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A bstract

W e use a M onte Carlo in plem entation of recently developed m odels of doubl di raction to
assess the sensitivity ofthe LH C experin ents to Standard M odelH iggs bosons produced In exclisive
double di raction. The signal is di cul to extract, due to experin ental lin itations related to the

rst level trigger, and to contam ination by inclusive double di ractive background. A ssum ing these
di culties can be overcom e, the expected signalto-background ratio is presented as a function ofthe
experin ental resolution on the m issing m ass. W ith a m issing m ass resolution of2 G €V, a signalto—
background ratio of about 0.5 is obtained; a resolution of1 G eV brings a signal to background ratio
ofl. This resul is lower than previous estin ates, and the discrepancy is explained.

1 Introduction

T he sub gct of H iggs boson production in double di raction (denoted DPE, for D oubl Pom eron Ex—
change) has drawn considerabl interest in recent years M, [, l, B, M, B, M]. M any approaches have
been pursued, considering di ractive scattering in the Regge picture |, H, M, ], as nal state soft color
interactions W], or as fillly perturbative exchange of glion pairs M.

O ne generally considers two types of DPE events, nam ely \exclusive" D PE , w here the central heavy
ob Fct is produced alone, separated from the outgoing hadrons by rapidity gaps :

pp! p+ H + p; @)

and \inclusive" DPE, where the colliding P om erons are resolved (very much lke ordinary hadrons),
dressing the central ob fct w ith P om eron \rem nants":

pe! p+ X +H +Y + p: )

In general, exclusive H iggs boson production is considered m ost prom ising for both experin entaland
theoretical reasons which will be recalled later on. A though a less appealing search channel, inclisive
DPE is in portant to consider since it constitutes a background to exclusive DPE . Besides, i should
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not be forgotten that of the above two, only inclisive DPE has actually been observed for high central
masses ]. Exclusive DPE form asses exceeding about 4 G €V is still hypothetical.

A recently developed M onte<C arlo program , DPEMC [1], proposes an in plem entation of the m odels of
., 0, B, ). Tt uses HERWIG []] as a cross—section lbrary of hard QCD processes, and when required,
convolutes them w ith the relevant Pom eron uxes and parton densities.

O n the experin entalside, perform ance sin ulations ofa possible experim ental setup for forw ard proton
detection at the LHC are available []]. The LHC experin ents ATLA S and CM S also propose tools for
fast sim ulation ofthe response of their detectors 1], A llneeded Ingredients are thus present to allow for
a consistent evaluation ofthe DPE Standard M odelH iggsboson search potential, ncliding experin ental
e ects. Such a study has not been perform ed yet. W e ocuson the H ! kb nalstate, which dom inates
the cross—section in the m ass range 100-140 G&V .

In the next section, the theoretical fram ew ork is recalled, w ith som e attention devoted to the exclusive
processes. Relkvant backgrounds are m entioned, and som e details of the simulation are given. The
follow ing section describes the experin ental context. T he m ost in portant steps of the analysis are then
given, concentrating on trigger aspects, background refpction, and m ass reconstruction. T he resuls are
given as a function of the expected m issing m ass resolution. C onclusions follow .

W e do not pretend to exhaust all possbilities in this paper, but give an idea of what can be achieved
under reasonably optim istic conditions. Further details and ideas for in provem ent will be given in a
forthcom ing publication.

2 T heoretical context

Them ain features of the exclusive DPE H iggsboson signal, and of the various backgrounds are sum m a—
rized below .

Exclusive DPE

The st proposed modelorpp ! p+ H + p, the BialasLandsho @BL) model, is based on a sum -
m ation of two-glion exchange Feynm an graphs coupled to H iggs production by the top quark loop.
T he non-perturbative character of di raction at the proton vertices relies on the introduction of \non-
perturbative" glion propagators which arem odeled on the description of soft total cross-sections w ithin
the additive constituent quark m odel. R eggeization is assum ed in order to recover the usualparam eters
ofthe D onnachieL.andsho Pomeron []. E xpressions for the resulting cross-section can be found in [1].

Soon after, the sam em odelwas applied topp ! p+ gg+ p L. The com putation of di ractive gluon
pair production, pp ! p+ gg+ p, was perform ed in this fram ew ork very recently [1].

O ne In portant aspect for the consistency of the m odel is the non-trivial factorization of the sum of
all relevant diagram s as the product of a soft com ponent by a hard elem entary cross—section. For both
processes gg ! gg and gg ! qgg, the elem entary cross—section corresponds to what would be obtained
by a separate com putation in posing that the initial gluons are in the J; = 0 state. Thehard gg ! og
cross—sections tum out to be proportionalto m §=s, and hence are suppressed at high energy. Thism akes
the H iggs boson search in this channel theoretically attractive.

T he otherpopularm odel for exclisive D PE hasbeen developed by K hoze, M artin, Ryskin KM R) [1].
It relies on a purely perturbative, factorized Q CD m echanisn applied to 2-gluon exchange am ong the
protons, w thout reference to a reggeized P om eron, and convoluted w ith the hard sub-processes gg !
gg;aq, H . In this context, the perturbative Sudakov form factors are providing a sort of \sem thard"



cut-o which allow s one to avoid the infrared divergence in the loop integration over the perturbative
gluon propagators. The m ain ingredients of this m odel are the so-called unintegrated o —forward ghion

distrbbutions in the proton, which are a source of uncertainty []. T he hard cross—sections are com puted
w ith the J; = 0 constraint on the initial gluons. B esides this aspect, the rapidity gap or proton survival
probability, ensuring that the incom ing hadrons do not re-scatter and indeed leave the interaction Intact,
have been com puted and applied by the authors, using Inform ation from soft elastic scattering, and low

m ass and high m ass di ractive scattering [l]. For a H iggsboson 0f 120 G &V produced at the LHC, the
survival probability is found tobe 3% .

T he survival probability has not been applied In the original com putations by B ialas et al, and the
dipt cross—sections are found to exceed the CDF experin entalbound [l]. Tt has however recently been
shown?', using the G ood-W akerand G lauber form align s, that the double P om eron exchange contribution
to centraldi ractive production ofheavy ob ctshas to be corrected for absorption, n a form determ ined
by the elastic scattering between the incident protons. W hen applied to H iggs boson production, this
Jeadsto a strong dam ping factor, very com parable to the KM R factor [1]. Taking this factor into acocount
brings the digt crosssections in agreem ent w ith the abovem entioned experin entalbound.

M onteC arlo sin ulations, using DPEMC, based on the BL m odeland including the rapidity-gap survival
probability as determ ined above, give cross-section results com patdble w th the KM R m odel. Hence our
results on the signal to background ratios are expected to be valid for both the gap survival corrected
BialasT.andsho modeland the KM R m odel.

Inclusive D PE and non-di ractive backgrounds

Since the signalofinterest ispp ! p+ H ! ko) + p, allprocesses involring difgts in the nal state need
to be considered as potential backgrounds. W e consider them in tum.

Standard (nhon-di ractive) Q CD dift events constitute the m ost copious background. It is in portant
In the early stages of the analysis (nam ely as a background to the rst level experim ental trigger), and
is reected requiring the detection of forw ard protons. T hese events are m odeled using the PYTHTA event
generator 1], w ith standard Q CD param eter settings.

Inclusive D PE dift eventsare the follow ing background com ponent and are also In principle reducble,
sinhce contrarily to exclisive DPE , the Pom eron rem nants w ill prevent the appearance of rapidity gaps
In the centraldetectors. However, in typical LHC running conditions, a lJarge num ber of interactions are
present sin ultaneously in the detector, and the m a prity of non-di ractive eventswill 1lthe gaps kft by
the occasionalexclisive DPE event. It is thus not clear w hether one can expect to take bene t from this
aspect of the signal.

Another way to discrin lnate between nclisive and exclisive DPE is to com pare the digt mass
m easured In the central detectors to the so-called m issing m ass, de ned as the de ci between the total
LHC centerofm ass energy and the m ass of the outgoing proton pair. The ratio of these quantites
shoud be 1 In exclusive DPE, and an aller than 1 In lnclusive D PE . H owever, the gluon densiy in the
Pom eron hasa signi cant com ponent at Jargem om entum fraction, and a fraction of nclusive D PE events
w il resem ble exclusive events from thispoint ofview . Inclusive DPE is thus an im portant background to
consider. In this study, nclusive DPE difts are sin ulated follow ing the BPR m odel, w ith cross-sections
and nom alization given in [1].

1T his has been derived and tested rst in the context of factorization breaking in single di raction at HERA and the
Tevatron [[1], and later extended and generalized to double di raction at hadron colliders[].



The exclusive DPE dift background has been discussed in the previous section. AIIDPE processes
are sin ulated using DPEMC, w ith settings as described in M), orw ith DIFFHIGGS 2, the program used in [M].

Sin ulation and cross sections

The H iggs boson events are generated using DPEMC. Including the surxrvival factor, the exclisive cross
section at~ s=14 TeV is ound tobe 2.3 b ora H iggsboson m ass 0of 120 G eV decaying to b quark pairs.
W e also use DPEMC to produce the exclusive b fts. T he cross section requiring gtswih pr > 25G&V, is
12 pb. These num bers are cbtained w ith m odel param eters set as In the original publications [, I1].

W eperform ed tw o crosschecksw hich w illbe detailed in an forthcom ing paper to verify the predictions
of our generator. F irst, we com puted the cross—section ©or DPE difts within the CDF acceptance, after
a dikt m ass fraction cut at 0.8, as i isdone by the CDF experin ent. W e found a cross section of about
016 nb, wellbelow the experim entalbound of 3.7 nb. T he other test was to check the suppression factor
ofexclisive b Etsw ith respect to allother gts: we nd a b-quark digt cross section ofabout 2.1 pb after
a Btpr cutof25Gev,and 6 10° pb forallquark and glion Fts, the totalquark contribution being 2.3
pb. This corregponds to the expected suppression of quark pair production in exclisive DPE .

T he inclusive background hasbeen generated using the DIFFHIGGS M onte C arlo. In order to lin i the
size of the sim ulated sam ples, we require gtsw ith pr greater than 25 G €V ,and a difgt m ass greater than
75 G &V . The protons are also required to allw ithin the forw ard detector acceptance (see next section),
and the m issing m ass is required to be between 100 and 170 G&V . The resulting inclusive DPE dift
cross—section is 22 pb.

3 Experimn ental context

T his section sum m arizes the characteristics of the LHC detectors relevant to this study.

T he central detector

The analysisbelow relieson a fast sin ulation ofthe CM S detector at the LHC . T he sam e study could be
perform ed using the AT LA S detector sim ulation, when one would expect sin ilar resuls. The relevant
detector characteristics are brie y recalled below .

T he calorin etric coverage of the LHC experin ents ranges up to a pseudorapidiy of 3 j 5. The
region devoted to p]:eci%ogm easuram ents lies within j j 3, wih a typical resolution on ¥t energy
measurament of 50%= E, whereE is In G€V, and a granularity in pseudorapidity and azinuth of

01 0d.Fordigts, themassresolution atM ;5 100 Ge&V isabout 10% . The extension in
the forward region 3 < j j< 5 allow s a precise m easuram ent of the m issing transverse energy, and can
be used to select rapidity gaps by vetoing activity in this region (in the absence ofpileup).

T he identi cation of b-quarks is done by detecting the decay vertices of B m esons. T his is done by
searching for digplaced vertices, or for charged particle tracksw ith a large in pact param eterw ith respect
to the interaction point. T he light quark or gluon £t rejection depends on the chosen b-quark selection
e ciency; typically, one expects a refpction factor of 100 for a selection e ciency of 60% . For a H iggs
boson decaying to b-quark pairs, the e ciency is 35% , and the non-b digt background is refcted by
a factor 10%.

2T his program is unpublished and superseded by its public version, DPEMC.



T he forw ard detector

A possible experim ental setup for forw ard proton detection is described n []. W ew illonly brie y recall
its features here, and w ill concentrate on is acosptance and resolution.

P rotons di racted at very low angles, orw ith a smallm om entum loss, are detected at large distances
from the interaction point when, follow Ing the m achine optics, they have su ciently deviated from the
nom nalbeam .

In excluisive DPE, the m ass of the central heavy ob fct is given by M 2 = ;| ,s, where ; are the
proton fractionalm om entum losses, and s is the total center-ofm ass energy. In order to reconstruct
ob ects w ith m ass 100150 G &V in this way, the acoeptance sould be large down to  values as low as a
few 10 3. Them issing m ass resolution directly depends on the resolution on , and should not exceed a
few percent if a signi cant in provem ent com pared to the dift m ass resolution is desired [1].

These goals are achieved in []] assum ing three detector stations, located at 210 m, 308 m,
and 420m from the interaction point. A ccording to the currently foreseen LHC m achine param eters,
protons with a m om entum lossofa faw 10 3 willbe su ciently separated from the beam envelope only
after having traveled such large distances. The acceptance and resolution have been derived for each
device using a com plete sin ulation ofthe LHC beam param eters. The combined accogptanceis 100%
for ranging from 0:002 to 0:1. The acceptance lim it of the device closest to the interaction point is

> nin =0.02.

T he present analysis does not assum e any particular value for the resolution. Instead, for the sake
of generality, resuls are presented as a function of the nalm issing m ass resolution, so that the search
perform ance of any given setup can be read o directly.

4 Sensitivity to the Standard M odelH iggs B oson

T his section gives an overview ofthe selection procedure of exclusive DPE H iggs boson events. W e con—
sider trigger strategies relying on rapidity gaps and forw ard proton detection, their dom ain of application
and their 1m fations. T he analysis is then described, and the resuls follow .

T riggering w ith forw ard protons

Let us st discuss possble trigger strategies for this channel. The dift crosssection at the LHC is
orders of m agnitude too large to allow triggering on the ts them selves, so bene t m ust be taken from
the speci ties of DPE.

Iftheneeded acosptance can be obtained fordetectors close enough to the interaction point, requiring
at least one detected proton at the rst level trigger elin inates allnon-di ractive difgt events and solves
the triggering problem . The m axin um allowed distance is about 200250 m , a num ber given by the tin e
needed for a proton to y from the interaction point to the forward detector, for the detector signal to
travel back, and for the trigger decision to be m ade, w ithin the allowed rst level trigger Jatency. T his
latency isabout 1.8 s forthe ATLA S detector; CM S digposes ofabout 3  s.

Figurell show s the proton  distrbution for a H iggsboson m ass of 120 GeV .G iven the acceptance
of the closest detector (i, = 0:02), requiring one proton to be detected at the rst level trigger has an
acoeptance of about 66% . If one proton satis es > 002, the second one hasm uch sm aller m om entum
loss and can be detected in the large distance devices. Bequjr:ing the detection of both protons in the
short distance devices has acoeptance only abovem y = 2 = 280GevV.

m in




Figure1l: P roton m om entum lossdistrbution, foran exclisive DPE H iggsboson signal (m g
T he forw ard proton acceptance is shown for the whole detection system , and for the device closest to the

Interaction point.

Full acceptance

T
I
I
it
I
I
—

210 m detector acceptance (L1 triggerable)

0

0.01 002 0.03 004 0.05 006 007 008 009 01
Proton fractional momentum loss

120G eV).



Requiring in addition two Fts w ith tranverse m om enta of at least 40 and 30 GeV givesa rst level
trigger rate ofabout 80 Hz at a im fnosity L = 2 1033 am 2 s !, and 400 Hz atL = 10* am 2 s !.
T hese num bers correspond to the Iow and high um inosity running scenarios at the LH C . If the detection
of the second proton is required at a higher trigger level, and a cut on the m issing m ass is added (for
nstance 80 < M  iss < 250 G&V, where M n%iss = 1 8),the naltrigger rate is lessthan 02 Hz (1 H z)
at ow (high) um inosity.

T riggering w ith rapidity gaps

If the strategy proposed n the previous section is insu clent (ie, if the forward detector signal arrives
beyond the latency lm it, or if the quoted single proton detection e ciency istoo low ), the trigger has to
rely on central detector signals.

The rst leveltrigger rate requiring two gtsw ith pr > 40 and 30 G &V, and a difpt m ass greater than
80 Ge&V, isabout 10 kH z at low lum inosiy and 100 kH z at high lum inosity.

Tt is in principle possible to reduce this rate at Level 1 by requiring rapidiy gaps betw een the protons
and the ts. A sF igurell show s, requiring the absence of activity in the forw ard calorin eters (oy requiring
the totaltransverse energy in this region to be low ) e ectively selectsD PE events against non-di ractive
digt events. So this appears to be a sin ple and prom ising strategy.

However, at high um inosity, som e twenty interactions occur sin ultaneously and overlap in the detec—
tor. Figurel show s again that, even if an exclusive DPE event has no forward calorim etric activity, the
superin position ofm inin um bias events washes out this feature, and spoils the discrin ination betw een
di ractive and non-difractive events.

Topro t from di ractive signatures In the centraldetectors, it thus appears desirable to run at lower
Jum inosity, In order to m axim ize the rate of single interaction collisions. In fact, one can express the
probability to observe exactly one interaction of low cross—section (and no overlapping m ininmum bias
events) as ollow s:

rnbL
f

where L isthe lum inosity, np isthem ininum bias cross-section, taken to be 55mb, and fis the crossing
frequency, which is40 M Hz at the LHC .

T he behaviour of this finction is displayed in F igurel. T he value of L. m axin izing the single interac—
tion rate iSLope = 73 10°?2 an ? s !. Note also that at this \optin al" um inosity, the average num ber
of overlapping events is stilln = pLepe=f= 1, so that that the fraction of events w ithout overlaps is
e ' = 0:37.0necan thusde nean e ective im inosity asLe = Lope e '= 27 102 an ?s ',whih
determ ines the counting rate of clean DPE events w ithout pilkup. Obviously, rare signals accum ulate
very slow Iy under these conditions.

W e do not exclide that clever ways can be found that allow to distinguish DPE events from non-
di ractive digts in the presence of pilkup. But this requires excellent detector understanding and
know ledge ofm Inim um bias processes. T his study w illbe perform ed in a forthcom ing publication.

At a higher trigger lvel, the nform ation from forward detectors can be used, and the nal rates
w il be at the sam e kvel as before. But we stress that it is crucial for the experim ents to m aintain a
m anageable trigger rate at the rst level. C onsidering the available bandw idth (75 to 100 kH z for Atlas,
and a sin ilar num ber ©or CM S), and the concurrence of other In portant trigger channels, a f&w hundred
H z appears to be am axinum .

P/ Lexp
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Figure 3: Evolution of the probability to observe exactly one interaction during an LHC bunch crossing,
as a function of the m achine lum inosity.
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A nalysis

This section sum m arizes the cuts applied in the rem aining part of the analysis. A s said before, both
di racted protons are required to be detected In rom an pot detectors. T he centralm ass is reconstructed
ushg the m easurem ent of ; and , given by the Hrward detectors, giving M p iss = (1 25)'~2. The
resolution on the centralm ass is thus directly dependent on the lrading proton m easurem ent resolution.
A sm entioned before, we choose to study the signalto background ratio as a function ofthem issihgm ass
resolution, by varying this param eter directly.

T he other cuts are based on detecting well m easured, high pr b events. For this, we use a fast
sin ulation ofthe CM S detector (the AT LA S detector sin ulation w ill produce very sin ilar resuls). W e

rst require the presence of two gtswih pr1 > 45 G&V, pr, > 30 GeV. The di erence in azim uth
between the two Fts should be 170 < < 190 degrees, asking the Fts to be back-to-back. Both Fts
are required to be central, j j< 2.5, with the di erence in rapidity ofboth Fts satisfying j j< 08.W e
also apply a cut on the ratio of the digt m ass to the totalm ass of all tsm easured in the calorim eters,
M 75=M L1 > 0.75. The ratio of the dift m ass to the m issing m ass should verify M y5=(1 2s)'™2 > 0.8.
Ascanbessenon F jgurel, them ass fraction distrbution for exclisive events has a spread ofabout 10% ,
dom nated the dift m ass resolution as expected.

An additional cut requires a positive b tagging of the fts, elim inating all non-b digt background,
w ith the e ciency on b—quark difts quoted above.

T he last In portant cut requires that all the available P om eron-P om eron collision energy is used to
produce the H iggs boson. Such a topology could be selected by requiring the dift m ass to be close to
the totalm assm easured In the calorim eters (ie summ ing over all calorim eter cells, rather than over all
Ets as done above). Such a selection clearly needs to be controlled accurately and would need a m ore
com plete sim ulation ofthe calorim eter regponse, notably including a detailed noise and pileup sim ulation.
T he present study em ulates this cut by requiring the Pom eron m om entum fraction involved in the hard
process to be greater than 95% . T his cut appears crucial in elin lnating the lnclisive DPE background.

Resuls

Results are given in Figurell ©r a Higgsm ass of 120 G eV, in tem s of the signal to background ratio
S/B, asa function of the H iggs boson m ass resolution. T he background and overlayed signal is shown in
Figurel, ©or an exam ple m ass resolution of 2.5 G eV .

In order to cbtain an S/B of3 (regp. 1, 0.5), am ass resolution ofabout 03 GeV (regp. 12,23 G&V)
is needed. The forward detector design of []] claimn s a resolution of about 225 Ge&V, which leads to
a S/B of about 0.4-0.6. Im provem ents in this design would increase the S/B ratio as indicated on the

gure.

For 100 b !, one expects of the order of 20 signalevents, when using a m ass resolution of about 2.5
GeV and within a mass window of 4 G&V . A s usual, this number is enhanced by a large factor if one
considers supersym m etric H iggsboson production w ith favorableH iggsor squark eldm ixing param eters.

F inally, ket us note that the background increases by a factor 5 if the last cut of the analysis is not
applied (see previous section), due to contam ination by inclisive events. A s a resul, S/B 0a1.

C om parison w ith the KM R estim ate

Our result can be com pared to the phenom enological result of ], where experim ental issues were
addressed wihin the KM R framework. For a m issing m ass resolution of 1 G&V, we have obtained

10



Figure 4: M ass fraction distribution for inclusive and exclisive DPE difts events.
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Figure 5: Standard M odel H iggs boson signal to background ratio as a function of the resolution on the
m issingm ass, In GeV .This gure assum es a H iggsboson m ass0of120 G&V .
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Figure 6: Background ( tted by an exponential) and signal superin posed, for an exam plem ass resolution
0f25 GeV (arbitrary nom alization). This gure assum es a H iggs boson m ass 0o£120 G&V .
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S/B 1, where the KM R collaboration nds S/B 3. A though our analysis relies on a m ore detailed
experim ental sin ulation, the reason for the di erence is elsew here.

In ], the background is integrated over a m assw indow of1l G &V, assum Ing that 100% ofthe signal
lies inside this w ndow . T his is the case only if the m ass resolution is signi cantly am aller than 1 G&V,
and typically of order 250300 M &V .

So assum ing the result of 1] is given for a gaussian m ass resolution of 1 G &V either underestin ates
the background by a factor 3, or overestin ates the signalby the sam e factor. Taking this factor into
acocount, and once again assum ing that trigger rates and contam ination by inclisive DPE can be kept
under control, brings the KM R estin ate to agree w ith our M onte-C arlo sim ulation.

5 Summ ary

W e have perform ed a M onte€ arlo sin ulation ofthe exclusive DPE Standard M odelH iggs boson search,
acoounting for the signal, backgrounds, and detector e ects in a realistic way.

W e stressed that the trigger strategy for such a signalis straightforw ard, provided the forw ard detector
signals arrive early enough. T his strongly 1im its the allow ed distance between the forw ard detectors and
the interaction point. The acosptance criteria are contradictory to the previous condition, and prefer
larger distances. If no com prom ise can be found, the trigger has to rely on the central detectors only.
Rapidiy gaps can provide an e cient trigger signal, but only at low lum inosity, which m eans that the
signal accum ulates slow ly.

T he selection of exclusive DPE events is di cult because of the contam ination by inclisive events.
Tt is found that the \quasitexclisive" tail of nclusive DPE (wih a dift to m issihg m ass ratio larger
than 0.8) is hard to elin inate, and requires selections that are very sensitive to detector e ects. Further
Investigation in this direction is needed.

If the above di culties can be overcom g, ie if it is possible to trigger on DPE events e ciently, and
select exclusive DPE w ith high purity, then the signalto background ratio is a factor three an aller than
predicted elsew here. Q uantitatively, a m issing m ass resolution of 1 GeV im plies S/B oforder 1; to obtain
S/B oforder 3, a resolution ofa few hundred M €V is required.
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