm
5 T T T T T T T 50 5 T T T T T T T 50
without 45 with magnetic 45
4 magnetic field _] 40 4 field: (3.8,-0.5) T| 40
: S S
35 v 35 o
. 3 M 30 & . 3 M 30 2
< £ < £
25 25
2 . £ 2 . €
20 2 20 2
11 s 1M 15 = 1 18 15 =
.;-‘l.ﬂ.& : 10 : 10
0 — 5 0 5
1 2 3 45 6 7 8 9 10 1 2 3 4 5 6 7 8 9 10

Figure 7: Variation of the AR values between the muons coming from the decay of
the boosted long-lived LLP (mediator particle ¢) as a function of the distance between
the secondary vertex and the IP, dgy, with (right panels) and without (left panes) 3.8 T
solenoidal magnetic field. The color bar shows the minimum pr from the muon pair.

follow the usual trend of decreasing AR with increasing dgy. On the other hand,
for the heavier mediator particle, the effects addressed above are much smaller. For
each case, mediator particles with smaller pr have comparatively larger AR.

Now that we have a proper implementation of the magnetic field, we start dis-
cussing physics objects used in our analyses. We broadly categorise the physics
objects into “prompt” and “displaced” objects, and they consist of the following:

e Prompt: Since we study various production channels of the Higgs boson which
differ in the type of prompt objects produced in association with the Higgs
boson, we store information of all prompt electrons, muons and jets with the
resolutions, efficiencies and scaling present in the default Delphes CMS card.
For muons, we also apply an additional cut of dr < 1cm to distinguish them
from those coming from the displaced decay of the mediator particle. We
will apply standard trigger cuts, like the single jet, di-jet, VBF jets, single and
double electrons, and muons, all described in the next section, on these prompt
objects to select the event based on the production channel of the Higgs boson.

e Displaced: Muons having dy > 1cm are stored as displaced muons which
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are used for the displaced muons analysis. As we are concentrating only on
activities in the MS, all the other particles, i.e., neutral and charged hadrons,
electrons and photons are stored if their production vertices lie within the
MS. This is because, if these particles are produced before the MS, they will
deposit their energies in the calorimeters. This is elaborately discussed in the
next section. For the displaced particles, we do not apply any efficiencies as of
yet, since these are not very well-documented for the HL-LHC experiment.

We will make use of prompt objects in our analyses in addition to displaced objects,
in order to make easier triggering and further background reduction. We are now
ready to discuss the detail of the analyses performed for each of the production
channels of the Higgs boson and decay channels of the long-lived mediator particle.
The possible backgrounds for our analyses are discussed later in section 3.2.

3.1.2 Analyses for various production and decay channels

The crucial part of selecting any kind of new physics signals at the LHC experiment
is triggering. This is especially true for long-lived signatures because they need
dedicated triggers. The production channel of the Higgs boson plays a key role
in triggering the event. We can trigger the event using the prompt associated
objects, like jets, electrons, or muons. For the ggF channel, we have ISR jets,
and two forward jets with high invariant mass for the VBF one. We divide the Vh
channel into two parts, i.e., Vh-jet and Vh-lep, depending on the decay mode of
the vector boson into jets and leptons, respectively. Table 3 shows prompt triggers
which we use for the various production channels. We use the single jet, di-jet as well
as VBF jet triggers for the ggF, VBF, and Vh-jet channels, and a single electron,
double electron, single muon and double muon triggers for the Vh-lep one. The set
of cuts is denoted by Pl\%i, where the subscript denotes the production mode, i.e.,
geF, VBF, Vh-jet, and Vh-lep, while the superscript refers to a hard set of cuts
(P 4.) motivated from the CMS Phase-II L1 trigger TDR [99] or to a softer set of
cuts (P,4.), obtained from reducing most of the thresholds by half. The fact that
we also observe a displaced activity in addition to the prompt associated objects
motivates the second set of relaxed cuts. Since each decay mode can be triggered
with more than one of the available prompt objects, we define the sets of cuts in terms
of the production modes rather than the individual triggers, to make our study more
inclusive. To further clarify, P , and P 4. for each mode are defined as follows:

° ngs\/BF SVhojer AT€ sets of cuts constituting the single jet, di-jet, and VBF jet

triggers applied on events that the Higgs boson is produced from the gluon-
gluon fusion process, vector boson fusion process and Higgs-strahlung process
with an associated weak gauge boson which decays into jets, respectively.
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Trigger In PH .. In P g Mode
Single jet | pj > 180 GeV, |n;| < 2.4. P> 90GeV, |n;] < 2.4.
Dijet | ph > 112GeV, |n;| < 2.4, An < 1.6. pr > 90GeV, |n;| < 2.4, Anp < 1.6.
pr > 70 GeV for Leading jet, pr > 60 GeV for Leading jet, ggk,
pr > 40 GeV for Sub-leading jet, pr > 30 GeV for Sub-leading jet, VBF,
VBF jet | |n;] <5, nj, x nj, <0, An > 4.0, [nj| <5, nj, xn;, <0, An > 4.0, Vh-jet.
A¢ < 2.0, A¢ < 2.0,
mj; > 1000 GeV. m;; > 500 GeV.,
Single electron | p§ > 36 GeV, || < 2.4. p5 > 18GeV, |n| < 2.4.
Double electron | p7t > 25GeV, p?? > 12GeV, |n| < 2.4. | p7 > 12GeV, pF > 12GeV, || < 2.4. Vhilep
Single muon | pf. > 22GeV, |n| < 2.4. P > 11GeV, || < 2.4. ’
Double muon | pf' > 15GeV, ph? > 7GeV, |n| < 24. | pit > 7GeV, pi2 > 7GeV, |n| < 24.

Table 3: The prompt triggers used and the selection cuts applied in our analysis on the
signal based on the production mode of the Higgs boson at the HL-LHC experiment.

° P\ﬁl/_ ip are sets of cuts constituting the single electron, double electron, single

muon, and double muon triggers applied on events that the Higgs boson is
produced along with a vector boson which decays to leptons (e, u, 7).

This implies that P{gés, P\%‘Fg and P\I,{h/fjet are the same sets of cuts, only that they
are applied to Higgs boson processes produced in the three different modes. Usually,
the thresholds at the high-level trigger (HLT') are higher than the L1 trigger to reduce
the background rates. We assume that the HLT thresholds can be lowered and made
comparable to those at L1 due to the observation of additional displaced activities.

The selection of the event based on the displaced decay products using
objects reconstructed in the CMS MS depends on the final state that the long-lived
mediator particle decays into. As mentioned in section 2.2, we focus on the decay
of the mediator particle into a pair of muons, pions, Kaons, gluons, strange quarks,
charm quarks, taus, and bottom quarks, depending on its mass. Analyses for these
final states differ due to various factors, such as whether the final state consists
of muons or other particles, and the charged particle multiplicity associated with a
displaced secondary vertex (dSV). As we have already discussed, particles apart from
muons will look different in the MS due to their interactions with the iron yokes, i.e.,
they shower and give rise to a cluster of hits. Questions like how they exactly look in
the MS, whether these hits can be reconstructed into tracks and whether the position
of the dSV can be identified with such clusters of hits are all purely experimental in
nature that we cannot address properly in a phenomenological study such as the one
in this paper. We just devise our cuts to ensure that a cluster with a high multiplicity
of hits can be detected in the MS for various final states other than muons.

In addition, if the mediator particle decays into muons, we will have hits in the
MS irrespective of where it decays within the detector. However, if it decays into
electrons, mesons, or jets before (inside) the calorimeters, these decay products will
shower and deposit all (part) of their energies in the calorimeters, and there will
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not be any hits (bad quality hits) in the MS. Therefore, for such final states, which
do not involve at least two muons that can reconstruct the dSV, we consider only
those events where at least one mediator particle decays after the calorimeters (and
magnet), namely well inside the MS. This requirement translates to a cut of dr > 4m
or |d.| > 7m on the position of the dSV. Moreover, if the mediator particle decays
near the MS outer edge, there won’t be enough hits associated with the MS cluster,
and therefore, we put an upper cut on the position of the dSV such that the charged
decay products of the mediator particle have hits in at least two layers of the MS,
which then restricts the fiducial decay volume to be dr < 6m and |d,| < 9m.

Also, because charged pions and Kaons are detector stable, in case the mediator
particle decays into such particles, the number of charged particles associated with
each vertex will be just two and a smaller number of hits might be associated with
the MS cluster, unless they have higher energies. When the mediator particle decays
into displaced jets, the multiplicity increases, and it implies that the energy threshold
for the individual particles is brought down, maintaining similar number of hits in a
MS cluster. When the mediator particle decays into taus, we apply a hybrid analysis;
the displaced muons analysis is used when both taus from the same mediator particle
decay into muons, while the displaced jets analysis is used otherwise.

Based on the above discussion, we divide the final states into four groups:

(A) Muons: The mediator particle (LLP) decays anywhere within the detector;
hits in the muon spectrometer (MS) can be reconstructed as muon tracks.

(B) Pions, Kaons: The mediator particle decays within the MS; due to the iron
yoke, they can shower and produce a cluster of hits in the MS. On the other
hand, because the initial multiplicity of charged particles associated with a dSV
is low, the particles should be energetic to produce enough hits in the MS.

(C) Jets from gg, s5, c¢, bb: Decay of the mediator particle shows up as a cluster
of hits in the MS; the energy threshold for individual particles can be reduced
due to the high multiplicity of charged particles associated with the dSV.

(D) Taus: If both the taus from a single mediator particle decay into p+ anything,
we follow the analysis for muons, otherwise we follow the analysis of jets.

We present in detail model-independent analyses for displaced muons, displaced
mesons, displaced jets and displaced taus in the MS, where in all final states, apart
from those that we have at least two displaced muons from a mediator particle
(LLP), we have a cluster of hits in the MS. We present our results with four sets
of combinations for the cuts on the prompt as well as the displaced objects. We
describe the combinations below along with a motivation for each of them:
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e DfI .. (> 1vtx): Selection based only on at least one displaced activity with
hard cuts. Since we make a selection using at least one displaced activity, the
harder set of cuts is used in order to ensure efficient background rejection.

e DfI .. (=2 vtx): Selection based on two displaced activities with the hard cuts
mentioned above. Fvents with two identified displaced activities satisfying the
harder set of cuts are expected to have significantly low background rates.

o P .. X Dijq. (> 1vtx): Selection based on the set of harder cuts on the
prompt objects and at least one displaced activity with the set of the soft cuts.
When we are using the harder set of cuts on the prompt objects, the cuts on
displaced objects can be relaxed without increasing the backgrounds much.

o PJao X Difoge (= 1vtx): Selection based on the set of softer cuts on the prompt
objects along with at least one displaced activity with again the set of softer
cuts. This is an optimistic version of the previous set, P . x D{j 4o (> 1vtx),
where we also relax the cuts on the prompt particles as well, expecting that the
combination of prompt and displaced cuts keep the backgrounds in control.

Here, the subscript of the set of cuts, DI\H/I(/)ge, denotes the final state particles, i.e.,
muons, pions, Kaons, and jets. We explore such possibilities of combining cuts in this
paper, for the exact analyses for the HL-LHC experiment are not yet finalised, and
detailed studies of projected limits with varying sets of cuts can guide such analyses.
The concrete definition of each Dl\%ie is given in the subsequent sections.

In the sections, we also describe our analysis strategies for all the four groups of
the final states, and present their projected sensitivities on the branching fraction,
Br(h — ¢¢), in the (my, c1,)-plane, assuming 100% branching fraction on the medi-
ator particle decays. For each case, we present the limit presuming an observation of
a minimum of 50 events. On the other hand, in section 3.2 where we discuss briefly
regarding possible backgrounds, we also present a brief discussion on whether or not
an observation of 50 events at the HL-LHC experiment might be enough for exclu-
sion or claiming discovery. In the end, we combine these results according to the
branching ratios predicted by the minimal model, as shown in Fig.4; we translate
our results in the plane of the mediator mass and its mixing angle with the SM Higgs
boson, assuming particular branching of the latter into the mediator particles.

3.1.3 Mediator particle decaying into muons

For the mediator particles (LLPs) decaying into a pair of muons, we can use the
displaced di-muon trigger proposed to be added in the HL-LHC runs of the CMS
experiment [99] which does not require matching between the track segments in the
muon detectors and the inner tracker, and therefore increases sensitivity to larger
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displacements. The CMS displaced di-muon trigger requires two muons with trans-
verse momentum, pr, greater than 20 GeV and 15 GeV. For our harder set of cuts, we
use a pr cut of 20 GeV and reduce this py threshold by half to 10 GeV for the softer
set of cuts'®. At the trigger level, it might be difficult to reconstruct the dSV. We
can use the transverse impact parameter (dy) of tracks that have been reconstructed
using the hits in the MS to discriminate these muons from prompt ones. We follow
Ref. [44] and perform our analysis with a |dy| > 2mm cut.

In section 3.1.1, we have discussed that for lighter mediator masses having high
boosts or for decays with higher displacements, the decay products could be very
close in the n-¢ plane, which will affect the multiplicity associated with the dSV. The
implementation of the CMS magnetic field brings the simulated separation between
the decay products, depending on its boost and decay position, close to what will be
observed in the experiment. We need to demand a minimum cut on this separation
to ensure that the detector can identify both the muons coming from the same dSV
separately, and they are not too close to be misidentified as a single muon. In the
latter case, dy of the reconstructed track will be very small, since this track will point
towards the mediator particle’s direction, which comes from the collision vertex, and
looks like a prompt single muon'*. In addition, if the two muons are very close,
it makes the reconstruction of the dSV difficult as well. This motivates a A¢ cut
between the pair of muons from the same dSV. The ATLAS HL-LHC proposed
analysis for dark photons [47], which also faces a similar problem of being highly
boosted, thereby making the muons coming from their decay very collimated, looks
for a secondary pattern within a single Muon Region of Interest (Rol) to deal with
such collimated cases and puts a A¢ > 0.01 cut between the secondary and the
primary patterns in the same Rol. For the CMS analysis, we put a similar cut. The
¢ values of displaced particles, as observed in the detector, change with the radial
distance due to its mismatch with the detector’s ¢ segments [80], and therefore, it
is important to specify the radial value at which we are computing this A¢, like
specified in Chapter 7 (section 7.1.4.1) of the TDR for the Phase-IT upgrade of the
CMS Muon Detectors [106], where they discuss trigger algorithm for displaced muons.
We have used the ¢ values at the outermost edge of the CMS detector, i.e., R = 7m,
Z = 10m. One could use the standard way of calculating the A¢ or AR using the
momentum of the muons from their tracks (A, mom), and later we have compared
the two.

Once the event passes the L1 trigger, at the High-Level Trigger (HLT) and
offline analyses, it is a lot easier to find out the dSV due to the availability of more
information as well as more time. Then, we can apply a cut on the transverse

13In case that the 10 GeV cut is too low for the standard analyses at the HL-LHC experiment, the
sensitivity of scouting analyses with such low pr thresholds for displaced muons can be studied [105].

MFor very displaced decays, the absence of hits in the inner tracker compatible with the muon
track reconstructed in the MS provides some discrimination compared to prompt single muons.
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Table 4: Harder and softer sets of cuts, Dﬁf and DE , applied for the displaced muons.
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Figure 8: Efficiencies of the various cuts on mediator particles of mass 0.5 GeV (left
panel) and 50 GeV (right panel) for varying lifetimes when it decays to a pair of muons.

distance of the dSV from the interaction point in order to further reduce any prompt
di-muon background. Table4 shows the various sets of cuts applied on the signal
when the mediator particle (LLP) decays into a pair of displaced muons, denoted as
D
These cuts can be combined with the selection cuts based on the various production

where i indicates either a harder set of cuts (D} ) or a softer set of cuts (D3,).

channels denoted by Pl\l;f({fe, as discussed in section 3.1.2, which can let us relax both
the sets of cuts, allowing for better signal efficiencies with lower backgrounds.

Fig. 8 shows the effect of the various sets of cuts on the signal efficiency as a
function of decay length of the mediator particle ¢ for two benchmark masses of
0.5 GeV (left panel) and 50 GeV (right panel). For both the masses, the pr cut on
the muons affects the efficiency the most. On the other hand, all the other cuts do
not have a significant effect on the efficiency. For the lighter benchmark, the A¢,,
cut (solid black line) has slightly more effect as compared to the heavier benchmark,
which is due to a larger boost of the former. We discuss this in more detail in the
case where the mediator decays into a pair of b-quarks in section 3.1.5. We observe
that in both these benchmarks, the efficiency is not affected much if we apply a cut
on A¢mom > 0.01 instead of using the separation at the detector edge (Ag,,,).
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Fig.9 shows the projected upper limits on the branching fraction of the Higgs
boson decaying to a pair of the mediator particles with masses ranging from 0.5 GeV
to 60 GeV, and a wide range of decay lengths starting from 1cm at the 14 TeV HL-
LHC experiment with a luminosity of 3000 fb~!, when we apply the cuts on displaced
muons outlined in Table 4 along with the cuts on the various prompt particles coming
from the production channel described in Table 3, combined into four sets discussed
earlier. The results obtained from production channels of ggF, VBF, Vh-jet, and
Vh-lep have been combined in this figure. In Fig. 10, we show similar limit grid plots
with the isolation cut applied on A¢,,;, mom instead of the physical separation at the
detector edge. We find that for lighter LLP masses, the A¢,,;, mom cut performs better
than the latter, and for heavier mediators the limits from the two approaches are very
close. Since we are demanding the displaced muons above some pr threshold, cases
where the A¢,,mom 18 below some required threshold, however they are physically
well separated due to bending in the magnetic field, do not occur. However, there are
cases where the muon pair is isolated as per A¢,, mom, but not physically separated
due to the large displacement of the muons. In Fig.8, where we plot the variation
of efficiency of the Df > 1 vtx set of cuts with c¢7, we observe that in going from
a mediator of mass 0.5 GeV to 50 GeV, the most sensitive decay length shifts from
1em to 0.5m. This is also reflected in the top left plot of Fig. 9, where for a 0.5 GeV
mediator decaying to muons, the most sensitive limit achieved is Br(h — ¢¢) <
1.1x107% at ¢7y = 1 cm decay, whereas, for mg = 50 GeV, Br(h — ¢¢) < 6.4 x 1077
at ¢t, = 0.5m. With an increasing mediator mass, the range of decay lengths
sensitive to the analysis also increases since they have lower boosts and, even for
higher lifetimes, decay within the detector, unlike lighter particles whose probability
to decay within the detector decreases much rapidly with increasing cr.

Comparing the other set of cuts, we find that the best limits for the 0.5 GeV
mediator particle remain at ¢ty = 1cm, however, increase by factors of 11, 17,
and 4.5, respectively for the DIf =2vtx, P¥ x D} > 1vtx and P® x D7 > 1vtx
sets of cuts. Similar numbers for the 50 GeV mediator particle are 5.5, 17, and 4.8,
respectively. Out of these four sets, the Df > 1 vtx cuts is the most sensitive set since
it demands only a single displaced di-muon pair. It will be feasible if it is possible
to trigger the events at L1 of the HL-LHC experiment using only the displaced di-
muons. In case that is not possible, we can demand two such displaced pairs of
muons (Df = 2vtx), or select the event using the L1 menu for prompt objects and
then identify the displaced muons at HLT (PH x DE > 1vtx). Another hybrid set
that we have considered with reduced thresholds of both the prompt and displaced
objects (P° x Dﬁ > 1vtx) may be used to improve the limits maintaining reasonable
background. For the DY > 1vtx (P" x D7 > 1vtx), sensitivity falls off around 50 m
(1-5m) and 10*m (500m) for mediator masses of 0.5 GeV and 50 GeV respectively.
The Df = 2vtx set of cuts loses its sensitivity at around 100m for the 50 GeV
mediator particle. Among the production modes, although the ggF mode dominates
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Figure 9: Projected upper limits on the branching fraction of the Higgs boson decaying
into a pair of the mediator particles, Br(h — ¢¢), for 50 observed decays of the mediator
particles to muons for sets of cuts applied only on the displaced muons (top panels) and
those combining the prompt and displaced activities (bottom panels). The shown limits
are obtained by combining the ggF, VBF and Vh productions for the Higgs boson.

the limits due to its higher cross section (Tablel), the VBF and Vh production
modes have similar or even higher efficiencies for varying decay lengths over a range
of mediator masses.

3.1.4 Mediator particle decaying into pions/Kaons

We now look for the mediator particle decaying into a pair of charged mesons, such
as pions and Kaons. As already discussed in section 2.2, when the mass of the
mediator particle is below 2 GeV, it is better to consider that the mediator particle
is decaying into mesons rather than into light quarks and gluons. We, therefore,
consider mediator masses starting from 2 x m, k till 2GeV decaying to two pions
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Figure 10: Projected upper limits on the branching fraction of the Higgs boson decaying
into a pair of the mediator particles, Br(h — ¢¢), for 50 observed decays of the mediator
particles to muons The shown limits are obtained by combining the ggF, VBF and Vh
productions for the Higgs boson.

and two Kaons in this section. The charged particle multiplicity associated with the
mediator decay in these cases is two, to begin with. However, as discussed earlier,
the charged hadrons can interact with the iron yoke to shower and produce further
particles. Since the PYTHIA6 code treats both 7% and K= as detector stable particles,
and we do not have a full detector simulation, we cannot quantify the final charged
particle multiplicity for a mediator particle decaying into these particles.

We, therefore, closely follow the analysis for muons, the only difference being
that we now only consider decays happening inside the muon spectrometer. The
motivation to follow the muon analysis is that, if the pions and Kaons are as energetic
as the muons, they might lead to an amount of activity in the MS, which will be
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D;'/Dg D7/ Di

pi/™ > 20 GeV /™ > 10 GeV
Pions/Kaons | n,/x > 2 Nr/k > 2
/K| < 2.8 /K| < 2.8

dr >4mor|d,]>7m |dr>4mor|d,|>7m
7 pair/K pair | dr < 6m and |d,| < 9m | dr < 6m and |d,| < 9m
Abrmiicr > 001 Abrriicr > 001

Event Nyte > 1 OF Ny = 2 Npte > 1 OF Nypy = 2

Table 5: Harder and softer sets of cuts applied for the displaced pions or Kaons.

enough to make it possible to trigger on. Table5 summarises the cuts used for the
analysis of the mediator particle decaying to a pair of charged pions and Kaons. We
do not apply any dy cut here since it might not be possible to measure this quantity
as the mesons will shower and, therefore, might not have well-reconstructed tracks
like the muons. Also, the possibility of the event passing the selection might improve
when we can trigger on some prompt objects from the associated production mode
along with this displaced activity. We also discuss the results of such combined sets
of cuts on prompt and displaced activities, similar to the case of the muons.

As we now constrain the decays within the MS, let us have a look at the dis-
tributions of transverse momentum and pseudo-rapidity of the mediator particles
that decay inside the MS for some benchmark masses and decay lengths. Fig.11
shows the normalised histograms of pr and 7 distributions of the long-lived mediator
particles when it has a mass of 1 GeV and 2GeV and how these distributions get
biased when we apply a cut on the dSV position for two decay lengths of 0.1 m, and
10m. We observe that for both the 1 GeV and 2 GeV mediator particles with cr; =
0.1m, the pr distributions do not change much on applying the dSV cut, however,
for the higher decay length of 10 m, the dSV cut selects low pr mediators, otherwise
high boost leads to decay outside the detector. For the n distributions, the difference
made by the dSV cuts is not significant, however, it makes the distributions slightly
more central compared to the original ones for both the benchmark masses and decay
lengths. We will revisit this plot for higher mass benchmarks in the next section, as
there we discuss the decay of the mediator particle into a pair of b-quarks.

Figs.12 and 13 show the projected upper limit on the Br(h — ¢¢) for the set of
cuts D > 1vtx, P?x D% > 1vtx, and P¥x D% > 1 vtx, for some benchmark masses
and a range of lifetimes assuming 100 % decay to pions and Kaons, respectively,
combined over ggF, VBF, Vh-jet and Vh-lep production modes at 14 TeV HL-LHC
experiment with an integrated luminosity of 3000fb~!. For the set of cuts outlined
in Table b5, we get negligibly small efficiencies for events where both the mediator
particles decay inside the MS and the mesons coming from their decay satisfy the

— 27 —



0.14

M,=1 GeV, without dSV cut
— M,=1GeV, c1=0.1 m

0.12

Mg=1 GeV, without dSV cut Mg=2 GeV, without dSV cut
—— MgF1GeV, c1=0.1m — M=2GeV, ct=0.1m
M,=1 GeV, c1=10 m —_— MW:Z GeV, ct=10 m

A
E 0.12
M1 GeV, ct=10m
Mw=2 GeV, without dSV cut
— M,=2GeV, c1=0.1m

—— M2 GeV, ct=10 m

0.

i

Normalised
Normalised

0.

s

0.0

@

0.0:

@

0.0

>

0.0

>

0.0

=

=

& 0.0
— L

0.02 0.0:

)

P R U B L
20 40 60 80 100 120 140 160 180 200
LLP

p

=)
4

T Me

Figure 11: Normalised histograms of the transverse momentum (left panel) and the
pseudo-rapidity (right panel) distributions of the long-lived mediator particle for two bench-
mark masses (mg = 1GeV and 2GeV) and decay lengths (cty, = 0.1m and 10m) before
(dashed lines) and after (solid lines) applying the required cut on the dSV.

harder set of cuts, Df/ = 2vtx, and therefore we do not show these results. We
observe that the P° x D;f JK > 1vtx set of cuts has the best sensitivity when the
mediator decays to pions and Kaons, and the best limits with this set of cuts for
masses 1 GeV and 2GeV are Br(h — ¢¢) < 3.6 x 107%, er = 5em (5.6 x 1074
cr =10cm) and 4.7x 107, ¢r = 10cm (5.3x 107°, ¢7 = 10 cm) achieved respectively
for pions (Kaons). The limits achieved for pions and Kaons are comparable, and
both degrade by a factor of 20 as compared to the case where the mediator decays
to muons. The mass range of mediators studied in this section varies over a small
interval, and therefore, we do not see much difference in the variation of limits with
decay length over the masses. The D¥ > 1vtx and P° x D > 1vtx set of cuts
lose their sensitivity around decay lengths of 5-10m, whereas the PH x D% > 1vtx
analysis loses sensitivity around 1m.

3.1.5 Mediator particle decaying into bb/gg/s5/cc

The mediator particle can decay into gluons and quarks when its mass exceeds a few
GeV as discussed in section 2, and these will lead to displaced jets in the final state.
The mediator particle tends to dominantly decay into two b-quarks when its mass
exceeds 10 GeV as we have also discussed in section 2.2. We, therefore, outline the
analysis for displaced jets in the CMS MS by considering b-jets first, and then apply
this analysis to cases for jets from gluons, strange quarks and charm quarks.

Jets are objects with high particle multiplicity. Moreover, jets consist of both
charged and neutral hadrons, photons, and even electrons. All of these particles can
interact with the iron yokes in the MS and give rise to multiple hits, as we have
previously discussed. Due to the absence of a full detector simulation that takes into
account the particles’ interactions with the detector elements, our analysis makes use
of some phenomenological cuts motivated by what might be achieved in the real HL-
LHC experiment. As already mentioned earlier, the first criterion is that the decay
vertex needs to be present within the CMS MS, i.e., we select only those events
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The shown limits are

obtained by combining the ggF, VBF and Vh production modes of the Higgs boson.

where the mediator particle decays after a transverse distance of 4m or half-length
7m, and before the second last MS station which is located at dp = 6m and |d,| =
9m. We, therefore, put this cut on the position of the dSV in our analysis.
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Figure 14: Normalised histograms of the transverse momentum (left panel) and the
pseudo-rapidity (right panel) distributions of the long-lived mediator particle for two bench-
mark masses (mg = 10 GeV and 50 GeV) and decay lengths (cty = 0.1 m and 10m) before
(dashed lines) and after (solid lines) applying the required cut on the dSV.

the decay of the Higgs boson produced in the ggF mode, with two benchmark masses
of 10 GeV and 50 GeV, each having a decay length of 0.1 m and 10 m after putting
the cut on dSV compared to the initial distributions without any cut on the position
of the dSV. This plot is the extension of Fig.11 for mediators with higher masses,
and we find that the effect of the dSV cut is more evident here. The first observation
is that the long-lived particles of mass 10 GeV have higher py than the 50 GeV'’s,
and the former is more central than the latter. This is due to the fact that the
lighter mediator particle has more boost than the latter. Also, since these come from
the decay of the Higgs boson, which itself has mostly low pr and high n values in
the ggF production mode, the heavier mediator particles follow these distributions
owing to their lower boosts. The second observation is that mediator particles with a
decay length of 0.1 m have harder py distributions and more forward 7 distributions
for both 10 GeV and 50 GeV mass compared to the respective larger decay length
(10m) counterparts. For low values of decay length, the mediator particle needs
higher boost to reach the MS, and the cut on dSV position captures mostly the tail
of the pr and p, distributions for such decay lengths, which explains the observed
trend with decreasing decay length in Fig. 14. For the mediator particle with lifetime
10m, the dSV cut biases the distribution towards lower p; and more central n when
compared to the actual distributions without requiring the decay to be in the MS,
opposite to what we observed for the benchmarks with smaller decay length. This
is on account of the fact that a higher boost will make the mediator particle with
a larger decay length to decay outside the fiducial MS decay volume that we have
considered. Thus, for each mass and decay length, we capture a different range of
boosts inside the CMS MS (or any other detector volume kept away from the IP).
Once we select decays of mediator particles into a pair of b-jets inside the CMS
MS, we need to ensure that they can be triggered efficiently with a reasonably low
background. Particle multiplicity from the same dSV, i.e. ngsv, is an important
factor, because it will eventually control the number of hits in a cluster detected in

— 30 —



0.16

— M~10 GeV, c1=0.1 m

My=10 GeV, ct=10 m
_— Mw=50 GeV, ct=0.1m
—— Mg=50 GeV, ct=10 m

— Mw=10 GeV, c1=0.1m
ﬂ M=10 GeV, ct=10 m
— M50 GeV, ct=0.1m
— M=50 GeV, ct=10 m

0.1

I

0.1.

Normalised
N

Normalised
o
N

0.

o

0.0
0.0

>

0.0:

=

=)
EENRNESRENNNSEN RSN NN NN ANRAN]

=
8 €
[T I I

0.02

—
=}
o

ISEN]
T

IS
[l
o
=}
o
o

=}

n 1 1 % 5"25
Figure 15: Normalised histograms of multiplicity distributions of all particles associated
with a dSV, (ngsv, (left panel) and charged particles associated with a dSV, nfi}év, (right
panel) for long-lived mediator particles having masses of mg = 10 GeV and 50 GeV, and
the decay lengths of ¢ty = 0.1m and 10m after applying the required cut on the dSV.
Multiplicity is calculated with particles having pp > 0.5 GeV and |n| < 2.8.

the CMS MS, namely, a higher multiplicity ensures that the cluster of MS hits can be
easily distinguished from the SM punch-through background. Also, if we demand a
minimum cut on the number of charged particles associated with the same dSV, i.e.
nSly, for instance, we demand at least 3 or 5 charged particles, we can significantly
reduce the background from the decay of long-lived particles in the SM, such as Kg
and A, which have a charged multiplicity of two'®. We calculate the multiplicities
including hadrons, electrons and photons coming from the same dSV with pr >
0.5GeV and |n| < 2.8. Our definition of the same dSV includes tolerance of 1cm
in each z-, y- and z-direction, in order to take into account the displaced decays of
b-mesons. Some mesons can still have longer decay lengths in the laboratory frame,
and hence we will lose them in this analysis. Fig. 15 shows the histograms of the
nasv distribution (left panel) as well as the nSky, distribution (right panel).

In actual experiments, the number of hits associated with a MS cluster will also
depend on the momentum or energy of all the particles from the same vertex, i.e.,
more energy leads to more showering, and hence increase the hit multiplicity. We,
therefore, require the sum of the transverse momentum of all the particles associated
with a mediator particle decay (> pr.asv) to be greater than some threshold, which
we choose to be 20 GeV and 50 GeV as the softer and harder cuts respectively, to
guarantee that these particles can shower to leave enough number of hits in the MS.
As we are demanding higher > pr 4sv requirement, we do not apply any cut on nqgv,
because both have a similar goal of increasing the hits in an MS cluster. Another
feature of this cluster is its spread in the ¢ direction which we quantify by finding
the maximum of the A¢ between all possible pairs of particles with pp > 2GeV*6,

5Other SM long-lived hadrons which might decay after punching through the calorimeter are,
YT, %7, 2, 27 and, Q7. Some of these, like 2~ or Q, might result in nﬁ%v > 3, however, these
will be rare with low pr and our harder set of cuts with nglév > 5 can get rid of such backgrounds.
16We are only using particles with pr > 2GeV to calculate A@nay, because some stray low pr

particles are possible to give high A¢ values, while they will not add many hits to the MS cluster
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Figure 16: Normalised histograms of the Y pr qsv (left panel) and A¢yq, (right panel)
distributions for long-lived mediator particles having masses of mg = 10 GeV, and 50 GeV
and decay lengths of cty = 0.1 m and 10m after applying the required cut on the position
of the dSV and nﬁ%v > 3.

In] < 2.8 from the same dSV (A¢uax)'". Identifying the cluster of hits will be easier
if it is more spread out, and therefore the particles are more separated from each
other. Motivated from this, we also apply a minimum cut on A¢@y.x as well.

Fig. 16 shows the histograms of ) pr 4sv and A¢pay distributions for the four
benchmarks with masses of 10 GeV and, 50 GeV and decay lengths of 0.1 m and
10m, for the ggF production of the Higgs boson. These distributions are drawn for
only those vertices where ngi,, > 3. The benchmark with the 50 GeV and c7, =
0.1 m mediator particle has very few events left after the ng, > 3 and |n| < 2.8
cuts, therefore the distributions for this benchmark are not very continuous. We
find that the > pr sy distributions show similar trends as the p&=” distributions,
which is expected because pr sum associated with a displaced vertex, modulo the
detector effects, is equivalent to the pr of the mediator particle. The value of A¢p,.x
is controlled by two factors; boost of the mediator particle which affects the pr of its
decay products as well as the decay position. A higher value of both indicates lower
A¢max. We find that the distribution sharply falls around A¢,., value of 0.2-0.4 for
a mediator of mass 10 GeV with decay length 0.1 m and 10m, and also the 50 GeV
mediator having a lower decay length (0.1 m), whereas the A¢,.x distribution extends
to much higher values for the heavier mediator with higher decay length (50 GeV with
cr = 10m). We put a softer cut of 0.1 and a harder cut of 0.2 on this variable.

The panels of Fig. 17 show the efficiencies of selecting the long-lived mediator
particle signal that comes from the decay of the Higgs boson produced in the ggF
mode with the cuts discussed above when it has a mass of 10 GeV, and 50 GeV and
varying decay lengths. We find that the A¢., cut affects the 10 GeV benchmark
much more than that of 50 GeV, the efficiency drops by about half on applying this
cut compared to that before applying it. We have already seen a similar effect for
displaced muons as well. To dig a little deeper, we take a look into the distribution

due to lower pr. Hence, it does not determine the actual spread of the MS cluster.
17A¢ is calculated at the outermost edge of the detector, i.e. using PhiOuter from Delphes.
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Figure 17: Efficiencies of the nﬁ%v, > p7.asv and Amax cuts on mediator particles of
10 GeV (left panel), and 50 GeV (right panel) masses as a function of the decay length.
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Figure 18: Distribution of displaced vertices in the (R, Z)-plane of the detector for
mediator particles of 10 GeV (left panel), and 50 GeV (right panel) masses having cty =
1m and 5m, respectively, and how it is affected by the selection cuts.

of these vertices in the R — Z plane of the detector. For both the mediator particle
masses, we have shown in the panels of Fig. 18 the vertex distribution for the decay
length which has the best sensitivity for that particular mass; 1m and 5m for the
10 GeV, and 50 GeV mediator particles, respectively. We can observe that the A¢yax
cut selects only events with a much lesser displacement of the dSV for the 10 GeV
mediator particle than the 50 GeV one. This could be understood from the fact
that the 10 GeV mediator particle has more boost and that combined with longer
displacements, make the cluster of particles from the mediator particle decay more
collimated. The 50 GeV mediator particle having less boost can satisfy the Adpax
cut even for longer displacements and thus, is not affected much by this cut.
Table 6 summarises the various sets of cuts applied when the mediator particle
decays into a pair of light quarks (u, d or s quarks), ¢ quarks, b quarks or gluons giving
displaced jets, denoted as D5,
or a softer set of cuts (D;S;ts). On the other hand, Fig. 19 shows the projected upper
limit on the branching fraction, Br(h — ¢¢), for the four combinations of cuts as

where 7 stands for either a harder set of cuts (DJ%,,)

described in the beginning of this section for six benchmark masses starting from
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DA D%
Jjets jets
Electrons, photons, | pr > 0.5 GeV pr > 0.5 GeV
hadrons In| < 2.8 In| < 2.8
dr >4mor|d,)>7m |dr>4mor|d,|>T7Tm

dr < 6mand |d,|] < 9m | dr < 6m and |d,| < 9m

MS cluster from

h h
Niey = O nSay > 3
dSV (< 1 dSV = dSV =
same ( CIII) Zp;n asy > 50 GeV Zpyy dasv > 20 GeV
Admax > 0.2 Admax > 0.1
Event Neluster > ]-; Necluster =2 Necluster > 17 Necluster = 2

Table 6: Harder and softer sets of cuts applied for the displaced jets.

10 GeV and a range of decay lengths, assuming 100 % decay branching fraction into
a pair of b-quark pair. We have combined the results of ggF, VBF, Vh-jet, and
Vh-lep production modes of the Higgs boson for the 14 TeV HL-LHC experiment
with an integrated luminosity of 3000fb~!, which is the amount of data expected
to be collected by the end of the experiment. When the mediator decays into a
pair of b-quarks, we observe that the the best limit of Br(h — ¢¢) < 7.5 x 107¢ is

obtained with the DJ!, > 1vtx set of cuts for the 50 GeV mediator at ¢ = 5m and

Br(h — ¢¢) < 6.2 x 10~° is obtained with the P® x D3, > 1vtx set of cuts for the
10 GeV mediator at ¢r = 1m. The analysis with the P® x D, > 1vtx (DI, >

1vtx) set of cuts is sensitive corresponding to branching ~ 1072 till a decay length
of around 5000m for the 10 GeV (50 GeV) mediator. Compared to our displaced
di-muon analysis, the best limit for the 50 GeV mediator degrades by factor of ~ 12
and the most sensitive cr value shifts from 50 cm to 5 m when we constrain the decay
to the CMS MS, and the mediator decays to b-jets.

Next, we apply the same analysis for displaced jets when the mediator particle
decays into gluons, strange quarks, and charm quarks. Figs.20 and 21 show the
projected upper limit on the Br(h — ¢¢) for the four combinations of cuts at some
benchmark masses and a range of decay lengths assuming 100 % decay into gluons,
s-quarks and c-quarks, respectively, combined over ggF, VBF, Vh-jet and Vh-lep
production modes for the Higgs boson at 14 TeV HL-LHC experiment with an inte-
grated luminosity of 3000 fb~!. The gg and s5 decay modes open up from a mediator
mass of a few GeV, as seen from Fig. 4, and therefore we have selected mass points
starting from 2 GeV. The c¢ channel, however, opens up around 3 GeV, and we have
shown the result starting from a mediator mass of 4 GeV for this channel. We find
that our analyses, especially the ones with harder cuts on the displaced objects, loses
sensitivity as the mediator mass decreases. This is due to their high boost which
leads to high displacement, and the magnetic field in the MS is not enough to bend
the tracks to satisfy the condition on Ay ay.

The performance remains similar for the decays into gg, s3, c¢¢ and bb with the gg
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Figure 19: Projected upper limits on Br(h — ¢¢) for 50 observed decays of long-lived
mediator particles decaying into a pair of b-quarks within the CMS MS for four sets of cuts
explained in the text. The shown limits are obtained by combining the ggF, VBF and Vh
modes of the Higgs boson production at the 14 TeV HL-LHC experiment (3000 fb~1).

case being slightly better, followed by bb, c¢ and s3, respectively, which is accounted
by the decreasing particle multiplicity in going down this list, which is reflected in
Fig. 22 which shows the distribution of the number of particles associated with a
dSV when the mediator decays to gluons, and s, ¢, b quarks for two benchmark LLP
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Figure 20: Projected upper limits on the branching fraction, Br(h — ¢¢), for 50 observed
decays of long-lived mediator particles decaying into a pair of gluons (left four panels) and
s-quarks (right four panels) within the CMS MS for four sets of cuts explained in the text.
The shown limits are obtained by combining the ggF, VBF and Vh channels of the Higgs
boson production at the 14 TeV HL-LHC experiment with 3000fb~" integrated Iuminosity.
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Figure 21: Projected upper limits on Br(h — ¢¢) for 50 observed decays of long-lived
mediator particles decaying into a pair of c-quarks within the CMS MS for four sets of cuts
explained in the text. The shown limits are obtained by combining the ggF', VBF and Vh
modes of the Higgs boson production at the 14 TeV HL-LHC experiment (3000 fb=!).

(mediator) masses of 10 GeV and 50 GeV. We observe that with increasing LLP
mass, the particle multiplicity also increases, and the effect is more for gluons than
the three flavors of quarks. The smaller peak at ngsy = 2 for mediator mass of
10 GeV when it decays to a pair of b-quarks is due to the production of YT since
the mediator mass is close to the T resonance, and its eventual decay to a pair of
electrons or muons. Since we are selecting events with n‘jffgv > 3, these events do not
get selected in our analysis. We also observe that the Dﬁts
for lighter mediators below 6 GeV. This cut demands two MS clusters satisfying the
harder set of cuts with Y prasy > 50 GeV and A¢ye, > 0.3, and for lighter LLPs

with larger boosts, it is difficult to get two events within the MS decay volume, and

= 2 vtx cut is not sensitive

then extra suppression comes from the A@,,., cut. In experiments, if the A@,,., cut
can be reduced or removed, then we can gain in sensitivity for lighter LLPs.

3.1.6 Mediator particle decaying into tau leptons

When the mediator particle decays into 7 leptons, the analysis that we apply depends
on what the 7 lepton decays into. If both the 7 leptons from a mediator particle
decays into muons, then we can apply the displaced muons analysis where we do not
restrict the decay of the mediator particle inside the MS. Otherwise, we apply the
displaced jets analysis, which we discussed previously. In the former case, where we
have two displaced muons associated with the same mediator particle, we need to
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Figure 22: Multiplicity of stable particles produced from the displaced secondary vertex
(with a tolerance of 1 cm in each of the x, y and z directions) due to the decay of mediator
particles (LLPs) of 10 GeV and 50 GeV masses, each having a decay length of 1 m, when
it decays into a pair of gluons, strange quarks, charm quarks and bottom quarks.

relax the same vertex condition than what we were using for the displaced muons
case. This is due to the fact that the 7 lepton has a lifetime of around 2.9 x 10735,
i.e., it does not decay promptly. We hence increase the tolerance of the distance
between the two muons from the decay of the two 7 leptons to 1 cm in each of the z,
y, z directions, which is the same as what we have considered for the displaced jets
analysis. For all other decays of the 7 lepton, we follow the analysis developed for
displaced jets. However, the multiplicity of charged particles from 7 leptons will be
smaller than jets, and therefore, we reduce the nSky, cut to 3 and 2 for the harder and
softer set of cuts, respectively. The important thing to note here is that in addition
to the particle multiplicity, the energy of the 7 leptons and its decay products are
equally important to ensure a high multiplicity of hits in the MS cluster, which can
distinguish it from the punch-through background, discussed in section 3.2.

Fig. 23 shows the projected upper limit on the branching fraction, Br(h — ¢¢),
for three combinations of cuts, D7 > 1vtx, P x D > 1vtx and P% x D% > 1vtx,
for some benchmark masses and a range of decay lengths assuming 100 % decay of
the mediator particle into 7 leptons, combined over ggF, VBF, Vh-jet and Vh-lep
modes for the Higgs boson production at the 14 TeV HL-LHC experiment with an
integrated luminosity of 3000 fb~!. The mediator particle decaying into 7 leptons is
feasible only when my > 2 x m,, and therefore, we present the results starting from
a mediator mass of 4 GeV. We get very low efficiencies for events where both the
mediator particles, which come from the Higgs boson, decay inside the MS and for
that, the decay products of the 7 leptons, muons or otherwise, satisfy the harder set

of cuts; Dff = 2vtx or D]}

iets = 2 vtx, which imply that these sets of cuts do not have

sensitivity for this decay mode. We, therefore, do not include these in the figure.
The displaced di-muons analysis is most sensitive at ¢ = 5cm and 0.5m for
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Figure 23: Projected upper limits on Br(h — ¢¢) for 50 observed decays of long-lived
mediator particles decaying into T leptons, when both the Ts from a mediator particle decay
into muons (left panel), otherwise within the CMS MS (right panel), for three sets of cuts
explained in the text. The shown limits are obtained by combining the ggF, VBF and Vh
modes for the Higgs boson production at the 14 TeV HL-LHC experiment (3000fb™1).

mediator masses of 4 GeV and 50 GeV with Br(h — ¢¢) < 2.6 x 107* and 2.8 x 107,
respectively, with the PS x Df > 1vtx set of cuts. For the MS cluster analysis,
we get the strongest limits from the PS x Dfets > 1vtx set of cuts, with Br(h —
) < 2.1 x 107 and 3.8 x 107° at ¢7, = 0.5m and 5m for mediator masses of
4 GeV and 50 GeV, respectively. The limit for the displaced di-muons analysis has
a suppression of ~ 0.06 (= 0.17 x 0.17 x 2) for both 7s from a mediator particle
to decay to muons, because the branching of 7 — uv,v, is around 17.41 %, where
v, and v, are the muon and tau neutrinos. In addition to the suppression due to
branching, the muons coming from 7 lepton decay are mostly not energetic enough
to pass the required pr thresholds, and we get around an order of suppression from
that.
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3.1.7 Mediator particle in the minimal model

We have so far discussed the analysis strategy for eight possible decay modes of
the mediator particle, i.e. ¢ — ptp~, ntn=, K*K~, gg, 5, c¢, 7t~ and bb, and
presented results assuming 100% decay to each of these modes separately. We now
combine all these decay modes taking into account the branching ratios predicted in
the minimal model, i.e. Table4. We span mediator masses from 0.5 GeV to 60 GeV,
and for each benchmark mass, take the following decay modes into account:

o 0.5GeV: ptu~, mtn.

o 1.0,1.2 1.4,1.6,1.8CGeV: ptpu, ntr, KTK-.

o 20GeV: ptp~, 7t KTK™, gg, s5.
o 2.5GeV: utu, gg, ss.

o 4.0, 6.0, 8.0GeV: putu~, gg, s, cc, TTT.

e 10, 20, 30, 40, 50, 60GeV: putu~, gg, s5, cé, 7T, bb.

From Fig. 4 we can see that in the minimal model, for mediator masses up to 1 GeV,
limits from pions dominate followed by the muons. At 1 GeV decay to Kaons open
up and it dominates till 2 GeV mediator mass, from where the mediator can decay
to s-quarks and gluons, with gluons dominating the branching fractions. Decay to c-
quarks and 7 leptons are possible after 3-4 GeV and branching to c-quarks dominates
followed by 7 leptons and gluons. From 10 GeV onwards, the dominant branching
of the mediator is to a pair of b-quarks, with all the other modes having branching
less than or around 10%. The combined limits will be dominated by the individual
decay modes according to their branching fractions, that we discussed above. For
the displaced muons, we use the result where the physical separation at the detector
edge is used for isolation to keep our results conservative.

Figs.24 and 25 shows the projected upper limit on the branching fraction,
Br(h — ¢¢), for the six combinations of cuts for the benchmark masses mentioned
above over a range of decay lengths from 0.01m to 10*m, assuming the minimal
model defined in eq. (2.1), combined over ggF, VBF, Vh-jet and Vh-lep modes for
the Higgs boson production at the 14 TeV HL-LHC experiment with an integrated
luminosity of 3000 fb~!. In addition to the results (shown in Fig.24) which use the
four sets of cuts described in the beginning of section 3.1.2, we also show results of
DS > 1vtx and D = 2vtx set of cuts (in Fig. 25), where we trigger on the displaced
activity alone with a softer set of cuts, demanding at least one vertex and two ver-
tices, respectively. The best limits that we can achieve are reflected by the result of
D% > 1vtx cuts in Fig.25. We can probe up to a branching fraction of the Higgs
boson to the mediator particle of around 4.6 x 107 (4.9 x 107%) for the mediator
mass of 0.5GeV at ¢ty = 1cm and 5.4 x 107 (6.2 x 107°) for the 4 GeV mediator at
¢ty = 0.5m and 1.9 X 107° (2.4 x 107%) for the 50 GeV mediator mass at ¢ty = 5m
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for P x % > 1vtx (D® > 1vtx) set of cuts 8. For the lower c7, values, the limit is
dominantly coming from displaced muons analyses which are applied to the mediator
decay into a pair of muons, even at higher mediator masses of 50-60 GeV.

We observe that the combination of various production modes of Higgs boson as
well as the decay modes of the mediator particle contribute non-trivially to the limits.
For example, for the 50 GeV mediator particle with c7, = 1m, the ggF production
mode where the mediator particle decays into a pair of b quarks contribute 65 %
to the total limit, while the rest comes from other production modes and decay of
the mediator particle into a pair of muons and ¢ quarks for the D = 2vtx set of
cuts. For the LLP benchmark with the same mass and decay length, we observe
that the various decay and production modes have some contribution other than the
dominant bb decay mode and ggF production mode. This highlights the importance
of such a comprehensive study

Fig. 26 shows the projected sensitivity of our HL-LHC analysis with the CMS
MS on the (sin , m,)-plane of the minimal model which is defined in eq. (2.1). The
left plot shows the sensitivity of the various sets of cuts: D° > 1vtx, D7 > 1vtx,
P x D% > 1vtx, and P® x D% > 1vtx, with the branching fraction of the Higgs
boson decaying into a pair of the mediator particles, Br(h — ¢¢), being equal to
0.01. Since we start all our analyses from 1cm decay length, the largest mixing
angle that we can probe corresponds to the angle which makes the 0.5 GeV mediator
particle have a decay length of 1 cm, and is 8.8 x 10~%. We, therefore, start our sin
axis from this value onward. For a 1% branching of the Higgs boson to the mediator
particle, we can probe mixing angles to 8 x 107% and 3 x 10~° for 0.5 GeV mediator
particle with the D® > 1vtx and P° x D% > 1vtx cuts respectively. For the 50 GeV
mediator, we can probe sinf from 4 x 107% (3 x 107%) to 4 x 107 (7 x 107?) with the
DS > 1vtx (P% x DS > 1vtx) cuts assuming 1% branching of Higgs boson to the
mediator. On the other hand, the right plot shows the sensitivity for the P x D% >
1 vtx set of cuts assuming the branching fraction of the Higgs boson decaying into a
pair of the mediator particles, Br(h — ¢¢), is equal to 0.01, 0.005 and 0.001.

3.2 Possible backgrounds in the CMS MS

Any analysis at the CMS is not complete without a word on possible backgrounds
affecting the signals. Signatures of long-lived particles are quite clean compared
to other prompt new physics signals, because most of the SM processes are in-

18The CMS LLP search results at 13 TeV for 137 fb~! using the endcap MS in Ref.[58] gives an
upper limit of 3 x 1072 on Br(h — ¢¢) for 40 GeV mediator at around ¢7, = 1m. Our limits from
the MS cluster analysis for the 40 GeV mediator at 3000 fb~! is around 8 x 1075 at ¢r, = 1m for
the PH x D > 1vtx set of cuts, where we select the event based on the prompt objects at L1,
and assume that in HLT, the displaced activity in MS maintain the L1 thresholds. We achieve an
improvement by a factor of ~ 37, of which a factor of ~ 22 is accounted by the increase in luminosity,
and the extra enhancement might be due to using both the barrel and endcap MS detectors.

— 41 —



, 50 events, Combined
VS =14Tev

10° 10°

CMS MS - all decays, Set: D" =2 vtx, 50 events, Combined
5 VS =14TeV

Br(h - ¢¢)
Br(h - ¢¢)

1077 1077

7

2 2
log1o(cT [M]) logao(cT [m])

CMS MS - all decays, Set: PY x D° >=1 vtx, 50 events, Combined 100 CMS MS - all decays, Set: P® x D° >=1 vtx, 50 events, Combined
; Vs =14 Tev B 6005 70005 11004 e BN VE=14TeV

1071

L 33002 54002 4001
1072 1072

| 27002 95002 835001 X a - 1secissen

Br(h - ¢¢)
Br(h - ¢¢)

£172002 7.8001

1117002 17601 28001

1077

2
logio(cT [M])

2
logio(cT [m])

Figure 24: Projected upper limits on the branching fraction, Br(h — ¢¢), for 50 observed
decays of long-lived mediator particles using the CMS MS when events are selected by
applying the four sets of cuts described in the beginning of section 3.1.2. The shown limits
are obtained by combining the ggF, VBF and Vh channels for the Higgs boson production at
the 14 TeV HL-LHC experiment (3000tb~!) and the decay modes of the mediator particle
¢ — ptp~, 7tr~, KTK~, c¢, 777~ and bb according to the branching ratios in Fig. 4.

deed prompt. However, along with this bright side, the hindrance comes from non-
standard background processes, which are challenging to simulate. In this paper, we
discuss the possible backgrounds that can arise in our various analyses. We discuss,
qualitatively, how these backgrounds can be handled and reduced in our analyses,
though quantification of the same is outside the scope of the present work.

As seen in the discussion so far, it is possible to broadly classify our analyses into
two categories. We, therefore, discuss possible backgrounds for each of them below.

e For displaced di-muons produced anywhere within the CMS detector:
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Figure 25: Projected upper limits on the branching fraction, Br(h — ¢¢), for 50 observed
decays of long-lived mediator particles using the CMS MS when events are selected by

applying softer cuts on the displaced particles only. The shown limits are obtained by
combining the ggF, VBF and Vh modes for the Higgs boson production at the 14 TeV
HL-LHC experiment with an integrated Iuminosity of 3000fb~! and the decay modes of

¢ — ptp=, mtr~, KTK~, c¢, 777~ and bb according to the branching ratios in Fig. 4.
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Figure 26: Projected sensitivity on the (sinf, mg)-plane for the mediator particle in the

minimal model with various sets of cuts assuming Br(h — ¢¢) = 0.01 (left panel) and for
different values of Br(h — ¢¢) with the PS x DS > 1vtx set of cuts (right panel).

1. There are SM particles decaying into di-muons with a displaced vertex,

such as J/¢ or T. These, however, have very small decay lengths (~ few

pm) and therefore, can be separat

ed from signals with the dy or dr cuts.

Also, the invariant mass of the two muons can be used to distinguish the

SM particles by applying masks near the J/¢» and Y resonances.

Cosmic muons can be misidentified as displaced muons in the detector.

Those usually appear back-to-back in the detector, and this background

can be suppressed by rejecting back-to-back muon pairs with a A¢ cut.

In Ref. [54], they estimate a suppression factor of 107 for cosmic muon
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events in the absence of pp collisions, which will be valid even in the
HL-LHC runs, for this is independent of the conditions of the collider.

3. Muons from the beam halo can have large displacements and, therefore,
can mimic long-lived mediator particle signals. They, however, have very
low transverse momentum [107]), and a cut of pr > 15GeV on displaced
muons can completely suppress the beam halo background [54].

e For clusters of electrons, photons, and hadrons within the CMS MS:

1. Several long-lived hadrons in the SM can punch through the calorime-
ter from the transition regions and then decay, such as Kg — 7tm—,
A= pr=, Bt = pr¥/nrt, ¥ = nnm, 2 — A%, E7 — Ar~ and
Q™ — AK~ /=7~ /27 7% Demanding a minimum of 3-5 charged particles
associated with a displaced vertex can minimise such backgrounds.

2. The HL-LHC experiment will have an increased amount of pile-up (PU),
and then a fraction of the PU jets can punch through and produce activi-
ties inside the MS. These activities will also have high particle multiplicity,
which is in contrast to the previous case of long-lived SM hadron decays.
These can be suppressed either by vetoing events from the transition re-
gions, or by checking for activities inside the calorimeters as well as the
trackers within a cone of some radius around the activity in the MS, as
has already been discussed in Ref. [40] for the ATLAS detector.

Since we are not quantifying any of the backgrounds, we keep our limits conser-
vative by demanding a minimum of 50 observed events, as mentioned in section 3.1.2.
For our limits to correspond to at least a significance (S/ VB with S and B denoting
the number of signal and background events, respectively) of 20, the number of back-
ground events at the HL-LHC experiment that can be accommodated is around 625.
The recent CMS analysis, which makes use of the end-cap MS gives a background
estimate of around ~ 3 events with 137 fb™! of data, which, if scaled only by lumi-
nosity, corresponds to around 66 events at the HL-LHC experiment. Our limits can,
therefore, accommodate about ten times more background events, which can make
the results robust against the increasing amount of PU at the HL-LHC experiment.
With the proper simulation of the backgrounds using the HL-LHC conditions and a
correct estimation of the background at the HL-LHC experiment, one can scale our
limits accordingly. In the next subsection, we study the prospects of dedicated LLP
detectors for long-lived mediator particles produced from the Higgs boson decay.

3.3 Dedicated LLP detectors

In section 3, the distributions of decay length in the lab frame (Fig.5) for a range of
mediator masses and lifetimes motivated the importance of dedicated LLP detectors

— 44 —



for capturing lighter mediator particles with longer lifetimes, and it was evident from
these distributions that such detectors placed far away from the IP might be sensitive
to a range of lifetimes which is complementary to the CMS MS. In this section, we
compute the limits obtained from two such detectors, which are proposed to collect
data during the HL-LHC runs; MATHUSLA and CODEX-b. We emphasize once
again on the fact that, since these detectors are proposed to be placed a few tens
of meters away from the IP of the pp collision, there is enough shielding of rock or
concrete to guarantee very little or almost no backgrounds. Therefore, observation
of even a few events (~ 4) can be claimed as a discovery of displaced decays of LLP
particles. Here, we study the potential of such detectors for a long-lived scalar medi-
ator particle produced from the decay of the Higgs boson, for the ggF', VBF, and Vh
modes of the Higgs boson production, which impart different boosts to the mediator
particle, and therefore need to be studied separately. To the best of our knowledge,
such a study combining all the production modes of Higgs boson is not available in
the literature for such dedicated LLP detectors. We start with brief descriptions of
these detectors, along with their planned position and size specifications.

3.3.1 The CODEX-b detector

The CODEX-b detector is proposed to be placed near the so-called interaction point
8 (IP8) around which the LHCD detector is located, specifically in the UX85 cavern.
The position of the CODEX-b detector is currently proposed to be at

26 <z < 36m
—7T<y<3m
5 < z<15m, (3.1)

where z is the direction along the beam line and IP8 is the origin. This has a
decay volume of 10 x 10 x 10m?®[73]. Since the detector will be placed near the
LHCb detector, the data is collected at an integrated luminosity of 300fb~!, about
10 times lower than ATLAS and CMS. We have also added more optimistic results
with a bigger decay volume of 20 x 10 x 10m3, in case that the DELPHI detector is
removed, and with an integrated luminosity of 1ab™!, motivated from Ref.[72].

3.3.2 The MATHUSLA detector

The MATHUSLA detector is another proposal of a large decay volume to be placed in
the transverse direction of any of the pp collision points at the HL-LHC experiment.
The detector is currently planned to have a 25 x 100 x 100m? decay volume fat

60 < x < 8m
—50 <y < 50m
68 < z < 168 m, (3.2)
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where the origin is at the interaction point and the beam line is along z [71]. MATH-
USLA is proposed to be placed near the CMS detector, and expected to collect an
integrated luminosity of 3ab~! by the end of the HL-LHC experiment.

3.3.3 The long-lived mediator particle at dedicated LLP detectors

Both of these detectors mentioned above have multiple layers of RPCs (Resistive
Plate Chambers) to trace the hits of the charged decay products of the LLP to
ensure that the decay vertex lies within the fiducial decay volume. As long as at
least two of the decay products from a LLP are charged, the exact nature of the
decay mode is not very relevant for these detectors. Since all of the decay modes
considered in this paper include a minimum of two charged particles, the results of
these detectors do not depend on the decay products of the mediator particle, unlike
the case of the CMS MS analyses. We have validated our implementation of these
detectors by comparing the projected upper limits on Br(h — ¢¢) at the CODEX-
b and MATHUSLA detectors as a function of c74 for some benchmark masses by
demanding at least four observed events within these detectors, with those provided
by these experimental collaborations, as shown in Fig. 42 in Appendix A.

The validated setups are used to extend the same exercise for a range of mg
and ¢4, and the corresponding projected upper limits on Br(h — ¢¢) are shown in
Fig. 27 for both the designs of the CODEX-b (top panels) and MATHUSLA (bottom
panel) detectors, combined over the ggF, VBF and Vh modes for the Higgs boson
production. We also present the corresponding efficiency maps in Figs. 43 and 44
in Appendix A) for each production mode, which can be more useful for further
analyses. The ggF' production mode dominates the limits among all other production
modes due to its larger cross-section. We observe that the MATHUSLA detector
is sensitive over a larger range of lifetimes and gives stronger limits compared to
CODEX-b, owing to its large decay volume and increased integrated luminosity of
3000 fb~!. The strongest limits obtained from MATHUSLA for a mediator mass of
0.5GeV is 4.1 x 1079 at 1 m, whereas it is 3.3 x 107* and 7.0 x 107® at ¢ = 0.5m
for CODEX-b 10 x 10 x 10m? (300fb™!) and 20 x 10 x 10m? (1000 fb~') detectors
respectively. For the 50 GeV mediator, the most sensitive limit from MATHUSLA is
Br(h — ¢¢) < 4.6x107% at cr = 100 m and from CODEX-b 10x 10 x 10m?, 300 fb™!
(20 x 10 x 10m?, 1000 fb=!) detector, it is Br(h — ¢¢) < 5.3 x 107* (1.1 x 107%)
at ¢r = 50m. The most sensitive decay length for CODEX-b detectors are always
smaller than that of MATHUSLA, since CODEX-b is nearer to the IP.

In order to compare these limits with those from the CMS MS analyses, we plot
the strongest limits obtained for each of the mediator masses and decay lengths from
CMS MS analysis, with the P¥ x D® > 1vtx set of cuts, and MATHUSLA in Fig. 28.
We have used a blue color bar if it is coming from the CMS MS analysis, and a red
color bar if it is coming from MATHUSLA experiment. We have shown results from
CMS MS and MATHUSLA analyses together in Fig.28, because they are expected
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Figure 27: Projected upper limits on the branching fraction, Br(h — ¢¢), for 4 observed
decays of long-lived mediator particles within the CODEX-b (top panels) and MATHUSLA
(bottom panel) detectors. The shown limits are obtained by combining the ggF, VBF and
Vh channels for the production of the Higgs boson. See text for more details.

to collect the same integrated luminosity of 3000 fb~!. We can see that the regions of
decay lengths where these two experiments are the most sensitive are complementary
to each other, and together they probe a large range of lifetimes. The best limit from
CMS (P? x DS > 1vtx set of cuts) is 1.7 x 107° for a 60 GeV mediator particle with
5m decay length, and from MATHUSLA is 3.9 x 1079 for a mediator particle of
6 GeV with decay length 10m. Together they can probe decay lengths as high as
1000m for 0.5 GeV mediator particle and 10° m for 50 GeV mediator particle.

Fig. 29 shows the translated limits from CODEX-b and MATHUSLA in the
(sinf, mg)-plane of the mediator particle in the minimal model defined in eq. (2.1),
assuming a branching fraction of 1 % from the Higgs boson to a pair of the long-lived
mediator particles. It also shows the limits achieved by the CMS MS search with the
P% x D% > 1vtx set of cuts. As was expected from the boost distributions of the
mediator particles, the complementarity of the CMS MS analyses with dedicated LLP
detectors, i.e., the CODEX-b and MATHUSLA detectors, is seen in their projected
sensitivities as well. MATHUSLA and CODEX-b, being situated farther from the
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Figure 28: Complementarity of the CMS MS analysis and the MATHUSLA LLP detector
analysis at 14 TeV HL-LHC experiment with an integrated luminosity of 3000 fb~".
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Figure 29: Projected sensitivity on the (sinf, mgy)-plane for the mediator particle in
the minimal model achieved with the CMS MS with the P° x D% > 1vtx set of cuts,
MATHUSLA and both the designs of CODEX-b assuming Br(h — ¢¢) = 0.01.

IP than the CMS MS are sensitive to mediator particles with higher decay lengths,
or lower mixing angles, than the latter. The larger decay volume and luminosity of
MATHUSLA extend its reach to lower values of sin # than CODEX-b. For a mediator
mass of 0.5 GeV, our CMS MS analysis with the P% x DS > 1 vtx cuts probes mixing
angles larger than 8.8 x 1074 (corresponding to 1 cm decay length) and MATHUSLA
can extend the sensitivity to mixing angles as low as 2 x 107%. For 50 GeV mediator
mass, sensitivity of the CMS analysis (P° x D% > 1vtx) starts from a mixing angle
of 3 x 1075, and MATHUSLA extends the sensitivity till 8 x 10719,
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4 The long-lived mediator particle at the 100 TeV collider

Future Circular Collider (FCC) is a proposal of a 100 TeV collider, with three differ-
ent possibilities of collisions of particles: hadron-hadron (FCC-hh), electron-electron
(FCC-ee), and electron-proton (FCC-ch). We are studying the prospects of searching
for long-lived mediator particles from the Higgs boson decay in hadron colliders, and
therefore focus on FCC-hh in this paper. The 100 TeV pp collider has a rich physics
program, and the reader is referred to Ref.[108]. The motivation for exploring the
prospect of 100 TeV collider in this paper, apart from the increased cross-sections as
well as luminosity, is the fact that it is still in its designing phase and a study of the
sensitivity of the features of the present detector design for scalar mediator particles
will be able to guide further improvements in the design for enhancing its sensitivi-
ties for such long-lived scenarios. There is also a lack of studies understanding the
prospects of LLPs at the 100 TeV collider. Such a study is, therefore, timely and a
kick-off to strengthen the physics case of LLPs at the FCC-hh.

In this section we study the sensitivity of the future hadron collider with /s =
100 TeV. Due to the high centre-of-mass energy, the long-lived mediator particles
will have a harder boost distribution, which also increases their decay lengths in
the lab frame. Fig.30 shows the gy and d distributions of the mediator particle
from the Higgs boson produced at the 100 TeV collider in the ggF, VBF and Vh
production modes. Comparing these to the corresponding distributions for /s =
14 TeV in Fig. 5, we observe that the distributions for mediator particles produced
in the 100 TeV collider extends to larger $v and d values due to higher centre of
mass energy. We follow similar sets of analyses for the various decay modes of the
mediator particle using the CMS MS detector at the HL-LHC experiment for the
MS of a detector at the future 100 TeV collider experiment. In addition, to increase
the sensitivity to higher decay lengths, we propose some future LLP detectors, like
MATHUSLA and CODEX-b, near the IP of the 100 TeV collider detector.

4.1 Extending the CMS MS analyses

We begin by extending the previous CMS MS analyses at the HL-LHC experiment
performed for the various final states to the 100 TeV collider experiment. We choose
some benchmarks for the size and magnetic field of the detector motivated from
the Delphes card for the FCC-hh experiment and the detector geometry shown in
Ref. [109]. We take the strength of the magnetic field to be 4 T in the z-direction till
the beginning of the MS, and after that the magnitude of the strength is reduced to
0.5 T and the direction reversed. The FCC-hh detector is proposed to be designed
as almost a combination of the CMS/ATLAS geometry for covering the transverse
physics and the LHCb geometry for capturing the forward physics, because the latter
will be an important part of the 100 TeV collider experiment. We deal with the
forward MS of FCC-hh separately, and take the dimension and pseudo-rapidity of
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Figure 30: Normalised histograms of the boost factor distribution (top panels) and the
decay length distribution in lab frame (bottom panels) of the mediator particle from the
Higgs boson decay, for mg = 100 MeV, 5GeV and 50 GeV, and ¢ty = 0.1m (solid lines)
and 1000m (dashed lines), in the ggF (left panels), VBF (center panels) and Vh (right
panels) Higgs boson production modes at /s = 100 TeV. The histogram of the exponential
distribution, exp|—d/(cty)], for the two different decay lengths are shown in gray.

the detector as follows:

Tracker: R<15m, |Z|<5m,
Barrel + Endcap MS: bm<R<9Im, Im<|Z|<12m, 7 <25,
Forward MS: 12m < |Z] <23m, 25<n<5.0. (4.1)

We now revisit the displaced muons as well as displaced jets (for a pair of b quarks)
analyses in light of the FCC-hh MS detector at the 100 TeV collider experiment.

4.1.1 Mediator particle decaying into muons

When the mediator particle decays into a pair of muons, we do not restrict the decay
position within the MS of the FCC-hh detector, just like we did in case of the MS
of the CMS detector. We use the same cuts as we used for the CMS analysis of
displaced muons, as given in Table4. The only change we make is in the cut on the
position of the dSV to contain it within the FCC-hh detector, which now becomes
dr < 9m and |d,| < 12m for the barrel and endcap MS and |d.| < 23m for the
forward MS, with the corresponding appropriate pseudo-rapidity cuts of the 100 TeV
collider discussed in the beginning of this section. Since we are not yet sure exactly
how many MS stations will be there inside the FCC-hh detector and their positions
and performances, we do not restrict the decays within the second last MS layer.
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Figure 31: Comparison of the projected upper limits on the branching fraction, Br(h —
@@), for 50 observed decays of long-lived mediator particles into a pair of muons in the
CMS and the FCC-hh detectors for the P° x DE > ] vtx set of cuts. The shown limits are
obtained by combining the ggF, VBF and Vh modes for the Higgs boson production.

Fig.31 compares the projected upper limits on the branching fraction of the
Higgs boson into a pair of mediator particles obtained with the P x Dﬁ > 1vtx set
of cuts, between the 14 TeV CMS MS and the 100 TeV FCC-hh MS (barrel-endcap
and forward MS combined) for two mediator masses of 0.5 GeV and 50 GeV. For both
the benchmark masses, we have an improvement by a factor of around 200 in the
FCC-hh detector compared to the CMS detector. Increase in the cross-section and
the luminosity alone accounts for a factor of ~ 150, and an increase in the efficiency
by a factor of around 1.4 in going from the CMS to the FCC-hh detectors.

Fig. 32 shows the projected upper limits on the branching fraction, Br(h — ¢¢),
for all the four combinations of cuts described earlier (D[ > 1vtx, D] = 2vtx,
P % D7 > 1vtx, and P x D5 > 1vtx), for a range of masses and decay lengths of
the mediator particle at the 100 TeV collider, by the combination of barrel-endcap
and forward MSs of the FCC-hh detector at 30 ab™!. The shown limits are obtained
by combining the ggF, VBF and Vh modes for the Higgs boson production. With
the displaced di-muons analysis of the CMS MS extended to FCC-hh, and utilising
both the barrel-endcap and forward MS detectors, the best sensitivity that can be
achieved using the Df > 1 vtx set of cuts is 7.6 x 107 for 0.5 GeV at cTy = 1cm and
5.0 x 107 for 50 GeV at ¢4 = 0.5m. Comparing to CMS results, the decay length
corresponding to the most sensitive limit remain the same at FCC-hh. In Fig. 33, we
show the projected limits with the isolation cut applied on A¢,,;, mom instead of the
physical separation at the detector edge and we find similar result as for the 14 TeV
analysis.
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Figure 32: Projected upper limits on the branching fraction, Br(h — ¢¢), for 50 observed
decays of long-lived mediator particles into muons within the FCC-hh MS at the 100 TeV
collider experiment for the four sets of cuts explained in the text. The shown limits are
obtained by combining the ggF, VBF and Vh production modes of the Higgs boson.

4.1.2 Mediator particle decaying into b and ¢ quarks

As for the CMS MS analysis, here we need to consider only those decays which occur
inside the FCC-hh MS; i.e. the region defined by dr > 6m or |d.| > 9m, and dr <
9m and |d,| < 12m in the barrel and endcap MS, as well as 12m < |d,| < 23m
in the forward MS. We then apply the same set of cuts as we used in the CMS MS
analysis for displaced jets (D), along with the same cuts for the prompt associated
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Figure 33: Projected upper limits on the branching fraction of the Higgs boson decaying
into a pair of the mediator particles, Br(h — ¢¢), for 50 observed decays of the mediator
particles to muons The shown limits are obtained by combining the ggF, VBF and Vh
productions for the Higgs boson.

objects. We change the pseudo-rapidity coverage of the FCC-hh MS for both the
barrel-endcap and forward regions as described in the beginning of this section.

To understand how the same set of cuts affect the signal at the 100 TeV experi-
ment, we revisit the efficiency plot for the 10 GeV mediator particle in the ggF pro-
duction mode. The left panel of Fig. 34 shows the efficiencies of the nSy, Y pr,asv
and A¢@pax cuts on the signal. We find on comparing these with the corresponding
efficiencies at the 14 TeV with the one we get at the 100 TeV colliders, the latter has
reduced by a factor of about half. The decomposition of the efficiency in individual
components of the cuts show that this reduction in the efficiency is mostly due to the
A@max cut. The left panel of the figure shows the A¢gy,.x distribution for two bench-
mark decay lengths of 0.1 m and 10m for the mediator particle of 10 GeV mass at
the 14 TeV and 100 TeV collider experiments. We find that the 100 TeV distributions
fall off faster than the ones at the 14 TeV, which explains the reduced efficiency. For
the 100 TeV FCC-hh analysis, we use A¢yax > 0.1 even for the hard set of cuts.

Fig. 35 shows the effect of including the forward MS in our analysis observing
displaced MS clusters for two sets of cuts, i.e. Dfets > 1vtx and PgSgF X D]Sets > 1vtx,
for the Higgs boson produced in ggF mode. We find that for both the sets of cuts,
the forward MS increases sensitivity to lower decay lengths, which is explained by
revisiting Fig. 14, where we found that the dSV cut selects more forward mediator
particles with lower decay lengths, which can now pass the 7 condition with the
forward MS. The combined efficiencies of barrel-endcap and forward MS is almost
similar to the 14 TeV efficiencies for the 50 GeV mediator, however, it is reduced for
the 10 GeV mediator, predominantly due to the A¢nax cut, as discussed earlier.

Nevertheless, the 100 TeV collider experiment gains from increased cross section
as well as luminosity. The cross section for the ggF production is increased from
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obtained in the CMS MS. Right: Comparison of the normalised distributions of A¢max

for two decay lengths for 10 GeV mediator particle in the 14 TeV and 100 TeV colliders.

my = 10 GeV, Djes® >=1 vtx, ggF

mg = 50 GeV, Djes® >=1 vtx, ggF

100 100
100 TeV FCC-hh : Barrel+Endcap -- @ 100 TeV FCC-hh : Barrel+Endcap -- @
100 TeV FCC-hh : Forward MS --@-- 100 TeV FCC-hh : Forward MS - - @- -
101 o 100 TeV FCC-hh —e— 101 4 4 100 TeV FCC-hh —e—
14 TeV CMS PN 14 TeV CMS
) ) e
o 9 g
§ 107 5 8 102 SN
o o o N
1073 ~ R 103 4 e N\
[ K PR e
. ® O N
° 3
10 T T T T T 10 T T T T T T
102 10t 100 10t 102 103 104 102 101 10© 100 102 103 10* 10°
ct[m] ct[m]
Mg = 10 GeV, PggroXDjers® >=1 vix Mg = 50 GeV, PggrXDjets® >=1 vix
101 101
100 TeV FCC-hh : Barrel+Endcap --® - 100 TeV FCC-hh : Barrel+Endcap --®- -
100 TeV FCC-hh : Forward MS - - e-- 100 TeV FCC-hh : Forward MS - - @- -
100 TeV FCC-hh —e— 100 TeV FCC-hh —e—
. 14 TeV CMS . 14 TeV CMS
.. 102 o .. 102
v o
= [
0 o
v o
& &
1073 o 1073 o
10 T T T T T 104 T T T T T
102 10t 100 10! 102 103 104 102 10t 100 10t 102 103 104
ct[m] ct[m]

Figure 35: Comparison of the efficiencies as a function of decay lengths, as obtained

from the Dfets > 1vtx (top) and Pgi;F X

S
Djets

> 1vtx (bottom) sets of cuts between the

CMS MS at 14 TeV and FCC-hh MS at 100 TeV, when a mediator of mass 10 GeV (left)
and 50 GeV (right) decays to a pair of b quarks. For the FCC-hh detector, we also show
the efficiencies for the barrel and endcap MS, and the forward MS separately.

around 50 pb to 740 pb (enhancement of a factor of ~ 15), and it is expected to collect
data with an integrated luminosity of 30ab™! (a factor of 10 increase compared to
the HL-LHC collider experiment). We, therefore, expect the projected sensitivity to
increase by a factor of around 150, however, the reduction in efficiency costs us a
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Figure 36: Comparison of the projected upper limits on the branching fraction, Br(h —
¢¢), for 50 observed decays of long-lived mediator particles into a pair of b quarks within
the CMS and the FCC-hh MS for the P x Dfets > 1 vtx set of cuts. The shown limits are
obtained by combining the ggF, VBF and Vh modes for the Higgs boson production.

factor of half and 0.71 for the D® > 1 vtx and P°xD® > 1 vtx sets of cuts respectively
for the 10 GeV mediator. We are therefore able to improve the 14 TeV CMS results
by a factor of ~ 106 with the P° x D% > 1vtx cuts for mediator mass of 10 GeV.
For the 50 GeV mediator, there is not much reduction in the efficiencies compared
to the 14 TeV results, as can also be seen from Fig. 35, since it has lesser boost and
effect of Agmax cut is small, i.e. for the D > 1vtx cuts, we find a reduction by a
factor of 0.88 and for the P x D% > 1vtx cuts, we have a slight improvement by a
factor of 1.12. Fig. 36 compares the 14 TeV HL-LHC CMS limits with the 100 TeV
FCC-hh limits on the branching fraction, Br(h — ¢¢), for mediator particle masses
of 10 GeV and 50 GeV. This shows the results when all the production modes are
combined, and in each of them, the P x D%, > 1vtx set of cuts are used. We find
the results to improve by a similar factor which we have just estimated above.

Figs. 37 and 38 show the projected upper limits on the branching fraction of
the Higgs boson into a pair of the long-lived mediator particles, Br(h — ¢¢), which
further decays into a pair of b and ¢ quarks respectively, for all the four combinations
of cuts as described earlier, for a range of mass and decay length values, using the
combination of barrel-endcap and forward MS regions. For the decay into b-quarks
(c-quarks), we achieve a limit of Br(h — ¢¢) < 1.6 x 1077 (3.0 x 1077) for 10 GeV
mediator particle at ¢, = 0.5m and Br(h — ¢¢) < 5.9 x 107% (3.5 x 107®) for
50 GeV mediator particle at c¢r, = 5m, when we use the D > 1vtx set of cuts,
followed by limits from P x D% > 1 vtx.

In the 100 TeV collider experiment, a displaced activity in the M'S with energy de-
position of 20 GeV might not be enough to select such events maintaining reasonable
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Figure 37: Projected upper limits on the branching fraction, Br(h — ¢¢), for 50 observed
decays of long-lived mediator particles into b quarks within the FCC-hh MS at the 100 TeV
collider experiment for the four sets of cuts explained in the text. The shown limits are
obtained by combining the ggF, VBF and Vh production modes of the Higgs boson.
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Figure 38: Projected upper limits on the branching fraction, Br(h — ¢¢), for 50 observed
decays of long-lived mediator particles into ¢ quarks within the FCC-hh MS at the 100 TeV
collider experiment for the four sets of cuts explained in the text. The shown limits are
obtained by combining the ggF, VBF and Vh production modes of the Higgs boson.

background rates, and we might need to increase this energy threshold. In Fig. 39
shows the efficiencies of different > pr cuts, with and without the A > 0.1 cut
in the FCC-hh barrel and endcap MS with varying decay lengths for the 10 GeV
mediator particle, produced from the decay of Higgs boson in the ggF production

— 56 —



mg, = 10 GeV, Vs = 100 TeV, FCC-hh:Barrel+Endcap MS, ggF

100 5
E Ipr>20 GeV —o—
] +A ¢>0.1
101 - 2pt>50 GeV —o—
E +A ¢>0.1 --o® -
o Ipr>75 GeV —0—
_QC_, 102 4 +A ¢>0.1
L E 2pr>100 GeV —o—
£ ] +A ¢>0.1
1073 4
104 T T

102 101 10° 10! 102 103 10* 105 106

ct [m]

Figure 39: Efficiencies of different > pr cuts, with and without A¢pax > 0.2 cut in the
FCC-hh barrel and endcap MS with varying decay lengths for 10 GeV mediator particle.

mode. The ni,, > 3 cut is imposed for each of the curves shown in Fig.39. For
the >~ pr > 20GeV cut used along with the A@ya, > 0.1 cut, we have already seen
from the left panel of Fig. 34, a reduction by a factor of 0.55 compared to the 14 TeV
efficiency at ¢7, = 1m. Increasing the > pr cut to 50 GeV, 75 GeV and 100 GeV
reduces the efficiencies by factors of around 0.22, 0.02 and 0.004, respectively, when
the A¢nax > 0.1 cut is also imposed. We expected an improvement by a factor of
150 in the projected limits in going from the 14 TeV to 100 TeV collider provided the
efficiencies remained the same. With the computed efficiency of the > pr > 75 GeV
cut, we can improve the results only by a factor of ~ 4 due to the loss in efficiency.
The future dedicated LLP detectors can be expected to have a higher granularity
that can help in relaxing the A¢,., cut and regaining the improvement in sensitivity.
Then, removing the A¢., cut, we can gain the full improvement by a factor of ~
150 with the > pr > 75GeV cut. These can be kept in mind while finalising the
design as well as the analysis strategies for the FCC-hh detector.

4.2 DELIGHT: Proposal of dedicated LLP detectors at 100 TeV collider

Similar to the multitude of proposals of dedicated LLP detectors in the previous
section for the HL-LHC experiment, we can also place such dedicated decay volumes
near main general-purpose detectors for the 100 TeV collider experiment to increase
the sensitivity to larger decay length of LLPs. The advantage of designing such a
dedicated detector in the periphery of the future 100 TeV collider is that the collider,
as well as the detectors, are not yet constructed. Therefore, we can optimise the
position as well as the size of the detector to maximise its sensitivity, rather than
finding empty spaces near the various IPs to place and fit the LLP detectors for the
HL-LHC experiment. This gives us the scope to vary over the various parameters
specifying the position and size of the decay volume of the detector to find the one
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which gives the best sensitivity over a large range of LLP masses and decay lengths,
also being the most ergonomic among them, as we are not limited by already occu-
pied spaces. We here propose few designs of a dedicated LLP detector, DELIGHT
(Detector for long-lived particles at high energy of 100 TeV), which is a box-type
detector in the periphery of the 100 TeV collider and present their sensitivities.
Before specifying the dimensions and position of proposed LLP detector for the
100 TeV collider experiment, we define the coordinate system that we use as follows:

IP: Origin
Towards the centre of the collider ring
Vertically upwards
z: Along the beam pipe

We can choose from a box-type geometry such as the MATHUSLA and CODEX-b
detectors, or a cylindrical geometry such as the FASER and ANUBIS detectors. In
this paper, we focus on the former. Then, there are six parameters specifying the
box, which we denote as (x1, 31, 21) and (Az, Ay, Az) denoting the coordinates of the
starting position of the box and the sizes in each direction, respectively. Fig. 40 shows
the illustration of such a box-type detector with the parameters denoting the position
and decay volume of the detector. Since the distribution of the LLP is uniform in the
azimuthal (¢) direction, we can fix it without affecting the sensitivity, which leaves
us with five free parameters. We fix y; = 0, implying the detector is horizontal to
the collider detector with ¢ = 0. As we have earlier seen from the pseudo-rapidity
distributions of the mediator particle, they are mostly central for lighter masses.
Therefore, in order to increase the sensitivity, we propose to place the detector such
that it is centered at the IP, i.e. 23 = —Az/2. The remaining free parameter that
defines the distance of the detector from the IP is z;. The closer the detector is placed
near the IP, the sensitivity will be, of course, more. However, we need to keep it at
a distance to provide sufficient shielding. We therefore choose x1 = 25 m motivated
from the CODEX-b detector. Revisiting the proposed design of the FCC-hh detector,
we find that the collider detector extends till R = 9m and will mostly have concrete
and shafts. A position starting at around 25 m in the z-direction around 1 = 0 region
can, therefore, be kept empty for placing a dedicated LLP detector. We understand
that the 100 TeV collider will have very high luminosity, and a distance of 25 m might
not seem enough to provide a background free environment. However, since it is still
in the designing phase, we might be able to use materials that can provide significant
shielding even with a smaller distance from the IP. Moreover, we will be able to use
some active veto components in between the IP and the detector, such as the one
proposed for the CODEX-b detector [72, 73] in order to further reduce backgrounds.
Nevertheless, it should be better to treat our limits as optimistic ones.
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Figure 40: Illustration of the parameters denoting position and size of the decay volumes
for DELIGHT detector, a box-type LLP detector near the IP of the 100 TeV collider.

Fixing the position of the detector as above, we study three benchmark sizes:

DELIGHT (A): The same as the dimensions of the MATHUSLA detector,
ie. Az x Ay x Az =25 x 100 x 100 m®.

DELIGHT (B): Four times bigger than the MATHUSLA detector,
i.e. Az x Ay x Az =100 x 100 x 100 m?.

DELIGHT (C): Twice the same decay volume as the MATHUSLA detector with
different dimensions, i.e. Az x Ay x Az = 200 x 50 x 50m?.

The detector volume requires elements for detecting charged decay products
of the LLP with good timing and spatial resolutions. The current technology of
RPCs can achieve a timing resolution of 350 ps per single gas-gap of 1 mm, which
can be further improved by combining several such layers [73]. We can also achieve
a spatial resolution of at least 0.5cm [74]. Since the long-lived particle can decay
to a wide variety of final states, the presence of some calorimeter can aid in the
identification of the particles, which can enhance the sensitivity of these detectors,
extending the search to LLPs decaying to photons. calorimeters will also enable
mass reconstruction, which can help in reducing the SM background coming from
long-lived particles like K. Placing our detector in the central region also has the
added advantage of reduced backgrounds as compared to the forward direction. The
possibility of integrating the detector with the FCC-hh trigger system can also be
explored since we are proposing it to be placed just 25 m away from the IP.

Fig. 41 shows the projected upper limits on the branching fraction of the Higgs
boson decaying into a pair of mediator particles, Br(h — ¢¢), for 4 observed decays
of long-lived mediator particles within the three decay volumes of the DELIGHT
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Figure 41: Projected upper limits on the branching fraction, Br(h — ¢¢), for 4 observed
decays of long-lived mediator particles within DELIGHT (A), (B) and (C) at the 100 TeV/
collider experiment which are described in the text. The shown limits are obtained by
combining the ggF, VBF and Vh production modes of the Higgs boson.

detectors as described above. Comparing the results from DELIGHT (A) with that
of MATHUSLA, we observe an improvement by a factor of ~ 540, of which around
~ 150 is accounted by the increased cross-section and integrated luminosity. Another
factor of ~ 34 is gained in the efficiency by moving the detector close to the IP. The
best limits come from DELIGHT (B), which has the highest decay volume among
the three (about four times bigger than the decay volume of MATHUSLA), and the
performance is better by a factor of 2 compared to DELIGHT (A).

DELIGHT (C) has twice the same decay volume as DELIGHT (A). Here, the
An x A¢ coverage of the detector is determined by its Ay x Az, which is smaller
for DELIGHT (C) compared to DELIGHT (A). Reducing Ay makes sure that it
has some shielding from cosmic rays, and therefore, this background is easier to be
handled. Its detector volume is compensated by an increased Az, and it is like a
long tunnel along the line towards the centre of the collider ring. The limits obtained
from DELIGHT (C) are smaller than that from DELIGHT (A) by a factor of around
0.8—0.9. Therefore, if the dimension of DELIGHT (C) is more ergonomic and feasible
than DELIGHT (A), since the former has smaller Ay x Az, we do not lose on the
sensitivity much.

5 Summary and conclusion

Motivated by the importance of a light scalar mediator particle connecting between
the dark sector and the SM and also driven by the fact that the mixing of such
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a particle with the SM Higgs boson has been constrained to be small by the LHC
experiment, we take a closer look into the long-lived parameter space of such a
mediator particle. The summary of our work with the key findings are listed below:

e We have focused on the production of the mediator from the on-shell decay
of the SM Higgs boson and have considered the dominant production modes
of the latter in hadron colliders, viz., ggF, VBF and Vh. We also consider a
variety of decay modes of the mediator particle — muons, pions, Kaons, gluons,
s quarks, ¢ quarks, 7 leptons and b quarks. We have examined in this work
how the interplay between a wide variety of production and decay modes of the
long-lived scalar mediator affects the search sensitivity of such a particle.

e As reasoned in the text earlier, we focus on displaced activities in the CMS
MS detector at the HL-LHC experiment, and use a combination of cuts on
the prompt particles coming from production modes of the Higgs boson and
the displaced SM particles coming from the mediator particle decay for the
analyses. We use trigger cuts proposed for the Phase-II HL-LHC runs, and relax
them when an additional displaced or prompt activity is demanded. Prospects
of using such hybrid cuts could prove very beneficial for designing LLP analyses.

e We begin by presenting the analyses for each of the decay modes, assuming
100% branching ratio to that particular mode. Such a model independent de-
piction of the result presented in this work can be translated and used by various
models as well. We present our results in the form of grids in the mass and
cTy plane, with the exact value of the projected upper limits on the branching
fraction, Br(h — ¢¢), available as well, which is easier to recast than reading
from the color plot. Although we do not quantify the background in this pa-
per, we present a discussion on some of the possible backgrounds that can arise
in the CMS MS search along with ways of reducing them, and elucidate the
minimum number of observed events we should use for setting the limits.

e Next, we combine the decay modes according to the branching ratio predicted
by the minimal model of the scalar mediator particle, and present the results in
the (my, c14)- and (my, sin@)-planes. The limits obtained from the displaced
di-muons analysis are at least one order of magnitude better than the ones
obtained for displaced activities in the muon spectrometer from mesons like
pions and Kaons, gluons, and various flavors of quarks. We can achieve a
sensitivity of Br(h — ¢¢) < 1.7 x 107 for 60 GeV mediator at decay length
of 5m with the P¥ x D% > 1vtx set of cuts (described in Section 3.1.2) when
the mediator decays to a pair of b quarks.

e In addition, we study the contribution of dedicated LLP detectors such as
the MATHUSLA and CODEX-b detectors in the search for long-lived scalar
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mediator particles coming from the decay of the Higgs boson produced in either
of ggF, VBF or Vh production modes, and their complementarity with the
CMS MS search. We observe that CMS and MATHUSLA together can probe
decay lengths till 10° m for a mediator of 60 GeV mass, without any gap if the
branching of Higgs boson to the mediator particles is at least ~0.1%.

e We study the sensitivity of the muon spectrometer of the proposed 100 TeV
hadronic collider experiment, FCC-hh, and investigate the effect of including
the forward MS of the FCC-hh detector to the barrel and endcap MS stations
of the detector. Apart from the increased cross-section and integrated lumi-
nosity, we discuss how the signal efficiency is affected for the FCC-hh detector
design. The forward MS increases the efficiencies and opens up sensitivity to
lower decay lengths for the analyses with displaced activities in the muon spec-
trometer. The factor responsible for this is the more forward distribution of
long-lived mediators with higher mass and lower decay lengths once the dSV
is restricted within the MS, which are not missed by the forward MS. This is
discussed in detail in the text.

o We propose the detector designs for dedicated LLP searches in the periphery
of the 100 TeV FCC-hh collider, named DELIGHT. Since the designs for the
100 TeV collider are under development, we have the freedom to survey the
nearby regions for identifying the positions and sizes of detectors that will be
more effective for LLP signals. Motivated from the distributions of direction of
the scalar mediator particle produced from the decay of the Higgs boson in the
colliders, we investigate the prospects of three benchmarks of detector designs.
Our study suggests that these can provide an improvement by a factor of 500
or more compared to the MATHUSLA detector at the HL-LHC experiment.

We believe that our detailed analysis and findings will be useful for a range of
LLP models. Our analyses for the future 100 TeV collider can be a starting point
for further detailed studies exploring their prospects for LLPs. The proposal put
forth by us in this work for the DELIGHT detector near the FCC-hh collider shows
promising results, motivating further studies in this direction for other LLP models.
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Figure 42: Validation of the CODEX-b (left) and MATHUSLA (right) detectors [71, 72].
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A The dedicated LLP detectors: validation & efficiency map

The validation as well as the efficiency maps for the dedicated LLP detectors at the

HL-LHC experiment are given in Fig.42 and Figs 43 & 44, respectively.

B Efficiency maps of the DELIGHT detector

Efficiency maps for the DELIGHT detector (A, B, C) are given in Figs. 45, 46, 47.
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Figure 43: Efficiency maps for decays of long-lived mediator particles within the CODEX-
b detector for the ggF (top), VBF (center) and Vh (bottom) production of the Higgs boson.
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Figure 44: Efficiency maps for decays of long-lived mediator particles within MATH-
USLA for the ggF (top), VBF (center) and Vh (bottom) production of the Higgs boson.
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Figure 45: Efficiency maps for decays of long-lived mediator particles within the DE-
LIGHT (A) detector near the 100 TeV collider for the ggF (top panels), VBF (center panels)
and Vh (bottom panels) production of the Higgs boson at 100 TeV collider experiment.
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Figure 46: Efficiency maps for decays of long-lived mediator particles within the DE-
LIGHT (B) detector near the 100 TeV collider for the ggF (top panels), VBF (center panels)
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Figure 47: Efficiency maps for decays of long-lived mediator particles within the DE-
LIGHT (C) detector near the 100 TeV collider for the ggF (top panels), VBF (center panels)

DELIGHT (C) 200 50x 50m?3, 30 ab~?,
. ) ) VS =100 TeV

2
logio(cT [m])

20

my [GeV]

30

40,

50

60

10-°

2
logyo(cT [m])

my [GeV]
N
S

-2

30 ab~?, Vh

Vs =100 TeV

V5 =100 TeV

DELIGHT (C) 200x 50x 50m?

30 ab~?, VBF

2
logio(cT [m1)

10°

Efficiency

107

and Vh (bottom panels) production of the Higgs boson at 100 TeV collider experiment.

— 66 —

Efficiency



References

1]

2]

[10]

[11]

[12]

[13]

[14]

[15]

G. Jungman, M. Kamionkowski, and K. Griest, “Supersymmetric dark matter,”
Phys. Rept. 267 (1996) 195-373, arXiv:hep-ph/9506380.

G. Bertone, D. Hooper, and J. Silk, “Particle dark matter: Evidence, candidates
and constraints,” Phys. Rept. 405 (2005) 279-390, arXiv:hep-ph/0404175.

B. W. Lee and S. Weinberg, “Cosmological Lower Bound on Heavy Neutrino
Masses,” Phys. Rev. Lett. 39 (1977) 165-168.

C. Giovanetti, M. Lisanti, H. Liu, and J. T. Ruderman, “Joint CMB and BBN
Constraints on Light Dark Sectors with Dark Radiation,” arXiv:2109.03246
[hep-ph].

K. Griest and M. Kamionkowski, “Unitarity Limits on the Mass and Radius of
Dark Matter Particles,” Phys. Rev. Lett. 64 (1990) 615.

G. Arcadi, M. Dutra, P. Ghosh, M. Lindner, Y. Mambrini, M. Pierre, S. Profumo,
and F. S. Queiroz, “The waning of the WIMP? A review of models, searches, and
constraints,” Fur. Phys. J. C 78 no. 3, (2018) 203, arXiv:1703.07364 [hep-ph].

M. Battaglieri et al., “US Cosmic Visions: New Ideas in Dark Matter 2017:
Community Report,” in U.S. Cosmic Visions: New Ideas in Dark Matter. 7, 2017.
arXiv:1707.04591 [hep-ph].

M. Cirelli, N. Fornengo, and A. Strumia, “Minimal dark matter,” Nucl. Phys. B
753 (2006) 178194, arXiv:hep-ph/0512090.

FCC Collaboration, A. Abada et al., “FCC-hh: The Hadron Collider: Future
Circular Collider Conceptual Design Report Volume 3,” Eur. Phys. J. ST 228
no. 4, (2019) 755-1107.

DARWIN Collaboration, J. Aalbers et al., “DARWIN: towards the ultimate dark
matter detector,” JCAP 11 (2016) 017, arXiv:1606.07001 [astro-ph.IM].

B. Patt and F. Wilczek, “Higgs-field portal into hidden sectors,”
arXiv:hep-ph/0605188.

Y. G. Kim and K. Y. Lee, “The Minimal model of fermionic dark matter,” Phys.
Rev. D 75 (2007) 115012, arXiv:hep-ph/0611069.

M. Pospelov, A. Ritz, and M. B. Voloshin, “Secluded WIMP Dark Matter,” Phys.
Lett. B 662 (2008) 5361, arXiv:0711.4866 [hep-ph].

M. Pospelov and A. Ritz, “Astrophysical Signatures of Secluded Dark Matter,”
Phys. Lett. B 671 (2009) 391-397, arXiv:0810.1502 [hep-ph].

S. Kanemura, S. Matsumoto, T. Nabeshima, and N. Okada, “Can WIMP Dark
Matter overcome the Nightmare Scenario?,” Phys. Rev. D 82 (2010) 055026,
arXiv:1005.5651 [hep-ph].

— 67 —


http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/0370-1573(95)00058-5
http://arxiv.org/abs/hep-ph/9506380
http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/j.physrep.2004.08.031
http://arxiv.org/abs/hep-ph/0404175
http://dx.doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevLett.39.165
http://arxiv.org/abs/2109.03246
http://arxiv.org/abs/2109.03246
http://dx.doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevLett.64.615
http://dx.doi.org/10.1140/epjc/s10052-018-5662-y
http://arxiv.org/abs/1703.07364
http://arxiv.org/abs/1707.04591
http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/j.nuclphysb.2006.07.012
http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/j.nuclphysb.2006.07.012
http://arxiv.org/abs/hep-ph/0512090
http://dx.doi.org/10.1140/epjst/e2019-900087-0
http://dx.doi.org/10.1140/epjst/e2019-900087-0
http://dx.doi.org/10.1088/1475-7516/2016/11/017
http://arxiv.org/abs/1606.07001
http://arxiv.org/abs/hep-ph/0605188
http://dx.doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevD.75.115012
http://dx.doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevD.75.115012
http://arxiv.org/abs/hep-ph/0611069
http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/j.physletb.2008.02.052
http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/j.physletb.2008.02.052
http://arxiv.org/abs/0711.4866
http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/j.physletb.2008.12.012
http://arxiv.org/abs/0810.1502
http://dx.doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevD.82.055026
http://arxiv.org/abs/1005.5651

[16] S. Kanemura, S. Matsumoto, T. Nabeshima, and H. Taniguchi, “Testing Higgs
portal dark matter via Z fusion at a linear collider,” Phys. Lett. B 701 (2011)
591-596, arXiv:1102.5147 [hep-ph].

[17] M. Pospelov and A. Ritz, “Higgs decays to dark matter: beyond the minimal
model,” Phys. Rev. D 84 (2011) 113001, arXiv:1109.4872 [hep-ph].

[18] S. Baek, P. Ko, and W.-I. Park, “Search for the Higgs portal to a singlet fermionic
dark matter at the LHC,” JHEP 02 (2012) 047, arXiv:1112.1847 [hep-ph].

[19] A. Djouadi, O. Lebedev, Y. Mambrini, and J. Quevillon, “Implications of LHC
searches for Higgs—portal dark matter,” Phys. Lett. B 709 (2012) 65-69,
arXiv:1112.3299 [hep-phl.

[20] L. Lopez-Honorez, T. Schwetz, and J. Zupan, “Higgs portal, fermionic dark matter,
and a Standard Model like Higgs at 125 GeV,” Phys. Lett. B 716 (2012) 179-185,
arXiv:1203.2064 [hep-ph].

[21] S. Esch, M. Klasen, and C. E. Yaguna, “Detection prospects of singlet fermionic
dark matter,” Phys. Rev. D 88 (2013) 075017, arXiv:1308.0951 [hep-ph].

[22] K. Ghorbani, “Fermionic dark matter with pseudo-scalar Yukawa interaction,”
JCAP 01 (2015) 015, arXiv:1408.4929 [hep-ph].

[23] M. Dutra, C. A. de S. Pires, and P. S. Rodrigues da Silva, “Majorana dark matter
through a narrow Higgs portal,” JHEP 09 (2015) 147, arXiv:1504.07222
(hep-ph].

[24] A. Freitas, S. Westhoff, and J. Zupan, “Integrating in the Higgs Portal to Fermion
Dark Matter,” JHEP 09 (2015) 015, arXiv:1506.04149 [hep-ph].

[25] K. Ghorbani and L. Khalkhali, “Mono-Higgs signature in a fermionic dark matter
model,” J. Phys. G 44 no. 10, (2017) 105004, arXiv:1608.04559 [hep-ph].

[26] A. Kamada, K. Kaneta, K. Yanagi, and H.-B. Yu, “Self-interacting dark matter
and muon g — 2 in a gauged U(1)z,r, model,” JHEP 06 (2018) 117,
arXiv:1805.00651 [hep-ph].

[27] A. Beniwal, M. Lewicki, M. White, and A. G. Williams, “Gravitational waves and
electroweak baryogenesis in a global study of the extended scalar singlet model,”
JHEP 02 (2019) 183, arXiv:1810.02380 [hep-phl].

[28] A. Kamada, M. Yamada, and T. T. Yanagida, “Self-interacting dark matter with a
vector mediator: kinetic mixing with the U(l)(B_L)3 gauge boson,” JHEP 03
(2019) 021, arXiv:1811.02567 [hep-ph].

[29] S. Matsumoto, Y.-L. S. Tsai, and P.-Y. Tseng, “Light Fermionic WIMP Dark
Matter with Light Scalar Mediator,” JHEP 07 (2019) 050, arXiv:1811.03292
[hep-ph].

[30] J. S. Bullock and M. Boylan-Kolchin, “Small-Scale Challenges to the ACDM

Paradigm,” Ann. Rev. Astron. Astrophys. 55 (2017) 343-387, arXiv:1707.04256
[astro-ph.CO].

— 68 —


http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/j.physletb.2011.06.040
http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/j.physletb.2011.06.040
http://arxiv.org/abs/1102.5147
http://dx.doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevD.84.113001
http://arxiv.org/abs/1109.4872
http://dx.doi.org/10.1007/JHEP02(2012)047
http://arxiv.org/abs/1112.1847
http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/j.physletb.2012.01.062
http://arxiv.org/abs/1112.3299
http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/j.physletb.2012.07.017
http://arxiv.org/abs/1203.2064
http://dx.doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevD.88.075017
http://arxiv.org/abs/1308.0951
http://dx.doi.org/10.1088/1475-7516/2015/01/015
http://arxiv.org/abs/1408.4929
http://dx.doi.org/10.1007/JHEP09(2015)147
http://arxiv.org/abs/1504.07222
http://arxiv.org/abs/1504.07222
http://dx.doi.org/10.1007/JHEP09(2015)015
http://arxiv.org/abs/1506.04149
http://dx.doi.org/10.1088/1361-6471/aa823a
http://arxiv.org/abs/1608.04559
http://dx.doi.org/10.1007/JHEP06(2018)117
http://arxiv.org/abs/1805.00651
http://dx.doi.org/10.1007/JHEP02(2019)183
http://arxiv.org/abs/1810.02380
http://dx.doi.org/10.1007/JHEP03(2019)021
http://dx.doi.org/10.1007/JHEP03(2019)021
http://arxiv.org/abs/1811.02567
http://dx.doi.org/10.1007/JHEP07(2019)050
http://arxiv.org/abs/1811.03292
http://arxiv.org/abs/1811.03292
http://dx.doi.org/10.1146/annurev-astro-091916-055313
http://arxiv.org/abs/1707.04256
http://arxiv.org/abs/1707.04256

[31]

[32]

[38]

[39]

[40]

[41]

[42]

[43]

S. Tulin and H.-B. Yu, “Dark Matter Self-interactions and Small Scale Structure,”
Phys. Rept. 730 (2018) 1-57, arXiv:1705.02358 [hep-ph].

J. Beacham et al., “Physics Beyond Colliders at CERN: Beyond the Standard
Model Working Group Report,” J. Phys. G 47 no. 1, (2020) 010501,
arXiv:1901.09966 [hep-ex].

ATLAS Collaboration Collaboration, “A combination of measurements of Higgs
boson production and decay using up to 139 fb=! of proton-proton collision data at
/s = 13 TeV collected with the ATLAS experiment,” tech. rep., CERN, Geneva,
Aug, 2020. https://cds.cern.ch/record/2725733.

CMS Collaboration Collaboration, “Combined Higgs boson production and
decay measurements with up to 137 fb~! of proton-proton collision data at /s =
13 TeV,” tech. rep., CERN, Geneva, 2020. http://cds.cern.ch/record/2706103.

G. Arcadi, A. Djouadi, and M. Kado, “The Higgs-portal for dark matter: effective
field theories versus concrete realizations,” Fur. Phys. J. C' 81 no. 7, (2021) 653,
arXiv:2101.02507 [hep-ph].

J. de Blas et al., “Higgs Boson Studies at Future Particle Colliders,” JHEP 01
(2020) 139, arXiv:1905.03764 [hep-ph].

ATLAS Collaboration, G. Aad et al., “Search for Higgs bosons decaying into new
spin-0 or spin-1 particles in four-lepton final states with the ATLAS detector with
139 fb~! of pp collision data at /s = 13 TeV,” arXiv:2110.13673 [hep-ex].

C. Collaboration, “Search for low-mass dilepton resonances in higgs boson decays
to four-lepton final states in proton-proton collisions at /s =13 tev,” 2021.

J. Alimena et al., “Searching for long-lived particles beyond the Standard Model at
the Large Hadron Collider,” J. Phys. G 47 no. 9, (2020) 090501,
arXiv:1903.04497 [hep-ex].

ATLAS Collaboration, G. Aad et al., “Search for long-lived, weakly interacting
particles that decay to displaced hadronic jets in proton-proton collisions at /s = 8
TeV with the ATLAS detector,” Phys. Rev. D 92 no. 1, (2015) 012010,
arXiv:1504.03634 [hep-ex].

ATLAS Collaboration, M. Aaboud et al., “Search for long-lived particles in final
states with displaced dimuon vertices in pp collisions at /s = 13 TeV with the
ATLAS detector,” Phys. Rev. D 99 no. 1, (2019) 012001, arXiv:1808.03057
[hep-ex].

ATLAS Collaboration, M. Aaboud et al., “Search for the Production of a
Long-Lived Neutral Particle Decaying within the ATLAS Hadronic Calorimeter in
Association with a Z Boson from pp Collisions at /s = 13 TeV,” Phys. Rev. Lett.
122 no. 15, (2019) 151801, arXiv:1811.02542 [hep-ex].

ATLAS Collaboration, M. Aaboud et al., “Search for long-lived particles produced
in pp collisions at /s = 13 TeV that decay into displaced hadronic jets in the

— 069 —


http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/j.physrep.2017.11.004
http://arxiv.org/abs/1705.02358
http://dx.doi.org/10.1088/1361-6471/ab4cd2
http://arxiv.org/abs/1901.09966
https://cds.cern.ch/record/2725733
http://cds.cern.ch/record/2706103
http://dx.doi.org/10.1140/epjc/s10052-021-09411-2
http://arxiv.org/abs/2101.02507
http://dx.doi.org/10.1007/JHEP01(2020)139
http://dx.doi.org/10.1007/JHEP01(2020)139
http://arxiv.org/abs/1905.03764
http://arxiv.org/abs/2110.13673
http://dx.doi.org/10.1088/1361-6471/ab4574
http://arxiv.org/abs/1903.04497
http://dx.doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevD.92.012010
http://arxiv.org/abs/1504.03634
http://dx.doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevD.99.012001
http://arxiv.org/abs/1808.03057
http://arxiv.org/abs/1808.03057
http://dx.doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevLett.122.151801
http://dx.doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevLett.122.151801
http://arxiv.org/abs/1811.02542

[44]

[45]

[46]

[49]

ATLAS muon spectrometer,” Phys. Rev. D 99 no. 5, (2019) 052005,
arXiv:1811.07370 [hep-ex].

ATLAS Collaboration, G. Aad et al., “Search for displaced vertices of oppositely
charged leptons from decays of long-lived particles in pp collisions at /s =13 TeV
with the ATLAS detector,” Phys. Lett. B 801 (2020) 135114, arXiv:1907.10037
[hep-ex].

ATLAS Collaboration, G. Aad et al., “Search for light long-lived neutral particles
produced in pp collisions at /s = 13 TeV and decaying into collimated leptons or
light hadrons with the ATLAS detector,” Fur. Phys. J. C 80 no. 5, (2020) 450,
arXiv:1909.01246 [hep-ex].

ATLAS Collaboration, G. Aad et al., “Search for long-lived neutral particles
produced in pp collisions at /s = 13 TeV decaying into displaced hadronic jets in
the ATLAS inner detector and muon spectrometer,” Phys. Rev. D 101 no. 5,
(2020) 052013, arXiv:1911.12575 [hep-ex].

ATLAS Collaboration Collaboration, “Search prospects for dark-photons
decaying to displaced collimated jets of muons at HL-LHC,” tech. rep., CERN,
Geneva, Jan, 2019. https://cds.cern.ch/record/2654518.

ATLAS Collaboration, G. Aad et al., “Search for long-lived, massive particles in
events with a displaced vertex and a muon with large impact parameter in pp
collisions at /s = 13 TeV with the ATLAS detector,” Phys. Rev. D 102 no. 3,
(2020) 032006, arXiv:2003.11956 [hep-ex].

ATLAS Collaboration Collaboration, “Search for events with a pair of displaced
vertices from long-lived neutral particles decaying into hadronic jets in the ATLAS
muon spectrometer in pp collisions at /s = 13 TeV,” tech. rep., CERN, Geneva,
Jul, 2021. http://cds.cern.ch/record/2777238.

ATLAS Collaboration, G. Aad et al., “Search for exotic decays of the Higgs boson
into long-lived particles in pp collisions at /s = 13 TeV using displaced vertices in
the ATLAS inner detector,” arXiv:2107.06092 [hep-ex].

CMS Collaboration, V. Khachatryan et al., “Search for long-lived particles that
decay into final states containing two electrons or two muons in proton-proton
collisions at /s = 8 TeV,” Phys. Rev. D 91 no. 5, (2015) 052012,
arXiv:1411.6977 [hep-ex].

CMS Collaboration, A. M. Sirunyan et al., “Search for decays of stopped exotic
long-lived particles produced in proton-proton collisions at /s = 13 TeV,” JHEP
05 (2018) 127, arXiv:1801.00359 [hep-ex].

CMS Collaboration, A. M. Sirunyan et al., “Search for new particles decaying to a
jet and an emerging jet,” JHEP 02 (2019) 179, arXiv:1810.10069 [hep-ex].

CMS Collaboration Collaboration, “Search sensitivity for dark photons decaying
to displaced muons with CMS at the high-luminosity LHC,” tech. rep., CERN,
Geneva, 2018. http://cds.cern.ch/record/2644533.

— 70 —


http://dx.doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevD.99.052005
http://arxiv.org/abs/1811.07370
http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/j.physletb.2019.135114
http://arxiv.org/abs/1907.10037
http://arxiv.org/abs/1907.10037
http://dx.doi.org/10.1140/epjc/s10052-020-7997-4
http://arxiv.org/abs/1909.01246
http://dx.doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevD.101.052013
http://dx.doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevD.101.052013
http://arxiv.org/abs/1911.12575
https://cds.cern.ch/record/2654518
http://dx.doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevD.102.032006
http://dx.doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevD.102.032006
http://arxiv.org/abs/2003.11956
http://cds.cern.ch/record/2777238
http://arxiv.org/abs/2107.06092
http://dx.doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevD.91.052012
http://arxiv.org/abs/1411.6977
http://dx.doi.org/10.1007/JHEP05(2018)127
http://dx.doi.org/10.1007/JHEP05(2018)127
http://arxiv.org/abs/1801.00359
http://dx.doi.org/10.1007/JHEP02(2019)179
http://arxiv.org/abs/1810.10069
http://cds.cern.ch/record/2644533

[55]

[56]

[57]

CMS Collaboration, A. M. Sirunyan et al., “Search for long-lived particles using
delayed photons in proton-proton collisions at /s = 13 TeV,” Phys. Rev. D 100
no. 11, (2019) 112003, arXiv:1909.06166 [hep-ex].

CMS Collaboration, A. M. Sirunyan et al., “Search for disappearing tracks in
proton-proton collisions at /s = 13 TeV,” Phys. Lett. B 806 (2020) 135502,
arXiv:2004.05153 [hep-ex].

CMS Collaboration Collaboration, “Search for long-lived particles decaying into
displaced jets,” tech. rep., CERN, Geneva, 2020.
https://cds.cern.ch/record/2717071.

CMS Collaboration, A. Tumasyan et al., “Search for long-lived particles decaying
in the CMS endcap muon detectors in proton-proton collisions at /s = 13 TeV,”
arXiv:2107.04838 [hep-ex].

CMS Collaboration, A. Tumasyan et al., “Search for long-lived particles decaying
to leptons with large impact parameter in proton-proton collisions at /s = 13
TeV,” arXiv:2110.04809 [hep-ex].

CMS Collaboration, A. Tumasyan et al., “Search for long-lived particles produced
in association with a Z boson in proton-proton collisions at /s = 13 TeV,”
arXiv:2110.13218 [hep-ex].

LHCDb Collaboration, R. Aaij et al., “Search for Higgs-like bosons decaying into
long-lived exotic particles,” Eur. Phys. J. C'76 no. 12, (2016) 664,
arXiv:1609.03124 [hep-ex].

LHCDb Collaboration, R. Aaij et al., “Search for massive long-lived particles
decaying semileptonically in the LHCb detector,” Eur. Phys. J. C'77 no. 4, (2017)
224, arXiv:1612.00945 [hep-ex].

LHCDb Collaboration, R. Aaij et al., “Search for long-lived scalar particles in
BT — K*x(utp™) decays,” Phys. Rev. D 95 no. 7, (2017) 071101,
arXiv:1612.07818 [hep-ex].

LHCDb Collaboration, R. Aaij et al., “Updated search for long-lived particles
decaying to jet pairs,” Fur. Phys. J. C'77 no. 12, (2017) 812, arXiv:1705.07332
[hep-ex].

LHCDb Collaboration, R. Aaij et al., “Search for A" — p*u~ Decays,” Phys. Rev.
Lett. 124 no. 4, (2020) 041801, arXiv:1910.06926 [hep-ex].

LHCD Collaboration, R. Aaij et al., “Search for long-lived particles decaying to
et uTv,” Bur. Phys. J. C 81 no. 3, (2021) 261, arXiv:2012.02696 [hep-ex].

J. L. Feng, I. Galon, F. Kling, and S. Trojanowski, “ForwArd Search ExpeRiment
at the LHC,” Phys. Rev. D 97 no. 3, (2018) 035001, arXiv:1708.09389 [hep-ph].

I. Boiarska, K. Bondarenko, A. Boyarsky, M. Ovchynnikov, O. Ruchayskiy, and
A. Sokolenko, “Light scalar production from Higgs bosons and FASER 2,” JHEP
05 (2020) 049, arXiv:1908.04635 [hep-ph].

— 71 —


http://dx.doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevD.100.112003
http://dx.doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevD.100.112003
http://arxiv.org/abs/1909.06166
http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/j.physletb.2020.135502
http://arxiv.org/abs/2004.05153
https://cds.cern.ch/record/2717071
http://arxiv.org/abs/2107.04838
http://arxiv.org/abs/2110.04809
http://arxiv.org/abs/2110.13218
http://dx.doi.org/10.1140/epjc/s10052-016-4489-7
http://arxiv.org/abs/1609.03124
http://dx.doi.org/10.1140/epjc/s10052-017-4744-6
http://dx.doi.org/10.1140/epjc/s10052-017-4744-6
http://arxiv.org/abs/1612.00945
http://dx.doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevD.95.071101
http://arxiv.org/abs/1612.07818
http://dx.doi.org/10.1140/epjc/s10052-017-5178-x
http://arxiv.org/abs/1705.07332
http://arxiv.org/abs/1705.07332
http://dx.doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevLett.124.041801
http://dx.doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevLett.124.041801
http://arxiv.org/abs/1910.06926
http://dx.doi.org/10.1140/epjc/s10052-021-08994-0
http://arxiv.org/abs/2012.02696
http://dx.doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevD.97.035001
http://arxiv.org/abs/1708.09389
http://dx.doi.org/10.1007/JHEP05(2020)049
http://dx.doi.org/10.1007/JHEP05(2020)049
http://arxiv.org/abs/1908.04635

[69]

[70]

[81]

[82]

J. P. Chou, D. Curtin, and H. J. Lubatti, “New Detectors to Explore the Lifetime
Frontier,” Phys. Lett. B 767 (2017) 29-36, arXiv:1606.06298 [hep-ph].

D. Curtin et al., “Long-Lived Particles at the Energy Frontier: The MATHUSLA
Physics Case,” Rept. Prog. Phys. 82 no. 11, (2019) 116201, arXiv:1806.07396
[hep-ph].

C. Alpigiani, “Exploring the lifetime and cosmic frontier with the MATHUSLA
detector,” JINST 15 no. 09, (2020) C09048, arXiv:2006.00788
[physics.ins-det].

V. V. Gligorov, S. Knapen, M. Papucci, and D. J. Robinson, “Searching for
Long-lived Particles: A Compact Detector for Exotics at LHCb,” Phys. Rev. D 97
no. 1, (2018) 015023, arXiv:1708.09395 [hep-ph].

G. Aielli et al., “Expression of interest for the CODEX-b detector,” Eur. Phys. J.
C 80 no. 12, (2020) 1177, arXiv:1911.00481 [hep-ex].

M. Bauer, O. Brandt, L. Lee, and C. Ohm, “ANUBIS: Proposal to search for
long-lived neutral particles in CERN service shafts,” arXiv:1909.13022
[physics.ins-det].

M. G. Albrow, “A Forward Multiparticle Spectrometer for the LHC: Hadron
spectra and Long-lived particle search,” in Workshop of QCD and Forward Physics
at the the LHC, the future Electron Ion Collider and Cosmic Ray Physics,

pp- 43-52. University of Kansas Libraries, Lawrence, 2020. arXiv:2006.11680
[physics.ins-det].

P. Ilten, J. Thaler, M. Williams, and W. Xue, “Dark photons from charm mesons
at LHCb,” Phys. Rev. D 92 no. 11, (2015) 115017, arXiv:1509.06765 [hep-ph].

A. M. Gago, P. Hernéndez, J. Jones-Pérez, M. Losada, and A. Moreno Briceno,
“Probing the Type I Seesaw Mechanism with Displaced Vertices at the LHC,” Fur.
Phys. J. C'75 no. 10, (2015) 470, arXiv:1505.05880 [hep-ph].

S. Banerjee, G. Bélanger, B. Bhattacherjee, F. Boudjema, R. M. Godbole, and
S. Mukherjee, “Novel signature for long-lived particles at the LHC,” Phys. Rev. D
98 no. 11, (2018) 115026, arXiv:1706.07407 [hep-ph].

R. Kumar Barman, B. Bhattacherjee, A. Chatterjee, A. Choudhury, and A. Gupta,
“Scope of self-interacting thermal WIMPs in a minimal U(1)p extension and its
future prospects,” JHEP 05 (2019) 177, arXiv:1811.09195 [hep-ph].

B. Bhattacherjee, S. Mukherjee, and R. Sengupta, “Study of energy deposition
patterns in hadron calorimeter for prompt and displaced jets using convolutional
neural network,” JHEP 11 (2019) 156, arXiv:1904.04811 [hep-ph].

X. Cid Vidal, Y. Tsai, and J. Zurita, “Exclusive displaced hadronic signatures in
the LHC forward region,” JHEP 01 (2020) 115, arXiv:1910.05225 [hep-ph].

S. Banerjee, B. Bhattacherjee, A. Goudelis, B. Herrmann, D. Sengupta, and

— 72 —


http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/j.physletb.2017.01.043
http://arxiv.org/abs/1606.06298
http://dx.doi.org/10.1088/1361-6633/ab28d6
http://arxiv.org/abs/1806.07396
http://arxiv.org/abs/1806.07396
http://dx.doi.org/10.1088/1748-0221/15/09/C09048
http://arxiv.org/abs/2006.00788
http://arxiv.org/abs/2006.00788
http://dx.doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevD.97.015023
http://dx.doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevD.97.015023
http://arxiv.org/abs/1708.09395
http://dx.doi.org/10.1140/epjc/s10052-020-08711-3
http://dx.doi.org/10.1140/epjc/s10052-020-08711-3
http://arxiv.org/abs/1911.00481
http://arxiv.org/abs/1909.13022
http://arxiv.org/abs/1909.13022
http://arxiv.org/abs/2006.11680
http://arxiv.org/abs/2006.11680
http://dx.doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevD.92.115017
http://arxiv.org/abs/1509.06765
http://dx.doi.org/10.1140/epjc/s10052-015-3693-1
http://dx.doi.org/10.1140/epjc/s10052-015-3693-1
http://arxiv.org/abs/1505.05880
http://dx.doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevD.98.115026
http://dx.doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevD.98.115026
http://arxiv.org/abs/1706.07407
http://dx.doi.org/10.1007/JHEP05(2019)177
http://arxiv.org/abs/1811.09195
http://dx.doi.org/10.1007/JHEP11(2019)156
http://arxiv.org/abs/1904.04811
http://dx.doi.org/10.1007/JHEP01(2020)115
http://arxiv.org/abs/1910.05225

R. Sengupta, “Determining the lifetime of long-lived particles at the HL-LHC,”
FEur. Phys. J. C 81 no. 2, (2021) 172, arXiv:1912.06669 [hep-phl.

J. Jones-Pérez, J. Masias, and J. D. Ruiz—Alvarez, “Search for Long-Lived Heavy
Neutrinos at the LHC with a VBF Trigger,” Fur. Phys. J. C 80 no. 7, (2020) 642,
arXiv:1912.08206 [hep-ph].

Y. Gershtein, S. Knapen, and D. Redigolo, “Probing naturally light singlets with a
displaced vertex trigger,” arXiv:2012.07864 [hep-ph].

E. Fuchs, O. Matsedonskyi, I. Savoray, and M. Schlaffer, “Collider searches for
scalar singlets across lifetimes,” JHEP 04 (2021) 019, arXiv:2008.12773
(hep-ph].

A. Chakraborty, S. Moretti, C. H. Shepherd-Themistocleous, and H. Waltari,
“Extraction of neutrino Yukawa parameters from displaced vertices of sneutrinos,”
JHEP 06 (2021) 027, arXiv:2012.14034 [hep-ph].

K. Cheung, O. Fischer, Z. S. Wang, and J. Zurita, “Exotic Higgs decays into
displaced jets at the LHeC,” JHEP 02 (2021) 161, arXiv:2008.09614 [hep-ph].

J. Liu, Z. Liu, L.-T. Wang, and X.-P. Wang, “Enhancing Sensitivities to Long-lived
Particles with High Granularity Calorimeters at the LHC,” JHEP 11 (2020) 066,
arXiv:2005.10836 [hep-ph].

J. A. Evans, A. Gandrakota, S. Knapen, and H. Routray, “Searching for exotic B
-meson decays enabled by the CMS L1 track trigger,” Phys. Rev. D 103 no. 1,
(2021) 015026, arXiv:2008.06918 [hep-ph].

D. Linthorne and D. Stolarski, “Triggering on emerging jets,” Phys. Rev. D 104
no. 3, (2021) 035019, arXiv:2103.08620 [hep-ph].

J. Alimena et al., “Review of opportunities for new long-lived particle triggers in
Run 3 of the Large Hadron Collider,” arXiv:2110.14675 [hep-ex].

P. Bechtle, S. Heinemeyer, O. Stal, T. Stefaniak, and G. Weiglein, “Probing the
Standard Model with Higgs signal rates from the Tevatron, the LHC and a future
ILC,” JHEP 11 (2014) 039, arXiv:1403.1582 [hep-ph].

“Higgs cross sections for HL-LHC and HE-LHC ,”.
https://twiki.cern.ch/twiki/bin/view/LHCPhysics/HiggsEuropeanStrategy.

T. Sjostrand, S. Mrenna, and P. Z. Skands, “PYTHIA 6.4 Physics and Manual,”
JHEP 05 (2006) 026, arXiv:hep-ph/0603175.

G. D’Ambrosio, G. F. Giudice, G. Isidori, and A. Strumia, “Minimal flavor
violation: An Effective field theory approach,” Nucl. Phys. B 645 (2002) 155-187,
arXiv:hep-ph/0207036.

G. Colangelo, E. Nikolidakis, and C. Smith, “Supersymmetric models with minimal
flavour violation and their running,” Fur. Phys. J. C'59 (2009) 75-98,
arXiv:0807.0801 [hep-ph].

— 73 —


http://dx.doi.org/10.1140/epjc/s10052-021-08945-9
http://arxiv.org/abs/1912.06669
http://dx.doi.org/10.1140/epjc/s10052-020-8188-z
http://arxiv.org/abs/1912.08206
http://arxiv.org/abs/2012.07864
http://dx.doi.org/10.1007/JHEP04(2021)019
http://arxiv.org/abs/2008.12773
http://arxiv.org/abs/2008.12773
http://dx.doi.org/10.1007/JHEP06(2021)027
http://arxiv.org/abs/2012.14034
http://dx.doi.org/10.1007/JHEP02(2021)161
http://arxiv.org/abs/2008.09614
http://dx.doi.org/10.1007/JHEP11(2020)066
http://arxiv.org/abs/2005.10836
http://dx.doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevD.103.015026
http://dx.doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevD.103.015026
http://arxiv.org/abs/2008.06918
http://dx.doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevD.104.035019
http://dx.doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevD.104.035019
http://arxiv.org/abs/2103.08620
http://arxiv.org/abs/2110.14675
http://dx.doi.org/10.1007/JHEP11(2014)039
http://arxiv.org/abs/1403.1582
https://twiki.cern.ch/twiki/bin/view/LHCPhysics/HiggsEuropeanStrategy
http://dx.doi.org/10.1088/1126-6708/2006/05/026
http://arxiv.org/abs/hep-ph/0603175
http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/S0550-3213(02)00836-2
http://arxiv.org/abs/hep-ph/0207036
http://dx.doi.org/10.1140/epjc/s10052-008-0796-y
http://arxiv.org/abs/0807.0801

[97]

[98]

[99]

100]

[101]

[102]

[103]

[104]

[105]

[106]

[107]

[108]
[109]

M. W. Winkler, “Decay and detection of a light scalar boson mixing with the Higgs
boson,” Phys. Rev. D 99 no. 1, (2019) 015018, arXiv:1809.01876 [hep-ph].

G. Apollinari, O. Briining, T. Nakamoto, and L. Rossi, “High Luminosity Large
Hadron Collider HL-LHC,” arXiv:1705.08830 [physics.acc-ph].

CMS Collaboration Collaboration, “The Phase-2 Upgrade of the CMS Level-1
Trigger,” tech. rep., CERN, Geneva, Apr, 2020.
http://cds.cern.ch/record/2714892.

B. Bhattacherjee, S. Mukherjee, R. Sengupta, and P. Solanki, “Iriggering
long-lived particles in HL-LHC and the challenges in the rst stage of the trigger
system,” JHEP 08 (2020) 141, arXiv:2003.03943 [hep-ph].

A. Buckley, J. Ferrando, S. Lloyd, K. Nordstrom, B. Page, M. Riifenacht,
M. Schénherr, and G. Watt, “LHAPDF6: parton density access in the LHC
precision era,” Eur. Phys. J. C'75 (2015) 132, arXiv:1412.7420 [hep-ph].

DELPHES 3 Collaboration, J. de Favereau, C. Delaere, P. Demin,

A. Giammanco, V. Lemaitre, A. Mertens, and M. Selvaggi, “DELPHES 3, A
modular framework for fast simulation of a generic collider experiment,” JHEP 02
(2014) 057, arXiv:1307.6346 [hep-ex].

R. Brun and F. Rademakers, “Root — an object oriented data analysis
framework,” Nuclear Instruments and Methods in Physics Research Section A:
Accelerators, Spectrometers, Detectors and Associated Equipment 389 no. 1, (1997)
81-86.
https://www.sciencedirect.com/science/article/pii/S016890029700048X.
New Computing Techniques in Physics Research V.

CMS Collaboration, S. Chatrchyan et al., “Precise Mapping of the Magnetic Field
in the CMS Barrel Yoke using Cosmic Rays,” JINST 5 (2010) T03021,
arXiv:0910.5530 [physics.ins-det].

CMS Collaboration, A. M. Sirunyan et al., “Search for a Narrow Resonance
Lighter than 200 GeV Decaying to a Pair of Muons in Proton-Proton Collisions at
/s = TeV,” Phys. Rev. Lett. 124 no. 13, (2020) 131802, arXiv:1912.04776
[hep-ex].

CMS Collaboration Collaboration, “The Phase-2 Upgrade of the CMS Muon
Detectors,” tech. rep., CERN, Geneva, 2017.
https://cds.cern.ch/record/2283189. This is the final version, approved by the
LHCC.

C. Liu and N. Neumeister, “Reconstruction of cosmic and beam-halo muons,” FEur.
Phys. J. C'56 (2008) 449-460.

“Physics at the FCC-hh, a 100 TeV pp collider,” arXiv:1710.06353 [hep-ph].

W. Riegler, “FCC-hh Detector: FCC Overview of the Conceptual Design Report,”.
https://indico.cern.ch/event/789349/contributions/3298692/.

— 74 —


http://dx.doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevD.99.015018
http://arxiv.org/abs/1809.01876
http://arxiv.org/abs/1705.08830
http://cds.cern.ch/record/2714892
http://dx.doi.org/10.1007/JHEP08(2020)141
http://arxiv.org/abs/2003.03943
http://dx.doi.org/10.1140/epjc/s10052-015-3318-8
http://arxiv.org/abs/1412.7420
http://dx.doi.org/10.1007/JHEP02(2014)057
http://dx.doi.org/10.1007/JHEP02(2014)057
http://arxiv.org/abs/1307.6346
http://dx.doi.org/https://doi.org/10.1016/S0168-9002(97)00048-X
http://dx.doi.org/https://doi.org/10.1016/S0168-9002(97)00048-X
http://dx.doi.org/https://doi.org/10.1016/S0168-9002(97)00048-X
https://www.sciencedirect.com/science/article/pii/S016890029700048X
http://dx.doi.org/10.1088/1748-0221/5/03/T03021
http://arxiv.org/abs/0910.5530
http://dx.doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevLett.124.131802
http://arxiv.org/abs/1912.04776
http://arxiv.org/abs/1912.04776
https://cds.cern.ch/record/2283189
http://dx.doi.org/10.1140/epjc/s10052-008-0674-7
http://dx.doi.org/10.1140/epjc/s10052-008-0674-7
http://arxiv.org/abs/1710.06353
https://indico.cern.ch/event/789349/contributions/3298692/

	1 Introduction
	2 The scalar mediator
	2.1 Production of the mediator particle at high energy colliders
	2.2 Decay of the mediator particle

	3 The long-lived mediator particle at the HL-LHC
	3.1 Mediator decays within CMS muon spectrometer
	3.1.1 Simulation and computational setup
	3.1.2 Analyses for various production and decay channels
	3.1.3 Mediator particle decaying into muons
	3.1.4 Mediator particle decaying into pions/Kaons
	3.1.5 Mediator particle decaying into b /g g/s /c 
	3.1.6 Mediator particle decaying into tau leptons
	3.1.7 Mediator particle in the minimal model

	3.2 Possible backgrounds in the CMS MS
	3.3 Dedicated LLP detectors
	3.3.1 The CODEX-b detector
	3.3.2 The MATHUSLA detector
	3.3.3 The long-lived mediator particle at dedicated LLP detectors


	4 The long-lived mediator particle at the 100TeV collider
	4.1 Extending the CMS MS analyses
	4.1.1 Mediator particle decaying into muons
	4.1.2 Mediator particle decaying into b and c quarks

	4.2 DELIGHT: Proposal of dedicated LLP detectors at 100TeV collider

	5 Summary and conclusion
	A The dedicated LLP detectors: validation & efficiency map
	B Efficiency maps of the DELIGHT detector

