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A bstract

W e presenta new Fortran M onte Carlo generatorto sim ulate black hole eventsatCERN’sLarge

Hadron Collider.The generatorinterfacesto the PYTHIA M onte Carlo fragm entation code.The

physicsoftheBH generatorincludes,butnotlim ited to,inelasticity e�ects,exact�eld em issivities,

correctionstosem iclassicalblackholeevaporation and gravitationalenergylossatform ation.These

featuresare essentialto realistically reconstructthe detectorresponseand testdi�erentm odelsof

black hole form ation and decay atthe LHC.
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1 Introduction

The fundam entalscale ofgravity m ay be m uch lower than the m easured gravitationalscale [1].

In scenarioswith large orwarped extra dim ensions,the observed weaknessofgravity isexplained

by assum ing thatStandard M odel(SM )�eldsare constrained to propagate on a four-dim ensional

subm anifold,whereasgravitonspropagate in the higher-dim ensionalspacetim e [2].Ifthe gravita-

tionalcoupling constantisoftheorderoffew TeVs,super-Planckian eventsatCERN’sLHC could

lead to the form ation ofsubnuclearBlack Holes(BHs)[3]and branes[4](Forreviewsand further

references,see Refs.[5,6]).

Thesem iclassicallim itofsuper-Planckian scattering suggeststhatthecrosssection forcreation

ofa BH orbrane with radiusR isapproxim ately equalto the geom etricalBlack Disk (BD)cross

section �B D (s;n)= �R 2(s;n),where
p
sistheCenterofM ass(CM )energy ofthecolliding quanta

and n isthe num berofextra dim ensions.The sem iclassicalHawking e�ect[7]providesa therm al

decay m echanism for BHs, thus allowing their detection. The spectrum ofm assive excitations

in string theories suggests that branes m ay also decay therm ally [8]. Under the m ost favorable

circum stances,the BH eventrate attheLHC should becom parable to thet�teventrate.

Untilnow,num ericalstudiesofobservationalsignatureshaveused M onteCarlo(M C)generators

im plem enting thesem iclassicalpictureoutlined above.Currently,therearetwo M C generatorsfor

BH production at particle colliders: TRUENO IR [9]and CHARYBDIS [10]. However, recent

results have m odi�ed signi�cantly our understanding ofBH form ation and evolution. It is thus

tim ely and worthwile to exam ine the observationalsignatures ofBH events beyond the sim ple

sem iclassicalpicture. To this purpose,we have developed a new Fortran M C generator for BH

events atthe LHC which includesm any ofthe accepted theoreticalresultsin the literature. The

generator,called CATFISH (Collider grAviTationalFIeld Sim ulator for black Holes),interfaces

to the PYTHIA M C fragm entation code [11]using the Les Houches interface [12]. CATFISH

allows the m ost accurate description of BH events at the TeV scale up-to-date. Its exibility

perm itsto com parethesignaturesofdi�erenttheoreticalm odelsofBH production.M C generators

with sim ilar characteristics ofCATFISH have already been successfully utilized to sim ulate BH

production in ultrahigh-energy cosm icray airshowers[13]and in lepton colliders[14].Precom piled

executable versions ofCATFISH (Linux and M ac O S platform s) are available at the CATFISH

website http://www.phy.olemiss.edu/GR/catfish.

2 B asics ofB H form ation and evolution

In thissection we follow Ref.[13]and briey review the basicsofBH form ation and evolution.

2.1 B H form ation and cross section at parton level

Thorne’shoop conjecture[15]statesthatan eventhorizon form swhen a m assM iscom pacted into

a region with circum ference sm aller than twice the Schwarzschild radius R(M ) in any direction.

At the LHC,this process can be achieved by scattering two partons ij with CM energy larger

than M and im pact param eter sm aller b than R. The BH event is described by the inelastic

processij! BH + E (X ),whereE (X )denotesthecollisionalenergy thatdoesnotfallbeyond the

eventhorizon. Due to the gravitationalnature ofthe process,thisenergy includesm ainly a bulk

com ponentofgravitationalradiation,although non-SM gauge�eldsand a branecom ponentofSM

�eldscannotbeexcluded.IfE (X )iszero,thehoop conjectureim pliesthattheparton crosssection

2

http://www.phy.olemiss.edu/GR/catfish


forBH production isequaltothegeom etricalBD crosssection,�ij(s;n)= �B D (sij;n)�(R(sij)� b).

IfE (X )6= 0,thecrosssection isgenerally sm allerand dependson theim pactparam eter.Notethat

thistreatm ent is valid only ifthe BH islarger than the Com pton length ofthe colliding quanta.

(Fordiscussionson the e�ectofwave packetsize on the BH form ation process,see Refs.[16].) A

precise calculation ofthecollisionalenergy lossisessentialto understanding BH form ation.

The hoop conjecture has been tested by di�erent m ethods [6],the m ost popular one being

the Trapped-Surface (TS)approach [17,18,19],The TS m odelgives a bound on the inelasticity

by m odeling the incom ing partonsastwo Aichelburg-Sexlshock waves [20]. The Aichelburg-Sexl

wave isobtained by boosting theSchwarzschild solution to the speed oflightat�xed energy.The

resulting m etric describesa plane-fronted gravitationalshock wave corresponding to the Lorentz-

contracted longitudinalgravitational�eld.The parton scattering issim ulated by superposing two

shock waves traveling in opposite directions. The union ofthese shock waves de�nesa closed TS

thatallowsto seta lowerbound on theinitialBH m assM B H .Thecollisionalenergy lossdepends

on theim pactparam eterand increasesasthenum berofspacetim e dim ensionsincreases.TheBH

m assm onotonically decreaseswith theim pactparam eterfrom a m axim um ofabout60-70% ofthe

CM energy forhead-on collisions.

TheTS resultisconsistentwithin oneorderofm agnitudewith thehoop conjecture.However,

thisapproach neglectsm ass,spin,charge and �nite-size e�ectsofthe incom ing partons.Size and

spin e�ects are expected to be m ostly relevant around the Planck energy. Charge e�ects could

dom inate at higher energy. The pointlike approxim ation fails for directions transversalto the

m otion [21]. Even with these assum ptions,the TS m odelprovides only a lower bound on M B H .

Independentestim ates ofthe gravitationalcollisionalenergy lossare possible through alternative

approaches. The gravitationalenergy em ission in a hard instantaneouscollision can be evaluated

in the linearized lim it [22]. This com putation suggests that the TS m ethod overestim ates the

gravitational energy em itted in the process. For head-on collisions, the instantaneous m ethod

predicts that the gravitationalenergy loss is only about 10% ofthe CM energy. This result is

in agreem entwith perturbative calculationsm odeling the parton-parton collision asa plunge ofa

relativistic testparticle into a BH with m assequalto theCM energy [23].

In conclusion,a conservative estim ate ofgravitationalloss in relativistic scattering at parton

levelgives a BH m assranging between 60% and 100% ofthe CM energy. The TS resultand the

BD resultcan beconsidered asthelowerand upperboundson M B H ,respectively.

2.2 C ross section at nucleon level

The total cross section for a super-Planckian BH event involving two nucleons is obtained by

integrating the parton cross section over the Parton Distribution Functions (PDFs). Ifthe BH

m assdependson the im pactparam eter,the generally accepted form ula forthe totalcrosssection

ofthe pp processis

�pp! B H (s;n)=
X

ij

Z
1

0

2zdz

Z
1

xm

dx

Z
1

x

dx0

x0
fi(x

0
;Q )fj(x=x

0
;Q )F �B D (xs;n); (1)

where fi(� ;Q )are the PDFswith four-m om entum transfersquared Q [24,25]and z isthe im pact

param eternorm alized to itsm axim um value.Thecuto� atsm allx isxm = M 2
m in=(sy

2(z)),where

y(z)and M m in arethefraction ofCM energy trapped into theBH and them inim um -allowed m ass

ofthe gravitationalobject,respectively. F is a form factor. The totalcross section for the BD

m odelisobtained by setting F = 1 and y2(z)= 1.
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Di�erent sets of PDFs are de�ned in the literature. The PDFs are not known at energies

above the TeV and for values ofm om entum transfer expected in BH form ation. Equation (1)is

usually calculated by im posing a cut-o� atthese values. The PDFsalso su�erfrom uncertainties

atany m om entum transfer(� 10% )[26]and from the am biguity in the de�nition ofQ [27]. The

m om entum transferisusually setto beM B H ortheSchwarzschild radiusinverse.Theuncertainty

dueto thisam biguity isabout� 10� 20% .

Theform factorand theam ountoftrapped energy depend in principleon energy,gravitational

scale,geom etry and physicalpropertiesofthespacetim e.TheTS m ethod givesnum ericalvaluesof

orderunity forthese quantities. (See Refs.[17,18]and discussion above). However,these results

depend on the way the TS is identi�ed. O ther m odels [28]give values which are m ore or less

consistent with the TS m ethod. It is com m on practice in the literature to either choose the TS

resultorthesim pleBD m odel.

The lower cuto� on the fraction ofthe nucleon m om entum carried by the partons is set by

the m inim um -allowed form ation m assofthe gravitationalobject,M m in.Thisthreshold isusually

considered to beroughly equalto them inim um m assforwhich thesem iclassicaldescription ofthe

BH is valid. However,thisargum entisbased on Hawking’s sem iclassicaltheory and m ay notbe

valid at energies equalto few tim es the Planck m ass. For exam ple,the existence ofa m inim um

spacetim e length lm im pliesthe lowerbound on theBH m ass[29,30]:

M m l=
n + 2

8�
�
n+ 3

2

�
�p

� lm M ?=2
�n+ 1

M ?; (2)

whereM ? isthefundam entalPlanck m ass.BHswith m asslessthan M m ldo notexist,sincetheir

horizon radiuswould fallbelow the m inim um -allowed length.Note thatM m l growsasa powerof

ln+ 1m at�xed M ?.Therefore,M m in m ay bem uch largerthan M ? forhigher-dim ensionalspacetim es.

2.3 B H evolution

Itisbelieved thatthedecay ofm icroscopicBHshappensin fourdistinctstages:I.radiation ofexcess

m ultipolem om ents(balding phase);II.spin-down;III.Hawking evaporation;IV.�nalexplosion or

form ation ofa BH rem nant.

Although som e progress has been m ade,a quantitative description ofthe balding phase and

the spin-down phase is not fully known. For exam ple,the em ission ofradiation from a (n + 4)-

dim ensionalrotating BH on thebraneisnotknown forspin-2 �elds[31].Dueto theselim itations,

baldingphaseand spin-down phasee�ectsarenotim plem ented in thecurrentversion ofCATFISH.

Itshould bestressed,however,thatbalding and spin-down e�ectscould play an im portantrole in

BH phenom enology attheLHC.

M any papershave been devoted to the investigation ofBH evaporation in higher dim ensions

[32],leading to a better understanding ofthe Hawking phase. Field em issivities forallSM �elds

haverecently been calculated [33].Fornon rotatingBHsand them inim alSU (3)� SU (2)� U (1)SM ,

m ostofthe BH m assisradiated asSM quanta on the brane,although the gravitationalem ission

in the bulk cannotbe neglected forhigh n. Two pointsshould be stressed [34]:(i)itisnotclear

whatisthe e�ectofrotation on BH em issivities;(ii)the �eld contentattrans-Planckian energies

isnotknown.O nsetofsupersym m etry,forexam ple,could lead to otherevaporation channelsand

large em ission ofundetectable non-SM quanta during the decay phaseeven in absence ofrotation

[35].

Q uantum gravitationale�ectsand BH recoil[36]could also a�ecttheem ission ofvisiblequanta

on the brane. Exam ples ofquantum gravitationale�ects are quantum therm aluctuations and
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corrections to the Hawking therm odynam icsdue to the existence ofa m inim um length [30]. The

existenceofam inim um scaleoftheorderofthePlanck length [37]isacom m on consequenceofm ost

(ifnotall)theoriesofquantum gravity such asstring theory,non-com m utativegeom etry,canonical

quantum gravity,etc. The presence ofa cuto� atthe Planck scale leadsto a m odi�cation ofthe

uncertainty principle.Since the Hawking therm odynam icalquantitiescan be derived by applying

theuncertainty principleto theBH,theexistence ofa m inim um length leadsto correctionsin the

therm odynam icalquantities[29,30].

Attheend oftheHawkingphase,theBH isexpected toeithernon-therm ally decay in anum ber

np ofhard quanta orleave a rem nant.In eithercase,thelack ofa theory ofquantum gravity does

notallow m orethan a phenom enologicaltreatm ent.The�naldecay isusually described by setting

a cuto� on the BH m ass ofthe order ofthe Planck m ass,Q m in � M ?,and equally distributing

the energy Q m in to np quanta. Since the decay is non-therm al,and in absence ofany guidance

from a theory ofquantum gravity,thequanta aredem ocratically chosen am ong theSM Degreesof

Freedom (DoFs). Note thatQ m in doesnotnecessarily coincide with M m in. The form ergivesthe

threshold forthe onsetofquantum gravity e�ectsin thedecay phase,whereasthe lattergivesthe

m inim um -allowed m assoftheclassicalBH in theform ation process.From theabovede�nitions,it

followsM m in � Q m in. The existence ofa m inim um length givesa naturalm eansto setQ m in. In

thatcase,them odi�ed therm odynam icalquantitiesdeterm inetheendpointofHawkingevaporation

when the BH m assreachesM m l.Thism asscan beidenti�ed with the m assoftheBH rem nant.

3 B H generator

In this section we list the m ain characteristics ofthe CATFISH generator. The physics ofBH

form ation and decay isdeterm ined by thefollowing setofexternalparam etersand switchesin the

M C code:

Fundam entalPlanck scale (M ?)

Num beroflarge extra dim ensions(n)

G ravitationallossatform ation

G ravitationallossm odel

M inim um BH m assatform ation (M m in)

Q uantum BH m assthreshold atevaporation (Q m in)

Num berofquanta attheend ofBH decay (np)

M om entum transferm odelin parton collision

Conservation ofelectrom agnetic (EM )charge

M inim um spacetim e length (�)

Theseparam etersarebriey explained below.

3.1 B H form ation and parton cross section

The M C generatordoesnotrequire any lowerorupperbound on the Planck m assM ?. However,

experim entalconstraintsexclude valuesofM ? . 1 TeV [38,39]and BHsdo notform atthe LHC

ifM ? > 14 TeV.M odelswith one ortwo atlarge extra dim ensionsare excluded experim entally

[38,39]. M ost ofthe theoreticalm odels are lim ited to n � 7. Therefore,the allowed num berof

extradim ensionsn rangesfrom 3to7.(W arped scenariossuch astheRandall-Sundrum m odels[40]

with a single extra dim ension are experim entally viable.However,the extra dim ension iswarped.

5



Sincem ostoftheresultsin theliterature concerning black holesatcollidershave been derived for

a atextra-dim ensionalscenario,wechoosenotto allow n = 1 to m im icBH production in warped

m odels.)

CATFISH includesthreem odelsforBH form ation and crosssection:BD,Yoshino-Nam bu (YN)

TS m odel[17],and Yoshino-Rychkov (YR)im proved TS m odel[18].Them inim um BH m assM m in

is set in units ofM ? or,ifa m inim um length is present,M m l: X m in = M m in � M ax(M ?;M m l).

Thisparam eterisalwayslargerthan one.

3.2 Totaland di�erentialcross section

Thedistribution oftheinitialBH m assesissam pled from thedi�erentialcrosssection d�=dM B H .

CATFISH usesthe(stable)cteq5 PDF distribution [24,41].Theuseofdi�erentPDF distributions

should not signi�cantly a�ect the totaland di�erentialcross sections. Therefore,di�erent PDF

distributionsarenotim plem ented in thecode.Theuncertainty dueto thechoiceofthem om entum

transferisgenerally larger.A logicalswitch allowsa choicebetween M B H orinverseSchwarzschild

radius,asthe de�nition ofm om entum transfer. The partofCM energy ofthe pp collision which

is not trapped or lost in gravitationalradiation at form ation form s the beam rem nant,which is

hadronized by PYTHIA.

3.3 B H evaporation

Due to the lack ofresultsforthe balding and spin-down phasesdescribed above,energy lossesin

these stages are assum ed to be either negligible or included in the energy loss during form ation.

Since the TS m odellikely overestim ates the actualenergy loss,this is a reasonable assum ption.

However,we stressed above thatbalding and spin-down e�ectscould signi�cantly a�ectthe event

signatures. W e plan to include balding and spin-down e�ects in updated versionsofthe code,as

soon astheoreticalresultsbecom e available.

A sim ilarapproach isused in the Hawking phase,where the M C usesonly the em issivities of

non-rotating spherically-sym m etric BHs[33].(Em issivitiesforrotating BHsare notfully known.)

Thisisa reasonableassum ption,given thattheBH isexpected to bebald and spinlessby thetim e

theevaporation phasebegins.M oreover,intrinsicuncertaintiesin eventreconstruction should hide

atleastsom e ofthe di�erencesbetween rotating and non-rotating �eld em issivities. The particle

contentattrans-Planckian energy isassum ed to be the m inim alSU (3)� SU (2)� U (1)SM with

three fam ilies and a single Higgs boson on a thin brane. For black holes with m ass � few TeV

the Hawking tem perature isgenerally above 100 G eV.Therefore,allSM DoFscan be considered

m assless. (Considering m assive gauge bosons does not a�ect the conclusions signi�cantly.) The

spin-0,-1/2and -1DoFson thebraneare1(Higgs�eld),90(quarks+ charged leptons+ neutrinos)

and 27 (gaugebosons),respectively.ThelongitudinalDoFsoftheweak bosonsareincluded in the

counting. The DoFs ci and the relative em issivities �P i
and �R i

[33]are given in Table I{ III,

respectively.In the notationsofRef.[33]the totaldecay m ultiplicity is[34]

N =
(n + 1)S

4�

P

i
ciR i�R i

P

j
cjPj�P j

; (3)
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whereS isthe initialentropy ofthe BH and the em issivity norm alizationsforspin-s �eldsare:

Ps =

8

>><

>>:

2:9� 10� 4 s= 0

1:6� 10� 4 s= 1=2

6:7� 10� 5 s= 1

1:5� 10� 5 s= 2

; R s =

8

>><

>>:

1:4� 10� 3 s= 0

4:8� 10� 4 s= 1=2

1:5� 10� 4 s= 1

2:2� 10� 5 s= 2

: (4)

Thedecay m ultiplicitiesperspeciesN i are

N i= N
ciR i�R i

P

j
cjR j�R j

: (5)

Thepresenceofa m inim um length a�ectstheevaporation phase.CATFISH usesthedim ensionless

param eter � = lm M ?=2 to determ ine the m inim um length. Ifthere is no m inim um length,i.e.

� = 0,the M C evaporatesthe BH according to the Hawking theory (with varying tem perature).

Alternatively,theBH evolution proceedsaccordingtothem odi�ed therm odynam icsofRef.[29,30].

In both casestheevaporation endswhen theBH reachesthem assQ m in.Thisissetin unitsofM ?

(M m l)ifthem inim um length iszero (nonzero).NotethattheBH m inim um form ation m assM m in

and theendpointofHawking evaporation Q m in areindependentparam eters.

Four-m om entum is conserved at each step in the evaporation process by taking into account

the recoilofthe BH on the brane due to the em ission ofthe Hawking quanta. The initialenergy

oftheBH isdistributed dem ocratically am ong alltheHawking quanta with a random sm earing of

� 10% .Thissm earing factorisintroduced on a purely phenom enologicalbasisto takeinto account

quantum uncertaintiesin the em ission ofeach quantum .

3.4 B H �naldecay

The M C code allows fortwo di�erent choices of�nalBH decay: Finalexplosion in a num bern p

ofquanta orBH rem nant.Ifnp = 0,the BH settlesdown to a rem nantwith m assQ m in.Ifnp =

2...18,theBH decaysin a num bernp ofquanta by a n-body processwith totalCM energy equal

to Q m in.

CATFISH allows conservation ofcolor and EM charges. Colorcharge isalways conserved. A

logicalswitch controls conservation ofEM charge in the decay process (Hawking evaporation +

�naldecay). The purpose ofthisswitch isto allow for the existence ofa charged or neutralBH

rem nant.

IftheEM chargeswitch issetto FALSE,thereisnoconstrainton thetotalchargeoftheem itted

quanta Q E .Ifnp = 0,physicalchargeconservation im pliestherelation Q E + Q R + Q B = 2e,where

Q E is the totalcharge ofthe Hawking quanta,Q R is the charge ofthe BH rem nant and Q B is

the charge ofthe beam rem nant. In thatcase,the BH rem nantcan be eitherneutralorcharged,

depending on the event.The choice np 6= 0 and no charge conservation (FALSE)isunphysicaland

should beavoided.

Ifthe EM charge switch is set to TRUE,the absolute value ofthe totalcharge ofthe em itted

quanta isjQ E j� 4e=3,i.e.the m axim um possible totalcharge ofthe scattering partons. In that

case,theexcesscharge2e� Q E isassigned to thebeam rem nantand,ifnp = 0,theBH rem nantis

considered neutral.Thisisjusti�ed from the factthatlocalchargesshould have been shed earlier

in theevaporation process.(See,however,Ref.[42]fora di�erentviewpoint.) Itshould bestressed

thatthecolliderphenom enology ofa charged rem nantisnotknown and itisnotclearhow to track

itin a detectorin a m eaningfulway.
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ci

Q uarks 72

Charged leptons 12

Neutrinos 6

Photon 2

EW bosons 9

G luons 16

Higgs 1

G raviton 1

Table 1: DoFs ci forthe SM �eldson a thin brane. The graviton isassum ed to propagate in all

(n + 4)dim ensions.Following Ref.[33],the(n + 4)(n + 1)=2 graviton helicitiesareincluded in the

em issivities (see Table 2 and 3 below). Therefore,the graviton counts as one DoF.Longitudinal

DoFsare included in theEW boson counting.

n= 3 n= 4 n= 5 n= 6 n= 7

Higgs 1 1 1 1 1

Ferm ions 0.89 0.87 0.85 0.84 0.82

G auge Bosons 1.0 1.04 1.06 1.06 1.07

G ravitons 2.7 4.8 8.8 17.7 34.7

Table2:Fraction ofradiated powerperDoF and speciesi,�P i
,norm alized to theHiggs�eld.The

graviton valuesinclude allthehelicity states.(From Ref.[33].)

n= 3 n= 4 n= 5 n= 6 n= 7

Higgs 1 1 1 1 1

Ferm ions 0.78 0.76 0.74 0.73 0.71

G auge Bosons 0.83 0.91 0.96 0.99 1.01

G raviton 0.91 1.9 2.5 5.1 7.6

Table3:Fraction ofem ission ratesperDoF and speciesi,�R i
,norm alized to theHiggs�eld.The

graviton valuesinclude allthehelicity states.(From Ref.[33].)

3.5 Event sim ulation

Thestepsto sim ulate a BH eventare:

1. Two proton beam sofenergy 7+ 7 TeV are injected in theM onte Carlo (CM fram e).

2. Thecrosssection forthe processiscom puted.

3. Theinitialblack hole m assissam pled from thedi�erentialcrosssection (see Fig.1).

4. The black hole is decayed through the Hawking m echanism and �nalhard event (or black

hole rem nant).

5. The unstable quanta from the black hole and beam rem nant are hadronized or decayed

instantaneously by PYTHIA.Initial- and �nal-state radiation are included in PYTHIA’s

output.
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4 A nalysis ofB H events

Signatures ofBH events at the LHC have been investigated in a num ber ofpapers [43,44,45,

46,47,48]using the TRUENO IR [9]orCHARYBDIS [10]generators. In thissection we present

som e results for CATFISH.W e focus on a purely statisticalanalysis ofvariables which allow an

easy com parison with previousresultsobtained with the CHARYBDIS generator.A m ore re�ned

analysis ofother detector response-dependentsignatures such as back-to-back di-jet suppression,

di-lepton events(�+ �� ,�+ e� ,�+ e+ ,...) willbepresented in a futurepublication [49].

4.1 V isible energy and visible/m issing transverse m om entum

M issing transverse m om entum (P=
T
)and visible transverse m om entum ofleptonsand hadronsare

im portantsignaturesofBH production in particle colliders.Figure2 showsthesim ulation output

for10,000 eventsattheLHC with the following param eters(benchm ark):

n = 6; M m in = Q m in = M ?; np = 4; � = 0;

BD crosssection and conservation ofEM charge.Them om entum transferissetto beequalto the

Schwarzschild radiusinverse.Particlesin thebeam pipeand in theinital-radiation phasehasbeen

rem oved by im posingPT cutsof5 G eV and 15 G eV on leptons(e;�)and photons+ hadrons(;h),

respectively. (These choices ofcuts and m om entum transfer apply to allsim ulations throughout

the paper.) The plots show the totalvisible energy distribution,P=
T
and the visible transverse

m om entum ofleptons(e;�)and photons+ jets(;h)with varying fundam entalscaleM ? = 1:::3

TeV.

Theplotsin Fig.2 fortheBD m odelcan beused to com pareCATFISH with previousBH gen-

erators.Forexam ple,theseresultsarein good agreem entwith resultsobtained with CHARYBDIS

[44].BH eventsm ay show a large am ountoftransverse m om entum up to severalTeV,depending

on the value ofthe fundam entalscale and the num berofextra dim ensions.

In theabsenceofaBH rem nantand fortheBD m odel,them issingtransversem om entum isdue

to undetectable quanta (gravitons+ neutrinos)during the evaporation phase. Detectable quanta

are originated in the Hawking and �naldecay phase with an upper bound to their m ultiplicity

given by N + np,where N is given in Eq.(3). The bulk ofBH events is characterized by light,

low-entropy BHs.Sincethegraviton and neutrinochannelsaccountsonly forasm allfraction ofthe

totalm ultiplicity in the decay phase,only rare high-m assevents show a large am ountofm issing

transverse m om entum .A rough counting ofDoFsshowsthatthehadronic-to-leptonic decay ratio

ofa BH eventshould beapproxim ately 5:1.Theprevalenceofthehadronicchannelon theleptonic

channelisevidentfrom the lowerpanelsofFig.2.

Figures 2 also shows the e�ect ofthe fundam entalscale on visible energy and m issing and

visible transverse m om entum . Increasing M ? leads to m ore m assive BHs,i.e.,higherm ultiplicity

and harderquanta in the Hawking phase. Therefore,highervalues ofM ? tend to produce larger

P=
T
. The visible transverse m om enta show a sim ilarpattern. O bservation ofevents with high P=

T

would indicate high values ofM ?,independently ofthe details ofBH form ation and the num ber

ofextra dim ensions. IfBHs are observed at the LHC,it is thus conceivable that M ? could be

m easured to a certain degree ofprecision.

Changing the num ber ofextra dim ensions a�ects the BH m ass and the m issing and visible

energy outputs.G raviton em ission increaseswith thenum berofextra dim ensions[33],leading to a

decreasein visibleenergy forhigh n.Thevariation in P=T duechangein spacetim edim esionality is
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m uch lesssigni�cantdueto thehigh degreeofsphericity ofBH events(upper-rightpanels).E�ects

due to the dim ensionality ofspacetim e are m ore evident for m assive BHs,whereas m ost ofthe

BHs produced at the LHC are very light. Therefore,it is likely that LHC would not be able to

determ inethe num berofextra dim ensionsjustby statisticalm eans.

Figure3showsthee�ectsofvaryingthem inim um m asslowerbound.Thedistributionsseparate

quiteeasilythetwovaluesofM m in.However,sinceM m in isalowerboundon theBH m ass,increases

in M m in areakin to increasesin M ? (com paretheupper-leftpanelsofFig.2 and Fig.3).Changes

in M m in are also entangled with the initialgraviton em ission,in particularform assive events:In

the BD m odel,largervaluesofM m in (at�xed M ?)lead to m ore m assive BHs,and thusto higher

visibletransverse m om enta.Iftheinitialgravitationalem ission isturned on,thisincreasem ay be

balanced by a decrease due to lowerm ultiplicity (com pare M m in = 1 TeV forthe BD m odelwith

M m in = 2 TeV forthe YR m odel). A m easure ofM m in on purely statisticalbasism ightprove to

bedi�cultatthe LHC.

Figure4 displaysthee�ectsofthe�nalBH decay (YR TS m odel).Thedistributionsshow that

itisvirtually im possibleto distinguish thenp = 2 m odelfrom thenp = 4 m odel.Although quanta

em issivities in the Hawking phase and the �nalphase di�er for the presence ofgreybody factors

in the form er,the di�erence is not su�cient to allow a separation without a spectralanalysis of

the energy and the num ber ofem itted quanta. The detection ofa BH rem nant stands a better

chance because oflarger P=
T
and sm aller visible m om entum due to its undetectability. (See also

Refs.[42,43].) Notethatalargefraction ofeventswith rem nantproducesvery littlevisibleoutput.

This is due to the fact that m ost ofthe BHs are initially so light that the Hawking phase does

nottake place. For higherm ass events,the energy carried by the decay productsis m uch larger

than the invisible energy carried by the rem nant. Therefore,detection ofa rem nantislesslikely

in high-m assevents.

Figure5 com paresa sm ooth spacetim eand a spacetim ewith nonzero m inim um length equalto

thefundam entalPlanck scale inverse.Theplotsshow no signi�cantstatisticaldi�erencesbetween

the two cases. The e�ects ofa sm alldistance cut-o� becom es only relevant when the m inim um

scale isvery close to the threshold ofcom plete suppression ofBH production,i.e.,when the m in-

im um allowed m assEq.(2)isso large thatBHscannotform atthe LHC CM energy. Therefore,

observation ofm inim um length e�ects atthe LHC requiresa certain degree of�ne tuning in the

param eter�.

4.2 Sphericity,thrust and Fox-W olfram m om ents

BH eventsareexpected to behighly sphericalbecauseofthesphericalnatureofHawking evapora-

tion.Theeventshapecan bequanti�ed by m eansofthesphericity S and aplanarity A [50],thrust

and oblatenessT [51],and Fox-W olfram m om entR 1:::R 4 variables[52]. Fig.6 showssphericity,

aplanarity,oblatenessand thrustfor

M ? = 1 TeV ; n = 6; M m in = Q m in = M ?; � = 0;

BD and TS m odels and di�erent�naldecay m odes(n p = 2;4),respectively. (Rare)m assive BH

events are characterized by very high sphericity and isotropy. A sim ilar conclusion isreached by

exam ining thesecond Fox-W olfram m om ent(see�rstpanelofFig.7).Increasing M m in m akesthe

eventseven m oresphericalbecauseofthehigherm ultiplicity in thedecay phase.

Com parison between BD and TS m odelsat�xed np showsthattheBD m odelleadson averageto

m oresphericalevents.Thisisexpected becauseBD BHsarem orem assiveand em itm orequantain

10



theHawkingphasethan TS BHs.ThehighersphericityofBD eventsisevidentfrom thecentralpart

ofthe distributions,where Hawking em ission dom inatesthe em ission in the �nalexplosive phase,

m aking the statisticaldi�erence between BD and TS m odels m ore clear. Com parison between

np = 2 and np = 4 at�xed BD orTS showsthe form erto be lesssphericalthan the latter. This

e�ectisbetterdisplayed in theregion oftheplotscorrespondingtolightBHs,whereem ission in the

�nalphase dom inatesoverHawking em ission. However,itshould be stressed thatthe distinction

between np = 2 and np = 4 attheLHC m ightwellproveim possibledueto thepresenceofnon-BH

background. Distinction between BD and alternative m odelsofBH form ation should be possible

by selecting m assive spectaculareventswith high sphericity.

4.3 H eavy and light jet m ass

Theupper-rightand thelowerpanelsofFig.7show thenum berofjetsand heavy and lightjetm ass

[11]forthechoiceofparam etersdiscussed above,respectively.Notethattheseplotsincludeinitial-

and �nal-state radiation jets in addition to the jets originated by the BH decay phase. The BD

m odelproduceson average m orejetsthan theTS m odel(upper-rightpanelofFig.7).Thisisalso

evidentfrom therightportionsofthejetm assdistributions,wheretheBD m odelischaracterized

by m ore m assive jets than the TS m odelat �xed np. Therefore,m easurem ent ofhigh jet m ass

allows determ ination ofthe BH form ation m odelindependently ofthe shape variables. The left

portionsofthe jetm assdistributionsare sensitive to the �nalBH decay. Finaldecay in two jets

producesm ore heavy jets than �naldecay in four jets at �xed BD or TS m odel. Therefore,the

m easurem entoflow jetm assm ay giveim portantinform ation on thephysicsofthe�nalBH phase.

5 C onclusions and further developm ents

The study ofBH production at the TeV scale is now a few years old and entering the m ature

stage. Although som e ofthe characteristics ofsubatom ic BH production rem ain obscure,m any

new theoreticalresults have been published in the literature. A M C generator which includes

these theoreticalresultsisneeded foraccurate sim ulationsofBH eventsatthe forthcom ing LHC.

Such a generator is also im portantto check the stability ofthe overallpicture ofBH production

againstim provem entsin thetheory and haveindependentcon�rm ation ofpreviousresultsobtained

with existing generators. W ith this in m ind,we have developed CATFISH.The CATFISH gen-

eratorim plem entsseveralfeaturesofBH production atthe TeV scale which were notincluded in

TRUENO IR and CHARYBDIS.CATFISH new physicsincludesinelasticity e�ectsduring theBH

form ation phase[17,18],exact�eld em issivities(albeitonly fornon-rotating BHs)[33],corrections

to Hawking’s sem iclassicalevaporation phase [29,30],BH recoilon the brane,and di�erent�nal

BH decay m odeswith possibility ofrem nantform ation [42].Thesefeaturesallow them ostaccurate

description ofBH eventsattheTeV scaleup-to-date.Anotherim portantfeatureofCATFISH isits

exibility. CATFISH design based on independentsubroutine blocksallowseasy inclusion ofnew

theoreticalresultsassoon asthey becom e available.Forexam ple,the m ostsigni�cantchangesto

thephenom enology ofBH form ation in particle collidersisexpected to arisefrom spin and charge

e�ects. Em issivities for rotating and/or charged BHs can be easily im plem ented in CATFISH if

known.W earealso planning to includein futureversionsoftheM C generatorbackreaction e�ects

during theHawking phase(see,e.g.,Ref.[45]),therm odynam icuctuations[30],SUSY e�ects[35]

and photosphereand chrom osphere e�ects[53].

The analysis ofBH form ation presented in the second part ofthis paper is lim ited to a few

11



statisticalobservables.Thisrepresentsby nom eansCATFISH fullpotentiality.Severalotherinter-

esting signaturesofBH form ation in particlecollidershavebeen investigated in theliterature(see,

e.g.,Refs.[43,44,46,47,48]). In particular,suppression ofhigh-energy back-to-back-correlated

di-jets with energy above the fundam entalscale and di-lepton production with large transverse

m om entum are expected to be two ofthe m ost interesting signatures ofBH production at the

LHC.Investigation ofthese signatures with CATFISH is in progress [49]. Finally,detector re-

sponseand eventreconstruction arealso fundam entalissuesto beaddressed in a com pleteanalysis

ofBH eventsatthe LHC.Furtherwork along these linesiscurrently being pursued.Precom piled

executableLinux and M acO S versionsofCATFISH can bedownloaded attheCATFISH website:

http://www.phy.olemiss.edu/GR/catfish.
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Figure 1: M B H distribution for the black disk m odel(BD) and the Yoshino-Rychkov TS m odel

(YR)and num berofextra dim ensionsn = 3:::6.Thefundam entalPlanck scale M ? is1 TeV.
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spacetim e isten-dim ensional(n = 6).The�nalBH decay isin np = 4 quanta.
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Figure 6: Sphericity, aplanarity, oblateness and thrust for the black disk m odel(BD) and the

Yoshino-Rychkov TS m odel(YR).The�nalblack hole decay isin two np = 2 ornp = 4 quanta.
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Figure 7: Fox-W olfram m om ent R 2,num ber ofjets,heavy and light jet m ass for the black disk

m odel(BD)and the Yoshino-Rychkov TS m odel(YR).The �nalblack hole decay isin np = 2 or

np = 4 quanta.
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