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MOTIVATION 1

2

Getting away from the lamp post

AdS/CFT

R. Sundrum
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MOTIVATION 2

3

Gauge hierarchy problem: 

Solved in composite Higgs (SUSY) with top-partners 
(stops) 

Do these partners need to be colored?
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Now consider again the Z
2

symmetric top quark sector, Eq. 3. To quadratic order in h this

takes the form
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From this Lagrangian, we can evaluate the radiative contributions to the Higgs mass pa-

rameter. The contributing diagrams are shown in Fig. 1.
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FIG. 1. Cancellation of quadratic divergences in the Mirror Twin Higgs model. The cancellation

holds when the top and its partner are charged under di↵erent SU(3)s.

Evaluating these diagrams we find that the quadratic divergence arising from the first

diagram is exactly canceled by that of the second. The first and second diagrams have been

colored di↵erently to emphasize that the particles running in the two loops carry di↵erent

SU(3) charges. The first loop has the SM top quarks which carry SM color. The particles

running in the second loop, however, are twin top quarks charged under twin color, not SM

color.
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relatively light charginos and neutralinos in the superpartner spectrum. (Of course, after

EWSB, these physical states may also contain admixtures of electroweak gauginos.)

hu hut hu hu

t̃

FIG. 1. Higgs mass corrections

Next, we turn to quantum loops. We assume that q̃L, t̃R have approximately the same

mass, mt̃, for simplicity, and we also neglect the µ and A-terms. We work pre-EWSB since we

are concerned with sensitivity to parametrically higher scales. By evaluating the diagrams

in figure 1, we find that the m2
hu

parameter receives the following correction:

δm2
hu

= −
3y2t
4π2

m2
t̃ ln

(

ΛUV

mt̃

)

(5)

Naturalness therefore requires, very roughly,

mt̃ ! 400GeV. (6)

There are also electroweak gauge/gaugino/Higgsino one-loop contributions to Higgs mass-

squared. Again, working before electroweak symmetry breaking (gaugino-Higgsino mixing)

and just looking at the stronger SU(2)L coupling, the Higgs self-energy diagrams are in

figure 2.
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FIG. 2. Higgs mass correction

The Higgs mass correction is then given by

δm2
hu

=
3g2

8π2
(m2

W̃
+m2

h̃
) ln

ΛUV

mW̃

. (7)
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TWIN HIGGS/FOLDED SUSY

4

No! But still need factor of 3.  

Most models have twin color which confines  
around GeV scale (or slightly higher).  
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Chacko, Goh, Harnik, hep-ph/0506256.  
Burdman, Chacko, Goh, Harnik, hep-ph/0609152. 
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MOTIVATION 3

5

We have seen dark matter in the sky.

But not in the lab.
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ASYMMETRIC DARK MATTER

6

⌦DM ' 5⌦B
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ASYMMETRIC DARK MATTER
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⌦DM ' 5⌦B

⌦B = mpnB

Controlled by complicated 
(known) QCD dynamics

Unknown dynamics  
of baryogenesis

⌦DM = mDMnDM

?
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ASYMMETRIC DARK MATTER

8

⌦DM ' 5⌦B

⌦B = mpnB

Unknown dynamics  
of baryogenesis

⌦DM = mDMnDM

?

Can get                      , usually have to assume                         .nDM ⇠ nB mDM ⇠ mB
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ASYMMETRIC DARK MATTER

8

⌦DM ' 5⌦B

⌦B = mpnB

Unknown dynamics  
of baryogenesis

⌦DM = mDMnDM

?

Can get                      , usually have to assume                         .nDM ⇠ nB mDM ⇠ mB

Can we get both?
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GETTING THE MASS

9

⌦DM ' 5⌦B

⌦B = mpnB

Controlled by complicated 
(known) QCD dynamics

Unknown dynamics  
of baryogenesis

⌦DM = mDMnDM

?
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GETTING THE MASS

9

⌦DM ' 5⌦B

⌦B = mpnB

Controlled by complicated 
(known) QCD dynamics

Unknown dynamics  
of baryogenesis

⌦DM = mDMnDM

QCD like

?

?
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Theory of strong interactions.

• Exponentially separated scales from the choice of an 
order one number    .

• A strong coupling results in bound (composite) states.

gstrong

g0

ΛUV

gstrong(µ)

µ
ΛQCD

100 MeV π±...

GeV More composite resonaces

quark and gluon: q g

K, η, ρ, ...

Asymptotic freedom

Thursday, August 9, 12

QCD SCALE

10

Theory of strong interactions.

• Exponentially separated scales from the choice of an 
order one number    .

• A strong coupling results in bound (composite) states.

gstrong

g0

ΛUV

gstrong(µ)

µ
ΛQCD

100 MeV π±...

GeV More composite resonaces

quark and gluon: q g

K, η, ρ, ...

Asymptotic freedom

Thursday, August 9, 12

Dimensional 
transmutation
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DARK QCD

11

Bai, Schwaller,  PRD 13. 

⇤dQCD

⇤dQCD

Propose new SU(Nd) “dark QCD,” dark quarks.

Dark matter is dark sector baryons with mass ~                 .

Massive bifundamental fields decouple at mass M >>                 .
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DARK QCD
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Bai, Schwaller,  PRD 13. 

⇤dQCD

⇤dQCD

Fixed,Points,

•  Zero,of,beta,func?on,,,,,,,,,,,,,,,,,,,,,,,,,,,for,,

•  Infrared,FP:,

•  Oren:,
– FP,free,or,
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•  Infrared,FP:,

•  Oren:,
– FP,free,or,
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g
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g⇤

Propose new SU(Nd) “dark QCD,” dark quarks.

Dark matter is dark sector baryons with mass ~                 .

Massive bifundamental fields decouple at mass M >>                 .

Search for model with perturbative fixed point.
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SCALES ARE RELATED

12

Relating the scales
• Introduce fields  

charged under  
QCD and darkQCD 

• Search perturbative  
fixed points: 

• Bi-fundamental fields decouple at scale M
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A,Specific,Model,

•  7,QCD,fermions,
•  2,QCD,scalars,
•  7,dQCD,fermions,
•  1,dQCD,scalar,
•  2,joint,fermions,
•  1,joint,scalar,

•  Fixed,points:,
,

•  DM,mass:,

↵⇤
s = 0.090 ↵⇤

d = 0.168

M = 870 GeV

MDM ⇡ 3.5 GeV

DM,mass,es?mate:,

↵d(⇤dQCD) ⌘ ⇡

4
MDM ⇡ 1.5 ⇤ ⇤dQCD

�

Y1,2

Xi

↵⇤
c = 0.090 ↵⇤
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Example
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DARK MATTER
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Q� di

Can co-generate DM and baryon asymmetry.

dark quark

SM quark

bifundamental scalar
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DARK MATTER

13

Q� di

Can co-generate DM and baryon asymmetry.

dark quark

SM quark

bifundamental scalar

Dark matter is strongly self interacting — potentially solves 
various problems of cold dark matter.

• Cusp vs core • Missing satellites 

• Too big to fail
Rocha et. al. ’12. Peter et. al. ’12. 
Vogelsberger, Zavala, Loeb, ’12. 
Zavala, Vogelsberger, Walker ’12. 
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GENERAL PICTURE

14

GeV

TeV

asymmetry
sharing

annihilation

Xd

QCD Dark QCD

⇡ , K , . . .

p , n
decay

pd, nd, . . .

⇡d, �d, . . .

Figure 2: Graphical representation of
the dark QCD model. Baryon and
dark matter asymmetries are shared
via a mediator X

d

resulting in an
asymmetry in the stable dark baryons
p
d

, n
d

. The symmetric relic density
is annihilated e�ciently into dark pi-
ons, which eventually decay into SM
particles. The DM number density is
naturally of the same order as that of
baryons, so the correct DM relic den-
sity is obtained when the dark baryon
masses are in the 10 GeV range.

Field SU(3) ⇥ SU(2) ⇥ U(1) SU(3)
dark

Mass Spin

Q
d

(1, 1, 0) (3) m
d

O(GeV) Dirac Fermion
X

d

(3, 1, 1

3

) (3) M
X

d

O(TeV) Complex Scalar
Z
d

(1, 1, 0) (1) M
Z

d

O(TeV) Vector Boson

Table 1: Particle content relevant for phenomenology. We use the Z
d

as a toy model and leave
detailed study to future work.

model for studying dark sector properties, but we leave detailed studies of its phenomenology at

the LHC to future work. The full particle content is summarized in Tab. 1.

For the scalar mediator with the hypercharge assignment in Tab. 1, the only allowed Yukawa

type coupling is of the form [12]

L


= 
ij

Q̄
d

i

q
j

X
d

+ h.c. (2)

where q
j

are the right-handed down-type SM quarks and  is a n
f

⇥3 matrix of Yukawa couplings.

Such couplings could in general lead to large flavor violating processes, but can be brought into

agreement with experimental bounds if dark flavor originates from the same dynamics as the SM

flavor structure or certainly if flavor symmetries are imposed on the dark sector [43–45]. For

definiteness, the fundamental Lagrangian which defines the model at high scales is given by

L � Q̄
d

i

(D/ � m
d

i

)Q
d

i

+ (D
µ

X
d

)(DµX
d

)† � M2

X

d

X
d

X†
d

� 1

4
Gµ⌫

d

G
µ⌫,d

+ L


+ L
SM

, (3)

where Gµ⌫

d

is the dark gluon field strength tensor, and the covariant derivatives contain the

couplings to the gauge fields.

For the vector mediator, we assume that it couples vectorially to SM and dark quarks with

couplings g
q

and g
d

. While here we assume that Z
d

originates from a U(1) symmetry broken at

the TeV scale, it could in principle also originate from a non-abelian horizontal symmetry as in

Ref. [31], where the Sphaleron associated with this gauge interaction is used to connect the dark

matter with the baryon asymmetry.

5
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PHENOMENOLOGY
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DARK QCD

16

Confining SU(Nc) gauge group with  Nf  flavors. 

This sector is QCD like, and it confines at a scale.  

At the confining scale we have all the usual states. 

Qi Qj Gµ⌫
d

⇤d ⇠ 1� 10 GeV

⇡dpd Zood
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Confining SU(Nc) gauge group with  Nf  flavors. 

This sector is QCD like, and it confines at a scale.  

At the confining scale we have all the usual states. 

Qi Qj Gµ⌫
d

⇤d ⇠ 1� 10 GeV
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Stable
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DARK QCD

16

Confining SU(Nc) gauge group with  Nf  flavors. 

This sector is QCD like, and it confines at a scale.  

At the confining scale we have all the usual states. 

Qi Qj Gµ⌫
d

⇤d ⇠ 1� 10 GeV

⇡dpd Zood
Stable Decays 

to SM
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MEDIATORS

�

�

�

g

gd

Motivated by getting comparable asymmetries, put in 
heavy mediator which couples to SM and dark sector. 

Example 1:       is a scalar charged under both color and 
dark color.  

M� � ⇤d

17
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MEDIATORS
Motivated by getting comparable asymmetries, put in 
heavy mediator which couples to SM and dark sector 

Example 2:        is a vector that couples to quarks and 
dark quarks. 

M� � ⇤d

Zd

Strassler, Zurek, PLB 07. 

q

q
Zd

Qd

Qd
18



DANIEL STOLARSKI     May 23, 2017      Wisconsin

QCD JETS

Z

e+

e�

q

q̄

Quark production at LEP:
ALEPH event

19



20

pp ! QQ



DANIEL STOLARSKI     May 23, 2017      Wisconsin

PION DECAY

Q� di

Operator used to generate asymmetry mediates decay:

�

q

q Qd

Qd

21
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PION DECAY

Q� di

Operator used to generate asymmetry mediates decay:

q

q Qd

Qd

Integrate out �

21
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PION DECAY

Q� di

Operator used to generate asymmetry mediates decay:

q

q

⇡d
Integrate out �

Dark pion 
decays to 
quarks 

21
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PION DECAY

q

q
Zd

Qd

Qd

Same story for  Zd  model:

22
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PION DECAY
Same story for  Zd  model:

q

q

Qd

Qd
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PION DECAY
Same story for  Zd  model:

q

q

⇡d

22
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DECAY LENGTH

q

q

⇡d

Can use (dark) chiral Lagrangian to estimate:

�(⇡d ! d̄d) ⇡
f2
⇡d
m2

d

32⇡M4
Xd

m⇡d

1

M2
X

Q�µQ d̄R�
µdR

c⌧
0

⇡ 10 cm⇥
✓
2 GeV

f⇡d

◆
2

✓
100 MeV

m
down

◆
2

✓
2 GeV

m⇡d

◆✓
MXd

1 TeV

◆
4

.

23
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DECAY LENGTH
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Figure 4: Distribution of transverse decay distances of individual dark pions for model A (left)
and model B (right) at LHC14 (the benchmarks are defined in Sec. 4.1). The green curve shows
the average transverse laboratory frame decay length �

T

�
T

c⌧
⇡

d

= (p
T

/m
⇡

d

)c⌧
⇡

d

. Dashed lines
indicate the approximate regions covered by the tracker (50 mm - 1000 mm) and calorimeters
(1000 mm - 3000 mm).

A subdominant component of the dark jet will be dark baryons that escape the detector and

give rise to some missing energy, but the amount of missing energy is comparable to the typical

jet energy uncertainty.

The “dark jet” production is shown schematically in Fig. 1, with the dark pions represented

by grey dashed lines. Depending on their lifetime, the dark pions may travel a measurable

distance away from the interaction point before decaying to SM particles. In the laboratory

frame, the characteristic decay length is given by � � c ⌧
⇡

d

, where �� is the boost factor that

depends on the momentum of each individual pion. Furthermore since the actual decay time is

distributed exponentially, each pion will decay at a di↵erent distance from the interaction point,

with harder particles traveling further on average.

In order to simulate production and dynamics of the dark sector at the LHC, we use a

modified version of the Hidden Valley implementation [55,56] of Pythia [49], and we describe the

details of the simulation in App. A. Armed with this simulation and our benchmarks described in

Sec. 4.1, we can begin a quantitative study of the dark sector. In Fig. 4 we show the distribution

of transverse decay distances from the interaction point for two benchmark models, see Sec. 4.1 for

their definition. The majority of decays occurs well away from the beam pipe, but still within the

tracker, and are clustered around the average transverse decay length �
T

�
T

c⌧
⇡

d

= p
T

/m
⇡

d

c⌧
⇡

d

.

From here we can easily understand what a change of parameters will imply: the average

decay distance will change proportional to the proper lifetime and inversely proportional to the

mass of the dark pions for fixed mediator mass. Given the physical size of the trackers and

hadronic calorimeters, we can easily vary the parameters by one to two orders of magnitude

without changing the signal in a significant way. We further explore what happens when di↵erent

parameters are varied in App. B.

Before the dark pions decay, the jet is completely invisible, so we now describe this decay back

9

m⇡d = 5 GeV

c⌧0 = 15 cm

Tracker volume
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BACKGROUND?
QCD 4-jet production in PYTHIA 8

* - modified Pythia tune to                    
increase QCD contribution

0.1 1 10 100 1000
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0.01

0.1
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fr
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tio
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EH1 GeV, n, rL ≥ 1, QCD

0*
0 tracks

1*
1 track

2*
2 tracks

Figure 7: Fraction of 4-jet QCD events that have at least one emerging jet as a function of the radius,
r. These events have the kinematic cuts already applied, see text. From bottom to top, the lines
are emerging jets with at most 0, 1, and 2 tracks inside of the radius r. The solid lines use the
standard PYTHIA tune, while the dashed lines are the modified tune designed to increase the number
of emerging jets in the sample [14].

very few charged tracks. The tune also enhances strangeness of the jets in order to have more hadrons

with long lifetimes. The fraction of events which pass the kinematic cuts for the two di↵erent tunes

are nearly identical giving us confidence that changing the tune does not modify the gross kinematic

structure of the events. We have also checked that the distributions in Fig. 5 are quite similar for the

modified tune. The fraction of events with emerging jets in the modified tune are shown with dashed

lines in Fig. 7, and we see that while the fraction of trackless jets is increased, the e↵ect is small.

We now put all the elements together and show an example cut flow in Tab. 3. We see that having

just one emerging jet dramatically improves the signal to background ratio, but having two can bring

this to a nearly background free search. In the five million events we generated, there was one event

with two emerging jets for r = 10 mm, and zero events with more than one emerging jet for r = 100

mm. We can therefore estimate an upper bound on the background cross section and find it to be

very small.

Put the reach plot here :)

20

pT > 200 GeV
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BACKGROUND COMPOSITION 

pT > 200 GeVjet
track pT > 1 GeV

Flavor of earliest 
decaying track.
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Figure 5: Breakdown of the composition of the di↵erent ways that QCD can produce emerging jets.
The left plots show the distribution transverse decay radius of earliest decaying neutral hadron within
the jet. The histograms are stacked based on the quark content of the decaying neutral hadron, with
strange, charm, and bottom going from bottom to top. The top (bottom) plot require  0 (2) prompt
charged tracks in the jet, and throughout we require all tracks to have p

T

> 1 GeV. The right plots
are jets with no displaced charged tracks at all and again  0 (2) prompt charged tracks on the top
(bottom). These jets are composed of photons, neutrons, neutral strange hadrons, and in the bottom
plot, one or two prompt tracks. The right plots categorize these jets by which of the three types of
displaced neutral categories carry the most p

T

. The “none” category in the bottom plot is for jets
where all the energy is in the one or two prompt tracks. All of the jets displayed must pass the
kinematic cuts described in the text and in Tab. 3.
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TRACKLESS BACKGROUND

pT > 200 GeVjet
track pT > 1 GeV

Composition of 
completely trackless 
background.
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Figure 5: Breakdown of the composition of the di↵erent ways that QCD can produce emerging jets.
The left plots show the distribution transverse decay radius of earliest decaying neutral hadron within
the jet. The histograms are stacked based on the quark content of the decaying neutral hadron, with
strange, charm, and bottom going from bottom to top. The top (bottom) plot require  0 (2) prompt
charged tracks in the jet, and throughout we require all tracks to have p

T

> 1 GeV. The right plots
are jets with no displaced charged tracks at all and again  0 (2) prompt charged tracks on the top
(bottom). These jets are composed of photons, neutrons, neutral strange hadrons, and in the bottom
plot, one or two prompt tracks. The right plots categorize these jets by which of the three types of
displaced neutral categories carry the most p

T

. The “none” category in the bottom plot is for jets
where all the energy is in the one or two prompt tracks. All of the jets displayed must pass the
kinematic cuts described in the text and in Tab. 3.
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DARK SECTOR
Model A Model B

⇤
d

10 GeV 4 GeV
m

V

20 GeV 8 GeV
m

⇡

d

5 GeV 2 GeV
c ⌧

⇡

d

50 mm 5 mm

Table 2: Dark sector parameters in our two benchmark models. ⇤
d

is the dark confinement scale, m
V

is the mass of the dark vector mesons, and m
⇡

d

is the pseudo-scalar mass. c ⌧
⇡

d

is the rest frame decay
length of the pseudo-scalars. We take N

c

= 3 and n
f

= 7 in both benchmarks.

2.3 Benchmarks

In this section we will describe some of the parameters of the dark sector and the mediator, and we will

give benchmark models that we will analyze in the rest of the paper. We take our benchmark mass for

the mediator mass m
X

to be 1 TeV, though we will vary this parameter in order to estimate the LHC

reach for these scenarios. For the dark sector parameters, we consider two benchmark parameter points

which capture the relevant phenomenology and let us study which observables are model dependent

and which are relatively robust within this framework. The benchmark points are shown in Tab. 2.

Inspired by QCD, we take the dark vector masses to be somewhat heavier than the confinement scale

⇤
d

, and we take the dark pion masses to be lighter for both benchmarks. This means that dark vectors

will undergo rapid decay into dark pions before they can decay into SM hadrons.

Model A describes a somewhat heavier dark sector such that an average of O(10) visible hadrons

will be formed in each dark pion decay, while Model B is lighter and there will only be a few visible

hadrons per dark pion decay. Model A also has a relatively longer lifetime so that a substantial

fraction of the dark meson decays will occur in the calorimeters or beyond, while Model B has a short

lifetime and most decays occur within the tracker. In App. B we explore the parameter space of the

dark sector in more breadth and describe how our analysis is relatively robust to this variation. We

also give examples of collider level observables that are sensitive to the dark sector parameters. The

search strategy that we will present in the following is largely independent of the details of the dark

sector.

3 Emerging Jet Phenomenology

At a hadron collider, the mediator particles can be produced on-shell provided that their mass is

su�ciently below the centre-of-mass energy of the experiment. Here and in the following we will

mostly focus on the production of X
d

X̄
d

pairs through a virtual gluon, which can be initiated both

from quark and gluon initial states.

8

Choose two benchmarks:

Dark QCD already in PYTHIA!
Carloni, Sjorstrand, 2010. 
Carloni, Rathsman, Sjorstrand, 2011. 

Run modified version with running.

Model A Model B
⇤
d

10 GeV 4 GeV
m

V

20 GeV 8 GeV
m

⇡

d

5 GeV 2 GeV
c ⌧

⇡

d

150 mm 5 mm

Table 2: Dark sector parameters in our two benchmark models. ⇤
d

is the dark confinement scale, m
V

is the mass of the dark vector mesons, and m
⇡

d

is the pseudo-scalar mass. c ⌧
⇡

d

is the rest frame decay
length of the pseudo-scalars. We take N

c

= 3 and n
f

= 7 in both benchmarks.

multiplicity being much smaller for QCD like theories [3], and even further suppressed in the large

dark N
c

limit [4]. Since one can expect that all dark mesons decay to dark pions on a time scale given

by ⇤�1

d

⌧ �(⇡
d

! d̄d)�1, the dark pion lifetime will be crucial to determine where the dark jets will

emerge in the detector.

2.3 Benchmarks

In this section we will describe some of the parameters of the dark sector and the mediator, and we will

give benchmark models that we will analyze in the rest of the paper. We take our benchmark mass for

the mediator mass m
X

to be 1 TeV, though we will vary this parameter in order to estimate the LHC

reach for these scenarios. For the dark sector parameters, we consider two benchmark parameter points

which capture the relevant phenomenology and let us study which observables are model dependent

and which are relatively robust within this framework. The benchmark points are shown in Tab. 2.

Inspired by QCD, we take the dark vector masses to be somewhat heavier than the confinement scale

⇤
d

, and we take the dark pion masses to be lighter for both benchmarks. This means that dark vectors

will undergo rapid decay into dark pions before they can decay into SM hadrons.

Model A describes a somewhat heavier dark sector such that an average of O(10) visible hadrons

will be formed in each dark pion decay, while Model B is lighter and there will only be a few visible

hadrons per dark pion decay. Model A also has a relatively longer lifetime so that a substantial

fraction of the dark meson decays will occur in the calorimeters or beyond, while Model B has a short

lifetime and most decays occur within the tracker. In App. B we explore the parameter space of the

dark sector in more breadth and describe how our analysis is relatively robust to this variation. We

also give examples of collider level observables that are sensitive to the dark sector parameters. The

search strategy that we will present in the following is largely independent of the details of the dark

sector.

8
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COUPLING RUNNING
Modify PYTHIA to include gauge coupling 
running (current version now includes running).
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No Running
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Figure 10: Comparision of PYTHIA with (blue) and without (pink) running of the gauge coupling
in the dark sector implemented. The left plot is the orphan p

T

: the scalar sum of the p
T

of visible
particles which are not clustered into a jet of p

T

> 200 GeV. The right plot is the girth distribution
(see Eq. (9)). This is for model A events with Z

d

production so all jets originate from the dark sector.

quark masses. The result of this is that for large couplings, events will look more spherical than

in QCD like theories, while for smaller couplings fewer particles will be produced. We can quantify

this by looking at two di↵erent observables. The first is an event variable we call orphan p
T

, which is

obtained by clustering the event into jets and then summing the p
T

of particles which are not clustered

into hard jets with p
T

> 200 GeV. The second variable is for individual jets and is called girth [],

defined as

girth =
1

pjet
T

X

i

pi
T

�R
i

, (9)

where the sum is over all constituents of the jet and �R is the distance in ⌘�� space of a constituent

away from the jet axis. In Fig. 10 we compare PYTHIA with and without gauge coupling running

implemented. We look at events produced through a Z
d

so that all jets are emerging, and we see that

without running, there is a lot more orphan energy and that the jets themselves tend to be broader,

consistent with having events with energy spread all over the detector.

We therefore extend the PYTHIA implementation to allow running of ↵
d

from ⇤
d

to higher scales,

according to the one loop beta function with N
d

dark colours and n
f

dark flavours. As far as the

phenomenology is concerned, this mainly a↵ects the dark parton shower. It is easiest to imagine the

final state parton shower3 as a series of parton branchings a ! bc at scales Q2. The probability for

no splitting to happen between the scales t
0

= log(Q2

0

/⇤2) and t = log(Q2/⇤2), where ⇤ = ⇤
d

is the

3We closely follow Sec. 10 of the PYTHIA 6.4 manual [20].
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       not in jets with pT
pT > 200 GeV
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Figure 13: Comparison of PYTHIA with (solid, blue) and without (dashed, red) running of the gauge
coupling in the dark sector implemented. The left plot is the girth distribution (see Eq. (11)), while
the right plot is the orphan p

T

: the scalar sum of the p
T

of visible particles which are not clustered
into a jet of p

T

> 200 GeV. This is for model B events with Z
d

production so all jets originate from
the dark sector.

defined as

girth =
1

pjet
T

X

i

pi
T

�R
i

, (11)

where the sum is over all constituents of the jet and �R is the distance in ⌘�� space of a constituent

away from the jet axis. In Fig. 13 we compare PYTHIA with and without gauge coupling running

implemented. We look at events produced through a Z
d

so that all jets are emerging, and we see that

without running, there is a lot more orphan energy and that the jets themselves tend to be broader,

consistent with having events with energy spread all over the detector.

We therefore extend the PYTHIA implementation to allow running of ↵
d

from ⇤
d

to higher scales,

according to the one loop beta function with N
d

dark colours and n
f

dark flavours. As far as the

phenomenology is concerned, this mainly a↵ects the dark parton shower. It is easiest to imagine the

final state parton shower6 as a series of parton branchings a ! bc at scales Q2. The probability for

no splitting to happen between the scales t
0

= log(Q2

0

/⇤2) and t = log(Q2/⇤2), where ⇤ = ⇤
d

is the

dark QCD scale here, is known as the Sudakov form factor:

P
a,no

(t
0

, t) = exp

0

@�
Z

t

t

0
dt0

X

b,c

I
a!bc

(t0)

1

A , (12)

6We closely follow Sec. 10 of the PYTHIA 6.4 manual [20].
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BENCHMARK MEDIATOR 1
pp ! ��† ! q̄ Qd Qd q

Collider Signature
• Pair production of heavy bi-fundamental fields:  

!

• Decay to quark - dark quark pairs 

‣ two QCD-jets 

‣ two “Emerging Jets”:  
dark quarks shower and hadronize in dark sector  
decay back to SM jets with displaced vertices

16

�q

q̄ �⇤

Also “Hidden Valley” signature!
Strassler, Zurek, 2007; …!
related: SIMP dark matter!
Bai, Rajaraman, 2011
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BENCHMARK MEDIATOR 1

Final state is  

• 2 QCD jets 

• 2 emerging jets

Cross section is stop-like

� ⇡ few ⇥ �(pp ! t̃1t̃1)

�(M� = 1TeV) ⇡ 10 fb

@ LHC14

pp ! ��† ! q̄ Qd Qd q
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BENCHMARK MEDIATOR 2

Final state is  

• 2 emerging jets
Cross section depends on 
couplings.

Work in progress.

pp ! Zd ! Qd Qd
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JET MOMENTA

Four hard jets is enough to pass trigger for high mass 
mediator. (What about low mass?)

Hardest jet pT

Signal: Emerging
Signal: QCD
Background
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Figure 4: p
T

distributions of the hardest emerging (solid, blue) and hardest QCD (dashed, red) jet
in each signal event, as well as for the hardest jet in the background QCD sample (dotted, green).
Emerging jets have r = 3 mm, n = 0, and pmin

T

= 1 GeV. These events pass all the kinematic cuts
described in the text, and the signal events have at least two emerging jets. The left plot is for Model
A, while the right for Model B.

the exploration of this feature to future work.

In Model A, the lifetime is 50 mm, but some of the dark mesons will have quite large boosts and will

thus decay outside of the pre-defined cylinder. We find that 56% of events contain at least one meson

which decays outside of the cylinder. Furthermore, these mesons tend to carry a substantial amount

of energy because they need to have a large relativistic � factor in order to escape the calorimeter.

On the other hand, Model B has a lifetime of 5 mm, so only 5% of events have mesons that decay

outside of the mock calorimeter. This explains why in Fig. 4 the p
T

distributions of emerging and

non-emerging jets in Model B are very similar.

4.3 Backgrounds

The dominant background for these sorts of four jet events will be from high p
T

QCD. We simulate

four jet (including b) production in QCD using MadGraph 5 [13] and hadronize with PYTHIA 8 [5].

We apply parton level cuts that require each of the four jets to have p
T

> 150 GeV and that the scalar

sum of the p
T

’s of the jets H
T

> 800 GeV. This is the tree level cross section shown in Tab. 3 for the

background. From the cut flow we see that with just the kinematic cuts, the signal to background

ratio is dauntingly small. Requiring emerging jets can dramatically reduce the background because

the majority of QCD jets will have a large number of prompt tracks. QCD can fake the signal because

15

35



DANIEL STOLARSKI     May 23, 2017      Wisconsin

SEARCH STRATEGY
pp ! ��† ! q̄ Qd Q̄d q

m⇡d = 2 GeV c⌧⇡d = 5 mm
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Figure 6: Fraction of signal events in Model A (top) and Model B (bottom) which have at least one
(left) or two (right) emerging jets with pmin

T

= 1 GeV as a function of r, the transverse distance.
Within each plot, the curves are a maximum of 0, 1, and 2 tracks with transverse origin less than r
going from bottom to top. A vertical line is put at the proper lifetime of the particular model. All
events must pass the kinematic preselection cuts.
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Model A Model B QCD 4-jet Modified PYTHIA
Tree level 14.6 14.6 410,000 410,000

� 4 jets, |⌘| < 2.5
p
T

(jet) > 200 GeV 4.9 8.4 48,000 48,000
H

T

> 1000 GeV

E(1GeV, 0, 3mm) � 1 4.1 4.1 54 67
E(1GeV, 0, 3mm) � 2 1.8 0.8 ⇠ 0.08 ⇠ 0.04

E(1GeV, 0, 100mm) � 1 1.7 . 0.01 11 15
E(1GeV, 0, 100mm) � 2 0.2 . 0.01 . 0.02 . 0.02

Table 3: Cut flow of the four jet analysis. Numbers in columns are cross sections in fb at LHC14.
For the signal we take the mass of the bifundamental M

X

= 1 TeV. The two right most columns are
di↵erent background estimates, the first using the standard PYTHIA tune, while the second uses the
modified tune [14]. The tree level cross section for the background is with the generator level cuts
discussed in the text.

section and find it to be very small.

Put the reach plot here :)

4.5 Alternative Strategy: p
T

Weighting

In this section we present an alternative based on using the p
T

fraction of the jet which is emerging

rather than counting tracks. As before, this requires reconstruction of displaced charged tracks in

order to determine L
xy

, how far from the origin in the x � y plane they originate. This strategy,

however, is more robust to pileup because while a pile up event can produced tracks above the 1 GeV

threshold from the previous section, they are much more unlikely to make a substantial contribution

to the p
T

of a jet.

For this section we define the p
T

fraction F (r) for a jet as a function of radius as:

F (r) =
1

pjet
T

X

L

xy

>r

pi
T

(8)

where pi
T

is the p
T

of charged tracks with L
xy

> r. This variable goes from 0 to 1 for a given jet. For

QCD jets it tends to take values near zero since most of the energy is in prompt tracks. A jet can only

have F = 1 if it is composed entirely of charged tracks which originate further away than r. This is

because neutral particles contribute to the denominator in the prefactor but do not contribute to the

sum. By isospin conservation, we expect approximately half of the decay products of the dark mesons

to be neutral, so we expect the F distribution for signal jets to be peaked around 0.5 for r less than

the lifetime of the dark pions.

21

CUT FLOW
Cross sections in fb at LHC14:

Paired di-jet resonance search very difficult!
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Model A Model B QCD 4-jet Modified PYTHIA
Tree level 14.6 14.6 410,000 410,000

� 4 jets, |⌘| < 2.5
p
T

(jet) > 200 GeV 4.9 8.4 48,000 48,000
H

T

> 1000 GeV

E(1GeV, 0, 3mm) � 1 4.1 4.1 54 67
E(1GeV, 0, 3mm) � 2 1.8 0.8 ⇠ 0.08 ⇠ 0.04

E(1GeV, 0, 100mm) � 1 1.7 . 0.01 11 15
E(1GeV, 0, 100mm) � 2 0.2 . 0.01 . 0.02 . 0.02

Table 3: Cut flow of the four jet analysis. Numbers in columns are cross sections in fb at LHC14.
For the signal we take the mass of the bifundamental M

X

= 1 TeV. The two right most columns are
di↵erent background estimates, the first using the standard PYTHIA tune, while the second uses the
modified tune [14]. The tree level cross section for the background is with the generator level cuts
discussed in the text.

section and find it to be very small.

Put the reach plot here :)

4.5 Alternative Strategy: p
T

Weighting

In this section we present an alternative based on using the p
T

fraction of the jet which is emerging

rather than counting tracks. As before, this requires reconstruction of displaced charged tracks in

order to determine L
xy

, how far from the origin in the x � y plane they originate. This strategy,

however, is more robust to pileup because while a pile up event can produced tracks above the 1 GeV

threshold from the previous section, they are much more unlikely to make a substantial contribution

to the p
T

of a jet.

For this section we define the p
T

fraction F (r) for a jet as a function of radius as:

F (r) =
1

pjet
T

X

L

xy

>r

pi
T

(8)

where pi
T

is the p
T

of charged tracks with L
xy

> r. This variable goes from 0 to 1 for a given jet. For

QCD jets it tends to take values near zero since most of the energy is in prompt tracks. A jet can only

have F = 1 if it is composed entirely of charged tracks which originate further away than r. This is

because neutral particles contribute to the denominator in the prefactor but do not contribute to the

sum. By isospin conservation, we expect approximately half of the decay products of the dark mesons

to be neutral, so we expect the F distribution for signal jets to be peaked around 0.5 for r less than

the lifetime of the dark pions.
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CUT FLOW
Cross sections in fb at LHC14:

Requiring emerging jets changes the game. 
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Figure 10: Region of lifetime and mediator mass parameter space probed with 100 fb�1 (top
row) and 3000 fb�1 (bottom row) at the 14 TeV LHC. For each model we show 2� (dashed)
and 5� contours (solid) in the M

X

� c⌧
0

plane, assuming a systematic uncertainty of 100% on
the background. The di↵erent colors correspond to requiring E(1 GeV, 0, 3 mm) � 2 (blue) and
E(1 GeV, 0, 100 mm) � 2 (red).
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Assume 100% systematic error on background. 
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HIGH LUMI-LHC
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Figure 10: Region of lifetime and mediator mass parameter space probed with 100 fb�1 (top
row) and 3000 fb�1 (bottom row) at the 14 TeV LHC. For each model we show 2� (dashed)
and 5� contours (solid) in the M

X

� c⌧
0

plane, assuming a systematic uncertainty of 100% on
the background. The di↵erent colors correspond to requiring E(1 GeV, 0, 3 mm) � 2 (blue) and
E(1 GeV, 0, 100 mm) � 2 (red).
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Better reach with high luminosity.
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ALTERNATIVE STRATEGY
Fraction of jet energy 
reconstructing outside  
of circle. 

Neutrals (photon, neutron) 
do not contribute, hard to 
get F=1. 

Much more robust to  
pile-up.
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F DISTRIBUTIONS
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Figure 11: F distributions for model A (top), model B (middle), and QCD background (bottom).
The left plots are the distribution of the highest and second highest F values for jets in an event,
where for model A (B) we have taken r = 100 (3) mm, and for the background we show both.
The right plot shows the fraction of events that have at least one jet with F > 0.3, 0.5, or 0.7.
All events must pass the kinematic cuts in Tab. 3. Note that the signal plots use a linear scale
while the background plots use a log scale, and the dashed lines in the bottom right plot are
those using the modified Pythia tune.
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Figure 11: F distributions for model A (top), model B (middle), and QCD background (bottom).
The left plots are the distribution of the highest and second highest F values for jets in an event,
where for model A (B) we have taken r = 100 (3) mm, and for the background we show both.
The right plot shows the fraction of events that have at least one jet with F > 0.3, 0.5, or 0.7.
All events must pass the kinematic cuts in Tab. 3. Note that the signal plots use a linear scale
while the background plots use a log scale, and the dashed lines in the bottom right plot are
those using the modified Pythia tune.
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ALTERNATIVE CUT FLOW
Cross sections in fb:

b-jet background too large at r=10 mm.

Works pretty well at r=100 mm.

Model A Model B QCD 4-jet Modified Pythia
� 4 jets, |⌘| < 2.5
p
T

(jet) > 200 GeV 4.9 8.5 48,000 48,000
H

T

> 1000 GeV

1 jet F (100 mm) > 0.5 3.7 1.9 130 150
2 jets F (100 mm) > 0.5 1.2 0.1 0.2 0.2

�(100 fb�1) 5.9 0.5 - -

Table 4: Same as Tab. 3 but with p
T

weighted variables. The last row shows the discovery
significance � defined in Eq. (7) again taking � = 100%.

splitting and/or ISR. From the plots in the right column we see that the fraction of events that

will pass any cut is insensitive to r for r smaller or comparable to the lifetime. For larger r, the

e�ciency decreases slowly because the highest energy pions tend to be the ones that travel the

further because of relativistic boost. Therefore, even for distances much larger than the proper

lifetime, there is still a reasonable fraction of events that pass this cut. This contrasts with the

emerging jet definition depicted in Fig. 8, where there is a much steeper drop as a function of r

because we only require one dark pion to decay at a radius less than r.

We now turn to the QCD background quantified in the bottom row of Fig. 11. We see that

the F distribution is peaked at zero and steeply falling. We also see that it is much more steeply

falling for r = 100 mm than for 3 mm. This is a consequence of b hadrons; in Fig. 7 we see that

b hadrons tend to decay between 1 and 100 mm, so for r = 3 mm, there will be many undecayed

neutral b mesons that will contribute to F , but for r = 100 mm, only strange mesons contribute.

Looking at the bottom right plot we see that there is a strong break, and going to r = 100 can

give QCD rejection O(103) by requiring one jet with large F , and much better if we require two

such jets.

When we analyze the signal and background together, we find that using r = 3 mm there is

a very large background from b hadrons so it is impossible to su�ciently reduce the background

without killing the signal. The experiments, however, are very good at finding b jets, so using

those techniques it is likely possible to distinguish the b background from the signal using

not only lifetime information but also invariant masses and decay products. Because of the

complexity of experimental b-tagging algorithms, we cannot simulate them here, but we stress

large improvements may be possible.

Instead we will focus on r = 100 mm where the b’s have mostly decayed and the strange

background is much smaller. This method works for model A with the long lifetime, but there is

even marginal sensitivity to model B with a much shorter lifetime. We show an abbreviated cut

flow in Tab. 4 for mediator mass of 1 TeV, and we see that requiring two jets with F > 0.5 leads

to a signal to background ratio much larger than one, allowing a possible discover at the LHC.

We present this alternative method, because unlike the one in Sec. 4.5, it is an a�rmative

search for the emerging property. The previous method uses the fact that prompt tracks are

a feature of the background and requires the absence of them. This allows backgrounds such

23
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Abstract

A search is performed for long-lived massive neutral particles decaying to quark-
antiquark pairs. The experimental signature is a distinctive topology of a pair of jets
originating at a secondary vertex. Events were collected by the CMS detector at the
LHC during pp collisions at

p
s = 8 TeV, and selected from data samples correspond-

ing to 18.6 fb�1 of integrated luminosity. No significant excess is observed above
standard model expectations and an upper limit is set with 95% confidence level on
the production cross section of a heavy scalar particle, H0, in the mass range 200 to
1000 GeV, decaying into a pair of long-lived neutral X0 particles in the mass range 50
to 350 GeV, which each decay to quark-antiquark pairs. For X0 mean proper lifetimes
of 0.1 to 200 cm the upper limits are typically 0.3�300 fb.

CMS Collaboration, Phys.Rev.D.91, 
012017 (2015) [arXiv:1411.6530].
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Displaced Di-Jet Emerging Jet

Figure 5: Di↵erence between a displaced dijet signature from the decay of a heavy long-lived
particle and the emerging jet signature.

are required and are fitted to the same displaced vertex. This di↵ers qualitatively from the

emerging jets scenario as shown in Fig. 5, and this can be seen from the specific analysis strategy

employed in [62]. In order to reduce background from pile up, this search requires one good vertex

with at least 4 GeV invariant mass and 8 GeV p
T

. Once that vertex is constructed, it eliminates

tracks which do not pass through that vertex. Most emerging jet events will already fail the

requirement of having two displaced jets that originate from the same vertex, as illustrated in

Fig 5. Furthermore, in the emerging jet scenario with many di↵erent displaced vertices, this

algorithm will have di�culty choosing a vertex and then will throw out the majority of the

tracks, drastically reducing the signal e�ciency. While this search is di�cult to accurately recast,

it is clearly not optimal, and it is unlikely to be sensitive to the emerging jet signal.

ATLAS displaced event triggers: ATLAS has published a description of triggers [63]

that can be used for displaced events. As we will see below, triggering is not a problem for our

signal because of the energy deposited in the calorimeters. The main ATLAS trigger for objects

that decay before reaching the calorimeter requires zero tracks reconstructed using the standard

algorithm within the jet cone. It also requires a muon inside that cone with p
T

> 10 GeV, and

neither of these requirements are generic in emerging jet scenarios. There are also triggers for

long-lived particles decaying in the calorimeters or muon system, but we do not focus on that

region of parameter space here.

ATLAS long lived neutral particle search: ATLAS has also published a search of long

lived neutral particles [64] and one for lepton jets [65]. In our case, we generically have pair

production of a long lived object which then decays to two or four states, so as with the CMS

search, the models considered only has one displaced vertex for each exotic object. Both searches

require the EM fraction, the fraction of energy in the electromagnetic calorimeter relative to

the hadronic calorimeter, to be smaller than 0.1.5 This requirement is designed to select objects

decaying in the hadronic calorimeter and thus leaving very little energy in the electromagnetic

one. Because of the emerging nature of the signal considered here, there will be energy in all

segments of the calorimeter and this cut would generally cut out the majority of our signal. It

could be sensitive to regions of parameter space with longer lifetimes, but then there will be

5The lepton jet search only requires this for their hadronic category, but the categories that require muons will
also not be sensitive.
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Abstract

A search is performed for long-lived massive neutral particles decaying to quark-
antiquark pairs. The experimental signature is a distinctive topology of a pair of jets
originating at a secondary vertex. Events were collected by the CMS detector at the
LHC during pp collisions at

p
s = 8 TeV, and selected from data samples correspond-

ing to 18.6 fb�1 of integrated luminosity. No significant excess is observed above
standard model expectations and an upper limit is set with 95% confidence level on
the production cross section of a heavy scalar particle, H0, in the mass range 200 to
1000 GeV, decaying into a pair of long-lived neutral X0 particles in the mass range 50
to 350 GeV, which each decay to quark-antiquark pairs. For X0 mean proper lifetimes
of 0.1 to 200 cm the upper limits are typically 0.3�300 fb.

Require di-jets all coming 
from a single displaced vertex. 

Throw away energy of tracks 
not reconstructed from vertex. 

Unlikely to be sensitive to 
emerging phenomenology.
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Figure 4: The 95% CL expected and observed upper limits.
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3 Lepton-jet models

It is important to evaluate the performance of the LJ search criteria by setting limits on
models that predict LJs in the final state. Of particular relevance are models which predict
non-SM Higgs boson decays to LJs. Indeed, the phenomenology of the Higgs boson is
extremely susceptible to new couplings, and new decay channels may thus easily exist.
Since the structure of the unknown hidden sector may greatly influence the properties of
the LJ, a simplified-model approach is highly beneficial. The two Falkowski–Ruderman–
Volansky–Zupan (FRVZ) models [6, 37], which predict non-SM Higgs boson decays to LJs
are considered. Figure 1 shows diagrams for the decay of the Higgs boson to LJs in the two
models. The Higgs boson, H, decays to pairs of hidden fermions, fd2 . In the first model
(left in figure 1) fd2 decays to a dark photon, �d, and to a lighter hidden fermion, HLSP
(Hidden Lightest Stable Particle). In the second model (right in figure 1) fd2 decays to a
HLSP and to a hidden scalar, sd1 that in turn decays to pairs of dark photons. For the �d
decays, only electron, muon and pion final states are considered. In general, radiation in
the hidden sector may occur, resulting in additional hidden photons. The number of such
radiated photons, however, varies on an event-by-event basis and depends on unknown
model-dependent parameters such as the hidden gauge coupling ↵d.2 Therefore such a
possibility is not considered here.
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Figure 1. Diagrams of the two FRVZ models used as benchmarks in the analysis. `+ `� corresponds
to electron/muon/pion pair decay in the final state.

4 Lepton-jet search

There are a large number of possible LJ topologies resulting from different possible hidden
sectors. For instance, the LJ shape is controlled, in part, by the typical boost of the hidden
particles, which in turn is determined by the ratio of the decaying visible-sector particle’s

2See equation 3.1 in ref. [40]
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It is important to evaluate the performance of the LJ search criteria by setting limits on
models that predict LJs in the final state. Of particular relevance are models which predict
non-SM Higgs boson decays to LJs. Indeed, the phenomenology of the Higgs boson is
extremely susceptible to new couplings, and new decay channels may thus easily exist.
Since the structure of the unknown hidden sector may greatly influence the properties of
the LJ, a simplified-model approach is highly beneficial. The two Falkowski–Ruderman–
Volansky–Zupan (FRVZ) models [6, 37], which predict non-SM Higgs boson decays to LJs
are considered. Figure 1 shows diagrams for the decay of the Higgs boson to LJs in the two
models. The Higgs boson, H, decays to pairs of hidden fermions, fd2 . In the first model
(left in figure 1) fd2 decays to a dark photon, �d, and to a lighter hidden fermion, HLSP
(Hidden Lightest Stable Particle). In the second model (right in figure 1) fd2 decays to a
HLSP and to a hidden scalar, sd1 that in turn decays to pairs of dark photons. For the �d
decays, only electron, muon and pion final states are considered. In general, radiation in
the hidden sector may occur, resulting in additional hidden photons. The number of such
radiated photons, however, varies on an event-by-event basis and depends on unknown
model-dependent parameters such as the hidden gauge coupling ↵d.2 Therefore such a
possibility is not considered here.
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4 Lepton-jet search

There are a large number of possible LJ topologies resulting from different possible hidden
sectors. For instance, the LJ shape is controlled, in part, by the typical boost of the hidden
particles, which in turn is determined by the ratio of the decaying visible-sector particle’s

2See equation 3.1 in ref. [40]
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Requires ECAL/HCAL < 0.1. 

Optimized for decays within 
HCAL, extremely low efficiency 
except possibly for long 
lifetimes.
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Figure 15. The 95% upper limits on the �⇥BR for the processes H ! 2�d + X (left) and
H ! 4�d +X (right), as a function of the �d lifetime (c⌧) for the FRVZ benchmark samples. The
expected limit is shown as the dashed curve and the almost identical solid curve shows the observed
limit. The horizontal lines correspond to �⇥BR for two values of the BR of the Higgs boson decay
to dark photons.

from the simultaneous CLs ABCD method, can be compared with the expected background
from the ABCD method assuming no signal (see section 5.3). For the two-�d model the
estimated background is 13 ± 8 events and for the four-�d model it is 13 ± 7 events, to be
compared with 12 ± 9 events obtained by ABCD method assuming no signal (section 5.3).
The resulting exclusion limits on the �⇥BR, assuming the Higgs boson SM gluon fusion
production cross section �SM = 19.2 pb, are shown in figure 15 as a function of the �d mean
lifetime (expressed as c⌧) for the two models. The exclusion plots with the TYPE2-TYPE2
category of events removed are shown in figure 16. In figure 15 and figure 16 the observed
limit is slightly better than the expected one, because the number of events in the signal
region is slightly smaller than the expected background from cosmic rays and multi-jets. It
is seen that for these two models the search is more sensitive when excluding the TYPE2-
TYPE2 events. Table 10 shows the ranges in which the �d lifetime (c⌧) is excluded at the
95% CL for H ! 2�d +X and H ! 4�d +X assuming a BR of 10%. The corresponding
limits with TYPE2-TYPE2 events excluded are shown in table 11.
For the case of a hidden photon which kinetically mixes with the SM photon, these limits
can be converted into exclusion limits on the kinetic mixing parameter ✏ using the eqs. (4)
and (5) of ref. [9]. For more details see also refs. [2, 6]. For H ! 2�d +X with a �d mass
= 0.4 GeV excluding TYPE2-TYPE2 events, the interval that is excluded at 95% CL is
7.7⇥10�7  ✏  2.7⇥10�6.
These results are also interpreted in the context of the Vector portal model as exclusion
contours in the kinetic mixing parameter ✏ vs �d mass plane [26, 57] as shown in figure 17.
Assuming Higgs decay branching fractions into �d of 5/10/20/40% and the NNLO gluon
fusion Higgs production cross section, the lifetime limits can be converted into kinetic mixing
parameter ✏ limits. The resulting 90% CL exclusion regions for H ! 2�d + X are shown

– 24 –

See also ATLAS trigger paper: arXiv:1305.2204 [hep-ex].
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ATLAS SEARCH 2

ATLAS Collaboration, Phys.Rev.D.92 
(2015) [arXiv:1504.03634].  
See also ATLAS [arXiv:1501.04020].

Similar isolation 
requirements as CMS 
search. 
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FIG. 10. (a) Observed 95% CL limits on � ⇥ BR/�SM for the scalar boson samples with mH = 125 GeV. Three horizontal
lines mark branching fractions for the Higgs boson decaying to ⇡

v

pairs at 15%, 5%, and 1%. Observed 95% CL limits on
� ⇥ BR for the scalar boson samples with (b) m� = 100 GeV, (c) m� = 140 GeV, and (d) m� = 300 GeV, 600 GeV, and
900 GeV. Observed 95% CL limits on � ⇥ BR for the (e) Z0samples and (f) Stealth SUSY samples.

EUROPEAN ORGANISATION FOR NUCLEAR RESEARCH (CERN)
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Search for long-lived, weakly interacting particles that

decay to displaced hadronic jets in proton–proton collisions

at

p
s = 8 TeV with the ATLAS detector

The ATLAS Collaboration

Abstract

A search for the decay of neutral, weakly interacting, long-lived particles using data collected
by the ATLAS detector at the LHC is presented. This analysis uses the full dataset recorded in
2012: 20.3 fb�1 of proton–proton collision data at

p
s = 8 TeV. The search employs techniques for

reconstructing decay vertices of long-lived particles decaying to jets in the inner tracking detector
and muon spectrometer. Signal events require at least two reconstructed vertices. No significant
excess of events over the expected background is found, and limits as a function of proper lifetime
are reported for the decay of the Higgs boson and other scalar bosons to long-lived particles and
for Hidden Valley Z 0and Stealth SUSY benchmark models. The first search results for displaced
decays in Z 0and Stealth SUSY models are presented. The upper bounds of the excluded proper
lifetimes are the most stringent to date.

c� 2015 CERN for the benefit of the ATLAS Collaboration.
Reproduction of this article or parts of it is allowed as specified in the CC-BY-3.0 license.

ar
X

iv
:1

50
4.

03
63

4v
2 

 [h
ep

-e
x]

  1
6 

A
pr

 2
01

5

47



DANIEL STOLARSKI     May 23, 2017      Wisconsin

LHCb

LHCb has excellent 
tracking. 

Limited coverage of 
event.
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LHC    SEARCHb
Search for long-lived particles

decaying to jet pairs

The LHCb collaboration†

Abstract

A search is presented for long-lived particles with a mass between 25 and 50GeV/c2

and a lifetime between 1 and 200 ps in a sample of proton-proton collisions at a
centre-of-mass energy of

p
s = 7TeV, corresponding to an integrated luminosity

of 0.62 fb�1, collected by the LHCb detector. The particles are assumed to be
pair-produced by the decay of a Standard Model-like Higgs boson. The experimental
signature of the long-lived particle is a displaced vertex with two associated jets.
No excess above the background is observed and limits are set on the production
cross-section as a function of the long-lived particle mass and lifetime.

arXiv:1412.3021v1  [hep-ex]  9 Dec 2014

Similar model to 
CMS search.
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LHC    SEARCHb
Again require to 
distinct jets with 
single vertex. 

Insensitive to 
emerging pheno. 
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COMPLEMENTARITY
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Figure 13: Left: Fraction of Q

d

Q̄
d

events with at least N
⇡

d

dark pions inside the LHCb detector.
About 45% of all events have at least one dark pion in LHCb, and almost 30% have three or
more. Right: Momentum distribution of dark pions in the LHCb detector.

at LHCb and show some kinematic properties of the produced dark pions. For definiteness, we

will consider the operator O
u

= 1/⇤2(ū�
µ

u)(Q̄
d

�µQ
d

), which can originate from integrating out

either a Z 0 boson or a bi-fundamental scalar, as discussed in Sec. 2. Coupling to ūu yields the

largest cross sections, which should give the strongest constraints. At the 14 TeV LHC, we find

�(pp ! Q̄
d

Q
d

) ⇡ (8.2 pb) ⇥ N
d

⇥ n
f

⇥
✓

TeV

⇤

◆
4

(10)

for the tree level cross section (with a cut of
p

ŝ > 50 GeV), which scales as 1/⇤4, as long as the

EFT description is valid. If instead we consider the operator from Eq. (4) with ⇤ = /M
X

d

, the

cross section is about a factor 8 smaller due to the smaller down quark PDFs and due to the

chiral structure of the couplings.

When comparing with the direct on-shell production of mediators, a few comments are in

order. First, if we consider a t-channel mediator like X
d

, the on and o↵-shell contributions are

independent of each other, and controlled by di↵erent parameters. The direct production of the

mediator is fully determined by the QCD coupling. The o↵-shell production of Q
d

pairs can be

larger, but it is important to realize that it now has to compete with QCD dijet production, and

it is unclear how an emerging dijet signal could be triggered on e�ciently at ATLAS and CMS.

If instead the operators would originate from integrating out a Z 0 boson, the on-shell

production and e↵ective operator would contribute to the same final state, and direct Z 0

production could easily dominate. Still as far as LHCb is concerned, the e↵ective operator

description is su�cient, since only part of the event is reconstructed, and we are mostly interested

in the fraction of events where one or more dark pions enter the LHCb detector.7

In Fig. 13 we show the fraction of events where one or more dark pions end up in the LHCb

detector. For both benchmark models, about half of all Q
d

Q̄
d

events have one or more dark

pions in the pseudo-rapidity range of LHCb. Also shown is the momentum distribution of dark

7Additional care would be necessary in order to convert a limit on ⇤ into a bound on the Z0 mass, since that
limit will depend on the couplings and branching ratios of the Z0 as well as on the relative contributions of on and
o↵-shell production of Q

d

, due to the scaling of the produced dark meson number with
p
ŝ.

26

LHC    SENSITIVITYb

~45% of events have > 0 pions in LHCb. 
~30% have > 2.
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TRACK MULTIPLICTY

Model A

Model B
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Figure 12: Multiplicity of charged tracks in ⇡
D

decays, assuming 100% decay to down quarks, and
with the fragmentation process simulated using PYTHIA.

Events with three or more reconstructed displaced dark pions might look su�ciently di↵erent from

QCD backgrounds for the search to be background free. Then if we assume a reconstruction e�ciency

of 10%, with 20 fb�1 one could probe cross sections for �(pp ! Q̄
D

Q
D

) as low as 10 fb, corresponding

to scales ⇤ ⇠ 5 TeV. While this is just a very crude estimate, the reach seems promising enough to

warrant a more careful analysis.

6 Sensitivity to other long lived new physics scenarios

Long lived particles decaying with displaced vertices are well motivated in many extensions of the SM.

A well known example is the case of R-parity violating (RPV) supersymmetry [73]. There the LSP is

allowed to decay to SM particles, however bounds from non-observation of baryon and lepton number

violation typically constrain the involved couplings to be tiny, such that their decay length can be

macroscopic.

Other more recent examples where displaced decays are motivated include... Long lived Higgs [56,

69,70] or late Higgs production [74], Baryogenesis [73,75], keV dark matter [76], heavy neutrinos [71]

and right-handed sneutrinos [77].

When considering a specific model, a dedicated search will most likely deliver optimal results. For

instance, if muons are likely to appear in the final state, those can be used for triggering purposes and

to suppress backgrounds. On the other hand, given the variety of models on the market, it is also

desirable to have searches which are more model independent, and thus will allow one to place bounds

28
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POWER OF EMERGING JET
Emerging jet search would be 

sensitive to other long-lived 

scenarios 

• Lepton jets 

• RPV neutralinos decay to jets 

• …

3 Lepton-jet models

It is important to evaluate the performance of the LJ search criteria by setting limits on
models that predict LJs in the final state. Of particular relevance are models which predict
non-SM Higgs boson decays to LJs. Indeed, the phenomenology of the Higgs boson is
extremely susceptible to new couplings, and new decay channels may thus easily exist.
Since the structure of the unknown hidden sector may greatly influence the properties of
the LJ, a simplified-model approach is highly beneficial. The two Falkowski–Ruderman–
Volansky–Zupan (FRVZ) models [6, 37], which predict non-SM Higgs boson decays to LJs
are considered. Figure 1 shows diagrams for the decay of the Higgs boson to LJs in the two
models. The Higgs boson, H, decays to pairs of hidden fermions, fd2 . In the first model
(left in figure 1) fd2 decays to a dark photon, �d, and to a lighter hidden fermion, HLSP
(Hidden Lightest Stable Particle). In the second model (right in figure 1) fd2 decays to a
HLSP and to a hidden scalar, sd1 that in turn decays to pairs of dark photons. For the �d
decays, only electron, muon and pion final states are considered. In general, radiation in
the hidden sector may occur, resulting in additional hidden photons. The number of such
radiated photons, however, varies on an event-by-event basis and depends on unknown
model-dependent parameters such as the hidden gauge coupling ↵d.2 Therefore such a
possibility is not considered here.

γd 

H 

fd 2 

fd 2 

γd 

HLSP 

HLSP 

ℓ  + 

ℓ  - 

ℓ  + 

ℓ  - 

γd 

H 

fd 2 

fd 2 

γd 
HLSP 

HLSP 

γd 

γd sd 1 

sd 1 

ℓ  + 

ℓ  - 

ℓ  + 

ℓ  - 

ℓ  + 

ℓ  - 

ℓ  + 
ℓ  - 

Figure 1. Diagrams of the two FRVZ models used as benchmarks in the analysis. `+ `� corresponds
to electron/muon/pion pair decay in the final state.

4 Lepton-jet search

There are a large number of possible LJ topologies resulting from different possible hidden
sectors. For instance, the LJ shape is controlled, in part, by the typical boost of the hidden
particles, which in turn is determined by the ratio of the decaying visible-sector particle’s

2See equation 3.1 in ref. [40]

– 4 –
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RPV NEUTRALINO
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Figure 16: Sensitivity of the emerging jets search for the RPV MSSM toy model, at the 14 TeV
LHC. Contours are as in Fig. 10. A common mass M

q̃

is assumed for first and second generation
right-handed up-squarks, while all other MSSM particles are assumed to be heavy.

The squarks, of course, decay promptly via gauge or Yukawa interactions: q̃ ! q�
1

.

In the following we generate events for a RPV toy model where only the right-handed up and

charm squarks and the lightest neutralino are kinematically accessible. Signal events are generated

using the MSSM implementation [93] in Pythia. The squark masses M
ũR

= M
c̃R

⌘ M
q̃

and

the neutralino lifetime c⌧
�

are varied, and the neutralino mass is taken to be m
�

= 100 GeV.

Since the squark masses are of order TeV, the neutralino will have a significant boost, such that

its decay products will be collimated. This is a challenging regime for searches which rely on

reconstructing a common displaced vertex for a dijet pair. The emerging jets search has no

problem picking up this signature, and we show our reach estimate in Fig. 16. There is sensitivity

across four orders of magnitude in neutralino lifetime c⌧
0

for squark masses as high as 1500 GeV.

Compared with the dark QCD signature, the reach in c⌧
0

is larger. The reason for this is that

there is only one displaced decay per jet, while in the dark QCD model multiple displaced decays

happen, which reduce the cut e�ciency on the signal. Similar to the dark QCD case, going to

3000 fb�1 can significantly improve the reach in the 100 mm channel, while the benefits in the

3 mm search are more moderate.

Before concluding, we would like to stress that the supersymmetric model used here was

chosen purely for phenomenological reasons. From a naturalness perspective it would be more

motivated to only have third generation squarks in the kinematic range. The resulting signature

with prompt top-jets and displaced neutralino jets would be interesting to study in the future.

7 Conclusions

The LHC and its detectors are excellent machines for exploring the physics of the TeV scale. Yet,

there are only a finite number of analyses that can be done on the data, so it is important to

29
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HIGH LUMINOSITY
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Figure 16: Sensitivity of the emerging jets search for the RPV MSSM toy model, at the 14 TeV
LHC. Contours are as in Fig. 10. A common mass M

q̃

is assumed for first and second generation
right-handed up-squarks, while all other MSSM particles are assumed to be heavy.

The squarks, of course, decay promptly via gauge or Yukawa interactions: q̃ ! q�
1

.

In the following we generate events for a RPV toy model where only the right-handed up and

charm squarks and the lightest neutralino are kinematically accessible. Signal events are generated

using the MSSM implementation [93] in Pythia. The squark masses M
ũR

= M
c̃R

⌘ M
q̃

and

the neutralino lifetime c⌧
�

are varied, and the neutralino mass is taken to be m
�

= 100 GeV.

Since the squark masses are of order TeV, the neutralino will have a significant boost, such that

its decay products will be collimated. This is a challenging regime for searches which rely on

reconstructing a common displaced vertex for a dijet pair. The emerging jets search has no

problem picking up this signature, and we show our reach estimate in Fig. 16. There is sensitivity

across four orders of magnitude in neutralino lifetime c⌧
0

for squark masses as high as 1500 GeV.

Compared with the dark QCD signature, the reach in c⌧
0

is larger. The reason for this is that

there is only one displaced decay per jet, while in the dark QCD model multiple displaced decays

happen, which reduce the cut e�ciency on the signal. Similar to the dark QCD case, going to

3000 fb�1 can significantly improve the reach in the 100 mm channel, while the benefits in the

3 mm search are more moderate.

Before concluding, we would like to stress that the supersymmetric model used here was

chosen purely for phenomenological reasons. From a naturalness perspective it would be more

motivated to only have third generation squarks in the kinematic range. The resulting signature

with prompt top-jets and displaced neutralino jets would be interesting to study in the future.

7 Conclusions

The LHC and its detectors are excellent machines for exploring the physics of the TeV scale. Yet,

there are only a finite number of analyses that can be done on the data, so it is important to
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EXPERIMENTAL WORK

Ongoing work in 3 different collaborations: 

• ATLAS (Ohio State, NYU) 

• CMS (Florida St., Maryland) 

• LHCb (Cincinnati, Santiago de Compostela)
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ATLAS MONTE CARLO

James Beacham (Ohio State) ATLAS Dark Sector Workshop — Cosenza, Italy — 10 Feb. 2016 9

Emerging Jets at 13 TeV
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SOFT BOMBS

FIG. 1. Schematic representation of a soft bomb event with ⇠ 100 tracks, showing electrons and

muons in blue and green respectively. The cylinder represents the inner boundary of the ECAL.

An O(1) fraction of the tracks are too soft to reach the ECAL, generating Emiss
T if the bomb itself

is recoiling against other hard particles in the event.

existing level 1 (L1) trigger. (For VBF and VH production of Higgs bombs, associated

hard jets or leptons permit the same.) Moreover, a sizable fraction of the final states –

so called ‘loopers’ – are too soft to reach the electromagnetic calorimeter (ECAL), as

shown schematically in Fig. 1. This means that a soft bomb recoiling against a hard

object can generate sizable Emiss
T , and thereby also pass the (L1) Emiss

T trigger with a

reasonable e�ciency.

ii) At the HLT level, we search for a highly localized population of hits compared to the

more di↵use background from pile-up interactions. To minimize the spreading of the

signal hits, we focus on the innermost layer of the tracker.

iii) In an o↵-line analysis it should be possible to fully reconstruct the event, and enhance

background rejection via requirements on track multiplicities. In addition, it may be

possible to extract extra information from the factorial moments and cumulants of

the multiplicity distributions [49]. Variables based on the track multiplicity are also

promising for more weakly coupled hidden valleys [50].

To explore the e�cacy of this strategy, we simulate soft bomb generation and propagation

inside a simplified model of the ATLAS detector for a number of representative benchmark

points and estimate the signal e�ciencies that can be obtained at both stages of the trigger.

We show that the triggering e�ciencies for bombs of mass several ⇥ 100 GeV could be as

high as ⇠ 10%. Further, the acceptance rate for Higgs bombs triggered in the manner is

5

If dark sector is approximately conformal instead of QCD-
like, hadrons will generate soft bombs instead of jets. 

Unclear what the best strategies are for this. 

Knapen, Griso, Papucci, Robinson, arXiv:1612.00850. 

Also called Soft Unclustered Energy Patterns (SUEP).
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WORK IS ONGOING
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DARK SHOWERS

P. Schwaller
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DARK SHOWERS
Tasks for the theorists

• Vary particle multiplicity in existing MCs and check effect 

• Benchmark models <= can we populate the 
classifications we have outlined above 

• What gives us wide jets? (Nf, Kinematics -- How to MC 
this?): (how to interpolate between Emergent Pencil jets 
and SUEP) 

• Pedro and Dan add multiple lifetimes for dark pions 

• Doodle a meeting for theorist discussion of these things.

Tasks for the 
experimentalists

• Secondary vertex efficiency in ATLAS and CMS 

• How Jet cleaning cuts (or a MET cut, if we were to 
do one) affect emerging jet efficiencies cuts  

• Get SUEP lhe files from Simon Knapen, et al., and 
simulate, estimate efficiencies 

• Investigate dedicated triggers (ATLAS: FTK, 
photon-jets, inner tracker hit multiplicity, etc.)
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CONCLUSIONS
• Important to explore different ways LHC can search for NP. 

• Emerging jets are novel and motivated, no current searches are 
sensitive. 

• Strategies presented here can reach very low cross sections, 
sensitive to broad class of displaced models. 

• Now clear that this is part of a broader class of signatures that 
the LHC is only beginning to explore. 

• Opportunities for ATLAS, CMS, and LHCb. Collaboration between 
theorists and experimentalists is essential to maximize 
discovery potential.

63



THANK
YOU



DANIEL STOLARSKI     May 23, 2017      Wisconsin
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Figure 11: Average dark meson multiplicity in e+e� ! Z 0⇤ ! Q̄

d

Q
d

as a function of the centre-of-mass
energy

p
s. We compare the output of the modified PYTHIA implementation for n

f

= 7 (blue circles)
and n

f

= 2 (red squares) to the theory prediction Eqn. (15), where we only float the normalisation.
The dark QCD scale and dark meson spectrum corresponds to benchmark model B.

are radiated and the number of mesons that are produced, such that the average particle multiplicity

as a function of the energy of the process is calculable, up to an unknown normalisation factor. In

next to leading high energy approximation (MLLA) it was found that

hN(ŝ)i / exp

 
1

b
1

s
6

⇡↵
s

(ŝ)
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see e.g. [21] for a partial derivation. This behaviour of the average multiplicity as a function of the

energy has been verified experimentally for QCD in e+e� ! q̄q processes.

To test the modified dark QCD parton shower implementation in PYTHIA 8, we simulate pro-

duction of dark quark pairs through a Z 0 boson in e+e� collisions at centre-of-mass energies between

500 GeV and 4 TeV, followed by a dark parton shower, but without letting the dark mesons decay.

The energy dependence of the average particle multiplicity is shown in Fig. 11, and agrees well with

the theoretical prediction Eqn. (15). For smaller n
f

the running of the coupling to smaller values is

faster, so that less partons are radiated at higher scales, resulting in a lower number of dark mesons.

This is the reason for the di↵erence in the curves for n
f

= 2 and n
f

= 7, and further highlights the

importance of including the running coupling in the analysis.
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f

= 7 (blue circles)
and n

f

= 2 (red squares) to the theory prediction Eqn. (15), where we only float the normalisation.
The dark QCD scale and dark meson spectrum corresponds to benchmark model B.

as a function of the energy of the process is calculable up to an unknown normalisation factor. In the

next to leading high energy approximation (MLLA), it was found that

hN(ŝ)i / exp
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see e.g. [21] for a partial derivation. This behaviour of the average multiplicity as a function of the

energy has been verified experimentally for QCD in e+e� ! q̄q processes.

To test the modified dark QCD parton shower implementation in PYTHIA 8, we simulate pro-

duction of dark quark pairs through a Z
d

boson in e+e� collisions at centre-of-mass energies between

500 GeV and 4 TeV, followed by a dark parton shower. We set the dark mesons just the pions?

to be stable here. The energy dependence of the average particle multiplicity is shown in Fig. 11 and

agrees well with the theoretical prediction Eq. (15). For smaller n
f

, the running of the coupling to

smaller values is faster, so fewer partons are radiated at higher scales, resulting in a lower number of

dark mesons. This is the reason for the di↵erence in the curves for n
f

= 2 and n
f

= 7, and further

highlights the importance of including the running coupling in the analysis.

28

Check to see if simulation makes sense by 
looking at average particle multiplicity.

Ellis, Stirling, and Weber, 1996.

nf = 2

nf = 7
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JET SHAPES
Measure girth to get 
a sense of jet width 

Model A:

Model A
QCD
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Figure 15: Girth distribution for signal vs. background. The background (green, dashed) in both
plots is four jet QCD events passing the kinematic cuts of Tab. 3, while the signal are Model A (left,
blue, solid) and Model B (right, red, solid) in the Z

d

model only requiring that jets have p
T

> 200
GeV.

QCD like anymore. On the other end n
f

= 2 is the minimal number of flavours that allows for proton-

and neutron-like baryonic bound states. Within the range

2  n
f

< 4N
d

(19)

it is reasonable to assume that the theory will behave similar to QCD. A change in the number of

dark colours N
d

, will have a similar e↵ect to changing n
f

, since both enter the �-function coe�cient.7

Therefore we do not expect significant changes in the signal from variations of N
d

and n
f

, as long as the

parameters are chosen such that the theory is asymptotically free. The change in meson multiplicities

is notable, but not large enough to invalidate our proposed search.

Another crucial parameter is the dark confinement scale ⇤
d

and the particle masses that are

associated with it. We have already seen in the main part of this work that within the mass range

motivated by dark matter, i.e. ⇤
d

of order 1�10 GeV, there is no strong dependence on this parameter.

Some jet observables can, however, be sensitive to the mass scale. One such example is the girth

of an individual jet, which is defined in Eq. (11). The distribution depends on the jet-clustering

algorithm, but for the jet parameters that we have used throughout, we plot the girth distributions

for the four jet signal and background in Fig. 15. For the background, we use QCD 4-jets events

passing the kinematic cuts in Tab. 3, while for the signal, we get a pure sample of emerging jets by

using the Z
p

model and only requiring that each jet as p
T

> 200 GeV. We see that while neither

7Changing N
d

can also a↵ect other properties of the theory. For example for even N
d

the baryonic states in the theory
will be bosonic. Yet the collider signature of these models is dominated by the mesons which should behave similarly.
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Figure 10: Comparision of PYTHIA with (blue) and without (pink) running of the gauge coupling
in the dark sector implemented. The left plot is the orphan p

T

: the scalar sum of the p
T

of visible
particles which are not clustered into a jet of p

T

> 200 GeV. The right plot is the girth distribution
(see Eq. (9)). This is for model A events with Z

d

production so all jets originate from the dark sector.

quark masses. The result of this is that for large couplings, events will look more spherical than

in QCD like theories, while for smaller couplings fewer particles will be produced. We can quantify

this by looking at two di↵erent observables. The first is an event variable we call orphan p
T

, which is

obtained by clustering the event into jets and then summing the p
T

of particles which are not clustered

into hard jets with p
T

> 200 GeV. The second variable is for individual jets and is called girth [],

defined as

girth =
1

pjet
T

X

i

pi
T

�R
i

, (9)

where the sum is over all constituents of the jet and �R is the distance in ⌘�� space of a constituent

away from the jet axis. In Fig. 10 we compare PYTHIA with and without gauge coupling running

implemented. We look at events produced through a Z
d

so that all jets are emerging, and we see that

without running, there is a lot more orphan energy and that the jets themselves tend to be broader,

consistent with having events with energy spread all over the detector.

We therefore extend the PYTHIA implementation to allow running of ↵
d

from ⇤
d

to higher scales,

according to the one loop beta function with N
d

dark colours and n
f

dark flavours. As far as the

phenomenology is concerned, this mainly a↵ects the dark parton shower. It is easiest to imagine the

final state parton shower3 as a series of parton branchings a ! bc at scales Q2. The probability for

no splitting to happen between the scales t
0

= log(Q2

0

/⇤2) and t = log(Q2/⇤2), where ⇤ = ⇤
d

is the

3We closely follow Sec. 10 of the PYTHIA 6.4 manual [20].
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JET SHAPES
Quite sensitive to 
dark sector params. 

Model B:
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Figure 15: Girth distribution for signal vs. background. The background (green, dashed) in both
plots is four jet QCD events passing the kinematic cuts of Tab. 3, while the signal are Model A (left,
blue, solid) and Model B (right, red, solid) in the Z

d

model only requiring that jets have p
T

> 200
GeV.

QCD like anymore. On the other end n
f

= 2 is the minimal number of flavours that allows for proton-

and neutron-like baryonic bound states. Within the range

2  n
f

< 4N
d

(19)

it is reasonable to assume that the theory will behave similar to QCD. A change in the number of

dark colours N
d

, will have a similar e↵ect to changing n
f

, since both enter the �-function coe�cient.7

Therefore we do not expect significant changes in the signal from variations of N
d

and n
f

, as long as the

parameters are chosen such that the theory is asymptotically free. The change in meson multiplicities

is notable, but not large enough to invalidate our proposed search.

Another crucial parameter is the dark confinement scale ⇤
d

and the particle masses that are

associated with it. We have already seen in the main part of this work that within the mass range

motivated by dark matter, i.e. ⇤
d

of order 1�10 GeV, there is no strong dependence on this parameter.

Some jet observables can, however, be sensitive to the mass scale. One such example is the girth

of an individual jet, which is defined in Eq. (11). The distribution depends on the jet-clustering

algorithm, but for the jet parameters that we have used throughout, we plot the girth distributions

for the four jet signal and background in Fig. 15. For the background, we use QCD 4-jets events

passing the kinematic cuts in Tab. 3, while for the signal, we get a pure sample of emerging jets by

using the Z
p

model and only requiring that each jet as p
T

> 200 GeV. We see that while neither

7Changing N
d

can also a↵ect other properties of the theory. For example for even N
d

the baryonic states in the theory
will be bosonic. Yet the collider signature of these models is dominated by the mesons which should behave similarly.
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Figure 10: Comparision of PYTHIA with (blue) and without (pink) running of the gauge coupling
in the dark sector implemented. The left plot is the orphan p

T

: the scalar sum of the p
T

of visible
particles which are not clustered into a jet of p

T

> 200 GeV. The right plot is the girth distribution
(see Eq. (9)). This is for model A events with Z

d

production so all jets originate from the dark sector.

quark masses. The result of this is that for large couplings, events will look more spherical than

in QCD like theories, while for smaller couplings fewer particles will be produced. We can quantify

this by looking at two di↵erent observables. The first is an event variable we call orphan p
T

, which is

obtained by clustering the event into jets and then summing the p
T

of particles which are not clustered

into hard jets with p
T

> 200 GeV. The second variable is for individual jets and is called girth [],

defined as

girth =
1

pjet
T

X

i

pi
T

�R
i

, (9)

where the sum is over all constituents of the jet and �R is the distance in ⌘�� space of a constituent

away from the jet axis. In Fig. 10 we compare PYTHIA with and without gauge coupling running

implemented. We look at events produced through a Z
d

so that all jets are emerging, and we see that

without running, there is a lot more orphan energy and that the jets themselves tend to be broader,

consistent with having events with energy spread all over the detector.

We therefore extend the PYTHIA implementation to allow running of ↵
d

from ⇤
d

to higher scales,

according to the one loop beta function with N
d

dark colours and n
f

dark flavours. As far as the

phenomenology is concerned, this mainly a↵ects the dark parton shower. It is easiest to imagine the

final state parton shower3 as a series of parton branchings a ! bc at scales Q2. The probability for

no splitting to happen between the scales t
0

= log(Q2

0

/⇤2) and t = log(Q2/⇤2), where ⇤ = ⇤
d

is the

3We closely follow Sec. 10 of the PYTHIA 6.4 manual [20].
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MESON MOMENTUM FRACTION
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MESON MULTIPLICITY
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