
ar
X

iv
:h

ep
-p

h/
95

10
20

9v
1 

 2
 O

ct
 1

99
5

UsingRapidity GapstoDistinguish Between Higgs

Production by W and Gluon Fusion

ThaisL.Lungov � and CarlosO.Escobary

Instituto de F��sica da Universidade de S~ao Paulo

Caixa Postal66318,05389-970 S~ao Paulo,Brazil.

January 14,2022

A bstract

Thepossibilityofdistinguishingbetweentwohiggsproductionm ech-

anism s,W fusion and gluon fusion,due to rapidity gap existence is

investigated using the M onte Carlo event generator PYTHIA.It is

shown that,considering the designed CM energy and lum inosity for

the LHC,itisnotpossible to distinguish between the two higgspro-

duction processes as,for a given integrated lum inosity,they lead to

the sam enum berofeventscontaining a rapidity gap.
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1 Introduction

A rapidity gap is a region in rapidity space with no hadrons. Ithas been

studied fora long tim e in di�ractive scattering physics.

In 1986 Dokshitzer,K hoze and Troyan [1]suggested thatdue to itspe-

culiar color ux,a W fusion process producing a Higgs boson could also

lead to a rapidity gap. As each hadron is a color singlet,when they em it

a W boson,which is a color singlet too,they rem ain in singlet states,al-

though separated in system s ofquark and diquark. Therefore,the initial

hadrons do not need to exchange color. The quark which em itted the W

m ay exchange colorwith the diquark belonging to the sam e hadron,in or-

der to fragm ent. According to the LUND string m odel[2],a string will

be stretched between the quark and the diquark ofeach hadron (see �g.1).

W hen both stringsfragm ent,alm ostallthehadronsform ed areexpected to

be com prised,roughly speaking,between the incident beam direction and

thatgiven by the jetcontaining the quark thatem itted the m assive vector

boson. Fig.2 shows a typicalplot in � � � (rapidity � azim uthalangle)

space,foran eventofthiskind [3].Thejetsshown in the �gurecom e from

thehadronization ofthequark which em itted thevectorboson (itispossible

to use them as tagging jets). Each jet is supposed to occupy about a 0.7

radiuscircle[3](in � � � space).Theidea isto look fora gap in theregion

between the tangents to those jets. Im posing the higgs to decay into a Z

pair,which in turn isforced to decay into m uon pairs,nohadron production

occursbesidesthatfrom the hadronization ofthe beam rem nants. O n the

otherhand,in gluon fusion each hadron em itsa coloroctet(thegluon),and

therefore turns into a colored object. Hence the initialhadrons rem nants

m ustexchangecolorwith each otherin orderto becom ecolorneutralagain

(see�g.1).M oreover,unlikely vectorbosons,gluonsthem selvesem itquarks

and othergluons,which willhadronizelater,thus�lling thecentralrapidity

region.

The purpose ofthiswork isto discussthe possibility ofusing the exis-

tence ofthe rapidity gap for distinguishing Higgs boson production by W

fusion from that by gluon fusion. It is organized in the following way: in

section 2,som eproblem swhich appearin a gap analysisare discussed,and

the approaches already existing on this subjectare presented;in section 3

the eventgeneration forthiswork isdescribed;in section 4,the generated

eventsare analyzed,the gap survivalprobability and the num berofevents

havinggapsoccurringfora�xed integrated lum inosity areobtained forvari-

oushiggsm ass,and m any situations,wheredi�erentcutshad been im posed;
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itisshown thatalthough forsom ecasesthereisa big gap survivalprobabil-

ity,forhiggsproduced by W fusion thenum berofeventshavingagap which

occurin an acceleratorlike theLHC isvery sm allforlow higgsm assesand

nullfor the bigger ones;when the num ber ofevents having gaps is bigger

forW fusion,itisofthesam e orderforgluon fusion,thusbeing im possible

to distinguish the two higgs production processes,independently ofsom e

earlierconjectured problem s,like pileup events.Finally,in section 5,som e

ideasand conclusionsarepresented.

2 G ap SurvivalProbability

In orderto use a rapidity gap for identifying the higgs production m echa-

nism ,som e problem shave to be overcom e. For exam ple,although in a W

fusion the hadronsare expected to be close to the initialbeam sdirections,

itm ightoccurthatsom eofthem appearin thecentralregion (in fact,itwill

beshown thatthisisthe case in m any events).Furtherm ore,each incident

proton iscom posed ofseveralpartons,and itispossiblethatm orethan one

scattering occurs,therefore �lling up the region between the tagging jets

(these are called m ultiple interactions in this paper). M oreover,problem s

arisefrom thehigh lum inosity designed fortheaccelerator(asisthecasefor

the LHC).M ore than one proton-proton scattering m ay occurin the sam e

bunch crossing,producing the so-called pile up events. That willproduce

even m ore hadrons,probably �lling com pletely the centralregion. It will

be shown,however,thatatleastforLHC pile up eventsare notthe worst

problem .Itishard to distinguish between thetwo higgsproduction m echa-

nism s,even when no pileup eventsareconsidered.Besidesthoseproblem s,

there are others that willnot be discussed here such as gaps produced by

statisticaluctuations in the background events,gaps produced by other

color singlet scattering (such as W W ! Z ! ZZ)and the m ostcom m on

ones,di�ractive scatterings. These problem shave already been studied by

m any authors [4,5,6,7]and do not address the problem investigated in

this paper,which is the use ofrapidity gaps to distinguish between higgs

production by gluon and W fusion.

Due to the di�culties m entioned above,added to the sm allness ofthe

involved cross sections it is necessary to quantify the probability that a

gap be observed,and furtherm ore,the possibility ofusing its existence in

experim entalanalysis. Bjorken [3]proposed a variable, the gap survival

probability, determ ined in the following way: ifP (s;b) is the probability
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thattwo protonspassthrough each otherwith im pactparam eterbwith no

interaction occurring,except the hard one,the gap survivalprobability is

given by:

S =

Z

F (b)P (s;b)d2b
Z

F (b)d2b

(1)

where F (b) is a factor associated with the hard collision,being essentially

a m easure ofthe overlap ofthe parton densities in the colliding hadrons.

Eq.1 isevaluated undersom e conditions(eikonalapproxim ation,gaussian

form forF (b)and forthe eikonalitself);S � 5 % isobtained.

In Ref.[8]thesam ecalculation isperform ed,butusing severaldi�erent

m odelsforhadron collisions.They obtain,forLHC energies,a gap survival

probability lying between 5.3 % and 22.1 % (�ve m odelsare analyzed,and

justforone ofthem ,the Reggeon M odel,one getsa probability ashigh as

22.1 % ;fortheotherfour,itisbelow 8.2 % ).

An im portantobservation m ustbem adeatthispoint.Thegap survival

probability,as proposed by Bjorken,and used in Ref.[8],gives the proba-

bility that,in a proton{proton collision,only one parton{parton scattering

occurs. It does not im ply,necessarily,that a rapidity gap exists,because

an eventualgap can be �lled by the hadronization ofthe beam rem nants,

as already m entioned. Thisaspecthasnotbeen taken into account in the

above references.

Previouspapers[9,10]had used M onteCarlosim ulation toanalyzesom e

aspectsoftheproblem .Them ain conclusionsare:a)forW fusion arapidity

distribution shows two peaks; the dip between these peaks increases for

increasing higgsm assesand the distance between the peaksincreaseswith

CM energy [9];when m ultipleinteractionsareincluded,apt= 2G eV cuton

charged particlesrecoversthe dip [9];b)S � 3 % isobtained forW fusion,

S > � 0:01 % for the background (q�q ! W W and t�t! W W )and a null

gap survivalprobability forgg ! h. The presentwork broadensthe scope

oftheform erpapers,taking into accounta largerrangeofhiggsm asses,and

m ainly,using the processescross-sectionsand the LHC lum inosity in order

to obtain thenum berofeventsperyearpresenting a surviving rapidity gap

instead ofthe probability ofhaving such a gap.

4



3 Event G eneration

The eventsforthiswork have been generated with PYTHIA [11],using as

distribution functions CTEQ set L2 [12]. The top quark is supposed to

have m ass174 G eV.A sim plecalorim eterissim ulated with LUCELL,a jet

algorithm included in PYTHIA.Thatcalorim etercoverstherapidity region

from � = � 5 to � = 5,with segm entation: � � � = 10
50

� 2�
30

’ 0:2� 0:2.

PYTHIA includessom em odelsforsim ulating m ultipleinteractions,and we

had chosen the default,that is the sim plest one. This m odelis described

both in the program m anualand in Ref.[13].

W e have considered higgs produced both by gluon fusion and by W

fusion,with m assvaryingfrom m h = 300 G eV tom h = 700G eV ,supposing

a pp collision with 14 TeV ofCM energy.In both processesthehiggsdecay

intoaZ bosonspair,each ofwhich then decay intoam uon pair.Thatchoice

helpspreventing theproduction ofhadronsthatcould �llan eventualgap 1.

For both processes, three groups of events from now on called G roup I,

G roup IIand G roup IIIhavebeen produced.Thereisa setofcom m on cuts,

cutsA,applied to thethreegroups,described below.Thethreegroupshave

been subm itted to di�erentcuts(besidescutsA)in orderto determ ine the

fraction ofeventscontaining gapsusing di�erentselection criteria forevents

and gap de�nitions.Allthesecutshavebeen largely discussed in literature,

and therefore they willbe presented here withoutfurtherjusti�cation.For

each group the num berofgenerated eventsissuch that,afterim posing the

respectivegroup cuts(withoutincludingcutsA),10,000 eventsrem ain.The

groupsarede�ned in thefollowingway:a)G roup I A tag isapplied totwo

jets,and thegap islooked forbetween thesejets.Itisknown thatalthough

thisdouble tagging elim inates considerably the background,itreducesthe

signaltoo. Nevertheless we adopted such a cut because it could enhance

therapidity gap signature.Herewedem and thattheeventhasatleasttwo

jets with E ? > 40 G eV and j�j> 2. These choices are im posed because

thequarksthatem ittheW boson acquirestransversalm om entum oforder

m W =2 and follows approxim ately the initialbeam direction. Ifm ore than

two jets satisfy the above conditions,the two with 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 jets,

�� = � 1� �2� 1:4,asseen in Fig.2,where�1 and �2 arethejetsrapidities.

1
G luon fusion, gg ! h ! ZZ ! ����, has been produced with Pyhtia’s process

num ber102,while W fusion,gg ! h ! ZZ ! ����,hasbeen generated with Pythia’s

processnum ber124.[13]
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The value 1.4 issubtracted due to jetwidth in rapidity space. CutsA are

applied too.b)G roup II Here only one jetistagged and the applied cuts

are sim ilar to those used in Ref.[15]. The event is accepted ifthere is at

leasta jetwith energy E > 1 TeV and 2:0 < j�j< 5:0.In thiscase a gap is

looked forinside a �xed interval,sym m etric around � = 0,and with width

�� = 4 (� 2:0 < � < 2:0). Cuts A are applied too. c)G roup III No

cut beyond that from cuts A have been applied to this G roup. G EM [14]

adopted this kind ofanalysis. The gap widthshere is de�ned in the sam e

way asforG roup II.

CutsA are applied to allevents. They consistof[14,15]: a)j�lj< 2:5

and pl
?
> 10 G eV.M ostofthe paperson thism atterdem and fourleptons

obeying these conditions. But,as this is very restrictive,we have relaxed

it,dem anding fourleptons with pl
?
> 10 G eV butjustthree ofthem had

to have j�lj< 2:5;b) For the signal,leptons are produced isolated. They

were accepted ifinside a region ofradiusR =
p
�2 + �2 = 0:3 around each

ofthem no m orethan 5 G eV oftransversalenergy had been deposited;c)It

m ustbepossibleto produce,using allfouraccepted leptons,two pairswith

invariantm assnextto theZ m ass:jM ll� M Z j< 10 G eV;d)M uon identi�-

cation and track m atching;e)AtleastoneZ forwhich pZ >

q

M 2
zz � 4M 2

Z
,

whereM Z Z isthe Z pairinvariantm ass.

4 A nalysis

4.1 G ap SurvivalProbability

The �gures presented in this sections have been obtained in the following

way: a)10,000 W fusion and 10,000 gluon fusion foreach ofthe �ve higgs

m assesconsidered havebeen subjected separately to cutsA;thefraction of

eventssurviving thecutsin each caseFcc(m h;process)werethen obtained.

Thisproceduredoesnota�ectthesam ple,becausethecutsapplied concern

the part ofthe event that willnot be used in the �nalanalysis,i.e.,the

leptons and Z’s. Itisnotrelevant which ofthe events are thrown away in

thiscase.Fccisabout60% forgluon fusion and about70% (m h = 300G eV)

to 80 % (m h = 700 G eV)forW fusion events;b)Foreach group events,I,

IIand III,a num ber ofevents is generated such that,after being applied

the speci�c cuts,10,000 events rem ain. c) N gap is the num ber ofevents,

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
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hadrons.N gap isobtained forthree di�erentcases:i)Allcharged particles

areincluded,exceptforthem uonsselected by cutsA;ii)Charged particles

with p? > 1 G eV,except for the m uons selected by cuts A;iii) Charged

particleswith p? > 2 G eV,exceptforthem uonsselected by cutsA.c)N gap

isdivided by thetotal num berofgenerated events(beforeany kind ofcut

isdone),producingSbef forthethreesituationsanalyzed above,(i),(ii)and

(iii). d)For each case,Sbef is m ultiplied by the corresponding fraction of

eventssurviving to cutsA and by 100,producing S.

Next�guresrepresentS. A)Fig.3 showsthe gap survivalprobability

forevents from G roup I.In the upperpart,m ultiple interactions have not

been added yet. Ifno p? cutisapplied (Fig.3.a),S isvery sm allforany

higgsm ass,unlike whatcould be expected from theoreticalapproaches. It

occursprobablybecausehadronsproducedbythefragm entation ofthebeam

rem nantsreach thedetectorcentralregion in m any events.Thisfactshows

thateven ifthe m ain interaction could occurseparated from the secondary

ones,few eventswould be com pletely clean. W hen p? cutsare considered,

however,thegap survivalprobability increases,asm ay beseen in Fig 3 (b)

and (c),and ifjustp? > 2 G eV particlesareaccepted,S liesbetween 5 and

9% forhiggsm assesbetween 300 and 700 G eV.S growswith higgsm assas

laterobserved [1].Thingschangecom pletely when m ultipleinteractionsare

included. G ood resultsare obtained justwhen particles with p? < 2 G eV

are left behind (Fig.3). Ifno p? cut is im posed,no gap is found for any

higgs m ass and any process. B) In Fig.4 the sam e analysis is perform ed

for G roup IIevents. In such case,even withoutp? cuts,S lies between 4

and 8% . Using p? cuts,resultsare even betterforW fusions,butsom e of

thegluon fusionswillhaverapidity gapstoo.Itshould benoted thatunlike

for W fusions,for gluon fusion,S decreases with the higgs m ass. Taking

into accountm ultiple interactions,itisagain clearthatp? cutshave to be

im posed;ifonly particleswith p? > 1 G eV are accepted,S liesbetween 3

and 5% forW fusion. Nevertheless,som e gluon fusion events willproduce

gaps too, m ainly for lower higgs m asses. If p? > 2 G eV is im posed, a

m ore expressive S value isfound forW fusion,between 22% and 33% .But

once m ore,the sam e cut leads gluon fusion to produce events with gaps.

C) Fig.5 shows the sam e analysis for G roup III events. O nce m ore the

gap survivalprobability increases when p? cuts are applied,both for W

and gluon fusion. The results here are slightly sm aller than for G roup II.

G roup IIIevents(Fig.5)show resultsquitesim ilarto thatfrom G roup II.If

no p? cutsare applied,S � 0,and forincreasing p? cuts,S growsup both

forW and gluon fusion.Nevertheless,S behavesoppositely with increasing
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higgsm assin W fusion and in gluon fusion.

Based upon whathad been seen untilnow,one could conclude thatin

som ecircum stancesthegap presenceisvery clear.Forexam ple,fora heavy

higgs m h � 700 G eV,S � 26 % for G roup IIIevents and S � 32 % for

G roup II events,in both cases taking into account �nalcharged hadrons

with p? > 2 G eV,�� = 4 and with m ultiple interactionsincluded.In both

cases,forgluon fusion S < 5 % . Fora lighter higgs,the resultsare notso

good. Form h = 300 G eV,S � 15% forG roup IIIeventsand S � 23% for

G roup IIevents,but the respective S values for gluon fusion are 6% and

8% .Asallthoseeventspassed by thesam ecuts,onecould haveeventswith

a rapidity gap thatcould had been produced eitherby gluon orW fusion.

4.2 N um ber ofEvents/Year

Butthere isone very im portantpointthatshould be included in the anal-

ysis. It is the cross section for each ofthe processes,gluon and W fusion

producing higgs. To getthe next�gures,S hasbeen m ultiplied by the re-

spective process cross section,and by the lum inosity LHC is supposed to

have (L = 1034cm �2 s�1 � 100 events/fb-year). W hen these factors are

taken into account,Fig.6,7 and 8 show the num ber ofevents which will

keep a gap in an yearform h in therange300-700 G eV.They areobtained,

respectively from G roup I,G roup IIwith �� = 4and G roup IIIwith �� = 4

events. Each �gure presents in the upperpart,the results obtained with-

outincluding m ultiple interactions and in the lower part,resultsincluding

m ultiple interactions. Asbefore,forboth situations,three caseshave been

considered:a)allcharged hadronshavebeen taken into account;b)charged

hadrons with p? > 1 G eV taken into account; c) charged hadrons with

p? > 2 G eV taken into account.

Itisnotdi�culttoseethattheresultsarenotverygood,eitherincluding

ornotm ultipleinteractions.ForG roup I(Fig.6),lessthan two eventswith

a higgs produced by W fusion willproduce a gap in each year,when �nal

charged hadronswith p? > 2 G eV arecounted.W ith a softercut,noteven

one eventwillbeobserved in one year.ForG roup II,although thenum ber

ofevents with rapidity gap produced by W fusion processesis larger than

thatforG roup I,itisstillsm alland,whatisworse,hasthesam em agnitude

that gluon fusion process has. For G roup III,the only situation in which

eventwith rapidity gap could beexpected isthatshowed in Fig.8(a),which

isnota realistic one,since no m ultiple interaction hasbeen included.
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5 C onclusion

Som e conclusions m ay be drawn from our investigation: a)for W fusion,

S > increaseswith m h,and forgluon fusion thisbehaviorisopposite;b)on

the other hand,N ev=year decreases with m h,both forgluon and W fusion;

c)no gap could be observed withoutpt cuts;d)after pt cuts,both W and

gluon fusion have gaps,therefore being im possible to use the gap existence

in distinguishing them ;e)theaboveresultsdo notdepend on pileup,which

have notbeen included;f)as the integrated lum inosity is the sam e for W

and gluon fusion,and forany higgsm ass,thecrosssection isresponsiblefor

the N ev=year behaviorwith higgsm ass.
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Figure 1: Color exchange for (a) a W fusion and for (b) a gluon fusion,

according to LUND string m odel

.

Figure 2: Expected legoplot for an event from process pp ! W W X !

hX ! ZZX ! �+ �� �+ �� . It shows the way �� is de�ned for G roup I

events

Figure 3:S forG RO UP Ievents.

Figure4:S forG RO UP IIevents.

Figure 5:S forG RO UP IIIevents.

Figure 6:Num berofeventshaving a gap forG RO UP Ievents.

Figure 7:Num berofeventshaving a gap forG RO UP IIevents.

Figure 8:Num berofeventshaving a gap forG RO UP IIIevents.
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