arXiv:1601.03696v2 [hep-ph] 31 Jan 2016

CERN-TH/2016-008, KCL-PH-TH/2016-01 LCTS/2016-01, LPT-Orsay–16–02

Future Collider Signatures of the Possible 750 GeV State

Abdelhak Djouadi^{1,2}, John Ellis^{2,3}, Rohini Godbole^4

and Jérémie Quevillon^3

1 Laboratoire de Physique Théorique, CNRS and Université Paris-Sud, Bât. 210, F–91405 Orsay Cedex, France

2 Theory Department, CERN, CH 1211 Geneva 23, Switzerland

3 Theoretical Particle Physics & Cosmology Group, Department of Physics, King’s College, Strand, London WC2R 2LS, United Kingdom

4 Center for High Energy Physics, Indian Institute of Science, Bangalore 560 012, India

Abstract

If the recent indications of a possible state Φ with mass ∼ 750 GeV decaying into two photons reported by ATLAS and CMS in LHC collisions at 13 TeV were to become confirmed, the prospects for future collider physics at the LHC and beyond would be affected radically, as we explore in this paper. Even minimal scenarios for the Φ resonance and its γγ decays require additional particles with masses ≳^1_2 m_Φ. We consider here two benchmark scenarios that exemplify the range of possibilities: one in which Φ is a singlet scalar or pseudoscalar boson whose production and γγ decays are due to loops of coloured and charged fermions, and another benchmark scenario in which Φ is a superposition of (nearly) degenerate CP–even and CP–odd Higgs bosons in a (possibly supersymmetric) two–Higgs doublet model also with additional fermions to account for the γγ decay rate. We explore the implications of these benchmark scenarios for the production of Φ and its new partners at colliders in future runs of the LHC and beyond, at higher-energy pp colliders and at e^+e^− and γγ colliders, with emphasis on the bosonic partners expected in the doublet scenario and the fermionic partners expected in both scenarios.

January 2016

1 Introduction

The world of particle physics has been set alight by the reports from the ATLAS and CMS Collaborations in LHC collisions at 13 TeV of hints of a possible state, that we denote Φ, with mass ∼ 750 GeV decaying into two photons [1–3], echoing the discovery of the 125 GeV Higgs boson [4]. The product of the cross section and branching ratio for Φ → γγ decay hinted by the data is ∼ 6 fb, with the ATLAS data hinting that it may have a significant total decay width. If these hints are confirmed, a changed and much brighter light will be cast on the future of particle physics, because the putative Φ particle must be accompanied by additional massive particles.

The Landau-Yang theorem [5] tells us that Φ cannot have spin one, and spins zero and two are the most plausible options. Since a graviton–like spin–2 particle would in principle have similar decays into dileptons, dijets and dibosons that have not been observed by the experiments [6], we focus here on the more likely possibility of spin zero. Gauge invariance requires the Φγγ coupling to have dimension ≥ 5, and hence be induced by additional physics with a mass scale ≳^1_2 m_Φ. Historical precedent (π^0, H → γγ) [7, 8] and many models suggest that the Φγγ coupling is induced by anomalous loops of massive charged fermions and/or bosons whose form factors vanish if their masses are much smaller than M_Φ. In addition, the absence of a strong Φ signal in LHC collisions at 8 TeV motivates gluon-gluon fusion as the Φ production mechanism, presumably mediated by massive coloured fermions and/or bosons. The null results of LHC searches for coloured fermions require them to have masses ≳ M_Φ, whereas new uncoloured ones might weigh ∼^1_2 M_Φ.

These arguments apply whatever the electroweak isospin assignment of the possible Φ particle. If it is a singlet, it need not be accompanied by any bosonic partner particles. However, if it is a non-singlet, it must also be accompanied by bosonic isospin partners that would be nearly degenerate with Φ in many scenarios, since M_Φ is larger than the electroweak scale. The minimal example of a non-singlet scenario for Φ is an electroweak doublet, as in a 2-Higgs-doublet model (2HDM), e.g., in the context of supersymmetry.

The necessary existence of such additional massive fermions and/or bosons would yield exciting new perspectives for future high-energy collider physics, if the existence of the Φ particle is confirmed. In the absence of such confirmation, some might consider the exploration of these perspectives to be premature, but we consider a preliminary discussion to be appropriate and interesting, in view of the active studies of the physics of the high-luminosity LHC (HL-LHC) [9, 10], possible future e^+e^− colliders (ILC [11], CLIC [12], FCC-ee [13], CEPC [14]) and their eventual γγ options [15, 16], and possible future higher-energy proton-proton colliders (higher-energy LHC (HE-LHC) [17], SPPC [18] and FCC-hh [19, 20].

In this paper we explore three aspects of the possible future pp and e^+e^− collider physics of the Φ resonance and its putative partners. We consider single Φ production, production of the fermions that are postulated to mediate its γγ decays and its production via gluon-gluon fusion, production of Φ in association with fermionic mediators, and the phenomenology of possible bosonic partners. For definiteness, we focus on two alternative benchmark scenarios that illustrate the range of different possibilities for the possible Φ particle, in which it is either an isospin singlet state [21, 22] or an isospin doublet in a 2HDM [23, 24]. Both scenarios have rich fermionic phenomenology, and the doublet scenario also has rich bosonic phenomenology.

Section 2 of this paper discusses the singlet benchmark scenario, paying particular attention to its production at the LHC and possible future higher-energy pp colliders, as well as in γγ fusion at a high–energy e^+e^− collider. Section 3 of this paper discusses the 2HDM benchmark scenario, in which the Φ signal is a combination of scalar and pseudoscalar Higgs bosons H, A, and discusses their single, pair and associated production in pp, e^+e^− and γγ collisions, with some comments on production in μ^+μ^− collisions. The capabilities of pp and e^+e^− colliders to observe directly the massive fermions postulated to mediate Φ production by gluon-gluon fusion and Φ → γγ decay are discussed in Section 4, including the possibilities for pair and single production in association with Standard Model fermions and vector bosons. Finally, Section 5 summarizes our conclusions.

2 Singlet Scenario

2.1 Singlet models of the Φ → γγ signal

We consider in this Section the minimal scenario in which the Φ resonance is an isospin singlet scalar state^1, unaccompanied by bosonic isospin partners. As already mentioned, the Φγγ and Φgg couplings could be induced by new, massive particles that could be either fermions or bosons, with spins 0 and 1 being possibilities for the latter. We concentrate here on the fermionic option, since loops of scalar bosons make smaller contributions to the anomalous loop amplitudes than do fermions of the same mass and, mindful of William of Occam, we avoid enlarging the gauge group with new, massive gauge bosons. In view of the stringent constraints on massive chiral fermions [25], we assume that the new fermions are vector-like.

The couplings of a generic scalar S and pseudoscalar P state to pairs of photons and gluons are described via dimension-five operators in an effective field theory

L^S_{eff} = e v c_{Sγγ} SF_{μν} F^{μν} + g_s v c_{Sgg} SG_{μν} G^{μν} L^P_{eff} = e v c_{P γγ} P F_{μν}F̃^{μν} + g_s v c_{P gg} P G_{μν}G̃^{μν} (2.1) with F_{μν} = (∂_μA_ν − ∂_ν A_μ) the field strength of the electromagnetic field, F̃_{μν} = ϵ_{μνρσ} F^{ρσ} and likewise for the SU(3) gauge fields, where v ≈ 246 GeV is the standard Higgs vacuum expectation value. Within this effective theory, the partial widths of the Φ = S/P particle decays into two gluons and two photons are given by

Γ(Φ → γγ) = c^2_{Φγγ} α v^2

M^3_Φ , Γ(Φ → gg) = c^2_{Φgg} 8α_s v^2

M^3_Φ . (2.2)

If the gluonic decay is dominant, one would have the following branching ratio for the photonic decay:

BR(Φ → γγ) = Γ(Φ → γγ) Γ(Φ → γγ) + Γ(Φ → gg) ≈ Γ(Φ → γγ) Γ(Φ → gg) ≈ c^2_{Φγγ} c^2_{Φgg} α 8α_s , (2.3)

1As mentioned before, we ignore the unlikely possibility of spin–2. There are also possibilities to circumvent the Landau-Yan theorem for spin–one particles [26] but we will ignore them here. 3 leading to BR(Φ → γγ) ≈ 10^{−2} if c_{Φγγ} ≈ c_{Φgg}. In general, decays into W W, ZZ and Zγ final states also occur through similar effective couplings. Writing the Lagrangian (2.1) in terms of the SU(2)_L × U(1)_Y fields ⃗W_μ and B_μ rather than the electromagnetic field A_μ, one obtains for the coupling constants of the electroweak gauge bosons, where in the scalar case we define the coefficients c_1 ≡ c_{ΦBB} and c_2 ≡ c_{Φ ⃗W ⃗W} and s^2_W = 1 − c^2_W ≡ sin^2 θ_W :

c_{Φγγ} = c_1c^2_W + c_2s^2_W , c_{ΦZZ} = c_1s^2_W + c_2c^2_W , c_{ΦZγ} = s_W c_W (c_2 − c_1) , c_{ΦW W} = c_2 , (2.4)

and in the pseudoscalar case we denote the corresponding coefficients by c̃_{1,2}.

Turning to the new fermionic content and following Ref. [21], we consider here four models for the massive vector-like fermions:

• Model 1: A single vector-like pair of charge 2/3 quarks, T_{R,L}. • Model 2: A vector-like doublet of charge 2/3 and charge - 1/3 quarks, (U, D)_{R,L}. • Model 3: A vector-like generation of quarks, including charge 2/3 and -1/3 singlets, (U, D)_{R,L}, T_{R,L}, B_{R,L}. • Model 4: A vector-like generation of heavy fermions including leptons and quarks, (U, D)_{R,L}, T_{R,L}, B_{R,L}, (L^1, L^2)_{R,L}, E_{R,L}. For simplicity, we consider the case where the mixing between the Φ state and the Standard Model Higgs boson is negligible, and favour the possibility that mixing between the new heavy fermions and their Standard Model counterparts is also small.

The left panel of Fig. 1 reproduces Fig. 1 of Ref. [21], and shows the possible strengths of the Φ(750 GeV) signal found by the CMS collaboration in Run 1 at 8 TeV (green dashed line) and at 13 TeV (blue dashed line), the ATLAS signal at 13 TeV (dashed red line) and their combination (black solid line). The figure is made assuming a gluon fusion production mechanism, gg → Φ, and formally, this combination yields σ(pp → Φ → γγ) = 6 ± 2 fb at 13 TeV. The right panel of Fig. 1 is a simplified version of Fig. 4 of Ref. [21], and is obtained assuming that total width of the resonance is such that Γ(Φ) ≈ Γ(Φ → gg). It shows that reproducing the ∼ 6 fb gg → Φ → γγ signal reported by the ATLAS and CMS collaborations requires a relatively large value of the fermion-antifermion-Φ coupling λ. For simplicity, both the masses m_F and the couplings λ were assumed in Ref. [21] and here to be universal. If one requires λ^2/4π^2 ≤ 1 so as to remain with a perturbative régime, corresponding to λ/4π ≤ 1/2, one finds no solutions in Model 1, whereas Model 2 would require m_F ≲ 800 GeV even after allowing for the uncertainties. On the other hand, Model 3 would be consistent with perturbativity for m_F ≲ 1.4 TeV and Model 4 could accommodate m_F ≲ 3 TeV^2.

As will be discussed in Section 4, the LHC has good prospects to explore all the range of the fermion masses m_F allowed by perturbativity in Model 3, whereas a higher-energy collider may be required to explore fully the range of m_F allowed in Model 4.

In the following we discuss the production of the Φ resonance first at pp colliders, focusing on the gluon fusion mechanism^3 gg → Φ, and then at high energy electronpositron colliders in both the e^+e^− and γγ modes.

2We do not discuss in this Section the case where Γ(Φ) ≈ 45 GeV as hinted by ATLAS, which would require non-perturbative values of λ in all the models studied [21]. However, as discussed in Section 3, this value of Γ(Φ) could be accommodated within two–doublet models.

3Additional processes likes Higgs–strahlung qq̄ → ΦW, ΦZ and vector boson fusion qq → Φqq can occur but will have smaller cross sections and will be discussed only in the context of e^+e^− collisions. 4

Figure 1: Left panel: A compilation of the possible strengths of the 750 GeV Φ resonance signal found by CMS in Run 1 at 8 TeV (green dashed line), CMS at 13 TeV (blue dashed line), ATLAS at 13 TeV (dashed red line) and their combination (black solid line) assuming a gg fusion production mechanism. Right panel: Values of the vector-like fermion mass m_F and coupling λ (both assumed to be universal) required in singlet Models 1, 2, 3 and 4 to accommodate the possible gg → Φ → γγ signal reported by CMS and ATLAS [1–3]. The black lines are for the central value of the cross section, 6 fb, and the coloured bands represent the 1-σ uncertainties. Plots adapted from [21].

2.2 Φ production in pp collisions

The dominant gluon-gluon fusion mechanism for Φ production in these singlet models in pp collisions has the following leading-order partonic subprocess cross section σ(gg → Φ), which is proportional to the Φ → gg partial width: σ(pp → Φ) = 1 M_Φs

C_{gg}Γ(Φ → gg) : C_{gg} = π^2 8 ∫_1

M^2_Φ/s dx x g(x)g( M^2_Φ sx ) , (2.5)

where g(x) is the gluon distribution inside the proton at a suitable factorization scale μ_F . Since we assume here that Φ is an isospin singlet, production in association with a Standard Model vector boson, W^± or Z, is much smaller, and production in association with a t̄t pair or a vector-like fermion pair is also relatively small (see Section 2.4).

The gg → Φ → γγ production cross section times branching ratio at different pp centre-of-mass energies can be obtained directly from the estimated rate σ×BR ≃ 6±2 fb at a centre-of-mass energy of 13 TeV, simply by rescaling the gluon-gluon luminosity function as shown in Fig. 2. In this figure we use MSTW2008 NLO parton distributions with various choices of the factorization scale [27]: the central value μ_F = M_Φ = 750 GeV (solid green line) and the choices μ_F = 2M_Φ (red dotted line) and μ_F = M_Φ/2 (blue dotted line). We see that the cross section grows by a modest factor ≃ 1.2 from 13 to 14 TeV, but by larger factors ∼ 10(24)(57)(84) at √ s = 33(50)(80)(100) TeV which correspond to the energies mooted for the HE-LHC [17], SPPC [18] and FCC-hh [19]. The uncertainty associated with the variation in μ_F is ∼ 20% at 100 TeV, and we find an additional 5 uncertainty of ∼ 30% associated with different choices of parton distributions that are recommended by the LHC Higgs working group [28].

Figure 2: Cross section for producing a singlet Φ boson with mass 750 GeV at a pp collider as a function of the centre-of-mass energy from √ s = 8 TeV to 100 TeV, assuming gg fusion with a cross section of 6 fb at 13 TeV. The extrapolation to other energies uses the MSTW2008 NLO parton distributions [27] and the central value of the factorization scale μ_F = M_Φ = 750 GeV (solid green line), compared with the choices μ_F = 2M_Φ (red dotted line) and μ_F =^1_2 M_Φ (blue dotted line).

It is possible in each of the Models 1 to 4 above to calculate the ratios of rates for decays into Standard Model vector bosons via anomalous triangle diagrams, as shown in Table 1, which is adapted from Ref. [21]. As discussed there, there are interesting prospects for observing some of these decays, in particular the Φ → Zγ and Φ → W^+W^− decays in Model 2^4. It was assumed in Ref. [21] that all the heavy fermions are degenerate. However, this might not be the case and, in particular, it is natural to consider the possibility that the heavy vector-like leptons L are much lighter than the quarks.

In general, the Φ → gg and Φ → γγ partial decay widths, assuming that only heavy fermions are running in the loops, are given by [8, 29]

Γ(Φ → gg) =

G_μα^2_sM^3_Φ 64 √ 2π^3 | | | ∑ Q ĝ_{ΦQQ}A^Φ_{1/2}(τ_Q) | | |^2 ,

Γ(Φ → γγ) =

G_μα^2M^3_Φ 128 √ 2π^3 | | | ∑ F ĝ_{ΦF F} N_ce^2_F A^Φ_{1/2}(τ_F ) | | | 2 , (2.6)

with N_c a color factor, e_F the electric charge of the fermions F , and g_{ΦF F} the Yukawa coupling normalised to its Standard Model value, ĝ^{SM}_{ΦF F} = m_F /v. The partial widths are the same in the scalar and pseudoscalar cases, apart from the form factors A^Φ_{1/2}(τ_F ) that characterize the loop contributions of spin–^1_2 fermions as functions of the variable

4In view of the uncertainties and the small branching ratios of the W/Z bosons into leptons that are easier to search for, we do not regard this model as being excluded by searches for these modes. 6 τ_F = M_Φ/4m^2_F , which depend on the parity of the spin-zero state. They are given by

A^{H/S}_{1/2} = 2 [τ_F + (τ_F − 1)f(τ_F )] τ^{−2}_F , (2.7)

A^{A/P}_{1/2} = 2τ^{−1}_F f(τ_F ) , (2.8)

for the scalar/CP-even (S/H) and pseudoscalar/CP-odd (P/A) cases, respectively, where

f(τ_F ) = arcsin^2 1 √ τ_F for τ_F ≥ 1 , − 1 4 [ log 1 + √ 1 − τ_F 1 − √ 1 − τ_F − iπ ]_2 for τ_F < 1 .

(2.9)

The real and imaginary parts of the form factors for the different H/S and A/P CP cases are shown in Fig. 3 as functions of the reduced variable τ_F .

Figure 3: The real and imaginary parts of the form factors A^Φ_{1/2} with fermion loops in the case of CP–even H/S and CP–odd A/P states as functions of the variable τ_F = M^2_Φ/4m^2_F .

When the fermion mass in the loop is much larger than the mass M_Φ, namely in the limit m_F → ∞, one obtains A^S_{1/2} =^4_3 and A^P_{1/2} = 2 for the real parts of the form factors, and in the opposite limit, m_F → 0, one has A^Φ_{1/2} → 0. For M_Φ ≤ 2m_F (τ_F ≤ 1), so that Φ → F̄ F decays are forbidden, the maximal values of the form factors are attained when τ_F = 1, i.e., just at the Φ → F̄ F threshold. In this case, one has the real parts Re(A^S_{1/2}) ≈ 2 and Re(A^P_{1/2}) ≈^1_2 π^2 ≈ 5, and Im(A^Φ_{1/2}) = 0. In the case of the top quark contributions, when M_Φ = 750 GeV, one has τ_t ≈ 4, the form factors have both real and imaginary parts, and |A^P_{1/2}/A^S_{1/2}|^2 ≈ 2.

We have included in Table 1 predictions in Model 4 for the ratios of scalar and pseudoscalar diboson decay rates if m_L = 400 GeV and the vector-like quark masses are much larger than M_Φ. We see that in both these low-lepton-mass cases, the γγ decay rate is enhanced relative to all the other diboson decay rates, as compared with the case where the vector-like quark and lepton masses are the same. 7

Model Masses^{Γ(Φ→gg)}_{Γ(Φ→γγ)}^{Γ(Φ→Zγ)}_{Γ(Φ→γγ)}^{Γ(Φ→ZZ)}_{Γ(Φ→γγ)}^{Γ(Φ→W ±W ∓)}_{Γ(Φ→γγ)} 1 all ≫ m_Φ 180 1.2 0.090 0 2 all ≫ m_Φ 460 10 9.1 61 3 all ≫ m_Φ 460 1.1 2.8 15 all ≫ m_Φ 180 0.46 2.1 11 4 S: m_L = 400 GeV 140 0.10 1.4 6.6 P: m_L = 400 GeV 110 0.12 1.5 6.9

Table 1: Ratios of Φ decay rates for the singlet models under consideration, where we have used α_s(m_X ) ≃ 0.092. Extended version of Table 6 in Ref. [21].

2.3 Φ production in γγ collisions

Since this state has been observed in the diphoton channel at the LHC at 13 TeV, it is natural to discuss Φ production via γγ collisions; see also Ref. [30]. Many aspects of a possible γγ collider associated with a parent linear e^+e^− collider have been discussed quite extensively, see, e.g., Ref. [16], starting from the original idea [15]. A γγ collider can be constructed using Compton back-scattering from a laser beam via the processes [15, 31]

e^−(λ_e− ) γ(λ_{l1} ) → e^− γ(λ_1) , e^+(λ_e+ ) γ(λ_{l2} ) → e^+ γ(λ_2) , (2.10)

The back-scattered laser photons then carry a large fraction of the parent e^+/e^− energy. Their energy spectrum and polarization depend on the helicities of the lasers λ_{l1} , λ_{l2} and of the leptons λ_e+ , λ_e− , as well as on the laser energy. The virtue of such a collider is that it provides a direct and accurate probe of the γγ coupling of a diphoton resonance. Moreover, it offers an unique opportunity to study the CP properties of such resonances.

For the production cross section, one has in general

σ(λ_e+ , λ_e− , λ_{l1} , λ_{l2} , E_b) = ∫ dx_1dx_2L_{γγ} (λ_e+ , λ_e− , λ_{l1} , λ_{l2} , x_1, x_2) σ̂(λ_1, λ_2, 2E_b √ x_1x_2),(2.11)

where L_{γγ} (λ_e+ , λ_e− , λ_{l1} , λ_{l2} , x_1, x_2) is the luminosity function for polarizations λ_1(λ_e− , λ_{l1} , x_1) and λ_2(λ_e+ , λ_{l2} , x_2) of the colliding photons. σ̂(λ_1, λ_2, 2E_b √ x_1x_2) is the cross section for the process under consideration, γγ → Φ → X in this case. The invariant mass of the two-photon system is given by W = √ ŝ = 2E_b √ x_1x_2, where x_1, x_2 are the fractions of the beam energy E_b carried by the two back-scattered photons. The cross section for Φ production via γγ fusion is given by

σ̂(W, λ_1, λ_2)=8π

Γ(Φ → γγ)Γ(Φ → X) (W^2 − M^2_Φ)^2 + M^2_ΦΓ^2_Φ

(1 + λ_1λ_2) , (2.12)

where W is the centre-of-mass energy of the γγ system. The factor of (1 + λ_1λ_2) projects out the J_Z = 0 component of the cross section, thereby maximizing the scalar resonance contribution relative to the continuum backgrounds.

We recall that in this singlet Φ resonance scenario, the total Φ decay width may be dominated by Φ → gg, in which case it would be much narrower than the experimental 8 resolution in any measurable final state [21]. Accordingly, in this subsection we treat Φ in the narrow-width approximation. The value of Γ(Φ → γγ) may be calculated directly from the cross section for gg → Φ → γγ inferred from the LHC measurements, if Φ → gg is indeed the dominant decay mode as would be the case if mixing between the heavy and Standard Model fermions is negligible as we assume. In this case, σ(pp → Φ → γγ) ∝ Γ(Φ → γγ) and the value σ(pp → Φ → γγ) ∼ 6 fb indicated by the ATLAS and CMS collaborations would correspond to Γ(Φ → γγ) ∼ 1 MeV. We note that this should be regarded as a lower limit on Γ(Φ → γγ), which would be enhanced by a factor Γ(Φ → all)/Γ(Φ → gg) if Φ → gg is not the dominant decay mode.

Figure 4: Cross section for producing a singlet Φ boson with mass 750 GeV via γγ fusion at an e^+e^− collider as a function of the e^+e^− centre-of-mass energy in the range from √ s = 0.8 TeV to 3 TeV. The Φ → γγ partial width is assumed to be 1 MeV as can be inferred from σ(gg → Φ) ≈ 6 fb at √ s = 13 TeV when the decay Φ → gg is dominant.

The value of Γ(Φ → γγ) inferred from the LHC data motivates the option of a γγ collider discussed above. In the narrow-width approximation and assuming that Φ → gg dominates Γ_Φ we obtain for the gg final state the following expression for σ̂( √ ŝ), where ŝ = x_1x_2s with √ s the centre-of-mass energy of the e^+e^− machine σ̂( √ ŝ) =

8π^2 M_Φ

Γ(Φ → γγ)δ(M^2_Φ − sx_1x_2)(1 + λ_1λ_2) , (2.13)

The dependence of the energies and the polarizations of the back-scattered photons, i.e., (E_bx_1, λ_1) and (E_bx_2, λ_2), on the electron and positron beam energy E_b as well as on the frequency and the polarization of the laser, has been computed in Ref. [15]. The results are that the spectrum peaks in the region of high photon energy for λ_eλ_l = −1. If further one chooses the laser energy ω_0 such that x = 4E_b ω_0/m^2_e = 4.8, the two-photon luminosity is peaked at z = 0.5 × W/E_b = 0.8. The mean helicity of the back-scattered photons depends on their energy. For the choice λ_eλ_l = −1 and x = 4.8, in the region of high energy for the back-scattered photon where the spectrum is peaked, the backscattered photon also carries the polarisation of the parent electron/positron beam. Thus, choosing λ_e− = λ_e+ ensures that the dominant photon helicities are the same, which in 9 turn maximizes the Higgs signal relative to the QED background, leading to a luminosity L_{γγ} ≡ L_{γγ} (λ_e− , x_1, x_2). The relevant expressions used for L_{γγ} (λ_e− , x_1, x_2) as well as those for λ_1(λ_e− , x_1), λ_2(λ_e+ , x_2) are taken from Ref. [15], as presented in Ref. [31].

The total cross section for γγ → Φ → gg, where we write down explicitly the expression for L_{γγ} for the above choices of helicities, is then given by σ = 8π^2 M_Φs Γ(Φ → γγ) ∫_xM_1

x^m_1 1 x_1 f(x_1)f(M^2_Φ/s/y_1) (1 + λ_1(x_1, λ_e− )λ_2(x_2, λ_e+ )) , (2.14)

where f(x_i) denotes the probability that the backscattered photon carries a fraction x_i of the beam energy for the chosen laser and lepton helicities, with

x^m_1 =

M^2_Φ s (1 + x_c) x_c , x^M_1 = x_c 1 + x_c with x_c = 4.8 . (2.15)

Because of this cutoff on the fraction of the energy of the e^−/e^+ beam carried by the photon, one needs a minimum energy E_b = 453 GeV to produce the 750 GeV resonance.

Our results for the cross section for Φ production via γγ collisions at different e^+e^− collision centre-of-mass energies are presented in Fig. 4. The above-mentioned choices of laser energy and the helicities of e^−, e^+ as well as those of the lasers l_1, l_2, are used in our numerical calculations, ensuring that the J_Z = 0 contribution is dominant for the production of the scalar resonance. Our results include thus the folding of the expected helicities of the backscattered photons with the cross section. We see that the Φ production cross section is maximized for an e^+e^− centre-of-mass energy ∼ 950 GeV.

2.4 Φ production in e^+e^− collisions

As the Φ state has the loop-induced couplings to electroweak gauge bosons given in eqs. (2.1) and (2.4), it can be produced in the same processes as the Standard Model–like Higgs boson, namely the W W and ZZ fusion processes e^+e^− → Φνν̄ and e^+e^− → Φe^+e^− and the Higgsstrahlung process e^+e^− → ΦZ. We also consider the companion process e^+e^− → Φγ, which occurs via the Φγγ and ΦZγ couplings that are generated through the same loops as the ΦZZ coupling. The couplings used in the discussion are^5

S V^μ(p_1)V^ν (p_2) : e/(vs_W )(p_1 · p_2g^{μν} − p^μ_1 p^ν_2 )c_{ΦV V} P V^μ(p_1)V^ν (p_2) : e/(vs_W )(iϵ_{μνρσ} p^ρ_1p^σ_2 )c̃_{ΦV V} (2.16)

Neglecting the small standard–like contribution^6, the total cross section reads [33]

σ(e^+e^− → ZΦ) = 2πα^2 s λ^{1/2} [( 1 + 1 6 λ z ) (D^2_+ + D^2_−) + 1 6 λ z (D̃^2_+ + D̃^2_−) ] , (2.17)

5In principle, the ΦV V^∗ induced couplings should be damped by the virtuality of the off-shell gauge bosons, in much the same way as in pion scattering where the quadratic pion scalar radius plays an important role; see for instance Ref. [32]. Nevertheless, in the approximation that we are using in our exploratory work, we ignore these corrections and consider only the “point–like” coupling below.

6The full differential cross section including a Standard Model–like contribution as well as the new contributions and their possible interferences can be found in Ref. [33]. 10 with z = M^2_Z /s, and λ^{1/2} the usual two–particle phase–space function defined by λ^{1/2} = √ (1 − M^2_Φ/s − M^2_Z /s)^2 − 4M^2_ΦM^2_Z /s^2 → 1 − M^2_Φ/s in the limit M_Z ≪ √ s. The scalar contributions D_± are given in terms of the scalar coefficients c_1 and c_2 and reduced propagator, P_Z = 1/(1 − z) by

D_+ = c_2(1 − P_Z ) − c_1(1 + P_Z s^2_W /c^2_W ) , D_− = c_2[1 + P_Z (1 − 2s^2_W )/(2s^2_W )] − c_1[1 + P_Z (1 − 2c^2_W )/(2c^2_W )] , (2.18)

and the pseudoscalar contributions D̃_± are given by similar expressions in terms of the corresponding pseudoscalar coefficients c̃_1 and c̃_2.

The process e^+e^− → Φγ proceeds through the s–channel exchange of the Z boson and the photon via, respectively, the ΦZγ and Φγγ induced couplings. Neglecting the small Standard Model–like loop-induced contribution [34], the cross section is given by [33]

σ(e^+e^− → Φγ) = πα^2 3 λ^{3/2} M^2_Z c^2_W s^2_W [ (D_1 + D̃_1) + (D_2 + D̃_2) + (D_3 + D̃_3) ] , (2.19)

with

D_1 = c^2[2s^4_W + P_Z (1 − 4s^2_W )s^2_W + P^2_Z (1/4 − s^2_W + 2s^4_W )] , D_2 = c^2_1[2c^4_W − P_Z (1 − 4s^2_W )c^2_W + P^2_Z (1/4 − s^2_W + 2s^4_W )] , D_3 = c_1c_2[4s^2_W c^2_W + P_Z (1 − 4s^2_W )(1 − 2s^2_W ) − 2P^2_Z (1/4 − s^2_W + 2s^4_W )] , (2.20)

and similarly for the CP–odd D̃_i contributions. One should note that in the CP–odd case both the e^+e^− → ZΦ and e^+e^− → γΦ cross sections behave like σ ∝ λ^{3/2} near the kinematical threshold, and hence are strongly suppressed there, and have an angular distribution that follow the 1 + cos^2 θ law [35]. These features also hold for a CP–even state in the cases of both the e^+e^− → Φγ process eq. (2.19) and also in the e^+e^− → ΦZ process at high enough energies when M_Z ≪ √ s. The production cross sections for the two processes e^+e^− → ZΦ and e^+e^− → γΦ are shown in the left panel of Fig. 5 as functions of the centre-of-mass energy, where loop-induced couplings c_1 = c_2 = 0.02 = c̃_1 = c̃_2 have been assumed in both the scalar and pseudoscalar cases (these values yield a partial decay width Γ(Φ → γγ) ≈ a few MeV). As can be seen, for such couplings, the cross sections are small but not negligible. They are approximately (exactly) the same for the CP–even and CP–odd scalar particles sufficiently above the M_Φ + M_Z threshold (for any M_Φ) in the ZΦ (γΦ) case and, for the chosen c_{1,2}, c̃_{1,2} values, they are a factor of four larger in e^+e^− → Φγ than in the e^+e^− → ZΦ processes. The most important message of the figure is that, contrary to the e^+e^− → ZH cross section with standard–like Higgs couplings which drops like 1/s, the cross sections with the anomalous induced couplings increase with energy (at least at the level of approximation used here; see e.g. Ref. [32]). Hence, the highest energies are favored and rates at the 1 fb level can be generated in the chosen example for couplings.

The other processes for the production of a scalar or a pseudoscalar resonance in e^+e^− collisions are due to vector boson fusion, e^+e^− → V^∗V^∗ℓℓ̄ → Φℓℓ̄, which leads to the Φνν̄ and Φe^+e^− final states in the W W and ZZ fusion modes, respectively. In

Figure 5: Cross sections in e^+e^− collisions for producing a singlet scalar or pseudoscalar state with M_Φ = 750 GeV state as functions of the energy √ s, for induced couplings to electroweak gauge bosons, c_1 = c_2 = 0.02 = c̃_1 = c̃_2. Left panel: Higgsstrahlung e^+e^− → ΦZ and associated production with a photon e^+e^− → Φγ. Right panel: the W W fusion e^+e^− → Φνν̄ and ZZ fusion e^+e^− → Φe^+e^− processes.

the Standard Model, the spin-summed and -averaged amplitude squared of the e^−(k_1) + e^+(k_2) → ν(p_1) + ν̄(p_2) + Φ(p_3) process for W W fusion is given by [36]

|M|^2_{SM} = σ_0[4M^4_W u_1t_2] with σ_0 =

4π^3α^3 s^6_W M^2_W 1 (t_1 − M^2_W )^2 (u_2 − M^2_W )^2

, (2.21)

where the variables are defined as s = (k_1 + k_2)^2, s^′ = (p_1 + p_2)^2, t_1 = (k_1 − p_1)^2, u_1 = (k_1 − p_2)^2, t_2 = (k_2 − p_1)^2 and u_2 = (k_2 − p_2)^2. In the case of the scalar resonances S and P the amplitudes-squared would become [36]

|M|^2_S = σ_0g^2_{SW W} [ t_1u_2(u^2_1 + t^2 + t_1u_2 − 2ss^′) + (ss^′ − t_2u_1)^2 ] , |M|^2_P = σ_0g^2_{P W W} [ t_1u_2(u^2_1 + t^2 − t_1u_2 + 2ss^′) − (ss^′ − t_2u_1)^2 ] . (2.22)

A similar expression can be obtained for the ZZ fusion process e^+e^− → Φe^+e^− and for equal g_{ΦZZ} = g_{W W Φ} induced couplings, but the cross section is about a factor of ten smaller compared to σ(e^+e^− → Φνν̄), as a result of the smaller Ze^+e^− couplings compared to the W eν couplings. We have calculated the cross section for the W W and ZZ fusion processes using the calculations that were developed to study vector boson fusion for anomalous vertices at the e^+e^− colliders [37] and the LHC [38]. The cross sections are shown in Fig. 5 (right) as a function of √ s again for c_2 = c̃_2 = 0.02. Here again they are the same for CP–even and CP–odd particles. The W W fusion cross section is comparable to that of e^+e^− → ZΦ and that of ZZ an order of magnitude smaller. Hence, even if the couplings of the Φ resonances to γγ, γZ, ZZ and W W states are loop-induced, the production rates are not negligible at high–energy and high–luminosity e^+e^− colliders.

3 Benchmark Two-Higgs-Doublet Models

3.1 Properties of the scalar resonances

3.1.1 Review of models and couplings

In this Section, we discuss a second possibility [23]: namely that the observed scalar Φ resonance is the heavier CP–even H state and/or the CP–odd A state of a two Higgs doublet model (2HDM) [39] as realised, for instance, in the Minimal Supersymmetric extension of the Standard Model (MSSM) [40,41]. We start by reviewing the CP–conserving 2HDM and, more precisely, a special MSSM scenario called the hMSSM [42, 43], which will be the basic framework for our second benchmark scenario for the Φ resonance.

The scalar potential of this model, in terms of the two Higgs doublet fields Φ_1 and Φ_2, is described by three mass parameters and five quartic couplings and is given by [39]

V = m^2_{11}Φ^†_1Φ_1 + m^2_2Φ^†_2Φ_2 − m^2_{12}(Φ^†_1Φ_2 + Φ^†_2Φ_1) +^1_2 λ_1(Φ^†_1Φ_1)^2 +^1_2 λ_2(Φ^†_2Φ_2)^2 + λ_3(Φ^†_1Φ_1)(Φ^†_2Φ_2) + λ_4(Φ^†_1Φ_2)(Φ^†_2Φ_1) +^1_2 λ_5[(Φ^†_1Φ_2)^2 + (Φ^†_2Φ_1)^2] . (3.1)

The model contains two CP–even neutral Higgs bosons h and H, a CP–odd neutral boson A and two charged H^± bosons, whose masses M_h, M_H , M_A and M_H± are free parameters. We assume that the lighter CP–even h boson is the light Higgs state with a mass of M_h = 125 GeV that was discovered at the LHC in 2012 [4]. Three other parameters characterize the model: the mixing angle β with tan β = v_2/v_1, where v_1 and v_2 are the vacuum expectation values of the neutral components of the fields Φ_1 and Φ_2, with √ v^2_1 + v^2 = v = 246 GeV, the angle α that diagonalises the mass matrix of the two CP–even h and H bosons, and another mass parameter m_{12} that enters only in the quartic couplings among the Higgs bosons, which is not relevant for our analysis.

In this parametrisation, the neutral CP–even h and H bosons share the coupling of the Standard Model Higgs particle to the massive gauge bosons V = W, Z and one has, at tree level, the following couplings normalised relative to those of the standard Higgs

ĝ_{hV V} = sin(β − α) , ĝ_{HV V} = cos(β − α) , (3.2)

while, as a consequence of CP invariance, the CP–odd A does not couple to vector bosons, ĝ_{AV V} = 0. There are also couplings between two Higgs and a vector boson which, up to a normalization factor, are complementary to the ones above. For instance, one has

ĝ_{hAZ} = ĝ_{hH}±_W = cos(β − α) , ĝ_{HAZ} = ĝ_{HH}±_W = sin(β − α) . (3.3)

For completeness, additional couplings of the charged Higgs boson will be needed in our discussion: they do not depend on any extra parameter and one has, for instance, ĝ_{AH}±_W = 1 and g_H+_H−_Z = −e cos 2θ_W /(sin θ_W cos θ_W ).

The interactions of the Higgs states with fermions are more model–dependent, and there are two major options that are discussed in the literature; see again Ref. [39]. In Type-II 2HDMs, the field Φ_1 generates the masses of down–type quarks and charged leptons, while Φ_2 generates the masses of up–type quarks, whereas in Type-I 2HDMs the field Φ_2 couples to both up– and down–type fermions. The couplings of the neutral Higgs 13

Φ ĝ_{Φūu} ĝ_Φ¯_{dd} ĝ_{ΦV V} Type I Type II Type I Type II Type I/II h cos α/ sin β cos α/ sin β cos α/ sin β − sin α/ cos β sin(β − α) H sin α/ sin β sin α/ sin β sin α/ sin β cos α/ cos β cos(β − α) A cot β cot β cot β tan β 0

Table 2: The couplings of the h, H, A states to fermions and gauge bosons in Type-I and -II 2HDMs relative to standard Higgs couplings; the H^± couplings to fermions follow those of A.

bosons to gauge bosons and fermions in the two models are summarized in Table 2. (The couplings of the charged Higgs to fermions follow those of the CP–odd Higgs state.)

We see that the Higgs couplings to fermions and gauge bosons depend only on the ratio tan β and on the difference β − α. However, one needs to take into account the fact that the couplings of the light h boson have been measured at the LHC and found to be Standard Model–like [44]. With this in mind, we set β − α =^π_2 , which is called the alignment limit [45]. In this limit, the h couplings to fermions and vector bosons are automatically standard–like, ĝ_{hV V} = ĝ_{huu} = ĝ_{hdd} → 1, while the couplings of the CP–even H state reduce exactly to those of the pseudoscalar A boson. In particular, there is no H coupling to vector bosons, ĝ_{HV V} → ĝ_{AV V} = 0, and the couplings to up–type fermions are ĝ_{Huu} = cot β, while those to down–type fermions are ĝ_{Hdd} = cot β and ĝ_{Hdd} = tan β in Type-I and -II models, respectively.

Finally, there are also some triple couplings among the Higgs bosons that depend in addition on the parameter m_{12}. However, in the alignment limit β − α =^π_2 the most important ones involving the lighter h boson are simply λ̂_{hhh} ≈ 1 and λ̂_{Hhh} ≈ 0.

In addition to tan β, the other 2HDM parameters are the three Higgs masses M_H , M_A and M_H± , which are in principle free. In our scenario we assume that the possible Φ resonance is a superposition of the H and A states and set M_H ≈ M_A ≈ 750 GeV. This assumption has several motivations. First, it is a property of the MSSM in the decoupling limit [46] as will be seen shortly. Then, there is only one hint of a peak at the LHC (not two) and having two degenerate states enhances the signal (which is a necessity in the 2HDM). Finally, a small breaking of the mass degeneracy would yield a larger signal width (as may be favoured by the ATLAS data), as will be seen later.

The charged Higgs boson mass and tan β will thus be the only free parameters, and in most of our discussion we assume M_H± to be comparable to the H/A masses: M_H ≈ M_A ≈ M_H± , as happens in the MSSM scenario in the decoupling limit M_A ≫ M_Z [46].

Indeed, the MSSM is essentially a 2HDM of Type II in which supersymmetry imposes strong constraints on the Higgs sector so that only two parameters, generally taken to be M_A and tan β, are independent. This remains true also when the important radiative corrections that introduce dependences on many other supersymmetric model parameters [47] are incorporated. These corrections shift the value of the lightest h boson mass from the tree–level value, predicted to be M_h ≤ M_Z | cos 2β| ≤ M_Z , to the value M_h = 125 GeV that has been measured experimentally [44]. Assuming a very heavy supersymmetric particle spectrum, as indicated by LHC data [25], and fixing these radiative corrections in terms of M_h, one can write the parameters M_H , M_H± and α in terms of M_A, tan β and

M_h in the simple form (writing c_β ≡ cos β etc..)

hMSSM :

M_H =

√_{(M 2}

A+M^2_Z −M^2_h)(M^2_Z c^2_β +M^2_As^2_β )−M^2_AM^2_Z c^2_β M^2_Z c^2_β +M^2_As^2_β −M^2_h M_A≫M_Z −→ M_A , M_H± = √ M^2_A + M^2_W^{MA≫MZ}−→ M_A , α = − arctan (_{(M 2Z +M 2A)cβ sβ} M^2_Z c^2_β +M^2_As^2_β −M^2_h )_{MA≫MZ} −→ β −^1_2 π .

(3.4)

This is the so–called hMSSM approach [42, 43], which has been shown to provide a very good approximation to the MSSM Higgs sector [48].

When M_A ≫M_Z , one is in the so–called decoupling régime, where one has α ≈ β −^π_2 implying that the light h state has almost exactly the standard Higgs couplings, ĝ_{hV V} = ĝ_{hff} = 1. The other CP–even boson H and the charged bosons H^± become heavy and degenerate in mass with the A state, M_H ≈ M_H± ≈ M_A, and decouple from the massive gauge bosons. The strengths of the couplings of the H and A states are the same. Thus, in this régime the MSSM Higgs sector looks almost exactly like that of the 2HDM of Type- II in the alignment limit, especially if we use the additional assumption M_H± = M_A on the Higgs masses that simplifies further the model. Hence, our discussion below covers two scenarios: the 2HDM in the alignment limit and the MSSM in the decoupling limit, augmented by extra vector-like fermions as we discuss in the next subsection.

3.1.2 Boosting the Φ = H/A production rates at the LHC

Loops of the top quark (and lighter standard fermions) are, by themselves, insufficient to explain the magnitude of the Φ = H, A → γγ signal hinted by the LHC experiments. How large is the contribution from heavy vector-like fermions^7 that we need to enhance the Γ(Φ → γγ) rate to fit the estimated LHC cross section at 13 TeV, σ(Φ → γγ) ≈ 6 fb? For M_H = M_A = 750 GeV and tan β = 1, one has in principle branching ratios of the order of BR(A → γγ) ≈ 7 × 10^{−6} and BR(H → γγ) ≈ 6 × 10^{−6} for the A and H resonances and total decay widths Γ^Φ_{tot} ∼ Γ(Φ → tt̄) ≈ 32 GeV for the H and ≈ 35 GeV for the A boson [50] which, as discussed previously, are consistent with the total width of ∼ 45 GeV favoured by the ATLAS Collaboration^8. At √ s = 13 TeV, the cross sections in the dominant gg → Φ processes are σ(gg → H) ≈ 0.6 pb and σ(gg → A) ≈ 1.3 pb for the chosen M_Φ and tan β values. This leads to the following cross section times branching fraction when the two states are added (the numbers are for the hMSSM), ∑ Φ=H,A σ(gg → Φ)×BR(Φ → γγ) ≈ 1.2×10 −2 fb. This is to be compared with the reported cross section σ(gg → Φ) × BR(Φ → γγ) ≈ 6 fb. We conclude that an enhancement factor K^{H+A}_{gg×γγ} of about 500 is required when the rates for the two resonances H and A are added in order to accommodate the observations.

Such an enhancement can be obtained by including singly- or doubly-charged vectorlike leptons in the Φγγ loop vertices and/or also some vector–like quarks in both the

7The easiest option would have been the introduction of a fourth generation of fermions but it is completely excluded by the observation of the light h state with standard –like couplings [49].

8In fact, the best fit to the ATLAS value Γ_Φ ≃ 45 GeV can be obtained by allowing a 10–15 GeV mass difference between the H and A states. Curiously enough, this is just what happens in the hMSSM: with M_A ≈ 750 GeV, one obtains M_H ≈ 765 GeV for tan β ≈ 1 [42].

Φγγ and Φgg loops. The contributions of some representative scenarios with vectorlike fermions are illustrated in Fig. 6 (left), where the boost factors K_{gg×γγ} obtained as functions of the charged fermion mass (assumed, for simplicity, to be universal) can be compared with the factor ∼ 500 that is needed to reach the hinted gg →Φ→γγ rate.

Three scenarios are considered in the left–hand side of Fig. 6. The first scenario includes three vector-like pairs of left– and right–handed leptonic doublets (green dotted line), which leads to the presence of six charged leptons. In this case, the enhancement factor can reach the level of ∼ 200 when the (common) masses of the vector-like leptons are close to the^1_2 M_Φ threshold for which the form factors A^Φ_{1/2} are maximal; see Fig. 3. A second scenario is when three charged dileptons E^{−−} contribute to the Φγγ loop (blue dotted line). Because of the higher electric charge, the enhancement factor is larger than in the previous case (a factor of two at the amplitude level). A final scenario is when an entire generation of vector–like quarks and leptons is added to the standard spectrum (red solid line). In this case, as in the singlet scenario discussed in the previous Section, up- and down-type quarks (U, D) contribute to both the Φgg and Φγγ loops, and the additional vector-like charged leptons L also contribute to the Φγγ amplitude.

Figure 6: Left: The enhancement factors, K^{H+A}_{gg×γγ} as a function of the lepton mass, in scenarios with vector–like fermions, of the prospective σ(gg → Φ) × BR(Φ → γγ) signal, compared to the 2HDM case in which only the top quark contribution for tanβ = 1 is included. Right: The Φ = H, A line-shape calculated assuming as in the hMSSM M_A = 750 GeV, M_H = 765 GeV, Γ_H = 32 GeV and Γ_A = 35 GeV for tan β = 1, and normalizing the combined signal curve to σ × BR(pp→H, A→γγ) = 6 fb.

In this last scenario, in order to suppress the cross section for σ(gg → Φ → tt̄), which would also be enhanced by the presence of the new U and D quarks, we assume that tan β = 3. In this case, Γ_Φ ≈ 3 GeV in the absence of novel Φ decay modes. A large Φ width could be recovered, e.g., by allowing invisible Φ decays into the neutral vector-like leptons^9, Φ→N̄N, with the mass m_N adjusted in order to obtain the desired total width.

9This would be the case if, for instance, the partner neutral lepton is the dark matter particle, with interactions mediated by the Φ; see, e.g., Ref. [51]. 16

This would also suppress the fraction BR(Φ → tt̄), allowing us to evade even more easily the constraints from the ATLAS and CMS searches for tt̄ resonances [52].

The right–hand side of Fig. 6 shows the expected Φ = H, A line-shape, assuming M_A = 750 GeV, M_H − M_A = 15 GeV as in the hMSSM, σ × BR(pp → A → γγ)/σ × BR(pp → H → γγ) = 2, Γ_{tot}(H) = 32 GeV and Γ_{tot}(A) = 35 GeV as in the hMSSM for tan β = 1 (modelled as non-interfering Breit-Wigners), and normalizing the combined signal curve to σ × BR(pp → Φ = H, A → γγ) = 6 fb. The A contribution is the dashed green line, the H contribution is the dotted blue line, and the sum is the solid red line. In principle, this line-shape could be distinguished from a single Breit-Wigner, e.g., by its asymmetry around the peak of the distribution, though this would require large statistics.

3.1.3 Decays of the Φ = H/A states

We turn now to the decays of the Φ = H/A states which, in the two limits of alignment in the general 2HDM and decoupling in the MSSM, are almost the same (this is particularly true as we assume that the supersymmetric particle spectrum is very heavy and do not enter the decays either directly or indirectly in the loop-induced modes). The pattern of these decays is, to a large extent, dictated by the value of tan β and the fact that for low values, the top quark Yukawa coupling ∝ 1/ tan β is very large, while at high tan β the Higgs couplings to bottom quarks and τ leptons, ∝ tan β, are enhanced; see Table 2.

We start with the modes by which the Φ signal has been observed, i.e., the Φ → γγ mode and the (inverse of the) Φ → gg mode. In these two cases, the partial decay widths, assuming that only heavy fermions are running in the loops^{10}, are given by the same expressions eqs. (2.6, 2.8, 2.9) shown previously [8, 29], see also Fig. 3.

The other important decays of the Φ states would be into fermion pairs, with partial widths given, in terms of the fermion velocity β_f = (1 − 4m^2_f /M^2_Φ)^{1/2}, by [29]

Γ(Φ → ff̄) = N_c

G_μm^2_f 4 √ 2π ĝ^2_{Φff} M_Φ β^{pΦ}_f , (3.5)

with p_Φ = 3 (1) for the CP–even (odd) Higgs boson. In principle, the only relevant decays at low tan β values are those into tt̄ pairs, while at high tan β values the decays into bb̄ and τ^+τ^− pairs are dominant. All other decay modes^{11} are strongly suppressed in the alignment/decoupling limits of 2HDMs/MSSM. In particular, this is the case for the H → W W, ZZ decays of the CP-even H state and the A → hZ decays of the CP–odd A state, which involve the couplings ĝ_{HV V} = ĝ_{ZhA} = cos(β − α) → 0. The decay H → hh, which involves the trilinear coupling g_{Hhh} that is small or vanishing, is also suppressed.

The branching fractions for the main decay modes of the H/A states, namely Φ → tt̄, bb̄, τ^+τ^− and the loop-induced decays Φ → γγ, gg are shown in the left panel of Fig. 7 for M_H = M_A = 750 GeV as functions of tan β. A Type-II 2HDM like the MSSM has been assumed, and the value of tan β is restricted to lie in the range^1_3 <∼ tan β <∼ 60 for which both the top and bottom quark Yukawa couplings, y_t = m_t/v tan β and y_b = m̄_b tan β/v,

10There is no W contribution in the H case as the coupling ĝ_{HV V} → 0 is suppressed in these limits and the contribution of the charged Higgs boson is very small [23].

11There is, however, one exception: the decays Φ → H^±W^∓ with light charged Higgs bosons. In general, we assume this channel to be kinematically closed, an assumption that we revisit later. 17 are perturbative at the weak scale (using the pole t–mass m_t = 172 GeV and the running b–mass at the scale of the Higgs mass m̄_b = 3 GeV [25]).

Figure 7: The branching ratios for Φ = H/A decays into various final states for M_Φ = 750 GeV as functions of tan β (left) and the corresponding total decay width (right).

As expected, the decay Φ → tt̄ dominates by far when tan β <∼ 5, for which the top Yukawa coupling is the largest: y_t ≫y_b. On the other hand, for tan β >∼ 10 one has y_b ≫ y_t and the decay Φ → bb̄ is the dominant one. The branching fractions for decays into τ pairs is BR(Φ → τ^+τ^−) ≈ 10%, a simple reflection of the fact that 3m̄^2_b /m^2_τ ≈ 10, with 3 being the colour factor. For intermediate tan β values, tan β ≈ 5–10, the suppression of the Φtt̄ coupling is already effective, whereas the Φbb̄ coupling is not yet strongly enhanced, resulting in decay rates into tt̄ and bb̄ that are comparable. The cross-over point is at tan β ≈ √ m_t/m̄_b ≈ 7.

The decays Φ → γγ have constant branching fractions of the order of 10^{−5} at low tan β and, starting from tan β ≈ 5, they decrease with increasing tan β reaching BR(Φ → γγ) ≈ 10^{−7} for tan β ≈ 30. The branching ratio for the Φ → gg decay is more than two orders of magnitude higher, O(^3_2 α^2_s/α^2) ≈ 400. Thus the maximal values of the Φ → γγ and Φ → gg branching ratios, and hence the Φ cross section at a pp collider, will be obtained at low tan β values. We note also that, for M_Φ = 750 GeV, values tan β >∼ 20 are excluded by the search for heavy Higgs particles decaying into τ^+τ^− pairs [43]^{12}.

The total decay width of Φ = H, A is shown in the right panel of Fig. 7 as a function of tan β. For the reasons discussed above, the total width is large at low and high tan β values, and values tan β < 1 lead to an unacceptably large width for Φ. The width has a minimum of about 1 GeV at the cross-over tan β value, tan β ≈ √ m_t/m̄_b ≈ 7. If the total width Γ_Φ ≈ 45 GeV apparently observed by the ATLAS Collaboration [2] is to be attained, values tan β ≈ 1 or tan β ≈ 60 would be required, but the high–tan β option is completely excluded by the H/A → τ^+τ^− searches at the previous LHC run [53].

Another argument that disfavours the tan β < 1 option is that searches for resonances decaying into tt̄ final states have been conducted at √ s = 8 TeV with 20 fb^{−1}, setting an

12The ATLAS and CMS bounds are less restrictive, with only values tan β >∼ 30 being excluded for M_Φ = 750 GeV [53]. However, these searches were interpreted in a benchmark scenario in which additional decays of the A/H bosons, namely supersymmetric decays into charginos and neutralinos, are present, reducing the interesting A/H branching ratios into τ^+τ^− final states. 18 upper limit on σ(pp → X → tt̄) of about half a pb [52], which is attained in our model for the Φ signal for tan β ≈ 1. Any value tan β < 1 would lead to a gg → Φ → tt̄ rate that is too high and hence excluded by the ATLAS and CMS searches^{13}.

Hence, the value tan β ≈ 1 seems to be optimal for coping with the LHC data on the Φ signal, when all constraints from other search channels are fulfilled. We therefore use the value tan β = 1 as a benchmark. This choice has the additional advantage that, in the 2HDM context, the predictions of the Type-I and -II variants are quite similar, so that our discussion then becomes more general.

Nevertheless, even for this optimal value of tan β, the partial decay widths of the Φ states into γγ and gg are far too small to explain the large cross section for the diphoton signal, as discussed in [23] and in the singlet model considered previously. However, in our particular 2HDM/MSSM scenario, the presence of heavy vector–like quarks which couple to the Φ states is in general strongly disfavoured: vector–like quarks would enhance strongly the cross section for gg → Φ production and, since the main decay mode is Φ → tt̄, the rate for gg → Φ → tt̄ will exceed by far the limit imposed by the null results of searches for tt̄ resonances [52] in the previous LHC Run 1. The mitigating strategy, as was discussed in the previous subsection, would be to suppress the top quark contribution to the Φgg vertex by choosing intermediate values of tan β in an attempt to allow for such vector-like quarks^{14}. In this case the total width of Φ, which will be suppressed because it is controlled by the decay Φ → tt̄ as the vector-like quarks are supposed to be much heavier than^1_2 M_Φ [55], would be much smaller than the value Γ_Φ ≈ 45 GeV favored by the ATLAS measurement [2]. This value can be recovered by allowing for decays into the lighter neutral leptons. On the other hand, charged vector–like leptons enter only in the Φγγ couplings, so here we consider their presence only.

Summarizing this 2HDM/MSSM scenario, we have two (near-)degenerate neutral Higgs bosons, one CP–even, H, and one CP–odd, A, both with masses M_Φ = 750 GeV. We assume that tan β = 1, so that they couple strongly to the top quark, but not to other standard particles. There is also a charged Higgs boson, H^±, with a constraint on its mass M_H± >∼ 160 GeV [56], though we favour M_H± ∼ 750 GeV. We postulate a number of charged electroweakly-interacting particles with masses not too far from^1_2 M_Φ, that enhance strongly the Φγγ coupling, and we also have neutral partners, N, of these particles that are invisible, which might appear in the decays of the Φ states.

13We note that these searches have in fact been performed only for electroweak spin–one resonances, like new neutral gauge bosons or electroweak Kaluza–Klein excitations decaying into tt̄ pairs [52]. In these cases, the main production channel is qq̄ annihilation and there is no interference with the (coloured) QCD qq̄ → tt̄ continuum background. In our case, the signal is due to gg → Φ → tt̄, which interferes in a complicated way with the gg → tt̄ QCD background as discussed in e.g. Ref. [43]. A more detailed analysis is thus needed to interpret more accurately the ATLAS and CMS exclusion limits but, grosso modo, they should be of the same order as those derived for spin–1 resonances.

14Vector–like quarks could be useful in order to explain another excess, albeit smaller, observed at the LHC: namely a 2σ deviation of the cross section for the associated pp → tt̄h production process for the standard Higgs boson [44]. This excess can be explained by the presence of vector–like quarks that enhance the top Yukawa coupling through mixing with no alteration of the gg → h cross section and the h → γγ decay branching ratio [54]. Note, however, that care should be taken with the interactions of the new fermions introduced here not to alter too much the properties of this standard Higgs boson [23].

3.2 Production of the Φ = H, A states at pp colliders

We come now to the production of the Φ, interpreted in this Section as a pair H, A of Higgs particles, at pp colliders; some generic Feynman diagrams are shown in Fig. 8.

Figure 8: Generic Feynman diagrams for Φ production at pp colliders.

As already mentioned, the leading production mechanism would be gluon–gluon fusion, gg → Φ, generated by triangular loops of top quarks, Fig. 8a, neglecting the possibility of new colored particles such as vector–like quarks. Referring back to eqs. (2.6, 2.8) and (2.9) for the partial decay width Γ(Φ → gg) and the form factors A^Φ_{1/2} that govern it, we recall that for the top quark loops with τ_t = M^2_Φ/4m^2_t ≈ 4 for M_Φ = 750 GeV and m_t = 172 GeV, one has for the form factors |A^A_{1/2}/A^H_{1/2}|^2 ≈ 2, leading to a characteristic ratio of production cross sections σ(gg → A) ≈ 2σ(gg → H).

We have calculated the production cross sections using the program SUSHI [57], in which important higher-order effects are included, notably the QCD corrections that are quite large [58–61] compared to the electroweak corrections [62]. In principle σ(gg → Φ+X) can be evaluated only at next-to-leading-order (NLO) in QCD, since the full topquark mass corrections are known only at this perturbative order [58]: they increase the LO rate by a factor of about 1.7 at LHC energies. The NNLO corrections that are known only in the limit m_t ≫ M_Φ increase the rate by another 30% [60] in that case. It has been shown that at NLO the limit m_t ≫ M_Φ, which is not valid in principle, nevertheless provides a good approximation to the exact result provided that the full mass dependence is included in the LO cross sections [58]. The recently calculated N^3LO corrections are small at LHC energies [61], and we can safely neglect them for our purposes.

The production rates for gg → H and gg → A at proton colliders are shown in Fig. 9 as a function of the centre-of-mass energy √ s for our 2HDM basic inputs M_Φ = 750 GeV, tan β = 1 and the alignment limit, which leads to cos(β − α) = 0. The MSTW2008 set [27] has been adopted for the parton distribution functions up to NNLO. At the LHC with √ s = 13 TeV, the cross sections are of the order of 1 pb, and increase with energy to reach the level of 100 pb at √ s = 100 TeV. Assuming an accumulated luminosity of a few ab^{−1}, as is expected to be the case at both HL-LHC and FCC-hh/SPPC, one could then collect from 10^6 to 10^8 Φ events at the respective colliders.

Another important process for the Φ states is production in association with top quark pairs, gg → tt̄Φ and qq̄ → tt̄Φ, with the first subprocess (Fig 8b) being dominant at high collider energies. In this case, one is approximately in the chiral limit M_Φ ≫ m_t, which leads to almost exactly the same cross sections for the CP–even H and CP–odd A states. Because of the reduced phase space, the production rates are at least two orders of magnitude smaller than in the dominant gg → Φ fusion modes even at √ s = 100 TeV, as seen in Fig. 9. The rates are nevertheless significant as, for the planned integrated luminosities, one can collect more than 10^4 and 10^6 events, respectively at HL–LHC and 20

Figure 9: Cross sections for single, associated and pair production of the Φ = H, A bosons at pp colliders as functions of the c.m. energy from √ s = 7 TeV to 100 TeV. We assume a common mass M_{H/A} = 750, tan β = 1 and the alignment limit cos^2(β − α) = 0.

FCC-hh/SPPC, with the Φ states decaying into tt̄ pairs, resulting in four-top final states. The processes would give direct measurements of the tt̄Φ coupling, a key test of this model and a possible discrimination between the CP–even and odd possibilities [63]^{15}.

We should note that the cross sections for these processes have been obtained using a modified version of the leading-order program HQQ [68] with the renormalisation and factorisation scales fixed to μ_0 = m_t +^1_2 M_Φ, and again using the MSTW2008 set of structure functions. The QCD corrections have been known to NLO [69] in the case of a CP–even Higgs state for some time and have been derived more recently for the CP–odd case. However, at √ s = 14 TeV, they lead to a K–factor that is of order unity for a Higgs boson with a mass ∼ 125 GeV. Considering the process at LO only as is done here should therefore be an adequate approximation.

There are several processes in which a pair of heavy Higgs bosons is produced, see, e.g., Ref. [70]. First there is HA production that, at moderate energies, proceeds primarily via the qq̄ → HA process with the s–channel exchange of a virtual Z boson that has a maximal coupling to the Higgs pair in the alignment/decoupling limit, ĝ_{ZHA} = 1. At higher energies, because of the significantly larger gluon luminosity, the dominant production mode becomes gg → HA, which is mediated almost exclusively by top quark loops. Their contribution comes primarily from box diagrams in which two Higgs states are emitted from the internal quark lines, but there are additional ones from the triangular loops that produce an off–shell CP–odd A boson which splits into HA final states: gg → A^∗ → HA. The latter process involves the trilinear HAA coupling that is expected to be small in the alignment limit of the 2HDM or the decoupling limit of the MSSM.

One can also produce HH and AA pairs in gluon–fusion processes with contributions from both the box diagrams and triangular loops with intermediate h, H virtual states

15Further, if Φ indeed has invisible decays into dark matter particles, then the associated tt̄Φ process [64] and the mono jet channel [65] are the only ways to search for such a mode at the LHC, as the VBF [66] and VH modes [67] modes are no longer available in this aligned 2HDM context.

that then split into to the two Φ bosons, gg → h^∗, H^∗ → HH or AA; Fig. 8. The cross sections, evaluated at LO using the programs HPAIR [68] and the LO MSTW2008 PDFs, are also shown in Fig. 9c. As can be seen, these cross sections are rather small, barely reaching the 10 fb level even at √ s = 100 TeV. Their signature, dominated by final states with four top quarks, will be similar to that of the tt̄Φ process discussed above.

We may also consider the possibility of deviating from the alignment or decoupling limit, with ĝ_{HV V} = cos(β − α) small but non–zero. In this case two interesting types of process become possible. First, one can produce singly the heavy CP–even H boson in both vector boson fusion qq → qqH and the Higgs–strahlung process qq̄ → V H, where V = W, Z. Especially in the former case, the cross sections would be very large at high energy if it were not for the g_{HV V} coupling suppression. Associated production of the light standard–like h state and the pseudoscalar A boson in qq̄ → Z^∗ → hA would also be possible for ĝ_{ZhA} = cos(β − α) ≠ 0. In fact, h production in association with the heavier A and H states is always possible in gg fusion, gg → hA and gg → hH through box diagrams involving top quark loops, even in the alignment/decoupling limits.

We have calculated the cross sections for qq → Hqq, qq̄ → HV and hA, evaluated at LO only (the QCD corrections in these cases are at the level of 10% to 30% and can be readily included see e.g., Refs. [62,71]). The cross sections for gg → hH, hA are evaluated at NLO, with K–factors of the same order as those appearing in single Higgs production in gg fusion, using the programs of Ref. [68]. These cross sections are displayed in the left panel of Fig. 10 as functions of the centre-of-mass energy for cos^2(β − α) = 10^{−2}. The cross sections for qq → Hqq and gg → hH, hA are of the same magnitude and, at √ s = 100 TeV, they are quite substantial as they reach the level of 100 fb. At LHC energies, however, they are two orders of magnitude smaller. The production rates for the HW and HZ Higgs–strahlung processes are very small already for cos^2(β − α) = 1 and are hence negligible for the more realistic value cos^2(β − α) = 10^{−2}.

Finally, also outside the alignment or decoupling limit, the H/A states that are produced in gg fusion with extremely large rates can have other decay modes than the dominant Φ → tt̄. Indeed, since the couplings ĝ_{HV V} = ĝ_{ZhA} = cos^2(β − α) are non–zero in this case, and would enable additional decays to occur. In the case of the CP–even H boson, important possibilities would be H → ZZ and H → W W , which would grow like M^3_H , to be contrasted with M_H for the H → tt̄ decay, as a consequence of the growth of the longitudinal gauge boson wave functions with energy, and would dominate at high mass if not for the ĝ_{HV V} coupling suppression. Another interesting decay for a pseudoscalar Higgs boson, A → hZ, would also have a non–zero branching ratio if ĝ_{ZhA} were not small. This would also be the case of the other very interesting decay of the CP–even H state, H → hh, which involves the triple coupling g_{Hhh} that is somewhat model-dependent^{16} in a 2HDM, but is in general small in the alignment limit.

The cross sections for the processes gg → H → W W, ZZ, hh and gg → A → hZ are shown in the right panel of Fig. 10 as functions of √ s, assuming the couplings found in

16This coupling may also appear in the MSSM, where the coupling g_{Hhh} depends on the supersymmetric spectrum that enters the radiative corrections in the Higgs sector [41]. However, if only the dominant radiative correction that also enters the lightest h boson mass [47] is taken into account, the coupling is fixed in terms of tan β and M_A for M_h = 125 GeV [43]. This coupling is also small in the decoupling limit that applies for M_Φ = 750 GeV.

Figure 10: Left panel: Subdominant processes for the single production of the CP–even H boson in the qq̄ → HW, HZ and qq → qqH channels, and for the pair production of two Higgs bosons in the channels qq̄ + gg → hA, gg → Hh, assuming cos^2(β − α) = 10^{−2}. Right panel: The rates for Φ production in gg fusion followed by decays into the Zh and W W, ZZ, hh final states. The production rates are again functions of √ s from 7 to 100 TeV with M_Φ = 750 GeV, M_h = 125 GeV and tan β = 1, assuming the couplings found in the hMSSM (2HDM of Type II).

the hMSSM (2HDM of Type II). The decay rates have been evaluated using the program

HDECAY [50], which includes the relevant higher-order effects. As can be seen, even for

the very small value cos^2(β − α) ≈ 8 × 10^{−4} used for illustration (and which leads to very tiny branching ratios of the order of a few times 10^{−3} for the H → ZZ, W W and A → hZ modes and of the order of 10^{−2} for the H → hh decay), the rates are small but not negligible at the high luminosities planned for high energies.

3.3 Φ = H, A production at e^+e^−, γγ and μ^+μ^− colliders

We study now the production of the Φ = H, A states at high–energy e^+e^− colliders. For at least two decades, these machines have been discussed as possible follow-ups for the LHC. Two options for high–energy e^+e^− linear colliders^{17} have been discussed. One is the ILC [11], which could ultimately reach energies of the order of 1 TeV, as required for Φ production. The other is CLIC [12], which is planned to cover the multi–TeV scale and can certainly reach a centre-of-mass energy >∼ 1.5 TeV that is favoured in the context of this analysis. Both colliders are designed to reach an integrated luminosity of 1 ab^{−1}.

17We do not discuss here the FCC-ee [13] and CEPC [14] circular machines, which are planned for a maximum centre-of-mass energy of √ s = 350 GeV, far below the kinematical threshold for probing directly the 750 GeV Φ states and the associated matter particles. However, these machines would be able to probe these scenarios indirectly via precise measurements of the standard–like h boson couplings, which would be affected by the presence of the new particles. We note, however, that a very precise determination of the hγγ coupling could be performed already at the HL–LHC by measuring the ratio of h → γγ and h → ZZ^∗ → 4ℓ^± signal strengths, as a precision of O(1%) can be achieved [72].

Figure 11: Feynman diagrams for Φ production at e^+e^− colliders.

In the exact alignment or decoupling limit, the most important channel for Φ production in e^+e^− collisions [73] is associated production of the HA states through the s-channel exchange of a virtual Z boson, e^+e^− → HA in Fig. 11a, as the coupling is then maximal, ĝ_{ZHA} = sin(β − α) → 1. The cross section is simply given by

σ(e^+e^− → HA) =

G^2_μM^4_Z 96πs (v̂^2_e + â^2_e)ĝ^2_{ZHA} λ^3 (1 − M^2_Z /s)^2

, (3.6)

where, as usual, the reduced vector and axial–vector couplings of the electrons to the Z boson are given by the Z charges of the electron, â_e = −1 and v̂_e = −1 + 4s^2_W , and λ is the usual two–particle phase–space function that, in the case of two equal particle masses, reduces to the velocity of the H/A bosons: λ → β = √ 1 − 4M^2_Φ/s.

The production rate is shown in the left panel of Fig. 12 for M_H = M_A = 750 GeV as a function of the centre-of-mass energy √ s. As it scales like 1/s, the cross section is not that large, namely O(1) fb above the 2M_Φ threshold, leading to a thousand events that can be fully reconstructed for the anticipated luminosity of 1 ab^{−1}. The main detection channel would be the four-top final state but, the enhanced tt̄gg and possibly tt̄γγ final states could also be observed with very high luminosities.

The other important Φ production processes are associated production with top quark pairs [74], e^+e^− → tt̄Φ and Fig. 11b, for which the combined cross sections are at the level of 0.1 fb at high enough energy, i.e., sufficiently far above the kinematical threshold √ s ≈ 1.1 TeV. The cross sections are shown for H and A as functions of √ s in the left panel of Fig. 12, again for M_A = M_H = 750 GeV and tan β = 1. The signature would be four top quarks in the final state, which should have little background, except from the process e^+e^− → HA before the two H, A states are reconstructed. We note that the cross sections for H and A production are slightly different because, at energies below √ s ≈ 3 TeV, one is not yet in the chiral limit in which top quark mass effects are negligible. In fact, the threshold rise of the cross sections is completely different for e^+e^− → tt̄A and e^+e^− → tt̄H, as has been shown in Ref. [75], and a scan around the 2m_t + M_Φ threshold could allow for a distinction between the CP–even and CP–odd Higgs cases.

Finally, there are also processes for the single production of the CP–even H boson, such as vector boson fusion, e^+e^− → Hνν̄ and e^+e^− → He^+e^−, and Higgs–strahlung, e^+e^− → HZ, as well as the associated production of the pseudoscalar A and the standard– like h state, e^+e^− → hA. The rates are, however, suppressed by the small couplings ĝ_{V V H} = ĝ_{ZhA} = cos(β − α) → 0 in the alignment/decoupling limits of the 2HDM and MSSM scenarios, respectively. The cross sections for these processes are shown in the right panel of Fig. 12 as functions of √ s for cos(β − α) = 0.1.

Figure 12: Production cross sections for the Φ = H, A states at an e^+e^− collider as a function of the centre-of-mass energy √ s, assuming M_Φ = 750 GeV and tan β = 1. The processes considered are: e^+e^− → HA and e^+e^− → tt̄Φ with Φ = A or H in the alignment limit cos^2(β − α) = 0 (left panel) and e^+e^− → Hνν̄, He^+e^− and e^+e^− → hA, HZ for cos^2(β − α) = 10^{−2} (right panel).

The rates for the s–channel processes e^+e^− → Z^∗ → hA/HZ, which have comparable cross sections at centre-of-mass energies sufficiently above the kinematical thresholds, as M_A = M_H and M_h ≈ M_Z , scale like 1/s and are therefore small. In turn, as it grows like log(s/M^2_W ), the rate for the W W fusion process e^+e^− → Hνν̄ is very large and, at high enough energies, it could dominate all other Φ production processes, despite the cos^2(β − α) suppression factor. The ZZ fusion process e^+e^− → He^+e^−, which has an order of magnitude smaller rate compared to W W fusion as can be inferred from the W/Z couplings to electrons, could also be observable for not too tiny ĝ_{HV V} couplings.

In addition to the conventional e^+e^− mode, future high–energy e^+e^− linear colliders can be made to run in the γγ mode by using Compton back-scattering of laser light off the high–energy electron beams [15]. As discussed earlier, these colliders could have up to ∼ 80% of the energy of the e^+e^− collider, with a luminosity that is quite similar. In the context of the Φ = H, A states, the motivation for such a γγ machine would again clearly be the direct and precise measurement of the Φγγ coupling, since the s–channel production of resonances, Fig. 11c, is possible in such a mode [16].

As discussed previously, the production of a spin–zero particle at such a collider occurs through the J_Z = 0 channel. In the 2HDM studied in this Section, in contrast to the singlet model studied earlier, the total decay widths of the 750 GeV Φ states are significant, namely about Γ_Φ ≈ 30 GeV. For polarized initial-state photons, taking into account the total decay width Γ_Φ and the partial widths for decays into two photons Γ(Φ → γγ) and into a given final state X, Γ(Φ → X), the cross section for the process γγ → Φ → X is given by eq. (2.12). As explained earlier, with appropriate choices of the helicities of the e^−, e^+ as well as the two laser beams, one can arrange that the two back-scattered photons dominantly have identical helicities: λ_1λ_2 = 1, so as to project out the J_Z = 0 component and therefore favour the resonant Higgs signal. In order to maximize the effective cross section for Higgs production, the γγ energy should be tuned so that the peak of the luminosity function at ∼ 0.8 √ s_e+_e− (for a perfect photon spectrum) occurs at M_Φ. As in our present case the Φ particles decay almost exclusively into tt̄ final states with BR(Φ → tt̄) ≈ 1, the main background is the γγ → tt̄ process whose cross section in the J_Z =0 mode is significant as there is no mass suppression like for light fermions. One can impose a polar cut in the centre of mass of the two–photon system to eliminate part of the background events at high invariant masses, which are peaked in the forward and backward directions, with only a moderate loss of the signal.

Fig. 13 displays the prospects for measuring the doublet Φ signal in γγ collisions, taking into account the interference between signal and background. The cross section σ̂ is for the process γγ → tt̄, taking into account both the QED process and the resonance production γγ → Φ → tt̄ and including the interference. We again make the analysis choosing λ_e− λ_{l1} = λ_e+ λ_{l2} = −1 and λ_e− = λ_e+ . These choices ensure that the photon luminosity L_{γγ} peaks at around 80% of the energy of the parent e^+e^− collider and that the two colliding photons dominantly have the same helicities. This analysis was made assuming M_A = 750 GeV, M_H = 770 GeV, Γ_A = 35 GeV, Γ_H = 32 GeV and tan β = 1 for a 1 TeV parent e^+e^− collider. In the left panel, we show for illustration the case where only the top loop contributions to the Φγγ couplings are taken into account, whereas in the right panel additional contributions that enhance the previous H → γγ and A → γγ amplitudes by factors 10 and 15, respectively, are also included. Like Fig. 6 these figures, too, display how two closely spaced states would look like a single wide resonance.

Figure 13: The invariant mass distribution dσ/dM_{γγ} in fb/GeV for the process γγ → tt̄ in the γγ mode of a linear e^+e^− collider. Shown are the pure continuum QED contribution, the additional separate contributions due to s–channel exchanges of the H and A states, and the full set of contributions QED+H + A. We assume M_A = 750 GeV, M_H = 770 GeV, Γ_A = 35 GeV, Γ_H = 32 GeV and tan β = 1. In the left panel, only the top quark loops are taken into account in the Φγγ couplings. In the right panel, additional vector-like fermion contributions that increase H → γγ and A → γγ amplitudes by factors 10 and 15, respectively, are included. 26

For completeness, we close this section with a few words about high–energy muon colliders. In μ^+μ^− collisions, the production cross section for a Higgs state decaying into a final state X is given, in terms of the partial decay widths, by [76] σ(μ^+μ^− →Φ→X)= 4πΓ(Φ→μ^+μ^−)Γ(Φ→X) (s − M^2_Φ)^2 + M^2_ΦΓ^2_Φ ≃ 4π M^2_Φ

BR(Φ→μ^+μ^−)BR(Φ→X), (3.7)

where the second term, which gives the effective cross section, is obtained assuming that the energy spread of the μ^+μ^− machine is much smaller than the Higgs total decay width. In our case, the relevant final state to be considered is Φ → tt̄, which has a branching ration of order 1. As the Φ mass that we consider here, M_Φ = M_{H,A} ≈ 750 GeV, is large and the branching fraction BR(Φ → μ^+μ^−) low, BR(Φ → μ^+μ^−) ≈ 1.5 × 10^{−7} for tan β ≈ 1, the production rate would, in this case, be extremely small. We will therefore not pursue further this μ^+μ^− option.

3.4 Production of charged Higgs bosons

We now turn to the discussion of the charged Higgs bosons, which is complicated by the fact that we do not know their mass. Indeed, the only available information on M_H± is that it should be heavier than about 160 GeV, as a result of the negative searches in top decays t → bH^+ → bτν at LHC Run 1 with √ s = 8 TeV and about 20 fb^{−1} data [56].

Therefore, we consider the production cross sections at pp and e^+e^− colliders as functions of M_H± for different centre-of-mass energies. For the other model parameters, we continue with tan β = 1, cos^2(β − α) = 0 and M_Φ = M_{H,A} = 750 GeV.

We first discuss H^± production at pp colliders, for which our results are shown in Fig. 14 for the two centre-of-mass energies √ s = 14 TeV and √ s = 100 TeV, borrowing some results from the recent analysis of Ref. [77]. The dominant process by far is the associated gb → tH^± mechanism, which for √ s = 14 TeV and tan β ≈ 1 has a cross section above the pb level for M_H± <∼ 400 GeV, dropping to 30 fb for a mass M_H± ≈ 1 TeV. For low H^± masses, it is followed by the qq̄ → γ^∗, Z^∗ → H^+H^− process, which has a rate that is two orders of magnitude lower. A third possibility would be associated HH^± and AH^± production via W exchange, qq̄^′ → W^∗ → ΦW^±, with a rate comparable to that of pair production for M_H± ≈ 400 GeV and larger beyond. The cross sections are nevertheless small, below the fb level. Moving to √ s = 100 TeV, all cross sections increase by two to three orders of magnitude. Hence, production of the H^± states is copious at these high energies.

Turning to high–energy e^+e^− colliders, the most important process for producing charged Higgs states is the pair production process [73], which proceeds via γ^∗, Z^∗ exchange, and for which the cross section depends only on the centre-of-mass energy and M_H± . It is shown as a function of M_H± in Fig. 15 for a fixed centre-of-mass energy of √ s = 2 TeV. As can be seen, it drops from about 10 fb at low masses M_H± ≈ 160 GeV to about 2 fb at M_H± ≈ 750 GeV. Thus, the cross section is approximately a factor of two larger than for HA production, as a result of the additional photon exchange. For masses above 750 GeV, the cross section drops quickly as a consequence of the velocity suppression near the kinematical threshold, σ(e^+e^− → H^+H^−) ∝ β^3_H± . Another process in the context of e^+e^− colliders would be associated production with heavy quarks, 27

Figure 14: Cross sections for production of the charged Higgs boson as functions of its mass for tan β = 1, cos^2(β − α) = 0 and assuming M_Φ = 750 GeV. We show results for pp colliders at two energies √ s = 14 TeV (left panel) and √ s = 100 TeV (right panel).

e^+e^− → tbH^±. Similarly to associated Φ production with top quarks, the cross sections may reach the 0.1 fb level for tan β = 1 and H^± states that are not too heavy [74].

Another possibility for producing pairs of charged Higgs bosons is in γγ collisions, γγ → H^+H^−. Again, the cross section depends only on M_H± at a given energy. It is also illustrated in Fig. 15 where, for simplicity, we have fixed the centre-of-mass energy to √ s_{γγ} = 80% √ s_e+_e− = 1.6 TeV, and did not fold the cross section of the subprocess with realistic photon spectra. As it is mediated by t–channel exchange, the cross section has a completely different behaviour compared to the e^+e^− → H^+H^− case. It is much larger at low H^± masses, and drops sharply close to the kinematical threshold.

For M_H± >∼ 180 GeV, the dominant H^± decay mode is by far H^+ → tb̄. In the alignment limit and for small tan β values, all other decays such as H^± → W^±h and H^± → τν are suppressed. There is, however, one other possibility [78]: if M_H± >∼ M_Φ + M_W , the decays H^± → W^±Φ take place as the coupling g_H±_W ∓_Φ is O(1) in the alignment limit of a 2HDM (in the MSSM, this channel is kinematically closed at the two–body level since we have M_H± ≈ M_Φ and it is strongly suppressed at the three-body level [78]). Nevertheless, BR(H^± → ΦW ) is small and does not exceed 50% even for M_H± = 1 TeV. Hence the main topology in the search for the H^± states at proton colliders would be gb → tH^− → ttb, which would be similar to tt̄ plus jet production, rendering its detection not very easy. In e^+e^− collisions, one should focus on the tt̄bb̄ final-state topology.

Another possibility that should be considered is the decay of the Φ = H, A states into H^± bosons. Indeed, if we are in the opposite situation to that considered above, i.e., with M_Φ >∼ M_H± + M_W , the decays Φ → H^±W^∓ will take place (although in an MSSM-like scenario with M_H± ≈ M_Φ, these features do not occur). For our baseline choice tan β = 1, the two dominant branching ratios are shown in Fig. 16, where one can see that, when

Figure 15: Production cross sections for pairs of H^± bosons as functions of M_H± at e^+e^− and γγ colliders with a c.m. energy of √ s = 2(1.6 TeV) in the e^+e^− (γγ) mode.

the decays Φ → H^±W^± are accessible, they tend to dominate over the tt̄ channels. At the same time, the total decay widths of the Φ states would become much larger than the value Γ_Φ ≈ 30 GeV that seem to be favoured by the ATLAS search. Beyond M_H± ≈ 650 GeV, these special decays are closed, and one has BR(Φ → tt̄) ≈ 1. These decays are hence disfavoured if we want to stay in a minimal scenario for the observed production rate and the total width of the diphoton enhancement, with only a few ingredients.

Figure 16: Branching ratios for the decays of the Φ = H/A states and their total decay widths (in TeV) as functions of M_H± for tan β = 1, cos^2(β − α) = 0 and M_Φ = 750 GeV.

4 Vector–Like Fermions

The existence of massive vector–like fermions is a common feature of both the singlet models discussed in Section 2 and the 2HDM scenarios discussed in Section 3. Therefore, in addition to further studies of the Φ particle itself and searches for possible bosonic partners at the LHC and future colliders, a useful way to probe different models would be via direct production of vector-like fermions. In this Section, we focus on this important aspect of model testing, considering both pair and single production of these fermions. We start by summarising the couplings of these particles, which have also been discussed frequently elsewhere, see, e.g., Refs. [79–83].

4.1 Couplings, mixing and decays of vector–like fermions

Except for singlet neutrinos, which have no electromagnetic and weak charges, all the other vector-like fermions couple to the photon and to the electroweak gauge bosons W/Z with typical electroweak strength. These couplings allow for the pair production processes at colliders. To obtain the cross sections, one needs in addition to the electric charge e_F in units of the proton charge, the vector couplings of the vector-like fermion F to the photon and Z boson, which are given by

v^γ_F = e_F , v^Z_F ≡ v_F =

2I^F_{3L} + 2I^F_{3R} − 4e_F s^2_W 4s_W c_W , v^W_F =

I^F_{3L} + I^F_{3R} √ 2s_W , (4.1)

where I^F_{3L}, I^F_{3R} are the third components of the left– and right–handed weak isospins of the fermions, and s^2_W = 1 − c^2_W ≡ sin^2 θ_W . The axial–vector couplings of the fermions to the Z boson, a_F = (2I^F_{3L} − 2I^F_{3R})/(4s_W c_W ), are zero by construction for vector-like fermions, unlike for Standard Model quarks and leptons. In addition, there is a charged-current coupling between the two components of each fermion doublet and the W boson. As seen in eq. (4.1), this charged coupling is twice as large in the case of the vector fermions compared to standard ones, because of the vectorial nature of the fermion F .

The vector–like leptons and quarks can mix with the Standard Model fermions that have the same U(1)_Q and SU(3)_C assignments. This mixing would give rise to new interactions that determine to a large extent the decay properties of the vector-like fermions, and allow for a new production mechanism, namely single production in association with a light fermion partner. Generic Feynman diagrams for these processes are shown in Fig. 17. The mixing pattern depends sensitively on the model considered and is, in general, rather complicated, especially if one includes the mixing between different families. However, this intergenerational mixing should be very small as it could induce flavourchanging neutral currents that are severely constrained by existing data [25].

In the present analysis, we neglect the intergenerational mixing and treat the remaining mixing angles as phenomenological parameters. The interactions of the electron and its partner neutrino with vector–like charged and neutral leptons N, E may be written as

L_V = g_W [ζ_{W νE}ν̄_eγ_μE + ζ_{W eN}ēγ_μN]W^μ + g_Z [ζ_{ZeE}ēγ_μE + ζ_{ZνN}ν̄_eγ_μN]Z^μ + h.c. , (4.2)

where g_W = e/ √ 2s_W and g_Z = e/2s_W c_W , and we have anticipated a small mixing angle [84] so that we have written sin ξ_i ≃ ξ_i. The generalization to the other lepton 30 families and to vector–like quarks is straightforward. At least in the case of couplings to third-generation quarks and leptons, one should also consider the mixing via the scalar sector^{18}, including the Standard Model–like h state as well as the Φ and (in doublet models) the H^± states. Normalizing the mixing through the Z and Higgs bosons in the same way by also defining g_S = e/2s_W c_W , the Lagrangian describing this mixing, where the sum is over all scalars and fermions, is given by

L_S = g_S ∑ S,f ζ_{SfF} f̄F S + h.c. , (4.3) which we now use in analysis of some possible phenomenological signatures.

The heavy fermions can decay through mixing into massive gauge bosons plus their ordinary light partners, F → V f with V = W, Z or F → hf (and eventually even F → Φf for very heavy fermions); see Fig. 17a (left). Using the scaled masses v_X = M^2_X /m^2_F and neglecting the ordinary fermion masses (which should be an excellent approximation even in the case of the top quark), the partial decay widths are given by [80, 83]

Γ(F → W f^′) = α 16s^2_W c^2_W ζ^2_{W F f} ′ m^3_F M^2_W

(1 − v_W )^2(1 + 2v_W ) , Γ(F → Zf) = α 32s^2_W c^2_W ζ^2_{ZF f} m^3_F M^2_Z

(1 − v_Z )^2(1 + 2v_Z ) , Γ(F → Sf) = α 32s^2_W c^2_W ζ^2_{SF f} m^3_F M^2_S

(1 − v_S )^3 , (4.4)

When there is no Higgs channel, the charged-current decay mode is always dominant compared to the neutral one and, for fermion masses much larger than M_V , the branching ratios are 1/3 and 2/3 for the F → fZ and F → f^′W modes, respectively. Note that for Majorana neutrinos, both the N → l^−W^+/ν_lZ and N → l^+W^−/ν̄_lZ decays are possible. This gives nice like-sign lepton search signatures, and makes the Majorana neutrino total decay widths twice as large as for Dirac neutrinos.

The decay pattern above assumes at least an approximate mass degeneracy between the members of the same weak isodoublet, for instance m_L ≈ m_N in the case of vector– like leptons. However, if one allows for a mass difference between the two states, one would have charged current decays such as L^± → W^±N or N → W^±L^∓; see Fig. 17a (right). If m_L >∼ m_N + M_W , the L^± decay is at the two–body level and, since it has a partial width that is not suppressed by any mixing angle, it is the dominant one. In turn, N decays through mixing to ordinary leptons and gauge bosons. An interesting situation is when 0 < m_L − m_N < M_W , so that the decay occurs at the three–body level with the virtual W boson decaying into almost massless fermions, L → NW^∗ → Nff̄. In this case, depending in the virtuality of the W boson and the mixing with light fermions, the L → Nff̄ and L → ℓZ, νW modes might compete with each other rendering the situation quite model–dependent.

18One could assume that the magnitude of the mixing through the Higgs boson is proportional to the fermion masses and hence is negligible for the first two generations of fermions, compared to the mixing through the vector bosons. Note, however, that such an intergenerational mixing might provide an explanation for the flavour–changing h → μ^±τ^∓ decay of the standard–like Higgs boson hinted during Run 1 of the LHC [85]. 31

Figure 17: Generic Feynman diagrams for the processes involving vector–like fermions. a) Two-body decays through mixing and two– or three–body decays through gauge interactions. b) Pair production of heavy quarks in pp collisions. c) Pair production in e^+e^− and pp collisions via electroweak gauge couplings. d) Single production of heavy fermions in e^+e^− and pp collisions through mixing. e) Production of one heavy quark in association with a gauge boson V = W, Z in the gq subprocess at hadron colliders. The symbol • at a vertex indicates mixing between heavy and ordinary fermions.

Note finally that for small mixing angles (and also if only three–body decays into lighter vector–like fermions are kinematically accessible), the vector–like fermions have rather narrow widths if they are not too heavy, but the widths increase rapidly with the vector-like fermion mass, Γ ∼ m^3_F . However, for mixing angles of order ζ <∼ 0.1, the total widths do not exceed the 100 GeV range even for m_F ∼ O(1 TeV).

4.2 Experimental constraints

We now summarize briefly the present experimental constraints on the masses of the vector-like fermions and their mixings with the ordinary fermions. The mixing will, in general, alter the couplings of the electroweak gauge bosons to light quarks and leptons from their Standard Model values. The Zff̄ couplings, which are reduced by mixing factors cos^2 ξ ≈ 1 − ξ^2, have been very accurately determined at LEP through the measurements of total, partial and invisible decay widths, as well as forward–backward and polarization asymmetries. As they have been found to agree with the Standard Model predictions to the level of at least one percent, the mixing angles are constrained to be smaller than O(10^{−1}) [84]. The vector-like quark mixing with the top quark can presumably be slightly larger [79,80], as the Tevatron and LHC data on the top quark production cross sections and asymmetries are at the level of 10% accuracy only [25].

Note that in the case of vector–like leptons, the precise measurements of the anomalous magnetic moments of the electron and muon lead to even more stringent constraints: ζ_i < O(10^{−2}) for light vector-like leptons with masses of the order of 100 GeV [86]. Indeed, because there is no chiral protection, the contribution of heavy lepton loops to (g − 2)_{e,μ} is proportional to m_e/m_L, in contrast to m^2_{e,μ}/m^2_L for chiral couplings, and very small ζ_i and/or large m_L are needed to accommodate the data.

Turning to the masses, the constraints in the vector-like lepton case are rather weak. From the null results of searches for new states and from the measurement of Z decay widths at LEP, one can infer a bound m_L >∼ O(100) GeV independently of the mixing [87], except for singlet neutrinos that have no weak couplings to the Z boson. For small mixing angles, one could push these bounds up to m_L >∼ O(200) GeV for single production at LEP2 in favourable cases [88]. For these single production processes, the limits from the Tevatron are not competitive with the LEP2 limits while those of the previous LHC run are comparable. For instance, CMS searched for Majorana neutrinos [89] that couple to muons in the same–sign muon plus two jet final states and, for mixing angles ζ_{W Nμ} <∼ 0.1, they obtain a bound of m_N >∼ 200 GeV on the Majorana neutrino masses [90].

The most constraining searches on vector–like leptons have been conducted by the ATLAS collaboration [91, 92]^{19}. A first search [91] has been performed in the context of the Type-III seesaw model originally introduced in order to explain the smallness of the neutrino masses [94], which contains triplets with a neutral and two charged L^± leptons that are assumed to be degenerate in mass. Their decays into ordinary third-generation leptons are suppressed, so that only the easier final states with e/μ that have higher sensitivity are considered. The dominant search channel is pp → L^±N → W^±νW^∓ℓ^±, where one W boson decays leptonically and the other hadronically, resulting in samesign or opposite-sign lepton pairs in the final state. In a subsequent analysis [92], the additional pp → L^+L^− channel has been considered as well as the decay mode L^± → Zℓ^±, which leads to three-lepton final states. In addition, a different model was considered with a single charged vector–lepton state that we denote by one–VLL.

For heavy leptons with masses m_L = 200 GeV, the cross sections assumed in the ATLAS analyses at √ s = 8 TeV were 34 fb and 844 fb for the one–VLL and Type-III seesaw models, the huge difference being mainly due to the fact that Type–III has both

19There are similar CMS analyses [93], but only at √ s = 7 TeV and hence with reduced sensitivity.

charged and neutral leptons than can be produced in the pp → L^±N process. The 95% confidence level exclusion limits obtained by ATLAS are then m_L >∼ 170 GeV in the one-VLL model and m_L >∼ 400 GeV in the Type-III model.

In our analysis, we will assume a lower bound on the charged vector–like lepton mass of m_E = 400 GeV and sometimes we will fix m_E to this specific value in order to enhance their loop contributions to the Φγγ couplings, as can be seen from Fig. 3. For the neutral vector–like lepton, a comparable mass m_N ≈ m_E will be assumed in general, though sometimes one can consider a relatively smaller mass in order to allow for the (possibly invisible) decay Φ → NN̄. We note that, if m_N <∼ m_E + M_W , the E decay will be more involved and the experimental constraint on m_E would become much weaker.

The case of vector-like quarks is completely different, since the bounds on their masses from negative searches at Run 1 of the LHC are much more severe. This is particularly true in the case of vector–like partners of the top and bottom quarks. Indeed, depending on the decay branching fractions, one has for instance the bounds m_T > 950 GeV for a branching ratio BR(T → ht) = 1 and m_B > 813 GeV for if BR(B → W t) = 1 [55]. (Similar limits can be set on quarks with exotic charges that we do not discuss here.) Although these limits are model–dependent, we assume as a general rule that vector-like quarks are heavier than about 800 GeV to 1 TeV, in order to evade these bounds.

4.3 Production of vector-like fermions in pp collisions

We discuss now the production of the new fermions at hadron colliders. First, because they couple to gluons like ordinary quarks, vector–like quarks can be pair produced in the strong interaction process pp → QQ̄ with rates that depend only on the heavy quark mass m_Q and the strong coupling constant α_s = g^2_s /4π. As can be seen from Fig. 17b, two processes are in play, qq̄ annihilation and gg fusion, with the latter largely dominating at higher-energy colliders for relatively small quark masses. The partonic cross sections at leading order (LO) are given in term of the velocity β_Q = √ 1 − 4m^2_Q/ŝ by [95]

σ̂(qq̄ → QQ̄) = 4πα^2_s 27ŝ β_Q(3 − β^2_Q) , σ̂(gg → QQ̄) = πα^2_s 48ŝ [ 1 4 β_Q(β^4_Q − 2β^2_Q + 143) + (33 − 18β^2_Q + β^4_Q) log

1 + β_Q 1 − β_Q ] . (4.5)

The total hadronic cross section, i.e., after folding with the parton luminosities which are chosen here to be those of the MSTW2008 fit [27], is shown in Fig. 18 as a function of the heavy quark mass for several pp collider centre-of-mass energies √ s = 8, 13, 14, 33 and 100 TeV. For the value m_Q = 1 TeV that is close to the experimental lower bound, the cross section, which is at the few fb level at √ s = 8 TeV, increases by one order of magnitude at √ s = 13 or 14 TeV and by four orders of magnitude at √ s = 100 TeV. For higher quark masses, the increase of the rate with energy is even steeper. For instance, the production rate of about 100 fb at √ s = 100 TeV for m_Q = 3 TeV is five orders of magnitude larger than at √ s = 14 TeV. This clearly shows the advantage of a higher energy proton-proton collider. Note that we have evaluated the rate only at the leading order. At NLO in QCD, supplemented by the next-to-leading threshold logarithmic corrections (NLO+NLL), one has to multiply the production rate above by a factor K ≈ 1.5 at the LHC [96] for heavy quark masses between 1 and 2 TeV.

Figure 18: The production cross sections in pp collisions of vector–like quark pairs as functions of the mass for several collider energies. Only the LO contributions are included and the MSTW parton distributions have been adopted.

Vector-like leptons can also be pair produced in proton–proton collisions via their electroweak couplings to V = γ, W/Z bosons in the Drell–Yan process qq̄ → V^∗ → LL̄ [97], Fig. 17c. The cross section for the qq̄ → LL̄ subprocess where L can be either a charged E or a neutral N lepton with a velocity β_L = (1 − 4m^2_L/ŝ)^{1/2} reads σ̂(qq̄ → LL̄) = 2πα^2 9ŝ β_L(3 − β^2_L) [ e^2_q e^2_L + 2e_qe_Lv_qv_L 1 − M^2_Z /ŝ + (a^2_q + v^2_q )v^2_L (1 − M^2_Z /ŝ)^2 ] . (4.6)

In the case of an electrically-charged E state, both the γ and Z boson channels and their interference have to be considered, while only the channel with Z boson exchange has to be considered for a non-singlet neutral lepton N (an iso-singlet would not couple through the usual gauge interactions). In addition, one could produce pairs of charged and neutral leptons via the exchange of a virtual W boson, qq̄^′ → W^{∗±} → E^±N. For comparable masses, m_E ≈ m_N , the cross section is simply given by σ̂(qq̄ → LN̄ + L̄N) = 4πα^2 9ŝ β_L(3 − β^2_L) (1 − M^2_W /ŝ)^2 × 1 8s^4_W

, (4.7)

where we assume unit CKM–like matrix elements for simplicity.

The cross sections for producing pairs of vector–like charged and neutral leptons of masses m_L = 400 GeV and m_L = 800 GeV are shown in Fig. 19 as functions of √ s. (Here also, we omitted the enhancement factor K ≈ 1.5 due to QCD corrections [98]). The heavy leptons considered are those of Model 4 discussed in Section 2, which have the following assignments for electric charge and weak isospin L(−1, −^1_2 ), N(0, +^1_2 ) and E(−1, 0). One notices that, because of the smaller electroweak gauge coupling compared to the QCD coupling, the cross sections for vector–like leptons are three to four orders 35

Figure 19: Cross sections in pp collisions for the pair production of vector–like lepton pairs as functions of the centre-of-mass energy for two values of the lepton mass: m_L = 400 GeV (left) and m_L = 800 GeV (right). The produced particles have the following electric charge and weak isospin assignments: L(−1, −^1_2 ), N(0, +^1_2 ) and E(−1, 0).

of magnitude smaller than those for vector–like quarks. In addition, the rates are much smaller for the neutral-current processes with the photon and/or Z exchanges than for the charged-current W exchange. While the cross sections for NN, LL, EE production are comparable and barely reach the fb level for m_L = 400 GeV at the 8 TeV LHC, they are a factor 20 larger for NL production. The latter process is thus the best probe of vector leptons in pair production. Note again that the cross sections increase by about two orders of magnitude when moving from √ s = 8 TeV to √ s = 100 TeV.

Let us finally mention that, for m_L = 200 GeV, the cross section for single Nℓ and associated NL pair production at the LHC with √ s = 8 TeV are, respectively, σ(pp → Nl̄ + Nl̄) ≈ 15 fb and σ(pp → L^±N) ≈ 600 fb. These values will be needed when we will discuss the sensitivity of future searches on the vector–like fermions.

The other important set of processes for vector–like fermion production is provided by single production through mixing. In the case of vector–like leptons, the situation is rather simple, as there is only one relevant process which is qq̄ → V^∗ → Lℓ where the intermediate state can be either a W or Z boson, see Fig. 17d (left). For instance, the partonic cross section for the production of a heavy neutrino in association with a charged ordinary lepton is simply given by σ̂(qq̄ → N̄ℓ + ℓ̄N) = πα^2 18ŝ

(1 − μ^2_N )^2(1 +^1_2 μ^2_N ) (1 − M^2_W /ŝ)^2 ξ^2_{W Nℓ} s^4_W

, (4.8)

where μ_N ≡ m_N / √ ŝ. This is the cross section that led to the constraints m_N >∼ 200 GeV for ξ^2_{W Nℓ} ≈ 0.01 derived by the CMS collaboration in the search for Majorana neutrinos decaying into two same-sign muons and jets [90]. The cross sections for other leptonic final states can be obtained by simply adapting the couplings. 36

The production rates in the process pp → N̄ℓ + ℓ̄N are shown in the left–hand side of Fig. 20 for various collider energies as a function of the heavy lepton mass for a mixing angle ξ^2 = 10^{−2}. They are not too small and, for m_N = 400 GeV, they increase from the level of 1 fb at √ s = 8 TeV to about 100 fb at √ s = 100 TeV. The chances of observing such a process are therefore not negligible at very high energy pp colliders.

Figure 20: Cross sections for the associated production of the heavy neutral vector– like leptons with Standard Model leptons (left) and for the associated production of heavy vector–like quarks and Standard Model quarks (right) as functions of the heavy fermion masses. In both cases, the mixing angles have been taken generically to be ξ^2 = 10^{−2} and the rates are shown at various collider energies.

There are also processes for the single production of the vector-like quarks in association with their light quark partners through mixing as seen above for leptons. The rates are indeed suppressed by the small mixing angles but, for high masses, some compensation is provided by the more favourable phase space, compared to the pair production channels. Several single production processes exist but we will consider the two which should, in principle, lead to the largest cross sections.

First are the processes in which the production occurs through the virtual exchange of the V = W, Z vector bosons. There is the possibility of s–channel Z boson exchange in qq̄ → Qq̄ but also W exchange in qq̄ → Qq̄^′ as already mentioned for vector–like leptons. These diagrams lead in general to contributions ∝ 1/ŝ, given by an expression similar to eq. (4.8), that are small. There are also contributions that are generated by the exchange of the V = W, Z bosons in the t–channel and which involve the mixing between the heavy Q and the initial state light q parton; see Fig. 17c (right). This gives rise to an extremely large enhancement of the cross section, which can be approximated in this case by σ̂(qq → qQ) = 2πα^2 3ŝ ζ^2_{V qQ} (v^2_q + a^2_q )(1 − μ^2)F(v) , (4.9)

where v = M^2_V /ŝ, μ^2 = m^2_Q/ŝ and a_q, v_q are the full axial and vector V qq̄ couplings: a_q = 2I^3_q /(4c_W s_W ) and v_q = (2I^3_q −4e_qs^2_W )/(4c_W s_W ) for the Z boson and a_q = v_q = 1/(2 √ 2s_W ) 37 for the W boson. The function F(x), obtained when only the leading contributions at high energies are included, is given by (the complete expressions can be found in Ref. [83]) F(x) ≈ 1 x + 2 log 1 x(1 − μ^2)

. (4.10)

Note that in eq. (4.9) above the generic parton q stands for both quarks and antiquarks.

The cross sections of the pp → qQ mechanism (they have been multiplied by a factor of two to obtain the rates for the charged conjugate process with Q̄), where Q is a “first generation” vector–like quark that couples to the u quark with a mixing angle ξ = 10^{−1}, are displayed in the right–hand side of Fig. 20 as a function of m_Q for the usual collider energies. As can be seen, they are quite substantial for the assumed mixing and at the LHC with √ s = 14 TeV, one obtains cross sections of the order of 100 fb (10 fb) for m_Q = 1.5 TeV (2 TeV). For such masses, the rates are much larger than for pair production, despite the mixing and the smaller electroweak coupling. The rates increase more rapidly with centre-of-mass energy and for m_Q = 5 TeV the cross section is still at the pb level at a 100 TeV collider for the chosen mixing angle ξ = 10^{−1}.

A second process that is relevant for single vector–like production is the associated production with a vector boson, qg → V Q with V = W, Z. There are two channels involved in this mechanism: one in which the qg pairs annihilates through the s–channel exchange of q^∗ which splits into the V Q pair, and another in which the heavy quark Q is exchanged in the t–channel; see Fig. 17e. The total production cross section, in the limit ŝ, m_Q ≫ M_V which is appropriate in our case, is given by the very simple expression^{20} σ̂(qg → V Q) = α_sG_μ 12 √ 2 ĝ^2_V ξ^2_{V qQ}μ^2_Q [ (1 + 2μ^2_Q + 2μ^4_Q) log 1 μ^2_Q − 1 2 (1 − μ^2_Q)(3 + 7μ^2_Q) ] (4.11)

with G_μ the Fermi coupling constant, ĝ_W = √ 2 and ĝ_Z = 1/c_W and again μ_Q = m_Q/ √ ŝ. We have evaluated the cross sections in the case of a heavy vector–like quark Q that couples to the first generation u, d quarks with final states involving both the W and Z bosons with masses that have been neglected (when folding with the parton distributions, we have thus summed over all first generation quark and antiquark contributions). The results for the production cross sections are displayed in Fig. 21 as a function of the mass m_Q for several energies of the pp colliders and a mixing angle fixed to ξ = 0.1.

Despite of the ξ^2 suppression, the cross sections are extremely large. Already for a 1 TeV quark, the rates at the √ s = 14 TeV LHC are an order of magnitude larger than in the QCD pair production process. At √ s = 100 TeV, the rates relative to √ s = 14 TeV are of the same order, σ ≈ 25 pb, for a mass m_Q = 1 TeV. But for higher Q masses, there can be a huge difference: the rates for pp → V Q are larger than those of pp → QQ̄ by an order of magnitude for m_Q = 3 TeV and by three orders for m_Q = 10 TeV.

Hence, these single production processes are the most copious sources of vector–like quarks and they allow to probe mixing angles that are very small (more than an order of magnitude smaller than ξ = 0.1). With such large rates, one could even probe second and third generation heavy quark if inter-family mixing is not prohibitively small.

20All these processes for single vector–like quark production are similar to those involved in single top quark [99]. Surprisingly enough, we did not find in the literature the simple formula of eq. (4.11) for the total cross section in this specific single top production case. 38

Figure 21: The production cross sections in pp collisions of single vector–like quarks in the process qg → QW and qg → QZ as a function of the mass for several collider energies; a mixing angle ξ = 0.1 is assumed.

We close this Section by discussing the sensitivity of future searches at the LHC and at higher-energy pp colliders to the masses and couplings of the vector–like fermions. The LHC experiments have already searched for the coloured heavy quarks during Run 1, with exclusion sensitivity to masses above 800 GeV [55] from pair production as discussed above (we will not discuss single production which is more model-dependent). In order to extrapolate this sensitivity to higher energies and luminosities, we assume that a similar number of events would be required at another centre-of-mass energy, while noting that more efficient multivariate discrimination and boosted techniques might lead lead to improved sensitivity at the future LHC runs and higher-energy pp colliders.

Neglecting this possibility of improved analyses techniques and simply considering the cross sections for the pair production processes discussed in the previous subsection, we have evaluated the prospective sensitivities to heavy vector-like quarks at the LHC with various energies and luminosities and at higher-energy pp colliders. Our results are summarised in Table 3 in the four models with vector–like fermion content discussed in Section 2. We have used the facts that Models 2, 3 and 4 have, respectively, twice, four times and four times as many heavy quark degrees of freedom as Model 1.

As can be seen, depending on the considered model, sensitivities to vector–like quark masses between 1.7 TeV and 2.0 TeV can be reached at the LHC with √ s = 14 TeV and 300 fb^{−1} of data. Thanks to the huge increase in the production cross sections when moving to higher centre-of-mass energies, the sensitivity improves by a factor of approximately 8 at a pp collider with √ s = 100 TeV energy and 20 ab^{−1} of data, allowing one to probe vector–like masses higher than the 10 TeV level; see also Ref. [20].

Turning to vector–like leptons, future sensitivities may be derived from the ones obtained by the ATLAS collaboration in searches at the 8 TeV LHC with approximately 20 fb^{−1} of data in the Type-III seesaw model discussed previously [91, 92] and which led to a bound m_L >∼ 400 GeV in this model (assuming of course the specific multi–lepton decay pattern which simplified the search and led to the quite stringent bound).

Vector-like quark mass sensitivity Vector-like lepton mass sensitivity model 100fb^{−1} 300fb^{−1} 300fb^{−1} 20ab^{−1} 100fb^{−1} 300fb^{−1} 300fb^{−1} 20ab^{−1} 13 TeV 14 TeV 33 TeV 100 TeV 13 TeV 14 TeV 33 TeV 100 TeV 1 1.4 1.7 3.1 11.7 - 2 1.5 1.8 3.4 12.7 - 3 1.6 2.0 3.7 13.7 - 4 1.6 2.0 3.7 13.7 0.56 0.73 1.7 5.3

Table 3: Prospective model sensitivities to massive vector-like quarks (left) and leptons (right) [with the particle masses in TeV] in the indicated pp collider and scenario.

In the singlet Model 4 of Section 2, which includes a family of vector–like fermions, there are SU(2) lepton doublets with charged and neutral components and an SU(2) singlet charged lepton. The cross sections at the LHC are σ(pp → Nl̄) ≈ 13 fb (for ξ^2 ≈ 0.01) and σ(pp → L^±N) ≈ 600 fb, i.e., ≈ 30% smaller than those assumed by ATLAS to set the limits that were discussed previously. The present sensitivity in Model 4 will be thus slightly worse and, if the vector-like leptons are degenerate, may be assumed to be m_L ≈ 300 GeV from pair production (the limit from single production depends on the mixing angle). Using the same equal-sensitivity assumption as for vector quarks, we find the prospective future sensitivities to vector-like leptons of Model 4 that are shown in the last column of Table 3 for the LHC and for higher-energy pp colliders.

We conclude that hadron colliders have indeed some sensitivity to heavy leptons; see also Ref. [20]. Nevertheless, the sensitivities above should be taken only as indications, as they are quite model–dependent. For instance, they are weaker if decays into third generation leptons are allowed or even dominant. The sensitivity also weakens if there is a mass difference between the neutral leptons that would lead to cascade decays. Finally, if the lightest vector–like lepton is the dark matter particle and is thus stable, all these searches become extremely difficult because the N lepton escapes detection.

4.4 Production of vector-like fermions in e^+e^− collisions

We turn now to e^+e^− colliders. Thinking that the vector-like leptons might be the lightest, we focus first on lepton pair production: e^+e^− → L^+L^−, which is kinematically possible for m_L <∼^1_2 √ s. The total cross section for fermion pair depends on the electric charge and the vector–like ZF F̄ coupling given in eq. (4.1)

σ(e^+e^− → F F̄ ) = σ_0N_c 1 2 β_F (3 − β^2_F ) [ e^2_ee^2_F + 2e_ee_F v_ev_F 1 − M^2_Z /s + (a^2_e + v^2_e )v^2_F (1 − M^2_Z /s)^2 ] , (4.12)

where N_c is the colour number, σ_0 = 4πα^2/3s is the point–like QED cross section for muon pair production, β_F = (1 − 4m^2_F /s)^{1/2} the velocity and the reduced couplings of the electron to the Z boson are v_e = (−1 + 4s^2_W )/(4s_W c_W ) and a_e = −1/(4s_W c_W ).

The cross sections for lepton pair production are shown in the left panel of Fig. 22 as functions of √ s for the masses m_L = m_N = 400 GeV. We note that in the case of neutral vector-like leptons the cross section for e^+e^− → NN proceeds only through Z–boson 40 exchange, Fig. 17c, and the rate is in general much smaller than for charged leptons. For Dirac particles the cross section rises as β_N close to threshold, whereas Majorana fermions have a β^3_N behaviour, like scalars, which could be a useful diagnostic tool.

We note that, since they have no axial couplings to the Z boson, there is no forward– backward asymmetry in e^+e^− → L^+L^−, A_{F B} ∝ a_F = 0. Furthermore, the polarization vectors of the heavy leptons have vanishing longitudinal components with respect to the flight direction, whereas the transverse components are small and positive [83].

The right panel of Fig. 22 shows the pair production cross sections at √ s = 3 TeV for the vector-like fermions U, D, E and N as functions of m_F . It is clear that a 3 TeV e^+e^− collider such as CLIC would be able to produce copiously and study in detail any of these vector-like fermions, even if they have masses close to the beam energy.

Figure 22: Left panel: Cross sections for pair-production of the heavy vector–like charged and neutral leptons at an e^+e^− collider as functions of the centre-of-mass energy √ s for the mass values m_L = m_N = 400 GeV, ordered with decreasing cross sections. In addition to the pair production processes e^+e^− → NN̄, L^+L^− with the isospin of the particles given in brackets, we also include the pair-production of doubly-charged leptons, e^+e^− → L^{++}L^{−−}. Right panel: Cross sections at √ s = 3 TeV for the pair production of vector-like fermions U, D, E and N as functions of m_F .

Single production of vector-like leptons is possible in e^+e^− collisions in association with the light Standard Model leptons, e^+e^− → L^±_i l^∓_i and e^+e^− → N_iν_i, via the mixing angles ξ_i [83, 100]. These processes are, in contrast to pair production, not democratic. One would have, in terms of the reduced electron couplings, â_e = −1 and v̂_e = −1 + 4s^2_W ,

σ(e^+e^− → F f̄) = σ_0N_c ζ^2_{ZF f} 128c^4_W s^4_W

(â^2_e + v̂^2_e )

(1 − μ^2)^2(1 +^1_2 μ^2)

(1 − z)^2

, (4.13)

with μ^2 = m^2_F /s and z = M^2_Z /s. In addition, for vector-like leptons with couplings to the electron, one needs to include additional t–channel vector boson exchanges: W –exchange for the neutral leptons and Z–exchange for the charged leptons; Fig. 17d. Complete expressions for the angular distributions and the total cross sections for these processes 41 in the general case can be found in Refs. [82,83]. Here we simply give the dominant piece in the limit where M_W , M_Z ≪ √ s, with only the leading logarithms being retained:

σ(e^+e^− → Ēe) = σ_0 3ζ^2_{ZeE} 64c^4_W s^4_W

(v̂^2_e + â^2_e)(1 − μ^2)F(z) ,

σ(e^+e^− → N̄_eν_e) =

3σ_0 16s^4_W

(v̂^2_e + â^2_e)(1 − μ^2)F(w) , (4.14)

where the function F is given in eq. (4.10). The cross sections are shown in Fig. 23 as functions of √ s for m_L = m_N = 400 GeV, assuming ξ^2_i = 10^{−2} for all mixing angles. They are much smaller in the case of neutral and charged leptons with couplings only to the second- and third-generation Standard Model leptons, since the cross sections for vectorlike leptons coupled to electrons are enhanced by some two to three orders of magnitude thanks to the t–channel exchanges. This effect is particularly marked for neutral vectorlike leptons, where rates of the order of 1 pb for N̄ν_e +ν̄_eN production can be obtained for mixing angles ζ^2 = 10^{−2}, larger than in pair production, which is not mixing suppressed. The reason is that there is a contribution that grows like 1/w = s^2/M^2_W and another like log(1/w). The cross section for charged vector-like leptons is an order of magnitude less as a result of the smaller Z couplings, is nevertheless also significant.

Figure 23: Cross sections for single production of the heavy vector–like charged and neutral leptons in association with ordinary leptons at an e^+e^− collider, as functions of the centre-of-mass energy √ s for the mass values m_L = m_N = 400 GeV, assuming mixing ξ^2 = 10^{−2} with ordinary leptons e or μ, τ. The cross section in the case of vector–like quarks with the same mass is also shown.

Regarding their detection, as mentioned previously, these fermions decay through mixing into gauge bosons and ordinary leptons, L^± → ℓ^±Z, νW^± and N → νZ, e^±W^∓, with rates that are in general twice as large for the charged decays as for the neutral ones. There are potentially also decays involving the light h boson in the final state, which have magnitudes that are strongly dependent on the mixing pattern. If only these decays are considered, detecting the vector-like leptons in an e^+e^− environment is not a problem, provided that the production rates are large enough (such decays involving leptons and missing energy could be relatively easily detectable even at pp colliders). 42

However, there is a special and more complicated situation that could be of interest. If the lightest vector-like fermion is a neutral lepton, it might be (meta-)stable and a candidate for the dark matter particle. This vector-like lepton would be invisible and escape detection, except in a ‘neutrino counting’ experiment where the heavy neutrino is pair-produced in association with a photon radiated from the initial state, e^+e^− → NN̄ γ. However, the charged vector lepton E could decay into the neutral one and a W boson, which would be off–shell if the mass difference m_E − m_N is small, E → NW^∗ → Nff̄, with the N state again escaping detection. These channels with soft leptons and a large amount of missing energy will be more difficult to probe (in particular at hadron colliders) since they have signatures similar to supersymmetry with a compressed spectrum.

Finally, a very interesting set of processes for the vector-like leptons would be production in association with a Higgs boson^{21}, e^+e^− → LL̄ + Higgs, taking advantage of the large Yukawa couplings ∝ m_L/v. Most favoured by phase space is the process e^+e^− → hLL̄ with h the standard–like Higgs boson with a mass M_h = 125 GeV. This is similar to the associated tt̄h processes discussed in Ref. [74], and the cross sections are shown in the left panel of Fig. 24 as functions of √ s, again for a mass m_L = 400 GeV.

We consider the cases of the N state with isospin +^1_2 and the L^−, L^{−−} states with isospin −^1_2 , and assume that the Yukawa couplings are simply proportional to the vectorlike lepton masses Y_{Li} = Y_{Ni} = m_i/v. Here, the dominant contribution to the cross section comes from vector-like lepton pair production through s–channel γ and Z exchange, with one of them emitting the h boson, e^+e^− → L̄L^∗ → hL̄L, and this is the only contribution retained in the figure. As expected, simply because of the electric charge, the largest cross section is obtained for L^{−−}, followed by that for L^− and then that for N. One has rates of a few fb to a few tens of fb at centre-of-mass energies √ s ≈ 1.5 TeV, where the phase space and the 1/s behaviours are not too penalizing.

Another mechanism is Φ = H, A production in association with a pair of heavy leptons, e^+e^− → L̄LΦ (there is also single production in the channels e^+e^− → L̄ℓΦ, but this is suppressed by the mixing in addition to phase space) and the rates are shown in the right panel of Fig. 24 for the L^{−−}, L^−, N lepton and H/A cases. Except for the phasespace suppression, the production rates follow those of the hL̄L processes, dominated by the e^+e^− → L^{++}L^{−−}Φ channel, for which the cross section can reach the fb level. This is the case for production with the H state, in particular, as the rate is twice as large as in the case of A for energies below 3 TeV where the chiral limit is not yet attained.

We close this Section by noting that the charged vector–like fermions can also be pair produced at photon colliders in the processes γγ → F F̄ , which would be particularly interesting for doubly–charged leptons since the production rates are proportional to e^4_F ; for singly charged leptons, the rate is a factor of four higher than for the scalar case shown in Fig. 15. Heavy leptons having couplings to the electron can also be singly produced in the eγ option of linear e^+e^− colliders and the relevant processes, eγ → NW and eγ → EZ (similar to Fig. 17e), might have large rates for not too tiny mixing angles.

21In addition, vector-like lepton production in association with a vector boson might be important. As the cross sections for e^+e^− → W^+W^− and ZZ production are rather large, the emission of heavy plus light leptons by virtual V bosons through mixing, e^+e^− → V V^∗ → V Lℓ̄, might lead to rates that are not negligible compared to the single production processes, in particular for heavy leptons that do no mix with the electrons and whose rates are thus not enhanced.

Figure 24: Cross sections for production of the heavy charged and neutral vector–like leptons in association with the Standard Model–like h boson (left panel) and the Φ = H/A states (right panel). We assume m_L =m_N =400 GeV and consider the L^{−−}, L^−, N cases with standard–like Yukawa couplings ∝ m_i/v.

5 Conclusions

The first question for the continuation of LHC Run 2 is whether the initial hint of the 750 GeV Φ resonance decaying into two photons will be confirmed. If so, measurements of its strength and width would provide information on the parameters of the state (or states) that could discriminate between different models. For example, the 2HDM benchmark models studied here suggest that there may be two near-degenerate Φ states, with natural widths greater than the experimental resolution, yielding an asymmetric lineshape. As follow-ups, more detailed measurements would be possible at a higher-energy pp collider, and it would be possible to make a precision measurement of Γ(Φ → γγ) via γγ collisions at an e^+e^− collider with centre-of-mass energy ≃ 1 TeV [11], as discussed in Sections 2 and 3.

In the case of the 2HDM benchmarks, the decay Φ → tt̄ decay would be dominant, and its detection may lie within reach of the LHC experiments. One should also search for the other diboson decays of the Φ state, Φ → Zγ, ZZ and W^+W^−, which would help distinguish between different singlet models as seen in Table 1, as well as other fermionic decay modes such as b̄b and τ^+τ^− that could show up in the 2HDM benchmarks, along possibly with the interesting H → hh and A → hZ channels. Thorough searches for these decay modes will require high–luminosity running for the LHC [9,10] followed by a higher-energy pp collider such as HE-LHC [17], SPPC [18] or FCC-hh [19].

A common feature of the benchmark scenarios considered here is the need for additional vector-like matter particles, which we assume to be fermions. As discussed in Section 4, future LHC searches for these particles are very promising, with the capability to explore all the parameter spaces of some singlet models. Measurements of pair production of vector-like fermions at e^+e^− machines are also promising, particularly for vector-like leptons. These may well be lighter than vector-like quarks, which could help explain the magnitude of the Φ → γγ signal: see Figs. 3 and 6. Single production of vector-like fermions in association with Standard Model fermions would have lower thresholds than pair production, and hence may be more accessible to the LHC and/or an e^+e^− collider, depending on the magnitudes of their mixing with their Standard Model counterparts. Single production processes would be very interesting for measuring their mixing, and thereby constraining models of the vector-like fermions.

The 2HDM benchmark scenarios have the distinctive feature that they predict the existence of two neutral Higgs bosons H, A contributing to the Φ signal, as well as a pair of accompanying charged Higgs bosons H^±. The two H, A states would not be exactly degenerate. A typical separation is ∼ 15 GeV, which might also help explain the hint of a non-negligible width for Φ reported by ATLAS. The LHC and other experiments might be able to resolve the Φ structure into two peaks, each with a measurable natural width. As discussed in Section 3, there are many interesting opportunities to search for pair production of the H, A and H^± states in pp collisions, as well as their production in association with W , Z or h bosons, or t̄t pairs. Similar final states may also be accessible in e^+e^− collisions, as may various processes for H^± production. CLIC [12], with its centre-of-mass energy up to 3 TeV would be particularly well placed for such studies.

We have in this paper barely skimmed the surface of the physics possibilities that would be opened up if the existence of the Φ state is confirmed. Such a discovery would open a new era in particle physics, with a new layer of degrees of freedom at the TeV scale. If the Φ discovery is confirmed, it will shine a new light on options for possible future colliders, placing a premium on those with sufficient energy to produce the new particles, while also suggesting a new motivation for precision low-energy experiments. We await with interest the verdicts of the ATLAS and CMS Collaborations.

Acknowledgements

Discussions with and help from our collaborators S.A.R. Ellis, V. Sanz, R. Singh and T. You, and comments from H. Ito and M. McCullough are gratefully acknowledged. The work of AD is supported by the ERC Advanced Investigator Grant Higgs@LHC, and he thanks the CERN Theory Department for its hospitality. The work of JE was supported partly by the London Centre for Terauniverse Studies (LCTS), using funding from the European Research Council via the Advanced Investigator Grant 26732, and partly by the STFC Grant ST/L000326/1. The work of JQ was supported by the STFC Grant ST/L000326/1. The work of R.M.G. is supported by the Department of Science and Technology, India under Grant No. SR/S2/JCB-64/2007 under the J.C. Bose Fellowship scheme and the Indo-French LIA-IFTHEP.

References

[1] J. Olsen, CMS physics results from Run 2 presented on Dec. 15th, 2015, M. Kado, ATLAS physics results from Run 2 presented on Dec. 15th, 2015,

https://indico.cern.ch/event/442432/.

[2] ATLAS Collaboration, ATLAS-CONF-2015-081, https://atlas.web.cern.ch/

Atlas/GROUPS/PHYSICS/CONFNOTES/ATLAS-CONF-2015-081/.

[3] CMS Collaboration, CMS PAS EXO-15-004, https://cds.cern.ch/record/

2114808/files/EXO-15-004-pas.pdf.

[4] ATLAS Collaboration, Phys. Lett. B716 (2012) 1; CMS Collaboration, Phys. Lett.

B716 (2012) 30.

[5] L. Landau, Dokl. Akad. Nauk Ser. Fiz. 60 (1948) 207; C. Yang, Phys. Rev. 77 (1950) 242.

[6] ATLAS collaboration, arXiv:1512.01530; arXiv:1512.05099; CMS collaboration, arXiv: 1512.01224.

[7] J. Steinberger, Phys. Rev. 76 (1949) 1180; J. S. Schwinger, Phys. Rev. 82 (1951) 664; S. L. Adler, Phys. Rev. 177 (1969) 2426; J. S. Bell and R. Jackiw, Nuovo Cim. A 60 (1969) 47; M. S. Chanowitz and J. R. Ellis, Phys. Lett. B40 (1972) 397; R. J. Crewther, Phys. Rev. Lett. 28 (1972) 1421.

[8] J. Ellis, M.K. Gaillard and D.V. Nanopoulos, Nucl. Phys. B106 (1976) 292; H.

Georgi, S. Glashow, M. Machacek and D. Nanopoulos, Phys. Rev. Lett. 40 (1978) 692; A.I. Vaĭnshteĭn, M.B. Voloshin, V.I. Zakharov and M.A. Shifman, Sov. J. Nucl. Phys. 30 (1979) 711.

[9] ATLAS Collaboration, Physics at a High-Luminosity LHC with ATLAS, arXiv:1307.7292.

[10] CMS Collaboration, Projected performance of an upgraded CMS detector at the LHC and HL–LHC, arXiv:1307.7135.

[11] ILC Collaboration: J. Brau et al., arXiv:0712.1950; G. Aarons et al., arXiv:0709.1893; N. Phinney, N. Toge and N. Walker, arXiv:0712.2361; T. Behnke et al., arXiv:0712.2356.

[12] L. Linssen, A. Miyamoto, M. Stanitzki and H. Weerts, arXiv:1202.5940.

[13] M. Bicer et al. [TLEP Design Study Collaboration], JHEP 1401 (2014) 164.

[14] See the web site http://cepc.ihep.ac.cn/preCDR/volume.html.

[15] I.F. Ginzburg, G.L. Kotkin, S.L. Panfil, V.G. Serbo and V.I. Telnov, Nucl.Instrum.Meth. A219 (1984) 5.

[16] D. L. Borden, D. A. Bauer and D. O. Caldwell, Phys. Rev. D48 (1993) 4018; B.

Badelek et al., Int. J. Mod. Phys. A19 (2004) 5097; A. de Roeck, hep-ph/0311138; E. Boos et al., Nucl Instrum. Meth. A472 (2001) 100; D. Asner et al., hep-ph/0308103; M.M. Velasco et al., hep-ex/0111055; D. Asner, J. Gronberg and J.F. Gunion, Phys. Rev. D67 (2003) 035009.

[17] See e.g. U. Baur et al., Report of the Working Group, Physics at future colliders, in the proceedings of the APS/DPF/DPB Snowmmass Summer Study on the Future of Particle Physics, hep-ph/0201227.

[18] Jingyu Tang et al., Concept for a Future Super Proton-Proton Collider, arXiv:1507.03224.

[19] See the web site https://fcc.web.cern.ch/Pages/default.aspx.

[20] N. Arkani-Hamed, T. Han, M. Mangano and L-T. Wang, arXiv:1511.06495.

[21] J. Ellis, S.A.R. Ellis, J. Quevillon, V. Sanz and T. You, arXiv:1512.05327.

[22] The following is a sampling of phenomenological analyses of singlet models that are similar in philosophy to ours: S. Knapen, T. Melia, M. Papucci and K. Zurek, arXiv:1512.04928 [hep-ph]; D. Buttazzo, A. Greljo and D. Marzocca, arXiv:1512.04929 [hep-ph]; A. Pilaftsis, arXiv:1512.04931 [hepph]; R. Franceschini et al., arXiv:1512.04933 [hep-ph]; S. Di Chiara, L. Marzola and M. Raidal, arXiv:1512.04939 [hep-ph]; S. D. McDermott, P. Meade and H. Ramani, arXiv:1512.05326 [hep-ph]; R. S. Gupta, S. Jger, Y. Kats, G. Perez and E. Stamou, arXiv:1512.05332 [hep-ph]; A. Falkowski, O. Slone and T. Volansky, arXiv:1512.05777 [hep-ph]; E. Molinaro, F. Sannino and N. Vignaroli, arXiv:1512.05334 [hep-ph]; Y. Nakai, R. Sato and K. Tobioka, arXiv:1512.04924 [hep-ph]; B. Dutta, Y. Gao, T. Ghosh, I. Gogoladze and T. Li, arXiv:1512.05439 [hep-ph]; Q.-H. Cao et al., arXiv:1512.05542 [hep-ph]; P. Cox et al., arXiv:1512.05618 [hep-ph]; A. Ahmed et al., arXiv:1512.05771 [hep-ph]; S. Fichet, G. von Gersdorff and C. Royon, arXiv:1512.05751 [hep-ph]; R. Martinez, arXiv:1512.05617 [hep-ph]; W. Chao, R. Huo and J.-H. Yu, arXiv:1512.05738 [hep-ph]; R. Benbrik, C.-H. Chen and T. Nomura, arXiv:1512.06028 [hep-ph]; H. Han, S. Wang and S. Zheng, arXiv:1512.06562 [hep-ph]; T.F. Feng et al., arXiv:1512.06696 [hep-ph]; I. Chakraborty and A. Kundu, arXiv:1512.06508 [hepph]; S. Boucenna, S. Morisi and A. Vicente, arXiv:1512.06878 [hep-ph]; K. Das and S. K. Rai, arXiv:1512.07789 [hep-ph]; F. Goertz, J.F. Kamenik, A. Katz and M. Nardecchia, arXiv:1512.08500 [hep-ph]; L. Bian, N. Chen, D. Liu and J. Shu, arXiv:1512.05759 [hep-ph]; W. Chao, arXiv:1512.06297 [hep-ph]; H. Han, S. Wang and S. Zheng, arXiv:1512.06562 [hep-ph]; M. Cvetic, J. Halverson and P. Langacker, arXiv:1512.07622 [hep-ph]; A. Alves, A. Dias and K. Sinha, arXiv:1512.06091 [hepph]; L. J. Hall, K. Harigaya and Y. Nomura, arXiv:1512.07904 [hep-ph]; G. Li, Y. n. Mao, Y. L. Tang, C. Zhang, Y. Zhou and S. h. Zhu, arXiv:1512.08255 [hep-ph]; M. Son and A. Urbano, arXiv:1512.08307 [hep-ph]; F. Wang et al., arXiv:1512.08434 [hep-ph]; I. Low and J. Lykken, arXiv:1512.09089 [hep-ph]; A.E.C. Hernandez, arXiv:1512.09092 [hep-ph]; A. Karozas, S. F. King, G. K. Leontaris and A. K. Meadowcroft, arXiv:1601.00640 [hep-ph]; B. Dutta et al., arXiv:1601.00866 [hep-ph]; S. Kanemura, N. Machida, S. Odori and T. Shindou, arXiv:1512.09053 [hep-ph]; K. Ghorbani and H. Ghorbani, arXiv:1601.00602; H. Zhang, arXiv:1601.01355 [hepph]; S. Fichet, G. von Gersdorff and C. Royon, arXiv:1601.01712 [hep-ph]; J. Cao eta l., arXiv:1601.02570 [hep-ph]; R. Ding et al., arXiv:1601.02714 [hep-ph]. 47

[23] A. Angelescu, A. Djouadi and G. Moreau, arXiv:1512.04921.

[24] The following is a sampling of phenomenological analyses of two-Higgs doublet models that are similar in philosophy to ours: S. Di Chiara, L. Marzola and M. Raidal, arXiv:1512.04939 [hep-ph]; D. Becirevic, E. Bertuzzo, O. Sumensari and R. Z. Funchal, arXiv:1512.05623 [hep-ph]; A. Kobakhidze et al., arXiv:1512.05585 [hep-ph]; X. F. Han and L. Wang, arXiv:1512.06587 [hep-ph]; W.C. Huang, Y. Tsai and T.C. Yuan, arXiv:1512.07268 [hep-ph]; S. Moretti and K. Yagyu, arXiv:1512.07462 [hep-ph]; M. Badziak, arXiv:1512.07497 [hep-ph]; S. Chakraborty, A. Chakraborty and S. Raychaudhuri, arXiv:1512.07527 [hep-ph]; W. Altmannshofer et al., arXiv:1512.07616 [hep-ph]; K. Cheung et al., arXiv:1512.07853 [hep-ph]; N. Bizot, S. Davidson, M. Frigerio and J.-L. Kneur, arXiv:1512.08508 [hep-ph]; Y. L. Tang and S. h. Zhu, arXiv:1512.08323 [hep-ph]; A. Hernández, I. Varzielas and E. Schumacher, arXiv:1601.00661 [hep-ph]; W. Chao, arXiv:1601.00633 [hep-ph]; X-F. Han et al., arXiv:1601.00534 [hep-ph]; N. Sonmez, arXiv:1601.01837 [hep-ph].

[25] Particle Data Group (K. Olive et al.), Chin. Phys. C38 (2014) 090001.

[26] See for instance with Z^′ bosons, M. Chala, M. Duerr, F. Kahlhoefer and K. Schmidt- Hoberg, arXiv:1512.06833; S. Moretti, Phys. Rev. D91 (2015) 014012; N. Toro and I. Yavin, Phys. Rev. D86 (2012) 055005.

[27] A.D. Martin, W. Stirling, R. Thorne and G. Watt, Eur. Phys. J. C63 (2009) 189.

[28] See https://twiki.cern.ch/twiki/bin/view/LHCPhysics/LHCHXSWGPDF.

[29] A. Djouadi, Phys. Rept. 457 (2008) 1.

[30] For a previous study of Φ phenomenology in γγ collisions, see H. Ito, T. Moroi and Y. Takaesu, arXiv:1601.01144 [hep-ph].

[31] R.M. Godbole, S.D. Rindani and R.K. Singh, Phys. Rev. D67 (2003) 095009 [Phys.

Rev. D71 (2005) 039902].

[32] See e.g. G.P. Lepage and S.J. Brodsky, Phys. Rev. D22 (1980) 2157; P. Maris and Tandy, Phys. Rev. C61 (2000) 045202; J.A. Oller, L. Roca and C. Schat, Phys. Lett. B659 (2008) 201.

[33] G.J. Gounaris, F.M. Renard and N.D. Vlachos, Nucl. Phys. B459 (1996) 51.

[34] A. Barroso, J. Pulido and J.C. Romao, Nucl. Phys. B267 (1986) 509; A. Abbasabadi, D. Bowser-Chao, D.A. Dicus and W. Repko, Phys. Rev. D52 (1995) 3919; A. Djouadi, V. Driesen, W. Hollik and J. Rosiek. Nucl. Phys. B491 (1997) 68; Eur. Phys.J. C1 (1998) 163.

[35] See for instance: V. Barger et al., Phys. Rev. D49 (1994) 79.

[36] See e.g. S. Biswal, R. Godbole, B. Mellado and S. Raychaudhuri, Phys. Rev. Lett.

109 (2012) 261801.

[37] S. Biswal, R. Godbole, R. Singh and D. Choudhury, Phys. Rev. D 73 (2006) 035001, [Phys. Rev. D 74 (2006) 039904]; S. Biswal, D. Choudhury, R. Godbole and Mamta, Phys. Rev. D 79 (2009) 035012.

[38] A. Djouadi, R.M. Godbole, B. Mellado and K. Mohan, Phys. Lett. B723 (2013) 307; R. Godbole, D. Miller, K. Mohan and C. White, JHEP 1504 (2015) 103.

[39] For a review on 2HDMs, see G. Branco et al., Phys. Rept. 516 (2012) 1.

[40] J. Gunion, H. Haber, G. Kane and S. Dawson, The Higgs Hunter’s Guide, Reading 1990.

[41] A. Djouadi, Phys. Rept. 459 (2008) 1.

[42] A. Djouadi, L. Maiani, G. Moreau, A. Polosa, J. Quevillon and V. Riquer, Eur.

Phys. J. C73 (2013) 2650; L. Maiani, A.D. Polosa and V. Riquier, New J. Phys. 14 (2012) 073029; A. Djouadi and J. Quevillon, JHEP 1310 (2013) 028.

[43] A. Djouadi, L. Maiani, A. Polosa, J. Quevillon, V. Riquer, JHEP 1506 (2015) 168.

[44] ATLAS and CMS Collaborations, ATLAS-CONF-2015-044.

[45] See, e.g., M. Carena et al., JHEP 1404 (2014) 015.

[46] See, e.g., H.E. Haber, hep-ph/9505240.

[47] Y. Okada, M. Yamaguchi and T. Yanagida, Prog. Theor. Phys. 85 (1991) 1; J. Ellis, G. Ridolfi and F. Zwirner, Phys. Lett. B257 (1991) 83; H. Haber and R. Hempfling, Phys. Rev. Lett. 66 (1991) 1815.

[48] E. Bagnaschi et al., note LHCHXSWG-2015-002.

[49] A. Djouadi and A. Lenz, Phys. Lett. B715 (2012) 310; A. Denner et al., Eur.Phys.J.

C72 (2012) 1992; E. Kuflik, Y. Nir and T. Volansky, Phys. Rev. Lett. 110 (2013) 091801; A. Djouadi, P. Gambino and B. Kniehl, Nucl. Phys. B523 (1998) 17.

[50] The numerical analyses on Higgs decays are performed using the program HDECAY:

A. Djouadi, J. Kalinowski and M. Spira, Comput. Phys. Commun. 108 (1998) 56; A. Djouadi, M. Muhlleitner and M. Spira, Acta. Phys. Polon. B38 (2007) 635.

[51] See, e.g., Y. Mambrini, G. Arcadi and A. Djouadi, arXiv:1512.04913; M. Backovic, A. Mariotti and D. Redigolo, arXiv:1512.04917; D. Barducci, A. Goudelis, S. Kulkarni and D. Sengupta, arXiv:1512.06842; P. S. B. Dev and D. Teresi, arXiv:1512.07243; P. Ko and T. Nomura, arXiv:1601.02490.

[52] ATLAS collaboration, JHEP 1508 (2015) 148; CMS collaboration, arXiv:1506.03062.

[53] ATLAS collaboration, JHEP 1411 (2014) 056; CMS collaboration, JHEP 1410 (2014) 160.

[54] A. Angelescu, A. Djouadi and G. Moreau, arXiv:1510.07527.

[55] ATLAS Collaboration, JHEP 08 (2015) 105, arXiv:1503.05425, arXiv:1505.04306, arXiv:1509.04261; CMS Collaboration, Phys. Lett. B729 (2014) 149.

[56] CMS Collaboration, JHEP 1511 (2015) 018; ATLAS Collaboration, JHEP 1503 (2015) 088 and arXiv:1512.03704.

[57] R. Harlander, S. Liebler and H. Mantler, Comp. Phys. Comm. 184 (2013) 1605.

[58] M. Spira, A. Djouadi, D. Graudenz and P.M. Zerwas, Nucl. Phys. B453 (1995) 17.

[59] A. Djouadi, M. Spira and P.M. Zerwas, Phys. Lett. B264 (1991) 440; Phys. Lett.

B311 (1993) 255; S. Dawson, Nucl. Phys. B359 (1991) 283;

[60] R. Harlander and W. Kilgore, Phys. Rev. Lett. 88 (2002) 201801; C. Anastasiou and K. Melnikov, Nucl. Phys. B646 (2002) 220; V. Ravindran, J. Smith and W.L. Van Neerven, Nucl. Phys. B665 (2003) 325; R. Harlander and W. Kilgore, JHEP 0210 (2002) 017; S. Catani, D. de Florian, M. Grazzini and P. Nason, JHEP 0307 (2003) 028.

[61] C. Anastasiou et al., Phys. Rev. Lett. 114 (2015) 212001.

[62] S. Dittmaier et al., LHC Higgs cross section Working Group, arXiv:1101.0593.

[63] J. Ellis, D. Hwang, K. Sakurai and M. Takeuchi, JHEP 1404 (2014) 004; F. Boudjema, R. M. Godbole, D. Guadagnoli and K. Mohan, Phys. Rev. D92 (2015) 1, 015019; M. Buckley and D. Goncalves, arXiv:1507.07926.

[64] See e.g. N. Craig et al. JHEP 1506 (2015) 137.

[65] A. Djouadi, A. Falkowski, Y. Mambrini and J. Quevillon, Eur. Phys. J. C 73 (2013) 6, 2455. See also, D. Choudhury and D. P. Roy, Phys. Lett. B 322 (1994) 368.

[66] See for example, O. J. P. Eboli and D. Zeppenfeld, Phys. Lett. B 495 (2000) 147.

[67] See for example, R. M. Godbole, M. Guchait, K. Mazumdar, S. Moretti and D. P. Roy, Phys. Lett. B 571 (2003) 184; D. Ghosh, R. Godbole, M. Guchait, K. Mohan and D. Sengupta, Phys. Lett. B 725 (2013) 344

[68] See Michael Spira’s website: http://mspira.home.cern.ch/mspira/proglist.html.

A summary is given in M. Spira, Fortschr. Phys. 46 (1998) 203.

[69] W. Beenakker et al., Phys. Rev. Lett. 87 (2001) 201805; Nucl. Phys. B653 (2003) 151; S. Dawson et al., Phys. Rev. Lett. 87 (2001) 201804; Phys. Rev. D67 (2003) 071503; R. Frederix et al., Phys. Lett. B701 (2011) 427.

[70] T. Plehn, M. Spira and P.M. Zerwas, Nucl. Phys. B479 (1996) 46; S. Dawson, S. Dittmaier and M. Spira, Phys. Rev. D 58 (1998) 115012; A. Djouadi, W. Kilian, M. Muhlleitner and P. M. Zerwas, Eur. Phys. J. C10 (1999) 45; J. Baglio et al., JHEP 1304 (2013) 151. 50

[71] See e.g. T. Han and S. Willenbrock, Phys. Lett. B273 (1991) 167; T. Han, G.

Valencia and S. Willenbrock, Phys. Rev. Lett. 69 (1992) 3274; A. Djouadi and M. Spira, Phys. Rev. D62 (2000) 014004; O. Brein, A. Djouadi and R. Harlander, Phys. Lett. B579 (2004) 149; P. Bolzoni, F. Maltoni, S. Moch and M. Zaro, Phys. Rev. Lett. 105 (2010) 011801.

[72] A. Djouadi, Eur. Phys. J. C73 (2013) 2498 [arXiv:1208.3436]; A. Djouadi, J. Quevillon and R. Vega-Morales, arXiv:1509.03913 [hep-ph].

[73] A. Djouadi, J. Kalinowski and P. M. Zerwas, Z. Phys. C57 (1993) 569; Z. Phys. C74 (1997) 93; A. Djouadi, Int. J. Mod. Phys. A10 (1995) 1.

[74] A. Djouadi, J. Kalinowski and P. M. Zerwas, Z. Phys. C54 (1992) 255; Mod. Phys.

Lett. A7 (1992) 1765.

[75] P.S. Bhupal Dev, et al., Phys. Rev. Lett. 100 (2008) 051801; R. Godbole, C. Hangst, M. Muhlleitner, S. Rindani, P. Sharma, Eur.Phys.J. C71 (2011) 1681.

[76] See, e.g., V. Barger, M. Berger, J. Gunion and T. Han, Phys. Rept. 286 (1997) 1.

[77] J. Baglio, A. Djouadi and J. Quevillon, arXiv:1511.07853.

[78] A. Djouadi, J. Kalinowski and P.M. Zeŕwas, Z. Phys. C70 (1996) 435.

[79] For recent reviews of vector–like quarks, see: S. Ellis, R. Godbole, S. Gopalakrishna and J. Wells, JHEP 1409 (2014) 130; J.A. Aguilar-Saavedra et al., Phys. Rev. D88 (2013) 094010; A. Azatov et al., Phys. Rev. D85 (2012) 115022.

[80] See e.g. S. Gopalakrishna, S. Mitra and G. Moreau, JHEP 1408 (2014) 079;

S. Gopalakrishna, T. S. Mukherjee and S. Sadhukhan, arXiv:1504.01074.

[81] For discussions of vector–like leptons, in particular at the LHC, see for instance:

A. Falkowski, D. M. Straub and A. Vicente, JHEP 1405 (2014) 092; M. Redi, JHEP 1309 (2013) 060; K. Kumericki, I. Picek, and B. Radovcic, Phys. Rev. D86 (2012) 013006; S. P. Martin, Phys. Rev. D81 (2010) 035004; J. Aguilar-Saavedra, Nucl. Phys. B828 (2010) 289; F. del Aguila and J. A. Aguilar-Saavedra, Phys. Lett. B672 (2009) 158; Nucl. Phys. B813 (2009) 22; R. Franceschini, T. Hambye, and A. Strumia, Phys. Rev. D78 (2008) 033002; A. Abada et al., Phys. Rev. D78 (2008) 033007; JHEP 0712 (2007) 061; B. Bajc and G. Senjanovic, JHEP0708 (2007) 014; K. Fujikawa, Prog. Theor. Phys. 92 (1994) 1149.

[82] A. Djouadi, Z. Phys. C63 (1994) 317.

[83] G. Azuelos and A. Djouadi, Z. Phys. C63 (1994) 327.

[84] For a detailed and relatively recent discussion, see for instance: F. del Aguila, J.

de Blas and M. Perez-Victoria, Phys. Rev. D78 (2008) 013010.

[85] N. Bizot, S. Davidson, M. Frigerio and J.-L. Kneur, arXiv:1512.08508.

[86] See, e.g., T.G. Rizzo, Phys.Rev. D33 (1986) 3329; P. Mery, S.E. Moubarik, M.

Perrottet and F.M. Renard, Z. Phys. C46 (1990) 229; F. Csikor and Z. Fodor, Phys. Lett. B287 (1992) 358.

[87] See, e.g., L3 Collaboration (P. Achard et al.), Phys. Lett. B517 (2001) 75.

[88] The L3 Collaboration, Phys. Lett. B295 (1992) 371; the DELPHI Collaboration, Z.

Phys. C74 (1997) 57.

[89] For Majorana neutrinos, see, e.g.: D. Dicus, D. Karatas and P. Roy, Phys. Rev. D44 (1991) 2033; A. Datta, M. Guchait and A. Pilaftsis, Phys. Rev. D50 (1994) 3195; F. Almeida Jr. et al., Phys. Rev. D62 (2000) 075004; O. Panella et al. Phys. Rev. D65 (2002) 035005; T. Han and B. Zhang, Phys. Rev. Lett. 97 (2006) 171804; F. del Aguila, J.A. Aguilar-Saavedra and R. Pittau, JHEP 0710 (2007) 047; F. F. Deppisch, P. S. Bhupal Dev and A. Pilaftsis, New J. Phys. 17 no. 7 (2015) 075019; A. Das and N. Okada, arXiv:1510.04790.

[90] CMS Collaboration, Phys. Lett. B748 (2015) 144.

[91] ATLAS Collaboration, Phys. Rev. D92 (2015) 032001.

[92] ATLAS Collaboration, JHEP 09 (2015) 10.

[93] CMS Collaboration, Phys. Lett. B718 (2012) 348.

[94] R. Foot, H. Lew, X. -G. He, G. C. Joshi, Z.Phys. C44 (1989) 441; E. Ma, Phys.

Rev. Lett. 81 (1998) 1171; B. Bajc, M. Nemevsek and G. Senjanovic, Phys. Rev. D76 (2007) 055011; C. Biggio and F. Bonnet, Eur. Phys. J. C72 (2012) 1899.

[95] L.M. Jones and H.W. Wyld, Phys. Rev. D17 (1978) 1782; J. Babcock, D. Sivers and S. Wolfram, Phys. Rev. D18 (1978) 162; H.M. Georgi et al., Ann. of Phys. 114 (1978) 273; M. Gluck, J.F. Owens and E. Reya, Phys. Rev. D17 (1978) 2324; B.L. Combridge, Nucl. Phys. B151 (1979) 429.

[96] M. Cacciari et al., JHEP 0809 (2008) 127.

[97] S.D. Drell and T.-M. Yan, Phys. Rev. Lett. 25 (1970) 316.

[98] G. Altarelli, R.K. Ellis and G. Martinelli, Nuc. Phys. B157 (1979) 461; J. Kubar– André and F. Paige, Phys. Rev. D19 (1979) 221; R. Hamberg, W.L. van Neerven and T. Matsuura, Nucl. Phys. B359 (1991) 343 and (E) ibid. B644 (2002) 403.

[99] G. Ladinsky and C.P. Yuan, Phys. Rev. D43 (1991) 789; S. Moretti, Phys. Rev.

D56 (1997) 7427; A.P. Heinson, A.S. Belyaev and E.E. Boos, Phys. Rev. D56 (1997) 3114; A.S. Belyaev, E.E. Boos and L.V. Dudko, Phys. Rev.D59 (1999) 075001; T. Tait, Phys. Rev. D61 (2000) 034001; S. Frixione et al., JHEP 0807 (2008) 029; F. Maltoni, G. Ridolfi and M. Ubiali, JHEP 1207 (2012) 022.

[100] W. Buchmuller and C. Greub, Nucl. Phys. B363 (1991) 345.