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1m Standardmodell der Elementarteilchen erhalten die W und Z Eichbosonen ihre
Masse durch die spontane Brechung der Symmetrie durch ein komplexes skalares Feld.
Die anderen Teilchen wechselwirken ebenfalls mit diesem Feld und erhalten Masse
proportional zur Starke der Wechselwirkung. Dieses Modell erfordert die Existenz eines
skalaren Teilehens, genannt Higgs Boson, dessen Masse nicht vorhergesagt wird.

Die Higgs Kopplungen an die Eichbosonen und die Quarks und Leptonen werden
jedoch im Standard Modell vorhergesagt und wir erwarten, daB das Higgs Teilehen mit
kleiner Masse hauptsachlich in b-Quarks zerf<illt. Da das Higgs Boson neutral ist und in
erster Naherung nicht an Photon en koppelt ist das yom Standard Modell vorhergesagte
Verzweigungsverhaltnis BR(h-t TY) klein.

In Erweiterungen zum Standard Modell wird ein sogenanntes fermiophobisches
Higgs Boson vorhergesagt, dessen Kopplungen zu allen Fermionen unterdriickt sind.
Soleh ein Teilehen wird fUr Massen unter etwa 90 GeV hauptsachlich in ein Photonen-
paar zerfallen.

Diese Arbeit enthalt die Ergebnisse der Suche des Zerfalls eines Higgs Bosons im
Zerfallsmodus h-t 'Y'Y.Die analysierten Daten wurden in e+e- Kollisionen mit der
Schwerpunktsenergie zwischen iS9 GeV und 209 GeV am Large Electron Positron
Collider (LEP) aufgenommen. Die GroBe des Datensatzes entspricht einer Luminositat
von etwa 600 pb-I.

Der Hauptproduktionsmechanismus des Higgs Bosons ist bei diesen Energien die
assoziierte Prodllktion mit einem Z Boson, der e+e- -t hZ Prozess. Aile moglichen
Zerfallsmoden des Z Bosons wurden llntersucht. Dies fiihrt zu den Endzustanden qq'Y'Y,
vV'Y'Y und f.+f.-'Y'Y,mit f. = e, /1,7.

Keine Evidenz fUr den Zerfall des Higgs in zwei Photonen wurde beobachtet. Das
negative Suchresultat wurde in obere Grenzen fiir das Verzweigungsverhaltnis des Higgs
Zerfalls in zwei Photonen iibersetzt. Die ausgeschlossenen Higgs Massenwerte werden
als Funktion des h-t TY Verzweigungsverhaltnisses fUr den Fall des fermiophobischen
Higgs prasentiert. Die erhaltene Grenze fUr die fermiophobische Higgs Masse ist 105.4
GeV mit 95 % Konfidenz, die Monte-Carlo Simulation ergab 105.3 GeV. Dieses Ergeb-
nis steht als die endgiiltige Massengrenze die bei LEP mit dem L3 Experiment erreich-
bar war.



In the Standard Model of particle physics the mass generation of the Wand Z gauge
bosons is achieved through the spontaneous symmetry breaking of the gauge symmetry
by a complex scalar field. The other particles also interact with this field and acquire
mass proportional to the strength of the interaction. This model requires the existence
of a scalar particle called the Higgs boson, whose mass is not predicted.

The Higgs couplings to the gauge bosons, quarks and leptons are predicted in the
Standard Model and we expect that the Higgs boson will decay mostly to b-quarks
for low masses. Since the Higgs boson is neutral and does not couple to photons at
tree level, the branching fraction BR(h--+ "Y"y) is predicted to be small in the Standard
Model.

Extensions of the Standard Model predict a so-called fermiophobic Higgs boson
whose couplings to all fermions are suppressed. Such a particle will decay predominantly
into a photon pair for masses below 90 GeV.

This thesis presents the results of the search for a Higgs boson in the two photon
decay mode. The data were obtained in e+e- interactions at centre-of-mass energies
between 189 GeV to 209 GeV, at the Large Electron Positron (LEP) collider. A data
set corresponding to a total integrated luminosity of about 600 pb-1 was analysed.

The main production mechanism of the Higgs boson at these energies is the asso-
ciated production with the Z boson, the e+e- --+hZ process. All the possible Z decay
modes have been considered. This gives rise to qq1'1', vii1'1' and [+[-1'1', with [= e, f.L,T,

finfll states.
No evidence of the production of a Higgs particle decaying into two photons was

observed in the analysed sample. The negative search result is translated into upper
limits on the branching fraction for the Higgs boson decay to two photons. The excluded
Higgs mass values as a function of the h--+1'1' branching fraction are presented for the
case of a fermiophobic Higgs boson. The reach in the fermiophobic Higgs mass is of
105.4 GeV at 95% confidence level, while a limit of 105.3 GeV was expected from Monte
Carlo simulations of the experiment performance. This result stands as the final mass
limit which could be obtained at the LEP collider with the L3 detector.
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Chapter 1

accelerator at CERN have shown that there are no more similar neutrinos. New data
have also established upper limits on the possible masses of the neutrinos, which are
much less than those of the corresponding charged leptons.

The strongly interacting particles, known as hadrons, that have been discovered
since the 1940s are known to be composite bound states of more elementary entities
called quarks. We now know that there are six different types of quarks, and that
their masses range from a few MeV, for the up and down quarks that make up the
conventional nuclear matter, to about 5 GeV for the bottom quark discovered in 1977.
The top quark, which was discovered in 1994 in proton-antiproton collisions at Fermilab
near Chicago, weighs around 174 GeV.

Although the strong nuclear forces are - as their name suggests - strong, it is known
that they get weaker at high energies, which corresponds to short distances. This prop-
erty of" asymptotic freedom" is a central prediction of QCD. Like the other elementary
particle interactions, QCD is what we call a "gauge theory". Most particle theories have
symmetries under which the properties of a particle, such as its charge and spatial co-
ordinates, can be changed without altering the predictions of the theory. Tile special
feature of a gauge theory is that these transformations can be made independently at
each point in space and time. This is possible if the exchange particles that mediate
the interactions have integer spin: in other words, if they are vector bosons. In QED,
the prototype gauge theory, the photon has a spin of 1. Gauge theories provide the
only consistent description of the interactions of such particles.

Particle physics has been dominated in recent years by a series of precision tests of
the Standard Model, including both its strong and electroweak sectors. The asymptotic
freedom of the strong interactions has been confirmed in a large number of experiments.
Tests of the electroweak sector have been dominated by high energy collisions between
electrons and positrons at LEP and at the Stanford Linear Collider (SLC) in California.

For the first few years of its operation, the beams at LEP were tuned such that
their energies corresponded to the mass of the Z particle. At these specific energies, the
rate at which the electron-positron interactions occur is enhanced, and a graph of the
interaction rate versus energy shows a "resonance peak". The height and the width of
the peak depend on the number of modes in which the short-lived Z particles decay. It
also includes decay modes that cannot be detected directly, such as those into a pair
of neutrinos. The LEP measurements tell us that there are precisely three neutrino
species.

In addition to measuring the total interaction rates, LEP and the SLC have pro-
vided many other precision measurements, including the relative probabilities for the
Z particle to decay into different heavy quarks, the angular distributions fo[' particle
production, and their dependencies on the particle spins.

The discovery of the electron by J. J. Thomson, in the year 1897, can be considered
as the beginning of particle physics. Many experimental and conceptual successes have
been achieved since then. Our current understanding of the subject is summarized in
the so-called Standard Model, which has been tested with high precision at particle
physics laboratories around the world. Up to now there is no confirmed result from any
experiment that contradicts the Standard Model.

The fundamental particle interactions described by the Standard Model are the
electromagnetic, weak and strong nuclear forces. The electromagnetic forces between
one charged particle and another are mediated by the exchange of massless photons.
Electromagnetic interactions are well described by the quantum theory of electrody-
namics, called QED. Meanwhile the strong nuclear interactions are described by Quan-
tum Chromo Dynamics (QCD), and are mediated by massless bosons, called gluons.
These were discovered at the DESY laboratory in Germany in 1979.

According to the unified theory of the weak and electromagnetic interactions -
developed by Glashow, Weinberg and Salam in the 1960s - weak nuclear interactions
such as beta decay should similarly be mediated by the exchange of charged (W+ and
W-) and neutral (Z) massive intermediate bosons. These were discovered at CERN,
the European laboratory for particle physics near Geneva in Switzerland, in 1983. Their
mass is about 80 and 91 GeV, respectively. Thus all the fundamental interactions have
very similar structures, but the question why only the weak bosons are massive remains
open.

As already mentioned, the first elementary matter particle to be identified was the
electron, which weighs about 0.5 MeV and has an intrinsic spin of one half. This was
followed by the discoveries of other particles, called leptons, which do not feel the strong
nnclear interactions: the unstable muon in 1936 (weighing about 100 MeV) and the
tau lepton in 1975 (about 1.8 GeV). Each of these three charged leptons has its own
associated uncharged neutrino, and experiments at the Large Electron Positron (LEP)



Many of these measurements are accurate to the permille level, and none differs sig-
nificantly from the Standard Model predictions. These predictions require calculations
of the small quantum corrections due to virtual particles that are emitted by a particle
and exist briefly before being re-absorbed. These corrections can be calculated reliably
within the electroweak theory. In many quantum theories, these corrections are infinite,
and it is not possible to make reliable predictions. It is one of the successes of gauge
theories that these infinities can be removed, allowing finite predictions for physical
quantities to be made. This was first done for QED in the 1940s. In the early 1970s
't Hooft and Veltman proved that it could also be done for the electroweak theory - an
achievement for which the 1999 Nobel Prize for Physics has been awarded.

These so-called loop-calculations are sensitive to the masses of virtual particles,
including those which are too heavy to be produced directly at LEP or the SLC. In
particular, the various measurements from the Z decays are quite sensitive to the mass
of the top quark. Particle physicists were therefore able to successfully predict the mass
of the top quark before it was discovered, by confronting the Standard Model with all
the measurements and determining which mass fitted best.

In its last years of operation, LEP beam energies have been raised well above
the threshold for Z production such that pairs of W bosons could be created and
studied in detail. According to the Standard Model, the W pairs can be produced if
the electron and positron first create a photon or Z boson, or exchange a neutrino. All
three contributions are required to explain the LEP data, and the measurements are
in good agreement with the theoretical predictions.

There are still some key features of the theory that have not yet been tested. One
of these is the origin of the particle masses. According to the Standard Model, the
underlying field theory can be formulated in terms of massless particles, in a very sym-
metric way. However, the electroweak vacuum is believed to break this symmetry, and
give different masses to different particles. The reason for this spontaneous symmetry
breakdown is believed to be a scalar field, which has an associated particle called the
Higgs boson. The precision electroweak data described earlier are sensitive to the mass
of this particle, and currently indicate that it weighs between 115 GeV and 300 GeV.

The search for the Higgs boson has been one of the continuing objectives of the
LEP eXJlerimental programme. This thesis describes the search for the Higgs boson
through its decay into two photons. The structure of the work is as follows. In the
beginning a short overview of the Standard Model concepts is given, and the Higgs
mechanism by which the fundamental particles obtain their masses is introduced. The
experimental environment, the LEP collider and the L3 detector are then presented.
The following chapters describe the analysis procedure and the results obtained. More
technical information can be found in the Appendices.



Chapter 2

The Standard Model is our current theory for the quantitative description of all inter-

actions of fundamental particles except gravity. Up to now it is extremely successful:

all measurements are in agreement with the Standard Model predictions.

The Standard Model is a renormalizable relativistic quantum field theory based on

non-Abelian gauge symmetry [1] of the gauge group SU(3)e x SU(2h x U(l)y. It has

two sectors: Quantum Chromo Dynamics (QCD) and the Electroweak Theory. QCD

is a vector gauge theory which describes the SU(3)c color interactions of quarks and

gluons. The Electroweak Theory describes the electromagnetic and weak interactions

of the quarks and leptons as a chiral non-Abelian isospin and an Abelian hypercharge

gauge symmetry SU(2h x U(l)y. The gauge bosons W± and Z become massive as a

result of the Higgs mechanism, while the photon remains massless. The true dynamics

behind the Higgs mechanism is not yet known. The simple one doublet Higgs sector

predicts the existence of a single Higgs boson with well defined properties and its

experimental search has high priority.

G
.cF(x) = ~(P(Xh"(9V - 9A1's)n(x))(e(xh,,(1 -1's)v(x)). (2.1)

where the vector coupling, 9v, of the nucleon is slightly smaller than one and is given

by the Cabbibo angle, 9v = cos Be ~ 0.97. Here x is a space-time coordinate, 1'" are

the Dirac matrices and 9A is the axial-vector coupling.

The ratio of the axial to vector couplings of the nucleon is known from the study

of beta-decay with total angular momentum transitions of t:>.J=O and 1 resulting in

9AI9v=-1.2573±0.0028 [3]. This Lagrangian can be used to calculate the neutron life-

time in leading order of perturbation theory in terms of the Fermi coupling constant

G F. From the experimental value of the neutron lifetime r=887.0±2.0 s one obtains a

first estimate of the value of the Fermi constant G F ~ (250 GeV)-2 = 1.6 x 10-5 GeV-2.

With the discoveries of the pion 1r, the muon f.J. and the strange hadron$ the v-
A structure of weak interactions has been established in a variety of experiments.

Further progress has been made with the discovery that the electron and muon numbers

are separately conserved and that the neutrinos associated with the muons are new

particles. The data have indicated that the strength and form of the four fermion

interactions between fermionic doublets (p,n), (e,ve), (f.J.,v/A) is universal. In particular

the muon decay can be described by a Lagrangian written asThe theory of weak interactions began in 1933 with Fermi's theory of the process

n -t pe- Ve, the {J-decay of the neutron (he also suggested the name neutrino for

the hypothetical particle invented by Pauli in 1930 to explain the continuous energy

spectrum of the electrons in beta decay). Weak interactions were treated as pointlike

interactions between four fermions, as shown in Figure 2.1.

The Fermi theory of weak interactions describes processes when electrons, neutrinos

and atomic nuclei are created and annihilated. Fermi's original interaction involves two

interacting vector currents in analogy with the electromagnetic interaction describing

electron-electron scattering. The piscovery of parity violation in 1957 '[2] lead to the

proposal that the Lagrangian of weak interactions, for {J-decay, is given by the products

The photonic corrections to this transition are finite in all orders of perturbation theory

[4J. The leading corrections have been calculated 20 years ago [5] whereas the O(;n2

term has been obtained by van Ritbergen and Stuart only very recently [6]. The muon

lifetime is thus given by the theoretical expression

1 G}m~(8m~) (Q) (Q)2:;:;:= 1921r3 1 - m~ [1 + 1.810 -; + (6.701 ± 0.002) -; + ...].



.c - __ 9_W- J+o h
1 - 2/2 0 + .c.

J: = [V.(X)-yo(1- 1'S)e(x) + p(Xho(1- 1'S)n(x)]

electrical charge Q. Q does not commute with T±, but it can be written as a linear

combination of T3 and another neutral generator, the so-called hypercharge, Y:

Q=T3+y

which commutes with all the Ti.

Since hadrons are made out of quarks, we have to replace the nucleons with the

quarks. The SU(2h x U(l)y quantum numbers of left and right handed quarks and

leptons are listed in Table (2.1). The spin one half matter fields form three quark-lepton

families. Matter fields can be classified in terms of left handed Weyl-spinors.

Name/Symbol T3 YL= T3 YR= Q Mass(GeV) Year ofL R

Q-Ti Q-T~ Discovery

First family of fermions

Electron Neutrino v. I I 0 0 0 < 2.3.10-9 19562 -2
Electron e I I 0 -1 -1 0.511 . 10-3 1897-2 -2
Up quark u I I 0 2 2 1 - 5.10-3 19682 6 3 3
Down quark d _l I 0 I I 3 - 9.10-3 19682 6 -3 -3

Second family of fermions

Muon Neutrino vI'
I I 0 0 0 < 0.19.10-3 19622 -2

Muon J.t I I 0 -1 -1 0.106 1937-2 -2

Charm quark c I I 0 2 2 1.15 - 1.35 19742 6 3 3
Strange quark s I I 0 I I 75-170 . 10-3 1968-2 6 -3 -3
Third family of fermions

Tau Neutrino Vr
I I 0 0 0 < 18.10-3 20002 -2

Tau l' I I 0 -1 -1 1.777 1975-2 -2
Top quark t I I 0 2 2 174.3 ± 5.1 19942 6 3 3
Bottom quark b I I 0 I I 4.0 ± 0.2 1977-2 6 -3 -3

This equation offers a convenient definition of the Fermi-coupling G F by assuming that

the non-photonic corrections are all lumped into GF in a way that it can be considered

a physical quantity. Using the measured value of 1'1' [3] we obtain:

The old Fermi theory for the weak interaction is not a renormalizable theory; its

validity was limited to tree level calculations at JS « Mw. For a renormalizable

theory, a finite number of measurements will fix the finite number of parameters, leaving

us with a theory capable of predicting all further measurements. A nonrenormalizable

theory has an infinite number of parameters appearing in the full quantum theory, and

therefore has no predictive power beyond tree graphs.

We know today that the interaction in Eq. (2.1) is mediated by the exchange of a W

boson. The exchange of a W boson, at negligible momenta with respect to its mass,

Mw, gives rise to a four-fermion interaction of the form of Eq. (2.1):

where W± = WI ± iW2. We identify GF with ~, and by requiring that the dimen-
w

sionless coupling 9 does not exceed 1, we have an upper bound on the W mass of about

110 GeV, Mw :S 110 GeV.

The charged current can be considered as the charged component of the weak

isospin. We can rewrite the charged current in Eq. (2.2) in the form

1. - . - .2J~= Ndx)-yoT'Ndx) + Ldx)-yoT'Ldx)

where Ti are the SU(2) generators, related with the Pauli spin matrices by Ti = oi /2,
and we organized the left handed fermion fields in doublets (the charged current in Eq.

(2.2) does not involve the right handed fermions):

(
P(X))NL(x) = P n(x) , (

V(x))
Ldx) = P e(x) ,

1
P = 2(1 - 1's),

Table 2.1: The fundamental fermions of the Standard Model. Most of the

quark masses are from Ref. [7], where the determination of the

masses for u,d,s,c,b quarks is discussed. For u,d,s the so-called

current- or bare-quark masses are quoted.

The fundamental spin half particles can be grouped into a reducible multiplet of

doublet fermions and singlet antifermions. One quark-lepton family is composed of

This defines the SU(2)L algebra, which includes apart from the charged generators T±
also a diagonal generator which is neutral. We know another diagonal generator, the



with 1being the family label. The corresponding Dirac spinors will be labeled as W Ix

where X runs over the values X = U, D, E, Nand

J: = L I{! lu'Yj.l(1 - 'Ys)V!:'f!!:tW Iv + L I{! IN'Yj.l(1 - 'Ys)W fE,

lu,fv fE

NC "'-Jj.l = L.. WIx 'Yj.l(vx - ax'Ys)W lx'
Ix

J;lm = Ll{!/x'Yj.lQxWlx'
Ix

The universality of the interactions, the weak isospin structure and the analogy with
QED pointed to the Yang-Mills theory with a gauge group of SU(2lL x U(I)y [8], [9].
The SU(2)L part is generated by the three components of the weak isospin, 7'i, and
the U(I)y by the weak hypercharge Y. We call Wi,j.l and Bj.l the corresponding gauge
bosons. Tn the case of the abelian gauge field Bj.l associated with U(I)y, we define the
field strength tensor Bj.lV by

where the Ix are the labels defined in Eq. (2.3), the color and spin or labels are
suppressed and Vc£tM is the Cabibbo-Kobayashi-Maskawa (CKM) matrix. The re-
quirement of non-Abelian gauge symmetry leads to the universality of the gau.ge boson
interactions and predicts the neutral current couplings

The field strength tensors for the three non-abelian gauge fields Wi,j.l associated to

SU(2lL are: The SU(2) and gauge invariance of the Lagrangian (2.6) forbids mass terms both for
the gauge bosons and the fermions. For fermions, the mass term would be mWI{! =

m(1{! L W R + I{!RW L) which doesn't give an SU(2) invariant Lagrangian. The mass terms

for the gauge bosons of the form ~m~Aj.l AI' are not invariant under the gauge transfor-
mation A -+ A - 8j.lx. Thus, adding mass terms by hand destroys gauge invariance and
ruins renormalizability. Because of this in the early 1960s these theories have not been
taken seriously and the successful predictions for the neutral currents were considered
to be accidental. The breakthrough came with the theoretical understanding of the
renormalizability of the Yang-Mills theories described in Refs. [10], [11] and the Higgs
mechanism. The Higgs mechanism will be the solution that restores gauge invariance to
the Lagrangian, and allows for a renormalizable model with massive Wand Z bosons.

where tijk is the Levi-Civita tensor.
The Lagrangian is given in terms of the two gauge coupling constants 9 and g'

with ti being the matrices representing the SU(2)L generators Ti on the fermion matter
multiplets w{.

The neutral component of the Wi fields, W3, mixes with the abelian field B, to
form the physical states

. 9
tan Ow = -, e = 9 sin Ow.

9

The difficulty with the mass terms can be understood in the case of abelian theories.
Massless spin one particles have only two spin degrees of freedom, the longitudinal com-
ponent does not contribute to the kinetic energy and the free theory is gauge invariant.
Adding a mass term, the longitudinal component of the gauge bosons becomes physi-
cal and destroys unitarity. The massive gauge bosons have three spin states_ At high
energies, however, the longitudinal component behaves like a scalar particle suggesting

AI' = -sinOwW; +cosOwBj.l'

Zj.l = cosOwW; +sinOwBj.l'



that the gauge symmetry might be maintained if we add scalar particles to the theory.
This was the crucial observation of Higgs [12J, Srout and Englert [13J leading to the
discovery of the Higgs mechanism. If the ground state < q,\ > of the scalar field is not
equal to zero, without the requirement of local symmetry, we get spontaneous symme-
try breaking with massless Goldstone bosons associated with each broken generator. In
gauge theory at high energies when masses are negligible we have massless Goldstone
bosons and massless gauge bosons. At low energies, however, the Goldstone bosons
disappear from the theory: they provide the longitudinal component of the massive
gauge bosons. This feature of p:~up:et.heories cOllphodto Goldsto!u' hoson, is called the

Higgs mechanism.
The Standard !I!odel is Oefi!II'r1wit" t lIP,i,"phost I"ali7al iOllIIf tire Iliggs 1l1'·I·Ir:l1Ii,m

19J: one adds to the massless 5[1(2) x [.(]) ill\'ari~III Lagrangi:tlI UIIPscalar dOllhl"t
with appropriate hypercharge, }'(<l»=]/2,

Figure 2.2: Scalar potential as a function of q,\ for negative values of the mass
squared parameter, 112 > 0.

£Yukawa = LA~t' (QLj~)URt' + Aft' (QLjq,\)dRt'
ff'

+ Aft' (LLjif»enl' + h.c.

QLj and LLj denote the quark and lepton doublet Weyl spinors for family f and A~t',
Aft' ,>.ff' denote complex coupling matrices in the family space. There is no Yukawa
coupling for neutrinos, since it is assumed that in nature only left-handed neutrinos
exist! .

The idea is to set the bare mass squared paramet.er 11, of the scalar field, to a
negative value, and see what happens. A convenient parameterization of the scalar
potential is

The" mass" itself is purely imaginary. What happens is that the scalar potential in the
Lagrangian is not minimized by an absence of the scalar field, but rather by its presence.
The lowest energy state of the system is filled with virtual scalar particles. In Figure 2.2
the potential of a scalar field with negative mass squared is shown as a function of the
scalar field value. For small values of this field, the negative quadratic term dominates
the potential; at large field values, the positive quartic term dominates, ensuring a
bound potential at infinite field value. The result is a global minimum at nonzero field
value. The scalar field has acquired a vacuum expectation value v =< 01if>IO ># 0.
Since the scalar field is coupled to the Wand Z bosons, the virtual scalars in this
nontrivial vacuum will alter the inertia of a propagating W or Z; this inertia manifests
itself as Wand Z masses.

In quantum field theory, a set of particle states is constructed by acting on the
vacuum with creation and annihilation field operators. These field operators represent
physical particles and will vanish when averaged between vacuum states, because the

'The existence only of left-handed neutrinos (and right-handed antineutrinos) together with the
law of lepton number conservation imply that the ueutrino is massless. A massive particle can be
"overtaken", namely it moves in the opposite direction. It means that its momentum, but not its
spin would change sign and so it would change from a left-handed particle to a right-handed one. In
the case of neutrino, this means that by overtaking a neutrino we would see it as an antineutrino,
which violates the law of lepton conservation. It therefore must be impossible to overtake a neutrino,
meaning that it travels with the speed of light, and therefore it is massless.



Therefore the strength of the self-interaction of the Higgs boson can be expressed in

terms of the Higgs and gauge boson masses and the gauge coupling:

m2
A= -h-l8Ma, .

The gauge symmetry uniquely defines the coupling of the gauge bosons to the Higgs

boson allowing to predict for example the value of the partial-width of the I-Iiggs boson

g2~ M2
r(h -t W+W-} = --2-y'1 - 4Xh(1- 4Xh+ 12x~}, Xh= --.::tL.

647fMw m~

With increasing mh the coupling grows as m~. In particular for mh :::::1 TeV we obtain

r(h} :::::mh, This indicates the difficulty with the validity of perturbative unitarity in

case of a heavy Higgs boson.

Something else" happens": fermions, whose masses are forbidden by the gauge sym-

metry, also acquire a mass: substituting the shifted field (2.4) in the Yukawa coupling

of <I>to fermions we get the mass matrices of the fermions and their couplings to

the Higgs boson. The physical fermion states are obtained by diagonalizing the mass

matrices with the help of two unitary matrices,

~U(X}tAXU(xlR = Mdx. , X = U,D,E,y2 lag

where A is the fermion mass matrix, UL, Un are unitary matrices and Md' is diagonallag
with real diagonal elements. X = N does not occur since it is assumed that right handed

neutrinos do not exist. The diagonal element of MX
d. gives the mass values andlag.J!'

J runs over the three families. This diagonalization produces three important physical

results.

which has a vanishing vacuum expectation value.

When <I>is replaced with h + v everywhere in the Lagrangian, the introduction of

the parameter v, which has mass dimension, leads to the following:

Because the number of degrees of freedom are unaltered, the three Goldstone

bosons, two charged and one neutral, which have disappeared have in fact emerged

as the physical, longitudinal components of the Wand Z.

Siuce at least three scalar field degrees of freedom are required to provide the

longitudinal W± and Z modes, and the scalar field must enter the Lagrangian in a

gauge invariant manner, the minimal SU(2) represe'ntation for the scalars is a complex

doublet. For this reason, the Standard Model with a single Higgs doublet is called the

"minimal model",

The complex doublet contains four degrees of freedom, and therefore one real scalar

field is left over as a particle appearing in the physical spectrum: the scalar sector has

left behind an experimental signature.

Rewriting the Lagrangian in terms of h and v we obtain mass terms for the gauge

bosons 1. The couplings of the Higgs boson to fermions are flavor diagonal and proportional

to the fermion mass

1
Mw = 2gv,

v~ Mw
Mz = -y 92 + 9 2 = --,

2 cosOw

Y( ) ~ gmf -Lh h = - ~ 2M; \l1f.(x}\l1f.(x}h(x}.
x.J

Therefore, the coupling of the Higgs bosons to light fermions is very weak. The

Yukawa couplings span the range from as little as 10-6 for the electron, to 10-2

for the b quark, to about 0.3 for the top quark.

In terms of the AI' and ZI' fields the mass matrix of the neutral gauge bosons becomes

diagonal and one gets

2. The charged current of quarks is not flavor diagonal

J;;(x) = L {JJu(x}V6~~'YI'(I-'Y5)\l1fD(X), Ju=u,c,t, Jv=d,s,b
fV.JD

where VCKM denotes the CKM matrix. In the charged current of quarks, six fields

with five physically irrelevant independent phases are involved (with one relevant

phase for U(I}y), therefore four phases of unitary CKM matrix can be rotated

away and 32 - 5 = 4 physically relevant parameters result.

where 9 is the SU (2) gauge coupling and cos Ow is the weak mixing angle. The three

parameters v, 9 and cos Ow are constrained by the data, for example by the fine struc-

ture constant G, the Fermi constant GF, the Wand Z masses, charged and neutral

current neutrino cross sections, etc.

For the mass of the Higgs boson we obtain



3. After the Higgs mechanism the neutral current remains flavor diagonal (GIM
mechanism [14]), therefore in leading order there are no flavor changing neutral
current transitions. In higher order, as a result of virtual flavor changing charged
current exchanges, flavor changing neutral current transitions are allowed but
suppressed strongly because of the smallness of the Fermi coupling.
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The Standard Model does not give a precise prediction for the mass of the Higgs boson.
We can, however, use arguments of self-consistency to place lower and upper bounds
on the mass of the Higgs particle in the Standard Model.

We have obtained the Higgs boson mass Tnh = V2>."v (Eq. 2.5) as a function of the
vacuum expectation value of the Higgs field and the quartic coupling 'x. The quartic
coupling is a free parameter, and therefore is the Higgs mass. The bounds on the Higgs
mass follow from the behavior of the quartic coupling which satisfies the following
renormalization group equation describing its change as a function of the scale [15J:

Figure 2.3: Bounds on the Standard Model Higgs boson mass. A denotes the
energy scale up to which the Standard Model is valid. (From Ref.
[17])

d,X 1
- = --2 (6,X2+ 6'xh~ - 6h: + gauge terms), (2.19)dt 167T

where t=ln(Q2j 112). Here ht is the top-quark Yukawa coupling. The quartic coupling
grows with rising energy indefinitely, thus an upper bound on Tnh follows from the
requirement that the theory is valid up to the Planck scale MPlanck or up to a given
cut-off scale A below MPlanck [15]. The upper bound on Tnh depends mildly on the
top-quark mass through the impact of the top-quark Yukawa coupling on the running
of the quartic coupling A.

On the other hand, the requirement of vacuum stability in the Standard Model
(positivity of ,x) imposes a lower bound on the Higgs boson mass, which crucially
depends on the top-quark mass as well as on the cut-off parameter A [15], [16]. The
dependence of this lower bound on Tnt is due to the effect of the top-quark Yukawa
coupling on the quartic coupling in Eq. (2.7), which drives ,xto negative values at large
scales, thus destabilizing the standard electroweak vacuum.

Figure 2.3 from R.ef. [17]shows the perturbativity and stability bounds on the Higgs
boson mass of the Standard Model for different values of the cut-off parameter A at
which new physics is expected and for Tnt ~ 174 GeV . We see that the discovery of a
Higgs particle at LEP2 would imply that the Standard Model breaks down at a scale
A well below the scale for Grand Unified Theories, MCUT, or the Planck scale MPlanck.

Actually, if the Standard Model is valid up to A ~ MCUT or MPlank, for Tnt ~ 174
GeV only a small range of values is allowed: 134 GeV < Tnh < ~ 200 GeV. For Tnt =

174 GeV and Tnh = 115 GeV new physics should appear below the scale A = 106 GeV
[18].

The relation between Tnh and the Higgs quartic coupling allows us to say the fol-
lowing:

• the Higgs particle has a mass below a TeV, or some new physics must occur below
a scale of a few TeV,

• there is no Higgs below a few TeV and the theory is nonperturbative at high
energy; the Higgs coupling ,x is large and the longitudinal modes of the Wand Z
become strongly interacting.

The connection between unitarity and an upper limit on the Higgs mass was described
in Ref. [19J.



In a renormalizable theory amplitudes must not grow indefinitely as a function of
energy. The Standard Model including the Higgs boson is renormalizable, and am-
plitudes behave as they should. Suppose we compute the scattering amplitude for
W+W- -+ W+W- but omitting all diagrams involving the Higgs boson. At the lead-
ing order level there are "y and Z exchanges in the sand t channels and a contact term,
see the diagrams of Figure 2.4.

for the Jth partial wave amplitude. Applying this condition to the J=O amplitude
defined through

For mh > (2rrV2/GF)I/2 the partial wave unitarity bound laJ=ol ~ 1 is violated for
energy ,;s greater than mho

The energy behavior of the amplitude for longitudinally polarized W bosons is
written as,

The Higgs boson influences the observed electroweak reactions through higher order
processes beyond the tree level. Hence, if an electroweak observable is precisely mea-
sured, it is possible to determine the Higgs boson mass via radiative corrections. The
measured electroweak observables are in agreement with the predictions of the Stan-
dard Model at the level of 0.1% [20], [21]. The degree of agreement can be seen in
Figure 2.6.

The Z-pole data from the LEP experiments and SLD data taken together yield a
weak mixing parameter [211

Z GFA1. (WLWL -+ WLWL) ex ,;ss(l +cosB).

It grows indefinitly with S. The angle B is the scattering angle in the centre-of-mass
system. This linear divergence is canceled by the contributions of Higgs boson exchanges
in the sand t channels, see Figure 2.5.

w+ w+

~ !h
;

!
~w- w-

( GF 2Aex ---)mh,
. 4rrV2

The NuTeV experiment at Fermilab has reported a competitive indirect determination
of the W mass, inferred from measurements of the III,N and ii/lN cross sections.

They find [23]
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Figure 2.6: Compilation of the world's electroweak data as of summer 2001,
and the deviation (in number of standard deviations) of each
measurement from the Standard Model fit (from Ref. [21]). The
values of the input parameters (including mh) are allowed to vary
and the overall X2 is minimized.
Note the high level of precision of the measurements of the various
observables, many being at the 0.1% level.

A new evaluation of the finite part of the O(a2) corrections to the muon lifetime
[24], leads to a value for the Fermi constant measured in muon decay,

From the wealth of particle searches and cross section measurements at LEP2, no
anomalies have been observed in the reactions e+e- -7 W+W-, ZZ and ff.

Similarly, the overall conclusion from HERA is that the neutral-current and charged-
current cross sections measured in e+p collisions have the expected shape and reproduce
the known values of Wand Z boson masses.

The success of the electroweak theory allows us to use standard model fits to the
electroweak observables to determine best values for the parameters that are not yet
directly constrained by experiment. Over the past ten years, the greatest sensitivity has
been to the value of the top quark mass, and fits to the electroweak observables gave
early indications for the large mass of the top quark [25]. Now when the top quark
mass is known rather well from the Tevatron experiments we can use the Standard
Model fits to estimate the mass of the Higgs boson. To do this a series of fits with fixed
mh values is performed, The difference in the X2 values is shown in Figure 2.7. The
consensus of the fit is that, within the standard electroweak theory, the Higgs boson
should be light .

In the global fit of Ref. [21] the best fit value for the mass of the Standard Model
Higgs boson, using (ll.a)~~ = 0.02761 ± 0.00036 [26], is

which at the 95% confidence level leads to the upper bound of 196 GeV. The radiative
correction terms depend on log(mh), therefore the constraints on the Higgs mass are
not very strong.

As mentioned already, the QED running coupling constant evaluated at the Z pole,
a(Mi), plays an important role in the prediction of the mass of the Higgs particle, mho
Among the input parameters generally used in global fits to electroweak data, a(Mi),
has the largest experimental uncertainty and is the limiting quantity on the precision
of the Standard Model calculations of the Higgs mass. The dominant uncertainties
on a(Mi) are due to the effects of hadronic vacuum polarization, which cannot yet
be reliably calculated. In order to determine the vacuum polarization, measured (or
calculated in perturbative QeD) R values are used, where R is the cross section for
e+e- -7 'Y' -7 hadrons, in units of the QED cross section for e+e- -7 J.L+/l- process,
namely

R = e+e- -7 hadrons.
e+e- -7 J.L+/r



where e+e- ~ J.L+J.L- = aO = 3ffQ'(0) The uncertainties in a(Mz2) are dominated by
iJJJ 35'

the errors in the values of R in the centre-of-mass energy range below 5 GeV.

The error on b.~~(8) is further reduced when relying on perturbative QCD. Using
the value b.~~(s) = 0.02738 ± 0.00020 [28] which includes the recent results obtained

at the BES experiment [27] we obtain:

theory uncertainty
~a:,S~d=

- O.02761±O.00036
·····O.02738±O.00020

corresponding to un upper limit on the Higgs mass of 222 GeV at 95% confidence level.
In conclusion, the central value depends strongly on the top quark mass and the

value of b.~~(s) used. Depending on the value of b.~~(s), upper limits on the Higgs
boson mass of 196 - 222 GeV are obtained at 95% confidence level. These results are
compatible with the results from direct searches for the Higgs boson, which exclude
Higgs masses up to mh = 114.1 GeV at 95% confidence level.

where all terms are known with high accuracy, apart of the contribution from the five

light quark fiavours, b.~~d(S). The value of b.~,~(S) is obtained by integrating the R
distribution,

b.(o} (s) ex roo R(s')ds'.
had J4m~ S'(S' - s)

Direct searches for the Standard Model Higgs boson (other extensions of the Standard
Model are discussed later) have been performed at LEP2 [29].

In e+e- collisions the Standard Model Higgs boson is expected to be produced
mainly by the Higgs-Strahlung mechanism and to a lesser extent by the WW fusion
process. Its dominant decay mode is into bb pair in the mass range accessible at LEP
with a branching fraction of 74% at mh=115 GeV. The second most important decay
mode is to tau pairs, with a branching fraction of about 7%, and the WW decays take
8%. Efficient and pure b-tagging is therefore important to search for the Higgs boson
at LEP. Four search topologies arise from the decays of the accompanying Z boson:
4-jet final state (h ~ bb, Z~ qq), the missing energy channel (h~ bb, Z ~ vii), the
tau final states (h~ bb, z~ 1'+1'- and h~ 1'+1'-, Z~ qq) and the lepton final states
(h~ bb, Z~ e+e- or J.L+J.L-).

The distribution of the reconstructed mass of the Higgs boson for all experiments
together is shown in Figure 2.8 (left). This distribution is summed over different search
channels, at different centre-of-mass energies. Therefore candidates in clean channels
are included in the same bins as signal and background from other channels with less
performance. Also, the reconstructed mass resolutions can differ, and depend on how
close mh is to the kinematic limit, which changes with .JS. The information contained
in this distribution can therefore be misleading.

However, there is lIO loss of sensitivity in the confidence level calculations when
combining all bins, of all histograms in all variables (as reconstructed mass, b-tag, or
combinations of these, etc.) with the method described in section 6.1.

The experimental data for the Standard Model Higgs search show an excess of
2.1 a (see section 6.1) significance, or (1-CLb)=0.034 at mh ~115 GeV. The maximum
likelihood occurs at mh=115.6 GeV. The distribution of the log-likelihood ratio (see

Figure 2.7: The quantity b.X2 = X2 - X~in shown as a function of mho The
lines are the results of the fit using all data and the two different
values of (b.a)h; the band represents an estimate of the theoretical
error due to missing higher order corrections. The shaded band
shows the 95% C.L. exclusion limit on mh from direct searches.
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2. the observation that the existence of flavor changing neutral currents, i.e. cou-
plings between a neutral boson field and two fermion fields with different flavors,

are very small.
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In the Standard Model p equals one, and there are no flavor changing neutral currents.
In extended models this is not necessarily the case.

In the two Higgs doublet model (2HDM) the Higgs sector consists of two complex Higgs
doublet fields with hypercharge Yk = ~,

Figure 2.8: (Left) Reconstructed Higgs mass;
(Right) Negative log-likelihood ratio as a function of Higgs mass
for the combined LEP data and energies up to 209 GeV (from
Ref. [29]).

The most general re-normalizable and gauge invariant Higgs potential has fourteen
independent real parameters and is given in Refs. [30], [31] as:

section 6.1), -2InQ, is shown in Figure 2.8 (right) as a function of mh, for the combined
LEP data and energies up to 209 GeV. The value of mh=115.6 GeV corresponds to the
position where -21nQ has its minimum valueo

The lower limit on the Higgs mass is mh > 114.1 GeV at 95% confidence level, with
a median expected limit of 115.4 GeV.

11(<1>1,<1>2) = Jli<1>l<1>1 + Jl~<1>~<1>2+ (Jll<1>1<1>2 + hoC.)

+ AA (<1>l<1>lr + AB (<1>~<1>2r

+ AC (<1>1<1>1) (<I>~<1>2) + AD (<1>1<1>2) (<1>~<1>])

+ ~ ((<1>1 <1>2) (AE<1>l <1>2+

AF<I>l<1>1 + AG<1>~<1>2)+ hoc.),
where Jli, Jl~, AA, AB, AC and AD are real parameters while Jl~, AE, AF and AG may
be complex. If one requires the potential to be invariant under the CP symmetry, all
parameters must be real and there are two different possibilities to restrict the potential
[32J 2.

One possible way to satisfy the experimental limits on flavor changing neutral cur-
rents is to allow all fermion fields of the same type to couple to only one of the Higgs
doublet fields in the model [33]. This condition can be enforced by requiring invariance
of the Lagrangian density under the discrete symmetry

We recall that in the minimal (one Higgs doublet) Standard Model there is a single
parameter in the Higgs sector: A, or equivalently mh = }2,\v. However, this minimal
choice is arbitrary and one should investigate the implications of more complicated
Higgs models.

A model having as base a different or extended Higgs sector can not be considered
to be an alternative to the Standard Model if its predictions are contradicted by exper-
imental results. The two most important experimental results that impose constraints
on the structure of the Higgs sector are:

<1>1(x) -+ <1>](x), <1>2(x) -+ -<1>2(X),

'lif(x) -+ 'lif(x), 'li~(x) -+ ±'li~(x),

_ M?,..,±
p= 2 'A1zcos2 Ow

'The major difference of the potentials is in the Higgs self-couplings. This leads to a different
phenomenology in the cases where the Higgs particles interact among themselves, or when loop effects
play an important role. However, the potentials are equivalent in what concerns the Higgs couplings
to gauge bosons and fermions.



where the plus sign applies to fermion fields that couple to cI>l(X)and the minus sign
to fermion fields that couple to cI>2(X). If the Higgs potential is allowed to break this
symmetry only softly, i.e. in the lowest order terms, AF and AG must be zero.

The resulting potential, which is known as 'Potential A', can then be parameterised

as [34J:

correspond to a pair of charged Higgs bosons H± and a CP-odd neutral Higgs boson

A° with masses

2 A4 (2 2)mH± ="2 VI +V2

2 A6 (2 2)
mAo = "2 VI + V2 .

The remaining degrees of freedom correspond to two CP-even neutral Higgs bosons:

HO(x) = Vi ((RecI>~(x)- VI) coso<

+ (RecI>g(x)- V2) sino<)

hO(x) = Vi (- (RecI>~(x)- VI) sino<

+ (RecI>g(x)- V2) coso<) ,

where the Higgs mixing angle 0<and the masses can be derived by diagonalizing the
mass squared matrix

where the A'S are real parameters. If all the A'S are non-negative the minimum of the
potential is given for the vacuum expectation values

cI>\O)(x)= ~(~J.cI>~O)(x)= ~(~J
2M12tan{3= ----

Mll - M22Since the sum of the squares of the two vacuum expectation values are related to the
mass of the W± boson,

tan/1 =~.
V2

Due to the Higgs mechanism three of the eight degrees of freedom of the Higgs fields are
transformed into the longitudinal polarization degrees of freedom of the gauge boson
fields of the weak interaction. The remaining degrees of freedom correspond to the
physical Higgs bosons.

The Goldstone bosons, in other words the degrees of freedom removed by the Higgs
mechanism, are given by

m~O,hO = ~ ( ~ll + M22 ± J(Mll - M22)2 + 4Mf2) .
To summarize, this model possesses five physical Higgs bosons: two neutral CP-even
scalars (hOand HO,where, by convention, mHo> mho), a neutral C P-odd scalar (A0)
and a charged pair (H±). Instead of the one free parameter as in the Standard Model,
this model has six free parameters: four Higgs masses, the ratio of vacuum expectation
values, tan /1, and a Higgs mixing angle, 0<.The value v~ + v~ is fixed by the W mass
M~ = g2(V~ + v~)/2.

A general two doublet model has less predictive power. Only a few general state-
ments can be made [351:there are no tree level H±W"Z, H±W"'Y, AOZZor AOW+W-
vertices; in a CP-conserving theory, there are no hhZ, HHZ, AAZ or hHZ couplings.

2 l 2 2mw± = 4(vl + v2),

only the ratio between them is important for the predictions of the model. This ratio
is usually referred to as tan /1:

C±(x) = cI>~(x) cos /1+ cI>~(x) sin /1

CO(x) = Vi (ImcI>~(x)cos /1+ ImcI>g(x)sin /1) .

H±(x) = -cI>t(x)sin/1+cI>~(x)cos/1

AO(x) = Vi ("':'ImcI>~(x)sin /1+ ImcI>g(x))cos /1) ,

In 2HDMs there are many more parameters, and thus a simple Figure as 2.3 cannot
be drawn. The presence of extra field directions causes many more ways in which the
vacuum can become unstable. The allowed parameter space is severely restricted. If
the light neutral Higgs scalar is over about 140 GeV in mass, then the allowed range of
the charged Higgs mass is below about 95 GeV. Even if the light neutral scalar is very



light, neither the charged scalars nor the pseudoscalar can be much heavier than about
150 GeV. However, these constraints are relaxed significantly if one assumes that the

model breaks down before the unification scale (36].
Direct limits on the Higgs masses predicted by the general 2HDM, have been ob-

tained at LEP2 [37]. Values of 1 GeV:S mh :S 58 GeV and 10 GeV :S mA :S 65 GeV
are excluded at 95% confidence level for -7r /2 :S Q :S 7r/2 and 0.4 :S tan /3 :S 58.0.

The decay into ZZ' is suppressed by an additional factor due to the mass of the Z
hoson and the reduced neutral current couplings with respect to the charged couplings.

Above the WW and ZZ decay thresholds, the partial width for these channels are
written as:

v'2GF 3 ( MJ Ml~)fh-.vv = ov~mb 1- 4 ~ + 12 ~ . /3v,

with ov=2 and 1 for V=W and Z, respectively.
Decays into massless gluons or photons are not possible at tree level. These decays

proceed at one loop level. We shall focus on the decay into two photons. The standard
Higgs will couple to a photon pair via loops, as shown in Figure 2.11.

According to Eq. (2.6), the preferred decay mode of a standard Higgs is to the heavi-
est fermion or gauge boson pair kinematically allowed. Graphically this is denoted in
Figure 2.9.

The partial width of the Higgs decay into a fermion pair is described as [38], [39]:

NcGF 2 2
fh-.fI = ~mr(mh)mh,

4y 27r

where mr(m~) is the running quark mass. The QeD radiative corrections are absorbed
into the scale dependence of the quark mass, evaluated at the Higgs boson mass.
Near threshold the partial width is suppressed by an additional factor /3r, where /3r =
(1- 4m~/m:)1/2 is the fermion velocity.

If the mass of the standard Higgs increases towards the two vector boson threshold,
the Higgs will decay dominantly to WW· pairs, as shown in Figure 2.10,
and ZZ' pairs, one of the two gauge bosons being virtual below the threshold [40]. The
partial width is denoted by:

The vector boson loops dominate and contribute with opposite sign to the fermion
loops. One-loop corrections are small [41Jand the tree level width can be written as [42]:

where Nc is the color factor, Qr is the electric charge of the fermion, and the T variables
are defined by

m2 m2
Tr = _h_ and TW = _h_.

4m~ 4Ma,

The above equations imply that the dominant fermion loop is that of the top-quark
(i.e. f=t). The amplitudes A are real and vary from Aw = -7 (-12) for T = 0 (1), Ar =

4/3 (2) for T = 0 (1). Hence the W loops are dominant. For the Standard Model Higgs



boson the branching fraction has values BR(h--+ ')'')') ~ 0.1%- 0.2% for values of mh

between 80 and 130 GeV.
A graphical representation of the branching fractions for the Higgs boson as a

function of its mass is shown in Figure 2.12 (left).
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Figure 2.12: The dominant branching fractions of the Standard Model Higgs
boson with masses accessible at LEP calculated with the HDE-
CAY program [43] (left), and total decay width (right).

By adding up all possible decay channels, we obtain the total Higgs decay width
shown in Figure 2.12 (right) for a top quark mass of 175 GeV. Up to masses of 140 GeV,
the Higgs particle is very narrow, the width being predicted to be smaller than 10 MeV.
After the opening of the gauge boson channels, virtual or real, the state becomes wider,
reaching about 1 GeV at the ZZ threshold. Such a width cannot be measured directly
in this mass range. Only above mh > 200 GeV it becomes wide enough to be resolved
experimentally.

Suppose the masses of the gauge bosons and fermions do not arise from the same Higgs
doublet, then there may be scalar doublets which have standard strength couplings to
the Wand Z bosons, but suppressed couplings to fermions. Such scalars are called
fermiophobic Higgs particles and are denoted hF in the following.

The implementation of the fermiophobic Higgs mechanism changes the signatures

expected for the Higgs bosons.

A fermiophobic Higgs model can be constructed requiring a <PF = -<PF discrete
symmetry in order to remove the Yukawa terms <PFl{J L IlJ R from the Lagrangian [44].
Other Higgs doublets can couple to the fermions and give rise to their masses.

A neutral fermiophobic Higgs will couple to a fermion pair through the processes
shown in Figure 2.13,

,~',~'

~f'~"

If the fermiophobic mass is above the W+W- threshold, the decay hF -+ W+W-
will dominate as it does in the case of the Standard Model. But if the mass is below
2Mw, the dominant decay modes are unusual. In addition to the loop induced ff mode
just pictured, there are the modes hF --+ ')'')' and ')'Z, generated by the loop graphs
shown in Figure 2.14.

Several branching fractions of the Standard Model Higgs are shown in Figure 2.15.
From the figure one may infer the dominant decay modes of a neutral fermiophobic
Higgs boson by omitting the two fermion and two gluon modes. For the purpose of
comparison, the h--+ ')'')' rate is shown for a Standard Model Higgs (fermions and W
bosons in the loop) and for a fermiophobic Higgs (W loop only). Ignoring the loop
induced h--+ ff rate, it can be seen that the dominant decay mode for a fermiophobic
Higgs is ')'')' for mh < 80 GeV and WW for mh > 2Mw. The induced h-+ ff rate
has been calculated in different models and the resulting branching fractions will be
presented later for the 2HDM of type I.
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The extension of the Standard Model with two Higgs doublets has been discussed in
section (2.6.1). The Yukawa coupling of the Higgs particles with the fermions can be
chosen in two ways, usually denoted as models I and II. The most common choice
is the structure assumed in the Minimal SuperSymmetric Model (MSSM): one of the
Higgs doublets couples both to up type quarks and to leptons, and the other doublet
couples to down type quarks. In this section a model of the so called type I is explored,
namely only one of the Higgs doublets is allowed to couple to fermions. For this type
of model the couplings hZZ and hWW are proportional to sin <5where <5= {3- a. We
shall consider in the following only the high <5region. Moreover, if the mixing angle
takes the value a = 7f /2, then there is no mixing among Hand h, and h interacts only
with the gauge bosons, with the coupling proportional to sin({3- 'IT /2) = - cos {3.

The dominant decays of h in the mass range mh > 2Mz are into WW- and ZZ
pairs; whereas for the intermediate mass range (80 GeV < mh < 2Mz) the allowed
decays are into ", Z" WW', ZZ', which will compete with the decays into fermion
pairs generated at the I-loop level.

The decay width into photon pairs can be written as:

Figure 2.15: Branching fractions of the Standard Model Higgs boson calcu-
lated with the HDECAY program. For the purpose of compar-
ison, the h-t " rate is shown for a Standard Model Higgs
(fermions and W bosons in the loop) and for a fermiophobic
Higgs (W loop only).

where r~Mdenotes the W-Ioop contribution to the decay width of the Standard Model
Higgs boson; the decay width for h -t Z + , has also the same form, and its value will
be lower than for h -t ", as in the Standard Model case. Similarly, we find that the
decays into WW· and ZZ' can be written in the same form, namely [52]

Finally, the expression for the decay width into fermion pairs (h -t [f), resulting from
the evaluation of the I-loop amplitude is:

( - GFa2'IT 2 2r h -t ff) = J2' 4 mh17lj cos F(mh' m;, Mw),
2 2 Sill Ow

where mj is the mass of the fermion that enters in the loop, and F(mh' mi, Mw) is a
function that arises from the loop integration [53J. From this expression one notices
that the width is again proportional to m;, which will suppress the width. Thus only
the heaviest fermions will contribute significantly.

Since the Higgs boson is neutral and does not couple to photons at tree level the branch-
ing fraction is predicted to be small in the Standard Model. The single Higgs boson can
decay into two photons via a quark- or W-boson loop. Therefore the rate is too small
for observation at existing accelerators, even for a kinematically accessible Higgs boson.
However, other theoretical models can accommodate large h-t "branching fractions.
The list of theories having enhanced di-photon rates includes the fermiophobic Higgs
models [44], [45], [46], Higgs triplet models [47], [48], top-quark condensate models [49],
models with extra-dimensions [50], models with anomalous couplings [51] and many
more. The most popular models will be briefly discussed in the following sections.

It is possible that a non-minimal Higgs sector incorporates triplet fields. Particles
formed exclusively from such fields are fermiophobic. The minimal Higgs Triplet model



[54] requires the inclusion of two triplet fields in order to have the p-parameter near
unity. The model has ten Higgs bosons in the form of a fiveplet (H5), a triplet (H3),

ano two singlets (Hd. The Hg and one of the singlets, H~', are formed from the triplet
field, apart from possible mixing with the doublet components. Akeroyd [48] has shown
that measurements constrain the mixing parameters such that Hr is almost entirely
fermiophobic, and therefore could be interpreted as the Higgs boson searched for in
this thesis. The process e+e- --+HrZ occurs at the Standard :vIodel hZ rate modified
by the factor ~sin OH, where the angle 0H is a parameter of the model describing the
mixing of the doublet and triplet fields.

Other Higgs Triplet Models [55] predicts that one of the neutral scalars could have
a large branching fraction BR(h--+ ,.,.) and could be produced at LEP with rates
comparable to the Standard Model ones through the e+e- --+Zh mechanism.

Anomalous H,.,., HZ,., HZZ and HWW couplings are generated by (2.8), which,

in the unitarity gauge, are given by

.c~= gHnH A,wAI'V + g~1~Al'vZI'8V H

(2) HA ZI'V (I) Z ZI'8vH+ gHZ~ I'V + gHZZ I'V

(2) HZ ZI'V . (2) HW+ WI'V+ gHZZ I'V + gi1ww I'V-

+ gi~w(W:"W!:8V H + h.c.},

.. (1,2)
where A(Z)l'v = 8I'A(Z)v - 8vA(Z)w The effectIve coupllllgs gH~~ and gHZ~ are related
to the coefficients of the operators appearing in (2.9) through

The Standard Model can be extended by a linear representation of the SU(2h x U(I}y
symmetry breaking mechanism [56J. Although the specific theory which will supersede
the Standard Model is not known, its effects can be parameterized by the means of an
effective Lagrangian [57J. The effective Lagrangian contains operators with dimension
higher than four and involves the fields and symmetries of the low energy theory.
This approach is a model-independent way to describe new physics that is expected to
manifest itself directly at an energy scale A, larger than the scale where the current
experiments are performed.

A general set of dimension-6 operators that involve gauge bosons and the Higgs
scalar field, respecting local SU(2)L x U(I)y symmetry, and C and P conserving, con-
tains eleven operators. Some of these operators can be strongly constrained from low
energy physics below the present sensitivity of high energy experiments. The remaining
five operators can be written as [58]:

where 9 is the SU(2}L coupling constant and Ow is the Weinberg angle.

A typical anomalous signature would be the observation of large h--+ ,.,. and h--+
Z,. branching fractions which are zero in the Standard Model at the tree level. The
existence of the new interactions (2.8) can enhance these widths in a significa.nt way.

Anomalous Higgs boson couplings have been studied in Higgs and Z boson decays
[59], and in e+e- [60], pp [61] and ,.,. [62] colliders. Recent analyses from L3 presented
a good agreement with the expectations from the Standard Model [63]. These negative
experimental results can be used to constrain new anomalous couplings in the bosonic
sector of the Standard Model.

Another example having suppressed couplings to the fermions is an electroweak Higgs
boson h~wadded to top-quark condensate models [64]. In this approach, the top and
bottom quarks are assumed to obtain their masses through a strongly coupled group
that condenses top quark pairs [65]. All the remaining fermions and vector bosons
obtain mass mainly through the vacuum expectation value of the h~w' A good approx-
imation in studying the phenomenology of a light h~wis to assume that it couples like
the Standard Model Higgs to all particles except the top quark and bottom quark, to
which it has zero couplings.

with Bl'v and W:v being the field.strength tensors of the U(I} and SU(2} gauge fields
respectively.



As mentioned above, the fermiophobic models are parameter dependent, but a large
class of the models has a near-Standard Model production strength and di-photon
branching fractions well approximated by the Standard Model ones with fermionic
couplings set to zero. This defines the so-called benchmark fermiophobic model.

All the LEP experiments are using the simulation program HZHA [66] to model
the Higgs boson production. The branching fractions for the Higgs decays into boson
pairs can also be calculated with the HDECAY program [43]. This program results
in slightly lower di-photon branching fractions than HZHA. To be conservative we
use the HDECAY branching fractions throughout this thesis. The branching fractions,
calculated in the benchmark model, are shown in Figure 2.16.

c: 1
o
tl 0.9••
It 0.8
Cl.s: 0.7
J::o
:;; 0.6

m 0.5

Figure 2.16: Branching fractions for the decay of the Higgs boson in the
benchmark fermiophobic model: h-t 'Y'Y solid line, h-t WW'
dashed line, h-t ZZ' dotted line. Calculations are done using
the HDECAY program [43], with the fermionic couplings set to
zero.



Chapter 3

Physics at electron-positron
colliders --...Q

Q.--
In an electron-positron collision process, the initial state before the interaction consists
of electrons and positrons. Being leptons, they are subject to the weak interaction;
being also charged, they interact electromagnetically, but they are not subject to the
strong interaction. All particles which interact electromagnetically and weakly can be
produced in the final state, as long as the energy of the beam particles which collide is
sufficiently high.
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Quark and lepton pair production are among the dominant processes at LEP2, which
operated at centre-of-mass energies above 161 GeV. Fermion pairs can be produced
in s-channel 'Yand Z exchanges. In an electron-positron electromagnetic annihilation,
a virtual photon is produced, which immediately decays into a fermion anti-fermion
pair. In the case of a weak interaction, the exchanged particle is the heavy vector boson
ZO The leading-order Feynman diagrams for fermion-pair production are presented in
Section 3.1.1.

Pair production of charged bosons W± proceeds through both the charged-current
t-channel and the neutral-current s-channel. Pairs of the neutral bosons 'Yand Z can
also be produced in e+e- interactions, via neutral-current t- and u-channel interactions.
Each of the vector bosons can decay to a fermion anti-fermion pair, f1, thus leading to
a four-fermion final state.

The cross sections for some typical standard model processes as a function of the
centre-of-mass energy are present~d in Figure 3.1. The Z boson resonance leads to a
sharp enhancement of the cross section, up to 30 nb at the pole ..;s = Mz.

• e+e--')WW
• e+e--')ZZ

e+e--')WWy
• e+e--')'YY

.... e+e--')HZ
I'T\i -115 GeV

L3
+- +--• e e -')e e qq

• e+e--')qq(y)
• e+e--')J.I.\t-(y)

Figure 3.1: Cross sections for typical standard model processes as a function
of centre-of- mass energy.
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The production of Z-pairs and W-pairs occurs with a much smaller cross section, of
the order of 1 pb and 20 pb, respectively. The energy dependence shows the expected



threshold behavior at .;s = 2Mw and .;s = 2Mz. Some of these processes can be
considered as potential backgrounds for the Higgs boson search. Therefore it is very
important to know as precisely as possible the expected yield for these reactions. A
list of Monte Carlo event generators which are used in the simulation of the standard
model processes is given in Table 3.1.

Simulated process MC-event generator Cross section
at .;s=206.6 GeV

(pb)

e+e- -+ W+W- -+ ffff KORALW [67], YFSWW3 [69] 17.5
e+e- -+ ffff EXCALIBUR [68] 0.3

e+e- -+ llV'y(n,) NUNUGPV, [70],[71JKORALZ [72J 54.6
e+e- -+ qq(,) KK2F [73], PYTHIA [74] 81.0

e+e- -+ ZOhZoh -+ ffff PYTHIA [72] 1.33

e+e- -+ " -+ eeqq PHOJET [75J 16410.
e+e- -+" -+ eee+e- DrAG [76] 705.
e+e- -+ " -+ eer+r- LEP4F [77] 435

e+e- -+ e+e-(n,) BHWIDE [78J 1284.8
e+e- -+ e+e- (n,) TEEGG [79J 31.9

e+e- --+ J.L+J.L-(n,),r+r-(rl/) KK2F [73], KORALZ [72] 63
e+e- -+ (n,) GGG [80] 18.3

between 10 and 100 pb. The e+e- cross section is about 4 nb for the electron positron
scattering angle in the interval between 5° and 175°. Roughly 65% of the e+e- -+
Z*h* -+ qq (,) process consists of radiative returns to the Z. This refers to the case
when a hard ISR photon from the electron or positron boosts the effective centre-of-
mass energy of the colliding system back, close to Mz (denoted qq,). The ISR photon
typically has low transverse momentum; it can escape undetected along the beam pipe
traversing the experimental setup and the resulting event will have missing energy; or,
it could be detected as an isolated energy deposit in a detector and the resulting event
will have little missing energy. In the case no ISR photon is emitted the visible mass
of the event is near the centre-of-mass energy.Two-fermion processes are the production of an electron-, muon-, tau- and a quark

anti-quark pair from a Z or virtual photon, for example: e+e- -+ Z*h* -+ qq(,). The
, denotes any initial-state-radiation (ISR) photons from the electron or positron. The
lowest order diagrams contributing to this process are shown in Figure 3.2. The addi-
tional Feynman diagrams for the case of t-channel , and Z exchanges or W exchange
are shown in Figure 3.3.

Two-fermion reactions were the dominant physics processes at LEP1 with a large
cross section (up to 30 nb for the hadronic final state) due to the centre-of-mass energies
being close to Mz. As the centre-of-mass energy increases towards the LEP2 region, this
cross section decreases rapidly. At a centre-of-mass energy of 206.6 GeV, the magnitude
of the cross sections, apart from the Bhabha process and the e+e- -+ e+e-rr, varies

Radiative e+e-(,), J.L+J.L-(') and r+r-(,) events are backgrounds to the Higgs
boson search in the low multiplicity hZ-+ ne+e- channel, with e = e, J.L,To The qq(,)
events contaminate the hadronic hZ-+ "qq event topology.

The radiative neutrino standard model process constitutes an irreducible back-
ground for the search in the hZ-+ T'WiJ final state. A diagram contributing to the
neutrino pair production in association with a photon is shown in Figure 3.4.

The two-fermion process and the measurements based upon it are described in
detail elsewhere [81].



to these reactions. At energies near the 2Mw threshold, the t-channel diagram domi-
nates. This process and measurements associated with it are described in detail in Ref.

[83].
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The process in which virtual photons from the incoming electron and positron form a
fermion anti-fermion pair is referred to as the two-photon or 'Y'Yprocess, although it is
actually a four-fermion process. A lowest-order diagram contributing to this process is
shown in Figure 3.5. The four-fermion process involving the pair production of Z bosons includes the

processes e+e- -t 'Y'Yand ZZ (shown in Figure 3.7), and e+e- -t Z"(. Below 2M"
this process results in only one on-shell Z; thus it can resemble the two-fermion qq("()
process. Details can be found in Ref. [84].

We call a 'Y'Yevent un-tagged if both the electron and positron escape along the
beam pipe undetected. The majority of the 'Y'Yevents are un-tagged. The hadronic
cross section is highly dependent on the assumed kinematic features; it is about 10 nb
when the invariant mass of the hadronic system is greater than 2.5 GeV. Although the
cross section is large, these events are characterized by extremely low visible energy
and particle multiplicity. Hence they are easily eliminated at early stages of the event
selection procedure designed to search for the Higgs boson, and they do not constitute
a significant source of background events.

The two-photon processes and related measurements are described in Ref. [82] in
more detail.

The lowest order dominant t-channel diagrams contributing to the four-fermion
processes involving the production of single W± bosons (e+e- -t W±cv., denoted as
Wev) and single Z bosons (e+e- -t Ze+e-, denoted as Zee) are shown in Figure 3.8
and 3.9, respectively. The cross sections at 206.6 GeV are 3 and 3.6 pb for Wev and
Zee respectively. The Wev process is discussed in Ref. [85].

The pair production of W± bosons has a cross section of 17 pb at a centre-of-mass
energy of 206.6 GeV. This proces~ has two s-channel ("( and Z exchanges) and one t-
channel (v. exchange) production mechanisms. Figure 3.6. shows diagrams contributing



Both of these last processcs contain events which are characterized by a spectator
clectron or positron escaping undetected along the beam pipe. Hence, these events will
have a large component of missing momentum in the z dircction.

Figure 3.11: WW and ZZ fusion diagrams. They are suppressed by an addi-
tional power of the electroweak coupling constant with respect
to the Higgs-Strahlung process.

Going to higher centre-of-mass energies, two more diagrams start to contribute: the
WW and the ZZ fusion diagrams, Figure 3.11 [88], [89], [90], [91]. The cross sections
for the Higgs-Strahlung and the fusion processes are shown as a function of the Higgs
mass at .jS = 206.6 GeV in Figure 3.12.

The main production process of the Standard Model Higgs Boson at LEP energies is
the so called Higgs-Strahlung, Figure 3.10 [86], [87]. In this reaction the electron and
the positron annihilate into a virtual Z boson which then emits a Higgs boson. The
cross section of this process is given by:

where ..;s is the centre-of-mass energy, Ve = -1 + 4sin2 Ow and ae = -1 are the neutral
current couplings of the electron and A = (1 - m~/s - Mi!s)2 - 4m~Mi!s2 is the two
particle phase space function.

A+ 12Mi!s
(1 - MJ./s)2'
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Figure 3.12: Higgs production cross section at .jS = 206.6 GeV. The main
production process is the Higgs-Strahlung e+e- -+Zh.

Figure 3.10: Higgs-Strahlung: The Higgs Boson is produced together with a
Z Boson.



the associated pair production e+e- -+ Z -+ hA, Figure 3.13. The CP-odd Higgs
boson A cannot be produced in Higgs-Strahlung at tree level because of C-invariance
which forbids the ZZA coupling (however, this coupling can be generated through
fermion loops) [42]. The production of identical bosons via the vertices hhZ and AAZ
is forbidden by Bose symmetry [35].

Figure 3.14: Associated charged Higgs production in the 2HDM.The Feyn-
man diagrams describing the most important contributions to
charged Higgs production at electron positron colliders.

Figure 3.13: Associated pair production in the 2HDM. The CP-even Higgs
boson h is produced together with the CP-odd Higgs boson A.

is the axial-vector coupling of the electron and ~ = (-1 +2 sin2 Ow )/2 sinOw cos Ow
is the coupling of the produced charged Higgs bosons. As all the parameters apart from
the mass of the Higgs boson are well known, the cross section depends only on mH±'
Figure 3.15 shows the dependence of the cross section on the mass of the charged Higgs
calculated with the HZHA program [66] for several assumed centre-of-mass energies.

The production cross sections for the Higgs-Strahlung and the associated pair pro-
duction can be parameterized in the following way [92]:

ahZ = sin2({3- a) a~~,

ahA = cos2({3- a) >.a~~,
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...__ ~ , , ;. .._ .where a~~ is the cross section for the Higgs-Strahlung in the Standard Model. The

kinematic factor>' depends on mh, mA and ,;so
Associated HZ production can kinematically occur only in a tiny corner of the

parameter space for moderate to large tan {3values and with a cross section which can
be parameterized as following:

The production of charged Higgs bosons at LEP is possible through s-channel Z
and 7 exchange, Figure 3.14. The production cross section at tree level is given by the
following Eq. [93]:

0180 185 190 195 200 205 210
.JS (GeV)

2VeVHS(S - Mil (ti; + v;)v~S2 .
[1 - (s _ MiJ2 + Mir~ + (s - Mi)2 + Miq] {33,

Figure 3.15: Production cross section for charged Higgs bosons at various
centre-of-mass energies. For the calculation the program HZHA
[66] was used.

with ~ = (1- 4m~±/s)I/2 being the velocity of the produced Higgs bosons, ve = (1 -
4 sin2 Ow )/4 sin Ow cos Ow is the vector coupling of the electron, tie = -1/4 sin Ow cos Ow



in opposite directions around the ring and are colliding head-on in the centre of four
detectors, ALEPH, DELPHI, L3 and OPAL. In this kind of collisions all the beam
energy is available in the centre-of-mass, JS = 2Ebeam. The particle bunches define a
luminous region called the beam spot.

Chapter 4

The Experiment
The beam spot is squeezed in transverse plane by magnets near the detector to en-

hance the luminosity in the interaction region. It also provides a very precise transverse
reference point for the origin of the annihilation event in x and y directions. Usually it
has a Gaussian profile with the horizontal and vertical standard deviations ax = 200
Ilm and ay = 20 Ilm, and a bunch lengh az = 1 cm.

The Large Electron Positron (LEP) collider [94], the largest synchrotron storage ring
with a circumference of 27 kilometers, is located at the CERN laboratory near Geneva,
Switzerland (see Figure 4.1 for an aerial view).

The LEP research program started in August 1989 and continued until the year
2000. During its first phase, from 1989 to 1995, the machine operated at centre-of-mass
energies close to the Z mass, Iv'z - Mzl < 3 GeV, in order to scan the Z resonance.
During this phase each experiment collected about 160 pb-I of integrated luminosity
while peak luminosities of 1031 cm-2s-1 were reached. The second phase of the LEP
program began in 1995, when the centre-of-mass energy was increased above the Z
resonance to 130-140 GeV. Until the year 2000, the centre-of-mass energy increased
gradually from the threshold of W-pair production, 161 GeV, to the maximum of 209
GeV, beyond the machine design specifications. To boost the energy of LEP's particles,
from 1996 on, the machine was equipped with 288 superconducting radio-frequency
cavities to accelerate the beams. At LEP2, peak luminosities of 1032 cm-2s-1 were
reached and a total integrated luminosity of about 500 pb-I was collected at each of
the four experiments. The averaged integrated luminosity that LEP delivered to the
experiments in the year 2000, its final year of running, is shown in Figure 4.2, while
the integrated luminosities collected by the L3 experiment during the LEP2 phase are
summarized in Table 4.1.

Figure 4.1: Aerial view of the foothills along the French Jura mountains, close
to Geneva. This is the site of the Large Electron Positron collider
(LEP).

Its main physics objective was the detailed study of the electroweak interaction, by
perform ing precision measurements of the relevant physical quantities and by search ing
for unexpected features.

Free electrons and positrons can be produced rather easily. They can be accelerated,
stored and made to collide in circular accelerators. Groups of electron and positrons,
approximately 1012 in number, called bunches, circulate with the same energy, but

LEP was scheduled to be closed in September 2000 and dismounted to obtain space
for the LHC proton collider to be built in the same tunnel. However, due to indications
of the Higgs particle appearing as data started to accumulate above 206 GeV, the
experimental program was extended by six weeks .. In the combined results of the four
LEP experiments the significance of the Higgs signal had reached 2.9 a, still below the
level needed to claim a physics discovery.
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Figure 4.2: Integrated luminosity per day achieved by the LEP machine in
2000, as a function of time.

1996 161 - 172 21
1997 183 55
1998 189 176
1999 192 29

196 84
200 83
202 37

2000 204 8
205 68
206 67
207 64
208 8
209 01

Table 4.1: The centre-of-mass energies and corresponding integrated lumi-
nosities collected by the L3 detector.

The Large Electron Positron collider
The Large Electron Positron machine
[94] is situated about 100 m under the

surface. It is formed by eight straight
sections connected by curved sections
to form a ring of 27 km circumference.
The energy lost by synchrotron radia-
tion in the curved sectors is proportional
to E4/R and, thus, determined by the
energy and the curvature. The shape of
the accelerator constitutes a balance be-
tween the amount of energy radiated in
the curved sectors and its high construc-
tion cost.

The design energy of an accelerator is mainly determined by the physics goals. At
LEP these were:

• the exploration of the highest possible energy regions, in the search for new
physics.

The acceleration of electrons and positrons to beam energies of about 100 GeV
requires a complex chain that uses the other accelerators available at CERN. The LEP
accelerator chain is shown in Figure 4.4. The positrons are produced by the collision of
200 MeV electrons with a tungsten target. Electrons and positrons are then accelerated
to 600 MeV at the LTL(Linear Injector LEP) and accumulated in the storage ring EPA
(Electron Positron Accumulator). When the currents reach a certain value the beams
are injected in the PS (Proton Synchrotron) where they are accelerated to a maximum
energy of 3.5 GeV. Then they are transferred to the SPS (Super Proton Synchrotron)
where they reach an energy of about 20 GeV. They are finally injected in the LEP and
accelerated to the desired energy for the experimental program.

The acceleration is done in the straight sections of the tunnel using radio frequency
cavities (see Figure 4.3 for a picture of a LEP superconducting radio-frequency cavity),
while dipole magnets guide the beams through the curved sections. Once the final
energy is reached the beams are focused in order to decrease their transverse size in
the interaction regions. The focusing is performed by superconducting quadrupole and
sextupole magnets located a few meters away from the interaction points.
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where ge denotes the anomalous magnetic moment of the electron, me its mass and
Ebeamthe beam energy, so it is directly proportional to the beam energy. The number
of spin precessions per turn, the spin tune, is obtained by dividing the spin precession
frequency by the revolution frequency. The spin tune is determined with the resonant
depolarization technique. A kicker magnet generates a periodic perturbation to the
beam and its spin, rotating the spin of the particles by a small amount of 140 l.Lrad
per revolution [98]. If the perturbation is in resonance with the spin precession a de-
polarization (sharp decrease or even reversal of the beam polarization) of the beam is
observed.

The energy may vary over time, as external effects can influence either the dipole
field or the beam position as it passes through the focusing quadrupoles. The dipole
field strength and the beam position in the quadrupoles are monitored by a nuclear
magnetic resonance (NMR) probe in a test dipole placed outside the tunnel but electri-
cally in series with the LEP magnets, and by a beam orbit monitoring system. These
systems have revealed beam energy fluctuations (at the 10 MeV level) due to both the
gravitational pull of the moon and the water level of lake Geneva.

~SoathAr ••e:t ' Another important parameter in a collider experiment is the luminosity. The luminosity
is defined as:

Figure 4.4: The LEP injection and acceleration chain, using several CERN
accelerators.

where n" is the number of particles per bunch in the beams, b is the number of bunches,
f is the revolution frequency and OxOy is the beam size.

The total integrated luminosity can be computed according to the relation

The energy of the LEP beam is monitored and calibrated to very high accuracy [95].
Special calibration runs using a technique of resonant depolarization of a partially
polarized electron beam can determine its energy to ±0.6 MeV. The energy of a cir-
culating particle is proportional to the precession frequency of its spin [96]. In the
magnetic field of a storage ring the electron and positron spins polarize spontaneously
due to synchrotron radiation in the transverse plane (Sokolov-Ternov effect [97]). The
number of spin precessions per revolution around the storage ring, the spin-tune v" is

where 0 is the cross section of a specific luminosity reaction, Nevent. is the measured
number of events and { is the selection efficiency. It is advantageous to use a well-
known interaction with a high cross section, to keep both the theoretical errors on the
calculation of 0 and the statistical error of the luminosity measurement as small as
possible. At e+e- colliders, the reaction typically used is Bhabha scattering, e+e- -t

e+e- (-r) at small polar scattering angles (J. In this region of phase space the Bhabha
cross section is dominated by the t-channel exchange of a photon. The total cross
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An error on the fiducial volume in polar angle translates into an error on the Bhabha
cross section and thus on luminosity.

The experiments are equipped with dedicated luminosity detectors located at low
polar angles, covering the angular range of 25 mrad < IJ,7r- IJ< 60 mrad. The accepted
cross section of small angle Bhabha scattering for the luminosity measurement is of the
order of 100 nb.

To detect particles produced in e+e- annihilations one requires a detector set up around
the collision point which covers as much as possible of the total 47r solid angle. The
detector should allow to trace the particle tracks back to the interaction point and to
identify the particles.

The L3 experiment [99], Figures 4.5 and 4.6, is one of the four detectors at the
LEP storage ring, located 50 m underground. It is designed to measure the reaction
products in high energy electron-positron collisions with centre-of-mass energies up to
about 200 GeV. All L3 sub-detectors are mounted inside a large 7800-ton magnet,
cylindrically around the beam pipe. They are closed in the forward and backward
directions by a set of end caps, such that the reaction zone is almost hermetically
(99%) covered. Several different detector types, chosen to optimize the measurement
of energy and momentum and the identification of the reaction products, make up
the whole experiment. From the interaction point outside, the following detectors are
installed: a silicon micro-vertex detector, a central track detector, an electromagnetic
calorimeter, a hadron calorimeter and a muon detector. Close to the beam pipe three
other sub-detectors are placed: active lead rings, the luminosity monitor and the VSAT
(Very Small Angle Tagger). The detectors are complemented by triggering and read-out
electronics.

The reference coordinate system of L3 is defined with the origin in the centre of the
detector, at the interaction point. The z axis is parallel to the beam in the direction
of the electron beam. The y axis is in the vertical direction and the x axis is in the
hori7.0ntal direction pointing toward the centre of LEP. The entire apparatus has a
cylindrical symmetry with respect to the beam axis.

Figure 4.5: The L3 Detector. The detector is entirely inside the solenoidal
magnet which produces a magnetic field of 0.5 T along the beam
direction. Charged particles are detected in the vertex detector,
mostly composed of silicon micro-strip counters, and in the drift
chamber. The curvature of the tracks in the magnetic field al-
lows for a momentum measurement. Photons and electrons are
detected as shower formations in the electromagnetic calorime-
ter, while the hadrons are measured in the hadron calorimeter.
Muons are seen in the exterior muon chambers.

Figure 4.6: The L3 support tube, 32 m long and 4.45 m in diameter, contain-
ing the calorimeters and the inner tracking chamber.



The basic detector element is shaped like a ladder and consists of four wafers. Each
wafer is 70 mm long, 40 mm wide and made of 300 J.lmthick n-type silicon. A schematic
cross section through one of I.he wafers is shown in Figure 4.7. On one side (the junction
side) are p-type (boron doped) implantation strips every 25 J.lm.The inner ladders have
these strips parallel to the z axis, while the strips on the outer ladders are set at a 2°
angle to the z axis to provide for the stereo reconstruction of the tracks. The p-type
strips are used to measure the hit position in the r - I/> plane. On the other side (the
ohmic side) there are n+ (phosphorus doped) implantation strips perpendicular to the
junction side strips. This side of the wafer measures the z coordinate.

A reverse bias voltage is applied to the wafer, with the n+ strips typically held at
+50 \' and the p strips at the ground potential, sufficiently for the n-type layer to be
completely depleted. The residual dark current in the depleted wafer is less than 1 J.lA.
If a charged particle passes through the silicon, it will interact and create electron/hole
pairs as shown in Figure 4.7. After their creation the electrons and holes will drift
under the applied electric field to the n+ and p strips, respectively. The position of the
incident particle can then be determined by calculating a charge centre-of-gravity for
neighboring strips where a non-zero charge has been measured.

The cylindrical coordinates are defined by the angle (), the polar angle with respect
to the z axis and the azimuthal angle I/> in the x-y plane (also called r-<jJ plane),

measured starting from the positive x axis.

The central tracking system consists of a Silicon Microvertex Detector (SMD). a Time
Expansion Chamber (TEC) which provides tracking in tht' r - <jJ plane, a Z-chamber
which measures the track;:: coordinate and Forward Tracking ChalllhNs (FTC) in tht'

endcap regions.

The SMD [100J was installed in the L3 detector in the year 1993, to improve the track
reconstruction capability. It is made of two layers of double-sided silicon micro-strips
with a length of 35.5 cm. For a track produced by a charged particle, two points are
measured, each with a coordinate in the r - <jJ plane and in the r - z plane with
a resolution of 7 J.lm and of 14 J.lm, respectively. This improves by a factor of two
the momentum resolution of the inner tracking system, because of the longer lever
arm. The impact parameter can be improved by a factor of 5 if the alignment of the
SMD with respect to the TEC is controlled with a precision of 10 J.lnl. A resolution
of a(l/pt) = 0.011 GeV-1 is achieved on the transverse momentum and of 30 J.lmon
the impact parameter. This detector is hermetic in I/> and covers the () angular region
between 22° and 158°.

The Time Expansion Chamber [101J has been constructed to detect the charged par-
ticles and to measure the spatial coordinates of their trajectory in the magnetic field.
It measures the transverse momentum and the sign of the charged particles with an
energy up to 50 GeV and it reconstructs the interaction vertex, as well as the impact
point and the direction of the charged particles at the beginning of the electromagnetic
calorimeter.

The TEC has a cylindrical symmetry with a radius of about 50 cm and a length
of 1 m. Due to size constraints imposed by the electromagnetic calorimeter, the TEC
has a lever arm of only 37 cm available for the transverse momentum measurement.
Since the L3 magnetic field is relatively Iowan excellent spatial resolution in order to
achieve the design goal of charge identification for 50 GeV particles at 95% confidence
level is necessary. A drift chamber design operating in the time expansion mode was
the solution chosen. In this design the drift space is divided into two regions: the drift
region with a low electric field and the amplification region with a high electric field, as
illustrated in Figure 4.8. The TEC works with a gas mixture of CO2 (80%) and C4H10

(20%) at a pressure of 1.2 bar, which guarantees a slow drift velocity of 6 J.lm/ns and
has a negligible Lorentz angle.

In Figure 4.9 the position of the wires in one TEC sector is shown. The inner
chamber is divided in 12 sectors each of them containing 8 anode wires parallel to
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In front of the two endcaps are two tracking chambers (Forward Tracking Chambers)
[103J to measure the position and the direction of charged particles at low angle. They
have a spatial resolution smaller than 200 J.lm.

Since the TEC has been made longer with respect to the original design, the FTC
and the endcap SGO calorimeter are moved backwards, leaving an open region of about
5° between the barrel and the endcap calorimeters. This hole has been covered in 1995

with a new calorimeter called EGAP, which will be described later.

y + _.
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The electromagnetic calorimeter (SGO) [104], shown in Figure 4.10, was designed
to achieve good energy and spatial resolution for photons and electrons with energy
between 100 MeV and 100 GeV. The calorimeter is made of bismuth germanate crystals
(Si4Ge30l2) which are intrinsic scintillators with a small radiation length of 1.12 em.
Therefore an electromagnetic shower, even of 50 GeV of energy, is contained in a
compact detector. The small transverse development of electromagnetic showers implies
a high granularity for the detector, which is achieved with a small Moliere radius
material. The chosen geometry with 2 x 2 cm2 crystal front faces, allows for a good
angular separation of nearby particles. The hadronic component of the event interacts
rarely in the electromagnetic calorimeter because the BGO has only one interaction
length. This allows a good 7rIe separation. The light yield of the crystals depends on
their temperature, which must be kept at 18° ± 0.1° with the help of a special cooling
system. A map of the temperature is provided by sensors attached on the front and the
rear crystal surface. This allows for the registration of the temperature of one crystal
out of 12 and for a possible correction of the energy according to the observed variation.

The detector surrounds the central tracking system and it is divided in two parts:
the barrel, which covers the angular region of 42.3° :::; 0 :::;137.7° (corresponding to
74% of the total solid angle), and two endcaps, which the polar angle coverage of 10.6°

to 36.7° in the forward and 142° to 168.4° in the backward direction. The crystals in
the barrel point to the interaction region. They have the form of a truncated pyramid
with a front surface of 2x2 cm2 and the back surface of 3x3 cm2• The crystals are 24

cm long corresponding to about 22 radiation lengths, and are fixed inside a support
structure which makes two symmetric half barrels, each containing 3840 crystals - 160

crystals in r/>and 24 in O. In the endcaps, a number of 3070 crystals are distributed in
17 rings in 0, with a variable number of crystals per ring. Each endcap is su bdivided
in 16 sectors in ¢. All the crystals in the calorimeter are supported by a carbon fiber
structure which creates a very thin separation between the crystals (200-250 j.lm).

the beam axis, to measure the T - ¢ coordinate to a precision of about 60 J.lm. Two
of the anode wires have charge division readout to determine the z coordinate to a
precision of 2.5 em. The outer chamber is divided in 24 sectors with 54 anode wires
which measure the track coordinate with a resolution per single track of 50 /-Lm. The
two track separation power is 450 J.lm.

The TEC is completed by two cylindrical proportional chambers [102], with a cath-
ode strip readout to measure the z coordinate in the angular range of 42° ~ 0 :::;138°.

The cathode strips are oriented at 90°, 70.1°, -70.1° and 0° with respect to the beam
direction. The resolution of the z measurement varies between 200 J.lmand 1 mm from
the centre to the edges of the chamber.
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The scintillation light is collected by two photodiodes glued on the rear surface of
each crystal. These Hamamatsu photodiodes have a quantum efficiency of roughly 70%
around the emission peak (480 nm) of the BGO crystals. The photo diode produces a
signal of 0.2 fG (1200 electrons) per MeV of deposited energy. This light is only a
fraction of the total produced light, which is reflected many times on the sides of
the crystal before reaching the photodiodes. A uniform light collection is obtained
by modifying the reflecting properties of the crystal surface applying a layer of white
paint with high diffusion power. The signal coming from the photodiodes is amplified
by a preamplifier, glued on the rear crystal. The output signal has an amplitude of 50
/lV /MeV, proportional to the collected charge (and therefore to the deposited energy),
with a rise time of 300 ns and a decaying time of 800 /lS. The first level of the electronics
consists of analog-ta-digital converters, near the crystals. The analog signal of the
preamplifier passes through a shaping circuit which reduces the exponential tail from
800 /lS to 1.2 J.lS. All information is here contained in the height of the signal.

The intrinsic resolution of the calorimeter is related to the poissonian fluctuations
of the number of the particles which compose the shower. Since the number of produced
particles is proportional to the energy of the incoming particle the intrinsic resolution

Figure 4.11: Energy resolution of the BGO barrel as a function of the energy,
as measured during the test beam and at LEP.

The asymptotic behavior at high energy is represented by the constant term in
Eq. 4.1, which also accounts for tbe calibration uncertainty [105]. The impact point
resolution of an electromagnetic shower can be obtained by comparing the impact point
measured in the BGO with the one measured with the TEG in the T - ¢ plane. At high
energy the ¢ resolution a¢ is 1.2 mrad (0.7 mm).

a(E) _ 1.57%
-E -...IE (B0.35%,

E(GeV)

where EB signifies addition of the terms in quadrature.
Figure 4.11 shows the energy resolution of the BGO as a function of the energy.

The EGAP [106J detector is made of a lead structure filled with scintillating fibers
(Figure 4.12). There are two rings, one for each gap, of 24 modules of trapezoidal form.
The light is collected using two lucite light guides per module plus two photo-triodes.
Some space is left between modules due to the presence of cables routed through EGAP
from the TEG. To reduce the inefficiencies caused by this dead space the modules are
not pointing to the interaction point. The length of the calorimeter is 0.72 cm which
ensure a good shower containment (21 radiation lengths).



CO2 (20%), as detectors. They are calibrated with cosmic rays and with 'Yrays emitted
by the uranium. The uranium was chosen because it has a small interaction length (~
10.5 cm), thus allowing for a very compact calorimeter. The signal of the chambers is
proportional to the number of the charged tracks of a hadronic shower, which is, in
turn, proportional to the energy of the incoming particle. The barrel is made of 9 rings
(along z) each of them having 16 modules in ¢. The external radius is 179.5 cm. The
internal radius is 88.5 cm for the iong modules and 97.9 cm for the short modules. The
long modules are built of 60 layers of PC and the short ones of 53. Z chambers in which
the wires are perpendicular to the direction of the beam alternate with ¢ chambers in
which the wires are parallel to the beam direction.

For the read-out the wires of each module of the barrel are put together in towers
with a number of sensitive wires varying from 3 to 28. Each tower covers a solid angle
of about 2° x 2°. The resulting segmentation of a (short) module is of (8) 10 radial
layers, made each of 9 towers in f) and 9 towers in ¢, for a total of (114) 180 towers per
module. The endcaps are realized as three cylindrical boxes. The wires of the chambers
are perpendicular to the beam direction, measuring directly the f) coordinate. They are
also grouped in towers with a total segmentation of 1° in f), 22.5° in ¢ and 7 layers of
chambers along the z coordinate. The resolution of the hadronic calorimeter, studied
with a beam of pions of momentum between 1 and 50 GeVIc can be written as:

The luminosity monitor [107] is designed to measure the small angle Bhabha scattering
events with an accuracy of the order of one permille. It consists of two BGO calorimeters
and a silicon strip tracker. The calorimeters are situated symmetrically on each side
of the interaction region at z = ±2.7 m, around the beam pipe and cover a polar
angle region of 1.4° 'S f) 'S 3.9° and 176.1° 'S f) 'S 178.6°, and the full ¢ angle. During
unstable beam conditions, as during the LEP machine filling, the calorimeters are
removed horizontally from the beam pipe to avoid radiation damage.

In 1993 a silicon strip tracker was mounted in front of the calorimeters in order to
increase the precision of the luminosity measurement. There are two layers measuring
the polar angle, and one layer measuring the azimuthal angle. In the year 2000 the
experimental uncertainty on the luminosity measurement was 0.3 %.

The hadron calorimeter (HCAL) [108] measures the energy and the direction of the
hadron showers, and identifies the muons as minimum ionizing particles. It covers
99.6% of the solid angle. Like the electromagnetic calorimeter, the hadron calorimeter
(Figure 4.13) is divided into a barrel part, in the angular region 36° 'S f) 'S 144°, and
two endcaps which cover the 5° 'S () 'S 36° and 144° 'S () 'S 175° polar angles.

The HCAL is a sampling calorimeter made of layers of depleted Uranium, as ab-
sorber, and proportional chambers (PC), operating with a mixture of Argon (80%) and

~ = 55% 5%
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The energy resolution of a Z--+hadrons event, using only the electromagnetic and
hadronic calorimeter information, is about 10%. The hadronic calorimeter is completed
by a muon filter, in the space between the barrel calorimeter and the support tube. It
is divided in octants. Each octant is made of 6 layers of brass absorber with a length of
1 cm, alternated with 5 proportional chambers of 1.5 ern. The filter adds one interac-
tion length to the 4 of the hadronic calorimeter and to the one of the electromagnetic
calorimeter making up a total of 6 interaction lengths. It is used to identify hadrons
which do not interact in the electromagnetic calorimeter and which can fake a muon

(the so-called punch-through).
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An array of 30 scint.illators [109J is placed in the barrel bet.ween the electromagnetic
calorimeter and the hadronic calorimeter to measure the time of flight of the particles.
They cover the angular region of 25° ::; 0 ::; 1550 The detectors are made of plastic
scintillator bars with a thickness of 1 ern and a length of 2.9 m. The read out is done
with phototubes. The time resolution is 1 ns, thus allowing to distinguish a cosmic
muon passing near the interaction point from a muon produced in the events, as for
e+e- ~ J.L+ J.L-. (A cosmic muon takes 5.8 ns to traverse the distance between two
opposit.e counters).

Since 1995, the L3 experiment is equipped with forward-backward muon chambers
in order to improve the momentum resolut.ion in the angular region 36° ::; 0 ::; 44°,
and to allow the muon momentum resolution measurement down to 24° in O. They are
made of 96 drift chambers, divided int.o 16 sectors wit.h three layers each on both sides
of the det.ector [111].

An important feature of the L3 det.ector is its muon spectrometer [110]. The entire
central muon spectrometer is embedded in the solenoidal magnetic field.

The muon spectrometer has an octagonal shape and encloses the barrel hadron
calorimet.er. Each octant (an T - ¢ section is shown in Figure 4.14) consists of five
drift chambers arranged in three layers: an inner layer (MI), an intermediate layer
(MM) and an outer layer (MO). All three layers contain precision chambers, so-called
"P-chambers", to measure the track coordinat.es in the T - ¢ plane.

The intermediate layer is made of two chambers which sample the track of the muon
24 times in the T - ¢ plane, while the inner and outer layers sample the track only 16
times. The inner and outer layers are surrounded by additional" Z-chambers", with
the wires perpendicular to the beam direction to measure the z coordinate.

The spectrometer is built to measure the momentum of a 50 GeV muon with a
resolution a(p)jp of 2%, which corresponds to a resolution of 1.4% on the reconstruc-
tion of the invariant mass of muon pairs from Z decays. The chambers have a single
wire resolution of 200 J.Lm. The alignment of the chambers is controlled with a precise
optomechanical system.

All sub-detectors are installed inside a large solenoid magnet made from welded alu-
minum plates with an inner radius of 6 m and a total length of 14 m. A 0.5 T field
parallel with the z axis is provided by a 30 kA current carried by the coil.

The relatively low field compared to other experiments is balanced by a large field
volume available for the momentum measurement. This solution was chosen to optimize
the muon momentum resolution which improves linearly with the field and quadrati-
cally with the lever arm.



5. the Bhabha trigger requires two back-to-back energy depositions larger than
15 GeV in two opposite luminosity detectors.

The entire L3 detector consists of about 150000 read out channels. For each event their
signals have to be digitized, the obtained data compressed and written to tape. The
whole procedure takes about 500 J.Ls[112]. During the event processing, the read out
channels are blocked and the detectors cannot record any new events. A trigger system
is necessary to separate the physics events from the background events, allowing the
acquisition of interesting data with a low dead time. The L3 trigger is divided in three
different levels:

• The TEe trigger [114] reads 14 anode wires for each of the 24 sectors of the
outer TEC chamber. Each sector is divided in 4 intervals in 1/>. The r - I/> plane
is therefore divided in 96 intervals in 1/>. An event is registered in a matrix of
96x 14 bits. Software programmable masks recognize the tracks and count them.
As the background rate peaks at low transverse momentum, Pt> the minimum Pt

threshold is about 150 MeV. This trigger has a rate of about 2-6 Hz.

• The scintillator multiplicity trigger [109] requires that at least 5 pairs of
scintillators to have a hit within ±15 ns of the bunch crossing.

• The muon trigger [115] accepts events with a transverse momentum seen in the
muon chambers larger than 1 GeV. It has a rate around 2-3 Hz, which <loes not
change with the luminosity because it is dominated by cosmic events. It consists
of three sub-triggers:

The level-l trigger has less than the time gap between two bunch crossings of LEP to
reject or accept an event. In case an event is rejected, the read out is stopped and all
counters are reset to be ready for the next event. There are four sub-triggers which use
special analog signals to reject an event:

• The energy trigger [113J combines signals from the electromagnetic and the
hadronic calorimeters. It has an output rate of about 1-2 Hz. The 7680 crystals
of the BGO barrel are put together in groups of 30 (5 in I/> and 6 in IJ) to have
256 analog signals. The endcaps, divided into 4 polar and 32 azimuthal segments,
produce another 128 trigger signals each. To simplify the operations of the pro-
cessor, the azimuthal segmentation is almost constant, therefore the grouping in
IJ and I/> of the crystals in the endcaps is not uniform. For the hadronic calorimeter
the trigger gets two signals per module, one corresponds to the chambers in the
first interaction length, and the other for the remaining chambers.

Good events have to fulfil at least one of the following conditions:

1. the single muon trigger, when two out of three P chambers and three out of
four Z chambers in the same octant in the angular region 440

~ () ~ 1360

are hit;

2. the di-muon trigger, when two out of three P chambers are hit and one of the
Z chambers in the same octant, together with two out of three P chambers
hit in one of the five opposite chambers;

3. the small angle muon trigger, with one P chamber hit and one Z chamber
hit in the same octant, together with the same condition in one of the three
opposite octants.

1. the cluster trigger searches for energy depositions which form clusters in
different detector layers. The threshold is 7 GeV if there is no TEC track
and 3 GeV in the presence of a TEC track.

2. the total energy trigger requires at least 10 GeV in the BGO barrel alone or
15 GeV in the BGO and HCAL barrels, or 20 GeV in all the calorimeters
including the endcaps;

3. the single photon trigger with a single isolated energy cluster in the BGO
barrel greater than 2 GeV;

In the forward region there are three di-muon and three single muon triggers
set-up using the following detectors: resistive plate counters, endcap scintillators
and forward-backward muon chambers [116].

If the decision of the trigger is positive the information of each sub-detector is
converted into digital signals and stored. This operation requires about 500 J.LSand
introduces a dead time of about 1%. The total rates of the different sub-triggers which
compose the level-l trigger, have to be lower than 20 Hz, otherwise too much dead
time is generated.

4. the hit counting trigger requires a minimum number of hits in the calorime-
ters, two trigger cells with more than 5 GeV;

The level-2 trigger [117] has two functions: combine all the level-1 trigger information
and reject the background events selected by only one level-l trigger. Events accepted



by only one level-1 sub-trigger are more precisely analysed. During the level-2 pro-
cessing, new information from the sub-triggers is available. The following algorithms
are employed: the energy algorithm is based on a more precise energy estimation and
rejects events with energy smaller than a predefined threshold. The TEC algorithm
rejects electronic noise, beam gas events and events with tracks not pointing to the
interaction point. The muon algorithm rejects muon events with a small number of
hits in the vertex chambers and with no scintillator in time. If the event does not pass
these requirements, the data transfer is stopped and the event is rejected. One rejected
event out of 20 is kept in the data acquisition chain. to control thc le\'cl-2 cfIkjcllc\'
off-line. The level-2 trigger [('duccs the ratc of till' accl'plcr! ('\I'llts bY a facTor of ahout

10.

and showering in the detector materials and in the beam pipe. Hadronic showers are

simulated with the GHEISHA [121J program.
The response of the detector is accurately simulated with the program SIL3. SIL3

is based on the GEANT toolkit which tracks the particles generated by a Monte Carlo
event generator from the interaction vertex through all detector materials in small
steps. The structure of SIL3 can be described by its three phases:

1. the initialization consists mainly in the description of the geometry and of the
materials of the L3 detector.

2. the tracking of a particle is done integrating the equations of motion step by step.
The particle is propagated according to the properties of the material encountered
determining with random numbers if and which interaction process is present at
each step. When the energy of a particle becomes smaller than a predefined value
the tracking is stopped. The value of this cut is chosen as a function of the
requested accuracy, and of the available computing time.The fully digitized detector output is available for the level-3 trigger [llS]. Before

writing the event on tape the level-3 algorithm checks whether it is a good physical
event or not. A further reduction factor of 10 on the number of accepted events is
introduced by the level-3 trigger, by using several methods. Refined algorithms with
tighter cuts are now used to reduce the event rate. The energy algorithm reconstructs
energy in the electromagnetic and hadronic calorimeters using all the BGO crystals and
HCAL information. As the calculations are based on a fine digitization, the thresholds
are more precise with respect to the level-2 decision. The muon algorithm requires a
muon track to have a scintillator hit within a time of ±10 ns with respect to the beam
crossing. The TEC algorithm reconstructs the TEC tracks and checks if they originate
from the vertex. It controls also whether the tracks in the transverse plane are correlated
with some energy deposit in the calorimeters or with hits in the scintillator counters.
If an event passes the level-3 trigger (or at least two level-1 sub-triggers) it is written

to tape.

3. the digitization phase, when the response of each part of the detector is calcu-
lated, introducing all details, for example the saturation of the electronics, the
fluctuations of the pedestals, the radioactivity of the uranium. To achieve such a
detailed description, a good knowledge of the behavior of the detector is neces-
sary, obtained by a continuous comparison with real data.

Monte Carlo event generators simulate e+e- interactions for various final states, dis-
tributed in phase space according to the Standard Model expectations or following
another theoretical model.

The generated final-state particles are propagated through the detector simulation.
The L3 experiment models the response of the detector with the detector simulation
program GEANT [1l9], which includes the effect of energy loss, multi'ple scattering

The event reconstruction [122] transforms the digitized raw data, i.e. the ADC and
TDC signals, into higher level objects as for example tracks, energy deposits or jets.
Analyses take place by comparing simulated and real events in terms of these high-
level objects, in order to extract information about the underlying physics processes. In
the following some standard quantities within the L3 reconstruction context are listed.
Specific criteria used in selecting or counting these quantities are also given.

The first time the events are reconstructed, in the so called PASSl, the measured
calibration constants are applied, Information from different sub-detectors are com-
bined together to form a final reconstructed particle or a group of particles (jets). The
events have to fulfil some selection criteria (PASS1 selection) in order to classify them
in different physics categories or streams defined by the different analysis groups. The
cuts applied in the first step are very loose to make sure that no interesting physics
events are lost. The data after PASSI are used to produce more precise calibrations
and to check the consistency of the data, Final physics analyses are done after a PASS2
reconstruction, where final calibrations are applied.



The L3 database, where static and time dependent information about the detector
is stored, has seven sections, one for each sub-detector. The information comes from
different sources: general setups like the geometry of the detector, which are updated
every year, and when new sub-detectors are added; data coming from the online moni-
toring system, as for example BGO temperatures and pedestals, or TEC high voltage,
etc; off-line information, as for example calibration constants like TEC calibration of
drift velocity and Lorentz angle, BGO energy calibration and dead crystals.

II

Tracks are constructed out of hit wires in the central tracking chamber TEC. A fit
is performed in order to extract from the coordinates of the hits the parameters of each
track, including the curvature l/R (R ex: p.Ll, distance of closest approach (DCA) of the
track to the vertex, and angles c/J and B of the track at the vertex. The principal track
parameters typically considered are: number of hits on the track, span (track length),
DCA of the track, momentum of the track and the X2 of the track fit. In the context
of t.his analysis a TEC track must. satisfy all the following requirements in order to be
accepted: at least 20 hits on the track, a span in radial direction of at least 30 wires,
at most a DCA of 10 mm, and a minimal transverse momentum of 100 MeV.

A schematic drawing of these three objects is shown in Figure 4.15.

These sums are corrected for the lateral energy loss (leakage) in the following way:

2:92:9-+ --E---
al' ~ + a2

2: 2:25
25-+b ~ b'

l' E, + 2

where ai, a2, bl and b2 are correction constants.
The ratio 2:9/2:25 is then calculated, which represents an important variable to

discriminate electromagnetic from hadronic particles. Another variable to evaluate the
electromagnetic properties of the bump is X~m; it is the result of the comparison between
the energy distribution deposited in a 3 x 3 crystal matrix and the expected one for
an electromagnetic particle.

The map of crystals of the BGO calorimeter in Band ¢ is searched for local maxima
of at least 40 MeV in energy depositions, which form the seeds for constructing the
so-called bumps. In an it.erative procedure, crystals with energy greater than 10 MeV
are assigned to the nearest bump, whenever they are geometrically connected to it and
are not closer to any other bump. For each bump formed this way, the cent.re of gravity
and the following quant.ities are constructed: sum of one, 2:1, defined as the energy of
the central crystal, which is the most energetic one; sum of nine, 2:9, obtained adding
the sum of the energy of the central crystal to the energies of t.he 8 crystals in the ring
around it; sum of twenty-five, 2:25, obtained adding to 2:9 the energies of the 16 crystals
in the ring around it (an electromagnetic particle, as an electron or a photon, delivers
91% of its energy in a 3 x 3 crystal matrix and 97% in a 5 x 5 crystal matrix).

Matching bumps with geometrically connected hits in the hadron calorimeter lo-
cated behind the BGO bumps leads to a formation of calorimetric clusters. Typical
quantities to be considered are: all of the bump quantities listed above, energy (BGO,
hadronic or total) and shower shape of the hadronic part. Tn the context of this analysis
a cluster must satisfy the following requirement in order to be counted: BGO energy
larger than 100 MeV and hadron calorimeter energy larger than 0.9 GeV.

Tracks reconstructed in the muon chambers, having at least two segments recon-
structed in the precision chamber layers, such that a momentum measurement is pos-
sible, are called muon candidates, although there is some probability that these tracks
might have been created by punch-through. Relevant track parameters are: number



energy deposits by towers in the BGO and the squares in the HCAL; the dimension
of the towers and squares is proportional to the energy deposited. In this figure the
isolated electron is represented by a track in the TEC matched with a bump in the
BGO, and the two jets are constituted by narrow bundles of hadronic particles pointing
to the same direction.

of segments on the track (P or Z chamber), momentum of the track (transverse or
total), distance-of-closest-approach after tracking and time of flight measured by the

associated scintillator.

A jet can be defined as a collection of hadrons moving in approximately the same
direction, originating from the decay fragmentation of a hard parton. When high en-
ergetic quarks or gluons tend to separate from each other the increasing strength of
the color field polarizes the vacuum and creates a succession of quark-antiquark pairs,
which combine into a narrow jet of hadrons around the original parton direction. The
sum of the four momenta of the hadrons is generally referred to as the four momentum
of the jet, which is then considered to be a pseudo-particle representing the original
parton. Jets are reconstructed using algorithms joining together the reconstructed ob-
jects in the detector in an iterative procedure: first a set of objects in the event and
a function or metric Yij have to be chosen; then for each object pair ij the Yij metric
is calculated and the pair ij with the smallest value of Yij is combined into a pseudo-
particle which replaces the two objects. The iterative process continues until either the
desired number of jets is reached, or the minimum metric Yij between all pairs of jets is
larger than a preset cut-off Ycut. The different methods used to determine which objects
to combine together, all assume that objects separated by small angles or having low
momentum with respect to each other belong to the same original parton. The most
commonly used algorithms are: JADE [123], LUCLUS [124] and DURHAM [125].

In the analysis described in this thesis the events were clustered into jets using the
Durham jet algorithm. In the Durham algorithm the distance

Figure 4.16: Example of a candidate event.
The tracks are represented by lines, the energy deposits by tow-
ers in the BGO and the squares in the HCAL; the dimension of
the towers and squares is proportional to the energy deposited.
In this figure the isolated electron is represented by a track in
the TEC matched with a bump in the BGO, and the two jets
are constituted by (narrow) track bundles of hadronic particles
pointing into the same direction.

is complJted for all pairs of particles (i, j). Ei,j are the energies of the particles, Qij is
the opening angle and Evis is the visible energy in the event.

Another jet clustering algorithm, which is better suited for the reconstruction of
jets originating from tau decay, is the geometrical cone algorithm [126]. In this method
objects are clustered simply according to their angular separation, which must be less
than a given cone opening angle.

Characterizing quantities are: energy of the jet (total, calorimetric or muon), thrust
[127] of the jet, invariant mass of the jet and multiplicity of the jet (cluster, track or
muon). The general reconstruction program calculates all these quantities and selec-
tively many more, thus providing a flexible framework for the data analysis.

The reconstruction program REL3 has a graphical event presentation, as shown in
Figure 4.16 for a e+e- -t qqe/l event, where the tracks are represented by lines, the



The mass and the charge of a particle generally suffice to identify it. The sign of
a particle's charge can be read off from its deflection in a magnetic field. A direct
measurement of the mass is in most of the cases impossible. There is therefore no
general particle identification recipe and many different methods are available. In the
following, the methods used in L3 for particle identification are listed. Short lived
particles can be identified from their decay products with the help of the invariant
lIlasS method. The presence of neutrinos can be inferred from the momentum balance:
the deficit of energy or momentum in the reaction is ascribed to the neutrino.
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To distinguish electrons traversing the L3
detector from hadrons the characteristics of
their interaction in the BGO are used. For
a few particles which escape detection in
the BGO (because they pass through the
calorimeter in between the BGO crystals in
the carbon fiber support structure), the en-
ergy deposition in the HeAL is also consid-
ered for identification. Signals in the muon
filter and muon chambers are used as an elec-
tron veto. As mentioned before, a cluster in
the electromagnetic calorimeter is character-

ized by its shape using the ratio "£9/"£25 and
the electromagnetic chi-squared X;m'

For an elcctromagnetic particle, "£9/"£25, after correction, peaks at 1 and it is cut
at 0.95. Typical distributions for the "£9/"£25 and X;m quantities are shown in Figure
4.18.

Figure 4.17: Schematic view of a recon-
structed electron, showing one track in
the central tracking chamber matched
with energy deposition in the elec-
tromagnetic calorimeter; the leakage
in the hadron calorimeter behind the
bump is also visible.

Electrons and photons are recognized through
their characteristic electromagnetic showers
in the calorimeters (a schematic view is shown
in Figure 4.17). We can distinguish bctween
them with the help of the tracking detector in
front of the calorimeter; only the electron will
leave an ionization trail.

0.95 1
shower profile

Figure 4.18: Distributions of electron/photon identification variables, the en-
ergy measured in a 3x3 crystal matrix, to the energy mea-
sured in the 5x5 matrix, "£9/"£25 a) and the electromagnetic
chi-squared, X;m b).

In addition the information from the tracking detector is used for the electron-
photon separation. A cut on the difference of azimuthal angles between the bump
in the BGO electromagnetic calorimeter and the nearest track helps to disentangle
electrons from photons. The track quality is insured by imposing the track momentum
to be greater than 100 MeV, the number of track hits to be at least 20 and the distance-
of-closest-approach to the primary vertex in the transverse plane to be below 10 mm.

The energy measured in the hadron calorimeter behind the electromagnetic bump
should not exceed 20% of the measured in the electromagnetic calorimeter.
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Figure 4.19: Schematic view of a recon-
structed muon.

muons is the difference between the total energy in both calorimeters normalized
to the track momentum measured in the tracking chamber, which should be lower

then 04.

Due to the short lifetime of the tau leptons
only their decay products are observed in the
detector. These decay products are electrons
and muons, for the leptonic decay modes, and
charged and neutral mesons, for the hadronic
decay modes of the tau lepton. All decays are
accompanied by neutrinos, which escape de-
tection. Therefore, the total energy of all de-
tectable decay particles is distributed over a
wide energy range. Furthermore, a tau decay
is characterized by a single charged track or a
low multiplicity jet with less than or equal to
5 charged tracks, Figure 4.20. Approximately
85% of the tau decays go to one charged par-
ticle accompanied by neutral decay products
(one-prong decay), including T --t evv and
T --t p,vv with with a branching ratio of 18%
each, and approximately 15% of decays go to
three charged particles (three-prong decay).
The probability that the tau decays into five
charged tracks (five-prong decay) is (1.11 ±

0.24) . 10-3. The seven-prong branching fraction is less then 1.9 . 10-4 [7]. Taus are
reconstructed as hadronic jets which have between 1 and 3 tracks, using the cone
clustering algorithm.

Muons are identified by their exceptional pen-
etrative power. They primarily lose energy by
ionization and can be detected with the help
of the muon chambers placed outside where
no other charged particle reaches. Therefore
muons are identified by the presence of a track
in the muon chambers (Figure 4.19).

To identify muons information from all
sub-detectors is used. There are two ways of
identifying muons in L3:
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• one method uses only on the muon
chamber information and accepts all
particles, if there is a muon chamber
track. The track has to point to the
vertex. Muons from cosmic showers or
hadronic punch-through do not usually
point to the vertex. The muon track

must have hits in at least two out of the three layers of the muon chamber. The
muon identification requires some quality criteria to be satisfied for the muon mo-
mentum, the distance-of-closest-approach to the interaction vertex (DCA) and for
the reconstructed time-of-flight with the scintillators: the muon momentum must
be greater than 3 GeV, the track DCA in the plane perpendicular to the beam
pipe should be less than 300 mm and along the beam pipe less than 400 mm. To
ensure that the muons were created during the beam collision the time-of-flight
must be within a 5 ns time interval around the bunch crossing time.

Figure 4.20: Schematic view of a
e+e- --t TVTV event, showing two

hadronic tau decays with tracks re-
constructed in the central tracking
chamber and energy depositions in the
calorimeters.

• in detection regions which are not covered by the muon chambers, the muon se-
lection requires only one track per hemisphere detected by the TEC, and then
uses the characteristics of the energy deposition of the minimum ionizing particle
in the calorimeters. Muon candidates are required to have less than 5 BGO crys-
tals associated with its track. In the hadron calorimeter the energy of the tower
which was hit by a particle and its direct neighbors, Eobs, is added and compared
with the expected energy for a minimum ionizing particle, Emip, in these HCAL
towers. Since one expects almost all energy deposited in the central tower for a
muon, this distribution peaks at zero. Additionally one can cut on the remaining
energy of the HCAL cluster, Erem, which is not contained in Eobs' This energy
must be less than 1 GeV for a muon candidate. Another useful criterion to select



Chapter 5

Photons are identified as clusters in the BGO electromagnetic calorimeter as described
in section 4.4.3. Only clusters in the polar angle range 250 < () < 350

, 45° < () <
1350 and 1450 < () < 1550 are considered, well within the coverage of tile barrel
and end-cap regions of the BGO electromagnetic calorimeter. The gaps in the crystal
coverage, where the EGAP detector is placed, are therefore excluded for this search.
The distribution of the polar angle of the most energetic photon is shown in Figure
5.1. Forward-backward peaking, characteristic of initial state radiation, is observed.
The cut on the photon polar angle reduces the background associated to initial state
radiation, while keeping a large efficiency for the Higgs signal.

In the following selections we require at least two photons. To ensure that the pair
of photons arise from the decay of a heavy resonance we require the energy of the most
energetic photon to be larger than 10 GeV and the energy of the second most energetic
photon to be larger than 6 GeV.

Search for Higgs Boson decay into
two photons

This analysis aims to select hZ events characterized by two photons and a Z boson in
various decay modes. This gives rise to qq')'')', vv')'')' and e+e-')'')', with e = e, J.L,T, final
states, with the di-photon spectrum peaking at the Higgs boson mass.

Standard Model final states originating from Z decay are dominated by a pair of
leptons or jets. These processes can be accompanied by energetic photons emitted by
an illitial- or final-state particle, producing acollinear leptons or jets in the final state.
Such photons tend to have low energy and to lie close to the emitting particle, so that
for final-state radiation they are frequently observed in the detector. A photon from
initial-state radiation normally remains unobserved close to the beam axis, but in some
cases can also be detected. The spectrum of the photons coming from these background
processes is fiat over a wide range of invariant masses.

In the fh')' event the Higgs mass can be reconstructed with a precision better than
2 GeV, giving a clear signal with very little background.

The selection criteria for each final state are described in the following sections and
rely on a common photon identification.

To achieve a high sensitivity of the search it is necessary to eliminate as much of
the Standard Model background as possible, while keeping a high efficiency for the
signal. The efficiency of the search is calculated using a Monte Carlo generator for
the Higgs boson production and decay, followed by the simulation of the final state
particle behavior in the detector. The signal and background Monte Carlo samples
must correspond to a higher luminosity than the data by at least a factor of three in
order to ensure small statistical errors due to the Monte Carlo. Signal Monte Carlo
samples comprise between 500 and 2000 events, depending on the search channel. The
number of simulated events for the most important background channels is at least 100
times higher than the corresponding number of expected events in the data.
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Figure 5.1: Distribution of the polar angle of the most energetic photon in
data, background and for a Higgs boson signal with mass mh=105
GeV, for all Z final states combined. The signal is superim-
posed with an arbitrary normalization. The selected () regions
are marked.



The visible energy normalized to the
centre-of-mass energy is required to be
larger than 0.5 and the energy imbal-
ances parallel and perpendicular to the

beam direction, normalized to the visible energy, are required to be below 0.4. In order
to reduce the background from two-photon interaction events, we require the energy
in a 30° cone around the beam pipe to be less than half of the visible energy. After
these selection requirements, 17719 events remain in the data, while 17739.1 events are
expected from Standard Model processes. The yield of this preselection is reported in
Tahle 5.1. Figure 5.3 shows the comparison between data and Monte Carlo expecta-

tions for the distribution of the normalized visible energy, Evis/Eern, of the preselected
events.

Figure 5.2: Candidate event for e+e- -t

qq'Y'Yrecorded by L3, showing two hadronic
jets and two energy depositions in the elec-
tromagnetic calorimeter.

The signature for the qqn final state
is a pair of isolated photons accom pa-
nied by two jets. To select these events,
we first apply a hadronic preselection re-
quiring high multiplicity events. Events
are accepted if
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where Ntraek is the number of recon-
structed tracks which satisfy the re-
quirements defined in section 4.4.2 and

Nc!uster is the number of calorimetric
clusters with energy greater than 100
MeV.

Figure 5.3: Distribution for the qq'Y'Yfinal state of the normalized visible energy after
the hadronic preselection, in data, background and for a Higgs boson signal with mass
Mh = 105 GeV. The signal is superimposed with an arbitrary normalization. The arrow
indicates the value of the cut.

radiative return to the Z peak, produced by the on-shell production of the Z boson in
the s-channel, is clearly visible at

From this sample we select those events which contain at least two photons as
described in section 5.1. All other particles are clustered in two jets using the DURHAM
jet algorithm [125]. To reject photons coming from neutral hadron decays we require
them to be isolated. This means the energy in a 10° cone around the photon direction
must be less than 1.5 GeV, and in a 20° cone less than 4.5 GeV. The number of charged
tracks and calorimeter clusters in a 20° cone around the photon direction must be below
four. The opening angle between the photons must be larger than 50° and the angle
between the photon direction and the nearest jet must exceed 25°.

The energy spectrum of the most energetic photon, normalized to the beam energy,
before any cut is applied on the photon energies is presented in Figure 5.4 a). The

Figure 5.4 b) shows the distribution of the recoil mass against the di-photon system
after the selection requirements on the photon energies.

Finally, the recoil mass against the di-photon system is required to be consistent
with the Z mass, IMreeoil- Mzl < 15 GeV. This requirement reduces the background
from the e+e- -t qqh) process where either a neutral hadron from the Z decay mimics
a photon or a photon in the final state is emitted; in both cases the recoil mass against
the photons would be smaller than the Z mass.

The event having the highest value of the di-photon invariant mass is shown in
Figure 5.2. It was collected at ,fS = 205.1 GeV and its di-photon invariant mass is
111.8± 1.0 GeV while the recoil mass against the di-photon system is 87.4 ± 0.8 GeV.



The vv"!'y final state is characterized by
the presence of two photons and two
invisible neutrinos in the event. There-
fore, the selection keeps events with sig-
nificant missing energy. Events contain-
ing a photon pair described in section
5.1. are selected. All detector compo-
nents are required to measure no further
energy depositions or charged tracks,
apart from what is identified as pho-
tons. There must be no charged tracks
and the energy not assigned to identified
photons must be smaller than 10 GeV.
Cuts on the energy depositions mea-
sured in the hadron calorimeter, in the
luminosity monitor and in the EGAP

Figure 5.5: Candidate event for e+e- ---t are imposed. Events with missing en-
ergy, either from neutrinos or particles
lost in the non-instrumented parts of
the detector, including initial-state ra-

diation, are the main background. Photons coming from the e+e- ---t -y-y(-y)process are
coplanar and are removed by a cut on the acoplanarity angle. The acoplanarity angle is
the angle between the directions of the two photons projected on the plane transverse
to the beam axis. The distribution of this acoplanarity for the data and ttle Monte
Carlo predictions is presented in Figure 5.6. We require the photon acoplanarity to be
greater than 3°.

The total transverse momentum of the di-photon system must be greater than 2
GeV. To ensure that the missing momentum is well contained in the detector, the
absolute value of its polar angle must not exceed 0.96.

Figure 5.7 shows the distribution of the recoil mass against the two most energetic
photons after the application of the selection requirements on all the other variables.
As final selection criterion, this mass has to be consistent with the Z boson lJIass within
15 GeV.

28 events are observed in the data, to be compared with 31± 0.6 expected back-
ground events, mainly from the e+e- ---t qq(-y) process. Smaller contributions come

from WW (0.2 events), ZZ (0.2 events) and Zee (0.1 events) processes. The signal effi-
ciency is 40% for a Higgs boson mass of 100 GeV produced at ..;s = 192 GeV and 47%
for a Higgs boson mass of 110 GeV at ..;s = 208 GeV. The number of selected data
and background events are presented in Table 5.1.

ND•t• NBkgd qq(-y) WW Ze+e- ZZ
Preselection 17719 17739.1 11364.2 5876.7 139.4 358.9

Selection 28 31.0± 0.6 30.5 0.2 0.1 0.2

Table 5.1: Number of events observed in data, by the qq-y-yselection, ND•ta, compared
with the Standard Model expectations, NBkgd. The breakdown in different processes is
presented.
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Figure 5.4: Distributions for the qqTY final state of a) the energy of the most energetic
photon normalized to the beam energy and b) the recoil mass against the di-photon
system in data, background and for a 105 GeV Higgs boson signal with arbitrary
normalization. The arrows indicate the value of the cuts.

The number of selected events in data is 9, while the expectations for the e+e- ---t

vv(-y) process is 9.2±0.3 events. Other backgrounds are negligible. A candidate event
is displayed in Figure 5.5.



The signal efficiency is 47% for a Higgs boson mass of 100 GeV at .jS = 192 GeV
and 50% for a Higgs boson of 105 GeV mass at .jS = 208 GeV .
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Figure 5.6: Distribution for the vD'Y'Y final state of the acoplanarity of the 'Y'Ysystem,
in data, background and for a Higgs boson signal with the mass Mh = 105 GeV. The
signal is superimposed with arbitrary normalization. The arrow indicates the value of

the cut.

The f.+f.-'Y'Y final state is characterized by the presence of two photons and a pair
of same type, isolated and energetic leptons. A selection based on identified leptons
with momentum greater than 3 GeV and an energy below 3 GeV in a cone of half-
angle 10° around the lepton is efficient in selecting the signal events and rejecting the
background.

First low multiplicity events with a photon pair and a lepton pair are prl'-selected.
Electrons are identified as clusters in the BGO electromagnetic calorimeter as de-

scribed in section 4.4.3. To increase the efficiency, we accept events with at least one
identified electron.

Muons are reconstructed as explained in section 4.4.3. Also events with one muon
and one minimum ionizing particle in the calorimeters are accepted, as well as events
with a single muon where the second muon is missing or misidentified. Background
events from cosmic rays are removed by requiring at least one hit in the scintillation
counters within a ±5 ns time window around the beam crossing time.

Tau leptons are identified as jets with one or three tracks in a 10° cone with an
energy greater than 3 GeV. The energy in the 10° - 30° cone must not exceed 30% of
the energy in the 0° - 10° cone around the tau direction. In order to maintain a high
efficiency, events with only one identified tau lepton are also accepted.
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Figure 5.7: Distribution for the vDTY final state of the recoil mass against the two
photons in data, background and for a Higgs boson signal with the mass lvh = 105 GeV.
The signal is superimposed with arbitrary normalization. The arrows indicate the values
of the cuts.



After these selection requirements, 738 events remain in the data, while 751.3 events
are expected from Standard Model processes. The result of this preselection is reported
in Table 5.2. Further, the energy of the most energetic lepton is required to be less than
80 GeV to suppress double radiative di-lepton events. The energy of the second most
energetic photon normalized to the beam energy, Eoyz/Ebeam, is presented in Figure 5.9
a) for the preselected events. Figure 5.9 b) shows the recoil mass against the photons
after the cuts on the photon energies.

candidate events are shown in Figure 5.8. The signal efficiency in the lepton channel
varies from 31% for a Higgs boson mass of 100 GeV produced at JS = 192 GeV to
43% for a Higgs boson with the mass mh = 110 GeV produced at JS = 208 GeV.

NOa1a NBkgd e+e-(-y) J.L+J.L-(-y) r+r- (-y) 4f
Preselection 738 751.3 541.7 46.2 50.4 113.0

Selection 7 8.0±2.8 4.2 1.8 2.0 0.0
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Table 5.2: Number of events observed in data, by the e+e-"n selection, NOal., compared
with the Standard Model expectations, NBkgd• The breakdown in different processes is
given.

The results of all the selections are presented in Table 5.3. The total number of selected
events in the data is 44, to be compared to 48.1 expected from the Standard Model
processes. In conclusion, no excess indicating the production of a Higgs boson decaying
into photons is observed in the data.

All selection cuts for the single channels are listed for the centre-of-mass energies
of 192-202 and 200-209 GeV in Tables A.1 to A.5. The selection cuts at lower centre-
of-mass energy can be found as well in Appendix A.

Figure 5.9: Distributions for the e+e-'''n final state of (a) the energy of the second most
energetic photon normalized to the beam energy, for the preselected events, and (b)
the recoil mass against the two photons in data, background and for a Higgs boson
signal with mass mh = 105 GeV and arbitrary normalization. The arrows indicate the
value of the cuts.

The final selection requirement imposes the recoil mass to be consistent with the Z
mass, IMrecoi I - Mzl < 15 GeV.

At centre-of-mass energies below JS=202 GeV the presence of two identified leptons
is enforced, requiring their invariant mass to be between 81 and 101 GeV, relaxing the
selection criterion on the recoil mass.

The number of events selected in data and expected from background processes is
presented in Table 5.2. Seven events are observed in the data, with 8.0±2.8 expected
from background Monte Carlo, mainly from the e+e- -+ e+e-(-y) processes. Three

Final state NOa1a NBkgd f [%] NOa1a NBkgd f [%]
mh=100 GeV mh=105 GeV

JS = 192 - 202 GeV JS = 200 - 209 GeV
qql1' 10 15.6 40.3 18 15.4 44.7
1/1/"1"1 8 4.55 46.9 1 4.59 50.2

e+e "1"1 1 0.7 39.1 2 2.6 45.6
J.L+J.L-11' 2 0.7 32.3 0 1.1 46.2
r+T "1"1 0 0.7 20.3 2 2.15 31.1

Table 5.3: Number of events observed in data, NOal., compared with the Standard
Model expectations, NBkgd and the efficiency for each final state at centre-of-mass
energies JS = 192 - 202 GeV and JS = 200 - 209 GeV.



Several potential sources of systematic uncertainty on the number of signal and back-
ground events were investigated. These include the photon identification, photon iso-
lation criteria, and the simulation of the energy and angular resolution of the photons.

Systematic effects on the signal efficiency are quantified with respect to variations
of the signal efficiency (mh = 105 GeV) at the working point, (, defined as:

(' - (
.6.frela.tive = --,

(

where (' is the new signal efficiency determined from a given systematic variation. The
dominant source of error for the signal efficiency is the signal Monte Carlo statistics,
typically below 2%. The systematic uncertainty introduced by the photon identification
criteria is studied and quantified using a sample of Bhabha scattering events, where
one of the two electrons is tagged, and the other one is used to estimate the efficiency of
the identification. The difference in the efficiency extracted from data and Monte Carlo
simulations provides a systematic error of less than 0.6%. The energy and angle of the
photons are well measured and lead to a systematic error on the efficiency smaller than
0.1%. The systematic error on the photon energy scale is estimated to be 1% for the
Z return photons of 83 GeV at yS = 206.6 GeV. A variation of ±2% of the energy
scale related quantities in the selection does not yield a sizable effect on the efficiency.
The resulting systematic uncertainty on the di-photon mass is 300 MeV at a mass
of 105 GeV. All of the combined systematic uncertainties are less than the statistical
uncertainty due to the limited size of the simulated event sample.

Variations in the expected background events are also studied. The main contribu-
tions to the uncertainty assigned to the background arise from the finite Monte Carlo
statistics (4%) and the background normalization for hadronic events with photons
(7%), as estimated from a comparison between the KK2F and PYTHIA Monte Carlo
predictions.

The systematic uncertainty on the integrated luminosity is 0.3% resulting in little
effect on the limits.

In conclusion, an overall systematic error of 8% on the number of expected back-
ground events and 2% on the number of expected signal events is estimated and incor-
porated into the final result (the upper limits on the branching fraction for the Higgs
boson decay into two photons) presented in Chapter 6. The effect of the systematic
error is small. A variation within 200 MeV has been found in data and simulation with
respect to the mass limit derivation without taking into account the systematic error.



Chapter 6

In the Bayesian approach the probability for the presence of a signal with an expected
number of events s' that is greater than the expected number of events from the signal
hypothesis s is calculated, given the outcome of n observed events in the experiment
[128],

P(s' > sin) = [Xl frs' In)ds'.

With the help of Bayes' theorem this expression is written in terms of the known
probabilities P(nls').

f( 'I ) = P(nls')f(s') = P(nls')f(s')
s n P(n) Iooo P(nls')f(s')ds"

All s' are assumed to have the same it priori probability, i.e. f(s')=const. From this
assumption follows that

, P(nls')
f(s In) = Iooo P(nls')ds"

Equation (6.2) inserted in Eq. (6.1) gives

, J"" P(nls')ds'
P(s > sin) = hoo P(njs')ds"

The signal hypothesis is said to be excluded at a confidence level of CL if

, Joo P(nls')ds'
1 - P(s > sin) = 1- /00 P( I ') ,? CL

Jo n s ds

The number of events observed in a single channel experiment is Poisson distributed.
The probability to observe n events in an experiment with an expected background of
b events and an expected signal of s' events is

The strategy of the Higgs search is to build a confidence level based on the reconstructed
di-photon invariant mass of the individual analyses assuming that we understand the
background and have a reliable estimate of the signal from Monte Carlo simulation.
This confidence level is then calculated for our observed data with the hypothesis
that the predicted signal is present in the data. If the confidence level excludes such
an assumption, then we rule out that value of the branching fraction BR(h--+ ")"y)

with some level of confidence. A scan over the Higgs mass is done recalculating this
confidence level for the many different mass values that are kinematically allowed and
which have not been ruled out previously. At each scanned mass value a scan over the
BR(h--+ n) is done in 0.01 steps. The confidence level used to quantify the likelihood
of the hypothesis of a Higgs signal being present in the data will be described in the
following. We use a frequentistic approach to estimate the confidence level, CL. It is
defined in such a way that if CL = 95%, then there is only a 5% probability of the
signal actually being present in the data. In this way, we speak of a 95% exclusion of
a certain BR(h--+ TY). Two different methods to calculate the confidence level have
been used. Both methods take as input the reconstructed di-photon invariant mass
distribution of the combined results of all the search channels. Each bin of this spectrum
is treated as an independent, uncorrelated, mini-analysis with its own characteristic
signal, background and number of observed events.

No excess with respect to the expected number of events from the background has
been observed in the analysis. The result has therefore been used to derive an exclusion
limit. The methods used to calcul1l:tethe confidence level for the exclusion are described
in the following.

, exp-<s' +bl(s' + bt
P(nls) = In.

The method to derive the confidence level in a single channel experiment described
above can be generalized to a multichannel experiment. In an experiment with N
independent channels the probability to see n events if there exists a signal with an
expected number of events s' is

, TIN exp-<s'P;+b;}(S'Pi + b;)n;
P(nls) = I

i;::;:l ni·

where ni is the number of observed events in channel i, bi and Si are the expected
number of events in channel i from background and signal events respectively, and

Si
Pi=-N--

Li=18,



Another method uses the ratio of the likelihood for signal+background to the like-

lihood for background only,

Q = LS+b
Lb '

to rank the results between the two hypothesis. For convenience, the following quantity

is actually used,

When combining results from different centre-of-mass energies, each final state at
each centre-of- mass energy has been treated as a separate channel.

Tbe observed data are used to test two hypotheses: the background-only (b) hypothesis,
which assumes that no Higgs boson is present in the mass range which is investigated,
the data receiving contributions from the Standard Model processes only, and the
signal+background (s+b) hypothesis, where the Higgs boson is assumed to be produced
according to the model under consideration.

A test-statistic (or estimator) X is constructed, in order to allow a classification of
the experimental results between the two situations: b-like, or s+b-like. The value of
the test-statistic measured in the data, XOb." is compared to the distributions of the
same test-statistic corresponding to the two hypothesis, Xb and Xs+b, obtained on the
basis of a large number of Monte Carlo simulations of the real experiment.

The confidence in the signal+background hypothesis is given by the probability that
the estimator is smaller than the value observed in an experiment under the assumption
that the signal+background hypothesis is true:

which corresponds to the /:"X2 between the two hypothesis in the limit of high statistics.
This test-statistics has been adopted by the LEP Higgs working group to combine the
data from the four LEP experiments, as it will be discussed later. It maximizes the
probability of rejecting a false hypothesis at a given confidence level, and makes use of
the information available in a search in the most efficient way, similarly to the way the
principle of maximum likelihood gives the most efficient estimators of parameters in a
measurement. An example of a test-statistic -21nQ as a function of the Higgs boson
mass is shown in Figure 6.1.

XOb•

CLs+b = P(X < XObsls + b) = 10 f(X'ls + b) dX'.

Similarly, the confidence in the background-only hypothesis is defined as the probability
that X is less than the value observed under the assumption that the background-only
hypothesis is true:

XObs

CLb = P(X < XObSlb) = 10 f(X'lb) dX'.
-10 0

-21n(Q)

CL,+b
1- CL, = 1- -C > CL.Lb -

As already mentioned, the probability density functions for X used to define the con-
fidences CLs+b and CLb can, in the general case, not be derived analytically. They
are obtained using Monte Carlo sampling from the distributions of the discriminating
variables for signal and background events. The reconstructed Higgs mass can be used
as a discriminating variable.

There are several methods to construct the test-statistic. The L3 experiment uses
the Bayesian probability defined by Eq. 6.3.

Figure 6.1: An example of the probability density function of -21nQ for back-
ground, b, and signal+background, s+b, Monte Carlo experi-
ments. The observed value of -21nQ which corresponds to the
data is indicated by a vertical line. The dark shaded area is a
measure of the compatibility with the b hypothesis, 1-CLb, and
the light shaded area is a measure of the compatibility with the

s+b hypothesis, CL'+b'



The b-only Monte Carlo simulations can also be used to calculate an expected
confidence level in the absence of a signal based purely on the Monte Carlo prediction
for background. The confidence level computed in this way indicates the sensitivity
of the analysis. There are commonly two ways used to quote the expected confidence
level. The average CL is just the overall average of the confidence level distribution. The
median CL is the confidence level where the distribution is divided into two equally
large portions, indicating that one would expect in 50% of the experiments a lower
and in 50% a higher confidence level. As the latter is precisely defined independent of
the shape of the confidence level distribution, we will use in the following the median
expected CL. The same distribution can be used to extract the probability that the
observed confidence level is consistent with the background only hypothesis which is a
strong indication for the presence of a signal.

The Monte Carlo simulations to estimate the number of signal and background
events take into account the centre-of-mass energy, the integrated luminosity of the data
sample, the cross sections and decay branching fractions for the signal and background
processes, the selection efficiencies, the experimental resolutions and the systematic

• data 192-209 GeV
De'e- ...•qqyy
De'e- ...•vVyy
l28e·e- ...•rl-yy
IImh=105GEV>

Ql
CJ 10
('II-1Il-C
Ql
>

W

• data 189-209 GeV
De+e- -+qqyy
De·e- ...•vVyy
~e+e--+rryy
!I!IImh=105GEV>

Ql

~ 10-1Il-C
Ql
>
W

errors.

If one wishes to account for an uncertainty on the number of accepted background
events, we can smear each value of b; used in the Monte Carlo trials. The smearing
can be accomplished by randomly sampling a Gaussian with a width corresponding to
the relative size of the systematic error. The number of background events in that bin
during that trial is then rescaled by this random amount. Similarly, to estimate the
effects of a systematic error on the number of signal events, one can use an independent
smearing of the values Si used in the Monte Carlo trials. The statistical error can
be dealt with by taking into account the lluctuations on the predicted number of
background and signal events due to the Poisson fluctuations on the original number
of generated events. These Poisson fluctuations can then be properly introduced into
bi and Si during the Monte Carlo trials used to calculate the confidence level.
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The events passing all the hZ cuts are used to set an upper limit on the di-photon
hranching fraction for a particle having the Standard Model Higgs boson production
rate. We use the reconstructed di-photon invariant mass as final discriminant variable.
The distributions of di-photoll masses for the hZ search candidates in the year 2000
data are shown in Figure 6.2 a), together with the simulation of the Standard Model
backgrounds and a Higgs signal wjth mb = 105 GeV. The distribution of the di-photon
masses for the hZ search candidates in the data from all L3 search energies,

Figure 6.2: Distributions of the reconstructed di-photon invariant mass for
all final states combined, after the final selection. Data collected
at a) ..;8= 192 - 209 GeV, b) and c) ..;8= 189 - 209 GeV are

shown together with the background and a Higgs boson signal
with mass mb = 105 GeV, for a Standard Model cross section
and a BR(h-t 1'1') = 1. Backgrounds in c) were smoothed using
the KEYS program [129].



then with the 189 GeV data alone, see Figures 6.3 and B.2. Nevertheless, there are no
values of the Mn where CLb comes close to the level required for a discovery of new
phenomena. A 5-a significance leading to 1-CLb = 5.7 .10-7 value is required for the
claim of a signal in the presence of background.

namely 189 - 209 GeV is also given in Figure 6.2 b). These distributions are well
described by the Standard Model processes. The latter distribution is also shown in
Figure 6.2 c). The backgrounds in this graph were smoothed using the KEYS program
[129] described in Appendix B, in order to avoid numerical problems which can arise
in some bins due to low Monte Carlo statistics.

The final distributions are combined using the technique described in section 6.1
for the hZ -7 qq", lID" and e+e-", with e = e, J.l, 7. A scan in the Higgs masses is
performed from 50 GeV to 120 GeV in steps of 1 GeV, the order of the mass resolution.
Monte Carlo samples were generated using PYTHIA for Higgs masses between 50 and
80 GeV in steps of 10 GeV, and between 80 to 120 GeV in steps of 5 GeV. In order
to compute the signal and background confidence level at arbitrary masses it was
necessary to perform an interpolation between the mass points where Monte Carlo
simulation results are available. The method used is based on the linear interpolation
of the inverse of the cumulative distribution functions and it is described in Appendix
C [130]. The region below 50 GeV is less interesting for this work as it was excluded
by previous L3 Higgs searches using the hadronic final state [131].

At each mass point a scan over the BR(h-7 1',) in steps of 0.01 is done, and for
each point the confidence level for the signal exclusion is calculated. The value of the
BR(h-7 ,,), at each mass point, for which the confidence level is 95%, is kept.

Figure 6.3 (left) shows the 95% confidence level upper limit for the di-photon
branching fraction obtained in this way, when the Standard Model hZ production
cross section is assumed at each centre-of-mass energy and combining all the candidate
events. The statistical method used to extract these results is the likelihood log ratio,
-21nQ. A comparison to the results obtained using the L3 statistical method is shown
in Figure 6.3 (right). Since the two methods use different test-statistics, the result-
ing exclusion limits are expected to show some differences, especially in the vicinity
of candidates events. One can see that the two sets of results agree within 15% in
BR(h-7 ,,).

The limits on the BR(h-7 ,,) are used to rule out Higgs bosons in certain non-
minimal models. Before concentrating on calculating a Higgs boson exclusion it is
interesting to look at the confidence level for the background-only hypothesis, 1-CLb.
This quantity is the most likely to show evidence of a Higgs signal discovery and
it is shown in Figure 6.4. There is no indication for new physics in this graph; the
candidates passing the cuts for all three topologies are consistent with the Standard
Model processes over a wide range. The low value of 1-CLb in the mass range around
75 GeV is due to the excess of candidate events in this mass region in the data collected
at y's=189 GeV. This excess is most likely due to a statistical fluctuation, since it is
not confirmed at any higher centre-of-mass energy. This region is now more excluded
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Figure 6.3: (left) Excluded values at 95% confidence level of the branching
fractions BR(h-7 ,,) as a function of the Higgs mass, in the
assumption of the Standard Model production cross section. The
expected 95% confidence level limit and the theoretical prediction
are also presented.
(right) Comparison of the result obtained with two statistical
methods described in the text.

After the CLb has been examined and no evidence of a Higgs boson signal is present
in the data, the only thing left to do is to exclude the Higgs boson. Also shown in
Figure 6.3 is the h-t " branching fraction in the Standard Model computed with the
HDECAY program [43] and excluding all the fermionic couplings. A 95% confidence
level lower mass limit for such a benchmark fermiophobic Higgs boson is set at 105.4
GeV, where the predicted branching fraction crosses the upper limit curve. The median
limit one would expect to obtain in an ensemble of experiments in the absence of a



signal is 105.3 GeV.
To conclude, it is worthwhile to recall the results presented in Figure 2.16. At the

value of the mass limit, the preferred decay mode of the fermiophobic Higgs is into
a WW' pair, and so there is not much to be gained going at higher centre-of-mass
energies for the search of a fermiophobic Higgs boson in the two photon decay mode
alone at a e+e- collider. However, since hTY has a very clean signature, it still remains
a powerful channel for the search of a fermiophobic (but also of the Standard Model)
Higgs boson in pp or pp collisions, at the Tevatron and LHC.

Collaboration has developed analyses for the following ones, which corresponds to 85%
of the total branching ratio of hZ-tWW'ff: qqqq(qq), qqilJ(qq), qqqq(w), qqiv(w),
and qqqq(U), where the decay of the Z is given in parentheses.

No signal has been found in the data with respect to the expectations from the Stan-
dard Model processes. These negative search results are used to set upper limits on the
branching fractions for the Higgs decay into a WW' pair, assuming a Standard Model
production rate for the Higgs boson. The excluded region in the (BR(hZ-t WW'ff),mh)
plane is shown in Figure 6.5 (left), together with the predictions of the benchmark
fermiophobic model.
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Figure 6.5: (left) Excluded values at 95% confidence level of the branch-
ing fractions BR(h-tWW') as a function of the Higgs mass, in

the assumption of the Standard Model production cross section.
The expected 95% CL limit and the theoretical prediction in the
benchmark fermiophobic model are also presented.
(right) Excluded values at 95% confidence level of the fermiopho-
bic Higgs branching fractions as a function of the Higgs mass,
combining LEP h-t TY and L3 h-tWW' searches (from Ref.
[132]).

6.3 Results of the h-t WW* channel and combina-
tion with h-t II

As seen in Figure 2.17, for Higgs masses greater than about 100 GeV the di-photon
branching fraction decreases rapidly, while the h-t WW' decay mode, with one gauge
boson being virtual, becomes dominant. This motivates a search in the h-tWW' chan-
nel. The L3 Collaboration has looked for a fermiophobic Higgs boson in this decay
mode in the data collect at JS=192-209 GeY [132].

Since the Higgs boson is produced in association with the Z, there are nine pos-
sible final states which result from the decays of the Z and W gauge bosons. The L3

In order to increase the sensitivity of the fermiophobic Higgs search, the di-photon
branching fractions can be combined with the h-tWW' decay mode. The total Higgs
branching fraction to pairs of gauge bosons in a general fermiophobic search can be



with BR(h-4 1'1')/BRphob;c=BR-,7 being the fraction of fermiophobic decays into a
photon pair. The 95% CL excluded BRphobic values are determined by a scan in the
(BR-,7,mb) plane. The result of this combination is shown in Figure 6.5 (right) together
with the benchmark values of BR-,7. The point where this curve crosses the BRphobic=l

gives the model-dependent limit. It yields an expected limit of 111.2 GeV and an
observed limit of 106.4 GeV.



Chapter 7

The L3 detector is not the only place where a photonic Higgs boson has been searched
for. The four experiments at the LEP collider have all been used to search for the Higgs
boson through the decay into two photons.

After the closure of LEP the search will continue at other collider facilities. There
are at the moment searches performed using the detectors at the Tevatron collider at
Fermilab and preparations have started for the searches that will take place at the
Large Hadron Collider that is presently being constructed at CERN.

The results of the search for a Higgs boson decaying into two photons presented in
this thesis are confirmed by the searches performed at the other experiments at LEP.
The ALEPH Collaboration concentrates on the di-photon system, performing a global
analysis, while the other Collaborations, DELPHI and OPAL, carry out similar analyses
as L3 does, selecting separately each of the search channels. The observed and expected
mass limits for a fermiophobic Higgs boson decaying into two photons obtained by the
four collaborations are listed in Table 7.l.

The mass limits obtained are sensitive to the limited sizes of the collected data
samples. By combining the data collected by the four experiments, an integrated lumi-
nosi ty four times the amount collected by one of the detectors alone can be achieved.
Such a combined analysis has been carried out by the LEP working group for Higgs
boson searches [136). The information provided by each LEP experiment as input to
the combination is the distribution of the reconstructed Higgs boson mass, mho For
each bin of these distributions, the experiments provide the number of selected data
events, ni, the expected background rate, bi, and the expected signal, si(mh,BR). The
statistical procedure adopted for tile combination of the data and the definitions of the
test-statistic to rank the experimental results between the b-only and s+b hypothesis,

Detector Observed limit Expected limit

ALEPH [133] 104.4 GeV 104.6 GeV
DELPHI [134] 103.6 GeV 105.1 GeV

L3 [99] 104.1 (105.4) GeV 104.9 (105.3)GeV
OPAL [135] 104.8 GeV 105.2 GeV

Combined [136] 108.2 GeV 109.0 GeV

Table 7.1: The observed and expected mass limits for a fermiophobic Higgs
boson from the searches performed at the four detectors at the
LEP collider, and the limits obtained when combining the results
of the four experiments. All limits are given at 95% confidence
level. All results are preliminary and are taken from Ref. [136].The
numbers given in parentheses are the final results of L3 presented
in this thesis (see section 6.4).
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Figure 7.1: The distribution of the di-photon invariant mass (left) and the
observed and expected upper limits of the BR(h-+ TY) as a func-
tion on the Higgs mass, with the assumption of a Standard Model
production cross section and combining the results of the four
detectors at the LEP collider [136]. The limits are given at 95%
confidence level (right).



The decay modes of the A bosons are: A-t bi), A-thZ, above the hZ threshold,
and A-t W±H"', when kinematically allowed. In the region of very low 0 values, below
10-3 rad, and if mA < Mz + mh, the A total width is very small and A can leave the
detector before decaying.

The excluded region at 95% confidence level in the (mh' mAl plane, at all 0 values,
are shown in Figure 7.2, for one solution of the 2HDM potential. Region I in this
figure corresponds to the decay modes h-t TY and A-t bb or A long-lived. Region II
corresponds to A-thZ and A-thn. Region III corresponds to h-tAA and A-t bi).
The band of low values of mA and mh masses is excluded by the Z invisible width
measurement.

the quantity -21nQ, as well as the confidence levels CL" CLS+b and CLb are the
ones described in section 6.2.

The result of the combined analysis excludes the existence of a fermiophobic Higgs
boson with mass lower than 108.2 GeV at 95% confidence level (see Figure 7.1).

DELPHI is searching for a fermiophobic Higgs boson in the framework of the general
2HDM of type I, combining both production mechanisms, e+e- -thZ and e+e- -thA
[137]. A£, mentioned in section 3.2.1., these processes have complementary cross sec-
tions, proportional to sin20 and cos20, respectively. The high 0 region is studied by
analysing the Higgs-strahlung process, and this constituted the main subject of this
thesis. For small values of sin2 0 the Higgs-strahlung cross-section vanishes, and so the
small 0 region is constrained by the associated hA production. The combination of
both processes leads to an interpretation of the results as a function of mh and mA·

The Tevatron collider at the Fermi National Accelerator Laboratory near Chicago, is
a proton antiproton collider. Two general purpose detectors, called CDF and DO, are
collecting data at this machine.

During run I of the Tevatron in 1992-1996 the DO detector collected about 100
pb-1 of data at JS = 1.8 TeV. These data were searched for a bosonic Higgs having
standard model couplings to vector bosons but zero couplings to fermions in the 'njj
final state. For the Standard Model Higgs boson the main production process at the
Tevatron is gluon-gluon fusion via a top quark loop. Because of the absence of Higgs-
fermion couplings, it will not be possible to produce the fermiophobic Higgs by gluon
fusion, and neither in associations with top pairs. Therefore two processes remain, the
associated production with vector bosons [138j, where an off-mass-shell W or Z boson
is produced and radiates a Higgs boson, Figure 7.3, and vector boson fusion [89jwitb
the latter giving less number of events [46].

Figure 7.2: 95% confidence level excluded region in the (mh' mAl plane, com-
bining the Higgs-stahlung and the associated production pro-
cesses, in the framework of potential A (see section 2.6.1), valid
for all 0 values. Region I corresponds to the h-t 'Y'Yand A-t bi)
decay modes. Region II corresponds to A-thZ and region III cor-
responds to h-tAA and A-t bi). The dark area at low masses
shows the limit from the total Z width. (from Ref. [137])

Figure 7.3: The main production mechanism of a fermiophobic Higgs at the
TevaLron.

The dominant decay modes for mh < Mz are h-tAA (if mh > 2mA) and h-t iT

For mh > Mz, the decays of h into other boson pairs can be important: h-tZi for the
very small 0 region, or h-tWW' for large 0 values.

The DO collaboration found four candidates which passed the selection require-
ments, with an expected background of 6.0±2.1 events. In summary, the exist.ence of a



fermiophobic Higgs boson was excluded by the DO data at 95% confidence level up to
a mass of 81.4 GeV [139], assuming Standard Model couplings between the Higgs and
t.he vector bosons. Their result is shown in Figure 7.4.

Run lIa of the Tevatron is currently under way. During this run the DO detector
will collect approximately 2 fb-1 of data at .jS = 2 TeV. Landsberg and Matchev
[1401 have evaluated the prospects for detecting a non-standard light Higgs boson with
a significant branching fraction into two photons. in t.he Run II of the Tevatron. The
expected Run lilirnits 011 t.IH'branching fractioll h-+ '\'\ n.<;a fllnnioll of thl' lligg<;mass
arc preselltcd in Figmc 7.:i. :\5 S!'PII from this figlJr[·. t hp p'ach for a fnrniophohic Higgs
is about 115 CcV in RUIl Ila and ahollt 12:) (;1'\' ill Hun lIb. This is a inl\lIm·rmput.
over t.hc final reach from LEP of 108 Cr\". This studv sllggests that a signal of two
photons combined with a jet or two jets is an effective method to search for a Higgs
boson in the two photon decay mode at the Tevatron.

The Large Hadron Collider (LHC) is a proton proton accelerator that is presently being
built at CERN. The new collider will have a centre-of-mass energy of 14 TeV and the
first particle collisions are scheduled to take place around 2007. Two general purpose
detectors are being constructed at the LHC, ATLAS and CMS.

The phenomenology of a fermiophobic Higgs at LHC was studied by Akeroyd in Ref.
[141]. Such a particle has no production channel gg--th, but would give a clear signal
in the associated production channel for the decays into two photons. It can have a
sizeable branching fraction BR(h--t TY): the branching fraction for these decays varies
between 20% for mh = 100 CeV to about 1% for mh = 130 CeV. At higher masses,
there will be little difference between the signal for the Standard Model Higgs and
the signal for the fermiophobic Higgs. It follows that the discovery of the fermiophobic
Higgs will be very difficult in this channel for mh > 130 CeV.
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Figure 7.5: The predicted 95% confidence level limit on the branching frac-
tion h--t TY, with 0.1, 2.0 and 30 fb-1, as a function of the Higgs
mass. The solid line is the prediction for the branching fraction
of a bosonic Higgs.

Figure 7.4: DO results on the fermiophobic Higgs search. Graph on the left:
The data and expected background for (up) the di-photon mass
and (down) the di-jet mass distributions.
Graph on the right: 95% confidence level cross section upper lim-
its, dashed curve; the dotted curve represents the 90% confidence
level exclusion contour, and the solid curve represents the bosonic
Higgs cross section with h--t /I and W/Z--t jj branching fractions
taken into account.



Chapter 8

LEP searches on the fermiophobic Higgs mass is set at 108.2 GeV.
Unfortunately, at the end of the LEP2 program, the Higgs boson, the fundamental

part of tbe electroweak theory, has not been found but stringent new limits have been
established on its mass. In conclusion, since the Higgs boson appears to be heavier, its
discovery will have to await the results of present experiments at Fermilab, or of the
future experiments at the Large Hadron Collider at CERN.

This thesis presents the results of the search for a Higgs boson decaying into two
photons carried out with the data from e+e- interactions at centre-of-mass energies
up to 209 GeV, collected by the L3 detector at LEP. At these energies the main Higgs
production mechanism is the Higgs-Strahlung process, e+e- -+hZ. All the possible
final states arising from the various decay modes of the Z boson have been analyzed.
The main conclusion of this thesis is that no evidence of the production of a Higgs
particle decaying into two photons is observed in the data. The negative search result
is translated in upper limits on the branching fraction for the Higgs boson decay into
two photons.

As a benchmark for exclusion of Higgs bosons in fermiophobic models, a scalar
particle h is considered, produced in e+e- -+hZ with Standard Model production cross
section and with the partial width for h-+ 11 given by the Standard Model, but with
the fermionic coupling set to zero. Hence, assuming a Standard Model production rate,
a lower limit on the mass of a fermiophobic Higgs is set at

with a median limit expected from background only of m~xp > 105.3 GeV. These
numbers are the final L3 results for the fermiophobic Higgs search in the two photon
decay mode, and are currently published [143]. They include the results at the lower
centre-of-mass energy of 189 GeV published previously [142]. These results significantly
improve the limits obtained at LEPI and exclude the benchmark fermiophobic model
up to a mass of 105 GeV.

The results presented in this work are comparable to those obtained by the other
three LEP experiments. They also do not observe an indication for the Higgs production
and derive mass limits on a ferrniophobic Higgs boson.

The combined data from all four LEP experiments are consistent with Standard
Model backgrounds as well. The 95% confidence level lower limit from the combined



189 GeV I 192-202 GeV I 200-209 GeV I

189 GeV I 192-202 GeV I 200-209 GeV I

hZ-4 'Y'YVV N'rack < 1 < 1 < 1
Ncluster <6 <6 > 6

Evis - E~ < 10 <10 < 10
[GeV]

EHCAL [GeV] < 20 < 20 < 20
ELUM1 [GeV] <10 < 10 < 10
EALR [GeV] < 10 < 10 < 10

ESPACAL [GeV] <7 <7 < 7

NI' < 1 < 1 < 1
Nscint 21 21 2 1
N~ > 1 > 1 > 1

L(-y, 'Y) [oJ > 50 > 50 > 50
acaplanarity >3 >3 > 3

[oJ
Ip.d [GeV] >2 > 2 > 2

cas 0miss > 0.966 > 0.966 > 0.966
E~I [GeV] >10 > 10 > 10
E~2 [GeV] >6 >6 > 6
I~Mrecoill <10 < 15 < 15

'YID Eg/E25 > 0.95 > 0.95 > 0.95
Ebump [GeV] > 1 > 1 > 1

X~m < 10 < 10 <10
EHCAL/Ebump < 0.2 < 0.2 < 0.2
I4>BGa - !/>TEci > 0.05 > 0.05 > 0.05

[rad]

Appendix A

Summary of the selection cuts

hZ-4 nqq N'rack > 6 >6 >6
Ncluster > 12 > 15 > 15

Evis/fS > 0.5 > 0.5 > 0.5
IElIl/Evis < 0.4 < 0.4 < 0.4
IEi-I/Evis < 0.4 < 0.4 < 0.4
E300 lEvis < 0.5 < 0.5 < 0.5

N~ > 1 > 1 > 1
EIOo,~ > 2.5 > 1.5 > 2.5
E200

,~ > 4.5 > 3.5 > 4.5
L(-y,'Y) [0] > 50 > 50 > 50

L(-y,jet) [0] > 25 > 25 > 25
E~I [GeV] >10 >10 >10
E~2 [GeV] >6 >6 >6
I~Mrecoid <10 < 15 < 15

'YID EgIE25 > 0.95 > 0.95 > 0.95
Ebump [GeV] > 1 > 1 > 1

X;m < 10 < 10 < 10
EHCAL/Ebllmp < 0.2 < 0.2 < 0.2
I4>BGO- !/>TEe I > 0.05 > 0.05 > 0.05

[rad]



189 GeV I 192-202 GeV I 200-209 GeV I 189 GeV I 192-202 GeV I 200-209 GeV I
hZ-4 'Y')'e+e- Nua.ck <6 <6 <6

Ncluster < 15 < ]5 < 15
Evis/VS > 0.2 > 0.2 > 0.2

N~ > ] > 1 > 1
Lb,')') [0] > 50 > 50 > 50

Lb, electron) > 25 > 25 > 25
[oJ

E2o'.1 > ,1..-) '> ·l..r"l .....-I,:,
\. > 0 .....0 " lJ ,

Ee [Gc\'] < 80 < RO < ~o
E11 [GcVJ >10 > ]0 >]()
E12 [GcVJ > 6 >6 >6
I~Mrecoill <10 < 15 < ]5

lID E9/E25 > 0.95 > 0.95 > 0.95
Ebump [GeV] > 1 > 1 > 1

X2 < 10 <10 <10em

EHCAL/Ebllmp < 0.2 < 0.2 < 0.2
[¢BGO - chEei > 0.05 > 0.05 > 0.05

[rad]
em E9/E25 > 0.95 > 0.95 > 0.95

Ebump [GeV] >3 > 3 > 3
X~m < 10 < 10 < 10

EHCAL/Ebllmp < 0.2 < 0.2 < 0.2
/¢BGO - chEcl < 0.05 < 0.05 < 0.05

[rad]

hZ-4,),,),J1.+J1.- Nt['a.ck <6 <6 <6
Ncluster < 15 < 15 < ]5

Evi./ VS > 0.2 > 0.2 > 0.2
N~ > 1 > 1 > 1

Lb,,.) [0] > 50 > 50 > 50
Lb, muon) [0] > 25 > 25 > 25

E20o,~ > 4.5 > 4.5 > 4.5
N~ > 0 >0 >0

E~ [GeV] < 80 < 80 < 80
E~, [GeV] > 10 >10 > 10
E~2 [GeV] >6 >6 >6
I~Mrccoid < 10 < 15 < 15

')'ID E9/E25 > 0.95 > 0.95 > 0.95
Ebump [GeV] > 1 > 1 > 1

X~m < 10 < 10 < 10
EHCAL/Ebump < 0.2 < 0.2 < 0.2
I¢BGO - chEcl > 0.05 > 0.05 > 0.05

[rad]
J1.ID DCAI,,". [mm] < 300 < 300 < 300

DCA10ng [mm] < 400 < 400 < 400
Np•••+Np ••• 2:2 2: 2 2: 2

PI' [GeV] > 3 >3 >3



I 192-202 GeV I 200-209 GeV I
hZ-4 'Y"f'r+ r- Ntl'"ack <6 <6 <6

Ncluster < 15 < 15 < 15
Evis/v's > 0.2 > 0.2 > 0.2

N~ > 1 > 1 > 1
Lb,l') [0] > 50 > 50 > 50

Lb, tau) [0] > 25 > 25 > 25
E20o.~ > 4.5 > 4.5 > 4.5

NT > 0 > 0 >0
ET [GeV] < 80 < 80 < 80
E~, [GeV] >10 > 10 >10
E~2 [GeV] >6 >6 >6
It.Mrecoill < 10 < 15 < 15

I'm Eg/E25 > 0.95 > 0.95 > 0.95
Ebump[GeV] > 1 > 1 > 1

X;m < 10 <10 < 10
EHCALlEbump < 0.2 < 0.2 < 0.2
I.pBGO - .pTEcl > 0.05 > 0.05 > 0.05

[rad]
rID NIOo 1 - 3 1 - 3 1 - 3Ttnek

E~OO _300

< 0.3 < 0.3 < 0.3E~6_I06

ET >3 >3 >3

Appendix B

Results at the centre-of-mass
energy of VB == 189 GeV

The selection of the data collected at the lower centre-of-mass energy v's = 189 GeV
[142] follows similar criteria to the ones described in chapter 6, with the exception
that for the leptonic channel we require two identified leptons in the event. The cut on
the di-Iepton invariant mass replaces the cut on the recoil mass against the photons.
The number of events selected in data and expected from background processes is
presented in Table B.l for the hadronic channel, in Table B.2 for the neutrino channel
and in Table B.3 for the leptonic channel. The reconstructed di-photon invariant mass
is shown in Figure B.l for all Z final states combined. Figure B.2 shows the measured
upper limits on the BR(h-4 1'1') as a function of the Higgs mass assuming a Standard
Model rate for the Zh production, along with the expected limits as calculated from a
large sample of Monte Carlo experiments. The theoretical prediction is also shown for
a fermiophobic Higgs boson as calculated with the HDECAY program. The observed
limit for BR(h -4 1'1') = 1 is 98 GeV. The lower limit on the mass of a fermiophobic
Higgs boson is set at



Preselection
Selection

• data
B1c+c- -+wyy
Dc+c- -+l+l-yy
~c+c- -+qqyy
IIIiIMb=95GeV

Table B.1: Number of events expected from Standard Model processes compared to
the observed number of events, after the preselection and selection steps, for the qq')'')'
final state.

I====,"I~ISelection I~
Table B.2: Number of events expected from the Standard Model process e+e- ~ I/D(')')

compared to the observed number of events, for the I/D')'')' final state.

25 50 75 100
Myy(GeV)

Figure B.1: The distribution of the reconstructed di-photon invariant mass for all Z
final states combined, after the final selection, in data at "fS = 189 GeV, background
and for a Higgs boson signal with the mass Mh = 95 GeV. The signal, assuming a
Standard Model cross section and a BR(h~ ')'')') = 1, is superimposed and normalized
to the integrated luminosity.

Preselection 86 II 93.8 66.4 14.1 9.9 3.4

Selection 5 II 2.5 1.1 0.7 0.7 0.0

Table B.3: Number of events expected from Standard Model processes compared to the
observed number of events, after the preselection and selection steps, for tbe P+{-')'')'

final state. ~t ·1
.c 10cr
lD

- Observed 95% C.L limit
Expectad 95% C.L Iimtt

- FermJophobk: prediction

60 70 80 90 100
M. (GeV)

Figure B.2: Excluded values of the BR(h ~ "0) as a function of the Higgs mass, with
the assumption of a Standard Model production cross section, for 189 GeV data. The
expected 95% confidence level limit and the theoretical prediction are also presented.



deriving this with respect to y and solving for the interpolated probability distribution

function f(x),

Appendix C
Figure C.1 shows how well the interpolation procedure describes the reconstructed

invariant mass distribution of a hypothetical Higgs boson with mass mh = 95 GeV,
decaying in the Zh-t qq')'')' channel at centre-of-mass energy of -IS = 206.6 GeV based
on simulations at mh = 90 GeV and mh = 100 GeV.

Linear interpolation of histograms

The method proposed by A.L. Read in Ref. [13U]is basp.d on the linear int.erpolation

of the inverses of the cumulative distribution functions. The cumulative distribution
functions of two distribution functions ft(x) and h(x) for the observable x are:

The goal is to obtain a new probability distribution function f(x) with the corre-
sponding cumulative distribution function

90 100
mh GeV

F(x) = I: f(x')dx'.

The first step of the interpolation procedure is to find Xl and X2 where the cumu-
lative distributions F1 and F2 are equal for a given cumulative probability y,

The cumulative probability for the new distribution F is set to the same value y at
a linearly interpolated position x, Figure C.1: Example of histogram interpolation. The reconstructed invari-

ant mass distribution for a 95 GeV Higgs (solid line) has been
obtained by interpolation between the simulation results for 90

(left) and 100 (right) GeV Higgs masses and is superimposed
with the simulation results of a 95 GeV Higgs particle(middle).

The constants a and b express the interpolation distance between the extreme values
of the relevant parameter for the two existing distributions and satisfy a + b = 1.

The probability distribution function f(x) is obtained by inverting the cumulative
distributions in Eqs. (C.1) and (C.2), substituting these results in Eq. (C.3),

P-l(y) = aFI-1(y) + bF2-I(y),
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Appendix D

Background smoothing

The parameterisation of discriminant variable distributions is a crucial step in the
limit setting procedure. In the calculation of confidence levels using the likelihood
ratio as an estimator, it is desirable to have continuous functions to parameterise the
distributions of discriminating variables. In order to produce continuous estimates j(x)
of the parent distribution from the empirical probability density function f(x), several
techniques have been developed. The basic idea of the KEYS program [129J is that it
constructs a smooth shape by placing a Gaussian Kernel of probability at each event.
By summing over these kernels a smooth shape is obtained. The performance of the
smoothing program is presented in Figure D.l and the standard output of the program
is shown in Figure D.2.

>
Ql

(!l 0.1
N-.,
1:
Ql
>w 0.05

o
o 25 50 75 100

myyGeV

Figure D.l: The performance of the smoothing program on the reconstructed
Higgs mass distribution: the line is the original distribution, and
the shaded area is the smoothed hist,ogram.
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Figure D.2: The standard output of the KEYS program.
The top left plot shows the cumulative distribution of the KEYS
shape and the data. The top right plot shows the difference be-
tween the two cumulative distributions, the maximum of which
is used in the calculation of the Kolmogorov-Smirnov test. The
bottom plot shows the shape produced by KEYS overlapped on
a histogram of the original data.
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