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A bstract
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shown that, considering the designed CM energy and lum nosiy for
the LHC, i is not possble to distinguish between the two higgs pro—
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1 Introduction

A rapidity gap is a region In rapidity space w ith no hadrons. It has been
studied for a long tin e In di ractive scattering physics.

In 1986 D okshitzer, K hoze and T royan rQ}] suggested that due to its pe-
culiar color ux, a W fusion process producing a H iggs boson could also
lead to a rapidity gap. A s each hadron is a color singlet, when they em it
a W boson, which is a color singlkt too, they rem ain In singlt states, al-
though separated in system s of quark and digquark. Therefore, the initial
hadrons do not need to exchange color. The quark which em ited the W
m ay exchange color w ith the diquark belonging to the sam e hadron, in or-
der to fragm ent. According to the LUND string m odel ], a string will
be stretched between the quark and the diquark of each hadron (see g..j]) .
W hen both strings fragm ent, aln ost all the hadrons form ed are expected to
be com prised, roughly soeaking, between the incident beam direction and
that given by the £t containing the quark that em ited the m assive vector
boson. Fig. ? show s a typical plot in (rapidity azin uthal anglk)
space, for an event of this kind E]. The gts shown In the gure com e from
the hadronization ofthe quark which em itted the vectorboson (it ispossible
to use them as tagging gts). Each ¥t is supposed to occupy about a 0.7
radius circle E] (in space). The idea is to look fora gap In the region
between the tangents to those Fts. Im posihg the higgs to decay into a Z
pair, which In tum is forced to decay into m uon pairs, no hadron production
occurs besides that from the hadronization of the beam rem nants. On the
other hand, in gluon fusion each hadron em its a color octet (the gluon), and
therefore tums Into a colored ob ct. Hence the initial hadrons rem nants
m ust exchange color w ith each other in order to becom e color neutral again
(see g. ﬂ:) . M oreover, unlkely vectorbosons, gluons them selves em it quarks
and other gluons, which w illhadronize later, thus 1ling the central rapidiy
region.

T he purpose of this work is to discuss the possbility of using the exis—
tence of the rapidity gap for distinguishing H iggs boson production by W
fusion from that by glion fusion. It is organized in the follow ing way: in
section 2, som e problem s which appear in a gap analysis are discussed, and
the approaches already existing on this sub fct are presented; in section 3
the event generation for this work is described; in section 4, the generated
events are analyzed, the gap survival probability and the num ber of events
having gaps occurring fora xed integrated um inosiy are obtained for vari-
oushiggsm ass, and m any situations, w here di erent cutshad been in posed;



it is shown that although for som e cases there isa big gap survivalprobabil-
iy, orhiggsproduced by W fusion the num ber ofevents having a gap w hich
occur In an accekrator lke the LHC isvery an all for low higgsm asses and
null or the bigger ones; when the number of events having gaps is bigger
forW fusion, it is of the sam e order for gluon fusion, thus being In possible
to distinguish the two higgs production processes, Independently of som e
earlier con pctured problam s, lke pile up events. F inally, In section 5, som e
deas and conclusions are presented.

2 G ap Survival P robability

In order to use a rapidity gap for identifying the higgs production m echa-
nism , som e problm s have to be overcom e. For exam ple, although in a W
fusion the hadrons are expected to be close to the Initial beam s directions,
i m ight occur that som e ofthem appear In the central region (in fact, it will
be shown that this is the case In m any events). Furthem ore, each incident
proton is com posed of several partons, and it is possible that m ore than one
scattering occurs, therefore 1ling up the region between the taggihg Fts
(these are called m ulipk interactions In this paper). M oreover, problam s
arise from the high lum inosity designed for the accelerator (as is the case for
the LHC).M ore than one proton-proton scattering m ay occur In the sam e
bunch crossing, producing the so-called pik up events. That w ill produce
even m ore hadrons, probably 1lling com pletely the central region. It will
be shown, however, that at least for LHC pik up events are not the worst
problem . It is hard to distinguish between the two higgs production m echa-
nisn s, even when no pilke up events are considered. Besides those problem s,
there are others that w ill not be discussed here such as gaps produced by
statistical uctuations in the badkground events, gaps produced by other
color singlet scattering (such asWW ! Z ! ZZ) and the m ost comm on
ones, di ractive scatterings. T hese problem s have already been studied by
m any authors [_4, :_ES, -'_6, f/:] and do not address the problem investigated in
this paper, which is the use of rapidiy gaps to distinguish between higgs
production by glion and W fusion.

D ue to the di culties m entioned above, added to the an alness of the
Involved cross sections it is necessary to quantify the probabiliy that a
gap be dbserved, and furthem ore, the possbility of using is existence in
experin ental analysis. B jprken B] proposed a variable, the gap survival
probability, determ ned In the follow ing way: if P (s;b) is the probability



that tw o protons pass through each other w ith in pact param eter b w ith no
Interaction occurring, exospt the hard one, the gap survival probability is
given by:
Z
F O)P (s;b)d’b
S = Z @)
F ()d’b

where F (b) is a factor associated w ith the hard collision, being essentially
a m easure of the overlap of the parton densities In the colliding hadrons.
E q.-'J: is evaluated under som e conditions (eikonal approxin ation, gaussian
form forF (o) and for the eikonal itself); S 5% is obtained.

In Ref. Ei] the sam e calculation is perform ed, but using severaldi erent
m odels for hadron collisions. T hey obtain, for LHC energies, a gap survival
probability lying between 53 $ and 221 % ( vem odels are analyzed, and
Just for one of them , the Reggeon M odel, one gets a probability as high as
221 % ; for the other four, it isbelow 82 % ).

An in portant cbservation m ust bem ade at thispoint. T he gap survival
probabiliy, as proposed by B prken, and used In Ref. E'q’], gives the proba—
bility that, In a proton {proton collision, only one parton {parton scattering
occurs. It does not In ply, necessarily, that a rapidity gap exists, because
an eventual gap can be lled by the hadronization of the beam rem nants,
as already m entioned. T his aspect has not been taken into account in the
above references.

P revious papers [4,10]had used M onte C arlo sin ulation to analyze som e
aspectsoftheproblem . Them ain conclusionsare: a) forW fusion a rapidity
distrbution shows two peaks; the dip between these peaks Increases for
Increasing higgs m asses and the distance between the peaks increases w ith
CM energy ig]; when m ultiple interactions are included, ap:r = 2 GV cuton
charged particles recovers the dip E];b) S 3% isobtained forW fusion,
S > 001 % Porthebackground (@@! WW andtt! W W ) and a null
gap survival probabilty forgg ! h. The present work broadens the scope
ofthe form er papers, taking into account a larger range ofhiggsm asses, and
m ainly, using the processes cross-sections and the LHC lum inosity in order
to obtain the num ber of events per year presenting a surwiving rapidity gap
Instead of the probability ofhaving such a gap.



3 Event G eneration

T he events for this work have been generated with PYTHTA [1], using as
distrbution functions CTEQ set L2 @3] The top quark is supposed to
havemass 174 GeV .A sin ple calorin eter is simulated wih LUCELL,a gt
algorithm Included In PY TH IA . T hat calorim eter covers the rapidity region
from = 5to = 5,wih segm entation: =%—8 %’ 02 02.
PYTHIA includes som em odels for sin ulating m ultiple interactions, and we
had chosen the default, that is the sin plest one. This m odel is described
both in the program m anualand in Ref. {L3].

W e have considered higgs produced both by glion fusion and by W
fusion, w th m assvarying from m, = 300G &V tomy = 700 G &V, supposing
a pp collision with 14 TeV ofCM energy. In both processes the higgs decay
Into a Z bosonspair, each ofwhich then decay into am uon pair. T hat choice
helps preventing the production ofhadrons that could llan eventualgap E:
For both processes, three groups of events from now on called G roup I,
G roup ITand G roup ITThave been produced. T here isa sest of com m on cuts,
cuts A, applied to the three groups, described below . T he three groups have
been subm itted to di erent cuts (besides cuts A ) in order to determ ine the
fraction of events containing gaps using di erent selection criteria for events
and gap de nitions. A 1l these cuts have been largely discussed In literature,
and therefore they w ill be presented here w thout further justi cation. For
each group the num ber of generated events is such that, after In posing the
respective group cuts W ithout lncliding cutsA ), 10,000 events rem ain. T he
groups are de ned in the follow ingway: a) G roup I A tag isapplied to two
“Ets, and the gap is looked for between these fts. It isknown that although
this doubl tagging elin inates considerably the background, it reduces the
signal too. Nevertheless we adopted such a cut because i could enhance
the rapidiy gap signature. H ere we dem and that the event has at least two
Btswih E, > 40 GeV and j j> 2. These choices are in posed because
the quarks that em it the W boson acquires transversalm om entum of order
my =2 and llow s approxin ately the nitial beam direction. Ifm ore than
two Ets satisfy the above conditions, the two w ith the largest transversal
m om ents are picked up. The rapidity gap width is looked for In a region
de ned as being the distance In rapidity space between the tagging Fts,

= 1 , 1#,asseen nFig.2,where ; and ; are the Fts rapidities.

G mon fusion, gg ! h'! Z2z ! , has been produced with Pyhtia’s process
number 102, while W fusion,gg! h! Z27Z ! , has been generated w ith P ythia’s
=1
process num ber 124. [_121]



The value 14 is subtracted due to &t width In rapidiy space. Cuts A are
applied too. b)G roup II Here only one gt is tagged and the applied cuts
are sin ilar to those used i Ref. [[§]. The event is acoepted if there is at
asta ptwih energy E > 1 TeV and 20< j j< 50. In thiscase a gap is
looked for inside a xed interval, symm etric around = 0, and w ith width

=4 ( 20 < < 20). Cuts A are applied too. c)G roup IIT No
cut beyond that from cuts A have been applied to this G roup. GEM {_l-{l]
adopted this kind of analysis. The gap w idths here is de ned in the sam e
way as for G roup II.

CutsA are applied to allevents. They consist of [I4,158]: a) j i< 25
and p% > 10 G&V .M ost of the papers on this m atter dem and four J¥ptons
obeying these conditions. But, as this is very restrictive, we have relaxed
it, dem anding four leptons w ith p% > 10 G &V but jst three of them had
to have j 1< 235; b) For the signal, kptons %re produced isolated. T hey
were acoepted if inside a region of radiusR = 24+ 2= 03 around each
ofthem nom ore than 5 G &V oftransversalenergy had been deposited; c) It
m ust be possible to produce, using all four acospted leptons, two pairs w ith
Invariant massnexttotheZ mass: M 31 M 7 j< 10 GeV;d)(bq/I uon identi —

cation and track m atching; e) At kast one Z orwhichp, > M2 4M 2,
where M 35 isthe Z pair hvariant m ass.

4 Analysis

41 G ap SurvivalP robability

The gures presented in this sections have been cbtained in the follow ing
way: a) 10,000 W fusion and 10,000 gluon fusion for each of the wve higgs
m asses considered have been sub fcted separately to cuts A ; the fraction of
events surviving the cuts In each case F . M ,, ;process) were then obtained.
T hisprocedure doesnot a ect the sam ple, because the cuts applied concem
the part of the event that will not be used In the nal analysis, ie., the
JIptons and Z’s. It is not relevant which of the events are thrown away in
thiscase. F isabout 60 $ forglion fusion and about70% M, = 300G &V)
to80% mpy= 700 GeV) forW fusion events; b) For each group events, I,
IT and ITI, a num ber of events is generated such that, after being applied
the speci ¢ cuts, 10,000 events rem ain. c) N g5 is the number of events,
for each G roup, for each process and for each higgs m ass, which survive,
that is, which m aintain the region where the gap is searched for with no



hadrons. N 4, is cbtained for three di erent cases: i) A 1l charged particles
are Included, except for the m uons selected by cuts A ; ii) Charged particles
wih p, > 1 G&V, except for the muons selected by cuts A ; iil) Charged
particlesw ith p, > 2 G €V, exoept for them uons selected by cutsA . c) N gap
is divided by the total num ber of generated events (pefore any kind of cut
isdone), producing Sier for the three situations analyzed above, (i), (i) and
(i) . d) For each case, Syer is multiplied by the corresponding fraction of
events surviving to cuts A and by 100, producing S .

Next guresrepresent S. A) Fig. 5: show s the gap survival probability
for events from G roup I. In the upper part, m ultiple Interactions have not
been added yet. If no p; cut is applied CE‘jg.E?..a), S is very am all for any
higgs m ass, unlke what could be expected from theoretical approaches. It
occursprobably because hadronsproduced by the fragm entation ofthebeam
ram nants reach the detector central region In m any events. T his fact show s
that even if the m ain interaction could occur separated from the secondary
ones, few events would be com pletely clean. W hen p, cuts are considered,
how ever, the gap survival probability lncreases, asm ay be seen in Fjg:j ©)
and (), and if justp, > 2 G €&V particlks are accepted, S liesbetween 5 and
9% for higgsm assesbetween 300 and 700 G&V .S grow sw ith higgsm ass as
Jater observed E]. T hings change com plktely w hen m ultiple Interactions are
Included. G ood results are obtained just when particleswih p, < 2 G&V
are kft behind CE‘jg.EB’.) . If no p, cut is inposed, no gap is found for any
higgs m ass and any process. B) In Fjg.il! the sam e analysis is perform ed
for G roup II events. In such case, even w ithout p, cuts, S lies between 4
and 8% . Using p, cuts, results are even better forW fusions, but som e of
the glion fusionsw illhave rapidiy gaps too. It should be noted that unlike
for W fusions, for glion fusion, S decreases w ith the higgs m ass. Taking
Into account m ultiple interactions, it is again clear that p, cuts have to be
Inposed; if only particles with p, > 1 G&V are accepted, S lies between 3
and 5% forW fusion. Nevertheless, som e glion fusion events w ill produce
gaps too, mainly for lower higgsmasses. Ifp, > 2 G&V is inposed, a
m ore expressive S valie is found forW fiision, between 22% and 33% . But
once m ore, the sam e cut leads gluon fusion to produce events w ith gaps.
C) Fig. fﬁ show s the sam e analysis for G roup III events. Once m ore the
gap survival probability increases when p, cuts are applied, both for W
and gluon fusion. The resuls here are slightly an aller than for G roup II.
G roup IITevents CE‘jg.r_IS) show results quite sin ilar to that from G roup II.If
no p, cutsare applied, S 0, and for increasing p, cuts, S grow s up both
forW and gluon fusion. N everthelss, S behaves oppositely w ith increasing



higgsmassin W fision and in glion fusion.

Basaed upon what had been seen until now , one could conclude that in
som e circum stances the gap presence is very clear. For exam ple, for a heavy
higgsmy, 700 Gev, S 26 $ for Group IIT events and S 32 % for
G roup IT events, n both cases taking Into acocount nal charged hadrons
withp, > 2Gev, = 4 and w ih m uliple interactions incuded. In both
cases, for gluon fusion S < 5 % . For a lighter higgs, the results are not so
good. Formy = 300 GeV, S 15% PorGroup ITeventsand S  23% for
G roup II events, but the respective S values for gluon fusion are 6% and
8% . A sallthose events passed by the sam e cuts, one could have events w ith
a rapidity gap that could had been produced either by gluon orW fusion.

42 Number of Events/Y ear

But there is one very in portant point that should be included in the anal-
ysis. It is the cross section for each of the processes, glion and W fiision
producing higgs. To get the next gures, S has been m ultiplied by the re—
spective process cross section, and by the lum inosity LHC is supposed to
have @ = 10%m 2! 100 events/fb—ear). W hen these factors are
taken into account, Fig. EG, E7. and 53 show the number of events which will
keep a gap in an year form , In the range 300-700 G €V . T hey are obtained,
respectively from G roup I, G roup IIw ih = 4 and G roup IITw ith =4
events. Each gure presents In the upper part, the resuls obtained w ith-
out Including m uliple Interactions and in the lower part, resuls including
m ultiple Interactions. A s before, for both siuations, three cases have been
considered: a) allcharged hadrons have been taken into acocount; b) charged
hadrons wih p, > 1 G&V taken Into acocount; c) charged hadrons w ith
P> > 2 G&V taken into account.

Tt isnotdi cul to seethat the resuls are not very good, either including
or not m uliple nteractions. For G roup I CE‘jg.:_G), Jess than two events w ith
a higgs produced by W fusion will produce a gap In each year, when nal
charged hadronsw ith p;, > 2 GEV are counted. W ith a softer cut, not even
one event w illbe observed In one year. For G roup II, although the num ber
of events w ith rapidity gap produced by W fusion processes is larger than
that for G roup I, it is still sm alland, w hat isw orse, has the sam em agniude
that gluon fiision process has. For G roup III, the only situation in which
event w ith rapidity gap could be expected is that showed in Fjg.:ja @), which
is not a realistic one, since no m ultiple interaction hasbeen inclided.



5 Conclusion

Som e conclusions m ay be drawn from our investigation: a)for W fusion,
S > Increasesw ih m,, and orglion fusion thisbehavior is opposite; b) on
the other hand, N ¢y—year decreases w ith m y, both for glion and W fusion;
c)no gap could be observed w ithout pr cuts; d) after pr cuts, both W and
glion fusion have gaps, therefore being In possible to use the gap existence
in distinguishing them ; e) the above resuls do not depend on pilke up, which
have not been included; f) as the integrated lum inosity is the same for W
and gluon fusion, and for any higgsm ass, the cross section is responsible for
the N ¢y—year behavior w ith higgs m ass.
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Figure 1: Color exchange or @) a W fusion and for () a gluon fusion,
according to LUND string m odel

Figure 2: Expected legoplot for an event from processpp ! W W X !
hx ! zzx ' * * . It shows the way is de ned for G roup I
events

Figure 3: S or GROUP Ievents.

Figure4: S ©orGROUP IIevents.

Figure 5: S or GROUP IIT events.

Figure 6: Num ber of events having a gap ©or GROUP I events.

Figure 7: Num ber of events having a gap or GROUP IT events.

Figure 8: Num ber of events having a gap ©or GROUP IIT events.
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