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Large Hadron Collider

QCD charged particles have large production cross 
sections

We may have a better chance to discover a new one
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Using QCD Interaction
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Using QCD Interaction
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The four-jet final state is the most challenging one
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Signatures of Pair-produced
Massive Colored Bosons
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Colored Bosons

• Technipions or Technirho mesons      Eichten, Hinchliffe, Lane, Quigg ‘1984

• Partners of the QCD gluon:    

• Coloron in the top-color models         Hill ‘1991,  Chivukula, Cohen, Simmons, ‘1996

• KK-gluon in the extra-dimension models 
Appelquist, Cheng, Dobrescu ‘2000

Randall, Sundrum ‘1998

• New vector-like confining gauge group: Kilic, Okui, Sundrum ‘2008

YB,  Martin, 1003.3006

• Model-independent studies: Manohar, Wise, ‘2006
Dobrescu, Kong, Mahbubani, ‘2007

YB, Dobrescu, 1012.5814
Chivukula, Farzinnia, Ren, Simmons, ‘2013
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• The most famous particle:  stop > 1000 papers
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Current Color Octet Searches
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FIG. 5: Upper limit on signal production rate at 95% C.L.

Expected and observed upper limits on σ(pp̄ → Y Y →jjjj)
versus mY in the non-resonant analysis shown in (a). Two

signal hypotheses are shown, see text for details. Observed

limits on σ(pp̄ → X → Y Y →jjjj) versus mX and mY shown

in (b). Circles indicate the true values of the parameters used

in each ensemble of simulated samples used to evaluate the

limits; intermediate values are interpolated.

sance parameters are not fit in the experiments. The
observed limits are consistent with expectation for the
background-only hypothesis. The resonant analysis is
very similar, but is done as a function of the X mass
hypothesis, fitting the four-jet mass distribution for the
most likely value of X production cross section, σX .

In the non-resonant case, this analysis sets limits on
coloron or stop-quark pair production, excluding 50-100
GeV/c2 and 50-125 /c2, respectively; see Table I and the
top of Fig. 5. The uncertainty on the theoretical cross-
section prediction comes from two sources summed in
quadrature. The first uncertainty is the envelope of the
PDF uncertainties from the cteq uncertainties and an
alternative PDF choice, mstw2008lo [26] (5% relative).
The second uncertainty comes from a variation of the
renormalization and factorization scales by a factor of
two in each direction from their default values of the
per-event mass scale. These theoretical uncertainties are
illustrated in Figure 5.

In the resonant case, this analysis excludes axi-gluon
(A) production leading to pairs of σ particles and four-

TABLE I: Observed and expected 95% C.L. upper limits on

σ(pp̄ → Y Y →jj jj) for several values of mY . Also shown

are theoretical predictions for coloron pair production [6, 7]

or stop-quark pair production with R-parity-violating decay

t̃ → qq� [27].

Mass Expected Observed Coloron Stop quarks

(GeV/c2) (pb) (pb) (pb) (pb)

50 240 250 320 570

70 75 62 180 100

90 8.2 5.9 62 26

100 11 17 37 15

125 14 11 11 4.4

150 37 46 3.7 1.5

200 4.5 2.0 0.60 0.25

250 2.7 1.5 0.11 5.4× 10
−2

300 2.0 3.0 2.9× 10
−2

1.3× 10
−2

400 1.1 1.5 1.7× 10
−3

7.2× 10
−4

500 0.3 0.3 8.5× 19
−5

3.6× 10
−5

TABLE II: Observed and expected 95% C.L. upper limits on

σ(pp̄ → X → Y Y →jj jj) for several values of mY and mX .

Also shown are theoretical predictions for axi-gluon produc-

tion assuming coupling to quarks of Cq = 0.4 [5, 9].

mX mY Expected Observed Axi-gluon

(GeV/c2) (GeV/c2) (pb) (pb) (pb)

150 50 641.2 431.1 5600

70 209.6 270.6

175 50 66.8 78.9 3500

70 111.5 163.9

200 50 13.8 9.5 2200

70 30.4 91.5

90 17.8 100.4

225 50 18.0 26.0 1750

70 20.7 25.0

90 20.9 25.3

250 50 6.2 2.0 1000

70 4.0 3.6

90 5.1 2.8

275 50 6.5 1.2 850

70 7.7 1.3

90 9.7 1.4

300 50 5.0 7.1 540

70 2.4 2.6

90 1.7 1.0

140 1.8 1.2

400 50 15.5 6.8 170

70 15.0 20.2

90 30.6 52.8

140 41.0 74.6

180 46.9 79.1

500 50 20.7 6.8 60

70 15.9 4.7

90 17.7 5.9

140 25.2 7.0

180 26.7 8.0

220 29.7 9.3
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in (b). Circles indicate the true values of the parameters used

in each ensemble of simulated samples used to evaluate the

limits; intermediate values are interpolated.
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6 The ATLAS Collaboration: Search for massive coloured scalars with the ATLAS detector

Table 2. Comparison of the data in the signal region with the background prediction. The first column is the sgluon mass

hypothesis, the second column is the corresponding minimum pT requirement on the four jets, followed by the number of

observed data events in the signal region A (third column) and the number of predicted events using the ABCD method (fourth

column), where the first uncertainty given is statistical and the second systematic. The last column gives the p-value obtained

from a Kolmogorov-Smirnov test between the shapes of the reconstructed average mass distributions in regions A and B. Only

statistical uncertainties are considered in this test.

Sgluon Mass [GeV] pmin
T [GeV] Data ABCD prediction Shape p-value(A,B)

150 80 102162 101100± 800± 2000 0.22

200 90 55194 54500± 600± 1100 0.10

250 105 23404 22500± 340± 500 0.28

300 120 11082 10640± 230± 210 0.24

350 135 5571 5330± 180± 110 0.70

Table 3. The systematic uncertainties on the signal due to the jet energy scale (JES), jet energy resolution (JER), initial and

final state radiation (ISR/FSR), the trigger efficiency (Trigger), the Monte Carlo signal statistics (MC Statistics), the choice

of parton distribution functions (PDFs) and the integrated luminosity (Luminosity). The relative uncertainty of the signal

acceptance is given for the four regions and for a sgluon mass of 300GeV. The JES uncertainty is treated as asymmetric,

corresponding to upward and downward fluctuations of the JES. For the JER uncertainty, only an upward fluctuation of the

JER is considered, i.e. only a degradation of the JER, with respect to the nominal MC JER. The last column shows the expected

correlation among the four regions.

Systematic A B C D Correlation ABCD

JES +10%,–10% +11%,–11% +11%,–13% +15%,–10% 100%

JER +0%,–2% +0%,–7% +0%,–1% +0%,–2% 100%

ISR/FSR +3.5%,–3.5% +3.5%,–3.5% +3.5%,–3.5% +3.5%,–3.5% 100%

Trigger ±1% ±1% ±1% ±1% 100%

MC Statistics ±4% ±11% ±5% ±8% 0%

PDFs ±3% ±3% ±3% ±2% 0%

Luminosity ±3.9% ±3.9% ±3.9% ±3.9% 100%
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Fig. 4. Expected and observed 95% CL upper bounds on the

product of the scalar pair production cross-section and the

branching ratio to gluons as a function of the scalar mass using

the profile likelihood ratio as the test statistic. The predictions

of the sgluon and hyperpion pair production cross-section are

also shown as well as the observed limit from a previous ATLAS

search [11]. The sgluon cross section is at NLO [24].

Figure 4 shows the expected and observed 95% CL up-

per bounds on the product of the scalar pair production

cross-section and the branching ratio to gluons as a func-

tion of the scalar mass. For a mass of 150GeV (350GeV),

a limit of 70 pb (10 pb) on the scalar gluon pair produc-

tion cross-section at the 95% CL is obtained. The solid

line corresponds to the prediction of the sgluon pair pro-

duction cross-section at NLO [24], which is larger than

the leading order cross-section by a factor of about 1.6.

The hatched band indicates the systematic uncertainty

due to the choices of renormalisation and factorisation

scales. Due to this recent NLO calculation, the previously

unexcluded mass region around 140GeV [11] is now ex-

cluded by reinterpreting the limits obtained with the data

recorded in 2010. For the analysis of the data recorded

in 2011, sgluons with a mass from 150GeV to 287GeV

are excluded. The endpoint of the mass limit is defined as

the intersection of the cross-section limit with the NLO

cross-section minus one standard deviation of the theory

uncertainty.

The dashed line is the prediction for the hyperpion

cross-section of a compositeness model, obtained by rescal-

ing the sgluon cross-section according to the ratios from

Ref. [7]. Since the ratios were calculated at leading or-

der, this line should only be considered as an approximate

indication of the excluded mass region.

In summary, using 4.6 fb−1 of
√
s = 7TeV proton-

proton collision data, collected by the ATLAS detector,

four-jet events have been analysed to search for the pair

production of a new scalar particle decaying into two glu-

ons. The data in the signal region are in good agreement

with the data-driven background estimation. No evidence

for new phenomena is found. Cross-section times branch-

ing ratio limits as a function of the mass of the scalar par-
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5

to dijets, and they are compared with calculations for the coloron model [8] described above.

At 95% CL we exclude pair production of colorons with mass mC in the range 250 < mC <
740 GeV, assuming that colorons have flavor-universal couplings and decay only into qq [10].

Assuming the branching fraction of colorons into qq is reduced due to competition with a

C → S8S8 channel where mS8
= 150 GeV and tan θ = 0.3 (the suppression factor of gluon

coupling to qq compared with the analogous QCD coupling) [10], we exclude pair production

in the range 250 < mC < 580 GeV. This analysis is not sensitive to the pair-produced S8, where

the color-octet scalars decay exclusively to qq. We also compare the results with those of a

SUSY model for pair-produced stops, where the stops decay exclusively to qq and R-parity

is violated [13, 14]. The calculation is done at next-to-leading order (NLO) with next-to-NLO

corrections [33–37].

Table 1: The acceptances for the coloron and stop models after applying all selection criteria.

Most of the variation in the acceptance as a function of resonance mass is due to the jet pT

requirement.

mass [GeV] 200 300 400 500 600 700 800 900 1000

coloron acceptance 0.4% 2.2% 5.2% 8.0% 9.6% 10.6% 11.6% 11.8% 12.1%

stop acceptance 0.9% 3.6% 7.9% 10.7% 12.9% — — — —
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Figure 3: The observed and expected 95% CL limits on the product of the resonance pair pro-

duction cross section, the square of the branching fraction to dijets, and the detector acceptance,

given by the solid and dot-dashed black curves, respectively. The shaded regions indicate the

1σ and 2σ bands around the expected limits. Predictions of a coloron model and a SUSY model

are also shown.

In summary, a search for pair production of a narrow dijet resonance has been performed with
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FIG. 5: Upper limit on signal production rate at 95% C.L.

Expected and observed upper limits on σ(pp̄ → Y Y →jjjj)
versus mY in the non-resonant analysis shown in (a). Two

signal hypotheses are shown, see text for details. Observed

limits on σ(pp̄ → X → Y Y →jjjj) versus mX and mY shown

in (b). Circles indicate the true values of the parameters used

in each ensemble of simulated samples used to evaluate the

limits; intermediate values are interpolated.

sance parameters are not fit in the experiments. The
observed limits are consistent with expectation for the
background-only hypothesis. The resonant analysis is
very similar, but is done as a function of the X mass
hypothesis, fitting the four-jet mass distribution for the
most likely value of X production cross section, σX .

In the non-resonant case, this analysis sets limits on
coloron or stop-quark pair production, excluding 50-100
GeV/c2 and 50-125 /c2, respectively; see Table I and the
top of Fig. 5. The uncertainty on the theoretical cross-
section prediction comes from two sources summed in
quadrature. The first uncertainty is the envelope of the
PDF uncertainties from the cteq uncertainties and an
alternative PDF choice, mstw2008lo [26] (5% relative).
The second uncertainty comes from a variation of the
renormalization and factorization scales by a factor of
two in each direction from their default values of the
per-event mass scale. These theoretical uncertainties are
illustrated in Figure 5.

In the resonant case, this analysis excludes axi-gluon
(A) production leading to pairs of σ particles and four-

TABLE I: Observed and expected 95% C.L. upper limits on

σ(pp̄ → Y Y →jj jj) for several values of mY . Also shown

are theoretical predictions for coloron pair production [6, 7]

or stop-quark pair production with R-parity-violating decay

t̃ → qq� [27].
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TABLE II: Observed and expected 95% C.L. upper limits on

σ(pp̄ → X → Y Y →jj jj) for several values of mY and mX .

Also shown are theoretical predictions for axi-gluon produc-

tion assuming coupling to quarks of Cq = 0.4 [5, 9].
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Table 2. Comparison of the data in the signal region with the background prediction. The first column is the sgluon mass

hypothesis, the second column is the corresponding minimum pT requirement on the four jets, followed by the number of

observed data events in the signal region A (third column) and the number of predicted events using the ABCD method (fourth

column), where the first uncertainty given is statistical and the second systematic. The last column gives the p-value obtained

from a Kolmogorov-Smirnov test between the shapes of the reconstructed average mass distributions in regions A and B. Only

statistical uncertainties are considered in this test.

Sgluon Mass [GeV] pmin
T [GeV] Data ABCD prediction Shape p-value(A,B)

150 80 102162 101100± 800± 2000 0.22

200 90 55194 54500± 600± 1100 0.10

250 105 23404 22500± 340± 500 0.28

300 120 11082 10640± 230± 210 0.24

350 135 5571 5330± 180± 110 0.70

Table 3. The systematic uncertainties on the signal due to the jet energy scale (JES), jet energy resolution (JER), initial and

final state radiation (ISR/FSR), the trigger efficiency (Trigger), the Monte Carlo signal statistics (MC Statistics), the choice

of parton distribution functions (PDFs) and the integrated luminosity (Luminosity). The relative uncertainty of the signal

acceptance is given for the four regions and for a sgluon mass of 300GeV. The JES uncertainty is treated as asymmetric,

corresponding to upward and downward fluctuations of the JES. For the JER uncertainty, only an upward fluctuation of the

JER is considered, i.e. only a degradation of the JER, with respect to the nominal MC JER. The last column shows the expected

correlation among the four regions.

Systematic A B C D Correlation ABCD

JES +10%,–10% +11%,–11% +11%,–13% +15%,–10% 100%

JER +0%,–2% +0%,–7% +0%,–1% +0%,–2% 100%

ISR/FSR +3.5%,–3.5% +3.5%,–3.5% +3.5%,–3.5% +3.5%,–3.5% 100%

Trigger ±1% ±1% ±1% ±1% 100%

MC Statistics ±4% ±11% ±5% ±8% 0%

PDFs ±3% ±3% ±3% ±2% 0%

Luminosity ±3.9% ±3.9% ±3.9% ±3.9% 100%
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Fig. 4. Expected and observed 95% CL upper bounds on the

product of the scalar pair production cross-section and the

branching ratio to gluons as a function of the scalar mass using

the profile likelihood ratio as the test statistic. The predictions

of the sgluon and hyperpion pair production cross-section are

also shown as well as the observed limit from a previous ATLAS

search [11]. The sgluon cross section is at NLO [24].

Figure 4 shows the expected and observed 95% CL up-

per bounds on the product of the scalar pair production

cross-section and the branching ratio to gluons as a func-

tion of the scalar mass. For a mass of 150GeV (350GeV),

a limit of 70 pb (10 pb) on the scalar gluon pair produc-

tion cross-section at the 95% CL is obtained. The solid

line corresponds to the prediction of the sgluon pair pro-

duction cross-section at NLO [24], which is larger than

the leading order cross-section by a factor of about 1.6.

The hatched band indicates the systematic uncertainty

due to the choices of renormalisation and factorisation

scales. Due to this recent NLO calculation, the previously

unexcluded mass region around 140GeV [11] is now ex-

cluded by reinterpreting the limits obtained with the data

recorded in 2010. For the analysis of the data recorded

in 2011, sgluons with a mass from 150GeV to 287GeV

are excluded. The endpoint of the mass limit is defined as

the intersection of the cross-section limit with the NLO

cross-section minus one standard deviation of the theory

uncertainty.

The dashed line is the prediction for the hyperpion

cross-section of a compositeness model, obtained by rescal-

ing the sgluon cross-section according to the ratios from

Ref. [7]. Since the ratios were calculated at leading or-

der, this line should only be considered as an approximate

indication of the excluded mass region.

In summary, using 4.6 fb−1 of
√
s = 7TeV proton-

proton collision data, collected by the ATLAS detector,

four-jet events have been analysed to search for the pair

production of a new scalar particle decaying into two glu-

ons. The data in the signal region are in good agreement

with the data-driven background estimation. No evidence

for new phenomena is found. Cross-section times branch-

ing ratio limits as a function of the mass of the scalar par-
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What about the particles with the 
fundamental representation of QCD ? 

especially the one Higgs cares: stop
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ATLAS-CONF-2013-037

R-parity Conserving Stop Searches 
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Figure 6: Expected (black dashed) and observed (red solid) 95% CL excluded region (under the curve)
in the plane of mχ̃01 vs. mt̃1 , assuming B(t̃1 → tχ̃01) = 100%. All uncertainties except the theoretical signal
cross-section uncertainties are included. The contours of the yellow band around the expected limit are
the ±1σ results. The dotted red lines around the observed limit illustrate the change in the observed limit
as the nominal signal cross-section is scaled up and down by the theoretical uncertainty. For comparison
the light grey dashed line shows the expected exclusion limit of the ATLAS stop 1-lepton search on
13 fb−1 [24].

limits, especially for the t̃1 → b + χ̃±1 decay scenario and for the t̃1 → t + χ̃01 decay scenario near the
mt̃1 ! mt + mχ̃01 diagonal.

Figure 9 compares the upper cross section limits at 95% CL for a fixed LSP mass of 50GeV —
which covers a large range of possible top squark masses and also covers quite nicely all three SRtN
signal regions — obtained for signal models where t̃1 is purely t̃L or mostly (∼ 70%) t̃R. The mostly-t̃R
mixing composition is used for all other scenarios studied in this note. The weaker t̃L model exclusion
is mainly the result of a reduced lepton and mT acceptance. The acceptance is affected because the
polarization of the top quark changes as a function of the field content of the supersymmetric particles,
changing the boost of the lepton in the top quark decay. The excluded t̃1 mass reach of the t̃L model is
reduced by about 75GeV, for the assumed LSP mass.

Generic limits on beyond-SM contributions are derived from the same simultaneous fit as used for
calculating the CLs values but without signal model-dependent inputs — the generic signal model in-
cludes neither signal contamination in the control regions, nor experimental and theoretical signal sys-
tematic uncertainties. In the case of the shape fit, the generic signal model assumes, for each EmissT slice,
the presence of events only in the tightest mT bin, the signal being absent in the other bins. The resulting
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Figure 11: Interpretations using the primary results from the BDT method for the (top left)
t̃ → t�χ0

1 model, and the t̃ → b�χ+
1 model with chargino mass parameter (top right) x = 0.25,

(bottom left) x = 0.5, and (bottom right) x = 0.75. The color scale indicates the observed cross
section upper limit. The observed, median expected, and ±1 standard deviation (σ) expected
exclusion contours are indicated.
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Figure 12: Left: the observed excluded regions for the t̃ → t�χ0
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1 model with x = 0.5 for the nominal scenario, right-handed
vs. left-handed charginos (χ̃±
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L , respectively), and right-handed vs. left-handed W�χ0

1 �χ
±
1

couplings.

We can wait for the 14 TeV LHC results or explore other 
alternative options
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R-parity Violation
No missing energy. Pure hadronic final states. 

The current constraints are much weaker. 

1

1 Introduction
The standard model (SM) has been extremely successful at describing particle physics phenom-

ena. However, it suffers from such shortcomings as the hierarchy problem, where fine-tuned

cancellations of large quantum corrections are required in order for the Higgs boson to have

a mass at the electroweak symmetry breaking scale of order 100 GeV [1–6]. Supersymmetry

(SUSY) is a popular extension of the SM that postulates the existence of a superpartner for ev-

ery SM particle, with the same quantum numbers but differing by one half unit of spin. SUSY

provides a natural solution to the hierarchy problem through the cancellations of the quadratic

divergences of the top quark and scalar top squark loops. In addition, it provides a connec-

tion to the cosmological sector, with the lightest supersymmetric particle (LSP), if neutral and

stable, serving as a dark matter candidate.

This note describes a search for the pair production of top squarks using the full dataset col-

lected at
√

s = 8 TeV by the Compact Muon Solenoid (CMS) experiment [7] at the Large

Hadron Collider (LHC) during 2012, corresponding to an integrated luminosity of 19.5 fb
−1

.

The results presented here constitute an extension of a previous CMS search [8]. This search

is motivated by the observation that relatively light top squarks, with masses less than several

hundred GeV, are necessary if SUSY is to be the “natural”, i.e., not fine-tuned, solution to the

gauge hierarchy problem [9–13]. These constraints are especially relevant given the recent dis-

covery of a particle that closely resembles the Higgs boson, with a mass of ∼125 GeV [14–16].

Searches for top-squark pair production have also been performed by the ATLAS collaboration

at the LHC in several final states [17–21], and by the CDF [22] and D0 [23] collaborations at the

Tevatron.

The search presented here focuses on two decay modes of the top squark (t̃): t̃ → t�χ0

1
and t̃ →

b�χ+
1

. These modes are expected to have large branching fractions if kinematically accessible.

Here the neutralinos (�χ0
) and charginos (�χ±

) are the mass eigenstates formed by the linear

combination of the gauginos and higgsinos, fermionic superpartners of the gauge and Higgs

bosons, respectively. The charginos are unstable and subsequently decay into neutralinos and

W bosons, leading to the following processes of interest: pp → t̃t̃
∗ → tt�χ0

1
�χ0

1
→ bbW

+
W

− �χ0

1
�χ0

1

and pp → t̃t̃
∗ → bb�χ+

1
�χ−

1
→ bbW

+
W

− �χ0

1
�χ0

1
, as displayed in Fig. 1. The lightest neutralino �χ0

1

is considered to be the stable LSP, which escapes without detection and results in large missing

transverse energy (Emiss

T
).

The signatures in the t̃ → t�χ0

1
and t̃ → b�χ+

1
decay modes include four high transverse mo-

mentum (pT) jets, two of which are from bottom quarks, and Emiss

T
. The requirement of exactly

one isolated, high pT electron or muon serves to suppress many of the backgrounds present in
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Figure 1: Diagram for top-squark pair production for the t̃ → t�χ0

1
→ bW�χ0

1
decay mode (left)

and the t̃ → b�χ+
1
→ bW�χ0

1
decay mode (right).
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Initial State Radiation

1

1 Introduction
The standard model (SM) has been extremely successful at describing particle physics phenom-

ena. However, it suffers from such shortcomings as the hierarchy problem, where fine-tuned

cancellations of large quantum corrections are required in order for the Higgs boson to have

a mass at the electroweak symmetry breaking scale of order 100 GeV [1–6]. Supersymmetry

(SUSY) is a popular extension of the SM that postulates the existence of a superpartner for ev-

ery SM particle, with the same quantum numbers but differing by one half unit of spin. SUSY

provides a natural solution to the hierarchy problem through the cancellations of the quadratic

divergences of the top quark and scalar top squark loops. In addition, it provides a connec-

tion to the cosmological sector, with the lightest supersymmetric particle (LSP), if neutral and

stable, serving as a dark matter candidate.

This note describes a search for the pair production of top squarks using the full dataset col-

lected at
√

s = 8 TeV by the Compact Muon Solenoid (CMS) experiment [7] at the Large

Hadron Collider (LHC) during 2012, corresponding to an integrated luminosity of 19.5 fb
−1

.

The results presented here constitute an extension of a previous CMS search [8]. This search

is motivated by the observation that relatively light top squarks, with masses less than several

hundred GeV, are necessary if SUSY is to be the “natural”, i.e., not fine-tuned, solution to the

gauge hierarchy problem [9–13]. These constraints are especially relevant given the recent dis-

covery of a particle that closely resembles the Higgs boson, with a mass of ∼125 GeV [14–16].

Searches for top-squark pair production have also been performed by the ATLAS collaboration

at the LHC in several final states [17–21], and by the CDF [22] and D0 [23] collaborations at the

Tevatron.

The search presented here focuses on two decay modes of the top squark (t̃): t̃ → t�χ0

1
and t̃ →

b�χ+
1

. These modes are expected to have large branching fractions if kinematically accessible.

Here the neutralinos (�χ0
) and charginos (�χ±

) are the mass eigenstates formed by the linear

combination of the gauginos and higgsinos, fermionic superpartners of the gauge and Higgs

bosons, respectively. The charginos are unstable and subsequently decay into neutralinos and

W bosons, leading to the following processes of interest: pp → t̃t̃
∗ → tt�χ0

1
�χ0

1
→ bbW

+
W

− �χ0

1
�χ0

1

and pp → t̃t̃
∗ → bb�χ+

1
�χ−

1
→ bbW

+
W

− �χ0

1
�χ0

1
, as displayed in Fig. 1. The lightest neutralino �χ0

1

is considered to be the stable LSP, which escapes without detection and results in large missing

transverse energy (Emiss

T
).

The signatures in the t̃ → t�χ0

1
and t̃ → b�χ+

1
decay modes include four high transverse mo-

mentum (pT) jets, two of which are from bottom quarks, and Emiss

T
. The requirement of exactly

one isolated, high pT electron or muon serves to suppress many of the backgrounds present in
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Figure 1: Diagram for top-squark pair production for the t̃ → t�χ0

1
→ bW�χ0

1
decay mode (left)

and the t̃ → b�χ+
1
→ bW�χ0

1
decay mode (right).
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“Stop Jet”

1

1 Introduction
The standard model (SM) has been extremely successful at describing particle physics phenom-

ena. However, it suffers from such shortcomings as the hierarchy problem, where fine-tuned

cancellations of large quantum corrections are required in order for the Higgs boson to have

a mass at the electroweak symmetry breaking scale of order 100 GeV [1–6]. Supersymmetry

(SUSY) is a popular extension of the SM that postulates the existence of a superpartner for ev-

ery SM particle, with the same quantum numbers but differing by one half unit of spin. SUSY

provides a natural solution to the hierarchy problem through the cancellations of the quadratic

divergences of the top quark and scalar top squark loops. In addition, it provides a connec-

tion to the cosmological sector, with the lightest supersymmetric particle (LSP), if neutral and

stable, serving as a dark matter candidate.

This note describes a search for the pair production of top squarks using the full dataset col-

lected at
√

s = 8 TeV by the Compact Muon Solenoid (CMS) experiment [7] at the Large

Hadron Collider (LHC) during 2012, corresponding to an integrated luminosity of 19.5 fb
−1

.

The results presented here constitute an extension of a previous CMS search [8]. This search

is motivated by the observation that relatively light top squarks, with masses less than several

hundred GeV, are necessary if SUSY is to be the “natural”, i.e., not fine-tuned, solution to the

gauge hierarchy problem [9–13]. These constraints are especially relevant given the recent dis-

covery of a particle that closely resembles the Higgs boson, with a mass of ∼125 GeV [14–16].

Searches for top-squark pair production have also been performed by the ATLAS collaboration

at the LHC in several final states [17–21], and by the CDF [22] and D0 [23] collaborations at the

Tevatron.

The search presented here focuses on two decay modes of the top squark (t̃): t̃ → t�χ0

1
and t̃ →

b�χ+
1

. These modes are expected to have large branching fractions if kinematically accessible.

Here the neutralinos (�χ0
) and charginos (�χ±

) are the mass eigenstates formed by the linear

combination of the gauginos and higgsinos, fermionic superpartners of the gauge and Higgs

bosons, respectively. The charginos are unstable and subsequently decay into neutralinos and

W bosons, leading to the following processes of interest: pp → t̃t̃
∗ → tt�χ0

1
�χ0

1
→ bbW

+
W

− �χ0

1
�χ0

1

and pp → t̃t̃
∗ → bb�χ+

1
�χ−

1
→ bbW

+
W

− �χ0

1
�χ0

1
, as displayed in Fig. 1. The lightest neutralino �χ0

1

is considered to be the stable LSP, which escapes without detection and results in large missing

transverse energy (Emiss

T
).

The signatures in the t̃ → t�χ0

1
and t̃ → b�χ+

1
decay modes include four high transverse mo-

mentum (pT) jets, two of which are from bottom quarks, and Emiss

T
. The requirement of exactly

one isolated, high pT electron or muon serves to suppress many of the backgrounds present in
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Figure 1: Diagram for top-squark pair production for the t̃ → t�χ0

1
→ bW�χ0

1
decay mode (left)

and the t̃ → b�χ+
1
→ bW�χ0

1
decay mode (right).

For a large center-of-mass energy, stops are boosted
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Useful Traditional Variables

4 The ATLAS Collaboration: Search for massive coloured scalars with the ATLAS detector
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Fig. 2. The kinematic variables of the analysis are shown after applying the preselection and pairing the four highest-pT jets:

(a) is the transverse momentum of the fourth highest-pT jet. (b) is the ∆R between the two jets of the reconstructed sgluon

candidate with the highest transverse momentum jet. (c) is the relative mass difference. (d) is the cosine of the scattering angle

in the four-jet centre-of-mass frame. The black histogram is the signal for a sgluon mass of 150GeV normalised to the NLO

cross-section. Data (dots) are compared to the Alpgen (triangles) and Pythia (rectangles) SM multijet samples where the MC

samples are normalised to the data. The ratio data/MC is also shown separately for Alpgen and Pythia with its statistical

uncertainty.

gions by signal events. The normalisation and shape of

the event distribution in region B are used, whereas for

regions C and D only the normalisation is used. MC tem-

plates are used to generate the shape of the signal in each

pseudo-experiment. In each pseudo-experiment the statis-

tical and systematic uncertainties are randomised, using

Poisson and Gaussian distributions.

Figure 4 shows the expected and observed 95% CL up-

per bounds on the product of the scalar pair production

cross-section and the branching ratio to gluons as a func-

tion of the scalar mass. For a mass of 150GeV (350GeV),

a limit of 70 pb (10 pb) on the scalar gluon pair produc-

tion cross-section at the 95% CL is obtained. The solid

line corresponds to the prediction of the sgluon pair pro-

duction cross-section at NLO [24], which is larger than
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Fig. 2. The kinematic variables of the analysis are shown after applying the preselection and pairing the four highest-pT jets:

(a) is the transverse momentum of the fourth highest-pT jet. (b) is the ∆R between the two jets of the reconstructed sgluon

candidate with the highest transverse momentum jet. (c) is the relative mass difference. (d) is the cosine of the scattering angle

in the four-jet centre-of-mass frame. The black histogram is the signal for a sgluon mass of 150GeV normalised to the NLO

cross-section. Data (dots) are compared to the Alpgen (triangles) and Pythia (rectangles) SM multijet samples where the MC

samples are normalised to the data. The ratio data/MC is also shown separately for Alpgen and Pythia with its statistical

uncertainty.

gions by signal events. The normalisation and shape of

the event distribution in region B are used, whereas for

regions C and D only the normalisation is used. MC tem-

plates are used to generate the shape of the signal in each

pseudo-experiment. In each pseudo-experiment the statis-

tical and systematic uncertainties are randomised, using

Poisson and Gaussian distributions.

Figure 4 shows the expected and observed 95% CL up-

per bounds on the product of the scalar pair production

cross-section and the branching ratio to gluons as a func-

tion of the scalar mass. For a mass of 150GeV (350GeV),

a limit of 70 pb (10 pb) on the scalar gluon pair produc-

tion cross-section at the 95% CL is obtained. The solid

line corresponds to the prediction of the sgluon pair pro-

duction cross-section at NLO [24], which is larger than

ATLAS, 1210.4826
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Useful Jet-substructure Variables

• “Mass-drop declustering”:

     and jet filtering

Butterworth, Davison, Rubin, Salam: 0802.2470 

• “pT-drop declustering”:

Kaplan, Rehermann, Schwartz, Tweedie: 0806.0848

• “jet trimming”:
Cacciari, Rojo, Salam, Soyez: 0810.1304

Krohn, Thaler, Wang: 0912.1342
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pTjet vs. BDRSjet
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8TeV.100.100K.ptjets

mavg (A < 0.1 && cosTh < 0.3 && ptsj1b/ptsj1a > 0.3 && ptsj2b/ptsj2a > 0.3)

multi-jet background
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ABCD Method

cos θ∗

A ≡ |m1−m2|
m1+m2

0.1

0.5

A

DB

C
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“D” region
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“A” region
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Blind Spot: not anymore
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Our strategy can be used to cover this mass region
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The importance of QCD is beyond the LHC
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Ordinary Matter

The ordinary matter has its mass from protons and 
neutrons 

mud, corresponding toMp ≅ 135MeV, are difficult.
They need computationally intensive calculations,
withMp reaching down to 200 MeVor less.

5) Controlled extrapolations to the contin-
uum limit, requiring that the calculations be
performed at no less than three values of the
lattice spacing, in order to guarantee that the
scaling region is reached.

Our analysis includes all five ingredients
listed above, thus providing a calculation of the
light hadron spectrum with fully controlled sys-
tematics as follows.

1) Owing to the key statement from renor-
malization group theory that higher-dimension,
local operators in the action are irrelevant in the
continuum limit, there is, in principle, an un-
limited freedom in choosing a lattice action.
There is no consensus regarding which action
would offer the most cost-effective approach to
the continuum limit and to physical mud. We use
an action that improves both the gauge and
fermionic sectors and heavily suppresses non-
physical, ultraviolet modes (19). We perform a
series of 2 + 1 flavor calculations; that is, we
include degenerate u and d sea quarks and an
additional s sea quark. We fix ms to its approxi-
mate physical value. To interpolate to the phys-
ical value, four of our simulations were repeated
with a slightly different ms. We vary mud in a
range that extends down to Mp ≈ 190 MeV.

2) QCD does not predict hadron masses in
physical units: Only dimensionless combinations
(such as mass ratios) can be calculated. To set the
overall physical scale, any dimensionful observ-
able can be used. However, practical issues in-
fluence this choice. First of all, it should be a
quantity that can be calculated precisely and
whose experimental value is well known. Sec-
ond, it should have a weak dependence on mud,
so that its chiral behavior does not interfere with
that of other observables. Because we are con-
sidering spectral quantities here, these two con-
ditions should guide our choice of the particle
whose mass will set the scale. Furthermore, the
particle should not decay under the strong in-
teraction. On the one hand, the larger the strange
content of the particle, the more precise the mass
determination and the weaker the dependence on
mud. These facts support the use of theW baryon,
the particle with the highest strange content. On
the other hand, the determination of baryon dec-
uplet masses is usually less precise than those of
the octet. This observation would suggest that
the X baryon is appropriate. Because both the
W and X baryon are reasonable choices, we
carry out two analyses, one withMW (theW set)
and one withMX (the X set). We find that for all
three gauge couplings, 6/g2 = 3.3, 3.57, and 3.7,
both quantities give consistent results, namely
a ≈ 0.125, 0.085, and 0.065 fm, respectively. To
fix the bare quark masses, we use the mass ratio
pairs Mp/MW,MK/MW or Mp/MX,MK/MX. We
determine the masses of the baryon octet (N, S,
L, X) and decuplet (D, S*, X*, W) and those
members of the light pseudoscalar (p, K) and

vector meson (r, K*) octets that do not require
the calculation of disconnected propagators.
Typical effective masses are shown in Fig. 1.

3) Shifts in hadron masses due to the finite
size of the lattice are systematic effects. There
are two different effects, and we took both of
them into account. The first type of volume de-
pendence is related to virtual pion exchange be-
tween the different copies of our periodic system,
and it decreases exponentially with Mp L. Using
MpL >

e
4 results in masses which coincide, for

all practical purposes, with the infinite volume
results [see results, for example, for pions (22)
and for baryons (23, 24)]. Nevertheless, for one
of our simulation points, we used several vol-
umes and determined the volume dependence,
which was included as a (negligible) correction at
all points (19). The second type of volume de-
pendence exists only for resonances. The cou-
pling between the resonance state and its decay
products leads to a nontrivial-level structure in
finite volume. Based on (20, 21), we calculated
the corrections necessary to reconstruct the reso-
nance masses from the finite volume ground-
state energy and included them in the analysis
(19).

4) Though important algorithmic develop-
ments have taken place recently [for example

(25, 26) and for our setup (27)], simulating di-
rectly at physical mud in large enough volumes,
which would be an obvious choice, is still ex-
tremely challenging numerically. Thus, the stan-
dard strategy consists of performing calculations
at a number of larger mud and extrapolating the
results to the physical point. To that end, we use
chiral perturbation theory and/or a Taylor expan-
sion around any of our mass points (19).

5) Our three-flavor scaling study (27) showed
that hadron masses deviate from their continuum
values by less than approximately 1% for lattice
spacings up to a ≈ 0.125 fm. Because the sta-
tistical errors of the hadron masses calculated in
the present paper are similar in size, we do not
expect significant scaling violations here. This is
confirmed by Fig. 2. Nevertheless, we quantified
and removed possible discretization errors by a
combined analysis using results obtained at three
lattice spacings (19).

We performed two separate analyses, setting
the scale with MX and MW. The results of these
two sets are summarized in Table 1. The X set is
shown in Fig. 3. With both scale-setting proce-
dures, we find that the masses agree with the
hadron spectrum observed in nature (28).

Thus, our study strongly suggests that QCD
is the theory of the strong interaction, at low

Fig. 3. The light hadron
spectrum of QCD. Hori-
zontal lines and bands are
the experimental values
with their decay widths.
Our results are shown by
solid circles. Vertical error
bars represent our com-
bined statistical (SEM) and
systematic error estimates.
p, K, and X have no error
bars, because they are
used to set the light quark
mass, the strange quark
mass and the overall
scale, respectively.

Table 1. Spectrum results in giga–electron volts. The statistical (SEM) and systematic uncertainties
on the last digits are given in the first and second set of parentheses, respectively. Experimental
masses are isospin-averaged (19). For each of the isospin multiplets considered, this average is
within at most 3.5 MeV of the masses of all of its members. As expected, the octet masses are more
accurate than the decuplet masses, and the larger the strange content, the more precise is the
result. As a consequence, the D mass determination is the least precise.

X Experimental (28) MX (X set) MX (W set)
r 0.775 0.775 (29) (13) 0.778 (30) (33)
K* 0.894 0.906 (14) (4) 0.907 (15) (8)
N 0.939 0.936 (25) (22) 0.953 (29) (19)
L 1.116 1.114 (15) (5) 1.103 (23) (10)
S 1.191 1.169 (18) (15) 1.157 (25) (15)
X 1.318 1.318 1.317 (16) (13)
D 1.232 1.248 (97) (61) 1.234 (82) (81)
S* 1.385 1.427 (46) (35) 1.404 (38) (27)
X* 1.533 1.565 (26) (15) 1.561 (15) (15)
W 1.672 1.676 (20) (15) 1.672

21 NOVEMBER 2008 VOL 322 SCIENCE www.sciencemag.org1226

REPORTS

90% of the mass of ordinary matter emerges from QCD 

Durr, et.al., Science 322, 1224 (2008)
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Ordinary Matter 
15.5%

Dark Matter 84.5% From Planck 2013

Dark Matter Energy Density
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Introduction of Dark QCD

The dark matter has its mass from a “dark QCD”

A simple-minded conjecture:

Dark QCD

dark quarks, dark pions, 
dark baryons, dark axions

...
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Is it new?

Volume 165B, number 1,2,3 PHYSICS LETTERS 19 December 1985 

T E C H N O C O S M O L O G Y  - COULD A TECHNIBARYON EXCESS 
PROVIDE A " N A T U R A L "  M I S S I N G  MASS CANDIDATE? 

S. NUSSINOV 
Newman Laboratory of Nuclear Studies, Cornell University, Ithaca, N Y  14853, USA 
and Physics Department, Sackler Faculty of Science, Tel Aviv University, Ramat Aviv, Tel Aviv t, Israel 

Received 7 October 1985 

It is pointed out that if: (a) at least one technibaryon is very stable (~- >/10 20-25 yr) and (b) a technibaryon excess is built up 
at the early stages of the big bang with magnitude comparable to the normal baryonic matter asymmetry c B = CTB then stable 
technibaryons can account for the missing mass and most naturally explain why p B -10-2pcri t. 

1. Introduction. The idea that the W and Z masses 
are induced by spontaneous chiral symmetry breaking 
in a "technicolor" sector [1,2] is extremely appeal- 
ing and has been incorporated into many composite 
[3] or grand unified models [4]. 

In the following we explore some of the conse- 
quence of  a possible techni-matter-anti-matter asym- 
metry which could occur once technicolor models (or 
extended technicolor, etc. models) are incorporated 
into GUTS or appropriate composite models. In par- 
ticular we note that with minimal fine tuning this 
may provide a simple explanation for a puzzling fea- 
ture of the "dark matter". 

The observed total density inferred from rotation 
curves in galaxies, binaries, and cluster motions is 
~.0.2 of Peri~ca 1 = the closure density. This remarkable 
coincidence (P/Per could easily be 10 -80 ) is explain- 
ed in inflationary models predicting I2 = p/per = 1. 

The remaining puzzle which we alluded to is "why 
does normal baryonic matter constitute roughly one 
percent of per? 

Various candidates "x"  have been suggested for 
the missing dark matter: massive neutrinos or pho- 
tinos, axions, heavy relies such as magnetic monopoles, 
shadow universe matter, etc. 

In all cases (with one noteable exception which 
we discuss later), the underlying physics determining 

1 Permanent address, and address after October 30, 1985. 

Px and PB is quite different and it is very hard to un- 
derstand why is I2 B --PB/Pcr ~ PB/Px ~ 10-29" 

In the following we will assume that some varia- 
tion of the GUT's or composite model mechanism 
[5-7]  accounts for the baryon asymmetry e B = nB/ 
n. r ~ (nq - nct)/n.t. 

The baryonic matter density 

O B =eBn. tm B (1) 

depends then on roB, the baryon's mass (which is es- 
sentially given by the QCD scale), and e B which de- 
pends on mGUT/mplanck the ratio of grand unifica- 
tion to Planck scale, the CP violation in the theory, 
and other gauge and/or Higgs couplings. 

If, for example, we assume that Px is due to massive 
neutrinos: 

Px = Pv = n.rmv, (2) 

then Px depends on m v which in turn is determined 
in the usual terminology by various Higgs VEVs and 
couplings and in many models by Majorana masses 
as well. PB/Px = 10-2 implies than eBmB/m v ~. 10 -2 
whereas it would appear that this ratio could easily 
vary over many orders of magnitude. 

Assume, however, the missing dark matter is due 
to a techni-matter excess then 

~2 B = PBlPx = eBmBleTmTB ~ 10-3eB/eT , (3) 

with eTmTB referring to the techni-matter asymme- 
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TECHNICOLOR COSMOLOGY 

R.S. CHIVUKULA 

Department of PItvsics, Boston University, Boston, MA 02215, USA 

Terry P. WALKER 

Harvard-Smithsonian Center for Astrophysics, Cambridge, MA 02138, USA 

Received 16 June 1989 

We discuss limits on the lightest technibaryons arising in technicolor theories. The electric 
charge, weak isospin, and spin of the lightest technibaryon are calculated for several technicolor 
models and it is shown that, in the popular "one family" models, the lightest technibaryon is 
charged. We then calculate the relic abundance of the lightest technibaryon in the usual manner 
and consider their fate during primordial nucleosynthesis, galaxy formation and in stars. We show 
that stable charged technibaryons (or charged technibaryon-nucleus bound states) would be 
present on earth al levels ruled out by searches for anomalously heavy nuclei. 

1. Introduction 

In technicolor [1] models, chiral symmetry breaking due to a strong technicolor 
gauge interaction is responsible for breaking SU(2)w ! U(1)v down to U(1)e m. If 
technicolor is responsible for electroweak symmetry breaking, "technibaryons", the 
technicolor analogs of the proton and neutron, will exist. Technibaryons would have 
been produced in the Big Bang and, if the lifetime is greater than or of order the age 
of the universe, would be present today. In this paper, we consider constraints on 
technicolor theories arising from limits on the existence of supermassive particles. 

In sect. 2, we show that the lightest technibaryon can be charged or neutral and 
that neutral technibaryons may or may not carry weak isospin, depending on the 
technicolor model. In particular, we show that the lightest technibaryon in the 
popular "one family" models are charged and have, for NTc _< 20, charge less than 
10. In sect. 3, we calculate the relic abundance of technibaryons and consider their 
fate during primordial nucleosynthesis, galaxy formation, in stars, and during the 
formation of the solar system. We show that charged technibaryons (or charged 
technibaryon-nucleus bound states) would be present on earth in numbers greater 
than or of order one per 10 7 baryons. 

In sect. 4, we review the terrestrial limits on the existence of supermassive 
particles, and conclude that, in general, any technicolor model in which the lightest 

0550-3213/90/$03.50 "Elsevier Science Publishers B.V. 
(North-Holland) 

asymmetric dark matter

WIMP
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The Discovery of Higgs Boson

Nima Arkani-Hamed, talk at SavasFest, May 2012

Strong dynamics
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The dynamics in the dark sector may have nothing 

to do with the electroweak symmetry breaking !!!

We need to study dark 
matter for its own purpose
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One Number to Explain

Most popular models:  “WIMP miracle”

ΩDM =
s0
ρc

�
45

πg∗

�1/2 xf

mpl

1

�σv� �σv� ≈ 1 pb ≈ πα2

8m2
DM

for mDM = 100 GeV

This could be just one option: 

dark matter is related to the electroweak scale

ΩDM
ΩBaryon

= mDMnDM
mpnp

≈ 5 ∼ 6
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The Second Option

nDM ∼ np

mDM ∼ mp

ΩDM
ΩBaryon

= mDMnDM
mpnp

≈ 5 ∼ 6

(1):

(2):

Two conditions:
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nDM ∼ np(1):

The first condition can be satisfied by introducing 
some non-trivial number density history  

David B. Kaplan, PRL, 68, 741 (1992)

Barr, Chivukula, Farhi, PLB, 241, 387 (1990)

Dodelson, Greene, Widrow, NPB, 372, 467 (1992)

Fujii, Yanagida, PLB, 542, 80 (2002)

Kitano, Low, PRD, 71, 023510 (2005)

Farrar, Zaharijas, PRL, 96, 041302 (2006)

Kaplan, Luty, Zurek, PRL, 79, 115016 (2009)

Shelton, Zurek, PRD, 82, 123512 (2010)

Davoudiasl, Morrissey, Sigurdson, Tulin, PRL, 105, 211304 (2010)

Buckley, Randall, JHEP, 1109, 009 (2011)

......
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mDM ∼ mp(2):

The dark matter could be like ordinary baryons 
from an asymmetry mechanism

The dark matter mass is related to the QCD scale
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If dark matter is a “dark baryon” from a new QCD-
like strong dynamics in the dark matter sector

ΛdQCD ∼ ΛQCD ?

Need to have QCD and dQCD gauge couplings 
related to each other
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Dimensional Transmutation

β0 < 0Λ2
QCD ≈ M2

Pl e
4π/[βs

0 αs(M
2
Pl)]

Λ2
dQCD ≈ M2

Pl e
4π/[βd

0 αd(M
2
Pl)]

The confinement scale is sensitive to the beta 
function (matter content) and the coupling at a UV 
scale

Need a mechanism to relate the gauge couplings of 
two gauge groups in an infrared scale 
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Our Idea

Particles charged under both gauge groups can 
induce Infrared Fixed Points (IRFP) and have both 
gauge couplings related to each other in the IR 

β(g)

Banks-Zaks fixed point
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Matter Content

Field SU(Nc)QCD SU(Nd)darkQCD multiplicity

SM fermion Nc 1 nfc

SM scalar Nc 1 nsc

DM fermion 1 Nd nfd

DM scalar 1 Nd nsd

joint fermion Nc Nd nfj

joint scalar Nc Nd nsj

Table 1: General matter content

1 Introduction

[1]

2 The Scale of Dark Matter

As we mentioned in the abstract, we are not only trying to explain the dark matter number density,

but also the dark matter mass to be close to the proton or baryon masses. We need to explain why
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Gauge Coupling Running
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c ↔ d for βd(gc, gd)

2 The Scale of Dark QCD

Assuming an asymptotic-free QCD-like dynamics in the dark sector, the dark baryon in this sector

could be a stable particle and serve as a dark matter candidate. Neglecting the electroweak symmetry,

we have the gauge group to be SU(Nc)QCD × SU(Nd)dQCD. For simplicity, we only consider the case
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representations will not change the generic conclusions of this paper. Other than nfc (nfd) Dirac
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Dirac fermions and nsj complex scalars as bi-fundaments of SU(Nc) × SU(Nd), which are crucial
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gc and gd affect each other’s running. Defining the beta functions as dgc/d(log µ) = βc(gc, gd) and

dgd/d(log µ) = βd(gc, gd), we have the beta functions at two-loop as [19] 1

βc(gc, gd) =
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T (Rf ) 2(nfc +Nd nfj) +
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T (Rs) (nsc +Nd nsj)−
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34

3
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2C2(Rf )T (Rf ) 2Nd nfj + 4C2(Rs)T (Rs)Nd nsj
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. (1)

The formula for βd(gc, gd) is obtained from βc(gc, gd) by interchanging the indexes c ↔ d. Here,

C2(Gc) = Nc and C2(Gd) = Nd are the quadratic Casimirs of the adjoint representations; C2(Rf ) =

C2(Rs) = (N2
c,d − 1)/(2Nc,d) are the quadratic Casimirs of the fundamental representations; T (Rf ) =

1/2 and T (Rs) = 1/2. We have checked and found that the electroweak gauge couplings and the top

Yukawa coupling have negligible effects on the QCD and dark QCD couplings in the infrared. Similarly

to the Banks-Zaks fixed point for a single gauge coupling [18], one can solve the zero beta-function

equations βc,d(gc, gd) = 0 and obtain the perturbative IRFP as

α∗
s ≡ α∗

s(nfc, nsc , nfd , nsd , nfj , nsj) ,

α∗
d ≡ α∗

d(nfc , nsc , nfd , nsd , nfj , nsj) , (2)

with αs = g2c/4π and αd = g2d/4π. Here, we assume that there are no masses for the fermions and

scalars between the UV scale and a lower scale of M and no threshold corrections for the IRFP
1In Ref. [19], chiral fermions are used. In our notation, we use Dirac fermions, so there is an additional factor of two

in the formula.
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Infrared Fixed Point
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Dark QCD Scales
Decouple all particles except dark quarks at a 
common scale M
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Dark QCD Scales

αs(MZ) + α∗
s

M

+ α∗
d

αd(ΛdQCD)

ΛdQCD

ΛQCD
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Estimation of Dark Baryon Masses

Require non-perturbative tools like Lattice QCD

Following the analysis of the Cornwall, Jackiw, 
Tomboulis effective potential for chiral symmetry 
breaking, one has

αd C2(Rf ) > π/3 αd > π/4

Using this condition to approximately determine 
the confinement scales, we have

mp ≈ 1.5ΛQCD

so, mD ≈ 1.5ΛdQCD
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A Sample of Representations

Model nfc nfd nfj nsc nsd nsj α∗
s α∗

d M (GeV) mD (GeV)

A 6 5 3 0 2 0 0.095 0.175 518 31

B 6 6 3 1 0 0 0.083 0.120 2030 8.6

C 6 6 3 2 2 0 0.070 0.070 13500 0.32

D 7 7 2 2 0 2 0.078 0.168 3860 72

E 7 7 2 2 1 2 0.090 0.133 869 3.5

F 8 8 2 2 0 1 0.074 0.149 7700 29

G 8 8 2 2 1 1 0.082 0.118 2244 1.2

Table 1: The perturbative IRFP coupling values, decoupling scale M and the dark baryon mass mD

for some representative models. Matter fields that are charged under both gauge symmetries decouple
at a mass scale M , which is determined from α∗

s and αs(MZ) = 0.1197 ± 0.0016 [20,21].

calculation. Assuming a common mass M for all scalars and fermions except the QCD quarks and

dark fermions charged only under dark QCD, the QCD coupling values, αs(M) = α∗
s and αs(MZ) =

0.1197 ± 0.0016 [20, 21], can be used to determine the decoupling scale M . For some representative

models, we show the IRFP gauge coupling values and the decoupling scale M in Table 1.

Once the scale M and the dark QCD coupling value αd(M) = α∗
d are known, we calculate the dark

QCD gauge coupling from the scale M to a lower scale. Because the gauge coupling αd increases as

the scale decreases, at a lower scale the dark QCD coupling can be large enough to trigger confinement

and chiral symmetry breaking. The actual determination of such a scale requires a non-perturbative

calculation. As a guidance, we use the chiral symmetry breaking condition from Cornwall, Jackiw and

Tomboulis effective potential [22], which has αd C2(Rf ) > π/3 or αd > π/4 [23]. From this condition,

we define the dark QCD scale through the relation αd(ΛdQCD) = π/4. Applying the same calculation to

our QCD scale, we have the relation between the proton mass and ΛQCD as mp ≈ 1.5ΛQCD. We apply

this relation to the dark QCD and obtain the dark matter (dark baryon) mass as mD ≈ 1.5ΛdQCD.

Similar to light flavors in our QCD, the dark quark masses have been assumed to be much lighter

than ΛdQCD and their contributions to the dark baryon mass can be neglected. We show the values

of mD for different models in the last column of Table 1.

There are around one million models that have both couplings to be asymptotic-free in UV and

provide infrared fixed points to explain dark baryon masses. Requiring 0.05 ≤ α∗
s ≤ 0.1 and a

perturbative α∗
d, the number of models reduces to tens of thousand. To understand the correlation

betweenM and the dark baryon mass, we further require 1.5 < mD/mp < 15, imagining that nD/nB =

O(1), such that the experimental value of ΩDM/ΩB can be explained up to a range of a factor of three.

4

43



44

Many Models
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Statistic Distribution of M
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The bi-fundamental of QCD and dark QCD prefers 
to have masses below 2 TeV
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Example Model for Number Density

Φ : (3̄, 3)1/3

nDM ∼ np(1):

The general idea: generating asymmetry for the 
bi-fundamental particles 

3 Asymmetry from Leptogenesis

Leptogenesis [6] is a well known mechanism to explain the baryon asymmetry of the universe (BAU). It

uses CP-violating, out-of-equilibrium decays of heavy righthanded neutrinos, Ni, to generate a lepton

asymmetry at high scales. This lepton asymmetry is then partially transferred into the quark sector

through electroweak sphaleron processes.

In addition to the lepton asymmetry, it is possible to also generate an asymmetry in other quantum

numbers from Ni decays [7, 8]. In the following we show how the Leptogenesis mechanism can generate

both the BAU and the DM asymmetry. Different from [7, 8], both the baryon and the DM asymmetries

will be controlled by the same parameters.

Model overview

The main idea is to induce an asymmetry in the (3, 3)1/3 fermion Y1, such that ∆nY1
≡ nY1

−nȲ1
#= 0.

Note that we only write down the quantum numbers under SU(3)QCD × SU(3)dark ×U(1)B , since all

fields involved will be SU(2)weak singlets. Since Y1 carries both QCD and Dark color, its decays will

distribute the asymmetry evenly between the visible and the dark sector. In order to generate the

asymmetry, we introduce a (3, 3)1/3 scalar Φ, and introduce Yukawa couplings

L ⊃ kiȲ1ΦNi + h.c.. (5)

where ψc = Cψ̄T and C is the charge conjugation matrix. Here Ni, (i = 1, 2, 3) are three heavy

righthanded neutrinos with Majorana masses Mi that are also responsible to generate small SM

neutrino masses through the seesaw mechanism, and we assumeMi < Mj for i < j. Out of equilibrium

decays of N1 in the early universe can generate asymmetries ∆n0
Y and ∆nΦ = −∆n0

Y , provided that

Im(k21(k
∗
2)

2) is nonzero. An estimate of the amount of asymmetry generated from these decays will

be presented later.

Additional fields and couplings are required to allow the asymmetry to be transferred to baryons

and dark matter. We introduce a second bi-triplet Y2 transforming as (3, 3)−2/3, and Yukawa couplings

L ⊃ κ1ΦȲ
c
1 Y2 + κ2ΦȲ2eR + κ3ΦX̄LdR + h.c., (6)

where eR and dR are the right-handed SM leptons and quarks, respectively. For simplicity we can

assume small mass hierarchies between the Yi and Φ fields. Then we can imagine the decay chains

Y1 → Ȳ2Φ† followed by Y2 → ΦeR and Φ → XLd̄R. The asymmetries that are initially stored in the Φ

4

The baryon and dark baryon have comparable 
number densities from its decay

nD ∼ np
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Asymmetry of the bi-fundamental

3 Asymmetry from Leptogenesis

Leptogenesis [6] is a well known mechanism to explain the baryon asymmetry of the universe (BAU). It

uses CP-violating, out-of-equilibrium decays of heavy righthanded neutrinos, Ni, to generate a lepton

asymmetry at high scales. This lepton asymmetry is then partially transferred into the quark sector

through electroweak sphaleron processes.

In addition to the lepton asymmetry, it is possible to also generate an asymmetry in other quantum

numbers from Ni decays [7, 8]. In the following we show how the Leptogenesis mechanism can generate

both the BAU and the DM asymmetry. Different from [7, 8], both the baryon and the DM asymmetries

will be controlled by the same parameters.

Model overview

The main idea is to induce an asymmetry in the (3, 3)1/3 fermion Y1, such that ∆nY1
≡ nY1

−nȲ1
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the lepton flavors equilibrate, we use the well-known relation nB = 28/79nB−L [27, 28] to obtain the

ratio of nD/nB as

|nD|
nB

=
79

56
. (8)

The interactions introduced in Eq. (3) and (4) conserve a dark matter Z2 symmetry. Under this Z2,

we have the fields X, Φ, eR, Y1 to be odd and Y2 and Ni to be even. So, the dark baryon constructed

from three X field’s is Z2 odd and stable.

Before we calculate the energy density ratio, we digress into discussing how to obtain ∆nY1 from

leptogenesis. The lightest right-handed neutrino, N1, must decay sufficiently out of equilibrium. This

is possible if the decay rate ΓN1 = 9|k1|2M1/(16π) is not too different from the Hubble expansion

rate of the universe H(T = M1) at a temperature T = M1. This condition ΓN1 ∼ H(M1) roughly

translates to |k1|2 ∼ M1/(1017 GeV), so it can be easily satisfied for a N1 mass below the Planck scale.

The CP-asymmetry in the decayN1 → Y1Φ† can be inferred from the known leptogenesis result [29].

In the hierarchical limit, M2 # M1, and neglecting finite temperature corrections, it is given by [30]

ε =
Γ(N1 → Y1Φ†)− Γ(N1 → Ȳ1Φ)

Γ(N1 → Y1Φ†) + Γ(N1 → Ȳ1Φ)
≈ −

3

2

1

8π

Im[k21(k
∗
2)

2]

|k1|2
M1

M2
. (9)

In the strong washout regime, ΓN1 # H(M1), the final asymmetry can be estimated as [31,32]

QY1(∞) =
π2

6zfK1
εQeq

N1
(0) , (10)

where Qi = ni/s are the entropy normalized particle densities, K1 = ΓN1/H(M1) and zf is the freeze-

out temperature where the washout decouples, with zf ∼ 7− 10 for K1 = 10− 100. The equilibrium

N1 density at high temperatures is approximately given by Qeq
N1

(0) ≈ 4/g! with g! ≈ 300 in our model.

Choosing M1 = 1013 GeV, |k1| = |k2| = 0.1, and M2 = 10M1, we have QY1(∞) ≈ 2 × 10−9 sin(2ϕ),

where ϕ is the relative CP phase in the couplings k1,2. In comparison, the observed baryon to entropy

ratio today is 9×10−11 [32]. Therefore it is easy to see that a large enough asymmetry can be generated

to explain the observed baryon and dark baryon asymmetries of the universe.

After discussing asymmetry generation, we now come back to calculate ΩDM/ΩB, which is simply

given by

ΩDM

ΩB
=

nD mD

nB mp
≈

79

56

mD

mp
. (11)

Assuming the same nD/nB = 79/56 for all models, we show the dark matter energy densities in Fig. 3

for the representative models in Table 1. Note that while we show a variety of models here, only

7

∆nΦ = −3∆nY1
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Asymmetries of Baryon and Dark 
Baryon

3 Asymmetry from Leptogenesis

Leptogenesis [6] is a well known mechanism to explain the baryon asymmetry of the universe (BAU). It

uses CP-violating, out-of-equilibrium decays of heavy righthanded neutrinos, Ni, to generate a lepton

asymmetry at high scales. This lepton asymmetry is then partially transferred into the quark sector

through electroweak sphaleron processes.

In addition to the lepton asymmetry, it is possible to also generate an asymmetry in other quantum

numbers from Ni decays [7, 8]. In the following we show how the Leptogenesis mechanism can generate

both the BAU and the DM asymmetry. Different from [7, 8], both the baryon and the DM asymmetries

will be controlled by the same parameters.

Model overview

The main idea is to induce an asymmetry in the (3, 3)1/3 fermion Y1, such that ∆nY1
≡ nY1

−nȲ1
#= 0.

Note that we only write down the quantum numbers under SU(3)QCD × SU(3)dark ×U(1)B , since all

fields involved will be SU(2)weak singlets. Since Y1 carries both QCD and Dark color, its decays will

distribute the asymmetry evenly between the visible and the dark sector. In order to generate the

asymmetry, we introduce a (3, 3)1/3 scalar Φ, and introduce Yukawa couplings

L ⊃ kiȲ1ΦNi + h.c.. (5)

where ψc = Cψ̄T and C is the charge conjugation matrix. Here Ni, (i = 1, 2, 3) are three heavy

righthanded neutrinos with Majorana masses Mi that are also responsible to generate small SM

neutrino masses through the seesaw mechanism, and we assumeMi < Mj for i < j. Out of equilibrium

decays of N1 in the early universe can generate asymmetries ∆n0
Y and ∆nΦ = −∆n0

Y , provided that

Im(k21(k
∗
2)

2) is nonzero. An estimate of the amount of asymmetry generated from these decays will

be presented later.

Additional fields and couplings are required to allow the asymmetry to be transferred to baryons

and dark matter. We introduce a second bi-triplet Y2 transforming as (3, 3)−2/3, and Yukawa couplings

L ⊃ κ1ΦȲ
c
1 Y2 + κ2ΦȲ2eR + κ3ΦX̄LdR + h.c., (6)

where eR and dR are the right-handed SM leptons and quarks, respectively. For simplicity we can

assume small mass hierarchies between the Yi and Φ fields. Then we can imagine the decay chains

Y1 → Ȳ2Φ† followed by Y2 → ΦeR and Φ → XLd̄R. The asymmetries that are initially stored in the Φ

4

Without weak interaction and electroweak sphaleron 
processes

The main idea to generate an asymmetry for a particle that can decay into ordinary baryons and

dark baryons, so nB and nD can share the same source of asymmetry. The particles bi-fundamental

of QCD and dark QCD are natural candidates for this. For instance, one can induce an asymmetry in

a (3, 3)1/3 fermion Y1, such that ∆nY1 ≡ nY1 − nȲ1
#= 0. Note that we only write down the quantum

numbers under SU(3)QCD × SU(3)dQCD × U(1)Y , since all fields involved will be SU(2)weak singlets.

Since Y1 carries both QCD and dark QCD colors, its decays will distribute the asymmetry evenly

between the visible and the dark sectors. To generate the asymmetry via leptogenesis, we introduce

a (3, 3)1/3 scalar Φ with Yukawa couplings

L ⊃ kiȲ1ΦNi + h.c. . (3)

Here Ni, (i = 1, 2, 3) are three heavy right-handed neutrinos with Majorana masses Mi (Mi < Mj

for i < j) that could also be responsible to generate small SM neutrino masses through the seesaw

mechanism. Out of equilibrium decays of N1 in the early universe can generate asymmetries ∆nY1 ≡
nY1 − nȲ1

and ∆nΦ = −∆nY1, provided that Im[k21(k
∗
2)

2] is nonzero. An estimate of the amount of

asymmetry generated from these decays will be presented later.

Additional fields and couplings are required to allow the asymmetry to be transferred to baryons

and dark baryons. We introduce a second bi-triplet fermion Y2 transforming as (3, 3)−2/3, and Yukawa

couplings

L ⊃ κ1 Φ Ȳ c
1 Y2 + κ2 Φ Ȳ2 eR + κ3Φ X̄L dR + h.c. , (4)

where Y c
1 = C Y T

1 and C is the charge conjugation operator. Here, eR and dR are the right-handed SM

charged-leptons and down-up quarks, respectively, with the flavor indices suppressed. For simplicity,

we assume that the Φ field is lighter than Yi but with a small mass hierarchy. Then, we have the

decay chains Y1 → Ȳ2 + Φ† followed by Y2 → Φ + eR and Φ → XL + d̄R. The asymmetries that are

initially stored in the Φ and Y1 fields are distributed as follows:

∆ndR ≡ 3nB = 3∆nY1 , (5)

∆neR ≡ nL = −∆nY1 , (6)

∆nX ≡ 3nD = −3∆nY1 , (7)

where we have taken into account that each (dark) quark carries 1/3 of the (dark) baryon number. The

B−L asymmetry is given by nB−nL = 2∆nY1 . Weak interaction, Yukawa interactions and electroweak

sphaleron processes will redistribute the asymmetries across SM quarks and leptons. Assuming that

6

After taking the weak processes into account
Chung, Garbrecht, Tulin

0807.2283

|nD|
nB

= 79
56

nB = 28
79nB−L
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Ratios of Energy Densities

In the strong washout regime, ΓN1
> H(M1), the final asymmetry can be estimated as [13, 14]

QY1
(∞) =

π2

6zfK1
εQeq

N1
(0) , (13)

where Qi = ni/s are the entropy normalized particle densities, K1 = ΓN1
/H(M1) and zf is the freeze-

out temperature where the washout decouples, with zf ∼ 7− 10 for K1 = 10− 100. The equilibrium

N1 density at high temperatures is approximately given by Qeq
N1

(0) ≈ 4/g!.

For M1 = 1013 GeV, |k1| = |k2| = 0.1, and M2 = 10M1, the CP asymmetry is of order 6 × 10−5.

Inserting the remaining approximations, we find QY1
(∞) ≈ 2 × 10−9 sin(2ϕ), where ϕ is the relative

CP phase in the couplings k1,2. In comparison, the observed baryon to entropy ratio today is 9×10−11.

Therefore it is easy to see that a large enough asymmetry can be generated to explain the observed

baryon asymmetry of the universe.

4 The Matter to Dark Matter Ratio

We are now in a position to calculate the matter to dark matter ratio. Remember that in our universe,

ΩDM/ΩBaryon ≈ 5. The ratio of energy densities is given by

ΩDM

ΩBaryon
=

nDmD

nBmp
≈

79

56

mD

mp
, (14)

The DM mass depends on the strong dynamics of dark QCD, and is therefore not calculable analyti-

cally. Due to the similarities between the confining SU(3) sectors, we can hope to obtain an estimate

for mD by comparing with QCD. The estimation of the dark matter mass is in Table 2.

Among different representations, we have the representation (7, 7, 2, 2, 1, 2) to have the dark matter

mass around 3.5 GeV and the ratio ΩBaryon ≈ 4.9, which is very close to the measured value from

CMB. For other representations, we show the dark matter energy density in Fig. 1.

5 LHC and dark matter phenomenologies

So far, the chiral symmetry, SU(nfd)L × SU(nfd)R, associated with dark quarks are unbroken. To

provide masses to the otherwise massless Nambu-Goldston bosons, we adopt the Higgs portal and

introduce the dark-flavor-blind interactions, X̄XH†H/M , which can be easily UV-completed by in-

troducing a gauge singlet field S with two couplings X̄XS and SH†H. The dark pion mass has the

approximate relation: m2
πd
f2
πd

∼ mXΛ3
dQCD with the dark quark mass mX ∼ v2EW/M . The Yukawa

coupling of dark quarks to the Higgs boson is ∼ m2
πd
f2
πd
/(vEW Λ3

dQCD), which is suppressed by a power

of f2
πd
/Λ2

dQCD ∼ 1/(4π)2 and will not affect the SM Higgs properties in a significant way.
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Figure 3: The ratios of the dark baryon energy density over the ordinary baryon energy density for
different models in Table 1. The dark lines are the ratios ΩDM/ΩB calculated using Eq. (11) for
different models, while the orange (grey) bands are obtained by letting the dark baryon mass vary
between 1/2 and 2 times the estimated value, to account for the uncertainty of the non-perturbative
estimation of ΛdQCD (a more precise calculation could be done at Lattice [33]). The green line is the
measured value of ΩDM/ΩB from the Planck collaboration.

models D, E, F and G have the necessary particle content to implement the asymmetry mechanism

in this section. Among different models, the model “E” has a dark matter mass around 3.5 GeV and

the ratio ΩDM/ΩB ≈ 4.9, which is very close to the measured value from the Planck collaboration.

A prominent issue in asymmetric dark matter model building is that the dark matter - anti dark

matter annihilation rate must be sufficiently efficient to prevent a large symmetric relic density. In our

model, this potential problem is naturally solved because the dark baryon and anti-baryon annihilation

into dark pions is very efficient, similar to the proton and anti-proton annihilation in the SM. The dark

pions do not carry dark baryon number, so they can decay into SM particles (unless they have their

discrete symmetries for stability, for instance in [34–36], which we don’t consider here). We discuss

their properties in the next section for the phenomenology of our model.

4 LHC and dark matter phenomenology

So far, the chiral symmetry, SU(nfd)L × SU(nfd)R, associated with the dark quarks is unbroken. To

provide masses to the otherwise massless Nambu-Goldstone bosons or dark pions, πd, we adopt the

Higgs portal and introduce the dark-flavor-blind interactions, X̄XH†H/Λ, which can be easily UV-

completed by introducing a gauge singlet field S with two couplings X̄XS and SH†H. The dark pion

8
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Dark Matter Phenomenology

All relevant phenomenology depends on the bi-
fundamental particles, which have a mass at 1-2 TeV

Integrate out the Φ field

κ2
3 XLγµXL dRγµdR

M2
Φ

mass has the approximate relation: m2
πd
f2
πd

∼ mXΛ3
dQCD, with the dark quark mass mX ∼ v2EW/Λ. 2

The dark pion masses are controlled by additional UV parameters and can well be below the dark

baryon mass.

The dark QCD and our QCD sectors are coupled to each other through the bi-fundamental parti-

cles, whose mass scale M is crucial for the phenomenology of this class of dark QCD models. Integrat-

ing out the bi-fundamental Φ field, one can generate the operator κ23 XLdR dRXL/M2
Φ. After Fiertz

transformation, this operator becomes κ23 XLγµXL dRγµdR/M2
Φ. First of all, one can see that the dark

parity is broken and the dark pion can decay into SM quarks from the operator, iκ23 fπd
md πd dγ5d/M2

Φ,

using the dark chiral Lagrangian. For ΛdQCD > ΛQCD, the decay width of πd is estimated to be

κ43 f
2
πd
m2

dmπd
/(32πM4

Φ). For MΦ/κ3 ∼ 1 TeV, the dark pion is generically a stable particle at colliders

unless πd is heavy enough to decay into strange quarks. When the dark pion mass is below 3mπ, it

can only decay into a pair of photons at loop level or high-multiplicity final state via off-shell pions

and has an even longer lifetime.

The effective operator, κ23 XLγµXL dRγµdR/M2
Φ, can also be used to induce both dark matter-

nucleon spin-independent and spin-dependent scattering. For the dominant spin-independent scatter-

ing, the matrix element for scattering off a proton or neutron is given by [37] Mp,n = κ23/(4M
2
Φ)J

0
XJ0

p,n,

where J0
X = 〈D|Xγ0X|D〉 ≈ 3 and J0

p,n = 〈p, n|dγ0d|p, n〉 ≈ 1, 2. Then the spin-independent dark

baryon-neutron cross section is calculated to be

σSI
D−n =

22 32 κ43 µ
2
D−n

16πM4
Φ

=

(

1 TeV

MΦ/κ3

)4

× 3× 10−40 cm2 , (12)

where µD−n is the reduced mass of the dark baryon and ordinary neutron system. For mD ≈ 3.5 GeV

and MΦ/κ3 = 1 TeV, the cross section is close but below the current limits from light dark matter

searches [38,39].

In our model, we have additional particles charged under the SM QCD with masses at the de-

coupling scale M . The lightest additional QCD charged state Φ can be produced in pairs at the

LHC. Each Φ can decay into one quark and one dark quark, Φ → Xd̄R. After hadronization, the

ordinary quark will behave as a jet at colliders. The story for the dark quark is slightly different. After

hadronization in the dark sector, both dark baryons and dark mesons can exist in the final state. If

dark pions are stable particles at colliders, the total dark jet behaves as missing energy. The final

signal is two QCD jets plus missing transverse energy, well covered by the current SUSY search [40].

On the other hand, if the dark pions decay into SM quarks inside detectors, only a fraction of the

2The Yukawa coupling of dark quarks to the Higgs boson is ∼ m2
πd

f2
πd

/(vEW Λ3
dQCD), which is suppressed by at least

a power of f2
πd

/Λ2
dQCD ∼ 1/(4π)2 and will not affect the SM Higgs properties in a significant way.

9

Spin-independent dark baryon-neutron cross section 
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CDMS, 1304.4279

4

served in Detector 3 of Tower 5. These detectors were
near the middle of their respective tower stacks. Fig. 2
illustrates the distribution of events in and near the sig-
nal region of the WIMP-search data set before (top) and
after (bottom) application of the phonon timing criterion.
Fig. 3 shows an alternate view of these events, expressed
in “normalized” versions of yield and timing that are
transformed so that the WIMP acceptance regions of all
detectors coincide.

After unblinding, extensive checks of the three candi-
date events revealed no data quality or analysis issues
that would invalidate them as WIMP candidates. The
signal-to-noise on the ionization channel for the three
events (ordered in increasing recoil energy) was measured
to be 6.7σ, 4.9σ, and 5.1σ. A study on possible leakage
into the signal band due to 206Pb recoils from 210Po de-
cays found the expected leakage to be negligible with
an upper limit of < 0.08 events at the 90% confidence
level. The energy distribution of the 206Pb background
was constructed using events in which a coincident α par-
ticle was detected in a detector adjacent to one of the 8
Si detectors used in this analysis.

This result constrains the available parameter space
of WIMP dark matter models. We compute upper lim-
its on the WIMP-nucleon scattering cross section using
Yellin’s optimum interval method [25]. We assume a
WIMP mass density of 0.3 GeV/c2/cm3, a most probable
WIMP velocity with respect to the galaxy of 220 km/s,
a mean circular velocity of Earth with respect to the
galactic center of 232 km/s, a galactic escape velocity of
544 km/s [26], and the Helm form factor [27]. Fig. 4
shows the derived upper limits on the spin-independent
WIMP-nucleon scattering cross section at the 90% con-
fidence level (C.L.) from this analysis and a selection of
other recent results. The present data set an upper limit
of 2.4× 10−41 cm2 for a WIMP of mass 10 GeV/c2. We
are completing the calibration of the nuclear recoil energy
scale using the Si-neutron elastic scattering resonant fea-
ture in the 252Cf exposures. This study indicates that our
reconstructed energy may be 10% lower than the true re-
coil energy, which would weaken the upper limit slightly.
Below 20 GeV/c2 the change is well approximated by
shifting the limits parallel to the mass axis by ∼ 7%. In
addition, neutron calibration multiple scattering effects
improve the response to WIMPs by shifting the upper
limit down parallel to the cross-section axis by ∼ 5%.

A model of our known backgrounds, including both
energy and expected rate distributions, was constructed
for each detector and experimental run for each of the
three backgrounds considered: surface electron recoils,
neutron backgrounds, and 206Pb recoils. Simulations of
our background model yield a 5.4% probability of a sta-
tistical fluctuation producing three or more events in our
signal region.

This model of our known backgrounds was used to in-
vestigate the data in the context of a WIMP+background
hypothesis. We performed a profile likelihood analysis,
including the event energies, in which the background
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FIG. 4. Experimental upper limits (90% confidence level) for

the WIMP-nucleon spin-independent cross section as a func-

tion of WIMP mass. We show the limit obtained from the

exposure analyzed in this work alone (blue dotted line), and
combined with the CDMS II Si data set reported in [23, 28]

(blue solid line). Also shown are limits from the CDMS

II Ge standard [17] and low-threshold [29] analysis (dark
and light dashed red), EDELWEISS low-threshold [30] (long-
dashed orange), XENON10 S2-only [31] (dash-dotted green),
and XENON100 [32] (long-dash-dotted green). The filled re-

gions identify possible signal regions associated with data

from CoGeNT [33] (dashed yellow, 90% C.L.), DAMA/LIBRA

[10, 34] (dotted tan, 99.7% C.L.), and CRESST [12, 35] (dash-
dotted pink, 95.45% C.L.) experiments. 68% and 90% C.L.

contours for a possible signal from these data are shown in

light blue. The blue dot shows the maximum likelihood point

at (8.6 GeV/c
2
, 1.9× 10

−41
cm

2
).

rates were treated as nuisance parameters and the WIMP
mass and cross section were the parameters of interest.
We profiled over probability distribution functions of the
rate for each of our known backgrounds. The highest like-
lihood was found for a WIMP mass of 8.6 GeV/c2 and
a WIMP-nucleon cross section of 1.9×10−41 cm2. The
goodness-of-fit test of this WIMP+background hypoth-
esis results in a p-value of 68%, while the background-
only hypothesis fits the data with a p-value of 4.5%.
A profile likelihood ratio test finds that the data favor
the WIMP+background hypothesis over our background-
only hypothesis with a p-value of 0.19%. Though this
result favors a WIMP interpretation over the known-
background-only hypothesis, we do not believe this result
rises to the level of a discovery.

Fig. 4 shows the resulting best-fit region from this
analysis (68% and 90% confidence level contours) on
the WIMP-nucleon cross-section vs. WIMP mass plane.
The 90% C.L. exclusion regions from CDMS II’s Ge
and Si analyses and EDELWEISS low-threshold analy-
sis cover part of this best-fit region, but the results are
overall statistically compatible. There is much stronger
tension with the upper limits from the XENON10 and

Dark Matter Phenomenology
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Collider Phenomenology

QCD jet

QCD jet
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missing energy could be reduced

52



53

Conclusions

★ Using the high Ht trigger and jet substructure 
techniques, the RPV stop may be discovered at 
the 8 TeV LHC with a mass around 200 GeV.

★ Dark baryon mass could be related to our 
proton mass through (approximate) infrared 
fixed points

★ Dark matter and collider phenomenologies are 
controlled by the bi-fundamental mass, which is 
below 2 TeV for the majority of models 
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Thanks

LHC-The First Part of the Journey is almost over

LHC-The Second Part of the Journey: tricky signals
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