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Abstract: We study the LHC discovery potential in the search for heavy neutral leptons
(HNL) with a new signature: a displaced shower in the CMS muon detector, giving rise to
a large cluster of hits forming a displaced shower. A new Delphes module is used to model
the CMS detector response for such displaced decays. We reinterpret a dedicated CMS
search for neutral long-lived particles decaying in the CMS muon endcap detectors for the
minimal HNL scenario. We demonstrate that this new strategy is particularly sensitive
to active-sterile mixings with τ leptons, due to hadronic τ decays. HNL masses between
∼ 1− 6 GeV can be accessed for mixings as low as |VτN |2 ∼ 10−7, probing unique regions
of parameter space in the τ sector.ar

X
iv

:2
21

0.
17

44
6v

2 
 [

he
p-

ph
] 

 1
7 

Ja
n 

20
23

mailto:giovanna.cottin@uai.cl
mailto:jchelo@userena.cl
mailto:mahirsch@ific.uv.es
mailto:cmorgoth@fnal.gov
mailto:christina.wang@caltech.edu
mailto:sixie@caltech.edu


Contents

1 Introduction 1

2 HNL interactions and neutrino mass models 3

3 Analysis strategy and simulation in Delphes 5
3.1 Event generation and selections 6
3.2 Delphes detector simulation 6
3.3 Reinterpretation and proposed strategies for high-luminosity LHC 8

4 Results 9

5 Summary 11

A Validation of the CMS search with new Delphes module 13

Contents

1 Introduction

Long-lived particles (LLPs) are highly motivated on theoretical and experimental grounds [1,
2]. In the context of theories that address the mechanism for the generation of light neu-
trino masses in the Standard Model (SM), a new sterile or right-handed neutrino that
can be long-lived is predicted in several models. This new long-lived sterile neutrino will
decay at displaced locations inside the Large Hadron Collider (LHC) detectors thus creat-
ing striking experimental signatures with great discovery potential. In the minimal type-I
seesaw framework, the new right-handed fermion singlet, hereafter referred to as heavy
neutral lepton (HNL), mixes with the SM neutrinos [3–7]. For sufficiently low mixing and
HNL masses below the electroweak scale, the HNL can be long-lived [8].

The ATLAS collaboration has recently searched for a long-lived HNL produced in the
decays of W bosons at 13 TeV decaying to l = e, µ [9, 10], excluding HNL masses in the
range ∼ 4.5− 10 GeV for mixings as low as |VlN |2 ≈ 10−6. CMS has also recently searched
for HNLs [11], where two leptons from the HNL decay are identified and form a displaced
secondary vertex inside the CMS silicon tracker. This search excludes HNLs in the mass
range 1 − 20 GeV for mixings as low as |VlN |2 ≈ 10−7, with l = e, µ. As far as we know,
there are no dedicated HNL searches at the LHC focusing on mixings in the tau sector.
For prompt phenomenological LHC prospects, see for instance [12].

In recent years, several phenomenological studies aim to access different regions in the
mixing-mass HNL plane, for mixing with different flavours. These include lepton-jets [13],
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displaced vertices in inner-trackers [14–16], displaced vertices in muon chambers [17–19]
or displaced leptons [20]. These current searches use triggers containing either one or two
prompt leptons, and are most efficient in constraining mixings in the electron and muon
sectors.

In this work, we study the sensitivity to long-lived HNLs which produce a displaced
shower signature when decaying inside the CMS muon system. Previous proposals for
detecting long-lived HNLs involving the muon chambers relied on tracker-based information
to reconstruct a displaced vertex signal [17–19]. These have the advantage of constraining
larger HNL lifetimes (and therefore lower masses) as opposed to displaced vertex searches in
the inner trackers of LHC detectors [14, 15]. Here we propose a different and complementary
search strategy, where the muon spectrometer is re-purposed as a calorimeter.

A novel CMS search [21], originally interpreted in the context of a SM Higgs boson de-
caying to long-lived scalars, uses the CMS muon detector as a sampling calorimeter to iden-
tify showers produced by LLPs decaying to final states including hadrons, taus, electrons,
or photons. The analysis strategy originally considers a trigger on missing transverse mo-
menta, and uses the unique features of the CMS muon detector to identify high-multiplicity
hit clusters that form a displaced shower. LLPs decays, including those of HNLs, in the
CMS muon system will induce hadronic and electromagnetic showers.

In the case of displaced long-lived HNLs decays, the shower in the CMS muon system
will emerge from the subsequent decay of the off-shell W as well as from the associated
displaced electron and τ in the electron and τ sectors, respectively. The higher cluster
reconstruction efficiency for hadronic showers leads to an enhanced sensitivity when the
HNL decays to a hadronically decaying τ lepton. Although we expect the displaced shower
signature of the CMS muon system to have sensitivity to HNLs in all three lepton sectors,
in this study, we will not consider the scenario with mixing in the muon sector due to
insufficient information available to estimate the detector response for displaced muons
and to obtain an accurate signal yield (see Sec. 4 for details).

Furthermore, the large amount of shielding provided by the steel interleaved in the
muon detectors provide excellent rejection of hadronic backgrounds, which is a driving
factor in the sensitivity for displaced HNLs decaying with a displaced shower.

Another advantage of this strategy compared to past displaced HNL search proposals
in the τ sector [14, 15], is that it has no limitation to access HNL masses below 5 GeV.
In past displaced HNL search proposals [14, 15], a requirement on the invariant mass of
the displaced vertex to be above 5 GeV was needed to suppress backgrounds from B−
mesons. In this analysis, the large amount of shielding in the CMS muon detector allows
for large background suppression, which is particularly important for signatures with a
single displaced LLP exhibited by HNL signal scenario. Motivated by the critical need
for dedicated displaced object triggers, we also recast the CMS analysis considering a new
dedicated displaced trigger. A new L1 trigger proposed for Run 3 of the LHC [22, 23]
would allow to trigger directly on the HNL signature, raising the search sensitivity by
several orders of magnitude in the HNL mixing-mass plane.

The paper is organized as follows. In section 2 we detail and motivate HNL models
coupling to only one generation of SM charged leptons. In section 3 we describe our analysis
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strategy, the reinterpretation procedure employed, and the development and usage of a new
Delphes module for displaced showers. Exclusion limits for the recasted CMS search, as
well as estimates with the new displaced trigger, are presented in section 4 for the minimal
HNL model. We conclude in section 5.

2 HNL interactions and neutrino mass models

We begin by defining the minimal HNL model and then discuss its relation to two basic
seesaw models: The classical seesaw type-I [3–7] and the inverse seesaw [24].

An HNL is defined by its charged and neutral current interactions with standard model
leptons:

Lint = g√
2
VαNj l̄αγ

µPLNjW
−
Lµ + g

2 cos θW
∑
α,i,j

V L
αiV

∗
αNj

Njγ
µPLνiZµ + h.c. (2.1)

Here, VαNj are free parameters, parametrizing the mixing angle of Nj and, in principle, one
can add j = 1, · · · , n HNLs to the SM. In searches, one typically assumes there is only one
HNL with a mass in the kinematically accessible region. Note, V L

αi is the mixing among
light neutrinos.

To Lint one has to add a mass term. This mass term could be either of Dirac or
Majorana type. For Dirac HNLs, only lepton number conserving decays (LNC) are possible,
whereas Majorana HNLs can have both LNC and lepton number violating (LNV) decays.
Thus, for the same values of mN and VαNj , the decay width of a Majorana neutrino is
twice that of a Dirac neutrino. For definiteness, in the numerical part of this work we use
Majorana HNLs.

Eq. (2.1) gives the interaction Lagrangian for an HNL at d = 4. An HNL could also
have additional non-renormalizable interactions, see for example [25–27]. However, we will
disregard this possibility and define the minimal HNL model as the one based on eq. (2.1).

The study of HNLs is usually motivated by the observed neutrino masses, see for
example [28] for a recent overview on the status of neutrino data. The minimal HNL
model, on the other hand, takes the VαNj for α = e, µ, τ as free parameters and does not
explain light neutrino masses. To make contact with neutrino data one needs to connect
the HNL with some theoretical neutrino mass model.

The simplest possible model is the type-I seesaw. In seesaw type-I one adds three
right-handed neutrinos 1 to the standard model field content. The model generates the
mass matrix for the six neutral states:

Mtype−I =
(

0 mT
D

mD MR

)
. (2.2)

Here mD is Dirac mass matrix, while MR is the Majorana mass matrix for the right-handed
singlets. In seesaw type-I one can always choose to work in the basis where the latter is

1Current data allows for one active neutrino to be massless. Thus, in principle, only two right-handed
neutrinos are necessary to explain the data.

– 3 –



diagonal, M̂R. After diagonalization of eq. (2.2) the light neutrino masses and the mixing
between the light (and mostly active) and heavy (mostly sterile) neutrinos is given by

mν = −mT
D ·M−1

R ·mD + · · · (2.3)
VH−L = mT

D ·M−1
R + · · · , (2.4)

where the dots represent higher order terms. Note that the matrix elements of VH−L
correspond to the mixing angle parameters VαNj , in eq. (2.1), but we use a different
symbol to distinguish it from the “model-independent” HNL setup. For the seesaw type-I,
one can find a simple reparametrization of the Dirac mass matrix [29]:

mD = i

√
M̂R · R ·

√
m̂ν · U †ν . (2.5)

Eq. (2.5) guarantees that the seesaw parameters chosen always fit the input neutrino data.
Here, Uν is the mixing matrix observed in oscillation experiments, m̂ν and M̂R are the
eigenvalues for the light and heavy neutrinos respectively and R is an orthogonal matrix
of three complex angles. The entries in Ri can be written in terms of si ≡ sin(zi), with
zi = κi × e2iπξi [30]. It is straightforward to show that for all si = 0, the matrix VH−L is
given by:

(VH−L)ij = (U∗ν )ij
√
m̂ν,i

MR,i
. (2.6)

Thus, one expects that the mixing VH−L is suppressed by light neutrino masses in type-I
seesaw. Also, in this limit the branching ratios of the heavy singlets to the different SM
generations are related to measured neutrino angles. However, for complex R one can
find larger values of VH−L, if one allows the different contributions in eq. (2.3) to nearly
cancel against each other. Note that in this fine-tuned part of parameter space, eq. (2.5)
is no longer valid, since 1-loop corrections to the seesaw become more important than the
tree-level itself, see the discussion in [31]. While in this “cancellation region” one can have
mixings large enough to be experimentally testable, only very few and fine-tuned points
exist in this particular part of parameter space of the seesaw [32], for which the right-
handed neutrinos can decay to a single SM lepton generation. This conclusion, however, is
valid strictly only for type-I seesaw.

Very different expectations for V 2
H−L and Ni branching ratios are obtained for the

inverse seesaw mechanism. (We concentrate on inverse seesaw here, but a similar discussion
could be presented for the linear seesaw [33, 34].) In inverse seesaw [24], three additional
singlets, denoted S, are added and the (9, 9) mass matrix is given by:

MISS =

 0 mT
D 0

mD 0 MR

0 MT
R µ

 . (2.7)

Note that, in the limit µ ≡ 0 the three active neutrinos are massless, i.e. lepton number is
conserved. Thus, a small value of µ is technically natural. In this limit the 6 heavy states
form three Dirac pairs with masses MRi . For µ � mD � MR, the mass matrix for the
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lightest three states, the masses of the heavy states and the mixing to the heavy neutrinos
are given as:

(mν)ISS = mT
D ·MT

R
−1 · µ ·M−1

R ·mD + · · · (2.8)

M± '
(
MR +

{
mD.m

T
D,M

−1
R

})
± 1

2µ (2.9)

VH−L = 1√
2
mT
D ·M−1

R + · · · '
√
m̂ν

µ
(2.10)

Here {a, b} is the anti-commutator of a and b. The heavy states thus form “pseudo-Dirac”
pairs, splitted by the small parameter µ. In the limit Γ � µ, where Γ is the total decay
width of the heavy state, the singlets behave as Majorana particles, while for the opposite
limit µ � Γ, the decays are all Dirac-like [30]. Heavy-light mixing in inverse seesaw is
given by the same ratio of mD and MR as for seesaw type-I, but the relation of VH−L to
light neutrino masses is changed, thus the second relation in eq. (2.10) above. Clearly, the
naive expectation is that for an inverse seesaw model, the mixing VH−L is enhanced by a
factor M̂R · µ−1 relative to the seesaw type-I.

One can formulate a parametrization of mD in terms of neutrino oscillation parameters,
MR, µ and R [31] in the same spirit as the Casas-Ibarra parametrization for the type-I
seesaw [29]. For R = 1 one obtains the second equation in eq. (2.10) above. The larger
number of free parameters in the inverse seesaw, however, allows not only to easily find
parameter space with much larger VH−L than for the seesaw type-I, it also offers the
possibility to break the relation VH−L ∝ U∗ν , shown in eq. (2.6). The simplest possibility
to do so, is to choose both mD and MR diagonal. In this case, according to eq. (2.10) VH−L
will be diagonal, and therefore each of the three (pairs of) heavy singlets will decay to only
one generation of SM leptons. Even in this case, the neutrino data can be correctly fitted
easily as can be seen in the following expression derived from eq. (2.8):

µ = MT
R · (mT

D)−1 · U∗ν · m̂ν · U †νm−1
D ·MR (2.11)

In subsequent sections we will denote these theoretical scenarios as electron-type, muon-
type, and tau-type HNL.

The above discussion, while by far not covering all theoretical possibilities, serves
to show that from the point of view of neutrino model building, larger HNL mixing is
expected in the inverse seesaw model. Moreover, discovering a HNL with “large” mixing,
but coupling to only one generation of SM charged leptons would be a strong hint that the
underlying neutrino mass model is not the simplest type-I seesaw. In the numerical part
of this work, we will, however, use the minimal HNL model, treating VαN simply as free
parameters.

3 Analysis strategy and simulation in Delphes

We consider a long-lived HNL that couples to the SM leptons via a small mixing in the
electroweak currents, as detailed in the previous section. The HNL (N) is produced at the
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LHC via W bosons decaying leptonically: W± → Nl±, with l = e, µ or τ . N decays via
charged and neutral currents, N → l±qq̄, N → l′∓l±νl, and N → νlqq̄ [8]. The relevant
parameters are the HNL mass, mN , and active-sterile neutrino mixing, |VαN |2.

We generate HNL events using MadGraph5 [35, 36] and use Pythia 8 [37] for parton
showering, hadronization, and the HNL decay. We use Delphes [38] and the associated
CMS detector configuration card to simulate the detector response, along with a dedicated
new module to simulate the response of the CMS muon detector for the HNL decay [39].
Finally, we apply the selection requirements used by the CMS search for neutral LLPs
in the endcap muon detector [21], calculate the expected HNL signal event yields, and
compute limits for the minimal HNL model recasting the results of the CMS search.

3.1 Event generation and selections

We use the FeynRules implementation for HNLs of Ref. [40] to generate events in Mad-
graph5 for pp → W , with up to two jets and W± → Nl±. Samples with different jet
multiplicities are merged according to the MLM prescription [41]. We apply generator-
level cuts on (boosted) HNL kinematics, pT ≥ 100 GeV and 0.5 < |η| <3, in MadGraph5
to increase the statistics in the phase space regions selected by the CMS analysis. At least
100,000 events are generated per mixing-mass point to maintain the statistical uncertainty
for the predicted signal yield below 20%.

The leading order (LO) W boson production cross section and the shape of the W pT
spectrum are corrected to the best known theoretical prediction at next-to-next-to-leading
order (NNLO) [42]. The NNLO correction yields a 30% increase to the total W boson
production cross section and the W boson pT spectrum correction increases the signal
yield prediction by a factor of two.

3.2 Delphes detector simulation

The response of the CMS detector is simulated using Delphes [38]. The simulation uses
the CMS detector configuration card [43], producing a set of standard particle flow (PF)
candidates. The simulation of the clusters of hits in the CMS cathode strip chamber (CSC)
of the endcap muon detector is performed using a dedicated Delphes module developed [39]
using the parameterized detector response functions provided in the HEPData entry [44],
associated with the CMS search result in Ref. [21]. In the CMS search, the CSC cluster is
defined by grouping high-density CSC hit regions with a minimum of 50 hits. The number
of hits comprising each cluster is defined as Nhits. Experimentally, we expect clusters with
Nhits above a few hundred for signal, and clusters with a steeply falling distribution of Nhits
for background. More details about the CSC clusters are found in Ref [21].

The simulation of cluster-level selection efficiencies are divided into three components.
The first component is the cluster efficiency, which includes the efficiencies of the cluster
reconstruction, muon veto, active veto, time spread, and Nhits requirements as used in
the CMS search [21]. The cluster efficiencies are provided as a function of the LLP decay
position in the CSC detector, and the associated electromagnetic and hadronic energies
of its decay products. Electromagnetic energy of the LLP is defined as the sum of the
energies of any electrons or photons in the LLP decay chain. The hadronic energy of the
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LLP is defined as the sum of the energies of any other particles except for muons, neu-
trinos, or other BSM weakly interacting particles. A dedicated CscClusterEfficiency
module in Delphes encoding the parameterized function was implemented. The second
component is the cluster identification efficiency. The CscClusterID module following
the code function provided by the CMS HEPData entry was implemented. The third com-
ponent is model dependent and includes the cluster time requirement, the jet veto, and
the ∆φ requirement. The value of these 3 observables are calculated using generator-level
information and these requirements are imposed later in the analysis workflow to predict
the signal event yield. The cluster time is determined by calculating the LLP travel time
from the production point to the decay vertex in the laboratory frame. The jet veto is
implemented by requiring no jets with pT >10 GeV and ∆R < 0.4 between the jet and
the LLP. Finally, | ∆φ(cluster, ~pmiss

T ) | is defined by calculating the azimuthal difference
between the LLP momentum and missing transverse momentum (~pmiss

T ), simulated using
the standard Delphes modules.

The reconstruction efficiencies of CSC cluster passing the CSCClusterEfficiency
module for HNLs decaying in region with largest acceptance (region B), as defined in the
HEPData entry [44], as a function of the HNL energy is shown in Figure 1, for electron-
and τ -type HNL. The efficiency increases as a function of the HNL energy and reaches a
plateau at energies above 400 GeV. The τ -type HNL efficiency is slightly lower because
some fraction of the HNL energy is invisible due to τ -lepton decays to neutrinos. However,
given the same HNL visible energy, the τ -type HNL would have higher cluster efficiency
compared to electron-type HNL, due to a larger hadronic energy fraction.
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Figure 1. The reconstruction efficiencies of CSC cluster estimated by the CSCClusterEffi-
ciency module as a function of the HNL energy are shown for electron- and τ -type HNL decays.
The HNLs have masses of 3 GeV and cτ of 1 m.
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3.3 Reinterpretation and proposed strategies for high-luminosity LHC

We reinterpret the CMS Run 2 search result in Ref. [21], and also project the results to the
integrated luminosity of the high luminosity LHC (HL-LHC) [45] considering two different
search strategy proposals.

First, we perform a straight recasting of the Run 2 result, using the exact same selection
as the published CMS result. We apply all the selection cuts, following the instructions
provided in the Resources section in the HEPData entry [44] as follows:

• |~pmiss
T | ≥ 200 GeV

• 1 CSC cluster that passes the CSCClusterEfficiency and CSCClusterID mod-
ule

• | ∆φ(cluster, ~pmiss
T ) | < 0.75

• CSC cluster time between -5 and 12.5 ns

• CSC cluster is not matched to jets with pT ≥ 10 GeV

To recast the CMS Run 2 search result, we count the number of signal events passing the
search selection requirements and predict the expected yield. A background prediction of
2±1 and the observed event yield in data, 3, are taken from the CMS [21] result directly.

To inform future experimental studies, we project the sensitivity of this analysis to
future datasets, including to the end of Run 3 and to the end of the HL-LHC, where new
dedicated triggers targeting this displaced signature would be available [22]. For future
projections, we consider two different search strategies.

For search strategy 1, we maintain the use of the high pmiss
T trigger, but apply a

tighter Nhits requirement in order to suppress the expected background close to zero, for
an integrated luminosity of 3 ab−1, representing the dataset expected for the end of the
HL-LHC. We fit the Nhits distributions, provided in the additional materials from the
CMS search result in Ref. [21], to an exponential function and extrapolate the expected
background yield to larger values of Nhits. We find that requiring Nhits > 210 would
suppress the expected background yield to 0.2 for an integrated luminosity of 3 ab−1.
Based on the signal Nhits distributions in the same plot, we find that increasing the Nhits
threshold from 130 to 210 would reject an additional 20% of signal events, so we decrease
the predicted signal yield accordingly.

For search strategy 2, we consider the scenario in which a dedicated Level-1 and High
Level Trigger targeting this displaced signature is enabled and project the sensitivity for
Run 3 and HL-LHC, respectively. Because of the capability of the dedicated displaced
trigger, we no longer need to impose a very high threshold requirement for pmiss

T that was
required by the existing CMS search [21]. By reducing the pmiss

T requirement from 200 GeV
to 50 GeV we can increase the signal acceptance by three orders of magnitude. The rate
of the main background, W+jets production, consequently increases by the same factor.
We suppress the background to near negligible levels again by increasing the Nhits to 290,
resulting in a background yield of 0.2 for a dataset with an integrated luminosity of 300
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fb −1, representing the dataset expected for the end of Run 3. We find that the signal
yield increase due to the new trigger significantly offsets the 40% signal yield decrease due
to the Nhits > 290 with respect to the nominal Nhits threshold at 130. We also consider
strategy 2 applied to the HL-LHC dataset with an integrated luminosity of 3 ab−1, which
requires to increase the Nhits threshold to 370 in order to suppress the background yield to
0.2. Accordingly, the signal yield reduces by 50% with respect to the signal yield obtained
for the nominal Nhits threshold at 130.

The average number of pileup interactions will increase to 200 for the HL-LHC [45],
resulting in worse object reconstruction efficiency, degraded pmiss

T resolution, and a larger
number of spurious jets. We assume that improved pileup mitigation algorithms and up-
graded detectors, including the MIP Timing Detector (MTD) [46], will be able to mitigate
the impact of the additional pileup on the object reconstruction and resolution. However,
we find that the probability for a cluster produced by an HNL decay in the CMS endcap
muon detector to be accidentally matched to and vetoed by a pileup jet with pT > 10 GeV
is 20% larger. Therefore, we decrease the cluster reconstruction efficiency by 20% for the
HL-LHC scenarios explored in strategies 1 and 2. For all cases, we propagate a 20% signal
systematic uncertainty, accounting for the uncertainty in the efficiency of the cluster vetos
and the pmiss

T requirement.
Given the signal and background yield estimate, we evaluate the 95% confidence level

(CL) limits using the “modified frequentist criterion” CLs [47] for each point in the param-
eter space. The recasting procedure has been validated against the CMS exclusion limits,
by recasting the twin Higgs model used in the CMS paper, as detailed in Appendix A. The
results of the recast of the Run 2 analysis, as well as the projections with strategies 1 and
2 mentioned above, are given in what follows.

4 Results

Based on the search strategies described in the previous section, we have estimated the
experimental sensitivity of the CMS muon system on HNLs. For simplicity we have consid-
ered a minimal HNL model that assumes there is only one HNL with mass in the kinematic
region of interest and that the mass of the HNL (mN ) and their mixing with the active
neutrinos (VlN ) are free parameters.

We estimate the experimental sensitivity to the HNL minimal scenario in the |VαN |2
vs mN plane for α = e, τ . The scenario of HNL mixing with muons is not considered due
to insufficient information provided for the muon detector response for displaced muons
produced in the muon detector volume to estimate the signal yield accurately. In the CMS
result [21], a muon veto is implemented to reject clusters that are geometrically matched
to muons, to reject clusters originating from muon bremsstrahlung. A displaced muon
from the HNL decaying in the muon detector could be reconstructed, thus vetoing the
signal cluster shower. However, the reconstruction efficiency of displaced muon in the
muon detector is not known, so we cannot accurately estimate the signal efficiency of the
muon veto for HNLs that mix with the muon sector. We leave the consideration of the
scenario with mixing in the muon sector for a future study, once the necessary muon veto

– 9 –



efficiencies for displaced muons have been provided by the CMS Collaboration. On the
other hand, only a few percent of signal events in electron and τ sector contain displaced
muons in the final state passing the muon veto threshold of pT > 20 GeV, so the impact on
the sensitivity is negligible and is propagated as a source of signal systematic uncertainty.

Figure 2 shows the estimated experimental sensitivity to HNLs with a displaced shower
signatures at CMS. As explained in the previous section, the projected limits were calcu-
lated using two different trigger strategies and optimized for two datasets with different
integrated luminosities. For the Run-2 dataset comprising of an integrated luminosity of
137 fb−1, we performed a straightforward recast as described in section 3.3, corresponding
to the blue “recast” contour in Figure 2.

For strategy 1, which consists of an increased threshold requirement on the number
of hits per cluster in order to reduce the expected background to near zero, as detailed in
section 3.3. This sensitivity estimate corresponds to a dataset with an integrated luminosity
of 3 ab−1 and which is represented by the dashed green “strategy 1” line in Figure 2. For
strategy 2, which uses a new dedicated displaced trigger, sensitivity estimates for datasets
with luminosities of 300 fb−1 and 3 ab−1 are shown in black and brown, respectively.

As can be seen in figure 2, the sensitivities in |VτN |2 can reach values down to |VτN |2 ∼
5×10−6 for mN ∼ 5 GeV with 3 ab−1 of integrated luminosity using strategy 1. Upgrading
to strategy 2 can improve the sensitivity in |VτN |2 down to 5×10−7 for the same integrated
luminosity. On the other hand, in the case of mixing with the electrons, the CMS muon
system can reach values of the mixing parameter down to |VeN |2 ∼ 10−5 for mN ∼ 4 GeV
using strategy 1 for an integrated luminosity of 3 ab−1. For the strategy 2 the limits can
be improved up to |VeN |2 ∼ 10−6 for mN ∼ 5 GeV for the same integrated luminosity.

Figure 2 also compares our limits with the current experimental bounds for this model,
represented by the dark gray area at the top of each plot. These constraints refer to the
limits from the DELPHI [48] and ATLAS experiments [9]. We also show for comparison the
projected sensitivities from the proposed SHiP [49], MATHUSLA [50], and FASER2 [51]
experiments. As we can see, our forecasted limits can reach values of the mixing |VτN |2 two
orders of magnitude smaller than current experimental bounds and are complementary to
the proposed far detector experiments.

Finally, it is important to mention that in our analysis we have only considered W

boson decay as the main production mode of the HNLs. However, for masses mN . 5 GeV,
the HNLs can be also produced in meson decays or tau lepton decays if it’s kinematically
allowed. These contributions to the HNL production are expected to be important for the
limits obtained using strategy 2, which has a new dedicated displaced trigger, and does
not require triggering on high pmiss

T nor a high pT prompt charged lepton. The analysis of
the sensitivities of a displaced shower signature on HNLs coming from meson decays will
be studied in a future work where we will also extend the range of our analysis for HNL
masses smaller than 1 GeV.
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Figure 2. Projected sensitivity of the different proposed search strategies with a displaced shower
signature in the CMS muon system. The minimal HNL scenario is considered with mixings in the
τ and electron sectors, shown in the left and right panel, respectively.

5 Summary

The study of new search strategies for long-lived particle in the hunt for new physics is
of critical importance to enhance the discovery potential of the LHC experiments. Such
new phenomena can include an explanation for light neutrino masses in the SM, which
motivates the study of models predicting long-lived heavy neutral leptons (HNLs).

In this work, we study a novel signature of a displaced particle shower resulting from
the HNL decays that is reconstructed in the CMS muon detectors as a high-multiplicity
hit cluster. As the muon detector shower signature has higher reconstruction efficiency for
hadronic showers, we find this search is particularly sensitive to mixings in the τ−sector,
which is far less constrained experimentally than the scenario with mixing in the electron
or muon sectors. We comment on theoretical motivations to search for an HNL coupled to
taus, and highlight the inverse seesaw scenario, which can provide an HNL with tau mixing
only.

We reinterpret a CMS search for long-lived neutral particles, and propose two new
search strategies for HNLs optimized for the Run-3 and HL-LHC datasets. Our studies
use a new Delphes module that encapsulates the CMS detector efficiency to the displaced
signature decaying in the muon detectors. We provide sensitivity prospects using a new
dedicated LLP trigger based on the detection of high hit-multiplicity muon detector showers
that is being implemented in Run 3 of the LHC by CMS.

We show that our strategies are sensitive to long-lived HNLs produced from the decays
of W bosons, and can access masses between 1 and 6 GeV, for values of the mixing as low
as |VτN |2 ∼ 5× 10−7. The projected sensitivity estimates cover gaps between existing LLP
results and future dedicated LLP experiments, motivating further experimental studies at
CMS.
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A Validation of the CMS search with new Delphes module

The original model the CMS search in [21] was interpreted in corresponds to a simplified
twin Higgs model where a SM Higgs boson h decays to a pair of neutral long-lived scalars,
S, each of which can then decay to d-quark pairs (dd̄), b-quark pairs (bb̄), and τ pairs (τ τ̄).

Given the signal and background yield estimates obtained when applying the reinter-
pretation procedure in section 3.3, we evaluate the 95% confidence level (CL) limits on
the branching fraction Br(h→ SS). The observed 95% CL upper limits on the branching
fraction Br(h→ SS) for LLP scalar mass of 7 GeV, as a function of cτ , for decays S → dd̄

and S → τ+τ− are shown in Fig. 3. The limits evaluated using the detector response from
Delphes agree with the CMS results within 30% for all lifetimes evaluated.
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Figure 3. Comparison of the 95% CL upper limits on the branching fraction Br(h → SS) as
functions of cτ derived with the standalone workflow (solid lines) and the CMS search (dashed
lines). In deriving these limits we have considered a 7 GeV LLP decaying into d-quark pairs (left)
and τ pairs (right). The limits from this work is shown to agree with CMS search to within 30%.
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2020 global reassessment of the neutrino oscillation picture, JHEP 02 (2021) 071
[2006.11237].

[29] J.A. Casas and A. Ibarra, Oscillating neutrinos and µ→ e, γ, Nucl. Phys. B 618 (2001) 171
[hep-ph/0103065].

[30] G. Anamiati, M. Hirsch and E. Nardi, Quasi-Dirac neutrinos at the LHC, JHEP 10 (2016)
010 [1607.05641].

[31] I. Cordero-Carrión, M. Hirsch and A. Vicente, General parametrization of Majorana neutrino
mass models, Phys. Rev. D 101 (2020) 075032 [1912.08858].

[32] J.L. Feng et al., The Forward Physics Facility at the High-Luminosity LHC, in 2022
Snowmass Summer Study, 3, 2022 [2203.05090].

[33] E.K. Akhmedov, M. Lindner, E. Schnapka and J. Valle, Left-right symmetry breaking in NJL
approach, Phys.Lett. B368 (1996) 270 [hep-ph/9507275].

[34] E.K. Akhmedov, M. Lindner, E. Schnapka and J. Valle, Dynamical left-right symmetry
breaking, Phys.Rev. D53 (1996) 2752 [hep-ph/9509255].

[35] J. Alwall, M. Herquet, F. Maltoni, O. Mattelaer and T. Stelzer, MadGraph 5 : Going
Beyond, JHEP 06 (2011) 128 [1106.0522].

[36] J. Alwall, R. Frederix, S. Frixione, V. Hirschi, F. Maltoni, O. Mattelaer et al., The
automated computation of tree-level and next-to-leading order differential cross sections, and
their matching to parton shower simulations, JHEP 07 (2014) 079 [1405.0301].
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