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ABSTRACT: Considerable efforts have been dedicated to discovering a dark photon via
the decay of the Higgs boson to a photon and an invisible particle. A subject that is
still mostly unexplored is which properties of the dark photon could be measured at the
LHC if an excess were to be found in this channel and whether we could determine if
this signal is indeed that of a dark photon. In this paper, we seek to address some of
these questions for two Higgs production channels: gluon-fusion and Z-associated. First,
prospects are presented for the upper limit on the mass of a massless dark photon and for
the uncertainty on the mass of a massive dark photon. Second, we study the feasibility of
distinguishing this signal from that of the Higgs decaying to a gravitino and a neutralino
that decays to a photon and another gravitino. Finally, the complementary possibility of
observing the decay of the Higgs to a dark photon and a Z boson is studied.
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1 Introduction

A plethora of experimental evidence leaves little doubt about the existence of dark matter
[1], but its exact nature remains unknown. Since dark matter was first proposed, most
experimental efforts have been directed at Weakly Interacting Massive Particles (WIMPs),
particles with masses around the electroweak scale and couplings of similar magnitude to
the electroweak ones. Due to the absence of unambiguous WIMP signals, there has been
considerable efforts in recent years to search for alternative dark matter candidates. One
of the most studied amongst these is the dark photon [2], a new Abelian gauge boson that
mixes with the photon via kinetic mixing. The dark photon may also play the role of a
messenger between the visible and dark sectors [3].

One possible discovery channel that has received much attention is the decay of the
Higgs boson to a photon and a dark photon. Theoretical studies include Refs. [4-10]
and experimental studies include Refs. [11-18]. This channel is especially favoured, as a
branching ratio of the Higgs to a photon and a dark photon of a few percents is compatible
with other constraints and within the reach of current collider experiments [8].



An aspect that is still unclear is, if we indeed observe the decay of the Higgs boson to
a photon and a dark photon, how precisely could we measure the properties of the dark
photon and could we even distinguish it from alternative hypotheses.

In this paper, we seek to address some of these questions. More precisely, we will
consider what properties of the dark photon could be inferred from the semi-invisible
decay of the Higgs boson to a photon and a stable dark photon if an excess is found at the
LHC.! We will consider two Higgs production channels: gluon-fusion and Z-associated (also
known as Higgsstrahlung). These two benchmark channels are chosen for their contrasting
natures and will illustrate different scenarios. The gluon-fusion production has a larger
background, but a discovery would imply a large amount of signals available to constrain
the properties of the dark photon. The Z-associated channel has very little background,
but a discovery would have fewer signal events to work with.

We will concentrate on three main questions. How well could we measure the mass of
the dark photon? How can we tell the excess apart from the well-motivated case of the
Higgs decaying to a gravitino and a neutralino that in turn decays to a photon and another
gravitino? Is the observation of this excess compatible with the lack of observation of the
Higgs decaying to a dark photon and a Z boson?

We have found the following results. For a massless dark photon, the LHC could
impose an upper limit on its mass of a few GeV in the best case scenario. For a massive
one, its mass could potentially be measured up to sub-GeV precision, depending on how
heavy it is. The alternative hypothesis of the Higgs decaying to a light gravitino and a
neutralino decaying to a photon and another gravitino could potentially be excluded at
close to 95% confidence level (CL). In general, the gluon-fusion channel leads to better
results than the Z-associated production. Finally, the decay of the Higgs to a dark photon
and a Z could go undetected without being in conflict with the observation of an excess in
the decay to a dark photon and a photon.

The paper is organized as follows. First, we elaborate on the technical details of our
simulations and the relevant backgrounds in Section 2. In Section 3, prospects for the upper
limit or uncertainty on the mass of a dark photon are presented. The ability to exclude the
neutralino/gravitino alternative hypothesis is analyzed afterward in Section 4. Section 5
is devoted to the discussion of the decay of the Higgs to a dark photon and Z. Finally,
we present some concluding remarks in Section 6. Appendix A collects the formulas of the
masses and mixing of the neutral gauge bosons and the decays of h — AA’ and ZA’.

2 Background and simulation details

We begin by describing the event generation and discussing the relevant backgrounds for
each Higgs production channel considered in this work.
2.1 General comments

All events are generated using MadGraph 2 [20] and an implementation of the relevant mod-
els in FeynRules [21]. Parton showering and hadronization is handled through PYTHIA 8

IFor searches at lepton colliders, please see, for example, Ref. [19].



[22]. Detector simulation is done with Delphes 3 [23] using the CMS settings. The only
exceptions to this are the photon identification efficiency, which is set to a value presented
below, and the photon isolation requirements, which are set to emulate those of Ref. [24].
Unless stated otherwise, the cross sections are computed using the next-to-leading (NLO)
functionality of MadGraph. All results of this paper are presented for a center-of-mass
energy of 14 TeV.

Some of the most important backgrounds will prove to be jets and electrons mistagged
as photons. For electrons, the mistagging rate is set to 2%, which is a typical value for
the tight identification and isolation requirements generally used in searches for a Higgs
boson decaying to a photon and an invisible particle (see, for example, Refs. [15, 17, 25—
27]). Since electrons mistagged as photons will never be a particularly strong background,
the exact value of this mistagging rate is not expected to affect the final results much.
The mistagging rate of jets as photons is taken from Ref. [24]. In practice, we use the
parametrization of Ref. [28] given by

4 pr 2
5.3 x 10 exXp —6.5 <m — 1) s pr < 65 GeV,
- pr 248 GeV
0.88 x 10~ (— ) , 65 GeV.
% [exp 943 GeV pT br = ¢

The corresponding photon identification efficiency is also taken from Ref. [24] using the
parametrization of Ref. [28] given by

EAA = 0.863 — 1.07 exp (-dﬁ) ’ (2'2)

whose range of validity is respected for all photons considered in this work.

2.2 Backgrounds for gluon-fusion production

The most important backgrounds for the gluon-fusion channel are presented in Table 1a,
including the number of simulated events for each of them.

Several comments are in order. The jets + A background is notoriously difficult
to simulate and is not expected to give accurate predictions. To account for this, we
follow Refs. [10, 25] and use multiplicative correction factors of 1.7 and 1.1 for 0 or 1 jet,
respectively. For the jet — A mistagging background, the events simulated in MadGraph
are pp — jj. Considering the small mistagging probability and to avoid having to generate
a prohibitively large number of events, a reweighting of the events is performed as follows.
If an event contains jets that could potentially be mistagged as valid photons, one of
the candidate jets is selected randomly with probability proportional to Eq. (2.1) and is
treated as a photon. The event is then given a weight corresponding to the probability
of any candidate jet being mistagged.? The same procedure is applied for the electron
mistagging. A k-factor of 1.2 is taken for the pp — jj cross section [29]. For the e — A
mistagging background, the events generated in MadGraph are the resonant production of
an electronically decaying W boson. This background contains specifically the events that

2This neglects the possibility of two jets being mistagged, but this is negligibly unlikely.



(a) Gluon-fusion
(b) Z-associated

Background #Events

Background  #Events

jets + A 107

jet — A 107 WZ (e — A) 107
e— A 5 x 108 wZz 107
ZA 2.5 x 108 zZZ 5 x 10°
WA 2.5 x 10° ww 5 x 10°
W — p(t)v 2.5 x 10° tt 5 x 10°
AA 2.5 x 10° ZA 5 x 108
W — ev 5% 108

Table 1: List of dominant backgrounds and corresponding number of simulated events for
(a) the gluon-fusion and (b) the Z-associated channels.

pass selection cuts because of electron misidentification. The events that pass the selection
cuts without mistagging are instead accounted in the W — er background. For the ZA
background, the Z boson is always decayed to neutrinos. For the W A background, the W
boson is always decayed leptonically (including to 7).

A set of selection cuts are applied based on Ref. [25]. These are:

o At least one photon with pr > 45 GeV and |n| < 1.44.

p%‘iss > 50 GeV, where p%liss is the norm of the missing transverse momentum.

Less than two jets with pr > 30 GeV and |n| < 2.4.

No electrons with pr > 10 GeV and |n| < 1.44 or 1.57 < |n| < 2.5, where the omitted
region corresponds to the barrel /endcap transition region.

e No muons with pr > 10 GeV and |n| < 2.1, unless its angular distance AR =
VAR? + A¢? from a valid jet is less than 0.3.

To validate our procedure, we reproduced the background estimates of Ref. [25] for their
model-independent search at 8 TeV and using their exact cuts. We find good compatibility.
The cuts at 14 TeV are adjusted to exploit the fact that the Higgs bosons produced in
gluon-fusion have little transverse momentum. This leads to Jacobian edges in both the
distributions of the pr of the photon and p%iss. Fig. 1a shows the distribution of the
transverse mass mp for the different backgrounds at 14 TeV, where my is defined as

my = \/ 2p1p (1 — cos Ap(A, p™™)), (2.3)

where p? is the transverse momentum of the leading photon and A¢(A, p%}liss) is the differ-

ence between the azimuthal angles of the photon and the missing transverse momentum.?

Do note that alternative definitions of the transverse mass exist [30].



(a) Gluon-fusion (b) Z-associated
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Figure 1: The my distribution of the dominant backgrounds for the (a) gluon-fusion and
(b) Z-associated channels. Some example signals are also included (see Sec. 3 for details).

As can be seen, the dominant background around the mass of the Higgs boson comes from
the mistagging of jets as photons. The peak in the background was at considerably lower
mr for 8 TeV, but the increase in center-of-mass energy moved it to where the signal is
expected for a massless dark photon.

2.3 Backgrounds for Z-associated production

The most important backgrounds for the Z-associated channel are presented in Table 1b,
including the number of simulated events for each of them.

A few points are worth mentioning. For the WZ (e — A) background, the W is
always decayed to an electron and a neutrino and the Z is always decayed leptonically.
This background only contains events in which an electron is mistagged as a photon. The
reweighting is performed as in Sec. 2.2. Events that pass the cuts without mistagging are
instead accounted in the W Z background, which also includes the decay of the W to a
muon and a neutrino. For the ZZ background, one of the Z’s is decayed to leptons and
the other to neutrinos. For the WW and tf backgrounds, the WW’s are decayed leptonically
to the same flavour. For the ZA background, the Z is decayed leptonically.

A set of selection cuts are applied based on Ref. [15]. They are:

e Exactly two opposite-sign, same-flavour leptons, with pr > 25 (20) GeV for the
leading (subleading) lepton and |n| < 2.5 (2.4) for electrons (muons).

e At least one photon with pr > 25 GeV and |n| < 2.5.

e The invariant mass of the lepton pair myg must satisfy |mg — myz| < 15 GeV, where
my is the mass of the Z boson.

o piss > 110 GeV.



e The norm of the vector sum of the transverse momenta of the leptons pgf must satisfy
P > 60 GeV.

e No jets tagged as originating from a bottom quark with pp > 20 GeV and |n| < 2.4.

e Fewer than three jets with pr > 30 GeV and |n| < 4.7.

e The difference in azimuthal angle between the lepton pair and the sum of ﬁ’%liss and

the momentum of the photon Agb@ﬁ, must be more than 2.5 rad.

%liss‘f’ﬁ?
ﬁmiss+ﬁA

o [ T —pf|/pf <04,

e The difference in azimuthal angle between the leading jet and 13":,9155

than 0.5 rad.

must be larger

e The invariant mass of the photon and the two leptons must be larger than 100 GeV.
o mp < 350 GeV.

To validate our procedure, we reproduced the background estimates of Ref. [15] at 13 TeV.
We find good compatibility with their results. The distribution of my of the different
backgrounds is shown in Fig. 1b.

3 Mass determination

We present in this section prospects for the upper limit on the mass of the dark photon in
the massless case and uncertainties on the mass for the massive case. This is done for both
gluon-fusion and Z-associated Higgs production. The dark photon is referred to as A’.4

3.1 Upper limit on the mass of a massless dark photon

Upper limits on the mass of the dark photon for the massless case are obtained using
likelihood methods. In more details, a series of templates of the transverse mass distribution
with 1 GeV bin width are produced for different masses of the dark photon m 4:.°> For each
template, 5 x 10° signal events are generated and the cuts of Sec. 2.2 or Sec. 2.3 are
applied. Some example templates are shown in Fig. 2 for both Higgs production channels.
The gluon-fusion and Z-associated cross sections are taken from Ref. [31]. For a given
integrated luminosity [ Ldt and branching ratio of the Higgs to a photon and a dark photon
BR(h — AA’), a series of toy experiments is performed using the template corresponding
to the massless dark photon and fluctuating the number of events in each bin according to
Poisson distributions. For each toy experiment, the likelihood of every mass template is
computed using the bins from 80 to 140 GeV and assuming the same BR(h — AA’). This

“See Refs. [8, 10] for a discussion of the h — AA’ signal at hadron colliders.

5A dark photon heavier than a few GeV that is stable on collider scales might be difficult to justify.
However, scenarios in which the dark photon decays almost exclusively to invisible stable particles are easy
to conceive. Such scenarios would lead to identical kinematic distributions (up to very small width effects)
and could not realistically be distinguished from a stable dark photon via this analysis alone.



(a) Gluon-fusion (b) Z-associated
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Figure 2: Example templates of the myp distribution of the signal for (a) the gluon-fusion
and (b) Z-associated channels. All histograms are normalized to 1.

produces the likelihood function £(m /). The latter can then be used to obtain an upper
limit on the mass of the dark photon. Considering that the likelihood function might not be
well approximated by a normal distribution, we consider two statistical methods for this.
First, a simple 2 fit is performed by finding the mass with the highest likelihood, miyx.
The mass range allowed at 95% CL is the one where —21In L(m 4/)+21In L(m}*) < 3.84 and
the upper limit on the mass of the dark photon is the largest m 4/ in this range. Second,
Bayesian statistics are used. Assuming a flat prior, the likelihood function corresponds
to the posterior distribution up to a normalization constant. The range of non-excluded
my at 95% CL corresponds to the Highest Posterior Density (HPD) credible region with
probability content 0.95, where the HPD credible region is the region with all density
probabilities being higher than outside of it [32]. The upper limit on the mass of the dark
photon is then the highest m 4/ in the HPD interval. By generating a sufficient number of
toy experiments, a distribution of upper limits on mys is obtained and its median value
corresponds to the median expected upper limit on the mass of the dark photon.

To have an indication of where it would be possible to actually discover a dark photon,
a signal region is defined by applying the cuts of Sec. 2.2 or Sec. 2.3 and also requiring
100 GeV < mp < 130 GeV. The region considered discoverable is where the significance
s/ Vb is larger than 5, where s is the expected number of signals and b the expected number
of backgrounds. As an example, for an integrated luminosity of 139 fb~! and a BR(h —
AA") of 1%, the signal is about 1.20 x 10* (1.00) and the background 7.46 x 10° (0.94)
for gluon-fusion (Z-associated). This gives a s/vb of ~ 4.39 (1.04) for gluon-fusion (Z-
associated), which can easily be rescaled to other BR(h — AA’) and integrated luminosities.
In addition, the current strongest constraints on BR(h — AA’) is 1.8% at 95% CL, which
comes from vector boson fusion with an integrated luminosity of 139 fb~! and a center-of-
mass energy of 13 TeV [18].
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Figure 3: Upper limit at 95% CL on the mass of a massless dark photon for different Higgs
production channels and different statistical methods. The signal in the yellow (orange)

by current collider searches [18].

region would have a significance of less than 50 (20). The pink region is already excluded

The median expected upper limit on m 4 is shown for gluon-fusion and Z-associated
production in Fig. 3 as a function of BR(h — AA’) and the integrated luminosity for both
the x2 approach and the Bayesian approach.® As can be seen, both statistical methods

give similar results. The reason the x? limits are slightly stronger is the lower limit on the
dark photon mass of 0, which makes the likelihood function sometimes differ considerably

from a normal distribution. In addition, the limits on m 4/ could at most reach O(1) GeV

5The results are presented in terms of BR(h — AA’) for the sake of model independence and can easily

BR(h — AA’) would depend on the mixing coefficient.

be applied to specific models. For kinetic mixing of the weak hypercharge with an Abelian gauge boson,



This is due to the fact that the Jacobian edge in the mp distribution is around

2 2

mp™* =my, <1 — mé/) =my — mA/, (3.1)
my,

where my, is the mass of the Higgs boson. This means that the Jacobian edge is only dis-
placed from my, by a term quadratic in m 4/ and hence why small masses of the dark photon
are difficult to constrain. Finally, the gluon-fusion channel gives considerably stronger lim-
its than the Z-associated channel. The main reason is that the signal would be easier to
distinguish from the background for the gluon-fusion channel. This is compounded by the
fact that the background for the Z-associated channel is very small. Hence, a discovery
could be made with very few events. Having few events however makes it difficult to tell
apart different hypotheses.

3.2 Uncertainty on the mass of a massive dark photon

In the case of a massive dark photon, an uncertainty can be set on its mass. This can be
done with minimal modifications of either the y? or Bayesian approaches. In both cases,
pseudo-experiments are generated as before, but now using a template for a dark photon
with a given non-zero mass. For each pseudo-experiment, the unexcluded region at lo
is found. This defines both an upper limit and a lower limit on the mass of the dark
photon. We take the uncertainty to be the difference between these two numbers divided
by 2. Generating many pseudo-experiments defines a distribution of uncertainties and its
median defines the median expected uncertainty on the mass of the dark photon.

Similar to Sec. 3.1, a signal region can be defined to determine the region where
the signal is discoverable. The only difference is that the my requirement is generalized
to mp € [mp*™ —25 GeV,mp** 4+ 5 GeV]. For a dark photon considerably heavier than
what we consider, it would be necessary to reoptimize the selection cuts of Sec. 2, but this
is beyond the scope of this paper.

The median expected uncertainty on mys is shown in Fig. 4 for the y? approach,
different production channels and different m 4. The results for the Bayesian approach are
qualitatively similar. The gluon-fusion channel once again proves to give the more precise
results because of the higher number of events. The precision with which the mass of the
dark photon can be measured is controlled by different competing effects. On one hand,
Eq. (3.1) means that the position of the edge is very insensitive to the value of m 4 when
it is small. On the other hand, a dark photon too close in mass to the Higgs boson is either
less likely to pass the selection cuts (gluon-fusion) or will have its edge in a region with
larger backgrounds (Z-associated), both rendering the mass measurement more difficult.

4 Distinguishing a dark photon from the neutralino/gravitino hypothesis

Finding an excess in a search for the Higgs boson decaying to a dark photon and a pho-
ton does not necessarily mean that a dark photon has been discovered. In this section,
we present how the decay of the Higgs boson to a photon and a dark photon could be
distinguished from another well-motivated hypothesis.
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(b) Gluon-fusion, m 4, = 20 GeV
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Figure 4: Uncertainty on the mass of a massive dark photon for the different Higgs
production channels. The signal in the yellow (orange) region would have a significance of

The limits are obtained using the y? method.

less than 50 (20). The pink region is already excluded by current collider searches [18].

Supersymmetry (SUSY) can potentially solve the hierarchy problem, provide a viable
dark matter candidate and lead to gauge coupling unification, among others. One of its
most sought-after signature is the decay of the Higgs boson to a light gravitino G and
a neutralino N, with the neutralino decaying to a photon and another gravitino. This
scenario has been the subject of both theoretical (e.g., Refs [33, 34]) and experimental
studies (e.g., Ref. [25]).” Most importantly, this SUSY signature is very similar to the Higgs

boson decaying to a photon and a dark photon. This is especially true if the neutralino

TA light gravitino is common in models of gauge mediation (see Ref. [35] for a review). However, the
absence of tachyonic states would require a SUSY breaking scale that makes it difficult to obtain a sizable

BR(h — AA’) [34]. Nonetheless, there exists many SUSY mediation mechanism where this branching ratio

can be sizable, as shown in Ref. [34], and exploring every one of them is beyond the scope of this paper.
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is not much lighter than the Higgs boson. In this case, the neutralino is produced with
momentum nearly identical to that of the Higgs boson and the first gravitino is very soft.
The neutralino then decays and transmits about half of its center-of-mass energy to the
photon and the other half to the second gravitino. The final state then contains both a
photon and an invisible particle with an energy in the Higgs center-of-mass frame of nearly
half the mass of the Higgs boson, which closely mimics the dark photon scenario

The relevant interactions for this SUSY scenario can be encoded in the Lagrangian [34]

L = ghGN + %A#VGO'/WN, (4.1)

where g is some coupling constant, A is some scale, A, is the field strength of the photon
and oM = %[7“, ~v¥]. We have assumed G and N to be Majorana fermions.

To determine how well the dark photon hypothesis could be distinguished from the
decay of a Higgs to a neutralino and a gravitino, we proceed as follows. A series of templates
of the myp distribution for the SUSY hypothesis are generated for different masses of N
up to the mass of the Higgs boson. Consider one such template. For given integrated
luminosity and BR(h — AA’), pseudo-experiments are generated using the template for a
massless dark photon. The ratio of the likelihood of the dark photon and SUSY hypotheses
is then computed, assuming the worst case scenario that the average number of events that
pass selection cuts are the same and using the bins from 80 to 140 GeV. By generating
enough pseudo-experiments, we obtain a distribution of the likelihood ratio for the dark
photon hypothesis. The procedure is then repeated for the SUSY hypothesis, obtaining a
distribution of the likelihood ratio assuming the SUSY hypothesis. One can then compute
the p-value of the median of the dark photon distribution for the SUSY hypothesis. This
gives the median expected p-value. The procedure is then repeated for other masses of N.

We show in Fig. 5 the lowest exclusion confidence level amongst all SUSY templates
as a function of BR(h — AA’) and the integrated luminosity for both the gluon-fusion
and the Z-associated channels. In other words, a contour of X% means that the SUSY
hypothesis is excluded at X% CL for the mass of the neutralino that mimics most closely
the dark photon signal and is excluded with a higher confidence for all other masses. The
width of N is assumed small. As can be seen, the LHC could come close to ruling out the
SUSY hypothesis at 95% CL depending on the branching ratio and integrated luminosity.
In addition, the gluon-fusion channel once again outperforms the Z-associated channel.

The fact that the SUSY hypothesis could be almost excluded might seem counterintu-
itive at first. Indeed, it might seem that, in the limit that the mass of N approaches that of
the Higgs boson, the SUSY and dark photon signals should become identical. One would
naively expect this to be true until the mass splitting becomes comparable to the width
of the Higgs, where the narrow width approximation breaks down and the Higgs boson is
considerably off-shell in many events. This naive intuition proves to be not quite accurate.
Consider for example gluon-fusion. The cross section for gg — NG is

o(5) g (5 —my)* (4.2)

T 167AZ (5 —m2)2 + mir2

- 11 -



(a) Gluon-fusion

(b) Z-associated
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Figure 5: Lowest exclusion confidence level of the SUSY hypothesis for (a) the gluon-
fusion and (b) Z-associated channels. The signal in the yellow (orange) region would have

a significance of less than 50 (20). The pink region is already excluded by current collider

searches [18].

where V/§ is the partonic center-of-mass energy, A some effective scale, my the mass of N
and I'y, the width of the Higgs boson. This can be rewritten in the more revealing form

(3) = §? (3 —m2)? 2(m2 —m%) (8 —m3) (m2 — m2,)? W)
o\8) = A2 | (5 — m2)2 212 = 9\9 T2 (4.
16mA2 [(8 —mj)? +mp Ty (8 —mj)? +m Ly

(8 —m2)?+miT?
The first two terms are zero when the Higgs is on-shell. The last term represents the peak,
though it is strongly suppressed because of the small mass splitting, and is small when the

Higgs is off-shell. Call f($)d$ the probability for a collision to take place between § and
5+ ds. The Higgs will be mostly on-shell if

(mu+nl'p)? 52(m2 — m2.)2
/ 437 (3o (3) ~ T TN
(

T (4.4)
mp—nlp)? 167rA2mhFh
where n is an integer of O(1), is much larger than
s g2
dsf(8)o(s) ~ —, 4.5
/(mhwh)Q (510 ~ (4.5)

where /s is the center-of-mass energy of the hadrons and we have performed an order

of magnitude estimate. This means that most events will take place when the Higgs is
on-shell only when my — my =

mp1'y,, which is much larger than the naive result. The
validity of this relation was verified by modifying I'j, in MadGraph and our own computation

of the cross section. This phenomenon is why there is an important limit to how much the
SUSY signal can mimic the dark photon signal and why it would be possible to eventually
exclude the SUSY hypothesis. It is also worth noting that the SUSY hypothesis would be
even easier to distinguish from a dark photon if the neutralino had a sizable width, as it
would often become off-shell which would further modify the my distribution.
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(a) Kinetic mixing only (b) Effective operators
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Figure 6: Ratio of the branching ratios BR(h — ZA')/BR(h — AA’) for (a) kinetic
mixing for a sufficiently small value of the mixing parameter and (b) the effective operators
of Eq. (5.2) with a very light dark photon.

5 Observability of the Higgs decay to a Z and a dark photon

If the Higgs boson can decay to a photon and a dark photon, it is very likely that it can
also decay to a dark photon and a Z boson. In the presence of an excess in the Higgs decay
to a photon and an invisible particle, the absence of an excess in the decay to a Z boson
and an invisible particle could potentially put tension on the dark photon hypothesis. In
this section, we discuss the relative size of the branching ratios of these two channels. We
consider two possibilities for how the dark photon communicates with the Standard Model.
First, a new Abelian gauge boson Zp could mix with the hypercharge via the kinetic
mixing term
;C; ALl (5.1)
where ¢y (sw) is the cosine (sine) of the Weinberg angle. The technical details are pre-
sented in appendix A. In the limit of small ¢, the ratio of the branching ratios to ZA’ and
AA’ becomes independent of €. It is shown in Fig. 6a for a very small value of the mixing
parameter. As can be seen, the branching ratio to a Z can be by far dominant for a suffi-
ciently heavy dark photon. This is because the decay can take place at tree-level when the
dark photon is massive. Even if the dark photon is very light, it is still ~ 0.31 of the value
of the branching ratio to a photon and a dark photon. As such, kinetic mixing only means
that the decay of the Higgs boson to a Z boson and a dark photon should eventually be
observable if the decay is kinematically allowed. Do note however that this signal would be
more challenging to discover due to the smaller amount of missing transverse momentum.
Second, we consider the possibility of new particles leading to Higgs decay via loop

~13 -



corrections. For illustration purposes, we consider the following effective operators
a1
A2

where A;W is the field strength of the dark photon, A some scale and a; and as some

HTHB,, A" %HTJGHWEVA’W, (5.2)

constants. Computing the branching ratios at leading order in the mass of the dark photon
and the inverse of A1 and As, one obtains

2
BR(h — ZA) _ [sw+ewgd 17m72z s (5.3)
BR(h — AA’) cw — SWZ% ’ '

This ratio is shown in Fig. 6b. As can be seen, the ratio can easily be much smaller or
much larger than one. The inclusion of subleading terms does not change the qualitative
picture. As such, the absence of observation of the Higgs decay to a photon and a Z boson
would be perfectly compatible with new particles mediating the decay of the Higgs boson
to a dark photon and a photon.

6 Conclusion

The goal of this paper was to determine which properties of the dark photon could be
measured if an excess in the semi-invisible decay of the Higgs to a photon and an invisible
particle were to be discovered at the LHC. It was found that, if the dark photon was
massless, an upper limit on its mass of a few GeV could be established in the best case
scenario. For a BR(h — AA’) of 1.5 % and an integrated luminosity of 3 ab™!, a x2
upper limit on mys of ~ 8 GeV and ~ 22 GeV could be found for gluon-fusion and Z-
associated productions, respectively. If the dark photon was sufficiently massive, its mass
could be determined potentially up to the sub-GeV level. For a BR(h — AA’) of 1.5 %, an
integrated luminosity of 3 ab™! and m4s of 10 GeV, a 2 uncertainty on m 4 of ~1.2 GeV
and ~5.1 GeV could be found for gluon-fusion and Z-associated productions, respectively.
An alternative hypothesis that could explain the signal was that the Higgs decayed to a
gravitino and a neutralino that then decayed to a photon and another gravitino. We found
that this hypothesis could potentially be excluded at almost 95% CL due to the effect of
the Higgs width. Finally, we found that the presence of the signal h — AA’ could easily
be compatible with the absence of the h — Z A’ signal.

We conclude with some statements about how our bounds could be improved in future
work and other avenues worth studying. First, we did not consider any systematic errors.
For Z-associated production, this is not expected to affect the results much, as the back-
ground is very small. However, the background is very large for the gluon-fusion channel.
As such, we expect our bounds to be probably a bit optimistic, though an incorporation
of the systematics in the test statistics as nuisance parameters should mitigate the differ-
ence [36]. Second, there would certainly be ways to improve the background estimates.
However, we found our results not very sensitive to the exact value of the background. For
example, even in the extreme case that the background was twice as large, the contours of
Fig. 3 would only change by ~ 20%. This is because these results come from comparing to-
gether different signals that are significant. Third, to maximize the reliability of our results,
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we were rather conservative in our cuts. More stringent cuts could potentially improve the
results. For example, we could have cut on the missing transverse energy significance [37]
or imposed a slightly stronger p?iss cut. Fourth, we did not consider all Higgs production
mechanisms. Namely, we did not consider the vector boson fusion production. Since the
current limits from vector boson fusion are stronger than our projected Z-associated limits
but weaker than our gluon-fusion limits, we expect vector boson fusion to give results in
between those of these two channels. Finally, we mention that multiple Higgs production
channels could in principle be combined to better constrain the properties of the dark

photon.
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A Computation of the Higgs decay widths

In this appendix, we compute the decay width of the Higgs to a dark photon and either a
photon or a Z boson when only kinetic mixing is present.
A.1 Masses and mixing

First, we discuss the Lagrangian and its diagonalization. We follow Ref. [7], but simplify
their results by assuming that the dark photon is lighter than the Z boson. Consider the

Lagrangian
c=—twiwsw _Lp g Ly w1 € g B Iy an.an (A
__ZW/“’W _Z uv _Z Duv4p +§$ Duv +§mD70 Du4ps ( 1)

where Wi’ is the neutral SU(2) gauge field, Bu is the hypercharge gauge field, Z py the
gauge field of a new U(1) group and € a mixing parameter. The mass mp o could either
come from the Stueckelberg mechanism or a dark Higgs with no difference as far as the
phenomenology presented in this paper is concerned. The mixing term can be eliminated
by a redefinition of the fields via

10 0

W3 01 % W3 W3

B | = w1z B |=R| B |. (A.2)
Zp 00 L Zpo Zpo

_ €
/1 C%/v
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The mass Lagrangian in this basis is then

92’02 _gg/,v2 . gglf'U2
4 4 2
dew , [1-5
gg'v? g/2U2 g/2€v2 W3u
1 —7 7 2
— 3 e
Ly =5 (WE By Zpoy) e - )
9 9/262v2 ZM
gq ev? g 2er? MmpotT 1.2 D,0
- ~ 2 = 1_ €2
dew \/1 C%V deyy \/1 612/[/ C%/V

where ¢’ (g) is the weak hypercharge (SU(2)) coupling and v ~ 246 GeV is the vacuum
expectation value of the Higgs field. The mass matrix can be diagonalized by redefining

w3 CWCa CWSa SW Z Z
B | = | —sweca —swsa cw Al =Ry | A |, (A.4)
Zpo —Sq Ca 0 A A

where ¢, (Sq) is the cosine (sine) of the angle «, which is defined via

—1+4n’s}, + 6%+ \/(1 + n2sY, 4 §2)2 — 462

t = A5
an o 2773W ) ( )
with ) 2
€ mD,0 (9° +9")v
n= 71— 6= T mQZ,o =74 (A.6)
Cw/ 1 — % mz.o - %
The mass of the Z boson and dark photon are
L Lt 07 (1 n2sh, + 02)2 — 407
mZ7A/ = 9 mZ’O. (A?)
Finally, we define for convenience
R =R R,. (A.8)
A2 h— AA
The amplitude takes the form®
Mpy_saa = SA(pA "PA' Gy — pAupA/u)ﬁfaxVﬁZFf, (A,Q)
where the coefficient S4 is given at one loop by
SA =S+ St (A.10)

f
Consider a fermion f of charge @)y, mass m; and number of colours N¢. Label the weak
hypercharge of its right-handed (left-handed) part as YI{ (YLf ) and T. ?fc =Qf — YLf . The
fermion contribution to h — AA’ is given at one loop by
4 Ne@ (AL + AL )egm? -

g4 —
f 82 (mi — m%,)?mw

(mh,mA/,mf), (A.ll)

8The computation was performed using Package-X [38].
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with
Aé = g/Y}{RQL Aé = g/YLfRQQ + ngng, (A.12)

where R;; is the ij element of the matrix R and the function F} is defined as

Fy(my1,ma,m3) = (m] —m3) 2+ (—m3 +m3 + 4m3)Cy(0, m%,m%;mg,mg,mg)]

(A.13)
+ 2m% (A(m%, ms, m3) - A(mgv ms, m3)) .

The function A is defined via
1 w Lo o 2 mg
By(s;mg,my) = 7 +In (m%) ~ 5, (mg—mi+s)ln m—% + A(s;mo,my) +2, (A.14)
where By(s;mg, m1) is the scalar Passarino-Veltman function expressed using dimensional
regularization in d = 4 — 2¢’ dimensions, and Cy(s1, 12, S2; Mo, M1, mg) the scalar three-
point Passarino-Veltman function [39]. The gauge boson loops contribute

gA _ eg?Rio ,
W 16m2 (m3 — m?2,)2mY,

FQ(mh7mA/7mW)7 (A15)

where

FQ(mb ma, m3) =
(mim3 — 2mim3 + 2m3m3 — 12m§) (m%A(m%; ms,m3) — m3A(m3;ms, ms) —m3 +m3)
+2m3 (m] —m3) (mim3 — 6mim3 — 2m3 + 6m3am3 + 12m3) Co(0,m7, m3; ms, ms, m3).
(A.16)
The decay width is then
IS4 —m2,)?

e, = . A7
A4 32mm3 (A-17)

A3 h—ZA

If the dark photon is massive and the process is kinematically allowed, the Higgs will be
able to decay to a dark photon and a Z boson via a tree-level diagram of amplitude

v * *
Miree = §(g/R22 — gR12)(¢'Ra1 — gR11)guwey €41 = Qguey €4r. (A.18)

The coefficient €2 is however zero when the dark photon is massless, as expected from gauge
invariance. As such, the loop contributions are important when the dark photon is very
light and need to be considered. Since their analytical expressions are very complicated,
we only present their value in the limit that the dark photon is massless. We have verified
that the effect of the dark photon mass only impacts significantly the loop-level amplitude
when it is negligible compared to the tree-level amplitude.

In the massless dark photon limit, the loop-level amplitude takes an analogous form
to Eq. (A.9) with $Z = SZ, + pF S]%. The fermion loop contribution is

NcQy (121]1; + A{) 923127”%

8m2(mi — m%)>my

§7 = Fy(mp, mz,my), (A.19)
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where

Al = gV}, R, Al = gY{ Ryy + gT{ Ry (A.20)

The gauge boson loop contribution is

97 9> Ri1 Ry
W=
16m2(m3 — m%)*m3,

Fg(mh,mz,mw). (A.21)

The decay width is then

V2 = (mz + ma)2) (3 — (mz —ma)?)

= M|?, A.22
24 167Tm?l | M| ( )
where
A2_‘SZ’2 2 2 232 2 2 z 2 2 92
|M|* = 5 [(mj —m% —m%)? 4+ 2m%m7] + 3Re{S”} (mj — m% — mZ) Q
L (mh =y — w4 8mAm?) (A.23)
4m?4,m2Z ’

For small m 4/, £ mi, /v and the expression is well-behaved as m 4/ goes to zero.
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