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ABSTRACT: We clarify the role of vector boson fusion (VBF) in the production of heavy
vector triplets at the LHC and the HL-LHC. We point out that the presence of VBF
production leads to an unavoidable rate of Drell-Yan (DY) production and highlight the
subtle interplay between the falling parton luminosities and the increasing importance of
VBF production as the heavy vector mass increases. We discuss current LHC searches
and HL-LHC projections in di-boson and di-lepton final states and demonstrate that VBF
production outperforms DY production for resonance masses above 1TeV in certain re-
gions of the parameter space. We define two benchmark parameter points which provide
competitive production rates in vector boson fusion.
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1 Introduction

New heavy vector bosons are present in many well-motivated extensions of the Standard
Model (SM). They can appear in weakly coupled models, such as gauge extensions of the
SM gauge group, or strongly coupled composite Higgs models. Heavy vectors have been
studied extensively in the literature, see for instance refs. [1-28], in order to optimise LHC
searches and provide the best chances of making a discovery.

The simplified model for heavy vector triplets (HVT) proposed in ref. [26], together
with the accompanying set of computational tools [29], is useful in motivating, performing,
and interpreting searches for heavy vector resonances at the LHC. It provides a framework
to set general constraints on colourless heavy vectors that transform as triplets under the
SM SU(2)r, gauge group (with zero hypercharge) and to interpret the results within a
limited parameter space which spans a wide variety of UV-complete models.

In the original reference [26] the authors stressed that Drell-Yan (DY) production
provides the leading production mechanism for HVT, while vector boson fusion (VBF) is
generally suppressed due to the splitting functions multiplying the quark parton distribu-
tion functions for weak gauge boson production. Nevertheless, after the energy increase
of the LHC from 8 to 13 TeV and with increasing integrated luminosity, the VBF produc-
tion mode has started to attract the attention of the theoretical [30-33] and experimental
communities [34-45]. Most of these analyses make the assumption that the HVT can be
produced uniquely via VBF. While DY production can be heavily suppressed for very spe-
cific values of the parameters, due to a possible cancellation between different contributions
to DY production, this assumption is not well-motivated from a UV perspective. In this
paper we therefore clarify the role of VBF and show that an “irreducible” component of
DY production is generically present. We discuss parameter choices that favour VBF pro-
duction and compare the current and future reach of LHC and HL-LHC searches in DY and
VBF production. We demonstrate that the LHC mass reach in VBF becomes competitive
for resonance masses around 1TeV and significantly outperforms DY searches at 2 TeV.

2 Heavy Vector Triplet Production: DY and VBF

We consider a heavy vector triplet, Vi, a = 1,2,3, transforming as a (1,3,0) under the
SM gauge group SU(3). x SU(2)r x U(1)y, in addition to the SM particle content. Using
the full Lagrangian in ref. [25] and adopting the notation used in ref. [26], the relevant
Lagrangian terms for this work are
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the Higgs current is given by iH7eD"H = i HireDrH — i DFHTTH | and 7% = 0%/2.
The coupling gy describes the typical strength of the heavy vector interactions and the ¢;
parameters denote the deviation from this typical strength. The parameter cy controls the
mixing of the heavy vectors with SM gauge bosons on electroweak symmetry breaking, and
their decay widths into SM gauge bosons. The coupling of the HVT to quarks and leptons
is mostly controlled by ¢, and ¢y, respectively. Note that gy is a redundant coupling since
the HVT couplings to fermions are proportional to the combinations ¢,/gy and ¢¢/gv,
while the coupling to gauge bosons enters as gycy. In the remainder of the paper, we will
thus show the parameter space in terms of these coupling combinations. We will also take
¢ = cp1 = cpp = cg3 and ¢g = ¢q1 = Cq2 # ¢43 since the HV'T coupling to third generation
quarks may differ substantially from the couplings to the first two generations. While gy cg
and ¢,/gy will play important roles for both production and decay of the heavy resonances
at the LHC, ¢¢/gy and c¢43/gv will only significantly impact the decay. For further details
on the basic phenomenology of this simplified model including physical masses and mixings
we refer the reader to ref. [26].

We now discuss relevant ingredients that enter a comparison between HV'T production
via DY and VBF. We will restrict our attention to cases that can be described by the
Narrow Width Approximation (NWA), i.e. when the total cross-section can be factorised
into the production cross-section, o, and the decay Branching Ratio (BR). In practice, this
is a good approximation for widths less than around 15% of the particle’s mass. In the case
of a large width, a different experimental analysis would be needed and an interpretation
in terms of an Effective Field Theory (EFT) would be more suitable. EFT searches in the
spectrum of di-leptons, di-jets and di-bosons are the perfect complement to the search for
narrow resonances, and explicit new physics models, taking into account the full particle
spectrum, can then be used to study any hint of new physics arising from either approach.
The production cross-section of a narrow resonance can be written in terms of the partial
widths I'v ;5 of the decay processes V' — ij as
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In this equation, i,j = {q,q, W, Z} denote the colliding partons in the two protons and
dLi;/ds
mass. Here we include the W and Z bosons as partons and obtain the relevant parton

s=M2 describes the corresponding parton luminosities evaluated at the resonance

luminosities by convolving the appropriate quark parton distribution functions with the

relevant splitting functions, see ref. [26] for details. The factor J is the spin of the resonance

and C'its colour factor. S;; and Cj; are the analogous quantities for the initial states.
There are three main contributions to this formula. Firstly, the numerical factor

16m%(2J +1
(251' + 1)(25j + 1) ClCJ
which only depends on the quantum numbers of the particles involved. Numerically, we
find
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Figure 2.1: The ratio of VBF to DY parton luminosities as a function of the resonance
mass for different collider energies. The W+W~, dd and w@ channels are relevant for V0
production while W*Z and ud (W~Z and du) are relevant for V* (V=) production.

for DY and VBF where we have taken into account the fact that the HVT couples mostly
to longitudinal SM gauge bosons and have therefore set S; = S; = 0. This factor therefore
favours VBF with a ratio of Nypr/Npy = 36.

Secondly, the parton luminosities. These are the main source of suppression of reso-
nance production via VBF with respect to DY due to the agw suppression entering through
the splitting functions. Their values at different collider energies were shown in fig. 2.2 of
ref. [26]. In fig. 2.1 we show the ratio of VBF to DY parton luminosities as a function of the
resonance mass for different collider energies. We see that the parton luminosities for VBF
are suppressed with respect to DY production by a factor of 107° to 10~7, depending on
the resonance production channel, its mass and the collider energy. This effect significantly
outweighs the VBF enhancement due to the numerical factor discussed above.

Whether VBF can become competitive is then down to the third ingredient of eq. (2.4),
the decay widths. For VBF to compete with or even overcome DY production, the decay
width into two bosons needs to be much larger than the decay widths into two light quarks
(while still satisfying the constraint of a narrow resonance). The relevant partial widths

are approximately
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where in the first line we have retained terms up to O(¢), where

gvmw

as in ref. [26], and in the second line we have taken the limit ¢ — 0 and retained terms up

to O(¢Y).



For ¢4 ~ 1, the decay widths into bosons are not much larger than the decay widths
into light quarks (again restricting ourselves to parameters where the narrow width ap-
proximation is applicable). The ratio of di-boson to light quark decay widths is

Uveswegz, 1lvoswiw; 1 gh 5
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which is of order one for gy ~ cy ~ ¢4 ~ 1. As such, VBF production is then suppressed
by the parton luminosities compared to DY production. In ref. [26] it was shown that
ci/cqg ~ 3 and gy = 6 (or, more generally, gicp/cq ~ 108) is needed for VBF to overcome
DY production at 14 TeV. This can only be satisfied, while maintaining a total width less
than 15%, if ¢;/gy < 0.05. Small values of ¢,/gy appear naturally in certain UV models
such as walking technicolour [46, 47].

We therefore focus on the region of parameter space where ¢,/gy < 1. For vanishing
cq = 0, we see from eq. (2.8) that we retain a non-zero decay width into light quarks. This
is due to the HVT coupling to light quarks inherited from the SM gauge bosons through
the mixing induced by cy. However, the decay width into quarks is now suppressed and
the ratio of the widths into gauge bosons and light quarks is given by

Pveowiz  Llveowiwy 16y 0 1My (2.11)
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This implies that, in the limit of vanishing c,, the ratio of decay widths, and hence also
the ratio of VBF over DY production rates, increases for increasing HV'T resonance masses
and is independent of any other HVT parameter (up to small corrections). It turns out
that this increase grows faster with mass than the reduction in partial width ratios seen in
fig. 2.1, so VBF production becomes increasingly important for larger resonance masses.

Putting these three ingredients together for example resonance masses of My =
1(2) TeV at the 13 TeV LHC gives us a numerical factor ratio of 36 as shown in eq. (2.6), a
ratio of parton luminosities of about 5-107% (3-107%) and a partial widths ratio of 2- 103
(3-10%) as given by eq. (2.11). For ¢, = 0, this leads to a ratio of VBF over DY production
of 0.4 (3.2).

This behaviour is further exemplified in fig. 2.2, which shows the ratio of VBF to
DY production cross-sections in the gycy — ¢4/gy parameter space for charged resonance
masses of My = 1,1.5 and 2 TeV. We see that the parameter space where VBF outperforms
DY production (the red and yellow regions, where oypr/opy > 1) is confined to the
region |cq|/gv < 0.1 but that its area increases for increasing resonance mass. The largest
oyBr/opy ratios are obtained when DY production is smallest. As can be seen from
eq. (2.8), in the limit ¢' = 0 and at O(¢?), I'y+ 4z, and hence the DY production cross-
section, vanishes for

cg = —cuC?+0(¢?). (2.12)

The oygr/opy ratio can be enhanced if ¢y and ¢, have opposite signs and the appropriate
magnitude. However, there is generally no reason that eq. (2.12) should be satisfied in a
complete UV theory, since the parameters ¢, and cy have completely different UV origins.
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Figure 2.2: The ratio of VBF to DY production cross-sections for charged resonances in
the gycy — ¢q/gyv parameter region for resonance masses of My + =1, 1.5, and 2 TeV (left,
centre and right) at 13 TeV. In the blue and red regions the ratios become < 1 and > 1,
respectively. Theoretically disallowed regions in the simplified model are shown in light

grey.

Instead, to be conservative, we will take ¢, = 0 in the remainder of this work. The light
grey areas in fig. 2.2 depict theoretically forbidden regions, where the values of the SM
parameters cannot be reproduced in the HVT simplified model (although these regions of
parameter space could potentially become viable in UV complete theories). In our model,
real Lagrangian parameters can only lead to real observable quantities, such as masses, if
lgver| < g*(mio —m%)/2mzmyoy/g? — 4ra.t In fig. 2.2 and in all figures in this work,
the theoretically allowed regions satisfy electroweak precision tests at 20 for HV'T masses
above 1TeV. We see that as the resonance mass increases, larger values of gy cy become
viable (although care should always be taken to ensure that perturbative unitarity is not
violated). The dashed and dotted black lines show where the total width of the resonance
is 10% and 15%, respectively.

As the HVT mass grows, the corresponding parton luminosities decrease rapidly. At
larger masses the production cross-section reduces and VBF searches will eventually lose
sensitivity. This can also be seen in fig. 2.3 which shows the VBF production cross-section
vs gy cyr for masses of 1,1.5, and 2 TeV. Note that gy cy < 1 is also very difficult to probe,
again because the production cross-section is small.

Finally, note that ¢, and the coupling to third generation quarks, c43, have a small but
non-zero impact on the VBF over DY cross-section ratio. This is due to ¢y entering the
definition of the Fermi decay constant, G, which we use as an input parameter, extracted
from muon decay, and to both ¢, and c,3 entering the total width. Nevertheless, the impact
of these two couplings on the production cross-section ratio is small (up to about 10%) and
can generally be neglected for our purposes.

We will see later that the condition has a weak dependence on ¢,, which enters as g depends on c;.
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Figure 2.3: The VBF production cross-section of V™ 4+ V™~ as a function of gycy for
resonance masses of 1, 1.5 and 2 TeV.

3 Heavy Vector Triplet Decay

Once produced, the HVT can decay into light or heavy quarks, di-leptons or di-bosons. In
different regions of parameter space the relative importance of each decay channel varies
dramatically. As discussed in the previous section, here we will focus on the region where
cq/gv < 1. We argued that the presence of the mixing parameter cy leads to partial
widths into di-bosons proportional to g%,c% and a partial width into quarks proportional
to g%/c%]mév /Mév This parametric behaviour, along with my < My, implies that di-boson
decays always dominate over di-jet final states. Decay into di-jets is therefore subdominant
and generally irrelevant for VBF studies.

Di-lepton decays enter with an independent coupling, ¢;, and the corresponding widths
are given by
g> My 51)
qgv 481 ) '

The decay into di-leptons can be comparable to or dominate over di-boson decays depending

Fvi—%? ~ 21—“/0*%2 ~ <

on the relative size of ¢, and cy. Figure 3.1 (left) shows the branching ratios of the neutral
component of the HVT into eTe™ or ™~ for a resonance mass of 1 TeV. As expected, the
branching ratio into di-leptons is largest for sizeable values of ¢;/gy and small gy cp. Note
that ¢, controls the decays into charged leptons and neutrinos. When cy = ¢4 = ¢4g3 = 0
the branching ratio into leptons is 1, and the branching ratio into eTe™ + putpu™ is 1/3.
The branching ratio into di-bosons is just one minus this plot (when all flavours and the
neutrinos are taken into account) and dominates for small values of ¢;/gy and large gycy.

The coupling to third generation quarks, ¢,43, can in general be different to the coupling
to light quarks. In fig. 3.1 (right) we show the branching ratio into ¢¢, assuming ¢y = ¢4 = 0
(which will be equal to the branching ratio to bb, up to small corrections due to the available
phase space). As in the di-lepton case, this branching ratio is largest for large c,3/gyv and
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Figure 3.1: The branching ratios of V' into £*¢~ for £ = e or p (left) and into tf (right)
for Myo = 1TeV. The dashed and dotted black lines depict contours of constant total
width corresponding to 10% and 15% of the resonance mass.

small gycy, while di-boson decays dominate at small ¢g3/gy and large gycy. However,
since searches for third generation quarks are typically less constraining than di-lepton
searches, in what follows we will focus on non-zero ¢; and the associated di-lepton signatures
rather than non-zero cy3.

The dashed and dotted black lines in fig. 3.1 again depict contours of constant total
width, at 10% and 15% of the resonance mass. Demanding a narrow resonance constrains
lce| (|ega|) to values below 6 (5) or 8 (6) for 'yt /My = 0.1 and 0.15, respectively. The
mixing parameter is constrained to be |cy| < 4 for a resonance mass of 1TeV, otherwise
the SM parameters cannot be reproduced in the HVT simplified model.

4 Current and Future Limits

Before examining the impact of current limits on the gycy—c;/gy parameter space, we
propose two benchmark parameter points of the HVT model which favour resonance pro-
duction via VBF":

e VBF-DB (Di-Boson) Benchmark: gycy =4, ¢//gv = 0, ¢/gv = cg3/gv =0
These benchmark parameters provide dominant resonance production via VBF for
masses 2 1 TeV and almost total decay into di-bosons. Note that this benchmark is
at the threshold of both theoretical consistency and current indirect constraints from
electroweak precision tests for my ~ 1TeV, although both of these constraints relax
at higher masses and may be modified in complete UV models.

e VBF-DL (Di-Lepton) Benchmark: gycy =3, ¢//gv = —3, ¢q/g9v = cq3/g9v =0
These benchmark parameters provide competitive resonance production via VBF



Channel Reference
WZ — 't [34]
Zh — leptons hadrons [45]
WW, W Z — leptons hadrons | [35, 43, 44]
12 [48, 49]
v [50, 51]
TV [52]

Table 4.1: ATLAS and CMS di-boson and di-lepton searches considering DY and VBF
production with a luminosity ~ 140 b1,

and reasonable decay into di-leptons. While branching ratios into di-bosons are still
sizeable, current di-boson searches are less sensitive than di-lepton searches at this
benchmark point. Decays into quark final states are negligible. We choose opposite
signs for gycy and ¢¢/gy since this slightly improves the VBF to DY production
ratio, due to sub-leading effects discussed at the end of section 2. This benchmark is
only theoretically consistent for My 2 0.8 TeV.

Recent experimental analyses [34, 35, 43-45] defined the HVT parameters gy = 1,
cg = 1, ¢g = 0, ¢g = ¢g3 = 0, sometimes referred to as “Model C”, as a benchmark
for their VBF analyses. While this choice of parameters is very similar to our VBF di-
boson benchmark, our choice of gycy = 4 increases the VBF production cross-section
while retaining the validity of the narrow width approximation. We furthermore want to
stress that ¢, = 0 does not imply vanishing DY production. As discussed in section 2, DY
production will also be induced via mixing through non-zero values of cg.

4.1 Current LHC Limits

Table 4.1 lists the most recent experimental searches performed by ATLAS and CMS with
an integrated luminosity of ~ 140fb~! looking for di-boson and di-lepton signatures. In
fig. 4.1 we show ¢ x BR as a function of the HVT mass for decays into WZ (left) and
WW (right). The experimental DY and VBF di-boson searches are shown in dotted blue
and red, respectively. The solid blue and red curves depict ¢ x BR via DY and VBF for
the VBF-DB benchmark. Currently, both DY and VBF production can probe masses up
to 1.2 TeV in W Z final states. We see that while ¢ x BR is comparable for DY and VBF
for masses around 1TeV, for larger masses the VBF contribution becomes significantly
larger than the DY one. For neutral WW final states, the current mass reach of both
DY and VBF analyses is currently at 1.2 TeV. VBF searches in Wh final states have not
yet been performed while Zh searches are currently slightly weaker than W W final states.
Despite similar current limits, we see that future VBF analyses are expected to have a
better sensitivity than future DY analyses in this benchmark region of HVT parameter
space.
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Figure 4.1: The DY (blue) and VBF (red) production cross-sections times branching
ratio in WZ (left) and WW (right) for the VBF-DB benchmark. The most stringent LHC
limits from [35] are shown in bright dotted blue and red, while similar but less constraining
searches are shown in the background [34, 43, 44].

Figure 4.2 shows the experimental limits for a charged (top) and neutral (bottom)
HVT resonance in the gycy — ¢¢/gy parameter plane for masses of 1,1.5 and 2 TeV (left,
centre, right). The blue and red lines depict the most sensitive experimental limits in
the di-boson final state in the DY and VBF channels [34, 35, 43], respectively. For the
charged resonance there are no Wh searches so WZ always provides the best di-boson
limit. For the neutral one, DY WW always provides the best DY limit while VBF Zh is
best at 1 TeV and VBF WW is stronger at 1.5 and 2 TeV. While resonance production via
DY leads to stronger constraints than VBF at 1TeV, VBF production outperforms DY
production at 1.5 TeV and is the only sensitive production mode at 2TeV. The other di-
boson searches lead to similar but slightly weaker constraints. The solid green line depicts
the reach of lepton-neutrino [50, 51] and di-lepton [48, 49] searches in DY. A di-lepton
search in the VBF channel has not been performed yet. Given the similar reach of current
di-boson searches in the DY and VBF channels, we make the assumption that the di-lepton
search using VBF production will be similar to the current limit using DY and include that
prediction as a yellow dotted line. Analogously to di-boson final states, we see that DY
production is most sensitive at 1 TeV but that VBF production is expected to outperform
DY searches at 1.5 TeV. For a resonance mass of 2 TeV VBF is again expected to be the only
sensitive production mode. The dashed and dotted black lines show contours of constant
LCiot /My = 10% and 15%. The grey regions are theoretically excluded in the HVT model.

4.2 Projected Limits at the HL-LHC

In the future, the LHC is well placed to further leverage the dominant VBF production
mode present in certain regions of the HVT parameter space. Figure 4.3 shows exclusion
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Figure 4.2: Current limits in the gycy — ¢¢/gy parameter plane for charged (top) and
neutral (bottom) HVT resonances. Blue and red lines show the limits set by the most
constraining DY and VBF searches in di-boson final states [34, 35, 43]. The solid green
and dotted yellow lines shows the most constraining lepton-neutrino [50, 51] (top) and di-
lepton limit [48, 49] (bottom) for DY (solid green) and VBF (dotted yellow) assuming the
same sensitivity as for DY. The dashed and dotted black lines show contours of constant
Fiot/My = 0.1 and 0.15. The + and x symbols indicate the VBF-DB and VBF-DL
benchmark parameter points, respectively. The grey regions are theoretically excluded in
the simplified model.

projections for ¢ x BR at the HL-LHC running at 14 TeV with an integrated luminosity of
3ab~!, compared to the HVT o x BR into di-bosons (top) for the VBF di-boson benchmark
parameters and into di-leptons (bottom) for the VBF di-lepton benchmark, for both DY
and VBF production. On the left we show projections for the charged component of the
HVT and on the right for the neutral component.

For di-boson final states, exclusion projections for DY and VBF have been derived in
ref. [38] and are shown here in dotted blue for DY and in dotted red for VBF. We see the
significantly higher mass reach in VBF studies with respect to DY: while DY production
will be able to probe charged resonance masses up to 1.7 TeV, the VBF topology can push
the mass limit up to 2.5 TeV. Analogously, a neutral resonance search is expected to be
sensitive up to masses of 1.5 TeV in DY production and up to 1.9 TeV using VBF.

HL-LHC exclusion projections for lepton neutrino (bottom left) and di-lepton (bottom
right) final states have only been derived for DY production [53, 54], shown here in dotted

- 11 -
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Figure 4.3: (Top) Production cross-section times branching ratio in WZ (left) and WW
(right) for the VBF di-boson benchmark for DY and VBF production in blue and red,
respectively. Projections for the HL-LHC limits at 14 TeV with 3ab~! [38] are shown in
dotted blue (DY) and dotted red (VBF). (Bottom) Production cross-section times branch-
ing ratio in fv (left) and ¢¢ (right) for the VBF di-lepton benchmark for DY production
and VBF in green and yellow, respectively. Projections of HL-LHC limits at 14 TeV with
3ab~! [53, 54] are shown in dotted green (DY).

green. Extrapolating the lepton-neutrino limit to smaller masses, we would expect a mass
reach of roughly 2TeV. The neutral di-lepton final states will lead to a similar reach in
DY production. Although the experimental collaborations have not derived projections for
di-lepton final states at the HL-LHC using VBF production,? we expect the VBF limit to
have a similar sensitivity to DY production given that DY and VBF production lead to
similar exclusion bounds in current di-boson searches. With this assumption, VBF limits
would be expected to probe masses up to 2.6 TeV for both charged and neutral di-lepton

final states.

2VBF projections have been discussed in specific channels at various future colliders in refs. [30, 32, 33].

- 12 —



At a future 100 TeV collider, projections for the expected sensitivity in DY production
were partially derived in ref. [55] using a dedicated extrapolation procedure which is based
on assumptions that are not straightforwardly satisfied for VBF production. Similar pro-
jections for the VBF sensitivity at 100 TeV would require a dedicated analysis which we
postpone to future work.

5 Conclusions

In this paper we have discussed the role of vector boson fusion for the production of heavy
vector triplets. We analysed the production cross-section of a heavy vector in terms of
a numerical factor, the parton luminosities and the partial widths. We pointed out that
the presence of VBF production generically leads to a comparable rate of DY production,
even with vanishing coupling to light quarks, due to mixing effects. While the parton
luminosities decrease with increasing HV'T mass, the importance of the partial widths into
di-bosons increases with larger resonance masses in this region of parameter space, leading
to a delicate interplay which favours DY production at lower masses and VBF at higher
masses. We have thus demonstrated that vector boson fusion is a competitive production
mode for heavy vector triplets in certain regions of parameter space.

The most interesting decay channels for heavy vector triplets produced predominantly
in VBF are decay modes into di-bosons and di-leptons. We defined two benchmark pa-
rameter points, the VBF di-boson and di-lepton benchmarks, which provide competitive
resonance production via vector boson fusion and allow for decays into di-bosons only
(VBF di-boson benchmark) or decays into di-leptons (VBF di-lepton benchmark). In both
cases, while DY di-boson analyses set the most stringent constraints for resonance masses
of 1 TeV, we have shown that VBF production becomes more constraining at 1.5 TeV and
the only sensitive search strategy at 2 TeV. Current LHC and projected HL-LHC limits
exemplify the higher mass reach of VBF searches with respect to DY analyses and thus
highlight the importance of VBF production in these regions of the HV'T parameter space.
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