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Euyaplotieg

H mpoetowacio yio Tnv didoxtopuxt] Slatelfn elvon €var anoTéAEoUa TOMAGY YREOVLY Xl €-
UTELRLOVY PE TOAES BUOXOMES AhAd TapdAANAL TTEOGPEREL EVIOUCLUOUS GE EVay VEO Svipw-
O IO XAAELTAL VoL TORAYEL EQEUVAL. XE aUTH TNV TeooTdeld cUVTEAEGAY ToAOL dvipmwTot,
and BLdopa PEET TOU XOCHUOU Xal ATd SLUPORETIXES EVVIXOTNTES.

‘Eva Toh) Yeydho euyoptote) o@eihewy 0ToV oxadNuaixd Hou UTELYUVO, AVATANEWTY| Xa-
Inynt xOpro Kovotaviivo Koucoupn o onolog pe eumotedtnxe we x0OpLo avaAlTEL Tng
avévone ttH xaw e xadodhynoe oe 6An v didpxeta Tou ddoxtopixol. Eiuor mold eu-
YVOUGY YLl OAEC TIC ETULOTNUOVIXES oG oulnThoelg Tou Ue Boriinoay vo 0€tw Tic 60O TéG
EPWTNOELS XU TURAAANAN VoL ELUOL TPOETOWACUEVT] VAL ATTAVTACK OTIG EPMTNOELS TWV GAAWY.
Enlong, tov euyopioto yio Ty 6TAHRIEN TOU Yol TNV HETETELTO AXOONUOIXT] LOU XOELEQRAL Xol
YLl TNV CUVEWBNTOTONOY TWS 1) épEUVa TEETEL Vo elvor €val xopudTt TG {WhC KOS TTOL oG
XAVEL YOPOVUEVOUC.

Oa Heha enioneg va evyaplothiow Tov xonyntr Tou Edvixod Metadfiou IToluteyvelou
x0po T'iwpyo TowmoAitn, o omolog wg xadnyntrg wou ot TEOTTUYLOXA oL BruaTa e
ELONYAYE OTO TOUEN TNS TELROUATIXNS PUOLXNS UYNADY EVERYELWY X0l XATA TNV BLdpXELd TNG
oL TOPXNG Hou BlaTE3hC Hou €dtve yprowa oyoha. Emilong da fieha va euyaplothon
Ok v unoroinn ouddo Tou CMS@NTUA: I'dvvn, INidpyo, Avva, Péva xon ©odwet), ol
omolol pe Borinoav 6moTe TOUC YEEWoTNXA TG0 G GLINTACELS YPUOIXNG AAAGL XL OE TLO
TEOX TS Véporta.

‘Eva yeydho euyaplote ogeiley otnyv oudda tou CMS tou Anuoxpltou xat cuyxexpyévo
otoug epeuvnteg, ‘Apn Kuptdom xan Anuiten Aouxd ol onolot gpdvTioay va YenuatodoTn-
Yolv ta TagldLo wou oo CERN xordedg xan 1 mopousia pou o emotnuovixd cuvédpla. Oo
foeha vou vy apto THow xou Tor utohoira péAn Tou LILY. @ tou Anuoxpitou, Ocddnwpo I'épa-
An, Tewdpyio Avayvaotou xou I'edpyio Aaoxaldxn yio tny Yepur| unodoyr| we péhog Tng
ouddoC.

Oo Hieha va euyoptothow tov Ap Tdoova Todm, o onolog, axdua we SdoxTopIndS
polTNTAC, Ue avéhafBe ota meTa wou Bruota yioe Ty épeuva Yia unepouuuetelo. H othelly
Tou fTay xooploTixy Yoo TNV UeTéneta topelo pou. Emlong ¥éhw va euyopiotiow toug
B1doxTopLxolg @ortnTég, Avvo xou Anunten e ToUC 0ToloUC HOLCUCTAXAUE TO YRopeElo XaTd
TNV OLdPXEL TNE TOEOUOVAS UOU GToV ANUOXELTO.

‘Evo peydho euyopioted Vo fidelo va 8idow oto CMS collaboration yia tnv unépoyn
douvketd ywelc v omola dev Vo oy BuvaToy var Tparypatonondel auTtd To SLOUXTOPIXO.
‘Evo onuavtind xoppdtt tou CMS collaboration etvar 1 Suvoatétntor var Soukéldelg pe ov-
YEOTOUE XUPLOAEXTIXG 0O OAO TOV XOGHO0. Ou ieha AOLTOY Vo EUYUELG TAGL TOUG POLTNTES
TIOL CLVEPYUCTAXOWE 0TI duo avahboele, Allie xau Fabio. H cuvepyaota pog Aoy ddoyn,
Boulédoue cov oudda xat avTeTwTlooue Oheg Ti¢ duoxohiec mou mpoéxuday. Ernlong Yo
fUEha VoL ELYOPLOTACK TOUC CUVTOVICTES TNG OUADAC TOU aoyOAelTon UE TNV TowTonolnon
tou b quark tou CMS, Caroline, Ivan xou Kirill, ot onofot ye Bordnooav otnv tpayuotono-
inomn tou service work pou yio to meipoyo.

Téhog, H€hw va euyaploTiow Toug Bixolg wou avidpmroug. Apyixd, Toug glhoug uou,
Anpa, Xewotiva, Erévn, Ntewidva, Yndpo, Mevérao xan IIdvo. Evyapioted mohd tny owo-
YEVELOL LOU X0 CUYXEXPWEVA TIC adERPES pou Mbplow xon Niva ue Tig omoleg 1 cuyxatoixnon
pou €uade ToAG. ‘Eva Eeyweioto euyopiote Yo fleha va 5m0ow 6T 500 oy annUEVES HOU
Yeleg, Moplo xan Mrédha, ywelc Ty othplln Twv onolwy dev Yo fuouvy €66.
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[Tepiindn

H rmapoloa diatpe3r) mepthopuBavel Tny Teoowmxy Lou S0UAELd, 1) onola TporylatoTolunxe
oto Edvixd Kévipo Puoxav Epeuvav (E.K.E.®.E) "Anudxpitoc’ xoau oto Edvind Me-
to6Blo ITohuteyvelo (EMII). IepthopBdver 0o aveldptnteg avolloels QuUOLXAc oL om-
olec ypnowonotolv dedopéva and cuYXEOUOELS TPWTOVIKY EVEPYELIC XEVTpou Hdlac /S =
13 TeV mou culiéydnxav to 2016 and tov aviyveutr) CMS oto CERN xau avtiotouyolv
0E ONOXANEWUEVY POTEVOTNTE 35.9 fb™'. To TEOTO YEPOC TEQLAUBAVEL Uiar €pEuvaL YLt
Trepouuuetela (SUSY) o yovtéha e TeMxéc UToYpopéc puToviny xar UPnirc eyxdpaotag
eMelnoucac opufc (pr). Se autd o poviéha cUVAYKC To OTEoWO TS UTEPCUPPETEOC
ueTapépeTtan ot younAdtepes evepyetaxés xhuaxes péow dauecohafntdv Poduidac (gauge
mediated Supersymmetry breaking - GMSB). To ehagpitepo UTEPGUULETEIXG COUATIOLO
elvor to gravitino (G) xou 10 apéowe endpevo cwuatidio eivon to vetpohivo (x). H dw-
Thenom e R opotlag eyyudtar 6Tl To gravitino eivar otodepd xon aAANAETIOPE EAAPEES
UE TOV QVLYVEUTH] UE OMOTEAEGUO VO UTHEYEL OTO YEYOVOC EAAE(TOVCN EYXAPCLY OPUT| M
omolo 0plleTon WS TO APVNTIXG BLAVUCUITIXG AHPOLoHA TWY OPU®Y OAWDY TWY COUXTIOIWY.
To anotehéoparta ypnotponoidnxay yia vo Vécouv dpta oTiC evepyés dlatopée Twy gluino
xou tov squark. Muyxexpyéva, udlec gluino xdtw twv 1.86 TeV xou squark 1.59 TeV
anoxheiovto oe didotnue epmiotooivng 95%.

To 8e0Tepo xOUUATL TNS AVIAUCTC 0popd TNV EEEUVOL YLOL TN TAUTOYEOVY) TAURAY WY
evic unoloviou Higgs poll pe éva Ledyoc top-antitop (ttH) otnv mhiipwe adpovinr| xo-
tdotaon. Metd tnv avaxdiudrn tou uroloviou Higgs évag amd toug Pacinolc 6téyoug Tou
mpoyedupatog tou LHC efvor vo xatavorioer oe Bddog Tic ILOTNTES TOU Xl GUYXEXQLIEVOL
Tic oulelielc Toug pe Tor owpatidie Tou Koaepwuévou Ipotvnou (KII). H oblevin tou
uroloviou Higgs pe ta unolovio Baduidac €yer mpoodiopiotel e apxety| axplBeta. ‘Ouwg,
UTtdpyEL ot onuavTied| ofefardtnta otic oulediels Tou pe ta gepudvia. H Siepyaoio ttH
elvon dxpwe onpovtixr oto CMS agol yenowomoteiton yio va petprioer tn ovleuén Yukawa
Tou top. Eminpociétwce, 1 didonaon bb éyet ueyohhtepn miavétnTto vo ouuBet o oyéon ue
TIC dAAeg Sloomdoelc Tou Higgs xan yio autd Tov AOYO GUVELGPEREL GTNY YEVIXOTERT) EPEUVOL
e depyooiac ttH. e obyxplon pe Tic TponyoUUeVES €pEUVES GTNY TAHPWS adpOVIXH
OLdomaoT), AUTH 1) AVIAUCT) EPELVA Lol XoUVOURYLY TEOCEYYLOT ETAEYOVTOC jets Ue Ueydho
Lorentz boost. Ye autéc tic nepintwoeic to unolévio Higgs xou to top quark pmopolv va
onuovpyndolv e uPnhé Lorentz boost xou €tol ta TpotévTa TNE BLECTUONG TOUS UTOPOUY
VOL AVOXATOOXEVAG TOUY OE €val HEYEANG oxtivag jet. Aol ta mpoidvta Tng Sidonaong ei-
VoL LY XOMNUEVA, Xdmolog umopel v avaxataoxevdoel Ty udlo tou boosted jet 1 omola
avTtiotolyel oty pdla Tou xdde urodmeiou. AZilel vo onueiwiel Tog N UEYOAITERY PWTEL-
voTnTa Tou avapéveton oty epiodo tou HL-LHC o jets youniric opuric Vo elvon 6Uox0oho
VOL OVEYVELTOUV Omd TOUG UTdEY0VTES oxavdaiiotéc. Avtidétwe, to boosted jets dev o
EMNEEAGTOVY ATO TNV AVATOTEAECUATIXOTNTO TV OXAVOOIMO TRV, XANoTOVIUG AUTYH TNV
TEOGEY YL TOL Qoaoxol Yweou Wavixr. o tnv emtuyn Tawtonoinon touv Higgs uno-
Coviou xau twv top quark ypnowonouinxay teyvixéc Todwy yetoBintdv (MVA). Kéle
boosted jet uropei vo tawtomomiel we Higgs, top 1 jet npoepyduevo and diepyaaiec QCD.
Yy mapoloa Swtelfn, avamtiyvnxoy pédodol yio Ty extiunon tou urtofdieou ot omoiol
BehTiotomoiinxay WOTE Vo YEYIoTOTOWo0LY TNy evatcUncio tng avdiuong. H evaicdn-
olo Tng avdhuong perethHdnxe oto mAdicla Tou TapoTnEolUEVOU (avouevouevou) oplou To
omofo vrnohoylotnxe otic 9.4 (7.6 < 10.4 < 14) gopéc tic TEolrédeic Tou xadicpwUévou
TEOTOTOL.
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Abstract

This dissertation describes my PhD work that was carried out at National Centre of
Scientific Research (N.C.S.R) "Demokritos" and National Technical University of Athens
(N.T.U.A). The work consists of two independent analyses. Both analyses use proton-
proton collision data at the center of mass energy /s = 13 TeV, collected in 2016
with the Compact Muon Solenoid (CMS) detector at CERN LHC and correspond to
a total integrated luminosity of 35.9 fb*. The first part includes a search for gauge
mediated supersymmetry breaking in events that involve photons and large missing
transverse momentum pp . For the interpretation of the results a gauge mediated
supersymmetry scenario (GMSB) was assumed. Supersymmetry is a popular extension
of the standard model (SM) of particle physics. For this analysis, a gauge mediated
supersymmetry scenario (GMSB) was assumed. In GMSB models, the lightest super-
symmetric particle is the gravitino, and the next-to-lightest supersymmetric particle is
often taken to be the neutralino. The conservation of R parity implies that the gravitino
is stable and thus, it can not be detected. The resulting imbalance in the total observed
transverse momentum is referred to as missing transverse momentum pp ), defined as
the negative vector sum of the transverse momenta of all visible particles in an event.
Its magnitude is referred to as p7 " . If the NLSP is bino-like, its primary decay will be
to a gravitino and a photon (v), resulting in final states with significant p;"* and one
or more photons. The results were used to set cross section limits on gluino and squark
pair production in this framework. Gluino masses below 1.86 TeV and squark masses
below 1.59 TeV are excluded at a 95% confidence level.

The second part of the thesis concerns a search of the production of a standard
model Higgs boson in association with a top quark pair (ttH) in the all jet final state.
After the Higgs boson discovery, one of the main goals of the LHC program is to under-
stand in depth its properties and in particular its couplings with the Standard Model
(SM) particles. The couplings of the Higgs boson to gauge boson have been estab-
lished fairly precisely. However, there is a considerable uncertainty in the couplings
to fermions. The associated production of the Higgs boson is of particular importance
in CMS as it is used to measure the top Yukawa coupling. Furthermore, the bb decay
mode has the largest branching fraction for the 125 GeV Higgs boson and therefore
contributes a large proportion of the statistics in the context of the wider ttH search.
Compared to previous searches in the fully jet final state, this analysis explores a novel
approach by selecting events with highly Lorentz-boosted jets. The Higgs boson and top
candidates can be produced with a large Lorentz boost and hence their decay products
can be reconstructed in a large radius jet. Since the decay products are merged, one
can fully reconstruct the mass of the "boosted-jet" which corresponds to the mass of each
candidate. Notably, as luminosity leveling will be used extensively in HL-LHC, low-pt
jets will be more difficult to trigger. Jets that are reconstructed in the boosted regime
will not suffer from this effect at the trigger level, making this approach favored in this
high pile up environment. To successfully identify Higgs and top candidates, dedicated
Multivariate Analysis Techniques (MVA) were developed. Each boosted jet can be iden-
tified as Higgs, top, or jet coming from QCD. The methods that were developed for the
background estimation in order to optimize the sensitivity of the analysis are also pre-
sented. The analysis sensitivity was studied in terms of the observed (expected) limit
which is found to be 9.4 (7.6 < 10.4 < 14) times the SM expectations.
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Chapter 1

Theoretical Overview

1.1 The Standard Model of particle physics

The Standard Model of Particle Physics (SM) is the theory that describes all fundamen-
tal particle and interactions. The first part of the SM is composed by the fundamental
matter particles, the fermions, with spin -1/2. Fermions are classified as either quarks
and leptons and are arranged in three generations of increasing mass. The particles
of higher generations decay via weak interactions to particles of the first generation.
Furthermore, there are six flavors of quarks known at present: the up (u), charm (c),
top (t) quarks which carry a +2/3 electric charge and the down (d), strange (s), bottom
(b) quarks that carry a -1/3 charge. There also six flavors of leptons, the electron (e),
muon (u), and the tau (7) lepton which carry a +1 electric charge, each accompanied
by their neutrino. The SM includes the electromagnetic, strong and weak forces and all
their carrier particles. The elementary particles that carry the fundamental forces are
known as gauge bosons. These forces work over different ranges and have different
strengths. In order of decreasing force strength the relevant carriers are: the gluons
for the strong force, the photon for the electromagnetic and the two W’s and the Z for
the weak force. The final elementary particle in the SM is the Higgs boson. The Higgs
boson is a scalar boson resulting from the Higgs-mechanism that was introduced by
Higgs, Englert and Brout in 1964. Figure 1.1 summarizes the particles of the standard
model and shows some basic properties such as the mass, the charge and the spin of
each particle. The main focus of particle physics is the study of elementary particles
that constitute matter and their interactions. In the following sections the fundamental
interaction will be analyzed in more detail.

1.1.1 The SM Lagrangian

The SM is a quantum field theory which is invariant under local transformations of its
gauge group:

where:
* SU(3)c is the non-abelian gauge symmetry group which describes the strong in-
teractions [16, 17]. C stands for the color quantum number. Such a structure

involves eight independent matrices, which are the generators of the group, re-
flecting the fact that the strong interaction is carried by eight vector bosons, the

3
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Figure 1.1: The Standard Model of particle physics [1]

gluons. The gluons are massless, electrically neutral and carry the charge of
strong interactions, known as "color". The strong interactions are well-described
by the theory of quantum chromodynamics (QCD).

* SU(2);, ® U(1)y is the weak isospin symmetry group which describes the electro-

magnetic and weak interactions together [18, 19] (electroweak interaction). L
stands for the left-handed chirality (weak isospin) and Y for the hypercharge.

The SM can be described by the Lagrangian:

Lsv = Lewk + Lqop + LHiggs T Lyukawa (1.2)

where:
* Lpwk and Lgcp describe free fermions, free gauge bosons associated with the
SU(2);, ® U(1)y and SU(3) gauge symmetries, along with the interactions be-

tween fermions and gauge bosons as well as among gauge bosons

* Lyiges describe the Higgs particle and the electroweak symmetry breaking which
will be described in section 1.2.1.

* Lyvukawa describes the flavor physics.
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1.2 The Standard Model Higgs boson

1.2.1 The mechanism of electroweak symmetry breaking

One of the characteristics of the SM Lagrangian, is that there are no explicit mass
terms for the fermions and gauge fields, and thus it fails to explain why W* and Z
bosons are massive. The solution to this problem was given by Brought-Englert-Higgs
mechanism [20, 21] that introduces a self-interacting complex scalar field ¢ which
breaks spontaneously the SU(2) ® U(1) symmetry. The SM scalar potential is

V() = 120 d + A\(D'D)? (1.3)

Figure 1.2: ‘Mexican hat’ potential that leads to ‘spontaneous’ symmetry breaking. The
vacuum, i.e., the lowest-energy state, is described by a randomly-chosen point around
the bottom of the brim of the hat [2].

where A needs to be positive in order to have a finite minimum. If z® > 0, the
potential has a unique minimum located at ¢ = (0,0). If 4* < 0, the potential has a
finite set of minima defined by:

2
th—
o= X (1.4

This finite set of minima will result in a physical vacuum state. Without loss of gener-
ality, the vacuum state can be chosen to be

2

(p) = \2 <S>, where v = —’% (1.5)

The choice of a specific vacuum results in symmetry breaking, although the potential
itself respects the symmetry. The scalar field can be expanded around a vacuum expec-
tation value (VEV) (figure 1.2) as

_ 1 [ o1 t+igy
¢= ﬂ(v—i—h—i—ia()) (1.6)

By introducing equation 1.6 to the standard model Lagrangian, three mass-less Gold-
stone bosons [22] are introduced, corresponding to ¢, and ¢, and o By mixing the
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electroweak gauge fields they become the longitudinal components of the W= and Z
gauge bosons. The Z and the W gauge bosons acquire masses,

2 2
g v

4

(6% + g*v°)

Mz =
) Z 4

M3, =

1.7)

,where g and ¢’ are the SU(2) and SU(1) gauge couplings, respectively. The remaining
degree of freedom of the scalar field, 4, is the physical Higgs boson with

myg = —2u2 =V2\ (1.8)

The fourth generator remains unbroken since it is the one associated to the conserved
U(1).n gauge symmetry, and it’s corresponding gauge field, the photon, remains mass-
less. Similarly the eight color gauge bosons, the gluons, corresponding to the conserved
SU(3)c gauge symmetry with eight unbroken generators, remain massless.

The electroweak symmetry breaking (EWSB) in the SM is responsible for generating
mass for the W and Z gauge bosons. However, the fermions acquire mass through
interactions with the Higgs field: the Yukawa interactions. The fermion mass m, and
the Yukawa coupling y; is related by

my = \}nyv (1.9)
Although EWSB mechanism is very successful, it provides no additional insight on pos-
sible underlying reasons for the large variety of masses of the fermions, the so-called
flavor hierarchy. The fermion masses, accounting for a large number of the free param-
eters of the SM, are simply translated into Yukawa couplings /. Figure 1.3 provides
a schematic view of the Standard model interactions that were summarized in this
section.

leptons

guarks

photon

Higgs boson

weak bosons

Figure 1.3: Standard Model Interactions
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1.2.2 The Higgs boson properties

The SM Higgs boson is a CP-even scalar of spin 0. Its mass equals to my = v/2\v, where
A is the Higgs self-coupling parameter in V' (®). In the SM, the quadratic coupling A
is a free parameter, whereas, the expectation value of the Higgs field, is fixed by the
Fermi coupling Gy and is equal to v = (\/QGF)A/ > ~ 246 GeV. Therefore, there is
no a priori prediction for the Higgs mass. For a SM Higgs boson with mass my ~ 125
GeV, the values of A and |u| are A ~ 0.13 and |u| ~ 88.8 GeV. The interaction terms of
the Higgs field [23], such as the couplings to gauge bosons and fermions and the Higgs
boson self couplings, are summarized in the following Lagrangian:

L= —gugpffH + PHLES o Uy gy H o+ SV %)

24
(1.10)
with,
3m%{ 3m§{ my 2m%/ 2m%/
9YHHH = — 95 » YHHHH = —3 » Y9Hff= — » 9HVV =~ YHHVV = — 3 >
U U U U u

where V = W¥ or Z and 6y = 1, §,, = 1/2.

The Higgs boson couplings to the fundamental particles are set by their masses.
This type of interactions assumes a very weak interaction for light particles such as up
and down quarks and electrons, but a strong one for heavy particles such as the W and
Z bosons and the top quark. From equation 1.10, we observe that the Higgs couplings
to fermions are linearly proportional to their masses, while the couplings to bosons are
proportional to the square of the boson masses. As a result, the dominant mechanisms
for Higgs boson production and decay involve the coupling of H to W™, Z and/or the
heavier third-generation fermions (top and bottom quarks and the 7 leptons.)

1.3 Higgs boson searches at the LHC

1.3.1 Higgs boson production

As stated in the previous section, the couplings between the Higgs boson and fermions
or bosons is proportional to their mass. Thus, the most important production modes
involves heavy particles like the vector bosons W, Zo and the top quark. The four
main Higgs boson production processes are:

* gluon-gluon fusion (ggF) through a heavy quark loop: gg — H

* vector boson fusion (VBF): q;q; — V'V* = qyqy + H
* associated production of the Higgs boson with a massive boson (VH): qq — V' — V +H

* associated production of the Higgs boson with a pair of top quarks (ttH): gg — tt + H

The Feynman diagram of the dominant Higgs boson production modes at the LHC are
shown in figure 1.4. The cross sections of these production processes are shown in
figure 1.5 as a function of the center of mass energy, /s and as a function of the Higgs
boson mass for /s = 13 TeV.
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Figure 1.4: Generic Feynman diagrams contributing to the Higgs production in (a)
gluon fusion, (b) weak-boson fusion, (c) Higgs-strahlung (or associated production
with a gauge boson) and (d) associated production with top quarks
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Figure 1.5: The SM Higgs boson production cross sections [3]: (left) as a function
of the center of mass energy, /s for pp collisions, (right) as a function of the Higgs
boson mass for /s = 13 TeV. The theoretical uncertainties due to the higher order
perturbative corrections are showed in the bands around the curves.

Gluon-gluon fusion

The dominant Higgs production mechanism at the LHC involves gluon fusion via an
intermediate top-quark loop. As shown in figure 1.5, this particular processe’s cross
section is enhanced due to the fact that the Yukawa coupling between the Higgs boson
and the heavy quarks present in the loop is high. The lowest order theoretical cross
section is wellknown and used in many LHC studies to determine the experimental
discovery sensitivity of the Higgs particle. Although in principle all quarks should be
included in the loop, in practice the restriction to just the top quark suffices because
the Higgs couples about 35 times more strongly to the top than to the next-heaviest
fermion, the bottom quark, leading to a relative suppression of the bottom contribu-
tion by a factor 35°. Therefore, the measurement of the ggF cross section also provides
an indirect probe of the Higgs coupling to the top quark.



1.3. HIGGS BOSON SEARCHES AT THE LHC 9

Vector Boson Fusion

The production of SM Higgs boson through vector-boson-fusion (VBF) mechanism fea-
tures the second largest cross section among the Higgs production channels in hadronic
collisions and, although smaller than the gluon-fusion one by about one order of mag-
nitude, it still provides useful complementary information. The VBF process, illustrated
in Figure 1.4 involves the radiation of a heavy vector boson from each incoming par-
ton. Subsequently, the two vector bosons ”fuse” to produce a Higgs boson. The VBF
production is very interesting as it provides special signatures for the Higgs boson iden-
tification. In particular, it features the presence of two forward quark jets, which can be
exploited to identify such events. The process can be used to probe the Higgs coupling
to the W and Z bosons.

Associated production with a heavy vector boson- Higgsstrahlung

This production mode is based on the annihilation of a quark couple into a virtual vec-
tor boson (off-shell) and the subsequent emission of a Higgs boson and of a real vector
boson. Despite the smaller cross section compared to other production mechanism, the
Higgsstrahlung can be exploited in the searches for the Higgs boson thanks to it’s clear
signature. This is raised from the fact that the vector boson present in the final state
can decay into leptons that are reconstructed very efficiently.

Associated production with top quarks pair

The measurement of the production cross section of a Higgs boson in association to a
couple of heavy quarks (mainly with the top quark) can represent an excellent test of
the Yukawa couplings. The on-shell top quarks are too heavy to be produced in a Higgs
boson decay and thus this decay is kinematically forbidden. As a result the process
pp — ttH is the only way to directly constrain the top Yukawa couplings. At leading
order this mechanism proceeds through a quark-antiquark annihilation into a couple
of top-antitop quarks, where the Higgs boson is radiated from a top quark in the final
state. This process is described in figure 1.6.

g g t q t
SGH SH
g g t q t

Figure 1.6: tree-level Feynman diagrams for the pp — ¢tH production process, with a
gluon (g), a quark (q), a top quark (t), and a Higgs (H) boson

The associated Higgs boson production with a top quark-antiquark pair was ob-
served in 2018 by the ATLAS [24] and CMS [25] collaborations. The observation was
based on a combined analysis of proton-proton collision data that were collected by
CMS and ATLAS detector in several run periods. To maximize the sensitivity, both
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analyses exploited the results of statistically independent searches for Higgs boson
produced in conjunction with a top quark-antiquark pair and further decaying to W
bosons, Z bosons, photons, 7 leptons, or bottom quark jets. The overall agreement ob-
served between the SM prediction and data is SM-like, since the quantum loops in this
processes include top quarks. However, non-SM particles in the loops could introduce
terms that compensate for, and thus mask, other deviations from the SM. Taking this
into account, a measurement of the production rate of the tree level ttH process can
provide evidence for, or against, such new-physics contributions.

1.3.2 Higgs Boson decays-Higgs Boson discovery

The decay modes of a SM Higgs boson strongly depend on its mass m ;. For a low mass
Higgs boson (110 GeV/c? < my < 150 GeV/c?) it’s natural width is only a few MeV /c?,
thus the channels with the most important contribution are the H — ZZ* — 4¢, H — ~~,
H — WW* — 2(2v, H— bb and H — 7" 7', The sensitivity of the search for a given
hypothesis in the Higgs boson mass depends on the Higgs boson production cross
section, it’s decay’s branching ratio into a chosen final state, the signal selection ef-
ficiencies, the reconstructed mass resolution and the level of SM backgrounds in the
final state. For the Higgs boson discovery the H — ZZ" — 4/, and H — ~v played a
crucial role since those decay modes give an excellent mass resolution of the recon-
structed 4-lepton and di-photon final states. On the contrary the rest decay modes
are less significant due to poor mass resolution coming from the presence of neutri-
nos in the H -+ WW"* — 2/2v and the presence large background for the H — bb and
H — 77771, In 2012 both ATLAS and CMS [26, 27] announced the discovery of SM
like Higgs boson. Since then, many measurements were performed of its properties
and its production cross sections in different channels, providing estimates of its cross
section, decay rates and couplings [28], as well as measure its mass [29]. The produc-
tion and decay rates are measured in terms of the signal strength . The signal strength
 is defined as the ratio of the measured production cross section or decay branching

ratio to its SM prediction.
o T

= —— or
IsM Lsm
Similarly a coupling modifier «, defined as the square root of the ratio of the mea-
sured cross section (/12 = o /oq\1) or decay width (/@2 =T"/T'q\) to the SM prediction is
used to measure the Higgs boson couplings to bosons and fermions. Several individual
search results and some combined results have already been published [30]. In the
following part the Higgs decay modes are described in detail.

(1.11)

Higgs decays to vector bosons

As stated previously the decays to ZZ, where each Z boson further decays to two lep-
tons gives a clean fully reconstructed resonant-mass peak, which can provide precision
measurements of the Higgs boson mass [31]. The same stands for the H — ~v pro-
cess since it features a clear peak in a falling and well understood background [32].
The diphoton invariant mass distribution in the H — ~v decay channel and the four
lepton (44,2e24,4e) invariant mass distribution in the H — ZZ — 4¢ decay from the
CMS collaboration are shown in Figure 1.7. Although the decay mode to WW has a
large branching fraction due to the large mass of the W vector boson, this search can
be challenging because of the presence of the neutrinos in the W decay products, re-
sulting to a poor mass resolution. A H — W W analysis performed in CMS focused
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on the search for oppositely charged electron-muon pairs that was used to construct
the dilepton invariant mass [33]. To extract the signal, the dilepton invariant mass
was compared with the Higgs transverse mass which is calculated from the transverse
momentum of the leptons and the missing transverse momentum.
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Figure 1.7: left: Four lepton (4u,2e2u,4e) invariant mass distribution in the
H — ZZ — 4/ decay right: Diphoton invariant mass distribution in the H — ~+ decay
channel

Higgs decays to fermions

To establish the mass generation mechanism for fermions, it is necessary to probe the
direct coupling of the Higgs boson to such particles. One of the most promising decay
channels is the 777, because of the large event rate expected in the SM compared to
the "1~ channel and the smaller contribution from background events with respect
to the bb decay channel. CMS collaboration performed a search [34] where events with
both hadronic and leptonic decays of the tau leptons were considered. The presence
of the neutrinos in the final state make the reconstruction of a clear 77 invariant mass
impossible. However, the m_ . is estimated by a likelihood method along with the
product of the final state.

The decay of a Higgs boson to a pair of b quarks (H — bb) has a predicted branching
fraction of 58% for a standard model Higgs boson of mass my = 125 GeV. A precise
measurement of the rate of this process directly probes the Yukawa coupling of the
Higgs boson to a down-type quark and provides a necessary test of the hypothesis
that the Higgs field is the source of mass generation in the charged fermion sector of
the SM. In the LHC the most sensitive production process is when the Higgs boson is
produced in association with a vector boson (VH). In 2018 both ATLAS [35] and CMS
[36] collaborations observed the H — bb in associated production with the W/Z at 13
TeV with data collected in 2016 and 2017 corresponding to an integrated luminosity
of 36.8 and 41.3 fb~ ! respectively. The searches performed by CMS collaboration, focus
on the leptonic decays of the weak vector boson and reconstruct the Higgs boson by
selecting two b jets. A simultaneous binned-likelihood fit to the shape and yield of
specific distributions for the signal and control regions for all channels combined is
used to extract a possible Higgs boson signal.
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1.3.3 Associated production of a standard model Higgs bo-
son with a top quark-antiquark pair and its further de-
cay to a pair of bottom quarks

A measurement of the associated production of a standard model Higgs boson with a
top quark-antiquark pair ttH and it’s further decay to a pair of b quarks was performed
both in ATLAS [37] and CMS [38] collaborations. The analysis performed by CMS,
used data from proton-proton collisions that were collected by the CMS detector and
correspond to an integrated luminosity of 41.5 fb~'. Those results were combined
with 35.9 fb~' data obtained in 2016. The combination of the two run years give a
best-fit value of /i = 1.157 {5 (stat)T0 55 (syst). The best fit of the ttH signal strength
relative to the standard model cross section (it = o/oq;) comes from a combined fit
of multivariate discriminant distributions is all categories. Events that are consistent
with the production of the a top quark-antiquark pair with additional b quark jets are
selected. Top quarks decay almost exclusively to a bottom quark and a W boson, and
then the W boson can decay either into a charged lepton and a neutrino or into a pair
of quarks. The decay of the W defines the final signatures recorded in the detector.
All the tt channels were considered. The fully hadronic channel, where both W bosons
decay into quarks, the single-lepton channel, where one W boson decays into a charged
lepton (electron or muon) and a neutrino and the other W boson decays into quarks,
and the dilepton channel, where both W boson decay into a charged lepton (electron
or muon) and a neutrino.

Figure 1.8: tree-level Feynman diagrams for the all-jet t¢tH (H — bb) process

The fully hadronic ttH(H — bb) final state

In the fully hadronic or all-jets channel, each W boson arising from the top quark
decays, will decay into a pair of light quarks. In addition, the Higgs boson will decay
to a pair of b quarks resulting in a final state with at least eight quarks, four of which
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are b quarks. All the eight final quarks will hadronize into jets. Those jets are typically
produced at large angles with respect to the beam axis resulting in a relatively high
transverse momentum. The feynman diagram of this process is showed in figure 1.8.
This particular process is of high interest due to a very specific Higgs coupling space:
all couplings are fermionic and restricted to the third-generation quarks only. This
leads to an easier interpretation of results than those in other decay channels. The
absence of leptons makes this final state challenging to target, however, it is possible
to separate the signal from background by using sophisticated MVA techniques. A
traditional strategy was performed by CMS [39] and ATLAS [40] collaborations in the
so called resolved final state, where all the products for the Higgs and top decays
could be reconstructed independently. This hypothesis is valid for Higgs transverse
momenta up to 250 GeV. Compared to previous searches in the fully jet final state, the
work presented in this thesis (Chapter 9) focuses on fully boosted and semi-boosted
topologies. At higher pr(pt/m = 1) the Higgs boson and the top quark decay products
are highly collimated ("boosted") and thus can no longer be reconstructed separately.
In order to explore this phase space, hadronic tops and the Higgs are reconstructed in
large-radius jets. In this analysis approach the Higgs boson is always reconstructed as
a boosted jet.

1.4 Extensions of the Standard Model

1.4.1 Motivation for Supersymmetry

In the previous section the Standard Model (SM) and the Higgs physics was discussed.
Although the SM gives a very good description of the elementary components of nature,
it fails to describe it completely. For instance, it cannot explain the repeating pattern
of the three observed generations in matter or to provide answers to questions like
why the masses of the particles are what they are. Furthermore, it fails to embody
a theory of the gravitational interactions. Experiments have already shown that with
increasing energies, the effect of the strong force becomes weaker. This is a good
indication that the electromagnetic, weak and strong forces could be merged to one
single interaction in an incredibly high energy environment; the idea of Grand Unified
Theories (GUTs). Supersymmetry (SUSY) is a theoretical favoured extension of the
SM as it provides a mathematical framework that allows the strong and electroweak
forces to unite and become a single interaction at a common energy. The existence of
dark matter, which makes up approximately one quarter of the energy density of the
universe, is another theoretical argument that cannot be explained by the SM of particle
physics. Moreover, SUSY can explain some of the inconsistencies of the SM such as
the infamous "hierarchy problem"; the large descrepancy between aspects of the weak
nuclear force and gravity. The "hierarchy problem" is related to the Higgs mass stability
under radiative corrections. The Higgs boson interacts with every particle with mass,
and without an incredible fine-tuning of parameters, loop-order quantum effects from
these particles would give enormous corrections to the Higgs mass, driving it from the
electroweak scale to the Planck scale [41].

In Figure 1.9 the correction to the Higgs squared mass (m%l) from a loop containing
a Dirac fermion is given by:

2
Am% = —|;\f|2A%JV T (1.12)
T



14 CHAPTER 1. THEORETICAL OVERVIEW

Figure 1.9: One-loop quantum corrections to the Higgs boson’s squared mass m%l, due
to a Dirac fermion f (left) and a scalar S (right).

and the relevant corrections in case of the scalar S illustrated on the right part of
Figure 1.9 is

Ay = 5%y — 208 n(Auy /mg) + . (1.13)

67

where ); is the fermion coupling to the Higgs boson and Ay is an ultraviolet mo-
mentum cutoff used to regulate the loop integral. If Ay is of the order of the reduced
Planck scale, the correction AmzH should be several orders of magnitude larger than
the expected value for the Higgs mass. As a result, several fine-tuning of parameters,
or in other words cancellations between the various contributions to Aml%[ are required
in order to adjust the electroweak scale to much smaller than the weak scale. Com-
paring equations 1.12 and 1.13 it naturally comes that a symmetry between fermions
and bosons is needed due to the relative minus sign between fermion and boson loop
contributions to the Amjj. Assuming A = |X;|*, then the A7}, contributions will neatly
cancel. The existence of a boson state corresponding to each fermion state would imply
the presence of a symmetry. A solution scenario like this is given by Sypersymmetry
(SUSY). Since no SUSY particle has been seen, SUSY is a broken symmetry, meaning
that the SUSY particles (sparticles) are much heavier and less stable than their standard
model counterparts. However, in case SUSY particles exist at energy scales compatible
with the Large Hadron Collider (LHC) environment, we will be able to produce and
study them.

1.5 Supersymmetry

Supersymmetry is one of the most well developed beyond the standard model theories
that connect matter and force particles. This symmetry is succeeded by assigning to
each SM particle a (super)partner with opposite sign spin; spin 1/2 for the force par-
ticles and spin 1 for the matter particles. The names of the superpartners are inspired
from their SM counterparts. The matter superparterns are given a "s" for example se-
lectron for electron, while force partners are given an "ino", i.g gluino for gluon. The
symbols for supersymmetric particles are given simply by adding a tilde to the SM sym-
bol. For example € is the symbol for selectron. Figure 1.10 shows the particles of the
Standard Models along with their superpartners.
The supersymmetric operator QQ turns a bosonic state to a fermionic state.

Q|boson) = |fermion), Q|fermion) = |boson) (1.14)

The generator Q which changes the spin of a field by 1/2 is a fermionic spinor
that carries an intrinsic angular momentum of 1/2. In this supersymmetric theory,
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Figure 1.10: The Standard Model particles along with their Supersymmetric partners

single-particles are grouped into irreducible representations of the supersymmetric al-
gebra, called supermultiplets. Each supermultiplet contains both fermion and boson
states which are called superpartners of each other [41]. The supermultiplets can be
divided into two categories; chiral supermultiplets and gauge supermultiplets which
are listed in tables 1.1 and 1.2. Chiral supermultiplets 1.1 include the leptons, the
quarks, the Higgs bosons and their superpartners. The SM fermions couple differently
under different gauge fields resulting in separate scalar partners. The scalar partners
of the SM fermions have the same gauge interactions as their partners. The Higgs bo-
son is also described by a chiral multiple. In the Minimal Supersymmetric Standard
Model (MSSM) in order to avoid gauge anomalies in the electroweak symmetry we
need two Higgs chiral supermultiplets [42], one with hypercharge Y = 1/2 and one
with Y = —1/2. The first H, has the Yukawa coupling to give masses to the up-type
quarks and leptons, whereas the H; with Y = —1/2 will give masses to the down-type
quarks and leptons. The 125 GeV standard model Higgs boson is a linear combination
of HY and HY. Gauge supermultiplets classify the gauge bosons and their superpart-
ners 1.2. For a renormalizable theory, before the gauge symmetry is spontaneously
broken, there should be a massless gauge boson. For a massless boson (spin 1) with
two helicity states there is a superpartner which is a massless fermion of spin 1/2 with
two helicity states. Gauge bosons and their fermionic partners must transform like the
adjoint representation of the gauge group. Since the adjoint representation of a gauge
group it’s always its own conjugate, these fermions must have the same gauge trans-
formation properties for left and right handed components. This combination of a spin
1/2 gaugino and spinl gauge boson is called a gauge or vector supermultiplet.

Members of the same supermultiplet can be transformed to each other using the Q
and Q. Suppose two states |b) and |f), with masses m;, and m respectively that are
members of the same multiplet. In the supersymmetric algebra [43] we have

{Q,Q"y = P" (1.15)

{Q,Q)={Q", Q" =0 (1.16)
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Particles spin-0 spin-1/2  SU(3)c SU((2)r, U(l)y
squarks quarks, Q  (dp.d;)  (up,dp) 3 2 :
3 families a U ul, 3 1 -2
d dr, dh, 3 1 i
sleptons, leptons L (¥ é;) vey, 1 2 -1
3 families € (€R) equ 1 1 1
Higgs, higgsinos H, (H,,HY) (HS, HY) 1 2 i
Higgs, higgsinos H,; (HJ, H;) (HY, Hj) 1 2 —%
Table 1.1: The MSSM chiral supermultiplets
Particles spin-1/2  spin-1  SU(3)o SU((2); U(l)y
gluino, gluon g g 8 1 0
winos, W bosons  W*, W° w*, w’ 1 3 0
bino, B boson B° BY 1 1 0
Table 1.2: The MSSM gauge supermultiplets
[P".Q = [P, Q] (1.17)

where P" is the four -momentum generator of spacetimes translations. Since P* P, [b) =
mi|b) and P"P,|f) and considering the previous relations, we have:

P"P,QIb) = P*P,|f) = m}|f) (1.18)

P"P,Q[b) = QP"P,|b) = mj f) (1.19)
Combining the equations 1.18 and 1.19 we observe that m;, = m , which proves that

superpartness must have equal masses. The supersymmetry generators Q, Q' also com-
mute with the generators of gauge transformations leading to same electric charge,
weak isospin and color degrees of freedom for particles that belong in the same mul-
tiple. Since no supersymmetric particle is observed in nature, Supersymmetry must be
a broken symmetry that allows the superparticles to be heavier than the corresponding
Standard Model ones. However, SUSY must be broken in a way that no ultraviolet
divergences will appear in scalar masses. This is the so-called soft SUSY breaking that
yields heavy superpartners in a natural way. In the SM, due to global gauge invariance,
baryon (B) and lepton (L) numbers are conserved. However, those terms are violated
in the SUSY framework. To construct renormalizable operators consistent with the SM
gauge symmetries a new symmetry known as R-parity is introduced. R-parity is defined
as:

Pg = (—1)2B 0+ (1.20)
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where s is the spin of the particle. The SM particles including the Higgs boson have an
even R-parity (Pr = +1), while the sleptons, gauginos and higgsinos have odd parity
(Pr = —1). If R-parity is conserved, no mixing is allowed between sparticles and the
particles with even parity (SM particles). The conservation of R-parity results in some
very important phenomenological observations:

* The lightest sparticle (P = —1) known as the lightest supersymmetric particle
(LSP), has to be absolutely stable and produced at the end of the decay chain of
a heavy unstable supersymmetric particle. If it is electrically neutral, it is weakly
interacting with ordinary matter. As a result, the LSP could be a possible dark
matter candidate. In collider experiments the LSP will result in an imbalance in
the reconstructed momentum in the transverse plane of the detector,

* Each sparticle apart from LSP, must eventually decay into a state that contains an
odd number of LSPs.

* In collider experiments, sparticles can only be pair produced.

1.5.1 Minimal Supersymmetric standard model

The Minimal Supersymmetric Standard Model (MSSM) is the most basic extension
that incorporates SUSY. This framework is consistent with the SM and also provides
a solution to the hierarchy problem as it stabilizes the weak scale. In MSSM R-parity
is conserved and Poincare and gauge invariance is assured. As described in section
1.5, the supermultiplets of MSSM provide a partner for every SM particle with the a
spin difference of 1/2. The Higgs boson in MSSM has a fermionic superpartner, the
Higgsino.

The Lagrangian of the MSSSM is described as:

Lyssm = Lsusy + Lreaking (1.21)

where Lqygy is the SUSY generalization that contains all the gauge and Yukawa in-
teractions and preserves supersymmetry invariance and Lg,eaying describes the SUSY
breaking.

The MSSM embodies supersymmetry into the Standard Model in a simple and elegant
way by making "minimal" additions.

* adds superpartners to the gauge filed bosons (gauginos)
* adds superpartners to the fermions
* adds superpartners to the Higgs field (higgsinos)

* adds a second Higgs doublet.

The neutral higgsinos (H. and HY) and the neutral electroweak gauginos (W, and
BO) form four mass eigenstates known as neutralinos )20. The charged higgsinos (H;
and H;) and charged winos W= form four mass eigenstates known as charginos a
Mixing is allowed between gauginos and higgsinos with the same charge but forbidden
for gluinos due to its color charge.
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1.5.2 Gauge Mediated Supersymmetry Breaking (GMSB)

The symmetry breaking in SUSY can be achieved by introducing a hidden sector. This
sector causes the breaking, which is then mediated to the MSSM (visible sector). In
Gauge Mediated Supersymmetry Breaking (GMSB) [44, 45, 4] scenarios, the communi-
cation between hidden sector, where SUSY breaking takes place, and the visible MSSM
sector (consisting of chiral supermultiplets shown in 1.1) is via the ordinary gauge in-
teractions. The messangers communication between MSSM and the hidden sector also
have a SU(3)c ® SU(2);, ® U(1)y interactions. General Gauge Mediation (GGM) sce-
nario is one of the most popular and most robust ways of transmitting SUSY breaking
to the MSSM. Compared with other SUSY breaking scenarios, in GMSB flavor changing
neutral current processes and new sources of CP violation are naturally suppressed.
The soft terms in MSSM come from loop diagrams involving these messengers, whose
value is given by

a, (F)

m, ~ —
soft Ar M

(1.22)
mess

where 72 is a loop factor for Feynman diagrams involving gauge interactions, F relates
to the SUSY breaking scale and M, is the messenger mass scale. GMSB permits a
significantly lower symmetry-breaking scale ((F)) than, for example gravity mediation,
and therefore generically predicts that the gravitino (G) is the Lightest Supersymmetric
Particle (LSP) whose mass is given by

mg ~ (F)/Mp ~ keV (1.23)

where Mp is the Planck scale.

1.5.3 Phenomenology of General Gauge Supersymmetry Break-
ing (GGMSB)

As mentioned previously, the gravitino G, is taken to be the LSP. That means that it is
considered a stable particle that weakly interacts with the detector, resulting in missing
transverses momentum. The next-to-the-lightest supersymmetric particle (NLSP) is the
neutralino 5{0 or the chargino (ii). The decay modes of the NLSP are decided by
the manner in which bino (the superpartner of the U(1)), wino (the superpartner of
the SU(2)) and higgsino components mix, and hence define the nature of this mass
eigenstate [46]. In case of gaugino-like NLSP, the neutralino consists predominantly of
either the bino or the wino gauge field.

* A bino like NLSP decays predominantly into a gravitino (G) and a photon (v)
with a branching fraction ~ cos QVZV, while the decay to a gravitino and a Z boson
is sub-dominant. The left plot on figure 1.11 shows the branching fraction of a
bino-like NLSP as a function of its mass. Experimentally this kind of scenarios can

miss miss

be targeted using collider events with final signatures of vy + pp~ or v + pr
final states, where p?iss is the magnitude of missing transverse momentum.
 for a wino-like NLSP, the splitting between the charged and the neutral wino is
small resulting in neutral and charged winos to become co-NLSPs. The charged
wino will decay directly into the gravitino (G) and a W as well, while the neutral
will decay dominantly to a gravitino (G) and a Z boson (~ cosf,,?) and sub-
dominantly to a gravitino ((~}) and a photon (v) (~ sin 03,). The right plot on
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Figure 1.11: The bino and neutral wino NLSP branching fractions to Z or ~ plus grav-
itino [4]. The branching fraction is determined by the weak mixing angle, and, at low
mass, by the phase space suppression of decays to Z’s.

figure 1.11 shows the branching fraction of a wino-like NLSP as a function of its

mass. These scenarios can result in signatures with lepton +v + pp .

* a higgsino like NLSP, will decay preferably to a Higgs boson or a photon () and
a gravitino (G) and subdominately to a Z boson or a photon (v) and a gravitino
(G). Models with higgsino like NLSP may result in bb, coming from H decay, and
~ + P final states.

1.5.4 General Gauge Mediation (GGM) simplified models

As mentioned in section 1.5.2, GMSB provides several advantages. However, even with
the inherent simplicity of gauge mediation, there is a plethora of models with a wide
variety of features. Thus, it is difficult to predict which exact set of parameters is real-
ized in nature. In addition, many of these possible parameter sets can lead to identical
experimental signatures. Such scenarios include several event topologies that requires
the presences of one or more leptons, photons, jets and of course high p7™ coming
from the undetected LSP. In order to cover as much phase space as possible, SUSY
searches at the LHC are based on those signatures. On top of this, certain assumptions
are made, leading to the so-called "Simplified Model Scenarios" (SMS) [47, 48]. The
SMS can be well described by a small number of parameters directly related to collider
physics observables: particle masses (and their decay widths, which can sometimes be
neglected), production cross-sections, and branching fractions. In addition, constraints
on a wide variety of models can be deduced from limits on simplified models [49]. As
a result, the plethora of proposed models leads to wide experimental searches. Most
SUSY searches at the LHC target a signal on the production of new, heavy particles
that decay into SM particles and a stable undetected LSP which result in high p7™.
However, large py'™* can be produced from SM processes such as leptonically decays of
top quarks, weak gauge bosons and heavy flavor production. Moreover, pp™™ can arise
from instrumental effects. The studies to address those issues are discussed in detail
later. In figure 1.12 the latest results for simplified models in the context of gauge-
mediated supersymmetry breaking from CMS collaboration are summarized. On the
x-axis the mass scale reach of each analysis is shown. The searches, based on final
signatures, are categorized as all-hadronic, single lepton plus jets, opposite-sign and

same-sign dileptons, multileptons, inclusive searches and searches with photons.
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Figure 1.12: The Mass reach for simplified models in the context of gauge-mediated
supersymmetry breaking [5].

Search for GGMSB in the Diphoton final state

A part of this thesis concerns a search of GGMSB that involves photons. More specifi-
cally, a bino-like neutralino (y") is assumed that further decays to a gravitino (G) and
a photon (), resulting in events with two photons and significant missing energy. The
Feynman diagrams of processes with this signature are shown in figure 6.1. These
simplified model scenarios assumes:
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* R-parity conservation

* In case of sparticles production (pair of gluinos), their production is completely
defined by the QCD theory and parton distribution functions

* All sparticles, except gluino, Y and G are very heavy and not accessible at the
LHC.

* Branching fractions of the decay of sparticles to various channels are simplisti-
cally decided. The models assume a 100% branching fraction for the gluinos and
squarks to decay as shown in figure 6.1. The squarks can be either first or second
generation. We assume a 100% branching fraction for the NLSP neutralino to
decay to a nearly massless gravitino and a photon, X° — G~.

- X1 g
- 0 -
N X1 g

Figure 1.13: Diagrams showing the production of signal events in the collision of two
protons. In gluino g pair production (left), the gluino decays to an antiquark ¢, quark q,
and a neutralino x*. In squark § pair production (right), the squark decays to a quark
and a neutralino Y . In both cases, the neutralino y° subsequently decays to a photon
~ and a gravitino G.
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Chapter 2

Experimental Setup

2.1 The Large Hadron Collider (LHC)

The Large Hadron Collider (LHC) [50] is a two-ring hadron accelerator and collider of
26.7 km circumference tunnel at European Organization for Nuclear Research (CERN).
It lies beneath the Franco-Swiss border near Geneva, Switzerland at a depth ranging
from 45 to 170 m below the earth’s surface. It is the largest and most powerful particle
accelerator ever built and is the gem of the CERN accelerator complex, shown in fig-
ure 2.1. The LHC was build to answer questions about fundamental particle physics, at

the TeV energy scale.

CERN's Accelerator Complex

LHC

North Area

SPS

ATLAS

LINAC 2

LEIR

X .
s
p ion P neutrons ) P (antiproton) ) electron R

East Area

/antiproton conversion

Figure 2.1: Schematic overview of the CERN accelerator complex. [6]
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The LHC is supplied with protons acquired by stripping electrons from hydrogen
atoms. The beams (protons or heavy ions) are accelerated in stages. First, the lin-
ear accelerator (LINAC2) generates 50 MeV protons and then the Proton Synchrotron
Booster (PSB) increases their energy to 1.4 GeV. After that, the beam is fed to the Pro-
ton Synchrontron (PS) where it is accelerated to 25 GeV, before they reach the Super
Proton Synchroton (SPS) where the proton energy reaches the 450 GeV. Protons leav-
ing the SPS are eventually injected into the LHC main ring to be accelerated up to their
maximum energy. The protons arrive in the LHC in bunches of approximately 10! pro-
tons, with a bunch spacing of 25 ns, resulting in 2808 bunches in total. Proton beams
orbit the LHC in two metal pipes with a very high vacuum, the beam pipes. Once the
beams reach the desirable energy, the optics are changed to squeeze the beams at the
interaction points, and the magnets separating the beams are squeezed off, resulting in
collisions.

One of the key parameters of a collider is the instantaneous luminosity L. This is
directly related to the observed rate of an interaction process with,

dN

dt
where, o is the cross section of the process. The instantaneous luminosity L of a collider
is given by:

=oL 2.1

1 — Nomfres 2.2)

47T6n5*
where N, is the number of particles per bunch, n; is the number of bunches per beam,
frev is the revolution fequency, v, = E/m is the relativistic gamma factor, ¢, is the
normalized transverse beam emmitance, 3" is the 3 function at the collision point, and
F is the geometric luminosity reduction factor due to the crossing angle at the interac-
tion point. LHC is designed to reach an instantaneous luminosity of L. = 103 em 257!
while in 2017 a twice the design value instantaneous luminosity was achieved. Fig-
ure 2.2 shows the integrated luminosity for the the run years of Run2. The total
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Figure 2.2: CMS integrated luminosity for Run2 [7].

proton-proton cross section at a centre-of-mass energy of /s = 13 TeV is expected
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to be approximately 70 mb, which means that around 20 p-p collisions will occur at
each bunch crossing at the design luminosity.

2.2 The CMS experiment

The Compact Muon Solenoid (CMS) [51, 10] detector is a multi-purpose detector ap-
paratus operating at the LHC. CMS is located at the LHC point 5, in the village of
Cessy in France, about 100 meters underground. CMS, weights 14000 tonnes, which
makes it the heaviest detector among the LHC detectors. Despite it’s high weight, its
dimensions 22x15 m make it relatively compact. One of the distinctive properties of the
CMS experiment is the precise, high efficiency muon measurement, enabled by large
gas chamber detectors. The detector is constructed inside and around a large supercon-
ducting solenoid magnet, that provides a strong magnetic field of 3.8 T in the inner part
of the detector, bending the trajectories of charged particles for precise measurement
of momentum and charge. An overview of the CMS detector is shown is figure 2.3.
Going from the beam pipe to the solenoid, there is a tracker measuring the momenta of
charged particles, an electromagnetic calorimeter to measure the energies of photons
and electrons, and a hadronic calorimeter for measuring the energies of charged and
neutral hadrons. Outside the solenoid, there are muon chambers measuring momenta
of muons.

To describe the CMS detector, both right handed Cartesian coordinates and polar
coordinates are used, with the nominal collision point as the origin in both cases. For
the Cartesian coordinates, the x axis and y axis are in the transverse plane pointing
along the inward radial direction of the LHC ring and along the upward vertical direc-
tion, respectively, while the z-axis is parallel to the beam. For the polar coordinates,
¢ represent the azimuthal angle from the x axis in the transverse plane, r the radial
distance in the plane, and 6 the polar angle from the z-axis in the y- z plane. Instead of
f another spacial coordinate is used called pseudorapidity, which is defined as

n= —ln(tang) (2.3)
For highly relativistic particles with m << p, n is equal to the rapidity defined as

1 E+pz
= —1n

= 2.
2 E-p, 24

y

In hadron collider physics, pseudorapidity is preferred over the polar angle 6, since par-
ticle production is constant as a function of rapidity. Moreover, differences in rapidity
are Lorentz invariant under boosts along the longitudinal axis and hence, a measure-
ment of a rapidity difference Ay between particles is not dependent on the longitudinal
boost of the reference frame (such as the laboratory frame). This is an important fea-
ture for hadron collider physics, where the colliding partons carry different longitudinal
momentum fractions x, which means that the rest frames of the parton-parton collisions
will have different longitudinal boosts.
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CMS DETECTOR STEEL RETURN YOKE
Total weight : 14,000 tonnes 12,500 tonnes SILICON TRACKERS
Overall diameter : 15.0m Pixel (100x150 ym) ~16m* ~66M channels
Overall length :28.7m Microstrips (80x180 pm) ~200m? ~9.6M channels
Magnetic field  :3.8T
SUPERCONDUCTING SOLENOID
A Niobium titanium coil carrying ~18,000A

MUON CHAMBERS
Barrel: 250 Drift Tube, 480 Resistive Plate Chambers
Endcaps: 468 Cathode Strip, 432 Resistive Plate Chambers

PRESHOWER
Silicon strips ~16m* ~137,000 channels

FORWARD CALORIMETER
Steel + Quartz fibres ~2,000 Channels

CRYSTAL
ELECTROMAGNETIC
CALORIMETER (ECAL)
~76,000 scintillating PLWO, crystals

HADRON CALORIMETER (HCAL)
Brass + Plastic scintillator ~7,000 channels

Figure 2.3: Overview of the Compact Muon Solenoid (CMS) detector. The general char-
acteristics of each part of the detector are shown here along with relevant magnitudes
and the x, y and z coordinate system [8].

2.3 Superconducting Solenoid

One of the most important components of the CMS detector is the superconducting
solenoid that provides the bending power necessary to precisely measure the momen-
tum of all charged particles produced in the collision. The magnet is located between
the calorimeters and the muon system. It is 12.5 m long and has an inner diameter of
6m. The magnet produces an magnetic field of 3.8 T and has a stored energy of 2.6 GJ.
A 12,000 ton steel yoke made up of 5 wheels in the barrel and 3 endcap disks serves to
return the magnetic flux. The solenoid is suspended in a vacuum cryostat and cooled
to 4.5 K with liquid helium.

2.4 The inner tracking system

The CMS inner tracking system consists the most inner part of the CMS detector, sur-
rounding the interaction point. It is designed to provide precise and efficient mea-
surements of the trajectories of charged particles (electrons, muons and hadrons) and
precise reconstruction of primary and secondary interaction vertices. The structure
of the tracker system is illustrated in figure 2.4 where different modules of the inner
tracker are shown: pixel, inner barrel (TIB), outer barrel (TOB), inner disks (TID) and
endcaps (TEC). The CMS tracker [52] is composed of a pixel detector with three barrel
layers at radii 4.4 cm, 7.3 ¢cm and 10.2 cm and a silicon strip tracker with 10 barrel
detection layers extending outwards to a radius of 1.1 m. Each system is completed by
endcaps which consist of two disks in the pixel detector and 3 plus (up to) 9 disks in
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Figure 2.4: Schematic cross section through the CMS tracker in the r — z plane [9].
The tracker is symmetric about the horizontal line r = 0, so only the top half is shown
here.

the strip tracker on each side of the barrel, extending the acceptance of the tracker up
to a pseudorapidity of |n| < 2.5.

2.5 Electromagnetic Calorimeter

The electromagnetic calorimeter (ECAL) [53, 54] of the CMS detector is a hermetic
homogeneous calorimeter. ECAL is a radiation tolerant and total absorption calorimeter
made up of lead tungstate crystals (PbWOQ,). It’s purpose is to measure the energy of
electromagnetic objects such as photons and electrons as well as the EM components
of jets and hadrons that deposit their energy in the crystals of the ECAL. It has a large
dynamic range coupled with excellent linearity up to 1 TeV.

An electromagnetic shower for a photon starts as an electron-positron pair pro-
duction, while for an electron starts as Bremsstrahlung radiation. Both develop to a
cascade of electrons, positrons and photons through repeating processes of pair pro-
ductions and Bremsstrahlung. The CMS ECAL is designed to measure the photon and
electron energies with high resolution, which is essential for analyses that include pho-
tons and electrons. For this purpose, it is made by materials ideal for scintillation.
Lead tungstate is an inorganic scintillator. The passage of charged particles produce
electron-hole pairs in the conduction and valence bands. In addition, (PbWO,) has
a Moliére radius which is defined as the radius of a cylinder containing 90% of the
shower’s energy depositions, that is only 2.2 cm. This results to an excellent position
resolution and separation between showers. This property is of particular importance
since it allows to distinguish photons from isolated neutral pions (7 — ~~ decays). It
is also able to provide triggering information and aids particle identification. ECAL is
divided into the barrel covering a pseudorapidity range of |n| < 1.479 and two endcaps
at 1.479 < |n| < 3.0. The endcap part includes a preshower detector covering the region
1.65 < |n| < 2.6. Figure 2.5 shows the ECAL geometry with different components.

The preshower, is installed in front of each ECAL endcap. It is made of two layers of
lead radiation followed by silicon strip sensors. Its principal aim is to identify neutral
pions in the endcaps within a fiducial region 1.653 < |n| < 2.6. Furthermore, it helps
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Figure 2.5: CMS ECAL geometry schema showing different components[10].

the identification of electrons against minimum ionizing particles and improves the
position determination of electrons and photons with high granularity. The intrinsic
energy resolution of the ECAL barrel is measured to be:

o\2 S \2 N\ 2 2

(%) = (ﬁ) +(5) +C 2.5)
where S is the stochastic term, N is the noise term and C is a constant term. The
stochastic term describes the event-to-event fluctuations in the lateral shower contain-
ment, the photostatistics contribution (2.1%) and the fluctuations in the energy deposit
in the preshower absorbed with respect to what is measured in the preshower silicon
detector. The small stochastic term ensures that the photon energy resolution is ex-
cellent in the typical range of photons in jets (1-50 GeV). The noise term includes
contributions of electronics, digitization and pileup noise, while contributions to the
constant term comes from the non-uniformity of the longitudinal light collection, inter-
calibration errors and leakage of energy from the back of the crystal. Using test beam
data, a typical energy resolution was found to be:

(2) = (2%)2+ (1;%)2%.3% (2.6)

ECAL reconstruction

A crucial part of the SUSY Diphoton analysis is the successfully reconstruction of pho-
tons, thus the ECAL is the most important sub-detector part. In this section the re-
construction based on a clustering algorithms is described. The energy deposited in
the ECAL crystals is generally spread out over a few neighbouring crystals, so the total
energy that is measured involves several crystals. CMS developed a specific cluster-
ing algorithm able to measure the energy and direction of stable neutral particles such
as photons and neutral hadrons and also to separate them from charged hadron de-
posits. Another purpose of the cluster algorithm is to efficiently identify and reconstruct
electrons and accompanying bremsttrahlung photons. Lastly, the clustering algorithm
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should be able to supplement the energy measurement of charged hadrons which can-
not be accurately measured by the tracker. The reconstruction algorithm consists of
three steps. First, cluster seeds are identified as local caloremeter cell (ECAL crystall)
energy maxima above a given energy. Second, topological clusters are grown from the
seeds by aggregating crystals with at least one side in common with a cell already in the
cluster, and with an energy in excess of a given threshold. These thresholds represent
about two standard deviations of the electronic noise in the ECAL (i.e. 80 MeV in the
barrel and up to 300 MeV in the endcaps). In the third step, the so called particle flow
(PF) Clusters are dynamically merged into superclusters. Dynamic superclustersing al-
lows good energy containment, robustness against pileup and automatically takes into
account the detector geometrical variations with 7.

2.6 Hadron Calorimeter

The hadron calorimeter (HCAL) is radially restricted between the outer extend of the
ECAL and the inner extent of the magnet coil. The hadron calorimeters are very im-
portant for the measurement of the hadron jets and neutrinos or other exotic particles
resulting in apparent missing transverse energy. In addition, HCAL can provide supple-
mentary measurements to the ECAL and the muon systems. The primary hadrons that
have sufficiently long lifetime to traverse the CMS calorimeter are pions, kaons, protons
and neutrons. These hardons traverse the ECAL quiet transparently, but form complex
showers in the brass absorber. As mentioned previously, the electromagnetic showers
consists of a cascade of photons conversions v — e'e~ and Bremsstrahlung radiation
e — e + ~. The hadronic showers on the other hand, proceeds through an increasing
number of primary strong interactions with many particle types including electromag-
netic components via neutral pion decays 7, — . The fraction of the hadronic shower
energy transferred to an electromagnetic cascade depends on the shower energy, with
the fraction about 50% for a 100 GeV shower and 70% for a 1 TeV shower. The energy
resolution of the HCAL has been measure to be:

o 110%
E VE

where E is expressed in GeV. The leading contribution to the HCAL energy resolution
comes by effects from not fully containing the hadronic shower, while a stochastic
noise term S of 110% and a constant term of 9%. Figure 2.6 shows a view of the
HCAL in the y — 2 plane. The HCAL is composed of a barrel (HB) and endcap (HE)
component, which are both contained inside the solenoidal magnet, and the outer
(HO) and forward (HF), which are located outside the solenoid. The (HB) covers the
range |n| < 1.3 while the HE covers 1.3 < || < 3.0. Due to the limited space available
for the HCAL within the solenoid, the HO is included outside the solenoid in order to
increase the total interaction length.

® 9% 2.7)

The HCAL is the key subdetector to precisely measure the energy of particles con-
stituents of jets and in particular the energy of b jets that are crucial for the second
part of the thesis. By combining the HCAL response with information from the individ-
ual parts of the detector as detailed described in section 3.1, the jet energy resolution
achieved is about ten percent.
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Figure 2.6: View of the CMS hadronic calorimeter in the y-z plane.

2.7 Muon detectors

Muon detection is a powerful tool for recognizing signatures of interesting processes
over a high background rate that is expected in the high luminosity environment at the
LHC. Therefore, precise and robust muon measurements are critical. The muon system
[55] is the outermost component of the CMS detector, consisting of a barrel (|n| < 1.2)
and two endcaps (0.9 < |n| < 2.4) which are illustrated in figure 2.7. It is designed to
perform three task; muon identification, momentum measurement and triggering. The
reconstruction of the momentum and the charged muon is achieved over the entire
kinematic range and consists of three types of gaseous detectors; drift tubes (DT), the
cathodes strip chambers (CSC) and the resistive plate chambers (RPC). The first two
gaseous detectors can also provide independatly trigger information based on the pp
of muons with high efficiency and background rejection. The RPCs are installed both
in the barrel and in the endcaps covering a region of || < 1.6 and providing a fast,
independent, and highly-segmented trigger with a sharp pr threshold. They also help
to resolve ambiguities in attempting to make tracks from multiple hits in a chamber.

2.8 CMS trigger system

The LHC provides proton-proton collisions every 25 ns, corresponding to a crossing fre-
quency of 40 MHz. At the designed centre-of-mass energy and luminosity (10**cm?s ™)
of the LHC, with a proton-proton cross section of ~ 70mb around 700 million proton-
proton collisions are expected per second. This corresponds to an event rate of ~
700MHz. For an accurate measurement of the event, all the information of the subde-
tector systems is necessary. Collecting this information in a small given time is feasibly
impossible. In addition, only a small fraction of events are interesting for physics anal-
yses. Therefore, it is crucial to drastically reduce the event rate by selecting events that
are more likely to be important. This task is performed by a two-tiered trigger system
[56], which is the start of the physics event selection process. The first level (L1) is
composed of custom hardware and uses partial, fast response data from the calorime-
tres and muon systems. It is able to identify and select events that contain objects like
muons, electrons, photons or jets at a rate up to 100kHz within 4us. The L1 trigger has
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Figure 2.7: Cross-sectional view of a quadrant of the CMS detector in the (r,z) plane,
showing the layout of the muon detector [11].

local, regional and global components. The local triggers; Trigger Primitive Genera-
tor (TPG), identify energy deposits in calorimeter trigger towers and track segments or
hit patterns in muon chambers. Regional triggers determine ranked and sorted trigger
objects such as an electron or muon candidates, by combining their information and
using pattern logic. The Global Calorimeter (GCT) and Global Muon Triggers (GMT)
determine the highest-rank calorimeter and muon objects across the entire experiment
and transfer them to the global trigger (GT) which decides the rejection or the accep-
tance of an event for further evaluation by the High Level Trigger (HLT). A schematic
view of the L1 trigger is illustrated in figure 2.8.
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) EH D E

e et e sy ()

Figure 2.8: The architecture of the CMS Level-1 trigger system in Run 2 [12]

The second level also known as high-level trigger (HLT) runs a version of the full
event reconstruction software optimized for fast processing on a farm of commercial
processors, and reduces an event rate to around 1kHz. HLT has access to the complete
read-out data and can therefore perform complex calculations similar to those made
by the off-line analysis software. It is also divided into internal "steps", named L-2,
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L-2.5, L-3, where L-2 uses inputs from the calorimeter and muon detectors, L-2.5 is
referred to algorithms that use partial tracker information such as pixel hits and L-3
refers to a selection that includes the reconstruction of full tracks in the tracker. The
HLT is able to make more sophisticated trigger decisions than the L1. That can include
information from sophisticated b-tagging discriminators and reconstructed jets. After
the events pass the HLT trigger, they are stored to disk for offline processing that can
take several seconds per event and performs a much more computational intensive
event reconstruction which is then used for data analysis.

2.9 Upgrades

The increasing luminosity through the years arise the need of system and subdetector
upgrades. The first CMS Phasel upgrade program started at the end of Runl and it
is planned to continue until the start of LHC Run3 in 2021. It included a complete
upgrade of the Level-1 trigger system, an upgrade of the photon sensors of the HCAL
and HF scintillation system, as well as, an installation of a new pixel detector that
replaced the old in early 2017. The new pixel detector [57] contains four barrel layers
and three discs in the endcaps, with double pixels. It is expected to be be more robust
against high pile-up and to have a faster readout system with an increased number
of channels. After the end of Run3, the CMS detector will go under the HL-LHC or
Phasell upgrade which will take place in 2024-2026 [58]. This upgrade will prepare
the detector to address the challenges of the high-luminosity LHC conditions. The
proposed operating scenario is to level the instantaneous luminosity at 5 x 10**cm?s ™
from potential peak value 2 x 10**cm?s™! at the beginning of the fills, and to deliver
250 b per year for a further 10 year of operations. Under these conditions the event
pile up will rise substantially and thus, the Phasell upgrade is crucial for the smooth

operation of the detector.



Chapter 3

Object Reconstruction

3.1 Particle flow algorithm

As mentioned in the previous chapter, the CMS detector is a general purpose detector
that consists of many detector layers nested around the beam axis. A schematic view of
all the detector’s layers is illustrated in figure 3.1. Each detector layer is able to provide
individual information about several physics objects such as photons, electrons, muons
and jets. However, a significantly improvement of event description can be achieved by
correlating the basic elements from all the detector layers to identify each final-state
particle, and by combining the corresponding measurements to reconstruct the particle
properties on the basis of this identification. This holistic approach is called particle-
flow (PF) reconstruction [59]. The design of the CMS detector is ideal for a particle
flow event reconstruction. This is due to the high tracking efficiency while keeping a
low fake rate, the full detector coverage provided by the ECAL and finally the ability
to reconstruct high purity muons. In this chapter the basic reconstruction steps are
discussed.

3.2 Track and vertex reconstruction

The track reconstruction [60] from charged particles is performed iteratively with the
combinatorial track finder (CFT) algorithm. CFT is based on Kalman filtering and it is
used to build tracks from hits in the pixel and strip layers of the inner tracker. Several
iterations are performed. In each iteration, initial seeds are first generated with only a
few hits compatible with a charged-particle trajectory. After that, a KF-based [61] track
process is used to collect hits form all tracker layers that are compatible with the extrap-
olated charged-particle trajectory. Then a fit to all hits is performed to determine the
full track parameters and their uncertainties. Finally, to reject low-quality tracks, sev-
eral selection criteria are applied. This iterative tracking approach benefits from high
track finding efficiency while keeping a low misrecontruction rate. The Compact Muon
Solenoid (CMS) tracker is expected to be traversed by about 1000 charged particles at
each bunch crossing, produced by an average of more than twenty proton—proton (pp)
interactions. One of the most important tasks is the correct identification of the primary
vertex coming directly from p-p collisions. The collision vertices are reconstructed from
particle tracks by extrapolating them from the tracker region towards the interaction
point. The most probable vertex is estimated by a deterministic annealing algorithm.

33
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Figure 3.1: A sketch of the specific particle interactions in a transverse slice of the CMS
detector, from the beam interaction region to the muon detector. All the detector layers
are shown.

For high-pr objects, the primary vertex is selected using the so called track jets. First,
the track jets are selected by applying the anti-k jet clustering algorithm [62] to the
tracks associated with each vertex. After that, the position of each vertex is fitted us-
ing an adaptive vertex filter. Second, the missing transverse momentum is constructed
as the negative vector sum of p; of the track jets. Finally, the vertex with the high-
est summed of p%" of all physics objects is selected as the primary vertex. The physics
objects used in this calculation are produced by a jet-finding algorithm applied to all
charged-particle tracks associated to the vertex, plus the corresponding p7**® computed
from those jets.

Muon Tracks

Muon tracks can be reconstructed using information from both the inner tracker and
the outer muon detector. Depending on the different roles of each subdetector system,
different types of muons can be reconstructed. For instance, when the reconstruction
comes only from the muon detector, then we have the standalone muon. If the track
parameters of a standalone muon are compatible with a track of the inner tracker,
then both tracks are used to form a global muon track. If at least one muon segment
matches with the extrapolated track from inner tracker, then the corresponding muon
is called tracker muon. The global muons have a better performance compared to
standalone and tracker muons since they combine information from both detectors.
The reconstructed muons are fed into the PF algorithm where several quality criteria
are applied on the track fit y?, number of hits/tracks in muon chambers and also the
compatibility with primary vertex.

Electrons Tracks

Electron tracks are reconstructed by combining information from the inner tracker and
the ECAL. For the successfully reconstruction of the electron track two independent
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approaches can be used [63]. The first, also known as, ECAL-based approach, is based
on the ECAL measurements and uses energetic ECAL clusters with E; > 4 GeV. The
cluster energy and position are used to infer the position of the hits expected in the
innermost tracker layers under the assumptions that the cluster is produced either by
an electron or by a positron. Bremsstarhlung photons, due to the interaction between
the electron and the tracker material must be taken into account. The energy of the
electron and of possible bremsstrahlung photons is collected by grouping the ECAL
clusters that are reconstructed in a small window in 7 and an extended window in
¢ around the electron direction into a supercluster. This is motivated by the fact that,
bremstrahhlung photons are not affected by the magnetic field and thus, their energy is
more spread in the ¢ direction. To reconstruct the electrons missed by the ECAL-based
approach, a tracker-based electron seeding method was developed in the context of PF
reconstruction. This approach has better performance for identifying low p; electrons
or electrons inside jets that are less isolated. Tracks from the iterative tracking are
used as potential seeds for electrons, if their p; exceeds 2 GeV. The large probability
for electrons to radiate in the tracker material can be exploited to disentangle electron
tracks from charged hadron tracks. The radiation will result in increasing energy loss
and thus, the track will contain fewer hits or have a higher fit y*. A preselection based
on the number of hits and the fit X2 is therefore applied, and the selected tracks are
fit again with a Gaussian-sum filter (GSF) [64]. This is more suitable than the KF for
electrons as it allows for sudden and substantial energy losses along the trajectory.
The final selection for the tracker-based electrons is based on a boosted-decision-tree
(BDT) classifier that combines several variables such as the number of hits and the
information obtained from the GSF and KF track fit. The electron seeds obtained with
both the ECAL-based and the tracker-based methods are merged and fed to the PF
algorithm.

3.3 Calorimeter deposit clustering

The clustering algorithm is the same for each component of the calorimeter system:
ECAL barrel and endcaps, HCAL barrel and endcaps, and the two preshower layers and
it is performed separately. The basic reconstruction principles of the ECAL are described
in section 2.5. In this section a more detailed overview is given. The electromagnetic
showers in the ECAL and the hadron showers in the HCAL are wider than a single ECAL
crystal or HCAL module. Therefore, clustering of the energy deposits in these crystals
and modules, commonly referred to as calorimeter-cells, is needed to determine the en-
ergies of the particles that initiate the showers. The clustering is seeded by cells where
deposited energy exceeds a certain threshold. The neighboring cells with an energy
above the twice the noise level are associated with the seeds forming topological clus-
ters. An expectation-maximization (EM) algorithm based on a Gaussian-mixture model
is then used to disentangle the clusters within a topological cluster. The energy deposi-
tion of a topological cluster is modeled as a sum of N Gaussian energy deposits, where
N corresponds to the number of seeds. Dedicated methods are developed to calibrate
the calorimeter clusters, as an accurate measurement of their energy is crucial for a
consistent global event description. These calibrations are complemented by a residual
correction to the cluster energies, derived using GEANT4 simulation with the full CMS
detector. The correction accounts for the effect of clustering thresholds (up to 20%
corrections to cluster energies) and the shadowing of the ECAL endcap crystals by the
preshower (corrections up to 40%). After these corrections, the calibrated energies and
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the simulated energies of photons typically agree at the percent level. The corrections
are validated by studying data events with two energetic photons originating from 7
decays. This is done by reconstructing the invariant mass of the diphoton system and
comparing it to the nominal mass of 7’. The ECAL supercluster energies are corrected
and calibrated using an MVA regression algorithm trained with simulated events. The
small residual differences between data and simulation are corrected by comparing the
invariant mass peaks reconstructed in Z — e e~ events.

3.4 Particle Identification and Reconstruction

3.4.1 The linking algorithm

One of the main challenges in CMS, is to link together the multiple PF elements that are
produced in different subdetectors in order to extract a global event description. These
elements need to be linked together to fully reconstruct the particle, while avoiding
double-counting from different subdetectors. The fundamental core of the PF recon-
struction is the link algorithm which provides the connection between different PF
elements. The links between the different PF elements are established by extrapolat-
ing the trajectories reconstructed in the tracker while taking into account the effect of
the magnetic field. The elements are matched geometrically in the (1, ¢) plane which
provides a metric to quantify the quality of the link. As bremsstrahlung can cause sud-
den changes in the curvature of electron trajectories, the standard CTF method can
lead to lost hits and poor fit quality. In order to collect the energy of Bremsstrahlung
photons emitted by electrons, tangents to the tracks are extrapolated to the ECAL from
the intersection points between the track and each of the tracker layers. ECAL and
HCAL clusters, as well as, preshower clusters are also linked, by checking if the cluster
position in the more granular calorimeter is within the boundary of a cluster in the
other calorimeter. Finally the segments reconstructed in the muon detector are linked
with the inner tracker. The output of the link algorithm is a collection of PF blocks,
with each block consisting of elements associated either by a direct link or by an indi-
rect link through common elements. The particle flow blocks are in the form of charge
tracks, calorimeter clusters and muon tracks. The algorithms treats it’s block separately.
First, muons are identified if the muon’s combined momentum is compatible with the
determined one from the tracker. Then the muon is called particle-flow-muon and the
corresponding track is removed. Each of the remaining tracks in the block gives rise to
a particle -flow-neutral-hadron, the momentum and energy of which are taken directly
from the track momentum. If the calibrated calorimetric energy is compatible with
the track momentum, the charged-hadron momenta are redefined by a fit of the mea-
surements in the tracker and the calorimeters. The particle-flow-electrons are identified
and reconstructed if the calibrated calorimetric energy is compatible with the track mo-
mentum. On the contrary, when the calibrated energy of the closest ECAL and HCAL
clusters linked to the track(s) is significantly larger than the total associated charged-
particle momentum or, the ECAL and HCAL clusters are not linked to any track at all,
then particle-flow-photons, and possibly particle-flow-neutral-hadron are reconstructed.
In the final step, the algorithm is revisited in a post-processing step that aims to rectify
misidentified objects such as misreconstructed high-p; muons or charged hadrons.
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3.4.2 Muons

Particle flow muons are reconstructed from the inner tracker and the outer muon de-
tector. Additional identification criteria are applied to standalone, global and tracker
muon candidates. Those are based on the various quality parameters referring to muon
isolation and reconstruction and are used to suppress misidentified muons, mostly
charged hardons, while preserving a high efficiency for both isolated muons and muons
inside jets. If the muon p; of the inner tracker is less than 200 GeV, then this momen-
tum is chosen. Otherwise, the momentum is determined by the fit with the smallest
v? of the following: tracker muon only; tracker and first muon detector plane; global
muon; and global excluding the muon detector planes featuring a high occupancy.

3.4.3 Electrons and Photons

Electrons and photons interact in a similar way with the ECAL. An electron candidate
is seeded from a GSF track, provided that the corresponding ECAL cluster is not linked
to 3 or more additional tracks. A photon candidate, on the other hand, is seeded
from a ECAL energy cluster with transverse energy, E1 > 10 GeV when there is no
corresponding link to GSF track. Within the tracker acceptance (|| < 2.5), all ECAL
clusters not linked to a track are considered photons, while all HCAL clusters without
a linked track are considered neutral hadrons.

Photon Reconstruction

Photons showers deposit their energy in several crystals in the ECAL. Approximately
94% of the incident energy of photon is contained in 3 x 3 crystals and 97% in 5 x 5
crystals. The presence of material in front of the calorimeter results in bremstahlung
and photon conversions. Due to the strong magentic field, the energy that reaches
the calorimeter is spread in ¢. The energy is therefore clustered at the electromag-
netic calorimeter level by building a cluster of clusters (Super Cluster or SC), which is
extended in ¢. The topological variable Rg = Ej,3/Egc defined as the energy sum
of 3 x 3 crystals centered on the most energetic, divided by the energy of the Su-
per Cluster, is used to discriminate between unconverted (Rq > 0.94) and converted
(Rg < 0.94) photons.

A loose preselection is applied to all prompt and non-prompt photons within the
fiducial region of the ECAL. In order to avoid misidentifying an electron to a photon a
conversion-safe veto is applied. In addition, to make sure the photon identification is
performed in a region where simulation can properly describe the data, a selection is
applied to keep the common phase space between data passing the trigger and the MC
where no trigger requirement is applied. The variables used for preselection are built
to be similar to ones used in the trigger and in the electromagnetic filter applied to sim-
ulated QCD background at generation level. This specific filter requires the presence
in the event of at least two particles that can produce an energy deposit in the ECAL
sufficient to mimic a photon "fake photons". The variables that are used for the prese-
lection cuts are listed below. Those cuts results to an efficiency of 80% of successfully
identifying a photon.

H/E: The ratio of the energy deposited in the HCAL tower directly behind the
ECAL supercluster to the supercluster energy is required to be less than 0.0396.
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Tinin: The energy weighted (single crystal energy over the Super Cluster energy)
standard deviation of single crystal n within the 5 x 5 crystals centered at the
crystal with maximum energy.

Particle Flow Charged Isolation : The p; sum of all PF charged hadrons within
a hollow cone of 0.02 < AR < 0.3 around the supercluster is required to be less

than 0.441 GeV, where AR = /An? + A¢>.

Particle Flow Photon Isolation : The p; sum of all photons within a cone of
AR < 0.3, excluding a strip in 1 of 0.015 around the supercluster, is required to
be less than 2.5718 + (0.0047 x p7.).

Particle Flow Neutral Isolation : The p; sum of all neutral hadrons within a
cone of AR < 0.3 around the supercluster is required to be less than
2.725 + (0.0148 x p) + (0.000017 x (p})?).

A series of corrections are applied to the supercluster energy to account for varia-
tions in the shower containment and any potential losses for photons that convert in
the tracker. The shower containment can vary for several reasons, including variations
in the longitudinal depth at which the shower passes through the sides of the crystal
and is lost in the inter-crystal dead space. The corrections are derived in simulation as
a function of 7, Er, Ry, and the spread of the cluster in ¢. After the corrections, the
photon energy resolution is better than 3% for photons in the barrel [65].

Photon Identification

The photon identification is performed using a set of cuts on six discriminating vari-
ables. To maximize the sensitivity, cut values are optimized separately in four cate-
gories with significantly different levels of background and mass resolution. The fol-
lowing variables are used to distinguish isolated photons originating from the primary
interaction from the background that comes from low multiplicity jets with high elec-
tromagnetic content:

* Relative combined isolation using selected event vertex. To compute this variable
first an isolation sum is constructed as:

Z Tso = Iso™K ot TsoPCAL 4 TgoHOA (3.1

where:

— Is0'™* is the scalar sum of the transverse momenta of tracks which are

consistent with originating from the primary vertex

- IsoP“Al js computed as the transverse energy sum of ECAL energy deposits

in crystals located within a cone of size AR < 0.3.

- 1s0"ALl is the sum of the energies of HCAL towers whose centers lie within

a ring-shaped region of outer radius AR = 0.4 and inner radius AR = 0.15,
centered on the ECAL Supercluster position.

Each isolation sum contains a significant contribution from pile-up and underly-
ing events. To maintain high efficiency under high pile up conditions, the contri-
bution to > I'so from pile-up and the underlying event is estimated on an event
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by event basis as the product of the measured energy density p for the event de-
termined using the FastJet algorithm, and an effective area A 4 corresponding to
the isolation cone excluding veto regions. A.g is determined empirically as the
ratio of the slopes of linear fits to the mean value of Iso vs nPV and to the value
of p vs nPV in Z events. The pile-up corrected isolation sum is equal to:

Z Isoh Ve = Z Iso — pA.g (3.2)

The isolation sum is then scaled by pPFhO /50 GeV, where p‘T’hO is the transverse

energy of the photon determined using the selected primary vertex. The relative
isolation is thus given by:

Pucorr
rl > Iso

Iso™® = S———
ph /50 GeV

(3.3)

* Relative combined isolation using event vertex giving highest Iso™"**. The relative

combined isolation using event vertex is computed similarly with the difference
that Iso™* is computed for each reconstructed primary vertex and the largest
value is used. This definition of isolation accounts for the case where a wrong
primary vertex is selected and thus, it is complementary to the previous definition.

* Relative track isolation using selected event vertex. Since track isolation is the
most discriminating of the three sub-detector isolation variables, a cut is addi-
tionally applied on relative isolation defined using track isolation only:

track
rel,track Z Iso

B (3.4)
ph° /50 GeV

Iso

where Iso™* is the one computed using the selected primary vertex. No pileup

subtraction is required since only tracks consistent with the selected primary ver-
tex are included in the sum.

* H/E. The ratio of hadronic energy to electromagnetic energy is calculated as the
ratio of the sum of HCAL tower energies within a cone of size AR < 0.15 centered
on the ECAL Super Cluster position, to the energy of the Super Cluster.

* o,,- The transverse shape of the electromagnetic cluster is computed with loga-
rithmic weights and is defined as:

5x5 = 2
; (s — E.
ol = i Willh = Tlsxs) i wi=max (0,4.7+In——) (3.5)

nn 5x5
Zi Wi Esys

where E' and ' are the energy and pseudorapidity of the i crystal within the
5 x 5 electromagnetic cluster and Ej, 5 and 755 are the energy and 7 of the entire
5 x 5 cluster. The value of ‘772777 tends to be smaller for single isolated photons
(including converted photons, since the cluster is spread in the ¢ direction only),
than for the background which is dominated by jets consisting of s decaying to

two photons.

* Minimum threshold on Ry. A minimum threshold on Ry is applied to photons in
the ECAL endcaps in order to exclude very poorly reconstructed photons.
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The set of cuts in the above variables that corresponds to the Photon ID are chosen
in order to have a high signal efficiency and a low fake rate.

3.4.4 Jets

Jets are the experimental signatures of quarks and gluons produced in high-energy
processes such as head-on proton-proton collisions. They arise from the hadronization
of quarks and consists of many closely spaced particles which are detected as charged
hadrons (wi, K i, or protons), neutral hadrons (K 2, or neutrons), non isolated photons
from 7 decays and less often additional muons or electrons from decays of charged
hadrons. In CMS, jets are typically reconstructed by clustering the PF candidates with
the anti-kp [62] algorithm implemented in the FastJet package [66]. The anti-kp
algorithm works as follows: The distance between a PF candidate i is obtained for each
surrounding particle j in terms of rapidity y and angle ¢ as AR?]- = (yi—yj)Z—f—(qbi—gzﬁj)z.
R is a distance parameter related to the radius of the jet. Then, the variable d,; which
describes the distance parameters for each particles is determined as

2

= (3.6)

.2 2
dij = mln(pT,i7pT,j)

For each particle i, the beam distance d, is defined as d;5 = p}i. The clustering pro-
ceeds by finding the minimum d,,,;,, of all the particles distances d,; and beam distance
d; . If the smallest distance is d,;, then particles i and j are combined to form a single
entity. On the other hand, if the smallest distance is d,p, then entity i is considered
a jet and removed from the list of entities. The above steps are repeated until there
are no particles left. The anti-kT algorithm outperforms similar algorithms (k7 and
Cambridge/Aachen) and iterative-cone algorithms, and thus it is used as the standard
jet clustering algorithm in CMS. This algorithm typically results in particles with high
pr since all low- py particles are accumulated within a cone of radius R. The distance
parameter R is chosen based on the use cases of the resulting jet collection. The default
jet collection in CMS consists of jets with small radius of R = 0.4. This collection is
referred as "Ak4" jet collection. Due to the small R, each Ak4 jet typically corresponds
to a single quark or gluon from the hard-scattering process. Jet collections that cor-
responds to larger R values, such as R = 0.8 (Ak8) and R = 1.5 (Ak15) are used to
reconstruct hadronically decaying particles with large Lorentz-boost. Those particles
can be hadronically decaying top quarks, W, Z and Higgs bosons. High-pr particles de-
caying products can be collimated and thus, they can be reconstructed in a single-R jet.
Additional energy attributed to the jets which comes from pp interactions other than
the hard-scatter event at the primary vertex (PV), can contaminate the reconstructed
jets. The additional energy from these events is often called pileup and CMS has de-
veloped algorithms to account on this effect. If a charged hadron is reconstructed in
the tracker and is identified as originating from a pileup vertex, it is removed from the
collection of particles used to form physics objects. This procedure is widely used in jet
reconstruction and is referred to charged hadron subtraction (CSH) [67].

An event-by-event jet area—based correction is applied to the jet four-momentum to
remove the remaining (neutral-particle) energy from pileup interactions. An alterna-
tive way to mitigate pileup is the pileup per particle identification also known as PUPPI
[68]. In this approach, each reconstructed particle is assigned with a weight that re-
flects the probability that this particle is originating from pile up interactions. This
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probability is based on local energy distribution around the particle, event pileup prop-
erties and tracking information (for charged particles) and uses this estimation to scale
the four-momentum of each PF candidate, before clustering them into jets.

When a jet is reconstructed, the jet energies are calibrated in terms of the jet energy
scale (JES) and jet energy resolution (JER) [69]. The JES corrections are necessary to
correct the measured jet energy to match its true value. They are implemented in stages
and applied both in Monte Carlo (MC) simulated events and data. In each step, cor-
rections account for the offset energy coming from multiple proton-proton collisions in
the same and adjacent beam crossings (pileup), the detector response to hadrons, and
residual differences between data and MC simulation as a function of the jet pseudora-
pidity n and transverse momentum p, are obtained. Finally a jet-flavour correction is
applied to account for differences in the quark-gluon composition of jets. In the final
step, the uncertainties assigned to those corrections are determined. Measurements
showed that the JER observed in data is worse than MC and thus simulated jets should
be smeared to better describe the data. The JER correction for each jet is calculated
as a function of the py and 7 of the jet and the py of the clustered generator-level
particles, if they are matched to the jet particles. In case the jets are not matched with
a generated particle, a stohastic smearing is applied based on the 7 of the jet and the
resolution of its py. The uncertainty in the derivation of the JER is also considered in
the event selection and final result.

3.5 Heavy flavour jets

In simulated events the jet flavor is defined through the principle of ghost matching
[70]. In this approach one can add to the collection of particles the generator-level b
and ¢ hadrons and then perform the jet clustering. In order for the reconstructed jet
momentum to stay intact, these b and ¢ hadrons have almost negligible momenta (i.e.
ghost hadrons) and so, only their direction is considered in clustering algorithms. The
algorithm gives rise to the following jet flavors:

b jets: the jet is labelled as a b jet if at least one b ghost hadron is clustered inside
the jet.

c jets: if at least one ¢ ghost hadron is clustered inside the jet while there is no b
hadron, the jet is labelled a c jet.

light jets: If no b or ¢ hadrons are clustered inside the jet, it is labeled as a light
flavour (LF) jet.

pile up jet: If a jet has no matched generator-level jet, it is automatically labelled
a pileup jet, independent of whether a b or ¢ ghost hadron is found.

The successfully identification of jets originating from the hadronization of bottom
quarks (b jets) or charm quarks (c jets) is crucial to efficiently select events with these
quarks in the final state. Dedicated b or c tagging algorithms [71] have been developed
in CMS. Those algorithms profit from the relative long lifetime of b and ¢ hadrons. More
specifically, the hadronization of b and ¢ quarks leads to the formation of short-lived
heavy-flavour hadrons, with lifetimes of the order of 1ps or less. Depending on the
hadron p7, this corresponds to flight distances from a few mm up to 1 cm. Therefore,
the decay products of these hadrons do not point back directly to the primary interac-
tion vertex (PV), given that their origin lies at the secondary decay vertex (SV). This
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results in reconstructed tracks which are displaced with respect to the PV. This displace-
ment can be characterized by the impact parameter IP, which is defined as the distance
of closest approach between a track and the PV. Moreover, the relative higher mass of
b (5 GeV) and ¢ (2 GeV) hadrons compared to the mass of light flavour jets LF (u,s,d)
can provide additional information for a reconstruction of such a SV. The increased
(semi)leptonic branching fraction of b and ¢ hadrons compared to light hadrons results
in the presence of low—energy (soft) electrons or muons in about 20% (10%) of the b
(c) jets. The presence of a soft muon allows a very pure selection of HF jets and also
provides a way to distinguish them from LF jets. In figure 3.2, the discussed properties
to separate HF from LF jets are visualized.

jet

jet

Figure 3.2: illustration of the flight distance defined as the distance between the pri-
mary vertex (PV) and the secondary vertex (SV), and the impact parameter (IP) defined
as the distance from the PV to the track at its closest point of approach.

Track selection

The identification of HF jets strongly relies on the performance of the tracker. As can
been seen from figure 3.3, the fraction of b (¢) hadron tracks in b (¢) jets accounts for
only ~ 30% (~ 15%) of the total track content and a non—-negligible fraction of pileup
(~ 40%) and fake (~ 5%) tracks is present. Therefore, a preselection is made for the
tracks that are used in the HF tagging algorithms. The requirements imposed to the
tracks are:

* pr > 1 GeV, which reduces the fraction of misreconstructed or poorly recon-
structed tracks

* at least 8 tracker hits must be associated with the track
« the normalized y? is required to be less than 5 to ensure a good quality fit

* the absolute value of the transverse and longitudinal impact parameter of the
track must be < 0.2 and < 17 cm, respectively, to reject charged particle tracks
having their origin from sources with large displacement from the primary vertex
(e.g. photon conversions and nuclear interactions in the beam pipe or the first
layers of the pixel detector)

* tracks must be associated to jets in a cone AR < 0.3 around the jet axis, where the
jet axis is defined by the primary vertex and the direction of the jet momentum
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* the point of closest approach between the track trajectory and the jet axis, must
be within 5 c¢m of the primary vertex

The effects of this selection are showed in the right part of figure 3.3.
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Figure 3.3: Fraction of tracks from different origins before (left) and after (right) apply-
ing the track selection requirements on b (upper), ¢ (middle), and light-flavour (lower)
jets in tt events.

Secondary vertex

As previously discussed, the lifetime of b and ¢ hadrons gives rise to displaces secondary
vertices at flight distances of a few mm up to the order of a cm from the interaction
point. Therefore, the presence of one or more SVs in a jet is a good indication that the
jet originates from a b and ¢ hadron, and thus CMS has developed algorithms dedicated
to their reconstruction. The Inclusive Vertex Finder algorithm (IVF) for instance, uses
as input the collection of reconstructed tracks in the event and selects tracks with p; >
0.8 GeV and a longitudinal IP < 0.3 cm. Compared to another SV algorithm, the
Adaptive Vertex Reconstruction (AVR), IVF is not seeded from tracks associated to the
reconstructed jets. The selected tracks are then used to identify clusters of nearby
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tracks based on their minimum distance and the angles between them. The clusters
are fit with the adaptive vertex fitter and a cleaning procedure is applied. At this stage,
tracks can appear in multiple vertices and therefore, one of the vertices is removed
based on the number of shared tracks and distance between the vertex and another
one. Furthermore, tracks in the secondary vertex compatible with the primary vertex
are removed. When there are at least 2 tracks associated to the secondary vertex after
the track arbitration, the vertex is refit and similar selection criteria are applied. IVF
outperforms the alternative AVR algorithm. The SV finding efficiency, defined as the
number of jets with a reconstructed SV assigned to them divided by the total number
of jets, is found to be ~ 75% for b jets and ~ 38% for c jets, whereas, only around 10%
of LF jets has a secondary vertex assigned to them by mistake. The properties of the a
SV provides further information that can be used to distinguish HF from LF jets. One

of the most powerful discrimination variable is the corrected invariant mass of the SV
defined as:

MEgrected — \/ M2y + pay sin(26) + psin(6) (3.7)

where, Mgy and pgy is the invariant mass and momentum of the summed tracks
that are associated to the SV and 6 is the angle between the secondary vertex momen-
tum and the vector pointing from the primary vertex to the secondary vertex, which is
referred to as the secondary vertex flight direction. The correction applied in the SV
accounts for the the observed difference between its flight direction and its momentum.
Moreover, particles that were not reconstructed or failed to be associated with the sec-
ondary vertex are also considered in the ME3™ ", Figure 3.4 shows the discriminating
power between the various jet flavours for the IVF secondary vertex mass (left) and 2D
flight distance significance (right). The secondary vertex mass for b jets peaks at higher
values compared to that of the other jet flavours which is expected due to higher mass
of the b hadron.
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Figure 3.4: Distribution of the corrected secondary vertex mass (left) and of the sec-
ondary vertex 2D flight distance significance (right) for jets containing an IVF sec-
ondary vertex.

Displaced tracks

The decay products of heavy flavour jets (b and c¢) will result in displaced tracks rel-
ative to the position of the PV. The impact parameter (IP) of the track which mea-
sures the point of closest approach between the reconstructed tracks and PV is used to
parametrize this replacement. This parameter is defined either in the full three-dimension
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space (3D), in the transverse plane (2D) or as a one dimensional projection along the
beam line (longitudinal). The vector pointing from the PV to the point of closest ap-
proach with the track is referred to as the IP vector. The IP value can either be positive
or negative, depending on whether the angle between the IP vector and the jet axis is
smaller or larger than 7 /2 respectively. LF jets are expected to have an IP value close
to zero, whereas, b and c jets are expected to have a much larger positive tail. This is
illustrated in figure 3.5. Other variables that contribute significantly in discrimination
of HF jets are the jet multiplicity, where more SV are expected from HF events.
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Figure 3.5: Distribution of the 2D (left) and 3D (right) impact parameter significance
for the track with the highest 2D (3D) impact parameter significance for jets of different
flavours in t¢ events.

Soft Leptons

Although the presence of an electron or muon is precent only for 20% for b and 10%
for c jets, the presence of low-energy nonisolated “soft lepton” (SL) allows the selec-
tion of a pure sample of heavy flavour jets. Discriminating variables using soft lepton
information are typically similar to the variables based on track information alone as
shown in figure 3.6.
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Figure 3.6: Distribution of the 3D impact parameter value for soft muons (left) and soft
electrons (right) for jets of different flavours in ¢f events.
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3.5.1 Heavy-flavour jet identification algorithms

The main purpose of a heavy flavor identification algorithm is to provide a jet-based
observable that can discriminate b and c jets from light jets. If the algorithm is used
to identify b jets, then it is referred as a b-tagger. In order to successfully identify a b
hadron, we need to fully exploit all the variables described previously. For this reason
a Multivariate (MVA) approach is used. Several Machine learning (ML) classifiers are
trained, that profit from the availability of the large-scale simulated events and the up-
to-date hardware and software developments. Each classifier provides a discriminator
value above which a jet is characterized as a b jet. Such a threshold is often referred
as a working point (WP) and determines the average tagging efficiency of the jet flavor
of interest, as well as, a misidentification probability to tag a jet of another flavor.
In addition, analyses can also extract information from the full discriminator shape.
Since those discriminators have strong separation power between b and c or light jets,
they can be used to preform a fit to the data. In addition, the full distribution of the
discriminator can also be used as an input to another ML-based algorithm.

In Runl, the so called Jet Probability (JP) and Combined Secondary Vertex (CSV)
taggers were used [72]. The JP tagger uses the track variables described previously
and assigns a likelihood for the jet to originate from the primary vertex. In Runll,
the JP tagger was used only for calibration measurements of other taggers and CSV
was retrained (CSVv2). CSVv2 combines the information of displaced tracks with the
information of secondary vertices associated to the jet. Jets are divided in three vertex-
dependent exclusive categories:

RecoVertex: at least one reconstructed secondary vertex in the jet

PseudoVertex: no secondary vertex is found, but there is at least two tracks with
impact parameter significance larger than 2

No Vertex: Containing jets not assigned to one of the previous two categories.
Only the information of the selected tracks is used.

The advantage of this algorithm is that it does not suffer from inefficiencies in the
secondary vertex reconstruction, since cases with none reconstructed vertex are also
considered. Compared to the first version of CSV, the CSVv2 uses a different vertex
reconstruction algorithm (IVF) and more variables as input to the tagger. The discrim-
inating variables that are combined in the tagger are the following

* the corrected SV mass
* track multiplicity from SV

* the ratio of the energy carried by tracks at the vertex with respect to all tracks in
the jet

* the AR between the flight direction of the secondary vertex with the smallest
uncertainty on its flight distance and the jet axis for jets in the RecoVertex cate-
gory, or the AR between the total summed four-momentum vector of the selected
tracks for jets in the PseudoVertex category

* the 3D signed impact-parameter significance for each track in the jet
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* The “track pr,.;”, defined as the track p; relative to the jet axis, i.e. the track
momentum perpendicular to the jet axis, for the track with the highest 2D impact
parameter significance.

* The “AR(track, jet)”, defined as the AR between the track and the jet axis for
the track with the highest 2D impact parameter significance.

* The “track py,, ratio”, defined as the track p; relative to the jet axis divided by
the magnitude of the track momentum vector for the track with the highest 2D
impact parameter significance.

* The “track distance”, defined as the distance between the track and the jet axis at
their point of closest approach for the track with the highest 2D impact parameter
significance.

* The “track decay length”, defined as the distance between the primary vertex and
the track at the point of closest approach between the track and the jet axis for
the track with the highest 2D impact parameter significance.

* The “summed tracks ET ratio”, defined as the transverse energy of the total
summed four-momentum vector of the selected tracks divided by the transverse
energy of the jet.

* The “AR(summed tracks, jet) ”, defined as the AR between the total summed
four-momentum vector of the tracks and the jet axis.

* The “first track 2D IP significance above c threshold”, defined as the 2D impact
parameter significance of the first track that raises the combined invariant mass of
the tracks above 1.5 GeV. This track is obtained by summing the four-momenta
of the tracks adding one track at the time. Every time a track is added, the
total four momentum vector is computed. The 2D impact parameter significance
of the first track that is added resulting in a mass of the total four-momentum
vector above the aforementioned threshold is used as a variable. The threshold
of 1.5 GeV is related to the ¢ quark mass.

¢ The number of selected tracks.
* The jet py and

CSVv2 was the recommended tagger for analyses that used 2016 data, as the analy-
sis of this thesis. However, in 2017 a new, optimal, version of CSVv2 tagger, "DeepCSV",
was developed that takes advantage of the evolving field of deep machine learning.
DeepCSV uses the same input variables and the same secondary vertex reconstruction
as CSVv2, and combines them with a deep neural network with more hidden layers
and more nodes per layer. Then, a simultaneous training is performed in all vertex
categories and for all jet flavours. The outcome of the algorithm is four independent
output classes P(b/bb/c/udsg) each of which accounts as a probability for a certain
jet flavour category. P(b) and P(bb) are defined according to whether the jet contains
exactly one or two b hadrons respectively, P(c) is defined when exactly one ¢ hadron
is found and finally, P(udsg) is defined when none of the above is found. When the
sum of the P(b) + P(bb) of the DeepCSV discriminator is above a given threshold then
the jet is tagged as a b jet. DeepCSV outperforms the other taggers as illustrated in
figure 3.7, where the ROC curves of CSVv2, DeepCSV and another tagger, cMVAv2,
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are compared. The ROC curve is defined as the efficiency of tagging a b jet versus the
misidetification probability of tagging a c, or light flavour jet. The curve closest to the
right lower corner corresponds to the best performing tagger.
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Figure 3.7: Performance of the b jet identification efficiency algorithms demonstrating
the probability for non-b jets to be misidentified as b jet as a function of the efficiency
to correctly identify b jets.

An improvement in the identification of HF jets can be achieved by introducing
more low-level inputs from all charged and neutral PF candidates that are clustered
inside the jet, and combine them with all the track and SV based variables. This is
done by the more advanced algorithm called DeepFlavor or DeepJet. The output of
the discriminator is six independent classifiers P(b/bb/blep/c/udc/g), that similarly to
DeepCSYV, they account on the probability that a certain jet flavor is found. A new classi-
fier P(blep) is introduced which considers the leptonic b hadron decays. For DeepFlavor
tagger the discriminator is defined as the sum of P(b) + P(bb) + P(blep). DeepFlavor is
the best performing tagger as showed in figure 3.8. In this figure DeepCSV is compared
to the old (three-layer) pixel detector geometry used in 2016 (green line). It is also
clear that the upgraded (four-layer) pixel detector results in better performance of the
taggers, since it provides more accurate information about tracking related variables
and also SV reconstruction is done more efficiently.
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Figure 3.8: Performance of the DeepCSV and DeepFlavour b jet identification algo-
rithms demonstrating the probability for non-b jets to be misidentified as b jet, as a
function of the efficiency to correctly identify b jets.
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3.5.2 Commissioning of the taggers-Comparison studies in
data and simulation

As already described in detail, different b-tagging techniques are developed in CMS
which benefit from the long life time, high mass and large momentum fraction of the
b-hadron produced in b-quark jet. In order to validate the tagger performance it is nec-
essary to compare the simulated input variables and the tagger distributions with the
data. Constant monitoring of the basic quantities provided to the high-level taggers is
fundamental to ensure a good tagging performance and to spot potential issues during
the data taking. The variables of interest and the distributions of the taggers are com-
pared with data in different event topologies with different flavour composition. Those
topologies are:

Inclusive multijet sample: This sample is enriched in light and pileup jets. The
events are required to have at least one Ak4 jet with pr > 40 GeV. Data and
simulated multijet events are compared using jets with 50 < pr < 250 GeV.

Muon-enriched jet sample: This sample requires a muon and therefore this
topology is dominated by jets containing heavy-flavour hadrons. Events are
considered if they satisfy an online selection with at least two Ak4 jets with
pr > 40 GeV of which at least one contains a muon with p; > 5 GeV. Jets
with 50 < pr < 250 GeV and a muon from simulated muon-enriched multijet are
selected and compared to the data.

Dilepton tt sample: This sample is enriched in b jets from top quark decays. Iso-
lated muons and electrons with p; > 25 GeV are selected. In this topology there
is also a small contribution from pileup jets due to the relatively low threshold on

jet Pr-

Single-lepton tt sample: A higher fraction of c jets is expected that comes from
the hadronically decay of the W boson. Events with exactly one isolated electron
or muon are selected. The electron (muon) is required to have a p; > 40(30)
GeV and |n| < 2.4.

The comparison of simulated events and data that were collected in 2016 is illustrated
in figure 3.9 to figure 3.11. The comparison is made for discriminating variables (fig-
ure 3.9, figure 3.10) such as the 3D IP significance of tracks, the corrected SV mass
and the distribution of the CSVv2 and DeepCSV taggers (figure 3.11). Overall there
is a good agreement between data and simulation. The observed discrepancy around
zero is explained by the sensitivity of this variable to the tracker alignment and the
uncertainty in the track parameters.

Comparison studies can as well be performed between two different data periods.
This way, any discrepancies due to the data taking conditions can be spotted and un-
derstood. An example of such a study is illustrated in figure 3.12, where the full 2017
dataset is compared to a subset of events reconstructed using 2018 data. For compari-
son purposes, the integrals of all distributions are normalized to unity.
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Figure 3.9: Examples of input variables used in heavy-flavour tagging algorithms in
data compared to simulation. Impact parameter significance of the tracks in jets from
the dilepton tt sample (upper left), corrected secondary vertex mass for the secondary
vertex with the smallest uncertainty in the 3D flight distance for jets in an inclusive
multijet sample (upper right),
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Figure 3.12: The impact parameter significance of the tracks in jets in an inclusive
multijet sample (left) and the DeepCSV discriminator distribution in jets in an inclusive
multijet sample (right). For both plots the black dots correspond to data recorded in
2018, compared to the distribution from 2017 data [13].

3.6 Missing Transverse Momentum

CMS is a full coverage hermetic detector capable to interact and reconstruct stable or
long-lived particles produced in pp collisions. However, particles such as neutrinos or
hypothetical neutral weakly-interacting particles do not leave a signal to the detector,
and thus their presence can only be inferred through the visible momentum imbal-
ance in the transverse plane. This quantity is known as missing transverse momentum
(pr"***) and its magnitude is denoted as py*** [73]. The py""*** is defined as the neg-
ative vector sum of the p- of all reconstructed PF candidates. The definition of p;
includes all the physics objects (muons, electrons, photons, 75, candidates and jets) that
are reconstructed from the PF candidates as described in the previous sections, but also
the unclustered energy, defined as the energy of all the PF candidates not clustered
into any physics object. The precise measurements of p7*** is crucial for analyses that
include neutrinos is the final states such as leptonic decays of the W boson. Moreover,
pr"*" is one of the key variables for beyond the standard model searches where hypo-
thetical particles leave the detector without interacting. However, p7*® reconstruction
is sensitive to the resolutions and mis-measurements of the reconstructed particles, and
also to detector artifacts. In addition p7"*® reconstruction is highly affected by pile-up
events. All the above issues should be well understood and CMS has performed studies
miss miss

of the performance of p7"°" in data and simulation [73]. The p; " is calibrated by
propagating the effect of the jet energy corrections as:

~ miss __ — miss,uncorrected _, corrected — uncorrected 3.8
pr =DPr - ) (pr —Pr ) (3.8)
jets

where pmeorrected and grfomected s before and after applying the jet energy cor-

rections. To mitigate pile up events, only jets with the corrected p; above 15 GeV are
considered in the sum. Jets that corresponds to electromagnetic showers from electrons
and photons are removed by excluding jets that have > 90% of the jet energy deposit
in the ECAL. The same stands for jets that contain global and standalone muons.
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Chapter 4

Simulation of Collision events

4.1 Event generation

One of the main challenges of LHC physics is to provide accurate theoretical predictions
on the observable quantities which are expected from the particle detectors. The ability
of understanding the complexity of high energy collisions rely on how well those quan-
tities can be modelled in simulation. These simulations are often not based on exact
analytical calculations, but rather rely on Monte Carlo sampling techniques [74]. The
Monte Carlo method uses random sampling applied to a theoretical model to predict
its expected behavior in realistic conditions. It relies on computer simulations and can
give correct solutions especially in cases where a deterministic solution cannot be de-
rived. Examples in high energy physics include event simulation, where particles are
produced in random direction and position, but obey some theoretical constraints, and
detector simulation, where the detector behavior is modeled precisely by taking into
account several parameters.

The relatively poor understanding of the strong force (QCD) that acts among the
colliding protons makes this field of research highly non trivial. The workflow used
to produce simulated pp collisions events can be factorized into separate steps: first,
the generation of the hard process (using perturbative QCD) is followed by the forward
and backward evolution of parton showers and then, the hadronization of the partons is
produced. Moreover, the partons that do not participate in the hard scattering can still
undergo soft scattering processes (underlying event). A schematic representation of a
typical pp collision is shown in figure 4.1, indicating each of the steps in the chain that
is briefly described below: [75].

Hard scattering: When two protons collide, only one of the partons (quarks or
gluons) inside each proton participates in the main interaction of interest. The
underlying structure of the proton is essential since it determines the probability
for each parton to participate in this hard scatter.

Parton shower: The radiation of gluons (QCD radiation) or electromagnetic ra-
diation can result in production of additional particles. This phenomenon is de-
scribed by the parton shower (PS).

Hadronization and fragmentation: Due to the principle of color confinement,
only color neutral hadrons are observed. Consequently the colored partons after

53
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Figure 4.1: Sketch of a hadron-hadron collision as simulated by a Monte-Carlo event
generator. The red blob in the center represents the hard collision, surrounded by a
tree-like structure representing Bremsstrahlung as simulated by parton showers. The
purple blob indicates a secondary hard scattering event. Parton-to-hadron transitions
are represented by light green blobs, dark green blobs indicate hadron decays, while
yellow lines signal soft photon radiation [14].

the PS undergo a hadronization process. These hadrons can then further decay
into stable particles that make their way through the detector.

Underlying event: The part of the proton that did not participate in the hard in-
teraction can still undergo soft scattering processes. As a result multi—parton in-
teractions can occur- the so—called underlying event (UE). Those interactions are
no longer described by perturbative QCD. Therefore, nonperturbative multiple-
parton interaction models and diffraction models with tunable parameters are
necessary.

Detector simulation: Finally, the stable particles will interact with the detec-
tor’s material to leave their experimental signature. A proper simulation of the
detector response is the final step before the event reconstruction can start.

4.1.1 Hard process

The first and most fundamental step of the simulation chain consists of the accurate
calculation of the matrix element of the process of interest. In proton-proton collisions,
the centre of mass energy of the partons in the hard collisions varies from event to
event according to parton density functions (PDFs). The PDF f(y, Q) describes the
probability that a certain type of quark or gluon is found carrying a fraction x of the
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total momentum of the incoming proton when it is probed at an energy scale Q. Those
PDFs are determined by collaborations such as NNPDF, MSTW or CTEQ by fitting these
functions to data observed in deep inelastic scattering, Drell-Yan and multijet processes.
During the LHC Run 2, a recent set of PDFs produced by the NNPDF Collaboration,
known as NNPDF3.0 [76], is widely used in event generation. These PDFs are based on
a large variety of experimental results from different experiments operating at different
energy scales, and they are scrutinized with several closure tests. Some of those PDFs
are illustrated in figure 4.2.
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Figure 4.2: Examples of NNPDF3.0 parton distribution functions, shown as a function
of x at low momentum transfer of 10 GeV? (left) and at high momentum transfer of
10* GeV? (right), with o, (M%) set to 0.118. [15]

A collision between two partons, one from each side, gives the hard process of inter-
est, which can be due to an interaction described within or beyond the standard model.
Using the incoming partons as input, the simulation of the hard process is performed
by the event generator. It produces hypothetical events with the distributions and rates
predicted by theory based on the cross section formulae of the physics process of inter-
est. The cross section can be calculated by means of the so-called factorization theorem.
According to the theorem, the hadron itself is described by the whole particle compo-
sition interacting on a soft binding energy scale, whereas the collisions occur between
the partons on a hard energy scale with large transverse momenta. Therefore, the total
cross section can be factorized through the convolution of the partonic cross section
;j — X of partons i and j and their corresponding PDFs f;(x;, Q?) and £ (x5, Q?). This
convolution is integrated over the fractional momenta x; and x; and summed over all
possible initial-state partons that may result in the final-state X of interest. This way
all possible initial state configuration are taken into account as:

Tppsx = / dx; / dxifi (x5, Q7 (x5, Q)15 — X (4.1)
ij

To determine the partonic cross section (6;; — X) the matrix element (ME) of the
phase—space integration of the final-state X along with factorized from the proton PDFs
are taken into account [15]. This is done with matrix element generation software that
provides automatic calculations of the matrix elements up to a given order perturba-
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tion theory which uses Monte Carlo sampling techniques to generate a set of simu-
lated events in the desired phase space. The ME used in CMS are POWHEG (LO_NLO),
MADGRAPH (LO), MC_AMC@NLO (NLO) and PyTHIA (LO). All ME generators need
as input a model that describes the particle content, couplings, interactions and other
constants in order to calculate the matrix element. However, since they do not include
hadronization, they have to be interfaced with other generators in order to produce the
full event.

4.1.2 Parton Showering

The colored particles that participate in the hard scattering process can undergo a chain
of soft radiation or branchings into other particles. As a result additional final-state
particles are produced that are not included in the initial matrix element calculation.
This additional radiation is described as a parton shower (PS) [75]. To model the PS
an approximate higher—order correction to the hard scattering is needed in the limits
of either very soft radiation of gluons (¢ — ¢g) or very collinear splitting of a gluon
into a quark-antiquark pair (¢ — ¢q) or into another pair of gluons (¢ — gg). In case
this additional radiation happens through the initial-state partons it is referred to as
initial-state radiation (ISR), as opposed to final-state radiation (FSR) describing the
parton shower for the final-state particles. The parton shower proceeds by considering
for each of the partons in the event the probability that it undergoes a branching into
two daughter particles. Examples of frequently used parton shower simulators are
PyTHIA and Herwig++ that are interfaced with more precise ME generators at higher
order. The parton shower continues until a fixed energy scale Ag¢p is reached, above
which the perturbative description of QCD is not longer valid.

4.1.3 Hadronization and fragmentation

Above the Aqcp scale, the strong coupling constant grows to values that do not any
longer allow for a perturbative expansion with reliable predictions at fixed order. The
colored partons, therefore, due to color confinement they need to be combined into
colored-neutral states. This process is known as hadronization and the non—perturbative
nature of QCD at these scales forces us to resort to phenomenological descriptions of
these processes based on models such a the Lund string model and the cluster model
[77, 78].

Finally, fragmetantions functions are used to describe how the momentum of an
initial parton is distributed among the final-state particles that result from the partons
after the PS and hadronization. Those functions are used in order the predicted energy
distributions to actually match the observed data.

4.1.4 The underlying event

The appearance of multiple proton interactions in the same bunch-crossing (pileup) re-
sults in low energy activity which is spatially separated from pp interactions responsible
for the hard scattering process. The remaining proton remnants consisting of partons
that did not take part in the hard scattering process contribute in the event activity
from the hard pp interactions. This additional low-energy activity is known as the un-
derlying event (UE). The UE could result not only from proton remnants, but also from
multi-parton interactions and color reconnections. In the latter case, the partons in the
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proton remnant are not independent from those participating in the hard scattering
as there exist also color connections between them and thus can cause interference
effects between the hard scattering and the UE. Since UE can affect the measurement
of several quantities it is necessary to efficiently model it [79]. This additional event
activity is not described by another hard scattering process, but rather with a large set
of parameters tuned to the data.

4.1.5 Detector Simulation

The end of the simulation chain consists of the the full description of the CMS detector.
A full simulation of the CMS detector has been integrated in the GEANT4 toolkit [80]
that includes detailed descriptions of each single detector module and each detector
layer described in chapter 2. A detailed description of the geometry and materials of
all components of CMS is implemented in GEANT4, including both the active detector
elements and the passive material such as cables and cooling systems. The software
traces the particles through the detector in small steps, using Monte Carlo simulation
to impose the particles to different stochastic processes according to their probabili-
ties. GEANT4 includes models to describe a variety of interactions with the detector
material, including the effects of electric and magnetic fields, bremsstrahlung, photon
conversions, multiple scattering, ionization, and interactions between hadrons and nu-
clei ranging from MeV-scale elastic scattering of neutrons to GeV or even TeV scale
hadron showers. Finally, also pileup interactions are modeled and added at this stage
as they may interfere with the signals from the hard scattering processes as the parti-
cles pass through the detector. To fully simulate all the detector subsystems, substantial
computational power and time is needed. Instead, CMS has developed a fast detector
simulation package known as fastsim. The fastsim [81] serves as a fast, less accurate
but reliable alternative to the detailed fullsim simulation. The fastsim implementation
uses simplified parameterizations of the reconstruction efficiencies for several physics
objects to avoid a full simulation of all the interactions of the particles with the detector
layers. As increasing LHC luminosity and pile up will require ever higher numbers of
events, fastsim is soon expected to find wider usage, starting with the upgrade studies.
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Chapter 5

Statistical Methods

The goal of a statistical analysis is to characterize the observed data, under some theo-
retical hypothesis. It should be able to provide answers to questions like, "If there is no
significant excess corresponding to the presence of a signal, how large signals can be
excluded based on the observed data?". Or, "if there is an excess in the data, how likely
is it to originate from the signal modeled by a given signal model?". In both cases, the
parameter of interest in the analysis is the amount of signal, represented by the signal
strength modifier u. The signal strength modifier y is defined as a parameter that varies
the signal yield, thus representing different signal hypotheses. If s(b) is the expected
event yield for signal (background) events, the expected total yield is us + b. The pro-
cedure of hypothesis testing starts with the definition of the null hypothesis and the
construction of a suitable test statistics. Then, the observed value of the test statistics is
calculated from data and compared to the expected distribution of the test statistic. In
this chapter the basic aspects of statistical analysis that are applied in the analysis are
discussed. In traditional "cut-and-cound" experiments the test statistic was defined sim-
ply based on the expected and observed event yields, obtained after online and offline
selections. In addition, there is a more powerful approach where the summary statistic
is calculated from the selected events and used to derive the test statistic. The summary
statistic can be any distribution that discriminates between the background and signal
events, such as a reconstructed mass distribution or output of an MVA classifier. Those
distributions of the summary statistics on a "shape analysis" are referred as templates.
In a shape analysis, the test statistic incorporates both the expected event yield us; + b
and the observed yield n; in each bin of the summary statistic. The normalization of
the signal in the templates (s;) can be based on a specific theoretical model, or it can
be arbitrary, as it is only an initial value for the fit to data. If the production cross sec-
tion (0) and the branching fraction to the final state are well known, the signal can be
normalized accordingly and the signal strength modifier represents deviation from the
theory expectation. In case of a more generic search it is more convenient to normalize
the signal templates to an arbitrary initial value, such as ¢ = 1 pb, and 100% branching
fraction.

5.1 Likelihood Construction

The construction of the likelihood can be motivated by considering a counting experi-
ment. The probability to count a number of x events follows a Poisson distribution:
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Poisson(x|\) = —'e_)‘ (5.1)
x!

where \ denotes the expected number of events. This approach can be extended to
multiple N bins by multiplying each Poisson probability,

N
p(x|A) = H Poisson (x| A;) (5.2)

where x; and ); are the measured and expected event counts, respectively, in bin i.
In practice, the set of N bins comprises all histogram bins of a selected variable distribu-
tion in several measurement categories and p(x|\) denotes the conditional probability
to measure x events given a particular statistical model. In the context of high-energy
physics analyses, this model contains our knowledge about production mechanisms and
rates of certain processes, the amount of recorded and selected collision events in terms
of luminosity, detector acceptance, and reconstruction efficiencies. Uncertainties of the
model, both systematical and statistical, are incorporated as “nuisance” parameters 6
that are, in Bayesian terms, subject to prior probability distributions, often estimated
through theoretical reasoning or external measurements [82]. Thus, the number of
expected events in bin i can be written as

A = - 5i(0) +bi(0), (5.3)

with the numbers of signal and background events s; and b;, respectively.
For a specific, fixed measurement x, the likelihood as a function of a model parameters
(11, 0) [83] can be expressed as:

bins
L(1, 8] x) = p(x| 1, 8) = | | Poisson (xi| s - 5(8) + b;(6)). (5.4)
In general, the nuisances & may also depend on the bin i as well as on particular
processes that contribute to b;(8). This dependence can be written as:

processes dim(0)

bi(@) = > by [ mwiltn) (5.5)
P n

where by, ; is the nominal, expected number of events in bin i contributed by process p,
and T, , ; is the prior probability distribution of nuisance n evaluated at 6,,.

Different sources of uncertainty, corresponding to different nuisance parameters, can
be treated as fully correlated (100% correlation), anti-correlated (—100%), or indepen-
dent (0%). The correct assignment of correlations depends on the specific uncertain-
ties in hand. Partially correlated uncertainties are treated by splitting them to fully
(un)correlated sub-components. In CMS analysis there are typically three different
types of nuisance’s on processes and bins.

Rate-changing nuisances: Those uncertainties affect the overall normalization
of one or more processes. Such uncertainties are for example, the uncertainty
on the theoretical cross sections. Up and down variations of these uncertainties,
describing central 68% confidence intervals, do not lead to shape changes of a
template, but rather vary the total number of expected events, i.e., the integral of
the template, equally in all its bins. Depending on the likelihood of the nuisance
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parameter 6,,, normal Gaussian prior probability distributions with mean one can
be used to predict the impact on the event rate of the uncertainty. However,
for large uncertainties the normal distribution is rather broad and thus, must be
truncated at zero in order to avoid negative values when computing the logarithm
of the likelihood function. In order not to systematically overestimate the event
yields, a log-normal distribution is employed which is parametrized as:

11 (Inf)?
g = 5 . \/%exp[ — ?] (56)

where, o is the width of the distribution and corresponds to the relative un-
certainty, which is estimated a-priori on the basis of theoretical calculations or
external measurements.

Shape-changing nuisances: On the contrary to the rate uncertainties that only
affect the template normalization, some uncertainties introduce variations of ex-
pected event yields that are correlated among bins of a template. To estimate
the effect on those uncertainties, the templates are recreated where the model
parameter in question is varied according to the boundaries of its central 68%
confidence interval. The pdf is constructed as a continuous set of variations by
morphing the nominal and varied templates using a suitable morphing function.
In some cases, simple linear interpolation can be sufficient, but usually a more
sophisticated technique known as horizontal morphing [84] is used. This results
in two variants of the template that characterize the change of its shape given a
discrete variation of the underlying parameter by +1 standard deviation.

Statistical uncertainties: This kind of uncertainties reflect the amount of avail-
able statistics of simulated events that estimate the expected yield for each pro-
cess and bin. One possibility to model statistical uncertainties is to introduce one
separate nuisance per process and bin with a prior probability following a Poisson
distribution. In case of a sufficiently large number of simulated events per bin,
the sum of Poisson distributions can be approximated by a single Gaussian distri-
bution with reasonable accuracy. In general, the precondition on the minimal bin
content is done by binning optimization.

5.2 Statistical inference methods

In the content of searches for new physics processes, the statistical inference methods
are based on a hypothetical signal that might exist in a well-defined phase space in
addition to a well-known background. If there is no potential interference effects, a
null hypothesis is defined as the non-existence of the signal process (1 = 0) and it is re-
ferred as "background-only hypothesis". On the other hand, the alternative hypothesis
postulating the presence of signal (1 > 0) is called “signal hypothesis”. Independent
of the specific signal model, a discovery is usually claimed when the measured data is
incompatible with the background-only hypothesis. From the Neyman-Pearson lemma
[85], the most powerful test statistic Q) to evaluate two contrary hypotheses is given by
their likelihood ratio. To construct the test statistic, the likelihood function is normal-
ized by its maximum-likelihood value and the profile likelihood ratio for the likelihood
from equation 5.4 is defined as:
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A

A = ZnO1) (5.7)

L(f1,0)

where )\ depends on the measurement z and 2 and 6 in the denominator are the
maximum likelihood estimators (MLEs). The MLEs are the parameters that maximize
L and minimize —In(L), respectively. 5(,u) in the numerator denotes the conditional
MLE that would maximize L for a prespecified value of the parameter of interest p.
Therefore, the likelihood ratio A depends on p and is, in particular, independent of the
nuisance parameters . This construction is called “profiling”.

In case of limited statistics of signal-like events in a measurement x and /i can
become negative. In order to avoid an artificial constraint on p being positive, which
would lead to calculational complications [86], the test statistic is adjusted to

Lbw)
Loy » =Y
Ap) = (5.8)
L)
Loéo) P <0
which is equivalent to requiring i > 0 In case of certain regularity conditions [87]
while the sample size is sufficiently large, the transformed test statistic is equal to:

d(n) = —2InX(p) (5.9)

and is asymptotically converges towards a non-central x* distribution with one degree
of freedom.

5.3 Limit setting

The test statistic in equation 5.8 can be used to differentiate the hypothesis that a signal
process is produced at a certain rate u from the alternative stating that the production
rate is smaller. This can be reflected by a case distinction. &

—2In\ 0 <
Q= nA(x), s (5.10)
0, >

A single value of the test statistics ¢, is obtained for every measurement z. To deter-
mine the probability of measuring a value of g, or greater, its underlying probability
distribution f(g,|u) is required. As g is constructed from the profile likelihood ratio, it is

independent of the nuisance parameters 0 so that the conditional MLE é(,u) provides a
good estimate for the determination of f(g,|u). This can be achieved by sampling from
the full statistical model to create a "toy" dataset, or by using a single "Asimov" dataset
[87]. In the latter case, the observed data is replaced by the Asimov data set, formally
defined such that when it is used to evaluate the estimator for a parameter, one obtains
the true parameter value.

After determining the f(q,|u), the p-value describing the compatibility with the hypo-
thetical signal strength p is

dobs

CLsip= [ 1@, (5.11)
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Solving the above equation 5.11 for CLg, g = 0.05 for y, the frequentist upper limit
is derived on p at 95% confidence level. In case of statistical downward fluctuations,
this upper limit would become arbitrarily small without being able to exclude ;. = 0
[88]. To account on this issue, one defines the ratio:

CLsyp
CLg=—"= 5.12
7 ClLyg (5.12)
where the denominator is the p—value of the consistency with the background-only
hypothesis,

CLp —/ f(q,]0)dq, (5.13)

Qobs

The p-value for the observed data represents the probability of finding data of equal
or greater incompatibility with the null hypothesis, under the assumption that the null
hypothesis is true. Therefore if the p-value is smaller than a predefined threshold «, the
null hypothesis can be considered as excluded at a confidence level (C.L.) of 1—a. From
equation 5.13, the value yu, obtained by setting CLg = 0.05, denotes the observed,
frequentist upper limit above which the signal strength is excluded by the measurement
at 95% confidence. When the analysis is "blinded", then two variants of upper limit
can be used. The first, the "injected", which follows the above prescription, except
that the measured data are replaced with simulation. On the contrary, the "expected"
limit f(q|u) is sampled from a statistical model that assumes the absence of signal. A
value larger than one states that the background alone could explain the measurement,
regardless of whether or not a signal exists. Therefore, the expected limit constitutes a
sensitivity measure for blinded analyses.

5.4 Exclusion significance

The claim of an observation is predicated on the exclusion of the background-only
hypothesis 1 = 0. Hence, the test statistic is redefined to [87]

N —2InA(y), >0
qu{ nA(p), fi (5.14)

0, p<0
The p—value describing the probability of the measurement assuming ; = 0 would be:

o0

f(q010)dqq (5.15)

&obs

The exclusion significance is often expressed in of Gaussian standard deviations:

B Ooexp(—:vQ/Q)
Po—/s o dx (5.16)

solved for s. A significance greater s = 3 (py = 1.3 x 10_3) is called an “evidence”
for the existence of a new physics process, s = 3 (p, = 1.3 x 10™%) while marks the
threshold for claiming an “observation”.
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5.5 Profile likelihood fit

To determine the parameter of interest ; under a signal hypothesis, the negative log-
likelihood (NLL) ,—2InL(u, 8| z), normalized by L(ji, ) is minimized. In a statistical
analysis of a physics experiment this minimization is often described by a fitting proce-
dure, with the MLE of p referred as "best fit value".

In case of multiple substantial nuisances, parameter profiling can be applied. For a
fixed value ;. = 1/, the nuisance parameter values that would minimize the NLL, i.e.,
the conditional MLEs 5(//), are determined and the corresponding minimum of the
NLL is retained. This procedure is repeated for different values of ;' and represents a
scan over possible values of i, where the overall minimal NLL value yields the best fit
value /i,

fi = arg,,min — 2InL(p, 0(11)|x) (5.17)
An example of a profile likelihood scan is shown in figure 5.1. The minimum of the
resulting curve is shifted to zero as one is only interested in its position in terms of
the parameter of interest. Therefore, and owing to the asymptotic X2-1ike behavior as
discussed above, the generally asymmetric uncertainty on the best fit value is extracted
through the intersection of the scanned curve with -2AInL = 1.

In addition, the best fit values and uncertainties of arbitrary nuisance parameters
can be calculated by hypothetically considering them as the parameter of interest in the
scan and profiling out all other parameters, while optionally fixing the actual parameter
of interest u to its best fit value. An alternative, but computationally more demanding
approach is the scan in multiple dimensions. The resulting a-posteriori, or “post-fit”
nuisances 6,,,,;, and especially nuisance pulls, i.e., the change of central nuisance values
and their probability distribution widths Af with respect to the a-priori, or “pre-fit”
expectation 0,,,.,

— _post _ Tpre (5.18)

provide valuable insights to assess the validity of the underlying statistical model.
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Figure 5.1: Likelihood scan (black curve) for the fiducial cross section measurement,
where the value of the SM Higgs boson mass is profiled in the fit. The measurement
is compared to the theoretical prediction (vertical red line), shown with its uncertainty
(red hatched area), and it is found in agreement within the uncertainties.
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Chapter 6

Analysis strategy

6.1 Introduction

This chapter describes a search for GGMS breaking in events with exactly two photons
and large p7**®. The target production mechanism is described by simplified models of
gluino (T5gg) and squark (T6gg) pair production. In both models, the lightest super-
ersymmetric particle (LSP) is the Gravitino (CNJ), which is taken to be nearly massless.
The next-to-lightest supersymmetric particle (NLSP) is the neutralino, Y. Those mod-
els ensure R-parity conservation resulting the lightest supersymmetric particle (LSP)
to be stable and weakly interacting. Therefore, proton-proton (p p) collisions that
produce SUSY particles will have an imbalance in the total observed transverse mo-
mentum, referred to as missing transverse momentum p7°°. The models assume a
100% branching fraction for the NLSP neutralino to decay to a gravitino and a photon
(¥} — G) resulting in characteristic events with large p**** and two photons as shown
in figure 6.1.

- -0 ~
- X1 e
- 0 —

T~a X1 3

Figure 6.1: Diagrams showing the production of signal events in the collision of two
protons. In gluino § pair production (left), the gluino decays to an antiquark ¢, quark q,
and a neutralino ¥,. In squark § pair production (right), the squark decays to a quark
and a neutralino )2(1). In both cases, the neutralino 92(1) subsequently decays to a photon
~ and a gravitino G.
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6.2 Data and simulated samples

6.2.1 Data sets

The analysis was performed using data collected by the CMS detector in 2016 that
correspond to an integrated luminosity of 35.9 f b ! of pp collisions at a center-of-mass
energy /s = 13 TeV. The data sets used in the analysis are listed in table 6.1. The
triggers used to select interesting events for analysis are described in section 6.3 Those
samples were reprocessed in February 2017 to take into account improved calibrations
and performance corrections. After validating the quality of the data, CMS released a
so—called “Golden JSON” ! which is a summary of all run numbers which are good for
data analysis.

The CMS experiment has developed a new analysis object format ("Mini-AOD”)
[89] targeting approximately 10% of the size of the Run 1 AOD format. This format
profits from sufficient information to serve about 80% of CMS analysis, while dramat-
ically simplifying the needed disk and 1/0 resources. Both MC and data samples used
in this analysis are in MINIAOD data format and include object candidates such as
photons, electrons, jets, etc that come form the reconstruction algorithm described in
chapter 3.

2016 data sets

/DoubleEG/Run2016B-03Feb2017_ver2-v2/MINIAOD

/DoubleEG/Run2016C-03Feb2017-v1/MINIAOD

/DoubleEG/Run2016D-03Feb2017-v1/MINIAOD

/DoubleEG/Run2016E-03Feb2017-v1/MINIAOD

/DoubleEG/Run2016F-03Feb2017-v1/MINIAOD

/DoubleEG/Run2016G-03Feb2017-v1/MINIAOD

/DoubleEG/Run2016H-03Feb2017_ver2-vl/MINIAOD

/DoubleEG/Run2016H-03Feb2017_ver3-v1l/MINIAOD

Table 6.1: list of data sets that used in the diphoton SUSY search.

6.2.2 Monte Carlo simulation samples

To simulate the expected SUSY signal distributions, two signal Monte Carlo simu-
lation samples were produced. The T5gg simulated sample was produced in bins
of gluino and neutralino mass. The simulated signal samples were generated with
MADGRAPH aMC@NLO and generated with either two gluinos or two squarks and up
to two additional partons in the matrix element calculation. The parton showering,

! This analysis is based on the follow golden JSON:
Cert_271036-284044 13TeV_23Sep2016ReReco_Collisions16 JSON.txt.
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hadronization, multiple-parton interactions, and the underlying event were described
by the PYTHIAS8 program with the CUETP8M1 [90] generator tune.

For each gluino and neutralino mass bin, a total of 40,000 events were produced,
except for bins with gluino or squark masses above 2.0 TeV, where only 20,000 events
were produced per bin. For gluino masses from 1,400 to 2,500 GeV, events were gen-
erated in bins of 50 GeV. In the T6gg simulated sample, the squark masses ranged
from 1,400 GeV to 2,050 GeV in bins of 50 GeV. The neutralino masses ranged from
10 GeV up to the mass of the gluino or squark and were binned in 100 GeV segments.
Finer binning was used in the compressed region where M~0 is within 300 GeV of M;
or M; , and in the region with low M~0 These mass ranges were selected to overlap

and expand upon the mass ranges excluded by previous searches. The parton distri-
bution functions are obtained form NNPDF3.0. The cross sections are calculated at
next-to-leading order (NLO) accuracy including the resummation of soft gluon emis-
sion at next-to-leading-logarithmic (NLL) accuracy, with all the unconsidered sparticles
assumed to be heavy and decoupled [91]. Apart from signal simulation, background
simulation processes were used as well, to validate the analysis performance and to
estimate subdominant backgrounds. The full list of MC samples used in the analysis
are summarized in table 6.2 for the signal and in table 6.3 for background.

The detector response to particles produced in the simulated collisions is mod-
eled with the GEANT4 detector simulation package for SM processes. Because of the
large number of SUSY signals considered, with various gluino, squark, and neutralino
masses, the detector response for these processes is simulated with the CMS fast simu-
lation that generally agree with the results from the full simulation up to 10% [92].

SUSY signal samples

/SMS-T5Wg_TuneCUETP8M1_13TeV-madgraphMLM-pythia8/

RunlISpring16MiniAODv2-PUSpringl6Fast_ 80X _mcRun2_asymptotic_2016 miniAODv2_v0-v1/MINIAODSIM

/SMS-T5Wg_mGo2150To2500_TuneCUETP8M1_13TeV-madgraphMLM-pythia8/

RunlISpring16MiniAODv2-PUSpring16Fast_80X_mcRun2_asymptotic_2016 miniAODv2_v0-v1/MINIAODSIM

/SMS-T6Wg_TuneCUETP8M1_13TeV-madgraphMLM-pythia8/

RunlISpring16MiniAODv2-PUSpring16Fast_80X_mcRun2_asymptotic 2016_miniAODv2_v0-v1/MINIAODSIM

/SMS-T6Wg_TuneCUETP8M1_13TeV-madgraphMLM-pythia8/

RunlISpring16MiniAODv2-PUSpring16Fast_80X_mcRun2_asymptotic 2016_miniAODv2_v0-v1/MINIAODSIM

Table 6.2: Signal MC samples

6.3 Analysis triggers

The analysis phase space is partly driven by the availability of photon triggers. In
particular two diphoton triggers developed for the search of Higgs boson decaying
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Background MC samples

/GJet_Pt-40toInf DoubleEMEnriched MGG-80toInf TuneCUETP8M1_13TeV_Pythia8/RunlISummer

16MiniAODv2- PUMoriond17_80X_mcRun2 asymptotic_2016_TranchelV_v6-v1/MINIAODSIM

/ZGGToNuNuGG_5f TuneCUETP8M1_13TeV-amcatnlo-pythia8/RunlISummerl16MiniAODv2-PUMoriond17

_80X_mcRun2_asymptotic_2016_TranchelV_v6-v1/MINIAODSIM

/DYJetsToLL, M-50_TuneCUETP8M1 13TeV-madgraphMLM-pythia8/RunlISpring16MiniAODv2-PUSpringl6

_80X_mcRun2_asymptotic_2016_miniAODv2_v0_ext1-v1l/MINIAODSIM

Table 6.3: Background MC samples

into a pair of photons (H — ) are used. The primary trigger used for both signal
and control regions, requires the diphoton invariant mass to be greater than 90 GeV.
In addition, a control trigger that was designed to collect Z — ee events is used to
construct control regions with electrons. The triggering strategies and studies of their
efficiencies are discussed in the following sections.

6.3.1 Trigger requirements

The list of triggers used to accumulate the events in the 35.9 fb~' data sample is
showed in table 6.4. Since the analysis uses only |n| < 1.4442 photons only the trigger
requirements in the barrel will be discussed. The variables used in the trigger are
defined in previous sections 3.2, 3.4.3 and are described below.

Trigger paths

signal trigger:

HLT Diphoton30 18 R9Id OR IsoCalold AND HE R9Id Mass90 v*

control trigger:

HLT Diphoton30 18 R9Id OR IsoCalold AND HE R9Id DoublePixelSeedMatch Mass70 v*

Table 6.4: Trigger paths for 2016 diphoton analysis

Diphoton_30_18: The triggers require two photons with an asymmetric £ cut
of 30 GeV and 18 GeV on the leading and subleading photons, respectively. The
transverse energy Ep of a photon is defined as the magnitude of the projection of
the photon momentum on the plane perpendicular to the beams.

R9Id: Photons satisfy Rq > 0.85, where Ry is a measure of the overall transverse
spread of the shower. (details can be found in section 3.4.3)

IsoCalold:



6.3. ANALYSIS TRIGGERS 73

— Oiyin < 0.015: Photons are required to have a log-fractional weighted shower
width in in-space less than 0.015.

— ECAL isolation < (6 4 0.012 « Photon Er)
- Track isolation < (6 + 0.002 x Photon Er)

HE_R9Id:

- Ry > 0.5
- H/E<0.1

All photons are required to pass the H/E and loose Ry cuts in HE Rgld, and either
the tighter Ry cuts in RglId or the isolation and shape cuts in IsoCalold. The lead-
ing leg of the filter requires the photon candidate to be matched to an L1 seed. It
can be matched to one of several SingleEG and DoubleEG L1 filters, but the largest
contribution comes from the lowest unprescaled triggers: namely, SingleEG40 and
DoubleEG 22 15. Both photons must satisfy the trailing filter, which is unseeded. In
addition to the cuts listed above, the invariant mass of the diphoton system is required
to be greater than 90 GeV.

The control trigger shares all of the same requirements as the primary trigger, with
two exceptions: the invariant mass of the two electromagnetic objects is required to
be greater than 70 GeV rather than 90 GeV, and both electromagnetic objects are
required to be matched to a pixel seed. A pixel seed is defined as at least two hits in the
pixel detectors that are consistent with the location of the energy deposit in the ECAL.

6.3.2 Trigger efficiency

In order to exploit a fully efficient trigger, the estimation of the overall trigger efficiency
is necessary. The ECAL has a similar response in electrons and photons and thus, the
trigger efficiency can be calculated from Z — ee events in data using the tag-and-
probe method. In this method, two electron candidates are required. One serves as
the “tag” and is required to pass looser photon identification criteria compared to the
second electron candidate. The second electron candidate serves as the “probe” and
has to satisfy the same selection criteria as our offline photon identification (see sec-
tion 3.4.3). In order to ensure a high purity of electromagnetic objects, the invariant
mass of the di-electron system must be between 75 and 105 GeV. The single electron
control trigger HLT Ele27 WPTight Gsfis used as the trigger to collect the "tag" events.
The efficiency e of the HLT path or trigger filters that is being studied is given by the
following equation,

pass (61)

where N, is the total number of tag and probe pairs passing all requirements,
and N, is the number of tag and probe pairs in which the probe passes the trigger
filter.

The L1 seed is a combination of several prescaled and unprescaled L1 filters that
evolved differently during the 2016 data period. Therefore, the L1 efficiency is difficult
to calculate. Instead, the efficiency of the seeded leg was calculated without explicitly
requiring the probe to match to an L1 seed. This way, a total efficiency with which
photon candidates pass both the L1 seed and the leading leg of the HLT path is derived.
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The efficiency is calculated as a function of photon p; as showned in the upper part of
figure 6.2. The efficiency was fit to an error function to calculate the overall efficiency
at the plateau. For photon p; > 40 GeV, the leading filter is 98.2% efficient.

Tag and probe objects for the trailing leg efficiency must pass the same set of re-
quirements as those used in the leading leg efficiency calculation, with the additional
requirement that the tag must pass the leading filter. This requirement arises from the
way HLT modules are structured. Filters are processed sequentially, and if an event
fails one filter, the subsequent filters are skipped. The lower part of figure 6.2 shows
the efficiency of the trailing filter as a function of photon py. For pp > 40 GeV, the
trigger is 99.8% efficient.

The efficiency of the trigger is calculated as well with respect to the diphoton invari-
ant mass. For this calculation, we required two photons passing our analysis selection
criteria, two photons satisfying the trailing leg of the trigger, and one photon passing
the leading leg of the trigger. The efficiency was given by the number of diphoton
events passing the full HLT path over the total number of diphoton events passing our
requirements. The efficiency of the trigger as a function of invariant mass s shown in
Figure 6.3. For m~yy > 100 GeV, the trigger is 99.4% efficient.

The efficiency of the trigger as a whole is the product of all three efficiencies. Two
factors of the trailing leg efficiency are needed since both photons are required to pass
that leg:

2
€trig = €lead X €trail X €mass — 97.2% (6.2)

In the double electron trigger, a pixel seed cut is applied only to the trailing leg of
the trigger. This additional requirement results in a significantly lower overall efficiency
for this leg. This results in an overall trigger efficiency of 79.8% for the control trigger.

6.4 Object definition

miss

The analysis search region require large p7 ", and two energetic photons. Apart from
that, a collection of electrons and jets that mimic the response of the photon referred
as "fakes" are also constructed. In this section the object definition and the offline cuts
to achieve high purity, are described.

6.4.1 Photons

In order to guarantee a fully efficient trigger, photons with p; > 40 GeV are consid-
ered. Moreover, the considered SUSY events are expected to be produced in the central
region of the detector, and thus only photons in the fiducial region of the ECAL barrel,
In| < 1.4442, are taken into account. A photon candidate is identified as a photon, if
it pass the cut-based photon ID derived by the CMS e/~ Physics Object Group (EGM
POG). For this analysis we use the medium working point which has an efficiency of
80% to reconstruct a real photon. The variables and the set of cuts that consist the
medium working point are described in detail in section 3.4.3. In addition, photons
must satisfy Rq > 0.5. This is done to ensure that the trigger, which has an R, re-
quirement, is fully efficient. As already mentioned, electrons and photons have similar
detector response. Therefore, to distinguish photon candidates from electrons, pho-
tons are required to pass a pixel seed veto (PSV), which means that photons must not
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ID Requirement Photons  Electrons Fakes
Pixel seed veto Applied  Reversed Applied
Tinin < 0.01022 0.01022 < 7y, < 0.015
Charged hadron isolation < 0.441 0.441 < Iso < 25
Photon Isolation < 2.571 + 0.0047py < 154 0.0047py

Neutral hadron Isolation | < 2.2725 + 0.0148 p < 15+ 0.0148py + 0.000017p?p

Ry > 0.5 0.5 < Rg < 0.9
H/E < 0.0396 < 0.0396

Table 6.5: Photon, electron and fake requirements.

be matched to a pixel seed. The pixel seed is defined as at least two hits in the pixel
detectors consistent with a charged particle trajectory which would arrive at the ECAL.

6.4.2 Electrons

Due to the similarities between photons and electrons, the latter provides an excellent
candidate to construct control regions. The electron collection satisfies all the photon
requirements but fails the PSV. This way, the reconstructed control region is orthogonal
to the signal region with no bias between the control region and the candidate diphoton
sample we are trying to model.

6.4.3 Fakes

In addition to photons and electrons, a third, orthogonal category referred to as “fake”
photons is defined. Fakes are primarily electromagnetically-rich jets that have been
misidentified as photons. This collection is used to predict the QCD background from
the data. To construct the fake orthogonal collection a set of cuts that describe the
photon ID sideband is used. More specifically, fakes are required to fail either o;,;,
or the charged hadron isolation requirement of the photon ID. In order for the fake
definition to be more "signal-like", upper bounds (0.015 and 25 for o;,,, and charged
hadron isolation, respectively) are set on both variables. In addition, fakes must satisfy
0.5 < Rg < 0.9. This particular cut is motivated by the fact that real photons in
SUSY evens will have an Ry close to unity, and thus this cut will prevent any possible
SUSY signal to enter in our control region. In order to counteract the effect this cut
and to ensure enough statistics on the control sample the neutral hadron isolation and
photon isolation cuts are loosened significantly. The requirements of all the objects are
summarized in table 6.5.

6.4.4 Object cleaning

To avoid double counting particles, all objects are cross cleaned. Since the muons are
reconstructed with a higher purity than any other particle, they are used in the first



76 CHAPTER 6. ANALYSIS STRATEGY

step of the cleaning procedure: any electromagnetic object (photon, electron, or fake)
that is within AR < 0.3 of a muon candidate is removed. After that, any photon that
overlaps within AR < 0.3 of an electron is removed and finally, if a fake overlaps with
an electron or photon candidate within AR < 0.4, the fake candidate is removed. Fakes
are primarily jets reconstructed using the anti-kT algorithm with a distance parameter
of 0.4, and thus a larger AR separation is necessary.

6.4.5 Lepton Veto

The targeted SUSY signatures do not require the presences of a lepton. Therefore, any
event that contains additional muons or electrons is vetoed. This cut does not hurt the
signal sensitivity, and makes this SUSY analysis orthogonal to other CMS searches for
gauge-mediated supersymmetry breaking with photons and leptons in the final state.

6.4.6 Signal and Control regions

After every object in each event is identified, then the event could be classified into one
of four mutually exclusive categories based on the electromagnetic objects with the
highest p; in the event. Events with two photons passing the above criteria consist the
~~ sample. Events with two electrons, one electron and one photon, or two fakes are
categorized as ee, ev, or ff events, respectively. In each case, the two electromagnetic
objects are required to be separated by AR > 0.6. The v+, ff, and ey samples are
required to pass the primary trigger. To fulfil the trigger requirements, the invariant
mass of the two electromagnetic objects is required to be greater than 105 GeV. For
the ee sample, the control trigger was used to collect events. In order to succeed a
high purity electron sample, the invariant mass of the di-electron pair had to be in the
window of 75 and 105 GeV.

6.5 Photon selection efficiency

6.5.1 Photon ID scale factor

The photon identification efficiency is calculated via a tag and probe method using
Z — ee events. The procedure is similar to the one used for the trigger efficiency
calculation described in section 6.3.2. Z — ee are collected using a single electron
trigger. One electron is served as the tag and the other as the probe. The efficiency is
then given by the number of probes that pass the photon ID over the total number of
tag and probe pairs. The efficiency is derived for both data and simulation and the ratio
of the two efficiencies is referred to as a scale factor. The official scale factors calculated
by the EGM POG for Moriond 2017 were used [93]. Those scale factors are calculated
in bins of photon p; and 7. Figure 6.4 shows the scale factors and the corresponding
uncertainties in bins of p; and 7.

Instead of using the full map of scale factors, a weighted average over all photons
passing our selection criteria in each SUSY signal mass point is chosen. The average
scale factors and uncertainties are shown in figure 6.5.

The photon ID used in this analysis differs from the official POG recipe in one aspect:
we apply an Ry > 0.5 requirement on top of the medium ID due to the presence of an
Ry cut in our analysis trigger. An additional check was performed to see the effect on
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this cut. The data/MC scale factors were all consistent with unity and thus, the official
scale factors were used.
The final value used in the analysis was:

Photon Scale Factor = 1.002 £+ 0.013 (6.3)

6.5.2 Scale factor for pixel seed veto

The prescription for photon identification differs on the electron identification only of
the presence or absence of a seed track on the pixel detector. For this reason, the
efficiency of the pixel seed veto for photons cannot be determined from the tag-and-
probe method described above and must be obtained from photons in Z — puy events.
The official scale factor calculated by the EGM POG is :

Pixel Seed Factor = 0.998 + 0.013 (6.4)

Since our candidate sample requires two photons in the final state, two factors of
both values are used.
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Efficiency of Leading Filter vs Photon Pt
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Figure 6.2: Efficiency of the leading (upper part) and sub-leading (down part) legs
as a function of photon p;. The leading leg includes the efficiency of the L1 seed
requirement. For photon p; above 40 GeV, the leading leg is 98.2% efficient and the
sub-leading leg is 99.8% efficient),
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CEfficiency of HLT Path vs DiPhoton InvMass
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Figure 6.3: Trigger efficiency as a function of the invariant mass of the diphoton system.
Above 100 GeV, the trigger is 99.4% efficient.
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Figure 6.5: Scale factors (left) and uncertainties (right) averaged over all photons in
each bin in the neutralino versus gluino mass plane.



80

CHAPTER 6. ANALYSIS STRATEGY



Chapter 7

Susy analysis

7.1 Signal region

This analysis is based on a search for an excess of events with two energetic photons
and significant py***. Therefore, the signal region is made up of events with p7*** > 100
GeV and two photons passing the criteria described in section 6.4.1. The signal region
is divided into six p7"** bins, with bin boundaries at 100, 115, 130, 150, 185, and 250

GeV. The last bin includes all events with p7*** > 250 GeV.

7.2 Background overview

Accurate estimation of the background from the Standard Model processes is an essen-
tial part of the analysis, as we aim to distinguish a possible small excess caused by sig-
nal events from this background. There are several standard model processes that can
mimic our signal events. The dominant one is by far from quantum chromodynamics
(QCD). Those processes include primarily multi-jet events, where electromagnetically-
rich jets are misidentified as photons. Other processes include events with true photons
either from associated photon production or initial-state radiation. The main charac-
teristic of this processes is that they lack of genuine p7***, where its appearance comes
from instrumental effects. This background is derived directly from the data (data-
driven) using a control region from a side-band of the photon ID. Another background
contribution comes from the electroweak (EWK) background. This background include
W or W + jet events where W decays leptonically (W — ev). Those processes have
inherent p7**® from the neutrino and can mimic the signal topology when an electron
is misidentified as a photon. This background is estimated as well, in a data-driven
way by using an e control sample to measure the misidentification rate in data. Fi-
nally, there is an irreducible background from Z~~ — v~y events. This contribution
is small, and thus is modeled from simulation.

7.3 QCD background

As described above, direct diphoton production with initial state radiation and multijet
events lack genuine p7***, but can emulate GGM signal topologies if the hadronic ac-
tivity in the event is poorly measured. In the latter case, photons may be reconstructed
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in the event as a result of the misidentification of electromagnetically rich jets. Due
to its large cross section the most significant background for this analysis consist of
those events. The contribution of QCD background in the signal region is estimated
by a control region of "fake" objects as described in section 6.4.3. The fake collection
is orthogonal to the nominal photon collection and thus this sideband can be used to
construct control regions. More specifically, the p7*** tail of the QCD background is
modeled using a "fake-fake" (ff) control sample made up of events with two fakes. In
addition, a v + fake sample was used to perform a data-driven closure test on the QCD
prediction.

7.3.1 Ratio Method

To model the QCD background we rely on the observation that we expect the relative
fraction of v and ff events to vary smoothly with p7*** so that their ratio can be
modeled with a simple function. The functional form for the v /ff ratio with respect
to p%mss can be extrapolated from the control region into the signal region to get an
estimate of the QCD background.

In case the ff control sample has the same composition as the candidate v~y sam-
ple, no sensitive dependence on p7**® is expected, and thus the ratio will be flat as a
function of pJ***. However, the R, requirement on the fake objects results in a lower
purity in the ff control sample than the candidate sample. This leads to more ff events
at high p7**° relative to the v~ sample. This is clearly illustrated in figure 7.1. Different
functional forms were investigated to model the p?iss dependence, and an exponential
function was found to describe best the data. The ~~ to fI ratio is fitted with the func-
tion of the form pye ”'* in the p*** < 100 GeV control region as shown in figure 7.1.
The predicted number of QCD background events (N¢p) in bin ¢ of the signal region

is then given by the following equation.

Nocp = Jave Ny s (7.1)

where N]’} 7 is the number of observed ff events and g\ is the average value of the

miss

fit function g(py ") in that bin.

7.3.2 Validation methods and Closure test

To validate and to assign a systematic uncertainty on the ratio method, several cross
checks were done. The additional checks on the data rely on different "fake" object
definitions that are used to estimate the QCD background. In addition, different closure
tests, in the data and simulation, were performed to check the behavior of the ~~/ff
ratio. All those tests are described in detail in the following sections.

Cross check using high- R, ff sample

The first cross check uses an alternative fake definition to derive a second QCD back-
ground prediction, by noting that the p7'** distribution of the ff control sample is
dependent on the Ry requirement on the misidentified photons. More specifically, a
control sample with two fakes satisfying all the normal requirements, except the R,
which is required to be greater than 0.9, is used. The so-called high-R, ff control sam-
ple has a purity which is more representative of the composition in the 4+ candidate
sample. However, this control sample cannot be used as the nominal control sample
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Figure 7.1: Ratio of the number of events in the candidate v+ sample to the ff control
sample as a function of in the low-p*** control region. The ratio is fit to an exponential

function of the form pye 1",

due to the expected signal contamination in the signal region. This is rather used to
derive a correction factor to account for the effect that the Ry requirement on the shape
of the p7** distribution. Firstly, the ratio of the nominal (low-Ry ff) and the high-R,

ff control sample is fitted with an exponential function with respect to p7*** as showed

in figure 7.2 for the p7"** < 100 GeV control region. After deriving the corrected ff

sample, we construct the ratio of v+ to corrected ff as a function of p7***. This ratio is

then fitted with a constant in region p7*** < 100 GeV as shown in figure 7.3. The size
miss

of the correction is between 20 and 40% in the p7"" signal region.

Table 7.1 compares the QCD predictions derived using both methods. The uncer-
tainties include the 1 o fit uncertainties and the ff statistical uncertainties. The two
methods agree within uncertainties in all bins. The difference between the two meth-
ods or the uncertainty on that difference (whichever is larger) is taken as a systematic
uncertainty on the primary QCD prediction.

pF**(GeV) Ratio Method High-R, correction method
100-115 99.0174 93.176¢
115-130 32.8+43 30.3%573
130-150 18.8732 17.1753
150-185 9.9+23 8.9%37
185-250 31743 27708
> 250 1.0108 0.80%

Table 7.1: QCD background predictions using the Ratio Method and the High-Rq cor-
rection method.
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Figure 7.2: Ratio of the number of events in the high- R, ff sample to the nominal low-
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in the p*** control region. The ratio is fitted to a constant

function and used to derive an alternative QCD background estimate
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Cross check using mixed- R, ff sample

Due to SUSY signal contamination of the high- Ry ff sample in the signal region, we are
forced to perform the above test only in the low-p?iss control region. In order to get
an estimation of the Ry requirement in the signal region, we need a different control
sample without any signal contamination. Therefore, a third sample referred to as the
mixed- Ry ff sample is constructed from events with one fake object satisfying Rq > 0.9
and one fake object satisfying Ry < 0.9. The signal contamination of this sample is
negligible and thus we are able to look at the full distribution of p7"** as showed in
figure 7.4. The low-p;"** control region is fitted as previously with the function of the
form pye P'*, however, the exponential fit continues to describe the shape of the ratio

well in the signal region.
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Figure 7.4: Ratio of the number of events in the mixed-R, ff sample to the nominal
(low-Ry) ff control sample as a function of p7***. The ratio is fit to an exponential
function of the form pye™ " for p7**** GeV. Because the signal contamination is negli-
gible in both samples, the ratio is shown for the full p7'*** distribution. The exponential

fit continues to describe the ratio well in the signal region.

A comparison in the signal region between the observed number of events in the
mixed- Ry ff sample and the predicted number of events derived by applying the expo-
nential fit is showed in table 7.2. The uncertainties on the prediction include the fit
and statistical uncertainties, and the uncertainty on the observed values are statistical
only.

7.3.3 Closure test using v+ fake control sample

Another closure test of the method was done by using a substitute for the diphoton

candidate sample. This control sample consists of one photon and one fake satisfying

the normal Ry < 0.9 requirement. This control sample includes processes with true
WAEE]

pr . The principal contributions are W+ jet events where the W decays to an electron
and a neutrino and the electron is misidentified as photon. To subtract this contribution
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PpF*(GeV) Mixed -Rq prediction Mixed-R, observed
100-115 282.51210 2451154
115-130 96.57123 87"
130-150 57.4397 3740
150-185 32,1173 26757
185-250 11.3745 20*57

> 250 3.8739 6755

Table 7.2: Closure test with Mixed-R, ff events. A comparison in the signal region
between the observed number of events in the mixed-R, ff sample and the predicted
number of events derived by applying the exponential fit.

from the ~ fp*** distribution we apply the electron-photon misidentification rate to an
electron+fake control samples. The ~f/f f ratio is shown in figure 7.5. The last bin
in the signal region has been omitted due to potential SUSY signal contamination. In
Table 7.3, the number of observed and predicted events for the v f sample up to p7**° =
250 GeV are shown. The uncertainties on the prediction include the fit uncertainties

and the statistical uncertainties.

Ratio of y+f to ff events
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Figure 7.5: Ratio of the number of events in the ~ f sample to the nominal (low-Ry) ff
control sample as a function of p7****. The ratio is fit to an exponential function of the
miss

form pye 1" for p1*** < 100 GeV and used to predict the number of v f events in the
signal region. The last bin is omitted due to potential signal contamination in the ~ f
sample.
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P (GeV) Predicted Observed

100-115  154.47195  141.9

115130 53.5%89 493
130-150  32.5703 19.4
150-185 1881133 113
185-250 7.3135 7.8

Table 7.3: Closure test using + f sample.

7.3.4 ~~/ff ratio in simulation

miss

The behavior of the v~/ f f ratio as a function of p7°" was also checked in simulation
using Double EM Enriched QCD and GJet MC samples. In order to have enough statis-
tics, samples were built from events with exactly one photon or exactly one fake plus
a jet. This ratio is illustrated in figure 7.6 where there is not the same dependence on

miss miss

pr° as what is observed in data. Instead, the ratio is flat as a function of p;*°°, which
is consistent with what we would expect in the case where the ff distribution has the
same composition as the candidate sample. The R, variable is difficult to model, and it

is unsurprising that the effect of Ry on p7**® is not captured in simulation.

Ratio of number of y-jet to fake-jet events for GJet and QCD MC
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Figure 7.6: Ratio of the number of v + jet events to fake + jet events in QCD and GJet
simulation. The ratio has been fit to a constant.

7.4 Electroweak background

As mentioned in previous sections, isolation cone energies and shower shape in the
calorimeters are similar for photons and electrons. The distinguishable feature used
to separate between electrons and photons is the tracker activity. Photons do not in-
teract with the silicon detectors and hence leave no track. Since electron are ionizing
particles, they are registered by the tracking system by producing electron-hole pairs
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in the silicon sensors. In this analysis, the number of pixel seeds is used to discrim-
inate between electrons and photons. Few real photons are discarded this way, but
some electrons may be misidentified as photons by the inefficiency of the pixel de-
tector. Those kind of events consist the subdominant background for this analysis also
known as electroweak (EWK) background. The EWK background comes from primarily
W~ and W +jet events where W decays leptonically and the electron is misidentified
as a photon. Unlike the QCD background, the p}*** is inherent and comes from the
neutrino that remains undetected. To estimate this effect, the probability of an electron
faking a photon referred to as fake rate is measured in a control region. This is done by
comparing the invariant mass peak in a double electron sample (ee) with the invariant
mass peak in a sample of events with one electron and one photon (ey). The compo-
sition of the ey sample and the calculation of the misidetification rate are described in
detail in the following sections.

7.4.1 Composition of the e~y sample

The ey control sample consists of y+jets or W+ events. In figure 7.7 a comparison is
shown for data and simulation. The distribution of the data is fitted using v +jet and
W~ simulated templates. From the fit, we derive that 80% of the ey events observed in
data are from v +jet processes and the remaining consist of W~ events. However, in
the signal region where p7**** > 100 GeV, W+ events dominate. For 100 < p7*** < 130
GeV, 12.1% are v + jet events. For p7**® > 130 GeV, v + jet events contribute only

2.6%.

Missing transverse energy in events with one photon and one electron
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Figure 7.7: Data versus Monte Carlo comparison of the e~ control sample pf*** distri-
bution. To determine the relative contributions of the ~v+jets and W~ processes, the
data distribution was fit using the vy+jets and W~ shapes as templates. The data are
shown in black, and the total MC prediction is shown in blue. The v +jets MC (red) was
scaled to 80% of the observed events in data, and the W~ MC (green) was scaled to
20(7{) of the data distribution. The data correspond to an integrated luminosity of 35.6
fb™.
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7.4.2 Determination of Fake Rate

To estimate the electroweak background, we need to extract the rate at which electrons
are misidentified as photons f,_, ;. The number of observed Z — ee events in the ey
and ee mass spectra is expressed as a function of f,_, ; as:

Z
Ne'y = fe%f(l - fe%f)N/Z
Z
N, :(1_fe—>f>2N/Z

ee

(7.2)

where N7, is the actual number of Z — ee events.

From a sample of Né7 events with a real photon and a real electron, the number of
events N, that will actually get reconstructed as having one photon and one electron
is given by:

/
Noy = (1= fo )N

ey ey

(7.3)

The fraction of Néw that ends up in the candidate vy (IV,,) sample can be written
as:

S
vazfe%fNé'y:NeW% (7.4)
e—y
From equation 7.2 it is clear that the last factor is the ratio R, /. = 6% /NeZe Thus
the EWK background prediction is given by R,/ times the number of observed ey
events.

7.4.3 Fake rate calculation

The fake rate is calculated with a tag and probe method with Z — ee events. In
particular, the Z — ee invariant mass peak is plotted for the di-electron (ee) and the ey
control sample which contains one electron and one photon passing the basic selection.
Both samples are collected using a single electron trigger. The number of of Z — ee
events in the invariant mass peak of both samples (V. and N,.) are found using an
extended likelihood fit, where the signal shape is modeled by second-order polynomials
convoluted with gausian distribution with floating mean and width. This is illustrated
in figure 7.8. The fake rate was calculated in data as a function of various kinematic
variables, including the track multiplicity of the primary vertex, the vertex multiplicity
of the event, the probe’s o;,,, value, and the p7* in the event as shown in figure 7.9.
To cover all the dependencies, a 30% systematic is assigned to the fake rate. The final
value used in the analysis is:

forsy = (2.63+0.80)% (7.5)

7.4.4 Electroweak background estimation

As mentioned on section 7.4.2 the fraction of N, that ends up in the candidate vy

sample is given by N, = JfesyNey- The estimate of events from the electroweak

background in the signal p7*** > 100 GeV region is given in table 7.4. The uncertainties

include the statistical uncertainties and the systematic uncertainties from the fake rate
calculation.
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Figure 7.8: Invariant mass distributions for the ey (left) and ee (right) samples. For
every plot the data (black markers), the signal template (red), and the background
template (green) are shown.

pF*5(GeV) Prediction of the Electroweak background
100-115 13.7+4.2
115-130 9.0 £ 2.7
130-150 7.4 423
150-185 6.1+1.9
185-250 5.8+ 1.8
> 250 3.3+1.0

Table 7.4: Estimation of the total EWK background for pp

7.5 Irreducible Z~~ background

miss

> 100 GeV.

The last and smaller background contribution comes from Z~v — vv~y~ events. Since

this process has true p7’

1SS

it is not included in the QCD background, but since it has

two real photons rather than electrons misidentified as photons, it is not included in
the EWK background either. This irreducible background is modeled via simulation
and a flat uncertainty of 50% is assigned to cover any potential mismodeling. Table 7.5
shows the prediction of the irreducible Z~~ background.
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pF¥%(GeV) Expected number of Z~~ events for p7*** > 100 GeV

100-115 1.3+0.6
115-130 1.1+£0.6
130-150 1.14+0.6
150-185 1.3+0.7
185-250 1.34+0.6

> 250 1.14+0.6

Table 7.5: Background contribution from Z~+ events for p?i‘” > 100 GeV.
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7.6 Systematic uncertainties

There are two main sources of systematic uncertainties.: those associated with one of
the background estimates and those associated with the expected signal yields. In the
following section the sources of systematic uncertainties will be described in detail.

7.6.1 Uncertainties on background estimates

The larger uncertainties on the total background estimate come from the QCD predic-
tion method. The QCD background is made up of events that do not have true p7***. To
estimate this background we make use of a ff control sample. There are three sources
of uncertainty on the QCD prediction. First, there is the statistical uncertainty from the
limited number of events in the ff control sample. Second, there is a systematic uncer-
tainty from the 1o uncertainties on the fit parameters which are propagated through
the final estimate. Finally, there is a systematic uncertainty from the difference between
the primary prediction and the cross check prediction. The uncertainty is given by the
difference between the two predictions or the uncertainty on that difference, whichever
is larger. Those contributions are summarized in table 7.6.

P75 (GeV) Expected QCD Stat. Uncert Fit Uncert Cross Check Uncert
100-115 99.0 +7.2,6.7 +1.8 +9.9
115-130 32.8 +4.2,3.7 +0.7 +5.5
130-150 18.8 +3.2,2.7 +0.5 +4.0
150-185 9.9 +2.3,1.9 +0.3 +2.8
185-250 3.1 +1.3,0.9 +0.1 +1.5

> 250 1.0 +0.8,0.5 +0.1 +0.8

Table 7.6: Systematic and Statistical Uncertainties on the QCD Background Estimate

There are two main sources of uncertainties for the EWK background estimation.
As the QCD background, the limited statistics on the control sample contributes a large
portion of the overall uncertainty. However, the larger contribution comes from the
method used to calculate the rate at which electrons are misidentified as photons. As
described in section 7.4.3, a 30% uncertainty is assigned to the EWK background to
cover all potential dependencies of the misidentification rate on the event kinematics.

For the Z~~ background, the only uncertainty considered is a 50% uncertainty to
cover any potential mismodeling of the p**** shape or uncertainty on the Zyy — vvyy
Cross section.

7.6.2 Other sources of systematic uncertainties

In addition to the systematic uncertainties arising from the background estimation tech-
niques described above, there are other systematic uncertainties that affect the final
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analysis sensitivity. These include the uncertainty in the Parton Distribution Functions
(PDF’s) and the variation of cross section ratios (K factors) between leading order PDF’s
to next-to-leading order PDF’s. The PDF uncertainties are taken from the NNPDF30
variations. Other uncertainties on the signal include finite MC statistics and the photon
data/MC scale factor. There is also a 2.5% uncertainty on the integrated luminosity
of the data sample. Moreover, the jet energy scale uncertainty is included by recalcu-
lating the expected signal yields using the 1o fluctuations of the pi'**. The various
uncertainties included in the calculation of the exclusion region are summarized in Ta-
ble 7.7. Ranges of uncertainty arise when there are different values for the uncertainty

for different signal points.

Systematic Uncertainty [%]

Integrated luminosity 2.3

Photon Data/MC scale factor 2.4

Jet energy scale up to 23
Finite MC statistics up to 26
PDF error on cross section 13-22

Table 7.7: Summary of systematic uncertainties included in the determination of the
expected exclusion contours.
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Chapter 8

Results and Interpretations

8.1 Final background prediction and observation

The data-driven background estimation methods are applied on all data recorded at
/5 = 13 TeV. The analysis was optimized in the "blinded" control region of pj*** <
100 GeV to avoid any influences by possible signal or deviation. After performing
several checks, discussed in chapter 7, to ensure the robustness of the analysis, the
background prediction was compared with the observed data in the signal region and
a max likelihood fit is performed for the six p7**** signal bins. The p7**** distributions
for the full background prediction and the unblinded data prior to the fit are shown in
figure 8.1. Two benchmark signal models are also shown, corresponding to the T5gg
gluino pair production simplified model with gluino mass equal to 1700 GeV or 2000
GeV and neutralino mass 1000 GeV. The expected and observed numbers of events
for each bin in the signal region prior to the fit are shown in table 8.1. Table 8.2 shows
the expected and observed numbers of events for each bin in the signal region for the
post fit distributions. Notably, in the last bin we observe 12 events and expect 5.42:2
background events (pre-fit). The significance of the observed data after the fit across
all six bins of the signal region is calculated using the likelihood ratio test for each
mass pair value of M o VETsUs mg Or m o Versus my for the T5gg and T6gg models
respectively. The significance does not strongly depend on the SUSY masses, and for
all masses in both models, the significance is found to correspond to between 2.35 and
2.45 standard deviations. Several studies were performed to characterize the fit and
the excess in the final p)**** bin and to ensure that the statistical treatment of the data
is robust. In particular, the pre- and postfit distributions were checked to make sure
that the pulls are consistent within the uncertainties.

8.2 Signal acceptance and efficiency

The generated SUSY signal events described in section 6.2.2, are required to pass the
same selection criteria described in chapter 6. For every mass point, the number of
events expected in each of the six signal region bins is calculated. In addition, the
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Figure 8.1: The top panel shows the observed pJ*** distribution in data (black points)
and predicted background distributions prior to the fit described in the text. The ver-
tical line marks the boundary between the control region (p7*** < 100 GeV) and the
signal region (p7*** > 100 GeV). The last bin is the overflow bin and includes all events
with p7**® > 250 GeV. The QCD background is shown in red, the EWK background
is shown in blue, and the Z~+ background is shown in green. The p7*** distribution

shown in pink (purple) corresponds to the T5gg simplified model with m; = 1700(2000)
GeV and mc1 = 1000 GeV. The ps* distributions from the T6gg simplified model are
similar to the T5gg distributions shown here. The bottom panel shows the ratio of
observed events to the expected background. The error bars on the ratio correspond
to the statistical uncertainty in the number of observed events. The shaded region
corresponds to the total uncertainty in the background estimate.

overall acceptance x efficiency (A x ¢), defined as the number of events passing the
full v+ selection divided by the total number of generated events, is calculated across
the full 2D mass plane. The A x e distributions for the T5gg and T6gg simplified model
frameworks is shown in the up and down pad of figure 8.2. It is worth noticing that at
low neutralino mass, the A x ¢ decreases because the photons are softer and thus they
will probably fail the p; > 40 GeV cut or the m.,, > 105 GeV cut.

8.3 Limits and interpretations

From table 8.1 it is clear that for the first five signal bins the number of observed
events is consistent with the total number of expected background events in each bin
in the signal region. An excess of events corresponding to 2.4 standard deviations
is observed in the last signal bin. In the absence of a signal, these results can be
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PR (GeV)  QCD EWK Zyy Total background Observed
100—115 99+12 13.7+42 13+06 114 +13 105
115130 328709 9.0+27 1.1+0.6 42,9174 39
130 150 188130 74423 11406 27.3+2¢ 21
150-185  9.9753%  61+1.9 13+07 17.4755 21
185-250 31712 58418 1.3+0.6 10.2737 11
> 250 10755 33+11 1.1+0.6 54718 12

Table 8.1: Number of expected background and observed data events with 35.9 f b~ ! of
13 TeV data in the signal region prior to the fit. The uncertainty in each expected back-
ground yield includes the statistical uncertainty and all of the systematic uncertainties
described in Section 7.6 added in quadrature.

P (GeV) QCD EWK Zvy  Total background Observed
100 —115 92.7+79 159+3.8 1.64+0.8 110.1 4+ 74 105
115—-130 29.7+4.4 104+£25 14407 41.5+ 3.9 39
130 —150 16.0+3.2 85+2.1 1.34+0.7 259+3.1 21

150-185 93+27 71+18 16+£0.8 18.14+2.6 21
185-250 26+12 6.7+16 1.6+£0.8 109+1.8 11
> 250 07+08 40+1.0 14+0.7 6.0+1.2 12

Table 8.2: Number of expected background and observed data events with 35.9 fot
of 13 TeV data in the signal region after the fit. The stated uncertainties are the post-fit
uncertainties in each expected background yield.

used to set limits on the allowed squark, gluino, and neutralino masses in the T5gg
and Té6gg simplified models that were described in section 6.1. In both models, the
next-to-lightest supersymmetric particle is the neutralino, which decays with a 100%
branching fraction to a photon and a gravitino, the lightest supersymmetric particle.
The first simplified model assumes gluino pair production, with each gluino decaying to
a neutralino and quarks. The second simplified model assumes squark pair production,
with each squark decaying to a quark and a neutralino. In this analysis, we use the
standard CLs method that was explained in detail in section 5.3 to determine 95%
confidence level intervals for the cross section times branching fraction in each mass
bin.

In figure 8.3 the expected reach of the analysis as a function of the gluino or squark
and neutralino masses are shown. The predicted NLO + NLL cross section is used for
each signal point, and the median expected mass exclusion includes a band represent-
ing the 1o variation of the experimental uncertainties. For typical values of neutralino
mass, we expect to exclude gluino masses out to 2.02 TeV and squark masses out to
1.74 TeV. The observed limits were 1.86 TeV for gluino masses and 1.59 TeV for
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Figure 8.2: Acceptance x efficiency as a function of gluino and neutralino masses
(up) for the T5gg simplified model and as a function of squark and neutralino masses
(bottom) for the T6gg simplified model.

squark masses. This is an increase in sensitivity of more than 300 GeV for each model
with respect to the analysis performed with 2.3 fb~ " of integrated luminosity collected
using the CMS detector in 2015 [94]. The observed exclusions are for gluino masses
less than 1.86 TeV and squark masses less than 1.59 TeV, where the difference between
the expected and observed exclusions is driven by the excess observed in the data. The
analysis described in this dissertation improves the observed limits by 210 GeV for
gluino masses and 220 GeV [95] for squark masses with respect to the previous CMS
result. In addition, the results are comparable with similar searches performed by the
ATLAS collaboration[96, 97].
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Figure 8.3: The 95% confidence level upper limits on the gluino (up) and squark
(bottom) pair production cross sections as a function of gluino or squark and neu-
tralino masses. The contours show the observed and expected exclusions assuming the
NLO+NLL cross sections, with their one standard deviation uncertainties
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8.4 GGMB combination analysis

The analysis in this dissertation was part of an effort for a combined search of new
physics that involves final states with at least one photon and large missing trans-
verse momentum, motivated by generalized models of gauge-mediated supersymmetry
(SUSY) breaking [98]. Those signature include events with at least one photon and
large missing transverse momentum and are categorized into events with two isolated
photons [95], events with a lepton and a photon [99], events with additional jets
[100], and events with at least one high-energy photon [101]. Combining the various
photonic final states could be challenging since the analysis channels are not exclu-
sive by construction. For that reason, an optimized veto strategy is applied to remove
any overlap. Another important point to consider is the correlation in the background
estimation of different channels. In contrast to the interpretation of a single analy-
sis, additional correlations between the uncertainties used in the contributing searches
have to be taken into account in the combination. The comparison between the ob-
served yield and the background prediction after the overlap subtraction for all search
bins is shown in figure 8.4. The majority of the search bins show a good agreement
between the observation and the standard model prediction. Thus, no evidence for
physics beyond the standard model is found, and the results of the combination are
used to set upper exclusion limits with respect to several SUSY scenarios.

CMS 359 ' (13 Tev)
t Data QCD multi-jot / ¢ + jot Vector-boson + ¢
10 -JEI—> lepton mis-|1D Rare backgrounds - @ — ymis-|D k-
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Figure 8.4: Predicted pre-fit background yields, where the values are not constrained
by the likelihood fit, and observed number of events in data for all search bins used in
the combination.

The results of the combination are interpreted in terms of the GGM scenario shown
in figure 8.5. The main focus lies on the Y| decay, since this decay corresponds to
the only source of photons, which are essential for each of the combination analysis.
Besides the Y| decaying to v and G, the photon can also be substituted by a Z boson
leading to final states with additional fermions. The corresponding branching fractions
of the % for these two decays are determined by the composition of the neutralino
and depend, similar to the abundance of the production processes, on the GGM input
parameters.
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The observed and the expected exclusion limits for the physical mass plane are
shown in figure 8.6, where the phase space between the colored lines and the black
line is excluded. In the physical mass plane only signal points with a mass difference
above 120 GeV are shown to enable a precise projection of the physical masses from
the GGM model parameters. In case of the observed limit, this gain can only be found
at low neutralino masses, while at high neutralino masses the observed limit of the
combination is slightly exceeded by the search that includes photons and leptons. This
feature is mainly caused by the excess in the Diphoton signal region that was discussed
in section 8.1. Thus, the combination results in an observed (expected) limit on the
chargino mass up to 850 (1050) GeV depending on the neutralino mass which results
in a gain of the order of 100 GeV.

Z/H
~ v/Z
P Xz r/::F/:"J N
X1 -G
- ..
X1 ““\.\::'\'v/z
Wj:

Figure 8.5: GGM diagram of ﬁc ig that used to set upper limits on the combination
analysis
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Chapter 9

Analysis strategy

9.1 Introduction

This chapter presents an overview of the strategy applied in this analysis of proton-
proton collisions recorded by the CMS experiment in 2016 to search for ttH(H — (bb))
production in the all-jet final state. More specifically, we consider a phase space where
the W bosons from both top quarks decay to light quarks, resulting in final states with
at least eight quarks, four of which are b quarks. The experimental signature of this sig-
nal consists of jets that are primarily produced at large angles with respect to the beam
axis. As a result, they are expected to have relatively high transverse momentum. At
higher p; (pr/m =~ 1), the Higgs boson and the top quark decay products are highly
collimated ("boosted") and thus they can be reconstructed at large radius jets. Due to
the high boost considered in this analysis (p; > 300 GeV), the Higgs boson and the
top quarks have a large probability to be reconstructed as large-radius jets. Therefore,
final states that consists of one or more of such jets are considered, where at least one
boosted jet is tagged as Higgs. Several challenges have to be addressed in order to
measure the rare signal process with considerable sensitivity in the presence of over-
whelming standard model backgrounds. While these challenges stem from physical
considerations, they directly affect the pursued overall strategy and the technical de-
sign of the analysis. First and foremost, one should be able to successfully reconstruct
high purity boosted Higgs and top candidates. This is succeeded by training dedicated
boosted decision trees (BDTs). The analysis strategy is constructed thereafter, which is
composed of the event selection strategy and the considered resulting physics processes
followed by the classification and categorization approach. The concluding signal ex-
traction method is performed via a binned max-likelihood fit using shape templates for
signal and background processes. In addition, the methods developed to model and to
constrain the uncertainties of background processes are discussed.

9.2 Signal and background processes

There are several characteristics and properties of the ttH signal process and the rele-
vant backgrounds. A specific process is considered as a background to an analysis if it
cannot be distinctively separated from the signal process by requiring specific thresh-
olds, or “cuts”, on measurable observables. This definition also implies that the number
of signal events remains on a reasonable level when a set of cuts is applied. The high-
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dimensional space defined by the domains of kinematic observables is referred to as
the “phase space”.

9.2.1 Signal process

This analysis focuses on a search for a standard model Higgs boson in association with
a top quark (ttH). Due to the high branching fraction, the Higgs boson decaying into
a pair of bottom quarks (H — bb) is considered. As explained in section 3.5, the b
quark arise from the hadronization of b-hadron, whose lifetime is considered long and
of the order of 7, ~ 1.6 - 10" '? s. Therefore, a jet can be identified as a b hadron
using the state-of-art discriminators developed by CMS collaboration and described in
section 3.5.1. This jet is commonly referred to as "b-tag". To study the ttH process it
is important to discus the decays of the top qurak. The top quark decays exclusively
via weak interactions to a W boson and a bottom quark. The hadronically decays of W
bosons have a branching ratio BR;,,4, = 0.6741+0.0023. Depending on the momentum
of the W boson and the decay angle relative to its motion, there is a probability that
the decay products will be reconstructed on a large radius jet. On the other hand, the
leptonic decays of the W boson are evenly distributed over the three generations with
branching ratios BR,, = 0.1071 £+ 0.0016 for W decaying to an electron and a neutrino
and BR,, = 0.1063 4+ 0.0015 when it decays to a muon and a neutrino. The decay of
the top quark can be characterized by the decays of the subsequent W bosons, resulting
into three different channels:

fully-hadronic (FH): In this case both W bosons decay into quarks. Therefore,
six jets are in the final state and no leptons. This final state is challenging to
target as it contains large contribution on multijets (QCD) background.

dilepton (DL): In this case, both W bosons decay leptonically, leading into two
jets, two charged leptons and two neutrinos in the final state. Although this
channels has a smaller branching ratio, the two opposite signed leptons give a
clear signature. However, the presence of the neutrinos introduces a momentum
imbalance making the event reconstruction not trivial.

single-lepton (SL): In this case, one W boson decays into hadrons while the other
one will decay into leptons. In the final state there will be four jets, one charged
lepton, and one neutrino. The branching ratio is similar to the fully hadronic
channel, but the presence of a charged lepton can significantly suppress multijet
backgrounds.

In this analysis the decay of the t¢ system is considered in the fully hadronic channel.
Therefore, in the final state we will have eight jets and no leptons, refereed as "all-jet-
final" state. Compared to previous searches in the all jet final state that reconstruct
resolved jets, this analysis focuses on fully boosted and semi-boosted topologies. The
Higgs boson and top candidates can be produced with a large Lorentz boost and hence
to be reconstructed in a large radius jet. Those signatures include one or more boosted
jets, one of which is identified as the Higgs candidate.

In addition, to the analysis signal process, other processes of the Higgs boson decay-
ing into particles rather than a pair of b quarks is considered. Despite their minor ex-
pected yield due to smaller branching ratios and different final-state signatures, events
of those processes can potentially pass phase space selection criteria and contribute to
the total number signal events.
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9.2.2 Background processes

Several SM processes contribute to the background of the fully hadronic ttH signal. The
final state objects such as leptons and jets are used to derive experimental observables.
Therefore, relevant background processes can be determined by studying their final
states in simulations while varying phase space selection criteria and monitoring their
impact on the yield of the signal process. The by far most dominant background comes
from the QCD multijet production, as there is a finite probability that ordinary jets,
from single parton radiation, will mimic the topological substructure of a top or higgs
decaying jet. In addition, several processes that mainly include top quarks decays
can enter in the analysis topology. In all the cases, high p, jets can be reconstructed
as a Higgs or top candidate. The background processes are described below and the
corresponding feynman diagramms are illustrated in figure 9.1.

QCD multijet: This background consists of events with jets produced through
strong interactions. Those events include multiple gluon radiation and have a
relative large cross section. Those jets could have large p; and thus pass the
analysis cuts and be reconstructed as boosted jets. This background is exclusively
modeled from the data (data-driven).

inclusive tt background: The second most dominant background contribution

comes from tt events. Additional jets from gluon radiation can be produced,
resulting in final states with large hadronic activity. The large p; cut excludes
most these soft jets, however, the contribution of this background can result from
boosted jets, that pass the analysis cuts. Therefore, the final states of the SM tt
production is kinematically close to the signal. In addition, the cross section of
this process is large, and thus we expect a large contribution in the final state.
This background is modeled in simulation, but the uncertainty on the expected
yield is constrained by a control region from the data.

tt+ Z: tt production in association with a Z boson has a similar cross section
to ttH production. However, the branching ratio for Z — bb is lower compared
to H — bb, so a lower rate is expected in the final state. This process presents
a signal-like final state and therefore is an irreducible background. This back-
ground is modeled in simulation, but is treated separately from the rest of sub-
dominant backgrounds due to its similarities with the signal process.

Single top quark: In this analysis there is a minor contribution from single top
quark production. Although this process has a significant larger cross section than
the signal, single-top events more probably will fail the selection since we require
large hadronic activity in the event. The process can occur through an exchange
of a W boson in the t or s-channel or in the tW-channel.

W +jets: A background contribution can arise from W+jet events. W boson
production has a much larger cross section than the signal, however, to form a
background it requires a significant amount of radiation and thus the final con-
tribution is small.

Z + jets: Z boson production has a lower cross section than W boson production,
but there is a small probability such events to enter in the signal region.



108 CHAPTER 9. ANALYSIS STRATEGY

tt + W: tt production in association with a W boson also has a similar cross
section to ttH production. However, the W boson cannot decay to two b quarks
and thus its contribution to the signal region is rather small.

Diboson: The production of two weak vector bosons occurs as WW, WZ or ZZ
in decreasing order of cross section. The three processes have a cross section one
to two orders of magnitude larger than the signal, however, this background is
suppressed due to high hadronic activity required in the signal region.

(a) QCD multijet (b) QCD multijet
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Figure 9.1: Feynman diagrams of possible SM processes that contribute to the back-
ground of the fully hadronic ttH H — bb signal.

9.3 Data and simulated samples

9.3.1 Data samples

The analysis was performed using the full data set of of center-of mass energy /s =
13 TeV pp collisions collected by CMS in 2016. The data corresponds to an integrated
luminosity of 35.9 fb~'. The certified data were collected based on different trigger
types. In particular this analysis uses the JetHT dataset which contains all events
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selected by any of the jet and Hy' based triggers. The datasets are split into different
data eras that account for different conditions such as beam intensities and operating
status. Those datasets are listed in table 9.1 and correspond to the reconstruction
that was done on February 2017 which profits from better calibration and performance
corrections. Events from these datasets are selected for further analysis if they pass the
trigger requirements and the selection criteria.

2016 data sets

/JetHT/Run2016B-03Feb2017_ ver2-v2/MINIAOD
/JetHT/Run2016C-03Feb2017-v1/MINIAOD
/JetHT/Run2016D-03Feb2017-v1/MINIAOD
/JetHT/Run2016E-03Feb2017-v1/MINIAOD
/JetHT/Run2016F-03Feb2017-v1/MINIAOD

/JetHT/Run2016G-03Feb2017-v1/MINIAOD

/JetHT/Run2016H-03Feb2017 ver2-vl/MINIAOD

/JetHT/Run2016H-03Feb2017 ver3-v1l/MINIAOD

Table 9.1: list of data sets that used in the boosted fully hadronic search.

9.3.2 Simulated samples

In order to distinguish events coming from the targeting signal process, a deep under-
standing of the standard model (SM) background processes that can lead to the same
final state is necessary. Any excess of events compared to the SM background expecta-
tions can be considered as signal. The ttH signal and the standard model background
processes are simulated with Monte Carlo (MC) event generators. The simulated sam-
ples used for the analysis, depending on the physics process, are generated as de-
scribed in chapter 4, with PYTHIA, POWHEG (v1 or v2),or MADGRAPH5 aMC@NLO. In
all samples, parton showering and hadronization are simulated with PyTHIA (v8.200).
The parton distribution functions (PDFs) of the proton is modeled with NNPDF3.0
with a, = 0.118 as recommended by the PDF4LHC group [102] for the second run
of the LHC. More specifically, the ttH signal sample is simulated to the NNLO with
MADGRAPH5 aMC@NLO. For this simulation, the mass of the Higgs boson is set to
myg = 125 GeV and that of the top quark is set to m; = 172.5 GeV. For the background
processes, the tt and the single top ¢- and tW- channels of signal top production are
modeled with POWHEG at NLO. In addition to the nominal tt sample, two samples
with the same generator conditions, but with a cut on an invariant mass of the two
tops (M,;) at patron level were used. Those samples include generated events with
M,; > 700 GeV and thus, with applying selection cuts they lead to the targeted phase
space. Those samples profit with higher statistics compared to the nominal ¢ sam-
ple and therefore, are used for constructing tt enriched control regions. The associ-

'Hy is defined as the scalar sum of the transverse momentum of all the jets in the event.
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ated production of tt with a vector boson, tt + V, samples are simulated at NLO with
MADGRAPH5 aMC@NLO. The production of W and Z bosons with additional jets, as
well as, the QCD multijet events is simulated at LO using MADGRAPH. As mentioned
in the background processes description, the QCD background is estimated completely
from the data. However, QCD simulated events are used to validate and to perform
closure test on methods. The diboson processes, WW,WZ and ZZ are simulated at LO
with PYTHIA (v.8.2). The simulated events are characterized by a set of parameters
related to cut-off energy scales and energy dependence of the underlying interaction.
This is referred as tune [103].

To compare the simulated samples to the data, the simulated samples need to be
normalized to the integrated luminosity of the data according to their predicted cross
sections. The production cross section of ttH signal, as well as, the Higgs boson branch-
ing ratios are calculated at NLO. On the other hand, the cross section of the tt simulated
events is calculated on the full next-to-next-to-leading-order (NNLO) accuracy. For this
simulation the top quark mass is assumed to be m;, = 172.5 GeV. In addition, the
W + jets and Z + jets are calculated at NNLO, and for all single top channel and
dibososn background for NLO. Table 9.2 shows the simulated samples for signal and
background that were used in the analysis, along with the number of generated events
and the corresponding production cross sections.

9.4 Corrections to simulated events

Although the simulated generated MC samples are produced in order to describe best
the data, in reality discrepancies are observed. The source of these discrepancies could
reflect various effects, such as mismodelling in event simulation and reconstruction
procedure, to parton showering, hadronization and to detector simulation and recon-
struction algorithms. More precisely, disagreement observed in these quantities does
not represent a cause, but rather a consequence of underlying mismodeling. To account
on this mismodeling, corrections are derived by comparing characteristic quantities that
are correlated to the effect with the data. These corrections typically result in a weight
for each simulated event that is directly related to the over or underestimation of events
with the particular properties of the correction. Therefore, by reweighting the simu-
lated event the agreement between data and simulation is improved. Consequently,
a thorough treatment of uncertainties is absolutely necessary. To account on this dis-
crepancies, identification and reconstruction efficiencies are used to both simulation
and data. Disagreements between efficiencies in data directly translate into deviating
event rates, which must be compensated by including derived data-to-simulation ratios
to event weights. This additional weight applied to simulation is called "scale factor".
In this section, corrections related to the number of pile up, trigger efficiency and b
tagging scale factors are discussed.

9.4.1 Number of pile up interactions

The increasing of the instantaneous luminosity of the LHC during 2016 resulted in
an increase of the average rate of overlapping events over time. Pile up events can
impact the object identification and reconstruction performance and therefore, any
discrepancies between data and simulation need to be taken into account. In CMS,
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Monte Carlo sample Generators Events (10%)  cross section o (pb)
ttH(H — bb) MG5_aMC@NLO 9.8912 0.2934
ttH(H 4 bb) MG5_aMC@NLO 10.1312 0.5297

tt POWHEG 77.0811 832

tt, 700 < My < 1000 GeV POWHEG 38.4226 69.64

tt, My > 1000 GeV POWHEG 24.5616 16.74
tt+ W, W - ¢f MG5_aMC@NLO 0.569424 0.4062
tt+ 72,7 qd MG5 aMC@NLO 0.396360 0.5297
W + jets, W — ¢ MG5_aMC@NLO 22.4 3539
7+ jets, 7 - af MG5 aMC@NLO  32.873%3 30.3759
WW, PYTHIAS8 1.9984 51.723
77, PYTHIAS8 338.456 22.29
ST t (t-channel) POWHEG 67.2 136.03
STt (t-channel) POWHEG 38.8 80.95
ST tW POWHEG 6.9 35.6
ST tW POWHEG 6.9 35.6
QCD (H7 300t0500 Gev) | MG5_aMC@NLO 54.5 3.477e+5
QCD (H7 500t0700 GeV) | MG5_aMC@NLO 62.3 3.21e+4
QCD (H 700t01000 GeV) | MG5_aMC@NLO 45.4 6831
QCD (H7 1000t01500 GeV) | MG5 aMC@NLO 15.1 1207
QCD (H 1500t02000 GeV) | MG5_aMC@NLO 11.8 119.9
QCD (Hy; > 2000 GeV) MG5_aMC@NLO 6.0 25.24

Table 9.2: Monte Carlo simulated samples used for the ttH H — bb analysis

the effect of pileup is modeled in simulated event by including the final-state particles
of a number of minimum-bias events. The probability distribution of the number of
pileup interactions is measured in data with a limited amount of integrated luminosity
before simulation campaigns are initiated. The number of pile-up interactions for each
collision depends on the instantaneous luminosity for each bunch crossing and the total
inelastic cross section. The total inelastic pp cross section is measured using dedicated
forward detectors and o145t = 69.2 mb is found to accurately describe the /s =
13 TeV data, with an uncertainty of 4.6% [104]. The ratio between the data and
simulation yields pileup correction weights, which are visualized in the bottom panel of
the left part of figure 9.2, where the simulated number of primary vertex distribution is
compared with the one from the data. The uncertainty on the inelastic cross section of

+4.6% is propagating to the weights description as shown in the right part of figure 9.2.
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Figure 9.2: Distribution of the number of pileup (PU) events in data and simulation
(left figure). The systematic uncertainty on the pileup weight is computed by varying
the cross section by +4.6% (right figure).

9.4.2 Trigger Efficiency and scale factors

As mentioned in the introduction of this section, the trigger performance in simulated
events does not necessarily match the performance of the observed data. Therefore, the
efficiencies for both data and simulation are calculated and scale factors are derived to
account on that mismoddeling. The trigger path employed for the collection of signal
events uses L1 seeds that require the sum of the transverse momentum of the jets to
be greater than pr > 240 GeV. At HLT, jets are reconstructed from (online) particle
flow candidates using the anti-kt algorithm with distance parameter R = 0.8 and with
mass, after trimming of soft particles, greater than 50 GeV. Interesting events are also
required to have a sum of the transverse momentum of the AKS8 jet greater than 700
GeV. The aforementioned trigger path ran unprescaled for the duration of the 2016
run. In case of a prescaled trigger, the data are collected with very low-threshold seeds,
resulting in reduced output rate. Since the analysis trigger was unprescaled it collected
an integrated luminosity of 35.5 fb . The L1 seeds and the signal trigger path is shown
in the first two rows of table 9.3.

trigger path purpose
L1_HTT240 OR L1_HTT255 OR L1_HTT270 OR L1_HTT280 OR L1_HTT300 OR L1_HTT320 L1 seed
HLT AK8PFHT700 TrimROp1PTOp03Mass50 signal path trigger
HLT AK8PFJet200 reference trigger
HLT Mu50 reference trigger

Table 9.3: analysis signal and reference trigger paths. The L1 seeds of the signal trigger
are also mentioned.

The efficiency of a signal trigger is usually studied as a function of a quantity that
reflects the analysis phase space and the trigger requirements. Therefore, such quantity
for the analysis trigger could be Hyp, which is defined as the scalar sum of the trans-
verse momentum of the Ak8 jets. However, since the analysis phase space requires jets
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reconstructed with radius R = 0.8 and R = 0.4 and because the offline and online
jet requirements are sightly different, the trigger efficiency is studied as a function of
St, which is defined as the scalar sum of the py of all the jets in the event. This way,
events with large hadronic activity, i.e, events with only one reconstructed Ak8 jet, but
with large Ak4 multiplicity, are taken into account. The efficiency of the signal trigger
is measured by monitoring rates with respect of "reference" triggers, which are trigger
paths weakly or not correlated to the nominal trigger. First, the number of events that
pass only the reference trigger N,., and the offline analysis selection is determined.
Then the fraction of events that additionally pass the signal trigger (Ny;,7,;4) i8:

Ny + Ngigrrig + offline criteria
N,y + offline criteria

€ — 9.1
yields the efficiency of the signal trigger. The trigger performance was studied in
several topologies, enriched in different events. For this purpose, two different refer-
ence triggers were used. A hadronic trigger that requires a jet with pr > 200 GeV is
considered for a topology enriched in multijet events. The second trigger is a muon
trigger which requires the presence of a pp > 50 GeV muon and is used for topologies
enriched in tt and W + Jet events. Both reference trigger paths are listed in the last
two rows of table 9.3. The topologies considered for the trigger efficiency studies are
described below and their selection requirements are summarized in table 9.4.

multijet topology: A topology enriched in multijets events is constructed by se-
lecting events with no leptons. In addition, to ensure the presence of at least one
Ak8 jet, the leading jet is required to have a p; greater than 300 GeV. For this
study, QCD and tt simulated samples were used to model the efficiency perfor-
mance in simulation.

tt topology: To ensure a topology rich in tt events, the presence of exactly one
muon is required. In addition, as in the multijet topology, the momentum of the
leading jet is required to be greater than 300 GeV. In order to suppress events
coming from Drell-Yann processes, we require the missing transverse momentum
of the event (E7""*°) to be greater that 50 GeV. For a high purity tt sample, events
are required to have at least one b tagged jet. In addition to the tt simulated
samples, Drell-Yann simulated events were used with Hy > 70 GeV, to model the

trigger performance in simulation.

W + jets topology: by inverting the b-tag requirement of the tt selection (zero
b tagged jets) we construct a topology enriched in W + Jets. For this study sim-
ulated events of leptonically decaying W -+jets were used. The simulated samples
were divided in bins of Hy with Hy > 100 GeV.

Topology lepton | b-tagged jets | leading jet py [GeV] | p™ [GeV]
multijet (QCD) 0 no requirement 300 no requirement
tt 1 muon 1bjet 300 >50

W+ jets 1 muon Objet 300 > 50

Table 9.4: Topologies used for trigger studies
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In figure 9.3, the trigger efficiency as a function of Sy is shown for the three afore-
mentioned topologies. In all topologies, the simulated events are compared with the
data. In the same pad, the distribution of Sy is illustrated for the case with only one
AKkS8 jet but at least four Ak4 jets. It is clear that the trigger can be efficient withouth
excluding potential signal from this type of events. For all the three topologies, the
trigger is efficient above S, > 900 GeV. Therefore, this cut is used to select interesting
events for analysis.
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Figure 9.3: Trigger efficiency for the signal path of the analysis for the multijet (upper
left), tt (upper right) and W + jets (bottom) enriched regions. The distribution of
St in case with only one Ak8 jet but at least four Ak4 jets is shown. The vertical line
illustrates where the trigger becomes efficient (S; > 900 GeV).

The slight differences between efficiencies in data and MC simulated events are
rectified by applying scale factors, which are calculated as the ratio of the efficiency
in data to that in simulation. Since the multijet topology is statistically favoured, it is
used to derive a correction for the simulation to match the data. The ratio between
the data and simulation is fitted with a constant, as shown in figure 9.4 and a constant
scale factor of 0.97 is derived. Uncertainties on the scale factors are derived as the
uncertainty coming from the fit and are treated as a systematic uncertainty.

9.4.3 Shape calibration of the btag discriminant

Another quantity that potentially shows discrepancies between data and simulation, is
the performance of the chosen b-tagging algorithm, meaning that the b-jet identifica-
tion efficiency and the misidentification probability can differ form the one of observed
in data. In this analysis, the CSVv2 algorithm described in section 3.5.1 is used. The
output of the CSVv2 algorithm, refereed as CSV discriminant, can be used in two dif-
ferent ways. First, a specific threshold (working point) can serve as a binary criterion
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Figure 9.4: Comparison of the trigger efficiency in data and simulation for the signal
path of the analysis in the multiget enriched topology. The vertical line separates the
signal region, where S > 900 GeV. The constant fit in the ratio of data and simulation
is used to derive a scale factor.

definition of a b-tagged jet, with specific identification and misidentification efficien-
cies. In addition, the shape information of the CSV discriminant, can be exploited
further, as it can be used as an input to multivariate techniques for candidate selection
or category classification. For all these reasons, a weight that compensates for deviating
b-tagging efficiencies only, is not sufficient. Therefore, the full CSV shape needs to be
calibrated. The distribution of the b-tagging discriminant in simulation is corrected by
scale factors, which depend on the flavour, pr and |n| of the jets, in order to match with
the observed distribution in data. This correction is derived separately for light-flavour
and b jets from a “tag-and-probe” approach using control samples enriched in events
with a Z boson and exactly two jets, and tt events with no additional jets, respectively
[105]. This analysis uses mixed topologies with both Ak4 and AkS8 jets and thus, the
CSV discriminant is used for identifying b-Ak4 jets and b—Ak4 subjets. Since both jet
collections are cross cleaned then the scale factor derived to account on simulation
mismodelling is:

]Vjets NAk4jets NAk4subjets

SFyotal = H SFjet, = H SF AR djet," H SF Akasubjet; = SFjet; SFiet, -+ (9.2)
; ;

i

There is no calibration sample for charm jets and thus, the scale factors for them
are set to 1.00 with the uncertainty derived from the calibration for b jets. The system-
atic uncertainties on the b tagging scale factors are discussed in section 11.5.1, where
a dedicated study is performed to see the effect on the sample purity and selection
efficiency.

From the multiple corrections discussed in previous sections, a global weight is
derived by multiplying each separate weight. Therefore, the global weight comes from
the product:
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NSFs

global weight = [ SF; = SFy, - SFpy - SFiygg (9.3)

9.5 Object selection

9.5.1 Leptons

In this analysis, leptons are reconstructed for two main purposes. First and foremost,
in the final selection, no leptons are required in order to ensure a high purity hadronic
sample. In addition, jets could carry an electromagnetic component and thus, it is pos-
sible for a lepton to be misidentified as a jet. Since leptons are reconstructed with high
efficiency, the lepton collection is reconstructed first, and then used to remove other
objects, such as jets, that overlap with a reconstructed lepton within a AR threshold.
By cross-cleaning the objects, jets are reconstructed with high efficiency and double
counting events is avoided.

Muons

For the reconstruction of muons, PF candidates were used as described in section 3.4.2
and are selected based in their kinematic variables p; and 7. In particular, muons are
required to have a py greater than 20 GeV and || < 2.4. Additionally, a requirement
on the corrected relative muon isolation is imposed. The absolute value of the isolation
variable is defined as:

Isot = Z p%i%—maX(O, Z E%O%- Z E%—% Z p%u) 9.4)

AR<0.4 AR<0.4 AR<0.4 AR<0.4

where phi, Eéio, E7J. and ph" are the transverse momentum or energy of particles
identified by the PF algorithm. The indices denote the type of particle that are consid-
ered in the sums: charged hadrons from the primary vertex (hi); neutral hadrons (h");
photons (v); and charged hadrons from other vertexes (pu). The sum is performed
over all particles within a cone of AR = 0.4 around the muon. Muons are required to
pass the medium ID working point [106] and to have a relative mini-isolation less than
0.1.

Electrons

As is the case of muons, electrons are defined for the sole purpose of vetoing events
containing leptons. PF reconstructed electrons (see 3.4.3) are selected based on their
pr and n, as well as, a number of isolation variables. In particular electrons with
pr > 20 GeV and |n| < 2.4 are selected. Electron candidates are required to pass the
tight working point [107] and to have a relative mini-isolation less than 0.1.

9.5.2 Jets

The efficient reconstruction of jets is crucial for this analysis since jet properties are
used in the BDT training and also the discriminating variable that is used in the final
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fit is the mass soft drop of the tagged Higgs jet. In this analysis two types of jets
are used. Those jets are reconstructed by PF candidates as described in section 3.4.4
and are classified depending on the distance parameter R. Moreover, corrections and
calibrations are applied to the jet collections in order to ensure a better description of
the data. To maximize the signal significance while keeping the background low, the
selection requirements on the jets are optimized by applying further requirements. In
addition, both collections are cross-cleaned to avoid double counting events. In the
following section, the two jet collections and the selection requirements are discussed
in detail.

Large-Radius jets

The primary jet collection, used in this analysis is obtained by clustering the PF can-
didates with the anti-k7 algorithm using a distance parameter R = 0.8 and therefore,
this collection is referred as "Ak8 jets". The choice of the distance parameter is such to
allow containment of the full Higgs and top decay products for a certain p threshold.
In addition, those jets have undergone charged hadron subtraction (CHS) as discussed
in section 3.4.4, in order to suppress pile up. The “modified mass drop tagger” algo-
rithm, also known as the “soft drop” (SD) algorithm (see section 10.3.2), with angular
exponent § = 0, soft cutoff threshold z.,; < 0.1, and characteristic radius R, = 0.8, is
applied to remove soft and wide-angle radiation from the jet. In the default configura-
tion, the SD algorithm identifies two hard subjets with distance parameter R = 0.4 in-
side the Ak8 jet. By exploiting the kinematics of these two subjets, the 4-momentum of
the AkS8 jet is calculated. A minimum transverse momentum of 200 GeV and |n| < 2.4
is required for all the large-R jets. They should also satisfy the tight PF jet identification
criteria [108]. In addition, the jet energy scale and resolution corrections derived for
CHS jets clustered with R = 0.4 are applied on the subjets. The soft drop mass, com-
puted as the invariant mass of the two subjets, is required to be greater than 50 GeV.
To avoid misidentifying leptons as jets, any large-R jets overlapping with an electron
or muon with AR(AkS8jet, /) < 0.4 are not considered in this analysis. In addition, the
CSVv2 tagging algorithm is used to identify b-subjets. More specifically, the full distri-
bution of the CSVv2 discriminator of the two subjets is used as an input variable to the
training.

Small-Radius jets

An additional jet collection is reconstructed from clustering PF candidates using the
anti-k; algorithm with distance parameter R = 0.4 refereed as "Ak4 jets". Charged PF
candidates associated with pileup vertices are removed from the jet constituents using
the charged hadron subtraction algorithm. In addition, jet energy scale and resolu-
tion are corrected to match the one from data. The Ak4 jets are required to have a
pr > 30 GeV and |n| < 2.4 and satisfy the tight PF jet identification criteria [108].
To avoid misidentifying leptons as jets, Ak4 jets overlapping with an electron or muon
with AR(AR(Ak4jet, ) < 0.4 are discarded. In addition there is a probability that a
candidate to be reconstructed both as a Ak8 and Ak4 jet. Therefore, those two distri-
butions are cross cleaned by requiring the A R(Ak&jet, Ak4jet) > 0.8. As in AkS8 jets,
the CSVv2 discriminator is used to identify b Ak4 jets. The medium working point was
used which corresponds to an efficiency of around 63% to tag jets with pp > 20 GeV
originating from b quarks, (12%) for jets originating from c quarks, and approximately
1% misidentification probability for jets from light-flavour quarks or gluons.
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9.6 Baseline selection

After preselections on the reconstructed objects, certain requirements are applied to
further separate boosted Higgs and top candidates from the QCD multijet background.
The events are selected if they contain at least one Ak8 jet and pass the analysis trigger,
discussed in section 9.4.2. To ensure a fully efficient trigger, the S of the event is
required to be greater than 900 GeV. In addition, since the the minimum transverse
momentum of 300 GeV is required for the decay products of a Higgs boson to be fully
contained within an R = 0.8 jet, this momentum threshold is applied to the leading
jet. As discussed earlier in this section we veto on reconstructed leptons. The above
baseline requirements are summarized on table 9.5.

Observable Requirement
Niets >0
Nleptons =0
prerdineTiet 5 300 GeV
mists > 50 GeV
Sy > 900 GeV

Table 9.5: Baseline selection requirements.



Chapter 10

Identification of Highly Lorentz-Boosted
Hadronically Decaying Higgs and Top
candidates

10.1 Introduction

The efficient identification ("tagging") of highly Lorentz-boosted hadronically decaying
massive particles such as top quarks and W, Z and Higgs bosons have become necessary
at the LHC, since it provides useful handles for both searches for new physics and
probes of the SM in the high-momentum regime. In addition, as luminosity leveling will
be used extensively in HL-LHC, one should be able to fully exploit the high-momentum
phase space.

At the LHC, jets are ubiquitously produced, as a result from the hadronisation of
quarks. The vast majority of the jets comes from a single guark or gluon, and there-
fore are not particularly interesting for physics analysis. However, a high-momentum
electroweak scale particle, such as the top quark and the W, Z, and Higgs boson, with
a subsequent hadronic decay, results in a triplet or pair of highly collimated quarks,
which then can lead to a single large-radius jet, instead of several well-separated jets
that correspond to each individual quark. The large-radius jets that initiated by highly
Lorentz-boosted hadronically decaying massive particles serve several characteristics.
Therefore, they can be distinguished from the ubiquitous jets initiated by a single quark
or gluon. This is succeeded by studying the internal structure, or "substructure", of the
jets.

There is a high interest for the study of jet substructure, both from theoretical
and experimental point of view. In collider physics, jet substructure techniques are
now commonly used in searches for new heavy particles that subsequently decay to
highly boosted top quarks or W, Z and Higgs bosons [109, 110] and to SM processes
[111, 112] in the high-momentum regime. On the theoretical side, there is a variety of
new substructure observables and techniques developed to address the need of better
discrimination power and robustness of the jet substructure-based tagging algorithms.
Those techniques are motivated by the need of deeper understanding of Quantum Chro-
modynamics (QCD) that could shed light on strong interaction. In addition, advance
machine learning techniques have brought further progress and deeper insights into jet
substructure. In this chapter, the jet substructure techniques used by CMS are presented

119
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and the machine learning techniques used in this analysis are discussed.

10.2 Jet Substructure

To identify boosted massive particles, Ak8 jets, introduced in section 3.4.4 are used.
The Ak8 jets come form the clustering of PF candidates using the anti-k; algorithm
with a distance parameter R = 0.8. In analyses looking for highly energetic particles,
the opening angle between the decay products of a Lorentz boosted particle becomes
so small that the highly boosted particle appears as a single large jet instead of two
well-separated smaller jets. The distance between the two quarks [113], in the case of
a hadronic decay, depends on the mass (m) of the particle and its py as

AR~ 20 (10.1)

pr

From the above relation, it is clear that for jets clustered with R = 0.8, they can
contain all decay products from W and Z bosons with p; > 200 GeV, Higgs boson with
pr > 300 GeV and top quarks with p; > 400 GeV.

A sketch of the two different situations is shown in figure 10.1. If the W, Z, Higgs
boson and top quark pr is well below the aforementioned momentum thresholds, their
decay products are two well-defined jets (right). However, once their transverse mo-
menta is approximately as the given threshold, both the quarks are completely con-
tained within a single jet (left), referred to as a boosted W, Z, Higgs or top jet respec-
tively.

m—

Boost to
rest frame

m—

t jet

W/Z/H jet

Figure 10.1: Sketch showing two different scenarios. In the left part, the p; of each
candidate is enough to be reconstructed as a boosted jet, whereas, in the right part
the pp is lower than the boosted py threshold, resulting into separately reconstructed
decaying products.

At leading order in the perturbation theory, the quark and gluon jets should have a
mass closer to zero, while the mass of the signal jets should be much higher, close to the
intrinsic mass of the top quark or the W, Z or Higgs boson. Therefore, it is clear that the
jet mass would in principle be a good discriminant to distinguish jets from hadronically
decaying boosted particles from those of quarks or gluons produced by QCD. At very
high transverse momenta, however, the width and therefore the mass of QCD jets, may
become equally large. In addition, diffuse radiation caused by the underlying event and
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pileup, give rise to a significant number of additional particles in the event contributing
to the total jet mass. Therefore, being able to accurately and efficiently separate highly
boosted QCD jets from highly boosted particles requires other methods. In order to
remove the underlying event and pileup, algorithms like PUPPI or CSH introduced in
section 3.4.4, can be used. In order to improve the mass resolution further, dedicated
grooming algorithms must be applied.

10.3 Jet Grooming

Jet grooming is an additional ‘post-processing’ treatment of large radius jets in order to
remove unwanted soft radiation and to allow the underlying hard substructure associ-
ated with a two-prong (e.g. Higgs boson) or three-prong (e.g. top quark) decay to be
identified more efficiently. In CMS, the grooming methods considered are: trimming,
pruning, modified mass drop tagger and soft drop [114]. They all involve the identifi-
cation of subjets within an original jet, and share the characteristic that they attempt to
remove subjets carrying less than some (small) fraction of the original jet's momentum.

10.3.1 Trimming and Pruning

The trimming algorithm [115] is a grooming algorithm mostly used at trigger level in
CMS. The first step of the algorithm is to recluster a large anti-k; or C/A jet, in order
to create subjets of some size. It then proceeds to check whether each subjet has a
momentum fraction above a certain threshold,

pT,i/pT,jet > PT frac (102)

The procedure continues as follows, if the subjet fails this requirement, it is removed.
The remaining subjets are then assembled into a new “trimmed” jet.

In addition to removing soft particles, the pruning algorithm has an additional re-
quirement on the distance between any recombination that is at wide angle. In partic-
ular, it proceeds by reclustering the jet with the C/A algorithm, requiring at each step
that
27 it

n S .

Z’ij = > Zeut and ARZ,] < Dcut =
pr.p pr

where m ; and py are the mass and transverse momentum of the originally-clustered
jet, and z.,; and r,, are parameters of the algorithm. If these two requirements are not
satisfied, 7 and j are not merged and instead the softer of the two clusters is removed.
The z;; requirement ensures that soft particles are discarded, and the AR requirement
ensures that wide-angle particles are discarded. The resulting jet is referred to as the
“pruned” jet.

10.3.2 Modified Mass Drop Tagger and Soft Drop

Like any grooming method, the soft drop tagger removes wide-angle soft radiation
from a jet in order to mitigate the effects of contamination from initial state radiation
(ISR), underlying event, and pileup. The mass drop tagger (MDT) [116] is based on
the assumption that a highly boosted jet is formed by two quark subjets and therefore,
the mass of each subjet is much smaller than their combined mass. On the contrary, a
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QCD jet is formed by continuous soft radiation, meaning that its heaviest subjet is close
to the mass of the jet itself. The MDT tagger therefore, starts from a jet j clustered with
the C/A algorithm and then declusters it again, defining the subjets s1 and s2, where
mg > Mmgy. If a significant mass drop occurred during declustering, m; < um;, where
p is the mass soft drop parameter [117] and m; is the mass of the jet j, and the splitting
is not too asymmetric, mz’n(p%sl,p%sz)AR(sl, sQ)/m? > y.u, then the jet j is selected
as the tagged jet. Otherwise j is set equal to s; and the procedure starts over. The
modified mass drop tagger (mMDT) [118] is a modification of MDT where the subjet
with the largest transverse mass, m? + pQT, instead of bare mass, m, is followed. The
benefit of that decision is that in cases where the mass drop and asymmetry conditions
are not satisfied, the more energetic rather than the heavier branch is followed. In
addition, the mMDT algorithm by default uses z.,, criteria, as for pruning, rather than
Yeur Criteria. The modified mass drop condition is generalized through the soft drop
declustering method [119], simply called Soft Drop, which allows for different types of
angular requirements to enter the condition. The Soft Drop condition is the following,

min(pr1,pr2) ; AR,

cu (10.9)
pr1+Pre " Ry

where the asymmetry condition now is defined directly through the transverse mo-
mentum fractions of the subjets, rather than through a k; distance to the jet mass.
If the splitting is not too asymmetric, the condition is met and the full jet is consid-
ered the softdrop jet. Otherwise only the highest-pT subjet is kept and the decluster-
ing continues. If the jet can not be declustered any further, it can either be removed
from consideration, so-called “tagging”-mode, or deemed the final soft-dropped jet,
“grooming”’-mode. The values used in CMS are 2., = 0.1 and 5 = 0, providing the
best signal/background discrimination while maintaining an excellent signal mass res-
olution. In figure 10.2 the soft drop mass is showed for boosted jets that are matched
at parton level with a Higgs (orange) and a top (purple) parton. The transverse mo-
mentum of each reconstructed jet is such as all the decay products to be merged in a
large radius jet. Those distributions are compared with the Mgy distribution of QCD
jets. It is clear that for distinguishing Higgs candidates from QCD jets, only the Mg, is
not sufficient. Therefore, for the purpose of the analysis described in this thesis, meth-
ods that exploit machine learning techniques were developed. Those are described in
section 10.5.

10.4 N-subjettiness

To further separate signal from background jets, the energy distribution inside the jet is
taken into account. For a boosted massive particle, the partons from the decay typically
all carry a sizeable fraction of the initial particle’s momentum. Therefore, the resulting
jet tends to have multiple hard cores (“prongs”). In contrast, quark and gluon jets,
which are dominated by the radiation of soft gluons, typically have only one hard core
in each jet. This is illustrated in figure 10.3 showing the decay jets of a Higgs boson, a
top quark and a QCD jet.

This characteristic is quantified through the N-subjettiness variable, 7, defined as

1 .
™ = CTO Zkamzn(ARLk, ARQJC, ey ARN,k)» (10.5)
k
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Figure 10.2: Mg, distribution for a Higgs (orange) a top (purple) reconstructed jet that
is matched with a Higgs and top parton respectively. Those distributions are compared
with the Mg distribution of QCD jets.

Figure 10.3: A jet stemming from the decay of a Higgs boson will usually have two well-
separated high-p, subjets and a jet stemming from the decay of a top quark will have
three well-separated high-p, subjets, while a jet with a single-prong origin consists of
one hard core inside the jet.

where £ runs over all the jet constituents, pr , is the constituent transverse momen-
tum, and AR, ;, is the distance between the constituent and candidate subjet axes. The
quantity d,, is a normalization constant defined as:

dp = ZpT,kROa (10.6)
k

where R, corresponds to the cone size of the initial jet. The “subjets” are found
by performing the exclusive k; algorithm on the jet constituents before the application
of any grooming techniques. With this definition, jets with 7,y = 0 have most of their
constituents aligned along the subjet axes. However, if 7,y > 0, a large fraction of the
energy is radiated away from the subjet directions and the jet is more likely to have
more than N subjets. Better discrimination power can be achieved by the ratio of dif-
ferent 7, variables [120]. This is due to the fact that, while signal jets are expected to
have a large 7, quark/gluon can similarly have large 7, because of the diffuse radia-
tion present. On the contrary, QCD jets with a large ; tend to have an equally large 75,
while signal jets do not. Therefore, the ratio 7,/7; can be used to discriminate the two
prong W,Z and Higgs jets from QCD jets, while the ratio 73/7; can be used for tagging
the 3-prong top quark jets.
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10.5 Machine Learning

Over the last few decades the use of Machine Learning (ML) methods gained popu-
larity due to recent technology developments and increased computational power. In
High—Energy Physics (HEP) in particular, those methods are widely used as they can
provide a powerful tool for physics analysis. The most fundamental idea behind ML
is the concept of training an algorithm on a preferably large data-set from which it
can learn the desired patterns. The training process can either be supervised, meaning
that the example training dataset comes with a set of true labels or outputs which are
known a priori. This is the most common type of ML algorithms. However, there are
also unsupervised learning techniques in which the algorithm does not have access to
the true desired outcome during its training phase. Moreover, there is a third cate-
gory called reinforced learning in which the algorithm does not have access to the true
desired output, but instead its predicted outcome is either penalized or rewarded af-
ter which is can update its predictions for a next training iteration. The three main
approaches and some of their applications are illustrated in figure 10.4.
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Figure 10.4: Three main approaches in machine learning and examples of the corre-
sponding applications.

In order to make accurate predictions on unseen examples over a large range of
the considered phase space, ML algorithms rely heavily on the availability of very large
training datasets. The production of large—scale simulations with truth-level informa-
tion, for HEP analyses provides the perfect environment to train very complex algo-
rithms. Additionally, the training of complex algorithms with thousands or millions of
internal parameters on a set of millions of training data requires efficient and fast com-
puting resources. This issue is addressed by the development of Graphics Processing
Units (GPU) that allow powerful and resourceful algorithms to be trained at reasonable
time scale.
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10.5.1 Boosted decision trees (BDTs)

The boosted decision trees are a special application of the principle of gradient boosting.
A boosting algorithm uses many weak-base-classifiers to construct a strong classifier
while avoiding over-training. However, instead of training many weak learners at the
same time, boosting is an iterative procedure. The first step of the algorithm consists by
training the first base—classifier which yields a certain accuracy of the classification per-
formance. Thereafter, a weight is assigned to the account on its accuracy. In addition,
the training events are also reweighted by assigning higher weights to misclassified
events. This is done to ensure that the misclassified events become more important
in the training of the next base—classifier. The algorithm proceeds iteratively, updating
the event-weights such that the events which are hardest to classify correctly are given
a higher and higher importance throughout the training. The first iterations are able
to detect the rough features that separate signal from background, whereas the last
iterations should focus on more delicate differences between the features of the differ-
ent categories. The final ensemble output is a weighed average of the outputs of each
base—classifier, with the weights determined by the accuracy of each individual weak
learner. Within the context of ML, jet tagging is an ideal task for classification algo-
rithms. For instance, it is very common in particle physics to train BDTs to distinguish
between signal and background events as it provides an observable with excellent dis-
criminating power. Therefore, for the analysis presented in this thesis three dedicated
BDTs were trained. This will be discussed in detail in the next section.

10.6 BDT-Based Higgs Boson and Top Quark Tag-
ging Algorithms

To distinguish jets coming from Higgs and top decays from QCD jets, all the techniques
described in this chapter were exploited in order to improve the performance for iden-
tifying boosted candidates with high purity. Therefore, three independent boosted de-
cision tress were trained. All of them used jet-level observables as input variables with
sufficient discriminating power between signal and background. Since the analysis
strategy is to perform a max-likelihood fit on the groomed soft drop mass (Mgsp), any
potential correlation with the training variables must be avoided. In case of strong
correlation the undesired effect of making the QCD background more peak-like rather
than smoothly falling, is consequently making QCD more difficult to distinguish from
the signal. Therefore, the Mg, although it provides excellent discrimination, is not
used in the training. The same holds for the transverse momentum of the boosted jets,
since kinematically, it has strong correlation with the groomed mass. The variables that
finally used in the training are summarized below:

”N-subjettiness” 1;,75,73: these variables show an estimate of the energy dis-
tribution inside the jet. The number of each variable reflects the number of
hard radiation centers. Therefore, it provides strong discrimination between two-
prong (Higgs), three-prong (Top) and one-prong (QCD) jets. The "N-subjettiness”
T1,T9,T3 are shown in figure 10.5 where distributions from different jets matched
at parton level are compared.

mass of the leading and subleading subjet: Signal and background jets show
differences in the kinematics of the subjets, and thus they can be exploited to
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provide extra information to the training. A very discriminating variable of that
kind is the mass of the leading and subleading subjet. For instance, when the top
jet has a pp high enough to merge all its decay products in one fat-jet, then a peak
on around the mass of the W is expected in the subjet mass distribution. This is
not the case for a QCD or a Higgs jet, where a smoothing falling distribution is
expected. This is illustrated in the upper pad is figure 10.6 where diiferent jet’s
leading and subheading mass distributions are compared.

Heavy flavor tagging discriminant: The identification of top quarks and Higgs
bosons can benefit greatly from tagging the b quark resulting from their decays.
In addition, the distribution of the algorithm used for b-tagging is a powerful
variable. This is illustrated in the lower part of figure 10.6. Therefore, the full
distribution of the CSVv2 b-tagging discriminant of the subjets is used as an input
to the BDTs.

0.18
0.16
0.14
0.12

0.1
0.08
0.06
0.04
0.02

BEERERD
e ol e
01 02 03 04 05 06 07 08 09 1 1 02 03 04 05 06 07 08 09 1
jetTaul jetTau2

=)

0.5 i #5524 Top jetwith P, >300 Gev —]|
o —— QCD ets with P >300 GeV

0.4F

03[ [

0.2 it

o

AEAPSIRSE L L L L L L
00 01 02 03 04 05 06 07 08 09

jetTau3

[N

Figure 10.5: 7,7m,,73, variables for a parton level matched Higgs (orange), a top (pur-
ple) and a QCD jet (blue). For all distributions the transverse momentum of the jet is
greater than 300 GeV.

The top quark and Higgs boson tagging BDTs are trained with simulated jets using
the Toolkit for Multivariate Data Analysis (TMVA)[121]. Events that pass the analysis
trigger with pr > 300 GeV are selected. In addition, to have a pure hadronic sample, a
lepton veto is applied. For the top quark tagging BDT, the signal jets are those matched
to top quarks at parton level, whereas, for the Higgs quark tagging BDT, the signal jets
are those matched to the Higgs boson parton. The matching requires that a signal Ak8
jet is close to a top quark or a Higgs boson parton, with AR(jet, parton) < 0.3. In
addition to the other selection cuts, we exclude events with S < 900 GeV, where the
trigger is not fully efficient. Monte Carlo ttH and tt simulated samples were used to
construct signal samples for Higgs tagging BDT and top tagging BDT respectively. In
order to have enough statistics for the QCD background sample we did not consider
the unmatched jets from the previous samples as background jets. Instead, QCD simu-
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Figure 10.6: The mass (upper pad) and the CSVv2 (bottom pad) distribution of the
leading (left) and the subleading (right) for a matched at parton level Higgs (orange),
top (purple) and a QCD jet (blue). For all distributions the transverse momentum of
the jet is greater than 300 GeV.

lated samples were used, where background jets are those that pass the basic selection
criteria.

The two signal samples are trained independently against the same QCD back-
ground sample, resulting in two BDT discriminants. Those BDTs are composed of 500
trees and trained with the Gradient Boost method with shrinkage parameter equal to
0.1. The BDT response of the two training is shown in the upper part of figure 10.7.
The training and test samples for signal and background are also illustrated. For both
BDTs no overtraining is observed. In addition to the two BDTs trained to identify
boosted Higgs and Top candidates, a third BDT with the same parameters is trained to
distinguish between the two. The response of the training is shown in the lower pad of
figure 10.7. The option of multitraining, i.e, training simultaneously for all signal and
background to derive one discriminant, was also considered. However, the combination
of three BDTs along with other selection cuts, outperforms. This way, by performing
optimized cuts on the three BDT discriminants combining with selection requirements,
we are able to identify boosted Higgs jets and therefore to reconstruct the Mg, of the
Higgs candidate, where the max likelihood fit is going to be performed.

10.7 Higgs Boson and Top quark reconstruction

In analyses performed so far that include a Higgs boson decaying to a pair of quarks,
the Higgs boson is reconstructed with the "resolved" approach, meaning that the two
well separated Ak4 jets from its decays are used for its reconstruction. However, this
analysis used a novel approach that considers mainly Lorentz-boosted jets and there-
fore, the Higgs boson is reconstructed with a single, large-R jet (“boosted jet”). The
exploitation of the boosted regime, provides several advantages compared to the tradi-
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Figure 10.7: BDT response of the three BDTs, taken from the TMVA GUI In all re-
sponses the signal and background test and training samples are shown. No overtrain-
ing is observed. The upper left plots illustrates the HvsQ BDT, and the upper right the
TvsQ. In the bottom pad the HvsT is shown.

tional searches. Firstly, the boosted regime has better signal purity, though at the cost
of a significantly lower signal acceptance. However, the signal acceptance is going to
be improved during HL-LHC where luminosity levelling will favour analysis performed
in the high momentum regime. In addition, both quarks from the Higgs boson decay
can be captured in one jet, which allows for better exploitation of the correlation be-
tween the two quarks, and helps to avoid combinatorial backgrounds that can arise in
the resolved-jet approach. The same arguments holds when considering boosted top
quark candidates. In this analysis the identification of boosted top candidates is done
for the purpose of classification the events into several categories based on the number
of Ak8 jets. In this section, the identification and reconstruction of boosted top and
Higgs candidates, as well as, the performance and validation of the taggers are going
to be discussed.

10.7.1 Tagging strategy for Boosted Higgs and Top Candi-
dates

One of the biggest challenges for this analysis is to efficiently reconstruct and identify
the boosted Higgs bosons and top quarks, while rejecting background jets arising from
multijet production. For this purpose, three BTDs based on substructure observables
were trained as described in section 10.6. The output of these BDTs provides three in-
dividual scores that separate boosted Higgs jets form QCD jets (HvsQ), boosted top jets
from QCD jets (TvsQ) and boosted Higgs jets from boosted top jets (HvsT). Although,
the individual trainings provide a good discrimination between signal and background,



10.7. HIGGS BOSON AND TOP QUARK RECONSTRUCTION 129

further requirements are necessary in order to identify boosted objects with high purity.

In this analysis the Higgs candidate is always reconstructed as a boosted jet with a
distance parameter of R = 0.8. Therefore, the tagging strategy begins with identifying
the boosted Higgs boson. An AkS8 jet that pass the baseline selection is considered a
boosted Higgs candidate if it has the highest sum of the HvsQ and HvsT scores. In
addition, to further suppress the background, the score of HvsQ should be greater than
0.8 and HvsT is required to be greater than 0.1. In order to capture all the decay
products of the Higgs boson inside the R = 0.8 radius jet, the transverse momentum of
the candidate is required to be greater than 300 GeV. In addition, the mass soft drop
of the Higgs candidate should be greater than 70 GeV.

After identifying the Higgs boson candidate, we try to identify one or two boosted
top quarks. The boosted top quark candidate would be the Ak8 jet with the highest
TvsQ score. To further suppress the background from multijet events the TvsQ score
must be greater than 0.5. Moreover, the mass soft drop is required to be inside the top
mass window (130 < Mgp < 220 GeV). As in the boosted Higgs tagging the transverse
momentum of the boosted top candidate is required to be greater than 300 GeV. The
selection requirements for identifying boosted Higgs boson and top quark candidates
are summarized in table 10.1.

Boosted Higgs Candidate Boosted Top Candidate

jet with the highest HvsQ + HvsT | jet with the highest Tvs(Q score

HvsQ > 0.8 and HvsT > 0.1 TvsQ > 0.5
KU > 300 GeV )t > 300 GeV
miSt > 70 GeV 130 < mk}p, < 220 GeV

Table 10.1: Boosted Higgs and Top tagging requirements.

Figure 10.8 shows the composition of the reconstructed Higgs candidate (left) and
top candidate (right). The reconstructed Higgs candidate which is matched with a
Higgs parton with minimum AR(jet, parton) < 0.3 (light green distribution) corre-
spond to 56% of the overall reconstructed Higgs candidates. In addition, there is a
certain amount of reconstructed Higgs candidates that are matched with a top parton
(purple distribution) and a small fraction of reconstructed Higgs candidates that are not
matched with either a Higgs or a top parton. Moreover, the purity of top reconstructed
candidates is 88%, while there is a small fraction of reconstructed tops that are matched
with a Higgs parton and an even smaller fraction that remains unmatched. In addition
to the purity, the efficiency of identifying matched Higgs bosons and top quarks as a
function of the parton p; are shown in figure 10.9.

10.7.2 Validation of BDT-taggers in data

The validity of a BDT is typically tested by comparing predicted distributions obtained
for simulated and measured data events. A source for potential discrepancies emerges
from differences in the modeling of utilized input variables. The selection of well
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Figure 10.8: Composition of the reconstructed Higgs (left), top (right) candidates taken
from simulation. All candidates are matched to a Higgs or top parton with minimum
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Figure 10.9: efficiency of identifying matched Higgs bosons (left) and top quarks
(right) as a function of the parton p;. The reconstructed candidates have a pr > 300
GeV.

modeled variables is often based on comparisons of distributions between data and
simulation. In order to check the robustness of the three BDT tagging algorithms, their
output distributions as well as, the variables used in the training are validated in data
using a sample enriched in tt events. The tt validation sample and the analysis signal
sample consists of mutually excluded events, and therefore it is unbiased. A region
enriched in hadronically decaying tt events was constructed by requiring events that
pass the basic selection and consists of two Ak8 jets with p; > 300 GeV and Mgp > 70
GeV. In addition, both Ak8 jets have at least one b tagged subjet. To further suppress
the QCD background a tighter cut on the TvsQ > 0.7 was applied. In order to be
orthogonal to the signal region and also to enhance hadronically decaying tt events,
the HvsT cut is inverted. The selection requirements are summarized in table 10.2.
The simulated distributions on the variables used in the training is compared to the
one of the data. The comparisons of the N-subjettiness 7;, 7, and 73 are shown in
figure 10.10. The rest of the variables used in the training that concern the two subjets
are illustrated in figure 10.11. In addition, the three BDT distributions are compared
with the data, as showed in figure 10.12. The expected yield of the simulated tt events
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is corrected by a factor derived in section 11.4, to account on simulation mismodelling.
Overall, the shapes in data are compatible with the expectation from simulation within
uncertainties.

Observable Requirement

Niets >1
Nleptons =0
Nbjeading subJet >0
Nbgypleading subJet >0

prrneTIe > 300 GeV

mis > 70 GeV
TvsQ > 0.7
HvsT < 0.1

Table 10.2: selection requirements for tt enriched validation region

=, 1600F - o) [ B
£ F 3 ¢ 2016 data £ 3000: 3 ¢ 2016 data
© 1400 & —| —ttHTobb © C . J — ttHTobb
@© = o 1 wzme Q2500 - wzre
0 1200 v ] B TT with Mttcu [Te} E — - BT with Mtteu
™ C J 7 Qco ™ 2000: o 3~ Qco
~ r 1 WJetsToQQ ~ = —  WletsToQQ
§ 4] 1000: + i 4 masingle top 1] E o 1 msingle top
S 800L he + 3 Diboson S £ —— - I Diboson
4 e T zoets S 1500 1 zoets
O ok B + e w = ]
E B L k| 1000 L. 3
400; o l E r ]
200 ° 1 = 5001 - E
C £ . 7 C 7
S NI e .. -
ots T T T T T T T T Qs T T T T I =T T T
aees ek | e T |
2 I I i I I Rl I i | | LI Y | I I I I I i I I
0O 0102 03 04 05 06 07 08 09 1 0 0.05 0.1 0.15 0.2 0.25 0.3 0.35 0.4 0.45 0.5
jetTaul jetTau2
e o |
L2 6000 1 + 2016 data
© £ e ] —ttHTobb
[¢e] . tZToQQ
[Te) 5000 r - BT with Mitcu
(3] E 4 QCcp
% 4000F = - wieisTooQ
=2 n | W single top
S £ 4 biboson
S 3000 + — mzgets
w = ]
2000}~ 7
1000~ ] E
C | 7
G L 1 L . PV L L L L L .|
S bl T T an T T T T T 1
- et e *
<01 I I I A= I I I I
0 0.05 0.1 0.15 0.2 0.25 0.3 0.35 0.4 0.45 0.5

jetTau3

Figure 10.10: N-subjettiness variables 7|, 7, and 73 in the tt enriched region. The
simulated distributions are compared with the one from the data. The lower pad shows
the data to simulation ratio.
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(right) and the subleading (left) jet in the tt enriched region. The simulated distri-
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Figure 10.12: The distributions of the BDTs trained for tagging boosted Higgs and top
candidates. The HvsQ is illustrated on the upper right, the HvsT in the upper left and
the TvsQ on the bottom part. The simulated distributions are compared with the one
from the data. The lower pad shows the data to simulation ratio.

10.7.3 Comparison of data and simulation

This analysis is blinded in a jetMassSoftDrop (mgp) window that is close to the mass
of the Higgs Candidate for all the signal categories. Therefore, all the selection cuts are
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optimized in simulation, while no decisions are made by "looking" at the data. However,
in order to ensure the robustness of the BDTs, as well as, there are no big discrepancies
between data and simulation, simulated distributions of interest are compared with
the corresponding ones from the data. In particular, the BDT distributions and the
variables used in the training are compared for events that pass the baseline section
described in table 9.5 and also have one Ak8 jet reconstructed as the Higgs candidate.
Figure 10.13 shows the shapes of the three simulated BDTs distributions. The shaded
grey distribution corresponds to the total simulated background which is compared
to the distribution of the data. Overall, the agreement between data and simulation
is reasonable. For comparison, the BDT discriminants of simulated ttH events are
also illustrated on the same figures. It is clear, that the BDTs are able to discriminate
potential signal events.
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Figure 10.13: Comparison of HvsQ (upper left), TvsQ (upper right), HvsT (bottom)
simulated distributions with the data. The distributions are normalized so that the
total integral is equal to one and thus, the small discrepancies are due to differences
in the shape. On the lower pad, the ratio between data and simulation is shown. For
comparison purposes, the BDT distribution of the simulated signal sample is illustrated
(red line) in the same plot.

In addition, the N-subjettiness variables 7, 7 and 73, (figure 10.14), and the mass
and CSVv2 distributions of the leading and subleading jets, (figure 10.15), are com-
pared for data and simulation. Moreover, two simulated ttH signals, one for a Higgs
boson decaying into a pair of quarks and one that considers all the other decays, are
illustrated on the same plots. All the simulated distributions are scaled by their cor-
responding cross section. The QCD multijet background has been estimated from MC
simulation, but due to its large cross section uncertainty, it is scaled to fill the gap in
yield between other simulated backgrounds and the data. This factor is between 0.9
and 1.1. In general there is a good agreement between data and simulation.

After validating the BDTs both in the signal region and in the orthogonal region
enriched in tt events, then it is important to check the consistency between data and
simulation of the reconstructed Mgy distribution of the Higgs candidate. The check
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Figure 10.14: The N-subjettiness variables 7;, 7 and 73 for data and simulation. Each
background contribution is illustrated with a different color and is compared with the
data (black dots). On the lower pad, the ratio of data and simulation is shown. For
comparison, two simulated ttH signals, one for a Higgs boson decaying into a pair of
quarks and one that considers all the other decays, are illustrated on the same plots.
The simulated backgrounds are first scaled to the luminosity of the data, and then the
simulated QCD multijet background is rescaled to match the yield in data.

is performed before applying additional requirements to classify events in analysis cat-
egories. Therefore, we can evaluate the reconstructed Higgs candidate and spot any
discrepancies while remaining unblinded. The reconstructed Higgs candidate is shown
on the upper part of figure 10.16. In addition, the reconstructed top candidate is illus-
trated on the bottom part of figure 10.16. All in all, there is a good agreement between
data and simulation.
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Figure 10.15: The distributions of the CSVv2 discriminant and the mass of the lead-
ing (right) and the subleading (left) jet are compared for data and simulation. Each
background contribution is illustrated with a different color and is compared with the
data (black dots). On the lower pad, the ratio of data and simulation is shown. For
comparison, two simulated ttH signals, one for a Higgs boson decaying into a pair of
quarks and one that considers all the other decays, are illustrated on the same plots.
The simulated backgrounds are first scaled to the luminosity of the data, and then the
simulated QCD multijet background is rescaled to match the yield in data.
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Figure 10.16: Comparison between data and simulation of the reconstructed Higgs
(up) and top (down) candidates before entering in the analysis categories. Each back-
ground contribution is illustrated with a different color and is compared with the data
(black dots). On the lower pad, the ratio of data and simulation is shown. For compar-
ison, two simulated ttH signals, one for a Higgs boson decaying into a pair of quarks
and one that considers all the other decays, are illustrated on the same plots. The simu-
lated backgrounds are first scaled to the luminosity of the data, and then the simulated
QCD multijet background is rescaled to match the yield in data.



Chapter 11

Analysis methods

11.1 Event Categories

The definition of the analysis phase space is obtained by the selection procedure. As
described in section 9.6, events that do not pass the baseline selection are discarded. In
addition, a set of dedicated selection cuts discussed in section 10.7.1, are optimized in
order to reconstruct efficiently boosted Higgs and top candidates. A typical ttH signal
in the high-pr regime has a clear signature of a Lorentz-boosted Higgs boson with
transverse momentum greater than 300 GeV. Depending on the transverse momentum
of the top quark (py > 400 GeV), its decay products can be reconstructed in a large
radius jet and therefore an Ak8 jet has a probability to be tagged as top. However, even
though an event could have large Ak8 jet multiplicity, there is a probability the Ak8 jets
to fail the top candidate tagging requirements. Moreover, in cases when the transverse
momentum is below the given threshold, then the top quark decay products can be
reconstructed with the resolved approach. In this case, the events will include a large
number of Ak4 jets some of which will be b-tagged.

Therefore, to further enhance the analysis sensitivity, we split the phase space into
orthogonal categories based on the Ak8 multiplicity, that account on all the aforemen-
tioned cases. Events with a boosted Higgs candidate are selected and then, cases with
three, two or one AkS8 jets are considered. The categories are further divided by the
presence or not of top tagged AkS8 jets, the Ak4 jet multiplicity and the presence or
not of b tagged Ak4 jets, leaving in total nine mutual excluded categories. The nine
signal categories along with their requirements are summarized on figure 11.1 and are
described below.

categories with three AkS8 jets

— category 0: In this category one of the three AkS jets is tagged as the Higgs
candidate and at least one of the remaining two AKkS8 jets are tagged as a top
candidate. Since we expect all the products of the ttH decays to be merged
in each of the three Ak8 jets, events with no b-tagged resolved jets are se-
lected. However, to enhance the signal acceptance, only events with loose
b-tagged resolved jets are discarded. The loose working point corresponds to
an efficiency of tagging a real b-jet of 81% with misidentification probability
for jets from light-flavour quarks or gluons of 9%. The composition of the re-
constructed Higgs candidate of category O is illustrated in figure 11.2a. This
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category has the largest purity of reconstructed candidates which is almost
73%. The purity of the top candidate is illustrated in figure 11.3d which
reflects in a purity of 87%.

category 1: As mentioned before, there is a finite probability of a real high-
momentum top quark to fail to be reconstructed as a top candidate. There-
fore, this category consists of three Ak8 jets, one of which is tagged as the
Higgs boson and none of the other two is tagged as a top quark. The same
argument concerning resolved b-jet multiplicity holds here as well and so
events with loose b-tagged resolved jets are discarded. The purity of the
reconstructed Higgs candidate for category 1 is illustrated in figure 11.2b
where 51% of all the reconstructed Higgs candidates are matched with a
Higgs parton within AR < 0.3.

categories with two AKS jets

— category 2: This category includes events with two AKS8 jets, one tagged as

Higgs and the other tagged as top. The decay products of the other top
quark can be reconstructed with the resolved approach and thus, events
with at least two resolved jets, one of which is b-tagged, are considered.
The purity of the reconstructed Higgs candidate for category 2 is 53% and is
illustrated in figure 11.2c. The purity for tagging the top candidate is 88%
and is illustrated in figure 11.3e.

category 3: The only difference between category 2 and category 3 is that
in the latter, no medium b-tagged resolved jet is found. For the medium
working point, the CSVv2 probability of tagging a real b-tag jet is 62% and
therefore, there is a finite probability real b jets from low-momentum top
quark decays to fail to be tagged. The purity of the reconstructed Higgs
candidate for category 3 is 62% and is illustrated in figure 11.2d. The purity
for tagging the top candidate is 87% and is illustrated in figure 11.3f.

category 4: The only difference between category 2 and category 4, is that
in the latter, neither of the jets is tagged as a top. This can happen if the
second jet fails for instance the TvsQ cut. The purity of the reconstructed
Higgs candidate for category 4 is 52% and is illustrated in figure 11.2e.

category 5: Category 5 consists of events with two Ak8 jets, one of which
is tagged as the Higgs boson while the other one is not tagged as a top
candidate. In addition, no b-tagged resolved jet is found. The purity of
the reconstructed Higgs candidate for category 5 is 60% and is illustrated in
figure 11.2f.

categories with one AkS8 jet

— category 6: In this category the only AkS8 jet is tagged as a Higgs candidate.

The decay products of the two top quarks of the ttH signal are reconstructed
in the resolved regime and thus, events with at least 5 resolved jets, at least
two of which b-tagged, are selected. The purity of the reconstructed Higgs
candidate for category 6 is 38% and is illustrated in figure 11.3a. This cat-
egory has the lowest purity compared to the other categories. However,
combining with the rest signal categories contributes in the overall signal
sensitivity.
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— category 7: This category consists of events that have only one Ak8 jet tagged
as the Higgs candidate and at least 5 resolved jets. However, compared to
category 6, cases with exactly one b-tagged jets are considered. The purity
of the reconstructed Higgs candidate for category 7 is 51% and is illustrated
in figure 11.3b.

- category 8: This category consists of events that have only one Ak8 jet tagged
as the Higgs candidate and at least 5 resolved jets. However, compared to
category 6, cases with no b-tagged jets are considered. The purity of the
reconstructed Higgs candidate for category 8 is 57% and is illustrated in

figure 11.3c.
Categories | Nak8 | Higgs Top Nak4 | NAk4Bjets
Tagged | Tagged

0 v v - =0
1 3 v X - =0
2 v v >1 1

3 v v >1 0

| 2 v X >1 1

5 v X >1 0

6 v - >4 >2
7 1 v - >4 =1
8 v - >4 =0

Figure 11.1: Analysis categories. Events are selected if a boosted Higgs candidate is
identified and then are further divided into 9 mutual excluded categories based on Ak8
jet multiplicity. The categories are further divided by the presence or not of top tagged
boosted jets, the Ak4 jet multiplicity and the presence or not of b tagged Ak4 jets.
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Figure 11.2: Composition of the reconstructed Higgs candidates for categories with
three (a,b) and two (c,d,e,f) Ak8 jets. For all categories, the Higgs candidates are
matched to a Higgs parton with minimum AR(jet, parton) < 0.3. In addition, there
is a small probability of the reconstructed Higgs candidate to be matched with a top
parton and a smaller to remain unmatched.
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Figure 11.3: Composition of the reconstructed Higgs candidates for categories with
one (a,b,c) Ak8 jet. For all categories, the Higgs candidates are matched to a Higgs
parton with minimum AR(jet, parton) < 0.3. In addition, there is a small probability
of the reconstructed Higgs candidate to be matched with a top parton and a smaller to
remain unmatched. Composition of the reconstructed top candidate for categories that
require top tagging (d,e,f). For all categories, the top candidates are matched to a top
parton with minimum AR(jet, parton) < 0.3. In addition, there is a small probability
of the reconstructed top candidate to be matched with a Higgs parton and a smaller to
remain unmatched.

After the application of all selection cuts and classification of events in the analysis
categories, a certain number of generated events remain for further analysis. Those are
presented in the upper part of figure 11.4 which shows the expected yields for signal
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and background processes for each analysis category. The QCD multijet background
has been estimated from MC simulation, but due to its large cross section uncertainty,
it is scaled to fill the gap in yield between other simulated backgrounds and the data. In
the lower part of figure 11.4 the background composition is shown for each category.
It is clear that for all the categories the dominant background comes from multijet
processes. In addition, categories that require a top candidate such as category 1 have a
larger contribution from tt events compared to categories with zero tagged top quarks.
There is also a small contribution of subdominant backgrounds in all categories.
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Figure 11.4: In the upper part, the expected signal and background yields for all cate-
gories are shown. The simulated backgrounds are first scaled to the luminosity of the
data, and then the simulated QCD multijet background is rescaled to match the yield
in data. In the lower part, the background composition of each category is illustrated
for each category. The dominant background comes from mutijet processes. Categories
that require a top candidate have a larger contribution from tt events compared to the
ones who do not. There is also a small contribution of subdominant backgrounds in all
categories.

11.2 Comparison between data and simulation

To ensure a good understanding of the background processes contributing to the se-
lected events before entering in the analysis categories, the distributions of various
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quantities that are used to classify the events in the analysis categories have been com-
pared in data and simulation. More specifically, the agreement for the multiplicity of
Ak8 jets and Ak4 jets for events that pass the baseline selection and have a recon-
structed Higgs candidate is shown in the upper part of figure 11.5. In addition, the
number of b-tagged Ak4 jets under the condition that in the event there are at least five
resolved jets, is illustrated in the lower part of figure 11.5. This requirement holds for
categories with one Ak8 jet. The agreement between the data and simulation is good
and therefore the classification of events in the categories is well-modeled.
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Figure 11.5: Ak8 (left) and Ak4 (right) jet multiplicity for events that pass the baseline
selection. In addition, the number of b-tagged resolved jets (bottom) is shown under
the condition that in the event there are at least five resolved jets. The last bin includes
the overflow bin. On the lower pad, the ratio of data and simulation is shown. For
comparison, two simulated ttH signals, one for a Higgs boson decaying into a pair of
quarks and one that considers all the other decays, are illustrated on the same plots.
The simulated backgrounds are first scaled to the luminosity of the data, and then the
simulated QCD multijet background is rescaled to match the yield in data.

11.3 Estimation of the QCD background

As mentioned in section 9.2.2, the by far most dominant background consists of events
from QCD multijet production, as there is a finite probability that ordinary jets, from
single parton radiation, will mimic the topological substructure of a top or higgs decay-
ing jet. Modelling this background from simulation will introduce large uncertainties
due to the large uncertainties on the QCD cross sections. In addition, it is unfeasible
to calculate and generate simulated events at a scale that is needed. Therefore, it is
difficult to obtain reliable descriptions of the QCD background. In final states involving
many jets, data-driven methods are used to estimate the backgrounds to the processes
of interest. A data-driven method is any method that makes use of the data in the
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“background” dominated region to estimate background contribution in the “signal”
region, where interesting events are expected. For the QCD multijet background mod-
elling, two independent data-driven methods were developed. The first one is used to
model the QCD shape and is derived from a control region from the data. The second
method gives a prediction on the expected QCD yield for each category.

11.3.1 Estimation of the QCD shape

The dedicated BDTs trained for Higgs and Top tagging manage to suppress significantly
the contribution of the QCD background. The remaining QCD background is taken di-
rectly from the data using a control region which is orthogonal to the signal regions,
but with similar kinematic properties, and thus capable to describe the expected QCD
shape. The control region in the data is constructed by selecting 2 Ak8 jets with trans-
verse momentum greater than 300 GeV and Mgqp > 70 GeV. To ensure orthogonality
with the signal region the BDT scores are reversed. However, in order to be as signal-
like as possible lower limits are given to the BDTs. In particular, only events with
0.1 < HvsQ < 0.8 and 0.1 < TvsQ < 0.5 scores are selected. Those requirements
are summarized on table 11.1. The BDT side-bands were chosen in order to main-
tain enough statistics in the control region and on the same time to preserve similar
kinematic characteristics with the signal.

In the QCD control region no Ak8 jet is tagged as the Higgs candidate. Therefore,
the observable used to model the QCD shape is the mgp of the subleading jet. The
mgp of the subleading jet is compared for data and simulation as shown in figure 11.6.
It is clear that this region is enriched in multijets events, where the contribution from
other backgrounds is rather small. In the lower pad, the ratio for data and simulation
is shown.

In order to validate the method and to ensure that there is a good description of
the expected QCD shape in the signal region, a study was performed in simulation.
In particular, QCD simulated events were used to construct the control region and the
nine signal regions. Then, the shape of mgp, of the subleading jet of the control region
is compared with the shape of the mgp of the reconstructed Higgs candidate for QCD
events that end up in the signal region. The choice of the mgp of the subleading jet is
motivated by the fact that for categories that require a top tagged Ak8 jet, the Higgs
candidate most of the time corresponds to the second leading jet. In addition, the
second leading jet distribution describes well the rest of the categories. This is shown
in figure 11.7 for categories with two or more AKS8 jets and in figure 11.8 for categories
with only one Ak8 jet.

The consistency check in simulation is illustrated on the lower pad of each compar-
ison plot of figure 11.7 and 11.8 and the agreement is observed within the statistical
uncertainties. However, in order to correct the observed mismodelling, the ratio is fit-
ted with a linear function and a transfer factor is assigned to each analysis category.
The corrected QCD shape from the data is compared with the corresponding simulated
shape from the signal region in figure 11.9 for categories with two and three AkS8 jets
and figure 11.10 for categories with only one Ak8 jet. The corrected distributions show
a better closure and are used to estimate the QCD shape for each analysis categories.
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Observable Requirement
]Vjets =2
Nleptons =0
et > 300 GeV
misiet! > 50 GeV

HvsQjet0jet1 0-1 < HvsQ < 0.8

TVSQjetO,jetl 0.1< TVSQ < 0.5

HVSTjetO,jetl HvsT < 0.1

Table 11.1: Selection for QCD control region.
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Figure 11.6: Mgp distribution of the QCD control region for data and simulation.
Each background contribution is illustrated with a different color and is compared with
the data (black dots). On the lower pad, the ratio of data and simulation is shown.
The simulated backgrounds are first scaled to the luminosity of the data, and then the
simulated QCD multijet background is rescaled to match the yield in data.
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Figure 11.7: Closure test on the estimation of the QCD shape for categories with three
AKkS jets (catO, catl) and two AkS8 jet (cat2, cat3, cat4, cat5). For each category, QCD
simulated events were used to construct the distributions of mgp in the signal region
and in the control region. The distributions are normalized so that the total integral
is equal to one and thus, the small discrepancies are due to differences in the shape.
The ratio of the two distributions is fitted with a linear function and a transfer factor in
obtained for each category.
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Figure 11.8: Closure test on the estimation of the QCD shape for categories with one
Ak8 jet (cat6, cat7, cat8). For each category, QCD simulated events were used to
construct the distributions of mgp, in the signal region and in the control region. The
distributions are normalized so that the total integral is equal to one and thus, the small
discrepancies are due to differences in the shape. The ratio of the two distributions is
fitted with a linear function and a transfer factor in obtained for each category.
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Figure 11.9: The distribution of the corrected QCD shape is taken from the data (red
dots) for categories with three Ak8 jets (catO, catl) and two AKS8 jets (cat2, cat3, cat4,
cat5). The distributions are normalized so that the total integral is equal to one and
thus, the small discrepancies are due to differences in the shape. This distribution is
compared with the simulated distribution in the signal region. On the lower pad the
ratio of the two distributions is illustrated.
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Figure 11.10: The distribution of the corrected QCD shape is taken from the data (red
dots) for categories with only one Ak8 jet (cat2, cat3, cat4, cat5). This distribution is
compared with the simulated distribution in the signal region. The distributions are
normalized so that the total integral is equal to one and thus, the small discrepancies
are due to differences in the shape. On the lower pad the ratio of the two distributions
is illustrated.
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11.3.2 Estimation of the expected QCD yield

The method developed in the previous section provides an estimation only on the over-
all QCD shape. For many processes, calculations to next-to-leading order (NLO) in
strong interactions are accessible through modern Monte Carlo generators. However,
the NLO calculations introduce large uncertainties. In addition, as the number of final-
state hadronic jets increase, the accuracy becomes steadily worse. For the above rea-
sons, simulation is not able to provide an accurate prediction of the expected QCD
events. Instead, a commonly used data-driven method called "ABCD" method is used
to estimate the expected yield of the background. This method basically uses interpola-
tions from measurements performed on the signal side bands. Assuming that there are
two uncorrelated variables v1 and v2, then in the absence of any other information, the
minimal assumption is that the background would have a smooth distribution. There-
fore, the information from three regions can be used to approximate the background
in the fourth. As illustrated in figure 11.11, two selections are required that form part
of the definition of the signal region, region A, which can be inverted in order to define
three further regions, region B, C, and D. Then the expected number of events in the
signal region A is given by:

bkg bkg
N&7 - Np

(11.1)
N

Ny =

> 100 Region C : Region A (signal region)
% 5
80 - l Signal shape

I\II|IIII|IiII|\III}IIIIlHIIEIIHlIIII[II\IlI]]]

Figure 11.11: Illustration of an example of an ABCD method. Two uncorrelated vari-
ables vl and v2 are used and the scatter plot is divided in four regions. The three
regions are used to estimate the expected number of events in the signal region.

For the application of the ABCD method in high energy physics analysis, two main
points need to be taken into consideration. First and foremost, in order for the equa-
tion 11.1 to be valid, the two individual variables need to be uncorrelated. In addition,
the control regions need to be as pure as possible, meaning that contributions from
signal or other background processes need to be negligible.

This analysis has a complex phase space of multiple categories with different re-
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quirements and therefore, it is not feasible to derive individual predictions for each
category. Instead of performing the method in each category’s phase space, an ex-
tended phase space is used. More specifically, the extended phase space is divided
based on the Ak8 multiplicity but with less requirements compared to the analysis cat-
egories. Therefore, the expected number of QCD events is derived in events for three,
two and only one Ak8 jets.

Since no selection was made on the training samples based on the Ak4 jet multiplic-
ity, two variables that show minimum correlation are the Hvs(Q discriminant and the
multiplicity of Ak4 jets. In addition, the analysis categories require events with a certain
number of Ak4 jets with a specific HvsQ threshold (HvsQ > 0.8). Therefore, it is easy
to define an extended signal region and three control regions. A sketch of the regions
used for the ABCD method is shown in figure 11.12 for three cases of Ak8 multiplicity.
In each case the signal region is a subset of the region A, which is estimated from the
other three regions. Figure 11.13 shows the control and the extended signal regions in
simulated QCD events. More specifically, figure 11.13a shows the two discriminating
variables HvsQ and the number of b-tagged Ak4 jets (nAk4BJets) in the 2 dimensional
plane for categories with three Ak8 jets. The extended signal region consists of events
with HvsQ > 0.8 and zero b-tagged Ak4 jets. Reversing those cuts we construct the
three other regions. Figure 11.13b and figure 11.13c show the two dimensional dis-
tributions of HvsQ and the number of Ak4 jets (nAk4Jets). The side-bands used for
categories with two and one Ak8 jets show minimum correlation between the vari-
ables. By requiring the HvsQ > 0.8 and the nAk4Jets > 1 (nAk4Jets > 4) we get the
extended signal region for two (one) Ak8 jet categories.

QCD prediction in simulation- MC closure test

In order to validate the ABCD method and to ensure a robust prediction of the ex-
pected yield, a Monte-Carlo closure test is performed. The extended signal and control
regions were constructed from QCD simulated events as shown on figure 11.13 for
three (11.13a), two (11.13b) and one (11.13b) AkS8 jets. Then, the regions B, C and D
are used to predict the expected number of QCD events in the extended region A from
the relation 11.1. The prediction from simulation is illustrated on the third column of
table 11.2 and it is compared with the prediction form the ABCD method illustrated on
the second column. The uncertainties on the prediction from simulation includes the
statistical uncertainties. The number of events in regions B, C and D can be taken as
independent, and so the error of the ABCD prediction can be easily calculated using
linear error propagation. As shown from table 11.2 the predictions are within uncer-
tainties and therefore, the method shows good closure.

Naxsijets ABCD prediction MC prediction

3 Ak8 jets 17634 + 317 17466 £ 283

2 Ak8 jets 220331 42479 216853 £ 590

1 Ak8 jets 186976 £ 1375 187086 £ 958

Table 11.2: ABCD MC closure test. The errors of the predictions reflect the statistical
uncertainties.
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Figure 11.12: A sketch of the regions used for the ABCD method for events with three,
two and one Ak8 jet. The regions are divided by the Hvs(Q threshold and the number
of Ak4 jets. In case of three Ak8 jets a requirement of b-tagged Ak4 jets is made. The
side-bands in each category reflect to regions that show minimum correlation between
the variables.

QCD Prediction in the data

After performing a closure test on the ABCD method in simulation, the method is ap-
plied to the data. The control and the extended signal regions were constructed for
events that pass the baseline selection. Although the regions in data are enriched in
mutijet events, there is a finite probability events from tt decays to pass the selection
cuts of each category. There is also a minor contribution from the rest of the back-
ground processes. Therefore, since those background contributions are non-negligible,
they are subtracted from the data using simulated events. The procedure starts by
calculating the expected number of events for all the background processes in the con-
trol regions for each Ak8 multiplicity scenario. Then, the background contribution is
subtracted from the corresponding control region from the data. After the background
contributions are subtracted from regions B, C and D, then the expected number of
QCD events in the extended region is derived from relation 11.1. Table 11.3 shows the
predictions derived from applying the ABCD method on the data for the three extended
regions. Since we are not blinded in each of the extended regions, the actual number
of data on those regions are compared with the predictions. The errors presented on
table 11.3 are the statistical uncertainties. By comparing the two columns, we can
conclude that the method performed on the data is robust.
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Figure 11.13: ABCD method performed on simulated QCD events. The regions are
divided by the Hvs(Q threshold and the number of Ak4 jets. In case of three Ak8 jets a
requirement of b-tagged Ak4 jets is made. The side-bands in each category reflect to
regions that show minimum correlation between the variables.

Naygijets ABCD prediction  Extended Signal region

3 AKk8 jets 13580 + 151 13420 + 136
2 Ak8jets 171144 + 1224 171993 £ 249
1 AkS jets 157820 £ 597 157858 + 408

Table 11.3: ABCD method performed in the data. The errors of the predictions reflect
the statistical uncertainties.

11.3.3 Final estimation of the QCD background

Two independent data-driven methods for estimating the QCD background were de-
veloped and tested in simulation. The estimation of the QCD shape is derived for each
category. However, the ABCD method described on section 11.3.2 gives an estimation
on the expected QCD events in an extended phase space. In order to extrapolate from
the extended phase space to the analysis phase space, the fraction of events that are
classified in each category is needed. A schematic view of the extended and the analysis
phase space is illustrated on figure 11.14. As showed in section 11.2 the variables that
are used to classify the events in analysis categories, such as the Ak8 and Ak4 multiplic-
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ity and the number of btagged Ak4 jets under the condition that there are at least five
resolved jets in the event, show good agreement between data and simulation. Since
those variables are well-modeled, we can argue that the simulation gives an accurate
description of the fraction of events classified in each analysis category. Therefore, the
QCD vyield for each category is the product of the prediction from the ABCD method
preformed on the data and the fraction that accounts on the number of events that
are selected for each category. Finally, the QCD estimation (QCD,,,.) is derived by
scaling the normalized QCD shape distribution D(QCD,,,;) for each category i to the
corresponding yield as:

QCDcati = NAkSext : fraCca‘ci : D(QCDcati) (11.2)

where NAKkS,; is the estimated yield of the extended region from ABCD method
and frac.,; is the fraction that accounts on the percentage of NAkS8,,, events that will
be classified in category i.

Extended region A for 3 Ak8 jets

C frac0 fracl >
3 Ak8
o m m

Extended region A for 2 AkS8 jets

jzegks E frac2 C frac3 fracd D fracs ,

Extended region A for 1 AkS8 jet

1 Ak8
jet fracé ‘ frac7 frac8 >

0.8 HvsQ

Figure 11.14: Schematic view of the extended and the analysis phase space. To extrap-
olate from the extended phase space to the analysis phase space the fraction of events
classified in each category is needed. The fraction of events is estimated from simula-
tion, and then multiplied to the prediction taken from the data to derive the expected
events for each category.

11.4 tt signal extraction

The second background contribution comes from tt events. This background is mod-
elled completely from simulation. Although the tt process is simulated quite accurately,
there are some differences observed between different MC generators and the data. In
particular, the p; distribution of the top quark is a variable that shows discrepancies
between data and simulation. In the low-p; spectrum the disagreement is recovered
by reweighting the p; distribution of the generated tt events [122]. However, this
is not possible in the high-momentum regime targeted in this analysis. To account on
that mismodelling, a specific correction for this analysis phase-space (i.e large hadronic
activity with high-momentum jets) is derived. Therefore, the tt signal is extracted via
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a binned max likelihood fit on the mgp of the top candidate, which is considered the
leading jet, from the tt enriched region described in section 10.7.2. Applying the se-
lection requirements summarized in table 10.2, a pure sample of tt events is obtained.
Figure 11.15 illustrates the mgp of the leading jet which is considered as the top can-
didate. For this selection, 98.4% of the reconstructed top candidates are matched with
a top parton with minimum AR < 0.3.
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Figure 11.15: Mgy, of the reconstructed top candidate (leading jet) in the tt enriched
region which corresponds to a sample with purity of 98.4%.

For the tt signal extraction, simulated tt events with a cut at parton level in the
invariant mass of the tt system (M;; > 700 GeV) were used. This choice is motivated
from the fact that those samples profit from better statistics in the particular phase
space of the tt enriched region. This is illustrated in figure 11.16, where the invariant
mass of the reconstructed tt system is compared between the nominal-all phase space
and the M,;-cut simulated sample.
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Figure 11.16: Reconstructed invariant mass of the tt system for the nominal and the
Mz cut sample for the phase space of the tt enriched region.

The fit was performed on the mgp of the top candidate twice. Both fits used the
same tool, the Toolkit for Data Modeling with ROOT (RooFit). Template histograms
for signal and background are fitted to the data as shown in figure 11.17. The second



156 CHAPTER 11. ANALYSIS METHODS

fit was done using the Higgs PAG combine tool [123] which provides a command line
interface to many different statistical techniques available inside RooFit/RooStats and
is used widely inside CMS. Both fits give the same value within the uncertainties arising
from the fit. The fitted tt yield (/V;;) can be converted to a fiducial cross section (o) by:

o=N;/L (11.3)

The measured cross section is found to be a factor » = 0.746 lower than the theoretical
prediction (Powheg+Pythia8), which is compatible with the measurement of the top-
anti-top differential production cross section of high transverse momentum top quarks
in the all-hadronic final state performed with the same data-set [124]. Therefore,
the expected yield of the tt events is corrected by this factor. The distribution of the
mgp and pp of the top candidate is compared for tt simulated events and the data
in figure 11.18 and figure 11.19 respectively. Background contributions from multijet
production and other processes are also illustrated. It is clear that after the correction
there is a good agreement between data and simulation.
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Figure 11.17: The mgp distributions for data and simulation for events that pass the
selection requirements of the tt enriched region. The lower panel shows the ratio of
the observed data to the post expectation from simulation.
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Figure 11.18: Mgp of the reconstructed leading jet that is "tagged" as the top candidate.
The simulated events are compared to the data after the correction on the cross section
applied. On the lower pad, the ratio of data and simulation is shown. The simulated
backgrounds are first scaled to the luminosity of the data, and then the simulated QCD
multijet background is rescaled to match the yield in data.



11.5. SYSTEMATIC UNCERTAINTIES 157

¢ 2016 data
— ttHTobb
#ZToQQ
TT with Mttcu

800
700
600
500
400
300
200
100

Qcp
WletsToQQ
Single top
Diboson
Zlets

stat uncet

Events/ 35.86 fb*

+
+

[}
d

+
\H‘HH‘HH‘HH‘HH‘HH‘HH‘HH‘HHA

-
.

-
T Sy P L e W T [T[e7e o gle.

% S S P S S SR TL el

08 .+,+ﬁ1 —1—:‘ DR rh+1-+?t+ﬁ'}$+j+jd

300 400 500 600 700 8OO 900 1000
leading jet Pt (GeV)

data/MC

Figure 11.19: p; of the reconstructed leading jet that is "tagged" as the top candidate.
The simulated events are compared to the data after the correction on the cross section
applied. On the lower pad, the ratio of data and simulation is shown. The simulated
backgrounds are first scaled to the luminosity of the data, and then the simulated QCD
multijet background is rescaled to match the yield in data.

11.5 Systematic Uncertainties

This section summarizes the systematic uncertainties that are relevant to the analysis of
the thesis. The signal extraction procedure is based on the likelihood L(y, 6|x) of 1 and
the nuisance parameters # given measured data x as described in detail in section 5.1.
A nuisance can only affect the rate of a process. However, rate-changing nuisances can
alter the composition of processes in a specific category and therefore lead to effective
changes in the shape of the distribution. Rate-changing nuisances introduced in the fol-
lowing sections are modeled through log-normal distributions (¢/nN') whose widths are
based on a-priori knowledge from previous measurements or on theoretical reasoning.
The shape changing effect is modeled from alternative shape distributions that result
from variations of the respective uncertainty.

11.5.1 Experimental Uncertainties

The uncertainties that rise from experimental sources are due to limited measurement
accuracies. Such uncertainties could relate to the measurement of the integrated lu-
minosity, the calibration of the jet energy scale and resolution, the corrections applied
to event weights, as well as the limited amount of simulated events that affect the
precision of predicted distributions. Those uncertainties are fully correlated among all
processes.

Integrated Luminosity

The efficient determination of luminosity is essential for ensuring high data quality over
a large amount of events under measurement conditions. The measure of the online,
real-time collision rate is used for monitoring beam and detector performance while
the integrated luminosity over time, describing the absolute amount of recorded events
for high-level physics analyses, is determined offline. This is done through the pixel de-
tector which yields the best precision and a good pileup linearity up to 150 interactions
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per bunch crossing [125]. The overall uncertainty in the measured integrated luminos-
ity recorded by the CMS experiment is estimated to be 2.5%. This source of uncertainty
is treated as a single, correlated between the categories, nuisance parameter, since it
affects equally the expected rates of all the physical processes.

Pile-up

As described in section 9.4.1 the uncertainty in the distribution in the number of pileup
interactions is evaluated by changing the minimum-bias cross section by 4.6% rela-
tive to its nominal value. Since the value of a weight is a function of the number of
pileup events, the associated nuisance parameter has a shape-changing effect, which is
demonstrated in the right part of figure 9.2. In addition, the rate of predicted contri-
butions can change due to a slightly different pileup profile in the phase space of each
category. This nuisance is treated as fully correlated among all processes.

Trigger Efficiency

As described in section 9.4.2 in order to recover any discrepancies of the performance
of the employed trigger path, a scale factor was derived by fitting the efficiency ratio
of data and simulation with a linear function. The correction factor is 0.97 4+ 0.004. In
order to study the effect of the trigger, up and down systematic variations are derived
by assigning event weights of sf + erry;. Those variations have a small impact both
on the yield and shape and thus they are already covered from the normalization and
shape uncertainties assigned to each process.

Shape calibration of the b-tagging discriminant

Scale factors are used to correct any mismodeling of the shape of the b-tagging discrim-
inant (CSVv2), as described in detail in section 9.4.3. Those corrections are applied
to each simulated jet and they depend on the transverse momentum, pseudorapidity,
hadron flavor and the actual value of the CSV discriminant. The correction, applied as
an event weight, is obtained from equation 9.2 by multiplying the scale factors of all se-
lected jets of an event. The systematic uncertainties arise from those scale factors have
three main sources: JES, purity of heavy- or light-flavour jets in the control sample used
to obtain the scale factors, and the statistical uncertainty of the event sample used in
their extraction. In addition, a large uncertainty is assigned to charm-flavour jets due to
the lack of a reliable data-based calibration. The b-tag shape calibration is not intended
to change the expected yield of events with the same jet multiplicity. However, after
applying b-tag selection criteria, the average correction weight can be different from
unity. Therefore, employed nuisances have both a shape- and a rate-changing effect.
Each component of these systematic b-tagging uncertainties is considered uncorrelated
from the others, resulting in nine separate nuisance parameters in the final fit.

Effect of scale factors and btag uncertainties in analysis

The corrections concerning the trigger efficiency, pile up and b-tag reshaping were
applied to account on any potential mis-modelling between data and simulation. Each
correction, has dedicated sources of uncertainties that were treated separately resulting
in a rate-plus-shape effect on the final templates. Due to this analysis particular phase
space, considering mixed-topologies of both Ak8 and Ak4 jets, the largest impact is
expected from the b-tag reshaping corrections. As described in section 10.6, the CSVv2
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output discriminant is used as an input variable to the BDT training and thus, the choice
of the reconstructed Higgs candidate is subsequently affected. In addition, the resolved
b jet multiplicity is used to classify events in several categories and thus, the applica-
tion of those weights can result in event mitigation through categories. Therefore, it
is important to ensure that there is not any inconsistencies concerning the construc-
tion of the analysis strategy. For the above reasons the efficiency of the reconstructed
Higgs (figure 11.20a) and top (figure 11.20b) candidate is calculated as a function of
parton’s transverse momentum before and after applying the scale factors. The shaded
region shows all the CSVv2 reshaping systematic variations added in quadrature. The
efficiency for both the reconstructed Higgs and top candidate does not show any pecu-
liar trend after applying the scale factors. The shaded regions corresponds to the nine
independent sources of CVSv2 uncertainty.

Moreover, the effect of the scale factors and the corresponding b-tag uncertainties is
shown for the reconstructed Higgs candidate on figure 11.21. The simulated ttH events
are scaled to the luminosity of the data so differences between before and after the scale
factor application reflect on differences in expected yields and shapes. As described
previously, the btag scale factors affect the classification of events in analysis categories.
This is illustrated in figures 11.22 and 11.23 where the reconstructed Higgs candidate
per analysis category is shown before and after the application of scale factors. In
general, the effect of the expected yield of the analysis categories varies between 0.1 —
10%.
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Figure 11.20: Reconstructed Higgs (left) and top (right) efficiency as a function of the
parton pp before and after applying the scale factors. The shaded regions corresponds
to the nine independent sources of CVSv2 uncertainty.
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Figure 11.21: Reconstructed Higgs candidate before (orange) and after (blue) applying
the scale factors. The shaded regions corresponds to the nine independent sources of
CVSv2 uncertainty. The simulated ttH events are scaled to the luminosity of the data so
differences between before and after the scale factor application reflect on differences
in expected yields and shape.

Jet energy scale and resolution

As mentioned in section 3.4.4, corrections are applied to the jets to account on differ-
ences observed in data. Analysis that have final states with high jet multiplicity can be
sensitive on the JES corrections since those can result in migration of events between
analysis categories. The impact of the uncertainty on the JES correction is evaluated
for each jet of the simulated events, by shifting the nominal correction by 1o [126]. For
each variation a new jet collection is created and the event interpretation is repeated.
The effect of the JES uncertainty results not only in variations of the p; scale itself, but
may also lead to different Higgs and top candidates.

The impact on the measurement due to the jet energy resolution (JER) is determined
by smearing the jets according to the JER uncertainty. The JER uncertainty is evaluated
by increasing and decreasing the difference between the reconstructed-level and parti-
cle level jet energy, according to the standard CMS prescription. The effect is estimated
by recalculating all the kinematic quantities.

11.5.2 Theoretical and background modelling Uncertainties

In addition to uncertainties that rise from experimental sources, one should also con-
sider uncertainties related to theoretical predictions and modeling of simulated events.
In particular, this analysis considers uncertainties related to variations of parton distri-
bution functions, renormalization and factorization scales, and modeling uncertainties
that can affect the shape and the rate of specific backgrounds. Depending on the type of
the uncertainty, the nuisance parameters can affect either a specific process or a group
of processes.

Parton Distribution function

A probabilistic description of the parton momentum fractions is provided by the Par-
ton distribution functions (PDFs). PDFs mostly depend on the momentum transfer
factor Q? of the interaction and on the flavor of the involved parton, as described in
section 4.1.1. PDFs are used for cross section calculations, as well as for the simu-
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Figure 11.22: Reconstructed Higgs candidate for categories with three and two Ak8
jets, before (orange) and after (blue) the scale factor application. The shaded regions
corresponds to the nine independent sources of CVSv2 uncertainty. The simulated ttH
events are scaled to the luminosity of the data so differences between before and after
the scale factor application reflect on differences in expected yields and shape.

lation of proton-proton collisions in event generators. To estimate systematic uncer-
tainties related to the choice of a specific PDF, different variations are used. Those
variations result in a rate-plus shape effect and are treated as separate nuisance param-
eters. Changes of simulated distribution shapes are modeled through a reweighting of
events that considers variations of 100 replicas of the nominal NNPDF3.0 PDF set [76]
as recommended by the PDF4LHC group for the second run of the LHC [102]. This
results in two variations that reflect the up (+ 10) and down (— 1¢) variations of the
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Figure 11.23: Reconstructed Higgs candidate for categories with only one Ak8 jet,
before (orange) and after (blue) the scale factor application. The shaded regions cor-
responds to the nine independent sources of CVSv2 uncertainty. The simulated ttH
events are scaled to the luminosity of the data so differences between before and after
the scale factor application reflect on differences in expected yields and shape.

nominal PDF uncertainty. Contributions from signal and subdominant tt background
were considered. On the contrary, PDF uncertainties are not applied on QCD multijet
background, since this contribution is estimated completely from the data. Those varia-
tions result to changes of the rate of each process. This effect is showed in figure 11.24
for signal, ttH, and subdominant tt background process for category 0 and category 2 .

Renormalization (pr) and factorization (ur) scales-Strong coupling con-
stant (ag) uncertainty.

Renormalization and factorization scales define the value of the cutoff scale for ab-
sorbing infrared and ultraviolet divergences in the calculation of scattering amplitudes.
Therefore, the choice of the renormalization and factorization scales may have an im-
pact on the kinematical distributions of the final-state objects. To estimate the sys-
tematic uncertainties related to those scales, the up and up are varied by a factor of
1/2 and 2. The unphysical anticorrelated variations are discarded, yielding a total of
7 combinations of the renormalization and factorization scales. Similarly to the PDF
uncertainties, up (+10) and down (—10) variations are derived and included as event
weights in the simulated samples. Those variations result to a slight rate plus shape
effect.
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Figure 11.24: Up (pink) and down (green) PDF uncertainty variations of the signal ttH
and tt background processes for category 0 and category 2. Those shapes are compared
to the nominal (red) distribution of each process.

The uncertainty associated with the (ag) is estimated by applying event weights
corresponding to higher and lower values of (ag) for the matrix element using the
variations of the NNPDF set.

Uncertainties on the QCD prediction

One of the main challenges to address is the accurate estimation of the overwhelming
background coming from multijet processes. Therefore, two data-driven methods were
developed that estimate the expected yield and shape of the QCD multijet background
(section 11.3). This way, many uncertainties related to MC simulation are avoided.
However, there are some remaining uncertainties to consider. Those uncertainties are
due to the limited statistics of the data and MC simulation of each control region. In
addition, systematic uncertainties are considered that reflect on the data-driven meth-
ods used for modelling the multijet background. Therefore, a throughout treatment of
the systematic uncertainties is performed, that account on the QCD normalization and
the QCD shape of each category.

QCD shape uncertainty

To assign a systematic uncertainty on the overall QCD shape of each category, up and
down variations are used. More specifically, two alternative QCD shapes are derived by
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shifting up and down the nominal QCD shape of each category, using the transfer factor
derived in section 11.3.1. This transfer factor results from a linear fit of the ratio of the
simulated QCD shape in the signal and in the control region. The linear fit results
into two parameters where their correlation is given by the covariance matrix D. In
order to de-correlate them, the covariance matrix is diagonilized using an orthogonal
transformation as:

A =PDp! (11.4)

where, P is the orthogonal matrix that has the eigenvectors of D as columns. The
eigenvalues of the diagonal covariance matrix A reflect to the variance of the fit param-
eters. The up and down variations are obtained by shifting the nominal distribution by
1o up and down respectively. The varied up and down simulated shapes are shown on
figure 11.25 for each category. The nominal QCD shape is also shown for each category
for comparison.

QCD multijet normalization

The uncertainties of the multijet background normalisation have the largest impact on
the analysis sensitivity, and therefore a data-driven method is developed to constrain
this uncertainty. The ABCD method gives a prediction of the expected yield of the
multijet events in an extended phase space based on Ak8 multiplicity. Therefore, three
nuisance parameters are used in the final fit to account on the uncertainty of the ABCD
prediction in the data, as showed in table 11.3. Those three independent nuisances are
treated as correlated between categories with the same Ak8 multiplicity. However, the
final QCD prediction comes from equation 11.2 that considers the fraction of events
classified in each category. Therefore, a 10% systematic uncertainty is assigned for
the nine analysis categories. This uncertainty is treated as nine uncorrelated nuisance
parameters. By predicting the expected contribution of the multijet background from
the data, the normalization in the fit is constrained, which results in a 30% lower
expected limit.
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Figure 11.25: QCD corrected shape of the control region in simulation and up and
down variations for categories all the analysis categories.
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down variations for categories all the analysis categories.
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Uncertainties on the tt prediction

In this analysis the subdominant background comes from tt events and thus, the accu-
rate modeling of simulated variable distributions, as well as the description of the sys-
tematic uncertainties of those processes is crucial. The tt normalization uncertainty is
constrained by a control region enriched in tt events, whereas, the tt shape uncertainty
is estimated from alternative tt simulated samples with varied generator parameters.
Those parameters are treated as independent nuisances and are considered correlated
between the analysis categories. The tt shape uncertainties are summarized below:

Final state radiation (FSR): This uncertainty is estimated from alternative MC
samples with reduced and increased value for the strong coupling constant used
by Pythia8 to generate final state radiation (« pgy by factors /2 and 1/v2 ).

Initial state radiation (ISR): Similarly to FSR uncertenty, this uncertenty is esti-
mated by two alternative samples with varied nominal scales by factors of 2 and

13

Matrix element — parton shower matching (ME-PS): In the POWHEG matrix
element to parton shower (ME-PS) matching scheme, the re-summation damping
factor hdamp is used to regulate high-p, radiation. Uncertainties in hdamp are
parameterized by considering alternative simulated samples with hdamp varied
by hdamp = m; and hdamp = 2.24 m,.

Underlying event tune: Uncertainties related to parton showering and the mod-
eling of global hadron production, are referred as the “underlying event” (UE). In
general, the corresponding tuning parameters are summarized by the CUETP8M2T4
tune [127]. This uncertainty is estimated from alternative Monte Carlo samples
with the tune CUETP8M2T4 parameters varied by +1o.

Separate tt simulated samples were generated for ISR, FSR, ME-PS, and UE variations,
and applied to identical event selection and classification procedures. Since the nor-
malization of the process will be determined via the simultaneous fit of the signal and
control regions, we keep only the shape-changing effect of those uncertainties, while
the rate-changing effect is factored out by rescaling the tt yields in the up and down
variations to preserve the overall yield of each category.

To constrain the tt normalization, the Mg, of the leading jet of a region enriched
in tt events is fitted simultaneously with the Mg, of the Higgs candidate of all the
analysis categories. The tt enriched region is constructed from events that pass the
requirements summarized in table 11.4. This region consists of events with two Ak8 jets
with at least one medium b-tagged subjet. In order to enhance the tt event selection,
lower thresholds are given to TvsQ and HvsT scores. In addition, since both tops are
reconstructed as high-momentum Ak8 jets, no b-tagged Ak4 jets are required in the
event. This selection leads to a sample with purity 99%.

In order to model the contribution of the QCD multijet background in the tt control
region, the same data-driven techniques developed for the analysis regions are used.
More specifically, the shape of QCD is derived from the data using an orthogonal control
region. This region has the same requirements as tt control region but with reversed
b-tagging requirements on the subjets of the leading and subleading jet. To preserve
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Observable = Requirement

N Aksjets =2
Nleptons =0
Nbleading Jet >0
Nbgypleading Jet >0

pieading=jet > 300 GeV

mjg‘g > 70 GeV

TvsQ > 0.7

HvsT < 0.1
N Akabjets =0

Table 11.4: selection requirements for new tt enriched validation region

similar kinematic characteristics with the signal region, lower and upper thresholds
are set to TvsQ. Those requirements are summarized in table 11.5. Figure 11.27
shows the data-simulation comparison of the QCD control region constructed to model
this contribution in tt region. It is clear that this region is enriched in multijet events
where the signal (tt) is only 3%. A Monte Carlo closure test is performed to check the
agreement between the two regions. This is shown in figure 11.28 where a linear fit
is performed on the ratio of the QCD shape in the signal and in the control region.
To set a systematic uncertainty on the overall QCD shape, up and down variations are
considered as described in section 11.5.2.

Observable Requirement
NAksjets =2
M leptons =0
Nbieading Jet =0
Nbgypleading Jet =0
piading—jet > 300 GeV
mJgtS > 70 GeV
TvsQ 0.5 < TvsQ < 0.7
HvsT < 0.1
N Axabjets =0

Table 11.5: selection requirements of the QCD CR to model QCD contribution for tt
enriched validation region.
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Figure 11.27: Mgp distribution of a multijet enriched region constructed to model
the shape of QCD events in the ttbar control region. The distributions of data and
simulation are shown. Each background contribution is illustrated with a different
color and is compared with the data (black dots). On the lower pad, the ratio of data
and simulation is shown. The simulated backgrounds are first scaled to the luminosity

of the data, and then the simulated QCD multijet background is rescaled to match the
yield in data.
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Figure 11.28: Monte Carlo closure test performed for the QCD region constructed to
model the shape of QCD events in the ttbar control region. QCD simulated events were
used to construct the distributions of mgp of the leading in the signal region and in the
control region. The distributions are normalized so that the total integral is equal to
one and thus, the small discrepancies are due to differences in the shape. The ratio of
the two distributions is fitted with a linear function and a transfer factor in obtained.

The expected QCD events is derived by performing the ABCD method described in
section 11.3.2. The BDT responses and the Ak4 multiplicity are two variables that show
minimum correlation, and therefore they can be used to perform the ABCD method.
Three orthogonal control regions are constructed by inverting the TvsQ and nAk4BJet
requirements. A schematic view of the regions used is shown in figure 11.29. The
signal region A consists of events after the selection summarized in table 11.5. The
expected number of events is given by equation 11.1. The ABCD method is tested in
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simulated tt events as shown in figure 11.30. The prediction of the ABCD method as
well as, the expected simulated tt events are illustrated in table 11.6. It is clear that
the method shows good closure.

The ABCD method is performed in data and the prediction is illustrated in the first
column of table 11.7. The signal region is dominated by tt events and therefore the
expected number of multijet events is derived by subtracting the tt contribution from
table 11.7. Therefore the final prediction of events from multijet processes in the region
enriched in tt events is 2683 + 91.

2
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g region C: region B:
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0
region D: region A:
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Figure 11.29: A sketch of the regions used for the ABCD method in tt events. The
regions are divided by the TvsQ threshold and the number of Ak4 b-tagged jets.
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Figure 11.30: MC closure test
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ABCD prediction MC prediction

tt 3393 £ 32 3317 £ 43

Table 11.6: ABCD MC closure test performed in simulated tt events. The errors of the
predictions reflect the statistical uncertainties.

ABCD prediction Signal Region

Data 6076 £ 85 6119 £ 78

Table 11.7: ABCD method in data. The errors of the predictions reflect the statistical
uncertainties.

Subdominant Background modelling

The rest of the background contributions are modelled completely from simulation.
Due to similarities between ttZ and ttH signal, the ttZ background is treated sepa-
rately from the rest of the background processes. To take into account any potential
mismodelling on the ttZ background, a 20% systematic uncertainty is assigned. The
rest of the subdominant background contributions are added together in a single tem-
plate for each category and a 50% uncertainty is assigned.

Uncertainty due to limited amount of simulated events

Template distributions from Monte-Carlo generators are subject to statistical fluctua-
tions due to finite number of events in samples. The influence of these fluctuations
can be expected to be significant in regions of low amounts of Monte-Carlo events.
For incorporating such uncertainties into likelihood function the Barlow and Beeston
method [128] was used. In this method, instead of requiring separate parameters per
process, a single nuisance parameter is assigned to scale the sum of the process yields to
each bin. The advantage of this method is that it minimizes the number of parameters
required in the maximume-likelihood fit.
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Chapter 12

Results

12.1 Results

The metric used to assess the analysis performance is the expected exclusion limit at
95% CL on the signal strength modifier, as defined in a fully frequentist approach.
The strategy to extract exclusion limits in the presented analysis relies on a binned
maximum likelihood fit to data of the mgp distribution in the signal and control regions
simultaneously in all the categories and channels. Therefore, the ttH(bb) signal is
extracted via a binned maximum likelihood fit on the mass of the Higgs candidate,
with the signal and the control regions in all the analysis categories included to the
fit simultaneously. The benefit of such approach is that not only the expected event
yields for the signals and backgrounds, but also the distribution of those events are
taken into account. Furthermore, this method is convenient when the background
cannot be predicted reliably a-priori, resulting in a better discrimination between a
signal-like and background-like excess. Another advantage is that it provides an in-situ
normalization of the background. The observed distributions of the events in data and
the expectations from the signal and all backgrounds are provided as histograms all
with the same binning. A total of 10 bins are used in the fit for each region, with a bin
width of 20 GeV corresponding roughly to the mgp, resolution. The signal extraction is
performed with a simultaneous fit of the tt background enriched control region and the
signal region divided into nine orthogonal categories. In the signal region, the fitted
distribution corresponds to the mgp of the reconstructed Higgs candidate whereas in
the tt region the mgp of the leading jet is used.

Figure 12.1 shows the expected mgp distributions of the ttH(H — bb) signal and
the background processes in the signal region after the fit, as well as the observed
mgp distribution in data. Overall, good agreement is observed between the predicted
background and the observed data.

The signal strength modifier of the ttH(H — bb), which is defined as the ratio of the
measured signal yield to the SM prediction, is determined 7 = IAEH(H—>bb) = —1.5%53
which is consistent with the SM expectation. The systematic uncertainties discussed
in section 11.5 are taken into account in the fit as nuisance parameters, which allow
for variations in the shape and normalization of the mgp distributions during the fit.
Figures 12.2, 12.3 and 12.2 show the post fit values of the nuisance parameters and
their impacts on the signal strength modifier. The vast majority of the nuisances is
pulled below 1o. There are however, few nuisances pulled up to 20. Generally, these
nuisances have a small effect on the signal strength modifier. Overall, the impacts show
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Figure 12.1: Post fit distributions of data and simulation for each analysis category and
tt control region. Starting from the top left with category O to category 8. The data

corresponds to an integrated luminosity of 35.6 fb™ .

a fair/expected distribution of the pulls.

In addition, the impact of various systematics has been evaluated and those who
turned out to have the larger effect are the ones related to btagging, tt shape, theo-
retical uncertainties and pile up. To study and to quantify the effect of each nuisance
several tests were performed where one (or more) categories were ruled out and then
a fit was performed using an Asimov dataset (u = 1). The conclusions are described in
detail below:

* tt shape uncertainty: The tt shape uncertainty is correlated between all the
categories and the tt CR. The tt CR in particular, is able to constrain the nuisances
related to the tt shape. In addition, the pre-fit estimation for those uncertainties
is more conservative as it can also be seen by analysis using a similar phase space.

* uncertainties related to b-tagging: The b-jet multiplicity is a key variable to
classify events in each category. Therefore, the change on the b-tag rate is af-
fecting significantly the ability of each nuisance to be constrained. Moreover, a
larger constrain is expected by correlating the b-tag uncertainties between the
categories. To see that effect, we performed a fit with an Asimov dataset only for
categories with 3AKkS8 jets (catO and catl) and then for categories with 3Ak8 and
2 AKkS8 jets with at least one b-tag jet (Categories 0-5). It looks like that adding
categories that require bjet multiplicity (catO-cat8) the uncertainties on b tagging
are significantly constrained. In particular, for the CatO-Cat1 fit all the btagging
uncertainties are less that ( 50%) constrained whereas for the Cat0-Cat5 fit only
( 5-6%).

* pile up uncertainties: As for the bjet multiplicity, the analysis is sensitive in the
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multiplicity of jets and therefore, the pile up. A larger constraint is achieved by
correlating the pile-up uncertainty between categories and processes.

* theoretical uncertainties: The theoretical uncertainties that affect the modelling
of the signal and ttbar, are fitted as correlated between all categories and pro-
cesses. A large constraint is expected from the tt CR where the effect is 5-6%.

* background modelling uncertainties: For the uncertainties related to our esti-
mation of the backgrounds, dedicated methods were developed in order to con-
strain them. In some of the cases the estimation was on the conservative side
(pre-fit).

Since the fitted value is also compatible with the background-only hypothesis, we
set an upper limit on the signal strength parameter. The observed upper limit obtained
is found to be 9.4 times the standard model expectations. The observed value is com-
patible with the expected value which is 10.4 with 10 side bands 7.6 and 14.3.
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Figure 12.2: Post-fit impacts of the various systematics uncertainties on the signal
strength.
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Figure 12.3: Post-fit impacts of the various systematics uncertainties on the signal
strength.
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Figure 12.4: Post-fit impacts of the various systematics uncertainties on the signal
strength.
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12.2 Summary

A search is presented for the standard model Higgs boson produced in association with
a top quark pair (ttH) in the all-jet final state using large-radius jets with data collected
with the CMS detector in pp collisions at a centre-of-mass energy of 13 TeV in 2016,
corresponding to an integrated luminosity of 35.9 fb™'. The fitted (expected) 95% CL
exclusion limit on the signal strength at 125 GeV is found to be 9.4 (7.6 < 10.4 < 14.3)
times the o BR(ttH — bb) predicted by the Standard Model. The analysis described in
this note reports the first search of the production of a standard model Higgs boson
in association with a top quark pair (ttH) in the fully-hadronic, boosted regime. A
significant improvement is expected using the full Run2 dataset (2016+2017+2018).
However, the larger improvement is expected during the HL-LHC where luminosity

miss

leveling will favor analyses using high-py "~ jets.
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Kegdiato 13

Ocwpntnt) Ewcoywy)

13.1 To xadepmuevo TpdTUTO

‘Evog and toug xUptdTEpOUE EPELYNTIXOUE GTOYOUS TNG PUOLXYNIC GTOLYELMOWY COUNTLOY
elvan 1) evomtoinom twv VeleAwdwy oANAETdEAoEwY TNe PUONG (NAEXTROMOY VITIXA, Loy -
o1, aoVeviic, xou Bapltnta). H npoondieio autr odfynoe otn dnuovpyia prog Yewpiog mou
TEPLYPAPEL ONEC TIC VeUEMWOELS BUVANELS EXTOS amd TNV Bopdtnta. Auth 1 Yewpla mept-
YedpeL TIC TEELC AAANAETOEAOEL Ue TNV Bordeta Tng Tomixd availolontng Yewplog Baduidog
1 omnola mepthouBdver Ty xPBoavTiny nhextpoduvouxr, TV nhextpacVevy| ahAnienidpaon
xou TV %(BavTind] ypouoduvoux ot etvan Yvwo th we 1o Kadiepwuévo Hpdtuno (KII). To
Kabdepwpévo npétuno (KII) -Standard Model - tng cwpatidionic puoxhc €xet npoxiel
AmO OLOYEOVIXES ETUTUYIEC TNE TMELRAUOTIXNNAC Xl VEWENTIXAC PUOXTC OTNV TERLYRAUPT TNG
TOAUTAOXOTNTOG IOV Uog TEQUSTAAEL, YENOWOTOLOVTAUS VEUEALOOY) CwUATIO X0t AAANAETL-
dpdoelg. Amotehel Tn cuUTayT) SLATUTWOT UL GELRAS VEWELWY Ol OTOLES EQUNVELOUY oL
TEPLYPAPOLY TN CUUTERLPOEE TNE UANE OE EMNESO OTOLYEWWdMY owuaTdlwy. EZuxoloudel
VoL TOROPEVEL TO TO ONOXATPWUEVO LOVTEAO TTOU GUUBAAAEL GTNV XATAVOTOT| TOU GUUTAVTOG
pog. ‘Oneg avopépdnxe meonyoupévwe, TEPLYRAPEL TIC TREIC and TIC TECCERLC YVOOTES Ve-
HEALOONG ahAANAETdRAOES HETOEY TWV OTOLYEIWOWY cwuaTdlwy ota Thaiotor wog Yewplog
xPovTindv Tediwv tne omolac 1 Yepehddne toodtnta (Lagrangian) eivor ovahhoioytn xdte
oo ULol XATNY ORI GUVEYWY TOTUXOY UeTooyuotiopdy Baduidac (Gauge Theory).

H miextpacievic dewplo xan 1 xBavtixn yewUoduvopxr evomololvTtal e uio Yewpla
avolholwTN %ATe amd TNV OUddu UETACY NUATION®Y Barduidog.

Geut = SU(3)e ® SU2), @ U(1)y (13.1)

H dewpla Boduidac (gauge group theory) tou KII, anayopeter tnv Onapln waloc o
oha o owyatiole.  ‘Etol yevvdtor 1o epdtnua, Yt T 0TOELO0N cwuaTidlr pEpouy
wéla. H ewoaywyh tou unyaviopol Higgs, Siver udla ot dwavuopatind urnolévia (Vector
Bosons: W, Z) xad¢)¢ eniong xou 6 0AOXANRO TO PACU TWV CTOLYEWWBNOY COUATIOIDV, EVE
TOEAAANASL APTVEL TO PWTOVIO Ywelg udla.

Tov TIoOAo tou 2012 ta mewpdpato CMS xon ATLAS avoxolvwooy tTautodyeove Tny ovo-
xdhun evog véou cwpatidlou udlag tepinou 125 GeV, ue 181dtnteg ouufotéc pe autég Tou
unoloviou Higgs.

To KII améyer and o va yapaxtneotel wg wa mAfeng Yewpla twv YeueMwdoy oh-
ANAemdpdoEWY, OLOTL BV TEQLAAUPBAVEL TN QUOLXY TNG OXOTEWNG UANG XL EVEQYELNS oL
aduvatel va e&nyfoel T TAren Yewplo Tng BapdnTog OTKS TEPLYRAPETAL Omd TN YEVIXY
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oyetxomro. Evtodtog, to KII etvar mohd onuavtind e&icou yio ) Yewpnuiny 660 xou
yio T TEpoaTiX] owpatidlon| @uotxr. Ot Yewpntixol To yenoonooly ws Bdor yio Tov
oyedlooud eEMTUWMY HOVTEAWY TOU EUTERLEYOLY UTOVETXE cwpaTidla, EMTAéoV Blao TAoELS
xau mporypotebovton oupueTteie. AvtioTolya oL TELUUATIXOl YUOLXOL EYOUY EVOWUATOOEL
70 KII 6t tpocoyointéc :HoTe Vo EpEUVACOLY TN QUOIXT| TERX A0 TO XANEPWHUEVO TEOTUTO.
[opdrinia to KII pyehetdton e£0vuytoTixd amd TOUC TELRUUATIXOUE OE OLAPOPES EVERYELEG
X0l TELRAUOTAL.

13.2  Ileprypapn tou Kadepowuevou Hpotidmou

To KII tng cwuatidtaxhc QUoIxhc TEpLypdpetl oYEDOY OAEC TIG VEUEMMOOELS AAANAETLOPAOELS
TV owpatdiny. Mropel va ywplotel o teio yéen: To mpdto mepihoufBdver ta Pooixd
ocouoatid T UANG, To peputovia pe spin-1/2. Ta gepuidovia umopoly Vo yweloTody e
dV0o €idn, ta xoudpx (Ilivoxac 1) xou ta Aemtévia (Hivaxac 2) to onola xotatdooovto
oe Tpelc yeviég pe avgoavouevn pdlo. Ta copotidioa uPnioteene YEVIdE SlooTwVTAL UECH
e aovevolc ahAnhemidpaong oe cwuatidla Tng TenTng Yewds. Yrdpyouv eniong €L
yevoeg (flavor) twv xoudpxc. To up (u), charm (c), top(t), ta omola pépouv +2/3
nhextpwxd goptio, xau To down (d), strange (s), bottom (b) to omola @épouv goptio -1/3.
Erniong ta hentdvia €youv €€L yeloele, 1o nhextpovio (e), to uévio (u) xar to tow (1) xou
Ta avTloToly o VETPIVO Touc. XTol Aol ToU XoheEp®UEVOU TEOTUTOU To VETEIVO €Y 0ouv
undevixo poptio xou apyixd Yewpoivtay duala. ‘Ouwe nedcpates PEAETES Amd TELRBUATO
TONAVTWOEWY VETRVODV €0et€ay 6Tt ToL veTpivo Bev €youv aueintéo pudlo. e xdlde évo and
oA Tar BKOEXA cwuaTidlo avTioTolyel Eva avTiIowUatidlo To onolo €xel avtideto gopTio.

ITivocac 1.1: Koudpxe

up (u) down (d)
[Tpwtn yevwid

charm (c) | strange (s)
Aeltepn yevvid

top (1) bottom (b)
Teltn yevwid

Ilivocac 1.2: Aemtdvia

electron (e) | electron neutrino (v,)
[Tpwtn yevwid

muon (i) muon netrino (Vu)
Acltepn yevid

tau (1) tau neutrino (v,)

Teltn yevwid

ITivaxog 1.3: Oeuehdde AhAANAETLORACELS
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Strength Theory Mediator boon | Charge
Interaction
Strong 1 Chromodynamics | 8 colored gluons | 0
Electromagnetic 1072 Electrodynamics ~v 10
Weak 1077 Flavordynamics Wt W=, Z | +1,-1,0
Gravitational 107 General Relativity Graviton | O

To deltepo pépoc mephaufBdver Tic Yepehddec arinhemdpdoeic (Ilivoxac 1.3) ota
omola avtioTolyoly Ta unolovia pe spin-1. Ot Suvduelc autég etvan BlaopeTixnc ePPéreiog
xat 0Uvoung. Ot @opélc Toug ebvat: To YAOUOVIO Yiol TNV LOYLET CIAANAETUBRACT), TO POTOVIO
yioe TNV nhextpoporyvnTixy, to 6uo W oxon Z yia Ty aoev xon To umo¥eTind yxpaSitovio
yioo T BopdTnTo.

To tpito pépoc mepthapPdver Tov unyaviopd Higgs nou eworydel and tov Englert-Brout-
Higgs (1964) xou emtpénet oto owpatidio va anoxtoly udla avdhoyo Ue TNy enidpaoy
Toug ue To medlo Higgs. O pdleg xodopilovton avdloya pe to m6c0 Woyven etvon 1 oLleuén
(coupling) pe to nedio Higgs. To SM Higgs éyel udlo 125 GeV xou elvor anotéAecpo Tou
auddpuntou onaciyatog T NAexTeacevols GUUUETELG.

13.2.1  Mnyoviouoc Higgs

To xohepwuévo TEdTUTO GUUTANE®VETHL PE Tov Unyavioud Higgs oclugpwva ye tov onolo
péow tou auddpunTou omdctuou TN NAexteacievols cupueTelag Tar urmolovia Borduldog
Wt xa Z , Popelc TNE aoVevolg ahANAETBpaoTC amoxTOUY YA, EVE TO POTOVIO TUPUUEVEL
dpalo.

Ewdyovtog po SUy Simhétto BadumTadv pyadixey medlo,v

B o _ 1 (o1 +idy
®= <¢°> G <¢3+i¢4> (13.2

1 ATAOVGTEQRT] ETUVOXAVOVLXOTIOLNGCUY) LOR®PY) BUVaUIXOD Elval:

V(®) = i*0'® 4+ A\(TD)? (13.3)

OTOU [4 ULl TIROUYUOITLXY| TIUEAUETEOS XKoL A [LOL LY AOLXT) TIORAUETEOG.
H hoavypavtliavr) tne nhextpacdevois Yewplog elvon avarlolonTn xdtw ond Tov PeTo-
oynuotiopd SU(2)p x U(1)y xou pe Tnv GUVELSQOopE Tou duvauxol tne oyéong 13.3 nadpvel

™Y Lop@;
L=T-V=(D,®(D'®) - (u*'® + (Ad'®)) (13.4)

6rnouv D, = 9, + %ga W, + %YBH elvar 1 ouvaAlolwTn TaEdywYog Tou Tediou P.
To W avtiotoyel oto SU(2), o 1o B oto U(1) nedio Poduidac tne niextpacdevoic
Yewplog.

Elayiotonoudviog 1o Suvaixd TolpVOUUE TNV AVOUEVOUEVY T TOU XEVOU V. XTNV
nepinTtwon mou To @’ >0 1 ovaEVOUEVT TWn Tou xevol eivar 0 xou €Tol 1 cupueTplo
olatneeitan. Xty nepintwon ouwe mou to 1 < 0, TOTE To duvoXd ehaytoToToLElTOL HTOV:

2
(13.5)

2
P =0fp= " =V
7] oA 2
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Emiéyovtag hotmdv TNy xatdoTaoT) EAAYIGTNG EVEQYELNS XATAAYOUUE OTN OYEON:

2
<¢>—1<0), omov v =1/t (13.6)

Eyfuo 13.1: Auvvopxd pe wopgy) "Melixdvixou xamélou’ omd To omolo TpoépyeTton TO
awYOEUNTO OTECHIO TNG CUUMETEOC.

H emAoy? evog ouyxexpiuévou xevol odnyel oe ondowo tne ouuueteiog. To Poduwto
nedio unopel vo avamtuydel yOpw amd Ty avouevouevn iy tou xevol v (oyfua 13.1)

_ 1 [ o +igy
¢= ﬂ(u—i—h—kiao) (13.7)

Ewdyovtag tnv oyéon 13.7 oty Aavypatliavy tou xadepwpévou mpotiTou, Tpo-
. . . . . 0
xOmtouy Tpla dualo Goldstone ynolédvia mou avtiotoryolv ota medla ¢q, ¢g xau . Me
aUTOV ToV TpOTOo Tar unolovia Z xou W oamoxtoly pala

> gt s (§7 gt
My = 5= M = =2 (13.8)
To Boduwtd duvauixd medio h mou mpoxintel eivon To unolovio Higgs ue pdlo
my = \/—2u° = V2\v (13.9)

YuvoliCovtag, yéow Tou auﬂéﬁwpou OTAGUIOU TN NAEXTEAGUEVOUS GUUMETEIOC AmoXTOOY
pélo tar prolovia Porduidac W= Z° . O 8labdtng tne véag aAAnAeTidpaomg etvat To 0UGETEROD
unolovio Higgs un undevixnc pdlog.

13.3  Emextdoelc Tou xoiepmuevou TeoTitou

13.3.1 Kivnrpa yia v Trepouuuetola

To xadepwUevo TEOTUTO TNG CWUATIOMNSC QUOIXAC ATOTEAOVUEVO ATtO TO NAEXTEUVEVES
HOVTENO xou TN XPovTiny| yewuoduvouxn eivon o xBavtixr Yewpla tediou e€oupeTind emi-
TLYNE oTic TREoPBAéElC TNE. 20TOCO UTEEYOLY UEXETE AVATEVTNTA EPWTHUATO TEUXTLXOU



13.3. EIEKTAXEIY TOY KAOIEPOQMENOY ITPOTYIIOY 187

A xuplwg @riocopxol Tepieyouévou Ta omota To KII amotuyydvel va avTiuetoioet.
To povtéro nepiéyet 19 ehedepeg nopopéteoug Tic omoleg 1 Yewpla aduvatel vo mpoBiédel
xou yetplolvTon and to melpapa. Aev mapéyel dpoug walag yio Ta VeTpiva 0UTE punvela
TNC aoUPpETEloC UANC-avTiOANG Tou oburavtog. Emnlong aduvatel vo mapéyel xatdAinho
pordnuatied mep3dAiov evoroinong ue ) Yewplo Bopbtntog TG YEVXNG OYETOTNTAS.
Aev mapéyet unodhgia cwpatidior To onola Yo UTopoUGAY VoL EPUNVEVGOUY TNV TUEATNEO-
OpEVY o%0TEWY UAN xou ox0TEWY| evEpYeLa Tou cLurmavtog. Télog eumepiéyel To TEOBANU
tepapylac, To onolo cuvoPRleton GTNY ATAUTNON U1 PUOLXWY TEPAOTILY BloEHMCEWY, OTaY
yiveton unoloylopog tne wdlag tou Higgs oe yeyolitepeg téd€eic tng Yemplog Slatopaydy.

H dewplo tne Trepovypetplog eivon yla and Tic TOMG unooydueves Yewplee, 1 onola
MEAETATOL OO TOL TMELRAUATA TOL PEYdAoU adpovixol emitayuvth oto CERN, otn I'evein
e EXBetiog. H Trepouypetplo xatapépvel va dwoet Aoon oto medfBinue tne epoapyiog
ool TUPEYEL ULl TILO PEYSAAN oupueTeio 6TO LoVTEAO xai Bivel Tn BuvaToTNTa EVoToinoTg
TWV OUVAUEWY OFE TO UEYOAN eVEpYELlo| XAldoxa Yo ouyxexpuléva povieha. Ilopgéyel
eniong véa owuotidior utodriglo yioo TV gpunvela Tng oxotewic VAng. H 16éa tng umep-
ouppeTploc TNYdler amd TN ToEATHENOT OTL 1 XPaVTiny NAEXTEOBUVOULXT) BEV ToEOLGLALEL
XovEVOL TEOBANUOL OE UTOAOYLOUOUS PEYOAITERWY TAEEWY, Yiatl axp3i¢ TEoo TaTEVETOL AUTO
ouyxexpévee ouuuetplec. Enexteivoviog tic #on undpyovoes cupueTpie TOU YOVTENOUL
oe avtodhoryY) unolovinv xat geputoviwy, eugovilovton véol 6pol aAANAETBpacNe, oL omoiot
e€agaviCouv 1o TEOBANuA TNS tepapylag.

13.3.2 Trepouyuetpla (Supersymmetry)

‘Onwe npoavagépinue n unepoupuetpla (SUSY) ewvon pior dSnuogiiic eméxtaor tou KII 7
omola TeoPBAEmeL TNV Lo eVOC uTEpcwUaTIdlou Yo xdde cwyatidio Tou KII. Autd to
UTEPCWLUATIOWL €youv Toug (Btoug XPavTinolg aELiNoUE PE TOUSC AVTIGTOLYOUS TWY COUTI-
otwv tou KIT aAld Slapépouy xotd wict| povdda oto spin. ‘Etol 1o xdie cwupatido anoxtd
éva unepoupUeTEWO "olvtpogo". To véa cwpatida emmiéov o mpénel var elvon opxeTd
Bapld (oTE var unv €youy ewe ofuepa tapatnenUel -n utepoupueTeio Yo Tpénel Vo elvon Lo
OTOOUEVY) GUUPETEI0- 0hAG Oyl TOAD v amd TNy nhexteacievn xhipaxo. Nto oyruo 13.2
ToEOLGIALOVTOL To GWHATIOWL TOU XUNEPWUEVOU TEOTUTOL UE TOUG AVTOTOLYOUS UTEPCUY-
HETEXOVC GUVTEOPOUC.

13.3.3 To ehdyoto Trepouypetoind xadicpwuévo tpdtuno (MSSM)

To eldyioto Trepouuueteind xadicpwpévo tedtuno (MSSM) elvor Ui Qouvouevohoyixy
TEOGEYYLOT HOVTEAWY UTEQCUUMETRIOC OE OYETXd YounAY| evépyelo. Eivou 1 mo amhy e-
méxtaon tou Katepwuévou Ilpotinou 1 onola npotdinxe to 1981 xou mapéyet Adon 6To
TEOBANU TN tepapyloc. Xto mAatola Tou MSSM o optdudc Twv TEOBAETOUEVHY COUITI-
olwyv elvon 0 uxpdTEPOC BuvaTog, €youue dwtrenon tng R-parity xou n dewplo mapouével
avorolwtn xdtw and Gauge xou Poincare yetaoynuatiopole. ‘Onng oe xdde Yewpio Trep-
ouppeTelog £ToL XU EB UTHEYEL VUG UTEPOUMUETELXOC GUVTROPOS Yo xde owuatidlo Tou
KII pe idroug xPavtixoie apriuoie xon pe dlagopd oto spin 1/2. Enlong n Yewpla mpénel
vou efvat ouPBATH UE TIC WOLOTNTES TOU XOEPWUEVOL TEOTOTOU, OTWS 1) UTIOEEY YERUALXDY
pepuioviwy xan 1 tapaPiocn tng oyotipioc. H Aayxpaviav Tou MSSM eivon tne popgpnic

Lirssm = Lsusy + LBreaking (13.10)
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SUPERSYMMETRY

Fliggaing

Quarks @ Lesians @ rorce particies Sauarks ) sieptans (D SUSY force

Standard particles SUSY particles

Eyfuo 13.2: Ta cwpatidioe tou KII yall ye toug avtloTolyouc UTERCUUPETELXOUS GU-
VTPOPOUS TOUC.

onou 1 Lgygy ebvon 1 Aayxpavliavy tng Trepouypetplog xan tepthouBaver i aAANAETI-
dpdoetc Yukawa xou BarduiSoc SLatnodvtog Ty UTEROUUHETELXT avVahOLOTATOL TOUS Xoddg
%o N LBreaking N OT0lY TEPLYpApEL TO OoTdoWo TNC LnEpouppeTplag. Ou mapduetpol Tou
MSSM unopolv vo teplypapoly EEYmELoTA Yio TO SLUTNENOWO XAl U1 XOUUITL.

‘Etol 1o MSSM umopel Vo EVOWUATOOEL TNY UTERCUUUETEIN 6TO xahepwévo TedTUTO
xdvovtag eNdylotee npocdéoelc (minimal) ov ontoleg elvon amapoitnteg yia T petdBaon
an6 to KII otn Yewpla tne Trepoupuetpiog. O facinéc tou unodéoeic lvon:

* Yewpel unepuueTEX00E GUVTEOYOLS oTa Utoldvia Baduidac (gauginos)
* Vewpel LTEPOUPETEIXOUE CLUVTOPOUS oTa PepULoVioL (sparticles)

* Yewpel cuvHdwe Tdvw amd éva LTEPCLUETPXO GUVTOYO Yia To Tedio Tou Higgs (hig-
ginos)

* mpoolétel Gpouc "soft symmetry breaking"
* mpoc¥étel wa dedTeEn SimhéTa Tou Higgs.

Or ITtvoxeg 13.1 xon 13.2 mopovoidlouv Tic wioxataotdoelc Tou MSSM. Eivou duvaty| 7
WEN petodl Ty gauginos xau higgsinos tou (Blou poptiou xodde xou Sopdpwy uTEEcLY-
HeTEXOY geputovimy (sfermions) tou Blou goptiou. Mévo oto yxhouvivo dev emitpéneto
TETOL P apol To YopTio YPMUATOC (color charge) eunodilel t pi&n toug e dhho ow-
pom&oc To oudétepa higgsinos (H,, HY you Hd) ouvdudlovton pe ta oLdETEpa gauginos (B°
xou W ) YLoL VL ONULoUEYHoOUY L&oxoc'coco'tocoag poc(ocg YVOOTEC w¢ VeTpahivo (neutrlinos)
(Xz ,1=1,2,3,4). Ta gopTiouéva hlggsmos (H xow H ;) ouvdudlovton og U0 xoTao TdoELS
udlog yvwotéc we charginos (Xz ,1=1,2).

13.3.4 Gauge Mediated Supersymmetry Breaking scenario

To cevdpto yio 1 Gauge mediated Supersymmetry Breaking (GMSB) eivor ané tor omho-
Do TEPa xou koo TR oEVdpla. ‘Eyel ToA) Yewpntind eVOLpEQOV Yiar TN VEU QUOLXT| PO
oyt wovo otadepornotel T wao Tou Higgs tou KII adid amogelyet T oudétepa peduorta oh-
Aoy yevong mou ugicTavton oe dAAa oevdpla ortacipatog Tne unepouuuetelog. H Baouny
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Particles spin-0 spin-1/2  SU(3)c SU((2)r, U(l)y
squarks quarks, Q  (dp,d;)  (up,dp) 3 2 i
3 families a U ul, 3 1 -2
d dr, dh, 3 1 i
sleptons, leptons L @ &) ver 1 2 -1
3 families e (€R) equ 1 1 1
Higgs, higgsinos H, (H,,HY) (HS HY) 1 2 i
Higgs, higgsinos H,; (HJ, H;) (HY, Hj) 1 2 —%

Table 13.1: Ou yepohixéc unepdinhétec tou MSSM

Particles spin-1/2  spin-1  SU(3)c SU(2);, U(l)y
gluino, gluon g g 8 1 0
winos, W bosons Wi, wo Wi, wo 1 3 0
bino, B boson B° BY 1 1 0

Table 13.2: O Baduwtéc unepdiniétec tou MSSM

189

apy Y| auTAS NG Vewplag elvol WS oL UTEPCUUETEXOL GUVTPOPOL TWV PEQULOVILY TOU X0
NEPOUEVOL TEOTUTIOL amoXTOLUY udla péow arAniemidpdoewy Paduidoc. To poviého autd
avamtOyOnxe Ty dexaetion Tou 80 %o TEPLEYEL OAES TIC ToEaUETEOUE antd Tou MSSM xardg
xon 0 ‘pahoxd” ondoo e YTrepouppetploac. Yto GMSB oevdplo to ehagpitepo unep-
CUUUETEIXO ouuotidlo elvor To gravitino (G) eve 10 auéons eAappdTERO UTERCUUUETELXO

7 7 7.
cwuatido eivon o vetpahivo

xD.
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Kegarato 14

To Ilelpopa CMS

14.1 To Evpwnoxd Kevipo Hupnvixov Epeuvov

To Euvpwmoixd Kévtpo IMupnvixwy Egeuveyv CERN elvon éva amd tar yeyohltepa xévipa
TUPNVIXNC X0 COUATIOLXNS Yuoxic oTov x6ouo. To 1954 6¢dexa Avtixée Evpwnoixég
YWeeg, YeTadd autddv xou 1 EANEBo cuppavnoay otny Bpuon tou opyaviogol. Mfuepa To
CERN opuiuet 22 yopec-péhn. Xto CERN nporyuotonolobvton TOAG Tewpduato ue dlevvelg
ouvepyaotec. O Boaoixds Toug atdyog elvan v topéyel ta omopaitnta epyohela (emitayuvtég
owpatdiny, aviyveutéc) yio T yeAétn tne Baowic épeuvac otn guotxh. ‘Eva and ta
ueyohitepa emtedypato Tou CERN mépa amd tn Poaownr| €peuva ebvar 1 dnutovpyior Tou
Moryxéopou Iotol (World Wide Web).

14.2 O Meydroc Adpovinoc Emtoayuvtric (LHC)

O Meydhoc Adpovixdc Emtayuvtric LHC etvor évag emtayuvtrc adpovioy Ue meptpépeta
nepinouv 26.7 km. H eyxotdotaon tou LHC éywve otn #01n undpyouca UmSYELd XUXAL-
x| oYjparyyo Tou emitayuvth nhextpoviou-tolitpoviou LEP. H orpayya auty| diaoyilet to
ovopa I'ahhioc-EABetiog oe Bddoc yetald 45 xou 175 m. H eicorywy?) twv tpwtoviny otov
doxtOMo emtdyuvong tou LHC yivetan ye yprion (g oelpde GAAWY ETLTOYUVTMOY TOU AEL-
ToupYoLY oTi¢ eyxataoTdoelg Tou CERN. To npwtdvia mou dnutoupyolvtal HEGE LOVIGHOU
udpoYOVoL Zextvolv and Tetpdnoha padtoouyvotntac (Radio Frequency Quadrupoles )
éyovtog evépyeta 750 keV. Axoroldne emtayivovtar anoxtovtog evépyeta 50 MeV pe
Borewa tou ypauuxol emtoyuvth LINAC xan xotevdivoviar otov mpowdnty| (Booster )
omou avoartuooouy evépyela on pe 1.4 GeV. Xtn cuvéyeia odnyolvian 6to olyypoTo
mpwtoviwy (Proton Synchrotron ) émou emtorylvovtan péyet v evépyelo twv 25 GeV.
X0l XaTOTY 070 UEYENO olVYYpoTo TpwToviwy (Super Proton Synchrotron ) 6nou xota-
Ayouv oTtny evépyela Twv 40 GeV. Amo exel xateutivovial mpog Toug U0 OUOXEVTEOUG
doxtulloug Tou LHC, ye avtideteg xateudivoelg péypl va amoxtioouy TNy emduunty| -
vépyew. Katomy ouyxpobovton oto onueior Tou eivon eYXATEGTNUEVOL OL VLY VEUTES TWV
tecadpnv Tewpoudtwy ATLAS, CMS, ALICE, xou LHCb. ‘O)o autd cuvodilovtoar atny mo-
QOXATL ELXOVAL

191
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CMS

"% North Area

ALICE o LHC-b

Towards
Gran Sasso

AD

-

ISOLDE East Area

LINAC 273 i
./n TOF 7 CTE3
A
LT
P S
LINAC 3 AD Antiproton Decelerator
PS5 Proton Synchrotron n-TOF Meutron Time OF Flight
- !]I'DLDI'IS antiprotans SRS Super Proton Synchrotron CMGS CERM Neutrinos Gran Sasso
ions = electrons LHC  Large Hadron Collider CTF3 CLIC TestFacility 3

neutrons B Neutrines

Eyfua 14.1: Oréxineo to obumieyua tou CERN poll ye ta onueio obyxpouong xo to
avtitotya mElpduaT

14.3 To CMS

To Compact Muon Solenoid (CMS) eivon évag yevixold axomol aviyveutrg totoleTnuévog
o7o Xnpeto 5 tou daxtuiiou Tou LHC xovtd oto Yoo ywetd Cessy otny T'odkla. Kota-
OXEVAO TNXE YLa VOL BWOOEL ATAVTAHCELS O TANUMEA EPWTNUAT®Y, OTWS 0 axEYBNC UNYAVIOUOS
ToL oTAo{HTog TG NAexTeoevoUS cupueTelag, (dyvovtag yia To unoloévio tou Higgs xo-
Ved¢ eniong xou yia anoxhiocelg and 1o Kohepwuévo Ipdtumo Pdyvovtag yio evoellelc véag
PUOLXAC OTWC 1) UTEPUUUETELA, 1) OXOTEWT UAT Xt ot €€Tpa Bl TIoELS. DTNV etxdva 14.2
Topouctdleton o aviyveutig CMS.

O aviyveuthc tepthopfBavel €var UTEQOYWYLLO CWANVOELDY| LY VATY UE TOAAATAOUS UTO-
vy VeEUTEG Yoo oe auToV. To cwhnvoeldée mapéyet Eva poryvntind nedio 3.8 T xatd prxog
TOU OVLYVEUTY) €TOL OOTE VoL UTOREL Vo GTEEPEL TIC TROYIES TWV POPTICUEVWY CLUATLOIWY.
LyeddoTXE PUE OTOYO TNV UEAETY TWV TROIOVIWY GOYXEOUOTC TEMOTOVIKV-TEMOTOVIWY Xol
¢ X TOUTOU BUVOTAL VoL VLY VEDTEL PWTOVLYL, NAEXTEOVLY, OBEOVIA XOL ULOVLOL UETEWVTAS [E
axp{Beo Ty evépyeld Toug. Tlapdhhnha xotaypdpel Euueca Ta TOEAY WYX TOL OEV OAAT-
AETOEOVY UE TA UMXE TOU aVLYVEUTH), UETPWVTIUC TO EAAEWUUA OTNV EYXQOLOL GUVIC TGO
NG OPUNE 1 AAALLS PETPOVTOS TNV eMAelmouca eyxdpotia evépyela. To clotnua cuvte-
Toyévewy mou €yel viodetnlel and to melpapo CMS, éyel v apyh tou (0,0) oto *xévipo
TOU ALy VeuTr, oto onueio alyxpouone. O dfovag y Belyvel xddeta TPog Tal TV, EVE O
d&ovag x detyver mpog to xévipo tou LHC . H alywoudavy| yewvia ¢ petpdtar and tov dova
X 070 emNEDO XY eV N ToAxr) Ywvia 0 uetpdtan Tov dova z . Emnpocdétwe, to ENeupd
miss

e evépyelag Omwe unoroy(leton To eyxdpaoto eninedo, cuuBoiiletar we pr
Ot Buotdoeig tou aviyveutr) CMS eivar 21.6 m prixog, 14.6 m SidueTtpoc xaL GUVOAL-
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CMS DETECTOR STEEL KETURN YOKE

‘Lotal weight 1 14,004 tonnes 1,500 lenaes SILICON TRAUKERS

Overall diameter ; 15.0m Pixel [100x150 pan} —16m° —66M channels
Overalllength 287 m Microstrips (B02180 pon) ~200m" -9.60 chuels

Magnetic field 38T

SUPERCONDUCTING SOLENOID
Miebium litaivan coil carrying 16,0003

MUON CHAMBERS
Barrl: 250 Deifl Tube, 330 Resislive Plale Clunl=res
Endvags: +05 Caluode SLeip, 352 Resistive Plate Claunbecs

PRESHOWER
Silicon strips =16m® ~1 37,000 channzls

FOEWARD CALORIMETER
Steel + Qparts fibres ~2,000 Channels

CRYSTAL
BLECTROMAGNELLC
CALORIMETER (ECAL)
= 76,000 seatllating ITWO, ceystas

HADRON CALORIMETER (HCAL)
Brass + Vlaslic scintillator ~7,000 Cnnels

Eyfuo 14.2: O aviyveuthc CMS . Patvovton o Sacixd Tou yopoxTnetoTixd xdie xoupation
TOU QLY VEUTH.

%6 Bdpoc 12500 t. Or Tpoyléc TV PORTICUEVLY CWUATIOIWY UETEWVTAL OO TO ECWTEPLXO
olotnua Tpoytde (inner tracking system ), to onoio amoteheiton amd évor aviyveutr| pixel
(pixel detector) xau évo aviyveut| tpoyldc nupttiou (silicon strip tracker) xolOntovtog
0 < ¢ <21 xa |n| < 2.5 6mou n 1 devdowxdmra. To clotnuo Tpoylds tepxAeieTan
amd to nhextpouayvnTixd Vepuidouetpo (ECAL) xau to adpovixd depuidouetpo (HCAL).
To ECAL anoteheiton and 61200 xpuotdhihoug Borgpouixol pohiBdou (PbWO,) ol omo-
fou ebvan eyxateotnuévol oto xevtpxd pépoc tou Bapehiob (ECAL Barrel, EB) xou 7324
mou Bploxovtar totoYetnuéves otic dxpec (ECAL Endcap, EE). Eminiéov, évag aviyveutrg
npoxotouytopol (preshower detector) éyer tonoVetniel umpootd and toug xpUC TEAhOLS
oto EE, ye oxond my avory voplon twv o0udEtepnmy Toviwy v teptoy 1.653 < |n| < 2.6.
Yuvtehel entlong 670 By wELOUS OV NAEXTEOVIWY omd Tal CLUATBI YVWo T (¢ minimum
bias ionizing xou emtpénel Tov TROGBLOELOUG TN VEOTNC TV NAEXTEOVIWY XL TV (POTO-
viwv. To cbotnua oxavdoaiipol (trigger system) eivou opyavwpévo oe duo emimeda xou
€YEL WG OTOYO TNV ETAOYY TOV TUO EVOLAPEPOY YEYOVOTWV OTMS TEOXUTTOLY UETA oo
CLUYXEOVGCELC UETAE) TEWTOVIWY.
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Kegdhowo 15

Avaxataxeur) I'eyovotwv xo Hpocouot-
(WOELC

H avaxotaoxeun] Twv YEYOVOTOV XAl TWV OVTIXEWEVWY TEOYUATOTOLETOL UEGL TOU ohyo-
elduou Particle Flow (PF) o omolog éyet oyedlootel (ote vor umopel vo TauTonotoet T
ctolepd cwUATOW TOU TEOEPYOVTAL ATO TS CUYXEOVGCELS TEWTOVIKY GUVBLALOVTIS TANPO-
poplec and emuépoug uTd-ovtyveuTtég Tou CMS. Autd elvon BuVITOY YdEn GTNY EEUEETIXY
OLAXELTLXY) IXAVOTNTO TOU VLY VEUTH) TROYLOV TUELTIOU Xal TOU NAEXTEOMAYVNTIXOU VepuLdo-
uétpou. I v Tawtomolnon Teoyidv YenowonoloLvTol olydprduol enaveAnng vPnArg
anodotixétnrac (interative tracking algorithm) xatdhhnho oyedaopévol oto vor towto-
Totoouy midaxec (jets) divovtog plor pixer) TavoTnToL Vo AVOXATIAGKEVICOoUY Addog TNy
Teoytd. Auth n mbavétnto utoloyiletan mwe elvon wixpdTeEn Tou 1% axduo xou Yo TG
O TMERIMAOXES TEPLTTWOELS YUUNANC 0pUNC UE TROYIESC oL €yoLY TEOEADEL amd Tov doval
¢ 0éoung. o tn evépyela mou evamotiveton ota YepudoueTpa UTdEYEL Evag ahyopELd-
nog opadonoinone (clustering algorithm) wavog va Eeywpiler xovtvée evanodéoeic dia-
TNe®VTIC LPNAY) amddoor axdua xar oe younhéc evépyeec. O alyopriuog PF avoryvepilet
HLOVIAL CUYXEIVOVTOC TROYIES UG TOV OVLYVEUTY| TPOYLOY TUELTIOU XU TPOYLEG amd TOL ULOVI-
x& ouoTota aviyvevong Tou CMS. To nAexTtpovio ovoxaTaoXeLALOVTOL YENOHLOTOLOVTOG
HETOPBANTES amd TO NAEXTEOUXYVNTIXG VEQUIOOUETEO Xal TOV avlyVeLTH Teoytwy. ‘Ola to
UTOAOLTIOL CLUATIO UTopoly va TauTtomondoly wg adEdVId, OUBETERN adEOVLLL 1} (PLTOVLYL
oLYXEIVOVTUC TNV OpUT] TWV TEOYLWY UE TNV EVATO¥eon Tou dgnoay 1 un 6To YepUIdOUETEO.
Y1a owUaTidlor TOU oVOXATIUCKEVAC TNXAY EQOEUOLOVTAL AUCTNEOTERA XPITHELOL oL YENOl-
HOTIOLOUVTAL G Paoin] TUPAUETEOS GE GANOUS ahY0piDUOUS OTWE TNV OVUXATUACKEVY| TV
TUWOAXWY 1) GTOV UTOAOYLOUO TNG EAAEITOVCOS EYXAEOING OpUnc. 2To oo 15.1 gaiveton
1) YEVIXT] EXOVOL AVAXATACHEUTS TWV AVTIXEWEVWY TOU YPNOYLOTOO0VTOL GTNV AVIAUGT).

15.1 Tpeoyec xouw Kopupéc

O tpoytéc TV oToLELdOY cwpatdiny avayvwpeilloviar yenowonowsvtoe v Kalman
Filter uédodo otnv onola nporypatonoteiton par npocopuoy (fit) hapBdvovtac vddiv Tic
TOMITAEG OXEOUOEIC UE ATMOTEAECUA TN TUPAUETEO Xpovong xaL Ty opyxh opuh. Ot
Baowéc Teoyiéc (Primary Vertices) avoxotaoxeudlovian and Ty odadonoinot TeoyLoy
ol onoleg elvan cupPatéc ye T mepoyn g Paocrc alnienidpaong. H Véon tng xdde
xopu@Tc Tpocupudletal and TV avtioTolyn xopuyY| Yenoylotowviac To adaptive vertex
fitting.
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EI I I a| 1 =|I 6l )
Key: m im I m 4m 5m in m
Muon
Electron
Charged Hadron (2., Pion)
— — — - Neutral Hadron {e.g. Meutron)
''''' Phaton

Electromagnetic
Calbrimeter

Superenducting
Calorimeter Selenaid

Trean peturm yoke interspe sed I H
wih Muon chambers H

Transwerse slioe
s gh TS

Eyuo 15.1: Mo topr| Tou aviyveuth) CMS pall pe Tt aAAnAemidpdoelc and SLdpopo Geuo-
TidaL.

15.2  dwtdHvIa

"Eva 9o TOVIo ToU TopdyEToL GTO GNUED TNG GUYXEOUOTS, TEWTA TEPVAEL AO TOV AVLY VEUTY
TEOYLOV XAl ETELTA ELOEQYETOL OTO NAEXTEOUXYVNTXOG VepuidoueTpo ECAL 6mou ydvel OAn
TOU TNV EVEPYELX HECW TOU MAEXTEOUAYVNTXXOV XaTtouylopol. Trdoyouy 800 MEQINTOOELS.
YNV TN TERITTWOT] TO POTOVIO TEPVAEL UG TOV OVLY VEUTY| TROYUDY YWEIC Vo AAANAETI-
dpdoet xou aghvel oyedoV O Tou TNV EVERYELX GTOUC xpuoTtdAloug Tou ECAL. Eva tétoo
pwtovio ovopdleton unconverted. Ytny Seltepr Mep(nTOON, TO YWTOVIO UETUTEENETOL OE
Céuyog nhextpoviou-tolitpoviou v eloérel 6TO NhexTEopayVNTIXG Yepuidduetpo. To
NAexTEOVIO xou To TollTedVio Tou dnuloupYinxe emnpedlovial and To uayvnTixd medlo
X0l OPHVOUY TNV EVERYELXL GTO VEPUIBOUETEO O UEYOADTERES YWVIEC ¢. AuTd Tar peTOVLXL
ovoudlovton converted. T'io voo cupmepthdBouv O TNy evamdUeon evépyelog, T POTOVLAL
avaxotaoxeudlovra yenowponotwyvtog "superclusters”. H evépyelo twv @wtoviewy cukéye-
Tou adpollovtag TNy eVEpYELd ToU €xel evamotedel GTOUC XPUG TAAAOUC XoL TNV EVERYELX TTOU
€yl ouley el oTic dxpec and tov aviyveuty| Tpo-xataytopol("pre shower detector™).

15.3 Hiextpovia

To nhextpovia avaxataoxevdlovtor cuvdudlovtag ta supercluster tou Yepuidipéteou e
wlar Tpoytd. H umodrprar Tooytd meoxdnTel xdvovTag TeOGUpUOYT) TWV XTUTNUATOY TOU ovi-
YVEUTYH TpoYL®V e Tov ahyberduo Gaussian-sum filter (GSF) otnv onolo povielomoleito
1) AMWAELL EVERYELAS AOY W axTvoPBollag TEdNoNG ue €va ddpoloua amd YXOAUCLUVES CUYXE-
xpLévou Bdpouc.

15.4 Miovia

To pLdvior avaxortaoxevdlovta yenotponotwvtog ) wédodo global muon reconstruction
1 omola GLVBUALEL TNV TANEOPORIN AT TOV AVLYVEUTH| LOVIKY X0 TOV OVLYVEUTT) TROYLOV.
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15.5  Avaxotaoxeuf] ASpovixY TLOIXOY

Mo and Ti¢ YeYOAITERES TPOXANCELS TNG PUOXTE TwVY UPNADY EVERYELDY Elvol 1) ETLTUYTG
TAUTOTOIMGT) XL AVAXATAOHEUT] CWUATIOIWY TV OTOIWY Ol TEAXES XATACTICELS TEQLEYOLY
xovopxg. To xovopx mou TaEdyovTol and AVEAAOTIXH OXEBUCT, OEV UTOEOUY Vol UTHEEOLY
o¢ eheutépa cuuatidl Aoyw teptoplopy amd v QCD. Auté mou unopel vo petendel oe
€voy oty veuTr| elvon To omotéleopa and Wi dtadxacio petotponiic coloured partons oe
éval xotonyloud and colourless partons. To amotin®UN TWY XOUKEX XAl TWY YAOUGVIWY
ovoudletan jet. 'Eva jet neptéyet xuplwe omUatidlor OTme TLOVLXL, XUOVLOL OXOUA XOL T TOVLAL
X0l VETEOVLAL.

H avoxataoxeur| twv jets Eexwvd and Sedouéva mou mpoépyovtal and to epuLdoue-
tpo. (ECAL xou HCAL). Enerta ypnowonoteiton o odyopripoc anti-kz o onoloc AauBdvel
Ut Oy TOU TO CWUATIO UE TN HEYOADTERT, OpUY| o OUadOTOLEL To YELTOVIXE CwuaTidlaL
oe éva midaxo pe Bdomn TNy evépyela xou TNy oppn. Télog, ota avoxataoxevacuéva jets
Tparypotomoleiton Wi evepyetoxnt| Boduovounon xadmg xou emnAéov dlopdhoelg €101 MOOTE
1) TOUTOTOINGT) TOUG VoL €YEL UEYAAN oxplBeta

15.6 Tavtonoinon tou b quark

H emtuyfc tawtonoinon tou b quark eivon anapoitntn oe modléc avolboelg tng melpaa-
TIXAC PUOIXAC VPNADY EVERYELWY XS auTd PBploxovTtol o8 TOAAES TEAXES XATAC TACELS.
[No autd Tov AéYo autd oo CMS €youv avamtuydel edwol akydpriuol Tou punopolv vo
Tawtomolioouy éva b jet pe peydin axpeifelo. Autol Bacilovtan otic WdtnTeg Tou b quark.
Mot mopdiderypa o apxetd uPnhog yedvo Lwrg mew auTté SluonacTel 0dnyel oTny dnulovpyia
dEUTEPELOLOKY X0PLYKY (secondary vertices) ot onolec avTioToLOLY oo oNueiar SrooTo-
oYc tou. O ahydprduoc CSV (Combined Secondary Vertex) yenowonotel tic mopandve
WBOTNTES Yl var TouTonotioeL éval b jet xou elvor autde mou yenoylomotfinxe yio TNV o-
vdhuon twv dedouévey tou 2016.

15.7  Elielnovoa eyxdpota opun

H ehelnovoa eyxdpota oput P avoartooxendletan amd Ta umoPripLar NAEXTEOVLAL, ULOVLAL,
PLTOVIAL XaL o To PopTLouéVa adpdVia ToL TpoxUTTouy and tov particle flow odyéprduo.
‘Onwe éyer avagepiel ta cwpatidiar epgaviloviol kg Teoylée xou evanovécels evépyelag.
O PF ahyoprduoc anooxomel 6to va avayvewpeloet 6o o otadepd ooyl cuvoudlo-
vtag Thnpogopta and xdde empépous aviyveutr. H cuvohiny| eyxdpoia opur| optleton wg
TO OLVUCUATIXG SIPOLoUA OAWDY TOV AVUXATACHEVACUEVLY COUATIOWY TOU YEYOVOTOG.
H eyxdpoia erhelnovco opur| optleton w¢ t0 dpvnuixd Slovuouotixd dipolopa OAOY TV
AVUXATAXEVACUEVDY COUATIONY TOU YEYOVHTOC:

p—%miss - _ Zﬁ“ i = PI' candidates (15.1)
i

H pJ"** evor o uétpo autol Tou otaviuatog. H PSS UTOPEL VoL TPOEPYETOL OO
Tolkég TnYég Tou Telpduatog. Mmopel va umdpyet "ot eyxdpota elkeimouvoa oput
amo BlEPYAOIES TTOU TEPLEYOLY VETEAAIVO Xat BEV vy VELOVTOL OO TOV VLY VEUTY), 1 altd U-
TOYPUPES UTEPCUUUETELOG OTIOU 0 ENAPEUTEQOS UTEPOUIUETELXOC GUVTEOPOS GUVTEAEL oTNY
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Parton level

Particle Jet Energy depositions
in calorimeters

Eyhuo 15.2: Mo avomopdio oo tne oniovpylag evog midoxa amd g oUYXEOVCELS TEWTO-
viwv oto CMS xou oL avtioTolyeg evarodécelg evépyetag ota VepuldoueTea

b

Eyfua 15.3: EXelnovoa eyxdpotio opur| oplleton ¢ TO 0pvNTixo GUpOIoUa TWVY EYXIOCLLY
opu®Y 6Awv TV PF unodnpiwy.

Miss

eupdvion uhmhic pFet. Ouwe 1 PP umopel va mpoépyetan amd xadh pétenon e e
YUBEGLIC OPUAC HOT TN SLIEXELN OVAXUTAOKELY S UECW TwV Uedddwy tou neprypddope. O
oaxei3ic uTohoyiouog Tng elvon TOAL onuavtxdg oto melpopo CMS xoun €youv dnutoupyniet
TOMEC TEYVIXEC WOTE 1) UETENOT TNS Vo elvon oxEUBTg.

15.8  Ilpoowpuoiwoeic Monte Calro

XN Quo) VPNAMY EVEQYELDY YPNOULOTOLOUYTOL TEOCGOUOLOELS TOU OVLYVEUTH| XUl TGV
OLUPOPWY PUOXWY dlepYact®wy. AuTéc ol yovielonotioelg 0dnyoly 6To va BeAticydouy ol
TEYVIXES aVAALONS ot Vo xatovoniel 1 eniBooT TOAGY xol TERPITAOXWY UTOAVLY VEUTCV
OTWE ATV ToL TEpLEYovTaL 6To CMS. Ot TpocoUOLOCELC TEUYUATOTOUVTAL UE TN UEVo-
6o Monte Carlo otnv onola yenowonowolvton tuyaio delypato ota Yewpentind poviéia
OoTE Vo TPoPAeUel 1 oVOUEVOUEVT] GUUTIEQLPORE TOUG XATL ATO PEAALCTIXEG GUVUTXES.
Baoileton 0e UTOAOYIOTIXEC TPOCOUOLWGCELS Xl UTOREL VoL BOCEL OWOTES ANAVTHCEL EXEL
mou dev unopel var dwdel vietepuvio iy hoor. Hapadelypota oty Quoxh VNGV evep-
YEWOY TEPLAUPBAVOLY TEOCOUOUDCELS YEYOVOTWY OTIOU Tol CWUATIOI TopdyovTol Ge Tuy ol
xateLuvon xan VE€om uToxoLYoVToG 68 VEWENTIXOUE TEPLOPIOUOUS XAV(E XAl OE TEOCMUOL-
(DOEIC TOL VLY VEUTN OToL hofBdvovTton UTOPLY BLdPOEOL TAUPSUETEOL OTIWE O NAEXTEOVIXOG
YopuPog x.a. Ta Bacixd mpoypedupata Teocogolnnong yio T dnuovpyia Yeyovotwy etval 1
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PYTHIA , POWHEG, MADGRAPH xar TAUOLA. H PYTHIA eivan évag YEVVHTORAS YEYOVOTWY
yevixol oxonov. Ileplopfdver Bacixéc diepyaoiec Omwe NG xBavinnc YewUOOUVOUIXNG
QCD xau tng YTrepoupuetplag, tTng nopaynyre tou Higgs odhd xou e€wtinic guowrec. H
PYTHIA ypnowonoteitar o€ uVBUAGUO Xou UE SAAOUC YEVVATORES OTtE Tov MADGRAPH xou
POWHEG .H pyédodoc POWHEG etvou uior Bertiomuévn exdoyr| tng PYTHIA agol yenowonotel
Next to leading order (NLO) umohoyiopolc hoaufdvovtag LTOdy xaL TOV XUTOUYIoUO TWY
mopToviwy. H PYTHIA elvon TOA) amOTEASOUATIXT OTY) TEQLYRUPT ATAWY 2 — 2 BLEPYUACLMYV.
[Mopdho auTd TIC TEPLOCOTERES PORES OTIG TEMXES XATAC TAGELS €Y OUUE TEPLOCOTEQO G-
o O yevvtopac MADGRAPH pnopel vo 66)GEL XahOTERY TEQLYRAU(PY) TETOLWY TERITAOXWY
TENXOV XATOC TAGEWY.

H mepimhoxdtnta Tou aviyveutr) CMS anoutel plo tohd ToAOTAOKY TROCOUOIOGT) OOTE Vol
avaTmoEoyUEl 1) CUUTEQLPORA TOU OVLY VEUTH OTNV TOEOUGTN CWUATIOIWY amd TIg oLUYXEOUCELS
TV TpwToviwy. Autd cuyfaivel yenowonowwnviog To ntoxéto GEANT4 o omolo meptypdipel
ToV vy VeuTy) Aopfdvovtog uddy Ty axplfr]) Tou YEWUETEIR, TO UNXO XOTOUGHEUNS X.0L.
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Kegdhowo 16

‘Epcuval Y10l UTEPOUUNETELO UE TEALXES KO-
TOOTAOELS PWTOVIWY X0 EYUAOOLIC EAA-
elmouoac opurC

Autd 1o xe@dhoo TepthauBdvel ta anoteAéouoTa TS avallATNONG VEOC QUOIXAC OE TENXES
XATUC TAOELS POTOVIWY xal EYxdpatloc eEMeimovcac opuric. To dedouéva Tou yenoylonot-
Aonxay cUAEYTNXA antd Tov aviyveutr i CMS 1o 2016 xou avTloToLyoUV GE OAOXANEWUEYT
POTEVOTNTA 35.9 b1,

16.1 dPawvouevoroyia TEAXOV XATUCTACEWY

Y& moAAd Bradedouéva cevdpla Véag puatxrc mépav tou Kabicpwpévou Ipotimou xan xu-
plwe oe oevdpla Trepouppetplag (SUSY), mepiéyovton povtéha pe tehixéc UToypapés Qo-
Toviev xor uhmifc eyxdpotac eMelnoucac opufic (pr). Se autd Ta poviéha cuvAdng
TO OTAGLIO TNG UTEQOUUUETEIOG UETUPERETAL OE YOUNAOTERES EVEQYELUNES XAUOXES UECH
dopecorafntiv Poduidac (gauge mediated Supersymmetry breaking - GMSB). Autd ta
HOVTERA €Y0UV EVa GOVOAO XOWVWY YoRUXTNEIOTIXGY Xl TepthauBdvouy éva otadepd, o-
o¥evide oAMNAETdPMY eNaPEOTERO UTepoLPPETEXG olvtpogo (Lightest Supersymmetric
Partner-LSP). Q¢ eyxdpoto ehheinovoo opun opiloupe 1o pétpo tou avtidetou Swavuouo-
Tix00 adpoloUaTOC TWYV EYXAPOLOV OPUMY OAWY TV KORUTMYY CWUATIOIWY TOU YEYOVOTOQ
X0l UTOPEL VO TPOXUTITEL UG 1] OVLY VEUCLUA CWUATIOWL, OTWE To VETEIVOL Xt ToL UTOVETL-
x& umepouppeTEXd cwpatide. Yt GGM (General Gauge Mediation) povtéha we LSP
Yewpeitar To oyedov dualo gravitino (G) ye to enduevo ehapedtepo onuotidio (Next to
the Lightest Supersymmetric Particle (NLSP)) va eivon éva oudétepo vetpodivo (x). H
Tapovoa Epeuva apopd TNV avalATnoT VEug puotxic cuuPathc ue To poviého GGM SUSY
0€ TEMXES XATUO TACELC Ol OTOLEG AMOTEAOUVTOL OO BUO POTOVIAL Xt UPNAES THéS ey xdp-
otag ehetnovoog oppung. Ilopduoiee avarioeic €youv mpayupatomoiniel 6to ToEeNIOV pe
oedouéva mTou cUAEYUNxay amd tov aviyveutry CMS uixpdtepng ohoxAnewuévng QoTeEL-
votnrag. To Bedoyéva mou yenowomot\Inxoay otV GUYXEXPIIEVT EPEUV GUAAE YUY
ue evépyeta xévtpou pdlac /s = 13 TeV yeyovic mou cuvéBahe Vetxd otny evacdnoio
Twv Yetproeny. o Ty epunveia Twv anoteleopdtony, V0 YovTéAR Yenoylonotdnxoy
TOU aVAXOUV GToL AeYopeva amhontoinuéva povtéha guoxic (Simplified Models) ta omola
BaoiCovton og wxpd aprdud LTOVECEWY XU TUPUUETEWY ETOL WOTE OL TEMXES XAUTAC TAGELS
ToL TEOPBAETOLY VoL UToEOLY Vo TauwTonoinoly and TElRduaTa emToyuvTey. To mpoTo

201
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and autd eivon o wovtého T58g xatd To omolo TEAYUATOTOLELTOL THUTOYPOVT| TTAURAY WYY
6vo ylouoviov (gluon (g)) xau to devtepo, to Thgg, dmou mpaypaTonolE(TaL TAUTOYEOVN
nopaywy duo squark. Kou ota 800 povtéha to LSP eivor 1o oyedév dualo gravitino @
XOl TO AUECWS EANAPPUTEPO LTEQOUMHETELXG OwUotidlo elvar to vetpohivo (X).

Ye outd To povtéha undpyet drathenon e R-opotiiog yeyovog mou dracpoiilel mwg
to LSP elvon duao xou 8ev aAAniemided ue tov aviyveuth|. o autd tov Adyo oTic ou-
YXEOVOELC TEMTOVIKY OTOU UToEOLY Vo Ty oLV UTEQCUUUETEXE GWUATIOW ovoUévETOL
onuavTixy eMelnovoa eyxdpoto opur]. Emlone ota povieda autd, 6ha ta vetpakivo da
dlaomac ToUv o éva gravitino (G) xou €vo pOTOVIO UE ATOTEAECUA Y ARUXTNEIO TIXES XOITO-
OTACEIC YEYOVOTWY PE 800 QuwTovia xan UPNAY elkeimovoa eyxdpoto opur. Ot mapoamdve
otadloxieg meprypdpovion oTa oy ot TS exovag 16.1.

- ~0 -~
- X1 G
- - —

T~ X1 G

Figure 16.1: Awxypduparta tou detyvouy tic dwdaoiec T5gg (apotepd )xou TOEE (5e€id).

’ ’ 7 7 miss
FEYOVOTO( O(T[OTE)\OU{JEVO( and duo (P(DTOVLO( xo pr

ddpopec YVvwotég dladxaoies ota mhalolo Tou Kahepwuévou Ilpotdnou, ol onolec nept-
AoBavouy Ty arneuieiog Tapaywy VO PWTOVILY UG axTVOBOAAG dpEyIXTE XUTAoTACTG
(Initial State Radiation- ISR), xadcd¢ xou molvadpovind yeyovéoto (multijet events) ye mi-
Yov) ToEdAANAT Topay YT pwToviny. To x0wd yopoxTNEIGTIXG AUTOV TWV BLIBXAGLEY
elvol TS EVE TEPEYOUY POTOVIA OTNY TEAXY| XUTdoTaoT 1 eMAeinoucH eYXdpota opuy
TOU YEYOVOTOC OV elvon eYYEVAC aol 1 UToEEN NG OPelAeTon GE ECQPUAUEVY UETENOT.
Emmiéov, undpyel 1 mioavotnTto EGHIAIEVNC UETENONS TNG AORPOVIXTE BRAC TNELOTNTAC TOU
Yeyovétog otny mepintwon mou adpovixol mdoxes (jets) ue mhololo nhextpoudyvnTid
poptio TautomoinUoly ecpaiuéva kg puwtovia. Mixpdtepng xhipoxag unéPatpa uropoly
va Teoéhdouy and yeyovota Ye Umapln ey Yevols EAAE(TOVCAS OpUTnG, 1) OTola TPOERYETAL
xVpleg amd To VETEIVO Tou Bev aAANAETOREd Ue Tov aviyveuty|. Tétoleg Bradixaoie mept-
Aofavouy yeyovota xuplwg and dadxacteg omwg Wy xaw W + jets 6mou 1o W unolévio
OLOTIATOL AETITOVIXGL XAl TO NAEXTEOVIO AVOXATAOXEVALETOL EGPUAUEVOL WS PewTOVIo. To ve-
Teivo TOU YEYOVOTOC TapaEVEL N aviy VEUGLUO xou 00nYEl oE YYeEVY| elhelnouca eyxdpaoto
opuY. Téhog undipyel Ui UxpeY| CUVELSPOE YEYOVOTWY LUToPdipou and Zyy — vvyy.

7. 7 4 7
elvon BuvaToY var mapay Yoy amod

16.2  Aedoyéva xou mpoonueinoelc Monte Carlo

Ta mewpopatind 6edopéva GUAMEYINxay ue tov aviyveuth) CMS o onolog meprypdpeton o
ToEdypapo 14.3 xaL avTioToly o0V GE OAOXANPOWUEVT POTEWVOTNTA 35.9 fh".
Ipocopowwoelc Monte Carlo twv Sadxasctdy tou ofatog xow Tou utofddeou yen-
owwomotinxay v Tov xadoplold NG AmOdOTIXOTNTAS TOU CHUATOS XoMG Xol Yol TOV
TEOGBLOPLOUO 0pLoPEVLY antd T uxpedtepa umoBadpa. H yevvhtela yeyovotwy mpmtng
184€nc MADGRAPHS5_aMCQNLO yenowonoiinxe yloo TV TEOGOUOIGY Tou GHUATOC,
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10 omolo dnuoupyinxe pe dvo gluinos 7 duo squarks xou yéypt duo emmiéov TopTéHVIAL
(partons) otnv uftpa uohoyouol Twv ototyelwv (ME= Matrix Element). O xatoryt-
oUO¢ TaPTOVIWY, 1) AdEOVOTOMGT), Ol IAANAETOPACELS TOAATALY TAUPTOVIWY XL TO Bactxo
YEYOVOS TEQLYRAPTXAY oo TNV YEVVH TRl YEYOVOTWY PYTHIA. Ol GUVOPTACELS XATAVOUTG
TapToviey AMdnxay and to toxéto NNNPDF3.5. TN Tic dicpyaoieg unofdipou, 1 amdxpet-
o1 TOU OVLYVEUTY| TEOCOUOWWINXE PE TN YeNoT Tou Aoyiouxold GEANT4, eve 1 yeryoen
npocoyoiwon (FastSim) yia to CMS ypenowonotinxe yio TNV TopoywYr TV YEYOVOTWY
TOU GTUATOC.

16.3  Avaxotaoxeut| yeyovotwy

Ta Sedopéva mou yenowonodnxay ce auth TV avdiuon emAéydnxay péoa amd €vo
oVt oxavdahiopol Suo gwtoviwy (diphoton trigger), to onolo anatel 10 QuTOHVIO
peyahltepne opuic (xVpo) va utepPoiver to 30 GeV evdd 1o deutepelov puToVIo va Exel
opun yeyolltepn amd 18 GeV. Emlong, tor 500 autd @utoévia TEETEL VoL £X0LY aVAAOIWTY
wala peyahivtepn twv 95 GeV (M., > 95GeV). Tu pwiévia Tou emAéyovion ogeihouy va
TIANEOVY GUYXEXPLUEVA XELTHPLA ATOUOVOOTS X0 mS ot Loppohoyxd xpithipla. Ernlong cuk-
AEyUmpoy o Yeyovota nhexteoviwy e@ooudlovtde ta (Bla xplthpla Ue auTd TV POTOVIwY
OAAGL UE TNV omadTNOT) VoL UTIEEY 0UY TOUAAYLOTOV BUO0 EV-0TOVECELS EVERYELNS GTOV OVLY VEUTY
Inpidwv. Emmpdcieta otic nopandve culhoyég dedouévey, Wi Teltr, opdoydvio culio-
Y1 XUTACHEVAG TNXE 1) OTOLOL AMOTEAEITOL HUPIWS UG ECPAUNIEVOL HATATKEVACHUEVAL PLTOVLOL
(fake photons). T'wo TV ovaxaTaoxeLY] AUTOY TV AVTIXEWEVLY Yenotuonotidnxoy ta (Blo
YIVNUATIXG XELTARLAL PE T CUANOYT] TV QWTOVIOV OUWS UE TN BLlopopd OTL 1) CUANOYT TV
fakes Sev mhnpol ta (Bl poppoloyixd xpLthplo e auTY TwV PwToviwy. Me autd Tov TpéTo
XATOATYOUUE GE Lol GUANOYT) TTOU UOLALEL OPXETE XIVNUATIXA UE TO GHUOL XA TAUTOYEOVOL
elvon oueEOANTTY, BivovTag €T0L TNV SUVATOTNTA AUTT 1) GUANOYT| Vo yenodorotniel yio Ty
extiunon Tou unofdipou.

‘Okec ol mopamdvey GUANOYEC TEPLEYOLY AMOXAELCTIXG OTMOXAELOUEVD YEYOVOTA. Emi-
TAEOV YEYOVOTO TTOU TEQLEYOLY AETTOVIAL BEV AoBdvovton uTOPY apol Tar LOVTEAD EVOLO-
(PEPOVTOC OEV TEQLEYOLY AETTOVIAL GTNY TEMXT] XATAC TAOT).

16.4 lleployéc ofuatoc xot EAEYYOU

To yeyovota and Tic Teelc auoiBaio anoxheiouevee culhoyéc tadvourdnxay avdloya ue
70 £(00¢ TWV LYNAOTEPWY EVERYELUXE NAEXTEOUOY VITIXWY AVTIXEWEVKDY UE BAoT Tnv ey xdp-
ot opuny Touc. ‘Etol xatahiyoupe oe xatnyopleg pe duo gpotévia (), ue duo fakes (ff)
X0 UE XAUTNYOPIEC TTOL €YOUV EVa UVOXUTACKEVNOUEVO PWTOVIO Xou EVal MAEXTEOVIO (€e7).
Emmiéov, n avarrolntn pdlo Twv BU0 NAEXTEOUOYVNTIXWY AVTIXEWEVWY ETAEYUNXE Vol
ebvou peyahbtepn v 110 GeV. H rneployr tou orfjuatog opiletar and yeyovota Tng xo-
tryoploc vy pe pr > 100 GeV xau ywpileton oe €€ tipata: 100 < pr™° < 115 GeV,
115 < pp™ < 130GeV, 130 < pr™ < 150 GeV, 150 < pp™ < 185GeV, 185 < pr™ <
250 GeV, xou pr > 250 GeV. To mopomdve TUALOT TN EYxdpotag eENelToucuc opuhic
EMAEY UMYV UE TETOLO TPOTIO WOTE VoL UTEPYEL EVaG EMUPXTC aptddg BEBOUEVWY ot e
évo and avtd. H nepoyd pe duo gutovia xow pp < 100 GeV ypnowonolelte we teptoy
ehEyyou xau ebvar ToEdAAN L xon 0pUOYWVLOL UE T1) TEELOYY| TOU GHUATOS TOLU UOALG oploTn-
xe. Emlong, ou neployéc ey xau ff ypnowonowolvtow cav meployéc ehéyyou extiunong tou
urofddeou.
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16.5 Extiunon tou unofdieou

To onuavtxdtepo UTOBuEo Yol TNV CUYXEXPWEVT OVIAUCT| TPOEPYETAUL UG TURPAY WYY
TolMamAGy mddxwy adpoviov (multijet events) to onola Tpoépyovton amd Sodixaoies xBo-
VTIXAC Xpwpo@uvapmng (QCD). To xlpo yapoxtnEoTixd autol Tou uroBddeou eivar 7
anoucia eyyevole pr o 1 onola TEOXUTTEL and TIC E0PUNUEVES PETPAOELS TTC ocSpovwmg
BPAC TNELOTNTAC TOU YEYOVOTOC. AUTH 1 CUVELSQOEY LOVTEAOTIORONXE TATIoWS omd Ta Oe-
douéva (data driven) péow tng yerong Tou detyupatog eéyyou fakes (ff). To deiyuo auto
anotehelton xuplng and yeyovota ywplc eyyevr Pr %o GUVETOC Efvor To ThEOY XAUTEANNAO
Y10t VoL LOVTENOTIOLACEL TNV TapaTNPoVUUeVn pr - o Tpoépyetar and v QCD.

H pédodoc mou ypnowonoidnxe yior tnyv extiunon tou urofBddpou eivon 1 Aeyoduevn
"ratio method" o Pacileton oy Tapathenom 6TL 0 AGYOC TV 800 PWTOVIWY Yy X0 TwY
duo fakes ff dev éyer onuavtind e€dptnon amd Ty pr - %o yla ouT6 TV AGY0 o6 Propel
va povrehonoinel e pa anhy) cuvdptnon. H povrehornolnom yivetow apyixd otny neploym
ehéyyou (pr < 100 GeV) xou €nettar 1) oLVAETNOT TUPEXTEIVETAL OTNY TEELOYH OHUATOS
(P> > 100 GeV) nodpvovtoc étor Ty extiynom wou umoBédeou Yo xéie tufo orjuatoc.
Yy nepintwon mou o ff Selypa edéyyou elye v (Bl obotaon pe to urodrglo delyua
ehéYyou Yy dev avopévetan peydhn e€8pTnon amd Y pr %ok €101 0 AGYOS TV dUo
deryudtov ouvapthoel e pro ovopéveton vo efvon otadepde. ‘Opwe, o delypa ff éye
YounAoTeEEn xodopdTnToL 08 OY€om Ue To OelyUo EAEYYOU Y X EMOPEVWS 1) GUVEETNON
TOL TEPLY PAPEL U TY) TNV e€8ETNOT Elvan Wiar eEXVETIXH CUVEETNOT TNG LOPPTG poe M. 'Etol
oTNY TapaTdve ouvdptnon yiveton wa tpooappoy (fit) oto Adyo twv Suo xatavoudy oty
meploy Y| erEyyou. Tehixd, YeTd TNV TaEéXTAOT TNG TEOCUPUOY NS GTNY TEPLOY T GHUUTOS, O
TpofAenouevog apllude Tou urofdipou and yeyovota QCD diveton and tnv oyéon:

NGeD = ZaveNi (16.1)
6mou N ebvon o apriude Twv Tapatneoluevey ff yeyovotwy xan to gh e etvou 1 UEon TN
NG TEOCUPUOYHC TOU 1 TUAUATOS.

[ voe edeyydel n eyxvpdtnta g pedddou, €yve évag TeoT afloToTog TN Ue Wi
GAAn pédodo "data driven". e auth v pédodo to delyua eréyyou ff Blopddveton dote
va €yel TNy (Bl obotaon e 1o vy Oelyua. Emcita 0 Adyog tov 60 xaTovou®Y GyEdL-
Gleton xou mporyUaToTOLE(TOL Lol Yeouxh Tteocapuoyt. T Ty extiunon tou unofdipou
yenowonofinxe 1 oyéon 16.1. O extfoelc oe xdde TUAUL TOU CHUATOS CUUPKOVOLY
péoo ota mhalowa g afefoudtTnTog Tne xde uedodou. Auth 1 uédodog yenoiponotiinxe
yioe va Véoel yiot cuo Tty oefondtntar oty xOpLar uédodo.

H é&hhn cuvetsgopd tou utoBdipou teoépyeta amd To nhextpacievéc undPadeo (EWK)
mou epthauPdvel xuplwg Wy yeyovota émou to W Blaomdton xuplwg ot €va NAEXTEOVIO
xow €vol VeTplvo PE TO MAEXTEOVIO Vo avaxataoxeudleTal hodeuéva ooy putovio. Adyw
TNC mapousiac Tou veTpivo UTPYEL EYYEVAC P oty Tehixh xatdotaon. [ va tpocdio-
ploouye TNy extiunon autol Tou UTORatpou GTNV TEPLOY T TOL CYLAUTOC, TEETEL VoL EXTUNVEL
0 Padude xotd Tov éva hextpdvio avaxataoxeudletor Aepéva wg YOOV (fo_y, ). Au-
TO¢ TPoodLopllETol cLYXEIVOVTUC TNE X0ELYY| TNG KALaE Omd WUia GUAAOYY) BUO NAEXTEOVIWY
(ee) pe v xopuen tne wélag amd Ty ey ouhhoyy. ‘Encita epopudleton pio Tpocoploy
uéyotne miavopdvelag oty xopupr) TNg udlac TV BeElYNATY Yio TNV utodeor Onap-
&ne ofuartog xaw uroBddpou. O Badude Aodeuévne avaxoataoxeuvic divetal and Ty oyéon
foy = Ney/(2Nee + Ney), 60U N,y xon N, ebvor 0 aprduédc twv yeEYovoTov Twv duo
oelypdTov mou Aoufdveton and tny mpooopuoyr. H telr cuvelopopd tou teAixol EWK
unofdipou mpoodlopiletar SlopUvovTa TwY aptiud THV YEYOVOTWY ey Tou Oelyuatog -
Ayyou pe éva mopdyova foy oy = foy /(1 —feyy) = (2.63 £0.79)%.
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Emumhéov umdpyet wior Wixpr) cLUVELSQOEd YEYOVOTWY and To Z77y Oiepyaoiec. Autég
EXTUOVTUL €€ 0AOXAAPOL antd TPocopoLOoEC Tpoolétovtag wa afeBardtnta 50% yio va
xohOeL Tuy OV opdhpata povieromoinong.

16.6 IInyéc ovotnuotinic ofefoudtnrac

Yuotnuatinég ofeBatdTnTeg TOL apopolY TNV AVIALCT) TEOXVUTTOLY OO TIC EXTHLYOELS TOU
exdotote unofdidpou. Alhec mnyéc cuoTnUaTIXAC ABeBatdTNTAC TEOXVOTTOLY OO TOV TEOC-
OLOPLOUO TNG ATOBOTIXOTNTAS TOU OHUATOS XAME XL ATO TOV TPOGOLOPIGUS TNG OAOXATEW-
wévne gutevotnrag (2.5%). H yeyoldtepn ouvelogopd tpoxtntet and to QCD undBodpo
70 onolo TeEpLhaUBAVEL TNV GUVELCPOR TNS o TATIo TS aleBondTnTag Tou delyyatog eAEyY-
you (ff) (7-79%) xow v afeBondtnra e uedodou extiunonc. H teleutaia nepthayuBdvel
™V offefoudtnTor and Ty Bior TV Tpocapuoyn (2-5%) xou Ty ofefondtnTo omd Ty pédodo
aZlohdynone (10-83%) mou mepiypdptnxe oty mapdypoapo 16.5. H cvotnuatind ofefou-
otnra mou avtiototyel oto EWK unéfoatipo mepihopfBdver tny otatiotiny aefondtnta Tou
detyuartog eréyyou ey xou pa 30% afefardtnta mou avtiotoryel otny uédodo extiunong tou
umoPdideou. Emlong, Aopfdvovton umddiy wixpdtepne xhipoxag aeBatdtnTeg mou opopoly
10 PEYEVOC TV TPOCOUOIOOEWY ToU ahuatos (2-45%) xadie xou afeBondTntes Tou apopo-
OV Tic ouvopTHoEWY Xotavouic tapTtovioy (19-35%), Ty yvdon e evepyelanic xAipoxog
v jets (1-30%) xadode xar offefordtnTes TOL APOPOVY TNV TAUTOTOINOT TWV PWTOVIWY Xou
TIc anodboelc xotaoxeuric Toug (2.5%).

16.7 Amoteiéouara

[ tnv €peuva Yo utepouppeTelo 08 TEAXES XATACTACELS BLO PWTOVIWY ot EAAElTOVCIG
EY%pOLg OpUnc, avanTuyInxay uédodol mTou exeTaAAELOVTOL TANEWS ToL GEBOUEVAL Yol VoL
eXTWACOLY TIC BLOo Baoéc ouvelspopéc Tou untoBdipou. Ou pédodol Tne avdiuone Pe-
Tiotonotfdnxay oty meptoyf eréyyou (pr < 100 GeV) xou ool mporypatororiinxoy
OhoL oL AmoUTOUPEVOL EAEYYOL TNE A€LOTULO TING TwV UEVOBWY, Ol EXTIUOUEVES TWES TWV TUN-
HETOV TN TEPLOY Y| OHUATOC CUYXEIITXAY UE TIC ToPATNEOUUEVES Twéc. Autd galveTon 6T0
oy e 16.2 6mou topouctdeTon 1) xaTaVOR TS Pr o YioL TNV TEPLOY T EAEY 0L ol GAUATOC.
Enione oto B0 didypoppa tapatnpolue duo neptntdoels orfjuatog ue udleg gluino 1700 xou
2000 GeV avtioTorya. ‘Onwe gatvetar 0To TeAeuTaio TUAUO TNG XATAVOUNC UTdEYEL Teplo-
OELN TIELROPOTIXWY YEYOVOTWY OE GYEoN UE Tol TpoAemoueva. Auth 1 tepiooela YEYOVOTWY
€yel onpovTieotnTa 2.40 hofdvovtoag utodiy GAa TaL TUAUTA TOU GHUUTOG. 2Tl ETOUEVA
TUARATO O 0ELIUOS TWV YEYOVOTWY GTNY TEELOYY| OAUAUTOS CUUPOVEL ue TNV extiunor tou
unoaipou UEGa OTIC EXTIWUEVES oBeBaoOTNTES.
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Yy 16.2: Oy extiunon vrofddpou otny meployy| eAéyyou xou oTtny umodrigio me-
ployY) CUVAPTACEL TNG EYXdPalag EAElTOUGHS evépyelag, pall pe To TopatnenévTo melpo-
potxd dedopéva.  Tlapdhhnior poalvovTal To AVOUEVOUEVA YEYOVOTA VLol OUO BLAUPORETINEG
TEPLTTOCELC GRUATOG.

16.8  Avorato 6pLo xon epUnVvelee

To anotehéopata yenoonotfinxay yio vor utohoytotovy to 95% enineda eumotooivng
(CL) Yo tar avedTepar Gplat TV EVERYWY Dlatopody aparywyhc evoe Ledyoug gluino xou
squark. Xenowonow{dnxe n pédodoc frequentist CLs 1 onola Booileton oe évor hoyoprd-
XA TIOVOPAVELNS CTATIOTIXG EAEY YO, oL cuyxpivel TNV mdavotnta TN Umoeéng uévo
Tou Kabdiepwuévou Ilpotimou pe v mboavotnta tne emmiéov mapousiog eVOC GHUATOG
OTNV CUVELSPORE TwV dladaotdy Tou Kabdepwuévou Ilpotimou. H cuvdptnon mdavo-
(PAVELOC HATACKEVALETAL OO TIC XATAVOUES eyxépotag eMelmovoog opunc Tou urodipou
xo Tou ofaToc oTic €4L Teployéc aviyveuone pr. Ot cuoTruatixéc afeBouudTnTec Tou ne-
pLypdpTnxay 6Ty Taedyeapo 16.7 tepthauBdvovTol 6To GTATIGTIXG EAEY YO WS EAeLVERES
TORAUETEOL UE AOYoRtdux-Xavovixy| xotavouy| TdovotnTog.

Ta amAoUCTELUEVO LOVTERA TTOU Y ENOULOTOINXAY TNV AVEAUCT) TERLYEAPTNXAY OTNV
mopdypoapo 16.1. Xtny emdva 16.3 @aivovtar Tor aVoUEVOUEVA X0 TAL TUEATNEOVUEVA OELOL
amdpetdne we meog Tic udlec wv gluino xo twv squark . o tumixée pdleg vetpohivo,
avauévouye va omoxheicouye pdlec gluino and 2.02 TeV xou yio udlec squark omoxheiovton
udleg mavew ond 1.74 TeV. To mopotnpolueva dpto etvor 1.86 TeV yio udle gluino xou
1.59 TeV yio udleg pdlec squark. . To cuyxexpiéva dpla auédvouv Ty euoncdnoio tne
uétenone xatd 300 GeV oe olyxplon pe €peuveg mou mpayuatonotfinxay cto CMS cto
ToRENIOV UE BEBOUEVAL YOUNAOTERTC OAOXANPOUEVNC PWTEVOTNTAS.
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CMS 35.9 fb™ (13 TeV)
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Yyfuo 16.3: xaex

16.9  Xovodn

[Mopouctdotnxay To AMOTEAECUATO LG EQEUVOS Lol UTERCUUMETEl Tou Bocileton ot o
Yewpela Stopecorafntoyv Boduidoac. Xenowonotinxay dedouéva and cuYxEoVUCEIC TEWTO-
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Viwv Tou cUAEY XY ard To aviyveutry CMS 1o 2016 xan avTioToly 00V 68 OAOXANEWUEYT
poTENVOTNTA 35.9 fh? xévtpou pdlac /s = 13 TeV. T v avdiuon AMgdnxay urddy
TEMXES HATACTAGELS BUO PWTOVIWY X PEYAANS EAAElTOVCUS EYXdpalag opunc. Mo mepio-
OELL YEYOVOTWY ONUovTixotntag 2.4 o mopatnednxe ota Se60Uéva xon TEOcOLoplo TNXOY
ToL OPLoL 0TI UTEQOUUUETEXES UALES BUO AMAOUCTEUUEVOY HOVTEAWY YRNOHIOTOUDVTAG Te-
yvwéc data driven yio tnv extiunon tou vrnofdipou. To mapatnpolueva dptor awEdvouy
Vv evancincio g avdiuong xatd 210 GeV eve ta avopevoueva pla xatd 300 GeV oe
OYEOT) UE TROTYOVUEVES EQEUVEC.



Kegdhowo 17

‘Epcuval ylo TNV ToWTOY ROV ooy (Y1) €-
VOC oLUPOTOU UE TO HAVIEQWUEVO TIEOTU-
mo uroloviou Higgs ue éva Celyoc top-
antitop quark xot tnv petenelta dldomo-
o1) Tou oe eva Cedyoc b quark otny TArpne
QOPOVINT) TEAXY) HATACTUOT YENOLUOTOL-
OVTOC THULOUKES UEYAANC o TivaC

e auTd TO XEPIANLO TOPOVCLELETAL (Lol EQELVAL UE BEBOUEVA TTOL GUAAEYIMXaY To 2016 amd
T0 melpopgor CMS xou avTioTolyolv 68 OAOXANEWUEVY QuwTevoTnTA 35.9 fb~'. H avVIAUGT)
apopd aTNY TAUTOY POV Ty WYY evoe uroloviou Higgs e éva Lelyoc top-antitop quark
(ttH production) o tnv yeténeita didonaon tou ot éva Levyog b-quark (ttH(H — (bb)).
Yy ovyxexpuévn avdiuon ta W urnolovia and Tic Sloondoelc twy duo top quarks Sio-
onwvton oe light quarks, xotodfyovtoc oe Tehxéc XUTUCTAGE UE TOUASYLOTOV OXTO
quarks, técoepa and ta onola ebvan b quark. Autr 1 el xatdotaon ovopdletor TAHEWS
aBEOVIXT| UE TELOUUOTLXT) UTOYROpT| Jets To omola TopdyovTtal o UEYAAES axTiveg oe ayéon
ME TN O€ourn. AuTd To jets avopéVEToL Vo €Y0UV OYETIXG UEYAAT eyxdpota opur|. H Suodt-
xaolor auTh TepLypdpeToL and To Bidypopua Tou oyfuatog 17.1. ‘Otav n opun unepPolvel
€V EVERYELIXO XATWOPAL, TOTE To TEOLOVTA TNG AVTIOEAUOTE TaEdyoVTaL dEXETE LUy po-
WOEVOL UE OmOTENEOHAL Vo arvoxataoxeudloval we Ueydhnc-axtivag jets ("boosted jets").
LUAAEYInpay Aotmdv Bedouéva Tou TEpLAAUBEvouyY TETol Jets UE TOUAGYLOTOY €va and ou-
& va elvon avoxataoxevacuévo we urtodrplo Higgs jet. Ta peydhng-axtivag jets nepiéyouy
OAn TNV mAnpogopia e Sidonacng tou uroloviou Higgs xou twv top quark n onola puropet
va. yenoulomoinel vl v avaxotaoxeun utodnguwy boosted Higgs xou boosted top jets.
[t tov A6yo autd avortiydnxay ey vixée ooy petaBintoy (MultiVariate Techniques
(MVA) ) wavée va toutonotjoouy Higgs xou top jets ue peydhn axpifeia. Emmiéov ol te-
YVWES Tou avamTOyOnxay yior Ty extiunom Tou unofdipou Tapouctdlovial GTNY GUVEYEL.

209
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opgte]

Yyfuo 17.1: Sidrypoppo tne dadixaoiac ttH (H — bb) otnv nhipnc adpovixy Sidomnaon

17.1 Koartootdoeic Troladpou

[ToAAég Biepyaoieg ToL XANEPWUEVOL TEOTOTOU GUVELGPEROUY GTNY TEAIXT| XATAG TUOT] TOU
TAfpoug adpovixol ttH ofjuatoc. To xuplopyo uvndBadpo autdy twv xatactdoewy npoép-
YeTon amd Ty mapoywy tohkwy jets (QCD multijet production), 6nou eivor mdavodv jets
amd tétoleg Sepyaoles vo Lipobvtan Ty Tonoloyxr cUotaon evog Higgs xou top boosted
jet.Ta Ty extiunon autol tou unolddpou avamtiydnxay TexVIXéS Tou Paocilovion uévo
ot dedopéva (data driven techniques).

To deltepo ot onuavTdTNTa LTORAPO TEOEPYETAL AT YEYOVOTAU TV OLUBIXAUCLOY TNG
ddomaone duo Leuymy top quark (tt), dmou tétow yeyovdta poldlouy xvnuatixd Ye to
ofuo. Autd to undfodpo extiuiinxe e v Pordela TpocoUOUCEWY, OUKS 1 oefoudTnTa
NG EXTWOUEVNS CUVELCQORAS TEQLOROTNXE amd Wia TERLoY Y| EAEYYOU GTo DEBOUEVAL.

Enlong undpyouv dudgopeg diepyaoieg Tou xadepwuévou TeoTdTou ToU GUVELGHEROLY
oto ofua. Autéc mepaudvouy Biepyasieg dnwe Ty TapaywyT evog top quark (Single
top production), yeyovoto W+ jets, Z+ jets, tt + jets, xou yeyovéto mopaywyhc duo
acVevayv uroloviwy W W, WZ xa ZZ. H cuvelogopd Toug 6To G0 eivol tixer| xon yia
auTd aLTEC oL Blepyaoies €youy exTiunlel UE TPOCOUOLOCELS.

TéNog UTdEYEL YLt CUVELGPORE YEYOVOTMY TROERY OUEVAL ATt TNV TAUTOYEOVY] TURAY WY
evic Lelyouc top-antitop (tt) oe cuvbuaopd pe éva prolévio Z (ttZ). Auth n Sepyo-
ola €yel axpBae TNV Bl TEAMXT UTOYPAPT UE TO ORUO XaL Yl aUTO ToV AdYO elvan €val
unoPotpd mou dev umopet vo yewwdel. Autd to undBadpo exTiudTon EE0AOXAAEOL Ao TNV
TEOGOUO{KOT).

17.2  Aedopéva xou tpocouolnoeslc Monte Carlo

Ta mewpopatind 6edopéva GUAMEYINxay ue Tov aviyveuth) CMS o onolog meprypdpeton ot
Topdypapo 14.3 xou avTioTor oLy oe ohoxAnewuévn gwtevdtnta 35.9 fh .
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Ipocopouwsoeic Monte Carlo twv Sdaocudy tou ofpatog xou tou urofddeou yern-
owomotinxay yior Tov xdoploud NG AmodoTIXOTNTIC TOU ONUATOC, TOV TOLOTIXO EAEYYO
TV PEVOOKY ToU avamTUYINxay xodde xol Yol TOV TEOGOLOPLOUSO OPLOUEVKY amd ToL Ui
xpotepa UTOPadpa.  Avdhoyo ue TV @uoxr Sadixacio SLdpopol YEVVATORES BESOUEVKY
yenowonoufinxay onwe 1 PYTHIA , POWHEG, MADGRAPHS _aMCQNLQO. Ou cuvap-
THOELS xaTovounc TopTovimy Aednxay and to toxéto NNNPDF3.5. TN ti¢ diepyaoieg u-
To3dpou, 1 ATOXELOT) TOL AVLY VEUTT) TEOGOUOWWINXE UE TN Yerion Tou hoylouixol GEANT4,
evdd 1 Yphyoen npoocopoinwor (FastSim) yio to CMS yenotponotidnxe yia v moporywyh
TWV YEYOVOTWY TOU OHUATOS. MUYXEXPWEVA TO UM TROCOUOLINKE YENOLLOTOLOVTOS TO
MADGRAPHS5_aMCQN LO 6mou to unolovio Higgs €yel pala my = 125 GeV xau to top
quark m; = 175 GeV.

17.3  Avaxotaoxeur| yeyovotwy

Ta dedopéva mou yenowonot{dnxoay ce auth TNV avdiuon emAéydnxay péoa amd Evo
cloTnua oxavdahopol o omolog amoutel tnv mopousia boosted jets axtivac R = 0.8 xou
udloc peyaritepng Towv 50 GeV. Enlong ta yeyovota mou culAéyTnxa anoutoly to dipot-
OUa TNG EYXAPOLAGC OPUNG TWY UVUXATAOXEVAOPUEVLDY jets (Hp) va elvon peyohitepo twyv
700 GeV. ‘Ouwg og auth TNV avdAuoT UTEEYEL GUVELTQORE YEYOVOTWY OYL UOVO omo jets
peydine axtivac R odAd xau amd jets pixpdtepnc axtivoe (R = 0.4). "Etol n) anodotixdnta
TOU OXAVOUALCTH) YEAETHUMUE cLUVaPTACEL TOL A)POICUATOC TWY EYXIPOLLY OPUWY OAWY
TWV AVOXOTOOXEVOOUEVWY jets Tou yeyovdtog (St). Luyxexpiuéva Peédnxe nwe yio yeyo-
vota ye St > 900 GeV o oxavdahlothc elvan TATewS amodoTtinde ywelc vo amoxheiovtan
EVOLAPELOVTAL YEYOVOTO GHUATOG.

Ye auTh Ty avdhuom xotaoxeudlovior SUo GUANOYEC AETTOVIWY (NAEXTEOVIWY X0 ULo-
viwv) yua Buo xploug Aoyous. Apyixd, oto Sedouéva Tou ETAEYOVTOL Yiol avdhuoY omo-
xhelovTal T AETTOVIL WOTE VoL BLUoPalo TEL €var Belypa Sedouévwy UPnAnc xardopdTnTag.
Emuniéov, Tta jets unopolv vo TEPLEYOUY NAEXTEOUAYYNTIXY] CUCTAUCY X0t €TCL UTHEYEL 1
mdavotnTa évar AeTTOVIO Vor avaxartaoxeudleton hadeuéva we jet. H ouhhoyr auth howndy
xenoulomotinxe xou yior var amopplhouue TéTola jets mou umopel Vo TEpdcouY To xplThpla
EMAOYTC.

H »0pto cul oy autrig Tng avdAuong elvon 1 GUAROYT| TwV jets. AvaxotaoxeudoTnxoy
Aoy, Buo eV jets ta onolo YENoHoTooDY aVTIXEUEVO TPOoEPyOUEVA and Tov particle
flow ahyépripo (PF candidates) xou xototdocovton avéhoya pe tn axtiva anéotoons R.
ITo cuyxexpweéva, 1 xOplo culhoyn amoteheiton and PF jets oxtivac R = 0.8 xou yior owto
Tov Moyo ovoudleton AkS8 jet culhoyy. H emhoyn tne axtivag andotaong etvar tétola Wote
va epléyel bha ta TpotévTa g didomaong tou uroloviov Higgs xou tou top quark. I
va yetwdoly ta jets mou €youv mpoéplel and BEUTEPEVOVCES GLUYXPOUGELS EQapUOlovTal
CUYXEXPWEVES TEYVIXEC TOCO oo jets 660 xou oTo uxpoTepa jets (subjets) mou Peioxovto
uéoa touc. Emmiéov, to emeyuéva jets mpémel va €Ly eYXApOLa OpUT| UEYOADTERT TGV
200 GeV xou vo Bploxovta péoo otny neploy ) euxplvetog tou tracker. Enilong, n avodlolw
udlo twv duo subjets, Yvwoth we mgp elvon peyolitepen and 50 GeV.

To uxprc oxtivag jets yenowornowly PF jets mou €youv avaxataoxevactel ye tov
ahyoprduo anti—kp ye mopdueteo andotaonc R = 0.4. H culhhoyy| tov Ak4 jets aroutel ta
jets va €youv eyxdpaoto oput| ueyolitepn and 30 GeV xa va Bploxovtal yéoo otny teptoyy
aviyvevong tou tracker.

[Noa v tautonoinon wwv b jets xou wwv b subjets yenowonofdnxe o ahydprduog
CSVv2. Enlong otny cUMAOYT ToV jets EQopuooTnxay OAEC OL ATUPAULTNTES EVEQYELUNES XOU
Borduovouée dlopdwoeig. Ot Buo GUANOYEC TV jets €Youv XUTUOXEVACTEL ETOL (OTE Vol
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anoTeEAOUVTAL amd AUOYBolal ATOXAELOUEVA YEYOVOTAL.

H tehuer) emAoyy| YEYOVOT®Y Yiot avaALGOT) TEQLAUBAVEL TOUAYLO TOV EVOL AVAX O TUTHEUO-
ouévo Ak8-jet ue eyxdpoia opur| peyahitepn twv 300 GeV xou pélac mgp > 50 GeV,
XAVEVAL AETTOVIO OTNY TEAXY XATACTACT 0L TNV CGUVOAIXYH ST TOU YEYOVOTOC Vo £lvol
ueyahteen and 900 GeV.

17.4  Exmoldeuon ToAGY PeToBANTOVY Yio TNV Toutonolno
boosted Higgs xo boosted Top urodmoiov.

Mot amé T ONUAVTIXOTERES TPOXANOELS QUTAS TNG AVIAUCTE Vol 1) ETITUY Y TawTOoTONo
v vrodmnelwy Higgs xa top nou €youv napoydel ye uhnié Lorentz-boost. T'io v emituyy
aviyveuon toug ypnoomolovvta Teyvixés ou Basilovtar oty cUotaot twv boosted jets
(jet-substructure techniques). Emniéov o cuveyhc avamTUOGOUEVOS YOEOC TWY TEYVIXMY
TOMNATAGDY UETUBANTGY GE GUVBLAGUO UE TNV UTOAOYLO TLXY Loy ) UT0EOVY VoL GUVTEAEGOLY
oty Baditepn xoTavonoT Tng CUCTUONS TWV jets ot Xt EMEXTACT) UTOPOUUE Vo EEY -
ploouye boosted jets mou mpoépyovton and to undPBadpo tne QCD and boosted jets tou
ofuatoc. T'a Toug mapamdve Adyoug, exmandedTnxay Teio SlapopeTixd eVioyupéva BEvTp
andgoone (Boosted Desicion Trees (BDTs)) mou yenowomnooty petaBintéc tne obotoong
TWV Jets Tou Ol Vouv PEYAAT SLoxpltixy xavotnTta Yetald ofuatog xat utoPdipou. Autég
oL uetafBAnTég elvo:

1. "N-subjettines": 7y,75,73.
Avutéc o petofintéc Selyvouv Ty evepyelaxy| xotovoul| yéoa oto boosted jet xau
€y 0LV droxprtixd| Loyb petall boosted jets pe tpewc (Higgs), Suo (top ) xat éva (QCD)
EVEQYELUXOUG TURT|VEG.

2. pdla twv duo subjets.
Booiletan oTNY BLopopeTIN XVNUOTIXY CUUTERLPORE TwV subjets

3. CSVVv2 xotavouéc twv duo subjets
H {8tor ) xotavopr| tou ahyopiduou towv duo subjets urnogel vor amotehéoet petaBinth
UEYSANG SLOXELTIXAC IXOVOTNTOG

[t Ty exmalBeucT) TWV EVIOYUUEVLY BEVTPWY ATOPACTS YPNOoWoToInxe T0 ToxETo
Toolkit for Multivariate Data Analysis (TMVA). Xpnotorotdnxav npocopelmuévo jets
TOU TEEVOLY TNV PBocixt| EMAOYY| PE EYxdpota opur| ueyaliTepn twv 300 GeV. Emmiéoy,
yeyovota pe Aemtovia amoxhetovton. To Selypota ofuatog ywelotnxay €Tol woTte Ta jets
vo €youv tavtoroinlel ue éva Higgs maptovio 1 pe éva top moptovio. Emmiéov, yenot-
pomotdnxay jets and mpocopolnoeic Monte Carlo tou unofdideou QCD. Ta 600 delypota
ofuoTog exmouded Xy aveEdeTnTa evavTiol 6To (Bto undPBatpo QCD xou €mertor xon ueToEY
touc. To amotéleopa tne exnaidevong eivor tpewc Swapopetixée amoxpioec (HvsQ,TvsQ,
HvsT) ot onolec ypnotponoovvtan pall xow e GANEC OMOUTACELS YLl VO TUUTOTIOLCOUKE
urorpla Higgs xou top jets. H andxpion yio xadévo amd ta BDT qobveton oto oyfuo 17.2.

17.5 Tavtonoinon boosted Higgs xo boosted Top uro-
dnoplwv.

Xy avdhvon auty omoutelton TOLAAIoTOV €var avoxataoxeuaouévo boosted jet to onolo
vo €yer tavtonoinvel we Higgs candidate. o autd tov Adyo 1 otpatnyxr tne avdhuong
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TMVA overtraining check for classifier: BDT_HvsQCD TMVA overtraining check for classifier: BDT_TvsQCD
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Eyfuo 17.2: Andxpion tou BDT yio tnyv exnaidevor HvsQ, TvsQ xouw HvsT

Eexwvd pe tnv tautonoinon twv jets. O Higgs candidate Ya eivar 1o jet pe to yeyahltepo
dipotoua twv oxop Twv HvsQ xou HvsT. Emniéov, anouteiton to HvsQ > 0.8 xon HvsT >
0.1. To urodhpia jets meenet va €youv eyxdpata opur| ueyahltepn and 300 GeV xou pdla,
mgp, yeyahltepn and 70 GeV. Auty 1 emhoyr aviioTtolyel oe wa GUAAOYT xodapdTNTOG
54%. Metd v tautonoinon tou Higgs candidate to jet pe to peyahltepo TvsQ oxop
Yewpeltar wg To unodrglo top jet. Emmiéov, to oxop TvsQ npénel va elvan yeyolbtepo and
0.5 étoL HoTe va anoxAeloToly nepilocdTepa jets urtoBddpou. Télog 1 udla Tou top mpénel
vou ebvo peto€l 130-220 GeV. Auth n emhoyr| avtiotolyel oe gl uoyY xodapdTnTog
88%.

17.6  Katnyoplec I'eyovotwy

I v evioywiet 1 evoncinoio Tng avdhuong n Teploy ) OUATOS YweloTNXE O EVVIA OOl
Boda amoxhetdueves Teptoyée (xatnyoples) dmou mévta undpyet évae tavtonomuévoe Higgs
candidate. Autéc ywpllovtar ye Bdon tov aprdud twv avaxataoxevaouévwy boosted jets,
Tov apLipd TV top jets xou oe xotnyopleg e hyodtepa omd tela boosted jets yweilovton
xou pe Bdon tov aptiud twv Ak4 jets xou Ak4 b jets. Eniong ehéyydnxe n oupgpovia twyv
XATOVOUWDY TV UETUBANTOVY TOL Yenowlomo|dnxay yia TNV XATnyoplonoinon Twy YeYo-
VOTWY o€ BedoUEVa xalL Tpocouoinon. 'Etol motonotinxe twe n npocoupolwor teplypdpet
OWOTA T YEYOVOTA.
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17.7  Extiunon tou QCD unofdipou

To unéPadpo ye TNV PEYAAVTERT) CUVELCQORA GTNY AVAAUCT) ATOTEAELTAL OO YEYOVOTA [UE
ToEAY WYY TOMATAGY jets, apol undpyel Tenepaopévn miavotnta cuvnouéva jets amod
Vv axtvoPolio evég TopToviou vo upolvTon TNV ecwtepxr Totoloyia evog boosted jet.
H povrtehonoinomn autol tou unofBddpou and tnv npocouolwor eloaydyel ueydies o3eSou-
OTNTES XU YLt AUTO TO AOYO UOVTEAOTOWAUNXE TAYPWS oo Tal OEBOUEVIL.  LUYHEXQUIEVOL
avantOyUnxov data driven teyvixég yio Vo eXxTiuioouy OG0 TNV AVOUEVOUEYY] LOPPOROY(a
¢ QCD (QCD shape), 660 %o tov opidud twv avauevouevwy yeyovotwy (QCD rate).

To QCD shape yovtehomojdnxe and pa teptoyy) ehéyyou oto dedouéva avtioTolyng
YWVNUATXAG AAAG UE OLopopeTiXég amoutroelc ota scores twv BDTs. H eyxupdtnta trg
uedodou eréyydnxe otV TpocoUolnwon xon Pl BLopiwoT EQPUPUOCTNXE GTNY XATOVOUY
TWV BEBOUEVKY 1) OTtolal YenowoTolelTan Yo TN Teplypapr tng xatavopurs e QCD otny
TEELOYY) CHUATOC.

[o Ty extiunon tou aprdpot tng QCD yenowonolinxe wa uédodog "ABCD". Auts 7
pédodog Sivel T extiunon v Yeyovotwy oe yio teploy ) ofjdatoc ("A") arnd uetprioeic tou
TEOYLATOTIOLOUVTAL OE TIEPLOYEC EAEY Y OL OTaL OpLa TNE Tieploy i oruatog. 1o cuyxexpiéva,
Y10t SUO ACUOYETIOTES PETABANTES, O oIS TV YEYOVOTWY oty tepioyn ("A") Yo Siveto
and Tov Adyo:

Ny=-C¢ B (17.1)
g
Np

H pédodog auth eQopudoTnxe O TEEIC EXTETAUEVES TEQLOYES TOU ONUaToC Ue [Bdom Tov
aptdUO TWV OVAXUTACKEVACUEVWY JetS TOU YEYOVOTOC YENOWOTOIOVTS WS AOUCYETIOTES
petoBAntéc to score twv BDTs xau tov aprdud twv Ak4 jets. Autéc o teployéc amotelol-
VTOL o6 YEYOVOTA Tou TEEVAVE TNV Pooixy) emAoYr ahhd o autég eqapudlovial AyoTepa
xputhpla. 'Emeita, 10 1060016 %atd TO 0TOl0 Tal YEYOVOTA XATATACCOVIOL OTIG OLAPORES
xatnyoplec TpocdloplleTal and TNV TEOCOUOIWST XL YENOWOTOLETE OTNV TEAXN EXTIUNON
Tou unoPdipou g QCD. H tedur extiunon tng QCD Yo divetan amd tnyv oyéon:

QCDcati = NAk8ext ' fraCcati ' D(QCDcati) (1 7-2)

6mou o NAKS, avTioTolyel oTol EXTULOUEV YEYOVOTO TNG EXTETUUEVNC TEQLOYAS, TO
frac,,;, 070 1000016 TV YeYOVOTLY AdE xaTNYOoplac xou T0 D(QCD ;) otnv xotovouh
¢ QCD.

17.8  Extlunon tou umofBddpou and toautdypovr Topoywy)
ouo top quark

To apéonc endpevo oe onpoavixoétnta utdfadeo anoteleiton and yeyovoto tt. Autd to
unoPoipo poviehomolelton ATOXAEIGTIXG amd TNV TeooTuelwaoT. ‘Ouwg, utdpyouv dlaopeg
peta€d Sapopetixy Monte Carlo yevvntopwy xou dedoyévev. T autd tov Adyo, utolo-
yiotnxe Wi 016pdwor amd Lo TEpLoy | EAEYYOU oTa dEdOpEVA UE TEpiooEl amd YEYOVOTO
tt. Auth 1 Tepoyh EAEY oL yenoonotiinxe eniong xou yia va neptopioet Ty afefordtnta
T0U 0pILOD TWY EXTIUOUEVKDY YEYOVOT®Y Tou uTtofBddpou tt.
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17.9  IInyec ovotnuotinfc ofefototnrog

e auTy) TNV EVOTNTA TEPLYPAPOVTAL OL TNYES TNG CUCTNUTIXS oBEfondTnTog TOu apPoEOLY
™V avdhuor. Autéc epunvedovton ooy TopdueTpol evoyAnone (nuisance parameters) ot
TENXT) TEOGOPUOYT| YIa TNV OVIYVEUGT] GUATOC.

Ot metpopatinég affefondtnteg apopoly oTn povielonolnon twv utofddewy, xadng avo-
TTOYOMUOY TEYVIXES X0 YENOWOTOWUINXOY TEOCOUOIWGELS Yo TNV eXTiUNom Touc. Adleg
oafBefoudTnTeg TEOXONTOLY AT TOV TEOGOLOPIGUO TNG ONOXANEWHUEVNG POTEWVOTNTIC, TNV
YVOOT TNE EVERYELAXTE XAUOXAS TwV jets xat Tou aptduol Twv oAnivedy aAANAETORACEWY
avé bunch crossing. Eniong Mgpdnxav uvnédy afeBoudtntec nou agopolv otny eopuoyh
dlopddoemy yior TNy xahiTepT) cuUpvio dedopévmv xa Tpocouoiwone (scale factors).

Ov Yewpnuxéc ofeBadtnteg agopoly v mpoonueinon auty xadeautr. Autéc me-
ethauBdvouy TNy ofeBatdTnTar TOU TEOXVNTEL ANO TS CUVORTHCELS XUTUVOURAC TUETOVIY
x00¢ 1o AfBeLondTNTEG TOL APOPOLY GTNV ETAVUXAVOVIXOTIOMNOT) XU T1) ToUEAYOVTOTONoT
TNC XAPoXAC TOU APopd TOV UTOAOYLOUO Tou TAdTouG oxédacng Tng xdle diepyaoctog.

17.10 Amnoteiéouara

H petpw| mou yenowonowjdnxe yiot Tov Tpocdloptond tng evatcinciog tng avéhuong elvon
TO EXTWOUEVO amoxAetduevo dplo (expected exclusion limit) ye Sudotnuo epmotocivng
95%. H otpatnyxs| yio Tov 1pocdioptopd tou 0plou TepthoaBEvEL o TpOCUpUOY T UEYIOTNG
mdovopdvelag oy xotovour Tou avoxataoxeuacuévou Higgs ot dedopéva Tautdypova
og Oheg TIC xuTNYopieg orpatog xou LTofdipou xou oTic xatnyopieg ehéyyou. Emmiéoy,
Ohec oL afefondtnree Mgdnxay utéd we nuisances. To ToEATNEOVUEVO (AVUUEVOUEVO)
bpto Yo TNV avdhuon oe ddotnua epmiotoouvng 95% eivon 9.4 (7.6 < 10.4 < 14.3) opéc
an6 Ty extiunon tou xahepwuévou TeoTiTou.

17.11  Yuyrepdoyota

[Mopouctdotnxe Wior EpELVA Yia TNV TOUTOY POV ToEAYWYT EVOC GUUPBATOU UE TO xoiepw-
uévo mpdtumo pnoloviou Higgs ue éva Lebyog top-antitop quark xou tny peténerto Sidomna-
o1 Tou ot éva Levyog b quark otny mAHeme abpovinh xoTdo TaoY YENCWLOTOLWYTOS THdaXES
ueydhng axtivag. To dedopéva avTio oty o0y e OAOXANEWUEVY QuTNVOTNTA 31.5 fb™" o
SUMEYINay amd Tov aviyveutr) CMS to 2016. H cuyxexpiuévn avdhuon mopouctdlel plo
xawvoLpYLo TEoCEYYIoT), ol Vewpel jets ueyding eyxdpotoag opunc. oty extiunon twyv
unoBdpwy avantiydnxay teyvixéc mou BaciCovton ota dedouéva xou entiong extiurin oy
xaL cuvunoloyioTnxay OAeg ol mopdyovteg afefondotnTag. H evoncinoia tne avdiuvong ye-
AetHinxe we mpo to avapevopevo 6plo (9.4 (7.6 < 10.4 < 14.3) @opéc TV EXTWHOEWY
Tou KII).

Autd elvon t0 TpKdTO amoTéleopa o Qaoxd YOeo Ue LYNAéC eyxdpotec opuéc.  A-
vopévetan PeYdAn Beitiwon tne evancdnoiag tng avdiuong otnv HL-LHC 6mou Adyw tng
QUENUEVNE PWTEWVOTNTOC 1) CLYXEXELIEVY TIEOCEYYLoT Vo efvan euvONUEVT.
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