hep-ph/9904232 v2 26 Apr 1999

TIFR/TH/99-13 TIFR-HECR-99-03 April 1999

Testing TeV Scale Quantum Gravity Using Dijet Production at the Tevatron

Prakash Mathews^{1 ∗}, Sreerup Raychaudhuri^{2 †}, K. Sridhar^{1‡}

1) Department of Theoretical Physics, Tata Institute of Fundamental Research, Homi Bhabha Road, Bombay 400 005, India.

2) Department of High Energy Physics, Tata Institute of Fundamental Research, Homi Bhabha Road, Bombay 400 005, India.^§

ABSTRACT

Dijet production at the Tevatron including effects of virtual exchanges of spin-2 Kaluza- Klein modes in theories with large extra dimensions is considered. The experimental dijet mass and angular distribution are exploited to obtain stringent limits (∼ 1.2 TeV) on the effective string scale M_S .

∗prakash@theory.tifr.res.in †sreerup@iris.hecr.tifr.res.in ‡sridhar@theory.tifr.res.in § Address after May 1, 1998 : Department of Physics, Indian Institute of Technology, Kanpur 208 016, India.

There have recently been major breakthroughs in the understanding of string theories at strong coupling in the framework of what is now known as M-theory [1, 2, 3]. In particular, unification of gravity with other interactions now seems possible in the Mtheoretic framework. But of tremendous interest to phenomenology is the possibility that the effects of gravity could become large at very low scales (∼ TeV), because of the effects of large extra compact dimensions where gravity can propagate [4]. Starting from a higher-dimensional theory of open and closed strings [5, 6], the effective lowenergy theory is obtained by compactifying to 3+1 dimensions, in such a way that n of these extra dimensions are compactified to a common scale R which is large, while the remaining dimensions are compactified to extremely tiny scales which are of the order of the inverse Planck scale. In such a scenario, the Standard Model (SM) particles correspond to open strings, which end on a 3-brane and are, therefore, confined to the (3 + 1)-dimensional spacetime. On the other hand, the gravitons (corresponding to closed strings) propagate in the (4 + n)-dimensional bulk. The relation between the scales in (4 + n) dimensions and in 4 dimensions is given by [4]

M^2_P = M^{n+2}_S R^n , (1)

where M_S is the low-energy effective string scale. This equation has the interesting consequence that we can choose M_S to be of the order of a TeV and thus get around the hierarchy problem. For such a value of M_S , it follows that R = 10^{32/n−19} m, and so we find that M_S can be arranged to be a TeV for any value n > 1. Effects of non- Newtonian gravity can become apparent at these surprisingly low values of energy. For example, for n = 2 the compactified dimensions are of the order of 1 mm, just below the experimentally tested region for the validity of Newton’s law of gravitation and within the possible reach of ongoing experiments [7]. In fact, it has been shown [8] that is possible to construct a phenomenologically viable scenario with large extra dimensions, which can survive the existing astrophysical and cosmological constraints. For some early papers on large Kaluza-Klein dimensions, see Ref. [11, 12] and for recent investigations on different aspects of the TeV scale quantum gravity scenario and related ideas, see Ref. [13].

Below the scale M_S [14, 15, 16], we have an effective theory with an infinite tower of massive Kaluza-Klein states. which contain spin-2, spin-1 and spin-0 excitations. The spin-1 couplings to the SM particles in the low-energy effective theory are not important, whereas the scalar modes couple to the trace of the energy-momentum tensor, which vanishes for massless particles. Other particles related to brane dynamics (for example, the Y modes which are related to the deformation of the brane) have effects which are subleading, compared to those of the graviton. The only states, then, that contribute to low-energy phenomenology are the spin-2 Kaluza-Klein states. For graviton momenta smaller than the scale M_S , the effective description reduces to one where the gravitons in the bulk propagate in the flat background and couple to the SM fields via a (four-dimensional) induced metric g_{μν} . The interactions of the SM particles with the graviton, G_{μν} , can be derived from the following Lagrangian: L = − 1 M̄_P G^{(j)μν} T^{μν} , (2)

where j labels the Kaluza-Klein mode, M̄_P = M_P / √ 8π and T^{μν} is the energy-momentum tensor. Given that the effective Lagrangian given in Eq. 2 is suppressed by 1/M̄_P , it may seem that the effects at colliders will be hopelessly suppressed. However, in the case of real graviton production, the phase space for the Kaluza-Klein modes cancels the dependence on M̄_P and, instead, provides a suppression of the order of M_S . For the case of virtual production, we have to sum over the whole tower of Kaluza-Klein states and this sum when properly evaluated [16, 15] provides the correct order of suppression (∼ M_S ). The summation of time-like propagators and space-like propagators yield exactly the same form for the leading terms in the expansion of the sum [16] and this shows that the low-energy effective theories for the s and t-channels are equivalent.

Recently, several papers have explored the consequences of the above effective Lagrangian for experimental observables at high-energy colliders. In particular, direct searches for graviton production at e^+e^−, pp̄ and pp colliders, leading to spectacular single photon + missing energy or monojet + missing energy signatures, have been suggested [15, 17, 16, 18]. The virtual effects of graviton exchange in e^+e^− → ff̄ and in high-mass dilepton production [19], in tt̄ production [20] at the Tevatron and the LHC, and in deep-inelastic scattering at HERA [21] have been studied. The bounds on M_S obtained from direct searches depend on the number of extra dimensions. Nonobservation of the Kaluza-Klein modes yield bounds which are around 500 GeV to 1.2 TeV at LEP2 [17, 18] and around 600 GeV to 750 GeV at Tevatron (for n between 2 and 6) [17]. Indirect bounds from virtual graviton exchange in dilepton production at Tevatron yields a bound of around 950 GeV [19]. Virtual effects in tt̄ production at Tevatron yields a bound of about 650 GeV [20], while from deep-inelastic scattering a bound of 550 GeV results [21]. At LHC, it is expected that tt̄ production can be used to explore a range of M_S values upto 4 TeV [20]. More recently, these studies have been extended to the case of e^+e^− and γγ collisions at the NLC [22, 23]. There have also been papers discussing the implications of the large dimensions for higgs production [24] and electroweak precision observables [25]. Astrophysical constraints, like bounds from energy loss for supernovae cores, have also been discussed [26].

In the present work, we study the effect of the virtual graviton exchange on the dijet production cross-section in pp̄ collisions at the Tevatron. The presence of the new couplings from the low-energy effective theory of gravity leads to new diagrams for dijet production. Using the couplings given in Refs. [15, 16], and summing over all the graviton modes, we have calculated the sub-process cross-section due to the new physics^1. The graviton induced cross-sections involve two new parameters : the

1The explicit expressions for the subprocess cross-sections will appear in a future publication [27]

effective string scale M_S and λ which is the effective coupling at M_S . λ is expected to be of O(1), but its sign is not known a priori. In our work we will explore the sensitivity of our results to the choice of the sign of λ.

Figure 1: Illustrating the variation of the dijet mass distribution with variation in the scale M_S at the

Tevatron. The solid histogram shows the SM NLO prediction; dashed histograms show the prediction

for MS = 800 GeV and 1 TeV (upper line and lower line, respectively.) Data are taken from the D0

collaboration.

Significant changes in the angular distribution of jets is expected when spin-2 particle exchanges are added to the spin-1 exchange of the SM. With this in mind, we study the normalised χ distribution, 1/NdN/dχ, where the variable χ is defined as χ = û t̂ ≡ exp|η^1 − η^2|, (3)

with η_1 and η_2 being the pseudo-rapidities of the two jets, so as to be able to compare with the experimental results from the CDF [28] and the D0 [29] collaborations. The χ distributions in both the experiments have been calculated in different mass bins, and we have used the same binning as used by the two experiments. Using the same kinematic cuts as used by the experimentalists (insofar as can be implemented in a parton-level analysis), we study the normalised χ distribution as a function of the effective string scale, M_S , and obtain the 95% C.L. limits on the string scale by doing a χ^2 fit to the data in each bin and to the data integrated over the entire mass range. For our computations, we have used CTEQ4M parton densities [30] taken from PDFLIB [31]. The 95% C.L. limits on M_S derived from the CDF and the D0 χ distributions, respectively, are displayed in Tables 1 and 2 for the cases λ = ±1. We find that the χ distribution integrated over the entire mass range yields a limit of 1070 (1108) GeV for λ = 1(−1) for CDF and a limit of 1160 (1159) GeV for λ = 1(−1) for D0. These bounds are the most stringent bounds obtained from processes involving virtual graviton exchange. Interestingly, the bounds obtained by considering the highest mass bin are almost as good as those obtained by comparing with all the data. This tells us that the deviations from the SM is greater as the invariant mass increases. We, therefore, consider the data in the invariant mass distribution as well.

95% C.L. limits on M_S (in GeV) derived from the CDF χ distribution Bin 241-300 300-400 400-517 517-625 > 625 Combined +1 585 587 753 873 1095 1070 -1 626 544 717 852 1075 1108

95% C.L. limits on M_S (in GeV) derived from the D0 χ distribution Bin 260-425 425-475 475-635 > 635 Combined +1 523 632 919 1154 1160 -1 500 614 896 1131 1159

Recently, dijet mass distributions from the D0 experiment have become available [32]. We have studied these (using the cuts used by the D0 experiment) and obtain, as before, the 95% C.L. limits on M_S . In Fig. 1, we have plotted the mass distribution for different M_S values and compared it to the experimental and the SM numbers. We find again that very stringent bounds for both signs of the λ coupling are obtained. For λ = 1, we find that the 95 % C.L. limit on M_S is 1123 GeV, whereas for λ = −1 it is 1131 GeV. Since the effect of the new physics is larger for larger values of dijet mass, we find that if we use a lower cut of 500 GeV on the dijet mass the resultant χ^2 fit can yield a better limit on M_S .

We have studied the implications of large extra dimensions and a low effective quantum gravity scale for dijet production at the Tevatron. Virtual exchange of the Kaluza- Klein states are considered and the sensitivity of the experimental cross-sections to this interesting new physics is studied. We find that this process allows us to put very stringent limits on the effective string scale M_S – in fact, of all processes with virtual graviton exchanges considered so far, these bounds are by far the best. To obtain these bounds, we have considered the angular distributions and the mass distributions. The resulting limits from either of these observables are quite similar. Jet production at higher energies is able to probe the physics of large extra dimensions to much higher scales. These results will be presented in a future publication [27].

Acknowledgements: It is a pleasure to thank T. Askawa for help with the experimental data and Dilip K. Ghosh for discussions.

References

[1] P. Horava and E. Witten, Nucl. Phys. B460 (1996) 506.

[2] J. Polchinski, Lectures given at the SLAC Summer Institute: Gravity – From the Hubble Length to the Planck Length (SSI 98), Stanford, 3-14 Aug 1998, hepth/9812104.

[3] J.D. Lykken Phys. Rev. D54 (1996) 3697; E. Witten, Nucl. Phys. B471 (1996) 135.

[4] N. Arkani-Hamed, S. Dimopoulos and G. Dvali, Phys. Lett. B249 (1998) 263.

[5] I. Antoniadis, N. Arkani-Hamed, S. Dimopoulos and G. Dvali, Phys. Lett. B436 (1998) 257.

[6] G. Shiu and H. Tye, Phys. Rev. D 58 (1998) 106007. Z. Kakushadze and H. Tye, Cornell University Preprint CLNS 98/1553, hep-th/9809147.

[7] J. C. Long, H. W. Chan and J. C. Price, Nucl. Phys. B539 (1999) 23.

[8] N. Arkani-Hamed, S. Dimopoulos and G. Dvali, Phys. Rev. D59 (1999) 086004.

[9] K. R. Dienes, E. Dudas and T. Gherghetta, Phys. Lett. B436 (1998) 55; Nucl.

Phys. B537 (1999) 47; K. R. Dienes, E. Dudas and T. Gherghetta and A. Riotto, Nucl. Phys. B543 (1999) 387.

[10] Z. Kakushadze, Harvard University Preprint HUTP-98/A073, hep-th/9811193;

Harvard University Preprint HUTP-98/A087, hep-th/9812163.

[11] I. Antoniadis, Phys. Lett. B 246 (1990) 377; I. Antoniadis and K. Benakli, Phys.

Lett. B 326 (1994) 66; I. Antoniadis, K. Benakli and M. Quiros, Phys. Lett. B 331 (1994) 313.

[12] G.Veneziano and T.R. Taylor, Phys. Lett. B 212, (1988) 147.

[13] I. Antoniadis, S. Dimopoulos, A. Pomarol and M. Quiros, Nucl. Phys. B544 (1999) 503; P.C. Argyres, S. Dimopoulos and J. March-Russell, Phys. Lett. B441 (1998) 96; D. Ghilencea and G.G. Ross, Phys. Lett. B442 (1998) 165; S. Nussinov and R. Shrock, Phys. Rev. D59 (1999) 105002; S. Abel and S. King, Phys. Rev. D59 (1999) 095010; N. Kaloper and A. Linde, Stanford University Preprint SU-ITP-98-60, hep-th/9811141; T. Kobayashi, J. Kubo, M. Mondragon and G. Zoupanos, Helsinki University Preprint HIP-1998-82-TH, hep-ph/9812221; B.A. Dobrescu, Fermilab Preprint FERMILAB-PUB-98-396- T, hep-ph/9812349; K. Benakli and S. Davidson, CERN Preprint CERN-TH- 98-324, hep-ph/9810280; L.E. Ibañez, C. Muñoz, and S. Rigolin, University of Madrid Preprint FTUAM 98/28, hep-ph/9812397; G. Dvali and H. Tye, Phys. Lett. B450 (1999) 72; N. Arkani-Hamed and S. Dimopoulos, SLAC Preprint SLAC-PUB-8008, hep-ph/9811353; Z. Berezhiani and G. Dvali, Phys. Lett. B450 (1999) 24; N. Arkani-Hamed, S. Dimopoulos, G. Dvali and J. March-Russell, SLAC Preprint SLAC-PUB-8014, hep-ph/9811448; N. Arkani- Hamed, S. Dimopoulos and J. March-Russell, SLAC Preprint SLAC-PUB- 7949, hep-th/9809124 (1998); P.H. Frampton and A. Rasin, North Carolina Preprint IFP-769-UNC, hep-ph/9903479 (1999); A. Delgado, A. Pomarol and M. Quiros, CERN Preprint CERN-TH/98-393, hep-ph/9812489 (1998); A. Delgado and M. Quiros, Madrid Preprint IEM-FT-189/99, hep-ph/9903400 (1999); A. Donini and S. Rigolin, Madrid Preprint FTUAM 99/03, hep-ph/9901443 (1999); N. Arkani-Hamed and M. Schmaltz, SLAC Preprint SLAC-PUB-8082, hep-ph/9903417 (1999);

[14] R. Sundrum, Phys. Rev. D59 (1999) 085009.

[15] G. F. Giudice, R. Rattazzi and J. D. Wells, Nucl. Phys. B544 (1999) 3;

[16] T. Han, J. D. Lykken and R-J. Zhang, Phys. Rev. D59 (1999) 105006.

[17] E.A. Mirabelli, M. Perelstein and M.E. Peskin, Phys. Rev. Lett. 82 (1999) 2236.

[18] K. Cheung and W. Keung, UC Davis Preprint UCD-HEP-99-6, hep-ph/9903294.

[19] J. L. Hewett, SLAC Preprint SLAC-PUB-8001, hep-ph/9811356 (1998).

[20] Prakash Mathews, Sreerup Raychaudhuri and K. Sridhar, Phys. Lett. B 450 (1999) 343.

[21] Prakash Mathews, Sreerup Raychaudhuri and K. Sridhar, Tata Institute Preprint, TIFR/TH/98-51, hep-ph/9812486 (1998), To appear in Phys. Lett B.

[22] T.G. Rizzo, SLAC Preprint SLAC-PUB-8036, hep-ph/9901209 (1999).

[23] D. Atwood, S. Bar-Shalom and A. Soni, Brookhaven National Laboratory Preprint BNL-HET-99/11, hep-ph/9903538 (1999).

[24] T.G. Rizzo, SLAC Preprint SLAC-PUB-8071, hep-ph/9903475 (1999).

[25] T. Banks, M. Dine and A.E. Nelson, Santa Cruz Institute for Particle Physics Preprint SCIPP-99/03, hep-th/9903019 (1999), M. Masip and A. Pomarol, CERN Preprint, CERN-TH/99-47, hep-ph/9902467.

[26] S. Cullen and M. Perelstein, SLAC Preprint SLAC-PUB-8084, hep-ph/9903422 (1999).

[27] Prakash Mathews, Sreerup Raychaudhuri and K. Sridhar, (In preparation). [28] F. Abe et al., Phys. Rev. Lett. 77, 5336 (1996). [29] B. Abbott et al., Phys. Rev. Lett. 80, 666 (1998). [30] H.L. Lai et al., Phys. Rev. D51, 4763 (1995). [31] H. Plothow-Besch, Comp. Phys. Comm., 75 (1993) 396.

[32] B. Abbott et al., Fermilab Preprint Fermilab-Pub-98/220-E, hep-ex/9807014.