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Abstract: There has been much recent interest in long-lived massive particles at the LHC, un-

derstood as those with lifetimes between tens of micrometers and several meters. In this context we

consider the possibility of long-lived electroweak singlet scalars charged under color SU(3) with masses

near a TeV. The shortest lifetime of interest is already longer than typical hadronization scales. These

exotic new particles would therefore appear as color singlet bound states of the new scalars with

quarks and gluons and it is their color charge that prevents them from decaying. In particular we con-

sider color representations consistent with maintaining asymptotic freedom, those with dimensionality

dR ≤ 15. We find that only the octets can decay, and they do so into multi-jet final states through the

two-gluon channel. The other representations are stable and form fractionally charged color singlets,

with the decuplet being the only one that can form electrically neutral color singlets.
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1 Introduction

Recently there has been renewed interest in the study of long-lived particles at the LHC, what

is dubbed the lifetime frontier. In the context of LHC studies the interesting lifetime range lies

between tens of micrometers and several meters. Recent reviews that highlight different theoretical

scenarios that may give rise to such long-lived particles and the experimental strategies to search

for them are, for example, Refs. [1–3].

One intriguing possibility consists of long-lived scalars charged under the color group. Due

to color confinement, such particles would hadronize before decaying (if they decay at all) and

show up in the detectors as exotic hadrons. Examples of these kinds of particles which have been

studied at length in the literature are the so called R-hadrons [4]. In this case, gluinos or squarks

are pair produced and are either long-lived or stable due to R-parity. Other scenarios have also

been considered for the case of color triplets [5, 6]. For the electroweak singlet scalars we consider

here, it is their color charge that prevents them from decaying, as will be outlined below.

We present a bottom-up simplified model in which we extend the standard model (SM) with

a set of electroweak singlet scalars in a representation R of the color SU(3). These objects would

then be copiously pair produced by gluon fusion at the LHC if their masses are below the order

of a TeV. Being electroweak singlets, their exotic color structure can prevent them from decaying

and color thus plays the role of R-parity in making these particles stable. Carrying a color charge,

these hypothetical scalars would also combine with quarks and gluons to form color-singlets on

typical hadronization time scales. Experimental searches would thus mimic the strategies used for

R-hadrons.

We find that the requirement of maintaining asymptotic freedom restricts the possible SU(3)

representations to R = 3, 6, 8, 10, 15, 15′. With masses below ∼ 1 TeV, their production

cross-sections would be in the ∼ 0.1−1000 pb range and they can potentially introduce significant

corrections to the Higgs decay which then serves to constrain them. We find that the octet is the

only one of these examples that could decay into two gluons, and for most of parameter space would

be short-lived. The others are stable and would hadronize into fractionally charged color singlets

with the exception of the color decuplet which can form an electrically neutral exotic hadron.

This manuscript is structured as follows. In section 2, we outline the extension of the SM

towards including the new colored scalars based on arguments of conserving asymptotic freedom.

Section 3 focusses on the scalar potential of the new particles. Section 4 then discusses all possible

decay modes at leading-order (LO) and next-to-leading order (NLO). Before concluding in sec-

tion 7, we briefly discuss implications on hadrons created by such new colored scalars in section 6.

2 Couplings to gluons

We begin by considering those model-independent couplings that depend only on the color rep-

resentation of the scalars and that determine their tree-level couplings to gluons. For a complex

electroweak-singlet scalar field S transforming with respect to an irreducible representation R of

SU(3) its interaction with the gluon field Aµ is dictated by the covariant derivative in the quadratic

part of the Lagrangian,

L =
[(
∂µ + igsA

A
µT

A
R

)
S
]† (

∂µ + igsA
A,µTAR

)
S −m2

SS
†S. (1)
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The coupling strength is the usual strong coupling gs and in writing eq. (1) we have omitted explicit

color indices. For real representations of SU(3), the scalar fields will be real and an additional

factor of 1/2 is required.

2.1 Asymptotic freedom

The SU(3) representations that we consider are first restricted by requiring the model to maintain

asymptotic freedom at scales above the scalar masses. To this end, we recall the well known

QCD one-loop beta function, to which vector, fermion, and scalar fields charged under the SU(3)

contribute as,

βg = − g3
s

16π2

(
11

3
t2(V )− 4

3
nFt2(F )− 1

3
t2(S)

)
. (2)

Here, t2(V ), t2(F ), and t2(S) denote the Dynkin index of the representation in which the different

fields transform respectively. For the SM augmented by complex scalars in representations with

dimension up to 15, eq. (2) takes the form

βg = − g3
s

16π2

(
11− 2

3
nF −

1

6
n3 −

5

6
n6 − n8 −

5

2
n10 −

10

3
n15 −

35

6
n15′

)
. (3)

In what follows we will only allow one scalar multiplet at a time, and this implies that asymptotic

freedom holds as long as1

t2(S) < 21. (4)

All possible multiplets satisfying eq. (4) are collected in table 1 and their corresponding pair-

production cross-section at the LHC is plotted in fig. 2. The lowest-dimensional representation to

fail eq. (4) is (3, 1) for which t2(24) = 25.

Table 1: Dynkin indices of all representations of colored scalars allowed by asymptotic freedom.

Label Representation Dynkin Index t2

(0, 0) 1 0

(1, 0) 3 1/2

(2, 0) 6 5/2

(1, 1) 8 3

(3, 0) 10 15/2

(2, 1) 15 10

(4, 0) 15′ 35/2

2.2 Production via gluon fusion at the LHC

Equation (1) determines the scalar pair-production cross-section from gluon fusion which proceeds

at LO through the diagrams in fig. 1. For complex scalars it is given in terms of the quadratic

1Similar considerations have been used for fermions in higher color representations [7, 8].
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Figure 1: Leading-order diagrams for scalar pair production from gluon fusion.

Casimir of the representation, c2(R), by [9]

dσ

dt
=

2πα2
s

s2

c2(R)dim R

(dim A)2

[(
c2(R)− 1

4
c2(A)

)
+
c2(A)

4

(u− t)2

s2

]
×
[
1 +

2m2
St

(m2
S − t)2

+
2m2

Su

(m2
S − u)2

+
4m4

S

(m2
S − t)(m2

S − u)

]
. (5)

The terms depending on the Casimir of the adjoint representation, c2(A), originate from the s-

channel diagram and s, t, u are the usual Mandelstam variables. For the case of real scalar fields,

eq. (5) must be multiplied by an additional factor of 1/2. Many detailed phenomenological studies

for octets, particularly electroweak doublets, exist in the literature [9–15] and we have checked that

the corresponding results agree with ours. In particular, eq. (5) is half as large as the corresponding

cross-section for squark pair production from gluon fusion for which there are two complex scalar

doublets [16].

In fig. 2, we present the leading-order pp → SS cross-section for all representations satisfying

eq. (4) at the LHC with
√
s = 13 TeV using the PDF4LHC15 nlo mc parton distribution function

set [17] with factorization scale µF = 2mS , accessed via the ManeParse package [18] and LHAPDF6

[19]. Calculations of these cross-sections beyond leading order exist for the triplets (squarks) [20]

where NLO enhancements over the LO are found to be described approximately by modest K-

factors near 1.3 at
√
s = 14 TeV with weak dependence on the squark mass. Next-to-leading

order calculations for scalar octets (sgluons) exist in the literature [21] as well, and a K-factor in

the range (1.5-1.8) is found at
√
s = 14 TeV, with the variation stemming from the sgluon mass.

Leading-order color sextet (diquark) production at the LHC has been studied previously in [22].

3 The scalar potential

The renormalizable interactions of colored scalars are governed by the most general scalar potential

up to dimension four. For electroweak singlets, the terms

VR = κRH
†HS†S + µR(S†S)2 , (6)

occur for all SU(3) representations. There are also further representation-dependent terms, which

will be detailed below for specific cases.

Triple-scalar couplings are allowed when R ⊗ R ⊗ R ⊃ 1, and this is possible for all the

representations we consider, as can be seen from table 3. However, some of these couplings are

completely antisymmetric under scalar exchanges and therefore vanish when the scalars carry no

other quantum numbers beyond color. Completely symmetric triple-scalar couplings occur except

for the 3 and 10 as shown below. We denote symmetric (anti-symmetric) triple couplings by λR
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Figure 2: Leading-order scalar pair production cross-section pp → SS at the LHC with
√
s =

13 TeV for complex scalars in SU(3) representations 3, 6, 10, 15, 15′ and real scalars in the

adjoint representation 8.

(λ̃R). The triple-scalar couplings allowed under these conditions have dimensions of mass but they

are not related to the usual Higgs vacuum expectation value. These presumably originate from

the mechanism that gives mass to the scalars.

Model-dependent quartic-scalar couplings occur if R ⊗ R ⊗ R ⊗ R ⊃ 1 and this occurs for

R = 8, 10. In addition, for R = 10 there is a quartic coupling involving three scalar particles and

one anti-particle.

In the following, fundamental indices of the color group are denoted by small Latin letters

i, j, k, . . ., while adjoint indices are denoted by capital Latin letters A,B,C, . . .. The potentials for

R = 3, 6, motivated by minimal flavor violation, have been discussed in [23] albeit with non-zero

U(1)Y charge.

Triplets It is possible to construct a singlet from three triplets but not from four so the most

general potential is

V3 = m2
SS
†
i S

i + κ3H
†HS†i S

i + µ3(S†i S
i)2 + (λ̃3εijkS

iSjSk + h.c. ). (7)

Note that the λ̃3 term is completely antisymmetric and therefore vanishes for identical scalars.

Sextets For scalar sextets it is once again possible to construct a singlet with three fields but

not four, so the most general potential is given by:

V6 = m2
SS
†
ijS

ij + κ6H
†HS†ijS

ij + µ6a(S
†
ijS

ij)2 + µ6bS
†
ikS
†
j`S

ijSk` + (λ6εikmεj`nS
ijSk`Smn + h.c. ).

(8)

In this case the triple-scalar coupling is symmetric under the exchange of any two sextets.

Octets The octet is a real representation of SU(3) and, in the absence of additional quantum

numbers, we will use a real scalar field. As the octet plays a special role as the adjoint represen-
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tation, we write the potential for this case using adjoint indices,2

V8 = m2
SS

ASA + κ8H
†HSASA + µ8(SASA)2 + λ8dABCS

ASBSC (9)

Another quartic term found in the literature, ∼ Tr(TATBTCTD)SASBSCSD [10, 24], reduces to

µ8 when the scalars do not carry other quantum numbers.

Decuplets For scalar decuplets, the most general potential is given by:

V10 = m2
SS
†
ijkS

ijk + κ10H
†HS†ijkS

ijk + µ10a(S
†
ijkS

ijk)2 + µ10bS
†
ijkS

†
`mnS

ijmS`nk

+
(
λ̃10εi`oεjmpεknqS

ijkS`mnSopq + ω10εi`oεjmrεkpsεnqtS
ijkS`mnSopqSrst

+ ρ10S
†
knq εi`oεjmpS

ijkS`mnSopq + h.c.
)

(10)

This color structure allows an anti-symmetric triple-scalar vertex, a second quartic vertex with

two particles and two anti-particles, a quartic vertex with four particles and a quartic vertex with

three particles and one anti-particle.

(2, 1)-Quindecuplets For scalars transforming in the 15, we find the potential

V15 = m2
SS
†k
ij S

ij
k + κ15H

†HS†kij S
ij
k + µ15a(S

†k
ij S

ij
k )2 + µ15b(S

†k
ij S
†`
mnS

im
k Sjn` ) + µ15c(S

†k
ij S
†`
mnS

im
` Sjnk )

+
(
λ15ε`mnS

i`
j S

jm
k Skni + λ̃15εijkε`mnε

opqSi`o S
jm
p Sknq + h.c.

)
(11)

The (2, 1) representation allows a symmetric triple-scalar vertex, the term with coupling λ15; as

well as an antisymmetric one with coupling λ̃15. It does not allow quartic terms with three particles

and one antiparticle nor ones with four particles.

(4, 0)-Quindecuplets For scalars transforming in the 15′, we find the potential

V15′ = m2
SS
†
ijk`S

ijk` + κ15′H†HS†ijk`S
ijk` + µ15′a(S

†
ijk`S

ijk`)2 + µ15′b(S
†
ijk`S

†
mnopS

ijmnSk`op)

+ µ15′c(S
†
ijk`S

†
mnopS

ijkmS`nop) +
(
λ15′εi`oεjmpεknqεrstS

ijkrS`mnsSopqt + h.c.
)

(12)

The (4, 0) representation permits a symmetric triple-scalar coupling but no quartic couplings.

We want to close this section by elaborating upon possible Yukawa couplings of the colored

scalars. Since we do not consider any Standard-Model extensions beyond the colored scalars, we

only have the SM fermion content at our disposal, meaning that all fermions must either be color

singlets or triplets. In effect, only scalar singlets, triplets, sextets, and octets can have Yukawa

couplings. Moreover, if the scalars are SU(2)L singlets and do not carry electric charge, the only

possible Yukawa coupling is to right handed neutrinos. Insisting on SU(2)L singlets but allowing

for Y = Q 6= 0, the only possibilities with colored scalars are for triplets and sextets such as [25]

VY,3 ⊃ ge1Y,3S
id̄iRe

c
R + ge2Y,3S

iQ̄iLL
c
L + ge3Y,3S

iūiRe
c
R

+ gq1Y,3εijkS
iQ̄cLQL + gq2Y,3εijkS

iūcRdR + gq3Y,3εijkS
iūcRuR + gq4Y,3εijkS

id̄cRdR + h.c. (13)

VY,6 ⊃ gq1Y,6S
ijQ̄iLQ

c
jL + gq2Y,6S

ij d̄iRu
c
jR + gq3Y,6S

ij ūiRu
c
jR + gq4Y,6S

ij d̄iRd
c
jR + h.c. (14)

where we have omitted flavor indices. All of these couplings require the scalars to carry electric

charge, so are not of interest here.

2A real scalar in the model of [9] is SR and the triple-scalar coupling would correspond to λ8 = v(λ4 + λ5)/12 in

that model.
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Figure 3: Lowest-order loop-induced diagrams for S → gg.

4 Scalar decay modes

We now examine possible decay modes at tree and one-loop level, and show that only the octet

can decay. To conserve color, any scalar decay must include quarks, gluons or more scalars.

4.1 Tree-level decays

Decays into standard-model fermion pairs, S → ff̄ , could proceed at tree-level through Yukawa

interactions. As the fermions in the SM transform under the color group as singlets or triplets, the

ff̄ state can only be an SU(3) 1, 3, 6, or 8. Requiring that the new scalars be electroweak singlets

forbids any couplings of the form listed in eq. (14) so decays to fermion pairs are not possible. If

instead, we allow scalars with non-zero hyper-charge, these would decay into two or more jets for

3, 6, or 8 and small Yukawa couplings would be required to ensure longevity.

Since we consider only one (degenerate) multiplet at a time, the scalars cannot decay into each

other either.

4.2 One-loop decays

The decay S → gg is in principle allowed as a loop-induced process. Without Yukawa couplings,

however, it can only proceed via intermediate colored scalars as shown in fig. 3. This process then

depends on the existence of appropriate triple-scalar couplings and can proceed only for scalars in

the octet, 8, as we will show below.

Color conservation indicates that only those representations that appear in the Clebsch-Gordan

decomposition of the direct product of two adjoint representations can decay into two gluons,

8⊗ 8 = 1⊕2 8⊕ 10⊕ 10⊕ 27 (15)

Of these, we only need to consider the adjoint 8 and (anti-)decuplet 10 (10) representations as per

eq. (4). It is straightforward to confirm that these are the only representations to consider even if

a few additional gluons are added in the final state.

We begin by examining the case of the 10 (or 10). The color flow (indicated by the arrows)

shows that for the left-hand diagram in fig. 3 to be non-vanishing, either an SSg or an S†S†g

vertex is required, while for the seagull diagram in fig. 3 an SSgg vertex is needed. However,

gluons only appear in the quadratic part of the Lagrangian which couples a 10 with a 10 due to

the constraint of the Lagrangian being a color singlet. Hence, neither of the one-loop diagrams

appears for scalars transforming as (anti-)decuplets. This argument indicates that the diagrams

in fig. 3 only occur for real representations. We note that the decuplet also cannot decay into two

7
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Figure 4: Generic two-loop diagrams for the S10 → gg decay combining vertices with κ10 and

µ′10. Arrows indicate particles/antiparticles (or color/anticolor representations). The gluons can

be emitted from any of the scalar lines as shown or both at a time from a seagull vertex.

gluons at the two-loop level when it carries no quantum numbers other than color. This is true,

because the required triple-scalar vertex, cf. fig. 4 (the gluons can be attached to any scalar line),

is antisymmetric and therefore vanishes for identical scalars.

Following the above reasoning, the only possibility left for S → gg to occur is for color octets

where the answer at one-loop is already known. In adjoint indices it is given by [11, 14]

LSgg =
9αs

8π

λ8
m2
S

Is(1) dABCG
A
µνG

BµνSC , (16)

where the loop factor is Is(1) =
(
π2

9 − 1
)

for the case where all intervening scalars are degenerate

in mass, cf. appendix B. The decay width is then

Γ(S → gg) =
9

8π

(αs

8π

)2 λ2
8

mS
30 Is(1)2, (17)

with 30 being a color factor.

4.3 Mixed decays to quarks and gluons

Color conservation implies that the S15 can decay into states like qg or qgg and the S15′ into

qgg. To proceed at dimension six (eight) these processes would require operators of the form (`, q

denote a generic lepton and quark respectively)

O ∼ ¯̀σµνqG
µνS15, O ∼ ¯̀qGµνGµνS15′ , (18)

where the gluons have to appear explicitly to satisfy the color requirement. The necessary fermion

bilinears, however, cannot couple to scalars with zero hyper-charge as we saw in our discussion of

Yukawa couplings.

5 Constraints from H → gg

For all representations we have discussed here, there is an additional new contribution to the Higgs

decay H → gg, and correspondingly to the Higgs boson production cross-section from gluon fusion,

proceeding through the diagrams in fig. 5 [24, 26]. This contribution will be proportional to the

HSS coupling, which is contained in the term in the scalar potential proportional to κR in eq. (6).

After adding the SM top-quark loop contribution we find3

Γ(H → gg) =
m3
H

8πv2

(αs

π

)2
∣∣∣∣Iq (m2

t

m2
H

)
+ κR

v2

4m2
H

t2(R) Is

(
m2
S

m2
H

)∣∣∣∣2 (19)

3In this notation, for example, the complex S± scalar field in [9] would contribute with κR = λ1
2

and t2(8) = 3.
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Figure 5: Lowest-order loop-induced diagrams for the decay H → gg, including the standard-

model contribution mediated by heavy quarks (left) and new contributions mediated by colored

scalars (middle and right).
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Figure 6: Corrections to the decay H → gg for different scalar masses and representations.

with the known loop functions listed in appendix B. The corresponding corrections to the partial

decay width of the Higgs Γ(H → gg) are illustrated in fig. 6. From the figure we see that for

|κR| . 1, and for all the representations satisfying eq. (4) scalars with masses mS & 1 TeV have

modest effects. The parameter space for lighter scalars, on the other hand, can be significantly

constrained by Higgs decays.

6 Exotic showers and hadrons

As shown above, electroweak singlet scalars in color representations R = 3, 6, 10, 15, 15′ cannot

decay and are therefore long-lived. The radiation of additional gluons in form of bremsstrahlung

is, however, possible for all the scalars we have considered here. After production, these scalars

will therefore lose energy via a QCD showering process and, once a scale of the order of the

hadronization scale ΛQCD ≈ 1 GeV is reached, hadronize by picking up quarks and gluons to form

exotic color singlets. This situation is comparable to the one for so-called R-hadrons [4, 27], where

exotic hadrons are formed from long-lived super-symmetric particles such as the stop or the gluino.

Irrespective of their origin, we will call such exotic hadrons R-hadrons in the following.

The simplest R-hadrons that can be formed from the long-lived scalars are collected in table 2

with the corresponding Clebsch-Gordan decompositions shown in table 4. Except for the decuplet,

all scalars would form fractionally charged hadrons. In addition, color singlets containing the

(4, 0)-quindecuplet can only be formed with a minimum of three additional partons.

Another intriguing possibility is the formation of quarkonium-like bound states following the

9



Table 2: List of possible R-hadrons for each long-lived representation. Here, u and d denote generic

up- and down-type quarks, respectively.

Representation R-hadrons

3 R
−2/3
Sū , R

+1/3

Sd̄
, R

+4/3
Suu , R

−2/3
Sdd

6 R
−4/3
Sūū , R

+2/3

Sd̄d̄
, R

+2/3
Sug , R

−1/3
Sdg

10 R0
Sgg

15 R
−2/3
Sūg , R

+1/3

Sd̄g

15′ R
−2/3
Sūgg , R

+1/3

Sd̄gg

production of scalar anti-scalar pairs. This was considered in [28] for color octets, and we will not

pursue it further.

6.1 Phenomenological modeling

Multi-purpose event generators such as Sherpa [29], Herwig [30], and Pythia [31] provide gen-

eral tools for phenomenological studies of Standard Model phenomena as well as extensions to

it. It would therefore be beneficial to implement our models considered above in such a frame-

work to give access to a detailed modeling of not only the hard production process (as described

by the leading-order cross-section in eq. (5)), but also the modeling of logarithmically enhanced

QCD bremsstrahlung and non-perturbative effects such as hadron fragmentation. In addition,

Monte Carlo event generators provide the input for dedicated detector simulation programs such

as Geant4 [32] or Delphes [33, 34], giving access to realistic particle-level analysis environments.

Monte Carlo event generators, however, routinely use the Les Houches standard to store color

information [35], which only allows for two color tags per particle. (Strictly speaking it only

allows for a color-anticolor combination, but this can be tweaked to enable color-color or anticolor-

anticolor combinations, cf. e.g. [36].) Implementations of models with colored particles in rep-

resentations other than the (anti-)triplet or octet have therefore been limited mainly to sextets.

An explicit “color flow” representation of the Standard-Model vertices has been presented in [37]

in the context of the O’Mega [38] matrix element generator in Whizard [39, 40]. Sextet pro-

duction including subsequent parton showering has been studied in [22], while a general shower

framework for heavy colored particles has been developed in [41] and extended to showers off stops

t̃ in [42]. As far as the non-perturbative modeling is concerned, both the Herwig and Pythia

event generation frameworks provide dedicated modules for the hadronization of long-lived colored

particles, in the form of R-hadrons, cf. [36, 43] for a description of the model implemented in

Pythia 8. A comparison of Pythia’s string and Herwig’s cluster fragmentation models for the

case of R-hadrons was considered in [44].

A Monte Carlo implementation of the decuplet and quindecuplet models considered in this

work necessitates the extension of the format in which color information is stored and interpreted

in event generators. As the bare minimum, a third color tag has to be introduced and leading-

order matrix elements projected onto a “leading-color”, i.e. planar, decomposition in terms of

these. It must be emphasized that while this may enable the parton-showering of such colored

particles, it does not automatically include non-perturbative modeling of showered events. To this

end, hadronization models require a more fundamental extension to utilize the additional color
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representations in the formation of color-singlet hadrons. Such an implementation is therefore

beyond the scope of this work. We will instead obtain a first estimate of LHC bounds in the next

section.

6.2 A first estimate of LHC limits

To estimate the limits that could be placed at LHC we can readily adapt some of the existing

results for R-hadrons found in the literature, cf. e.g. [45–47].

The ATLAS experiment, using 36.1 fb−1 of data at
√
s = 13 TeV, rules out at the 95% c.l.

long-lived sbottom and stop R-hadrons with masses below 1250 GeV and 1340 GeV respectively.

The production cross-section for sbottom or stop pairs from gluon fusion4 is twice as large as the

one shown in yellow for color triplets in fig. 2. Differences in the lifetime are not important for

these constraints, as the scalars considered here are stable and those in [46] are assumed to live

long enough to reach the hadronic calorimeter (decay lengths of a few meters). For comparison,

searches (with significantly lower integrated luminosity) assuming the particles to be stable find

an upper bound for stop R-hadrons near 1 TeV, cf. the respective CMS [48] and ATLAS [49]

publications. The main difference would be in the constituents of the color-singlet exotic hadron.

Whereas for sbottom and stop we could have neutral objects, for the color triplet considered here

the exotic hadron would have a fractional electric charge, cf. table 2. CMS searches looking for

long-lived fractionally charged objects find similar constraints as the ones above, cf. [48, 50]. We

thus expect bounds for exotic hadrons from color triplets to be around a TeV, slightly weaker than

those for squarks, with stronger limits for the higher representations.

To obtain a first estimate for the scalar-mass constraints, we compare our scalar pair-production

cross-sections to the average cross-section corresponding to the ATLAS sbottom and stop R-hadron

mass limits. In addition, we include a K-factor of 1.3 for all representations. The results are shown

in fig. 7, where we have superimposed the first-estimate exclusion cross-section as a horizontal line.

From this figure, the expected constraints based only on a scaling of the cross-section can be read

off to range from mS = 1.1 TeV for color triplets to mS ≈ 2.1 TeV for scalars in the 15′.

As LHC limits for long-lived charged particles rely on measurements of ionization and as such

do not directly apply to our neutral decuplet R0
Sgg, some remarks are in order:

• First, the scalar decuplet can also hadronize with three quarks leading to a charged R+
Sūūd̄

for example. The hadronization ratios into the different possible R-hadrons are not known,

but are expected to be comparable. In addition, collisions of an R-hadron with the detector

material can change the electric charge through strong interaction reactions such as R0
Sgg +

p→ R+
Sūūd̄

+ pions.

• The neutral R-hadrons would also leave a hadronic shower in the hadronic calorimeters

providing another handle for their detection.

It is interesting to note that one can also obtain an upper limit on the mass of neutral R-hadrons

by requiring their annihilation cross-section be large enough to avoid over-production of relic dark

matter density [51, 52]. We can estimate the annihilation cross-section in a spectator model by

4The leading-order gluon-fusion partonic cross-section for complex triplet scalars is the same as for squarks, but

the one for octets is smaller than the one for gluinos, see for example [16, 20].
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Figure 7: Pair-production cross-sections for all long-lived scalars including a K-factor of 1.3, with

the dashed line marking a first-estimate LHC bound.

adjusting the kinematic and color-average factors in eq. (5) to find

〈σ(R0
SggR

0
Sgg → gg)v〉 ≈ πα2

sc2(R)

8(dim R)m2
S

(4c2(R)− c2(A)) . (20)

This result, in combination with 〈σv〉 & 4 × 10−9 GeV−2 [51], suggests that mR0
Sgg

. 3.2 TeV.

There is no lower bound in this case since there could be many other contributions to the relic

density.

7 Summary and conclusions

In this manuscript, we have discussed scalar extensions to the Standard Model, transforming non-

trivially under the color group and as singlets under the electroweak gauge group. Based on the

requirement to leave asymptotic freedom intact, the maximal dimension of the color representation

is 15. Requiring the new scalars to have zero hypercharge, the new particles are stable, with only

octets decaying to gluons at the one-loop level.

We have discussed how long-lived colored scalars will appear as exotic hadrons in detector

signals and obtained a first estimate of mass bounds at the LHC. More detailed analyses can be

obtained by implementing models of higher color representations in multi-purpose event generators

and we have outlined such implementations, including a discussion of current technical restrictions.

The implementation in multi-purpose event generators is beyond the scope of the current work, but

will be important to obtain mass constraints from collider experiments, as it facilitates the modeling

of QCD as well as EW/QED bremsstrahlung, hadronization as well as other non-perturbative

corrections, and subsequent detector simulation.
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A Some SU(3) relations and notation

For a general representation R, the Dynkin index is given by the trace of the generators TR in the

representation,

Tr(TAR T
B
R ) = t2(R)δAB, (21)

and is related to the eigenvalue c2(R) of the quadratic Casimir operator,

c2(R) = δABTAR T
B
R , (22)

in the representation R by

t2(R) =
dimR

dim su(3)
c2(R), (23)

where dimR and dim su(3) = 8 denote the dimensions of the representation and the Lie algebra

su(3) of the gauge group SU(3), respectively. Labelling irreducible representations R(p, q) of su(3)

by the Dynkin label (p, q), the eigenvalue of the quadratic Casimir is

c2(R(p, q)) ≡ c2(p, q) =
p2 + q2 + 3p+ 3q + pq

3
. (24)

Moreover, the dimension of the representation R(p, q) can be calculated by

dimR(p, q) =
(p+ 1)(q + 1)(p+ q + 2)

2
. (25)

In the Standard Model, gluons transform with respect to the adjoint representation 8 and

fermions with respect to the fundamental representation 3. Therefore, with nF = 6, NC = 3, and

TR = 1/2, in the Standard Model we have

t2(V ) = t2(8) = 3, and t2(F ) = t2(3) =
1

2
. (26)

Some Clebsch-Gordan decompositions useful to determine the terms entering the scalar poten-

tial are tabulated below. All decompositions are calculated with LieART [53] and cross-checked

with an independent implementation of the algorithm in [54].

B Scalar loop functions

In this appendix, we collect the well-known scalar one-loop functions appearing in the loop-induced

diagrams H → gg and S → gg.

Iq(x) = 2x− x (1− 4x)f(x), Is(x) = −(1 + 2xf(x)),

f(x) =



1

2

(
ln

(
1 +
√

1− 4x

1−
√

1− 4x

)
− iπ

)2

for x <
1

4

−2

(
arcsin

(
1

2
√
x

))2

for x >
1

4

(27)
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Table 3: Selected three- and four-particle Clebsch-Gordan decompositions.

Direct Product Decomposition

3⊗ 3⊗ 3 1⊕2 8⊕ 10

6⊗ 6⊗ 6 1⊕2 8⊕ 10⊕ 10⊕3 27⊕ 28⊕2 35

8⊗ 8⊗ 8 ⊕21⊕8 8⊕4 10⊕4 10⊕6 27⊕2 35⊕2 35⊕ 64

10⊗ 10⊗ 10 1⊕2 8⊕ 10⊕ 10⊕3 27⊕ 28⊕2 35⊕2 35⊕ · · ·
15⊗ 15⊗ 15 ⊕21⊕10 8⊕8 10⊕7 10⊕15 27⊕4 28⊕ 28⊕11 35⊕8 35⊕ · · ·
15′ ⊗ 15′ ⊗ 15′ 1⊕2 8⊕ 10⊕ 10⊕3 27⊕ 28⊕ 28⊕2 35⊕2 35⊕ · · ·

8⊗ 8⊗ 8⊗ 8 ⊕81⊕32 8⊕20 10⊕20 10⊕33 27⊕2 28⊕2 28⊕15 35⊕15 35⊕ · · ·
10⊗ 10⊗ 10⊗ 10 1⊕8 8⊕10 10⊕6 10⊕15 27⊕6 28⊕4 28⊕ · · ·
10⊗ 10⊗ 10⊗ 10 1⊕8 8⊕7 10⊕10 10⊕18 27⊕10 28⊕3 28⊕ · · ·

Table 4: Relevant Clebsch-Gordan decompositions needed to form a color-singlet bound state with

one colored scalar.

Direct Product Decomposition

3⊗ 3 1⊕ 8

8⊗ 8 1⊕2 8⊕ 10⊕ 10⊕ 27

3⊗ 3⊗ 3 1⊕2 8⊕ 10

3⊗ 3⊗ 8 1⊕3 8⊕ 10⊕ 10⊕ 27

3⊗ 6⊗ 8 1⊕3 8⊕2 10⊕ 10⊕2 27⊕ 35

3⊗ 3⊗ 6 1⊕2 8⊕ 10⊕ 27

3⊗ 8⊗ 15 1⊕4 8⊕3 10⊕2 10⊕4 27⊕ · · ·
8⊗ 8⊗ 10 1⊕4 8⊕4 10⊕2 10⊕5 27⊕ · · ·

3⊗ 8⊗ 8⊗ 15′ 1⊕6 8⊕8 10⊕3 10⊕11 27⊕ · · ·
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