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ABSTRACT: A method to derive constraints on new physics models featuring exotic long-
lived particles using detector-corrected measurements of prompt states is presented. The
CoNTUR workflow is modified to account for the fraction of long-lived particles which decay
early enough to be reconstructed as prompt, making it possible to determine how many
of signal events would be selected in the RIVET routines which encapsulate the fiducial
regions of dozens of measurements of Standard Model processes by the ATLAS and CMS
collaborations. New constraints are set on several popular exotic long-lived particle models
in the early-decay regime, which is often poorly covered by direct searches. The probed
models include feebly-interacting dark matter, hidden sector models mediated by a heavy
neutral scalar, dark photon models and a model featuring photo-phobic axion-like particles.
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1 Introduction

The discovery of the Higgs boson in 2012 closed an important chapter of the history of par-
ticle physics. But despite all the triumph of the discovery, the Standard Model (SM) is not
the end of the story of fundamental physics. Indeed, the lack of a convincing candidate for
Dark Matter (DM), the issue of the hierarchy problem, the matter-antimatter asymmetry
of the universe, and the established fact of neutrino oscillations, all point towards the exis-
tence of new, undiscovered particles. Nevertheless, now that the first decade of LHC data
has been scrutinized, no long-standing signs of new particles or interactions have come to
light. This prompts the question: “are there assumptions in the LHC research programme
that could be hampering a discovery?” Indeed, one possible blind spot is the existence of
semi-stable new particles, which could travel far enough into the detector to leave neither
missing transverse momentum signatures, nor be reconstructed as standard objects. Since
the standard ATLAS and CMS reconstruction algorithms assume that activity started at
the interaction point, many of these new signals could have been thrown away as noise.
Besides the experimental motivation, these exotic Long-Lived Particles (LLPs) also have
good theoretical credentials. Long lifetimes occur when a particle’s width becomes small,
typically because of a small matrix element (for example, small couplings or heavy virtual
particles mediating the decay) or phase space (for example, due to small mass differences
between parent and daughter particles). These mechanisms occur frequently in the SM,
and it should be expected that they would occur in a wide variety of new physics models



that resolve the fundamental questions facing particle physics, from supersymmetry [1-6]
to hidden sector (HS) [7-9] and axion-like particle models [10].

Over the last decade, there has been an upsurge in interest in exotic LLP searches at
the LHC [11], encompassing an impressive variety of signatures from displaced vertices and
jets to anomalous ionization (see Refs [12-17] for recent examples). These searches have
had to re-invent the way that particles are reconstructed in multipurpose experiments like
ATLAS or CMS, to bypass trigger constraints, re-purpose standard reconstruction algo-
rithms and control unusual backgrounds (such as cosmic rays or beam-induced activity).
These dedicated searches can be correspondingly complex and time-consuming. Never-
theless, much progress has been made in recent years, and constraints on the production
cross-sections (times branching fraction) of LLP production against the lifetime are set.
Summary plots that give an overview of the experimental situation, for example for HS
models can be found in Ref. [18] for ATLAS and Ref. [19] for CMS.

However, despite this progress, the low-lifetime (or equivalently, early-decay) regime
remains ill-covered. Many models have no constraints set by the multipurpose experiments
in the region of ¢ (the speed of light times mean proper lifetime) that straddles prompt and
displaced decays. This is ostensibly because of the difficulty in reconstructing secondary
vertices and the presence of sometimes overwhelming SM backgrounds such as multijet
production. In this paper, we argue that existing measurements of prompt processes at the
LHC can be used to constrain LLP production: whatever the mean proper lifetime of an
exotic LLP, the decay distribution is a falling exponential, and therefore, some fraction of
LLPs will behave like prompt particles. Hence, some LLP signatures might already have
been visible in well-studied final states for which precision measurements exist at ATLAS
and CMS, and can therefore be excluded without the need for a dedicated search. This
would liberate person power to study the significantly displaced regions in more detail,
making better use of ATLAS and CMS analyst resources. We will describe a method for
estimating these constraints using existing open source software, and produce new limits
on a variety typical benchmark LLP models which are studied at the LHC, sometimes
constraining the same models in the low-lifetime region for the very first time.

The rest of this paper is organised as follows. Section 2 reviews the established CON-
TUR method to extract constraints on new-physics models from the existing bank of LHC
measurements. Section 3 describes how this method normally breaks down for LLP mod-
els, and describes a proof-of-principle workflow to remedy this drawback. Sections 4, 5, 6
and 7 then illustrate the application of the modified method to several benchmark LLP
models commonly probed by ATLAS and CMS LLP searches, extracting new constraints
which complement the direct search programme. The models are chosen to illustrate a
breadth of experimental signatures: they include examples of single production and pair
production; leptonic and hadronic decays; and scenarios where the LLP is electrically
charged or neutral. Our choice of template models and parameter ranges is not guided
by theoretical considerations. Instead we choose to work with models which are already
employed by LHC experimental collaborations to be able to establish comparisons with
existing searches. Finally, we present our conclusions in Section 8.



2 Re-interpretation of measurements with Contur

There exist broadly two ways to extract constraints on new models using existing LHC
results. The first is to embed the original benchmark model (on which constraints have
been set by an experimental paper) within a wider theoretical framework (examples include
SMODELS [20] or standalone analyses like Ref. [21]). The second option is to determine
the kinematics of new final states predicted by a model, and approximate the signal effi-
ciency for this new model in a target analysis. This can be achieved using either efficiency
maps provided by the experimental collaborations, or runnable code snippets which re-
produce the signal region, if necessary with relevant smearing applied to approximate the
effect of the detector. In the latter category, many open source tools provide libraries of
re-interpretable analyses, usually exploiting searches. One tool however, makes use instead
of the bank of detector-corrected measurements at the LHC, thus avoiding the need to
approximate the detector response (often the most costly and approximate step). This
method also benefits from the fact that measurement papers almost invariably provide
experimentalist-produced definitions fo the signal regions in the RIVET [22] library, which
is by construction synchronised with the digitized measurement information on the HEP-
DATA [23, 24] analysis preservation portal. This tool is called CONTUR [25, 26], and is
able to provide rapid insights into constraints on new models (see Refs. [27-29] for recent
examples using models predicting new prompt particles).

The CONTUR workflow is detailed in Ref. [26] but the key points are summarised
here. The starting point is a new physics model encapsulated in the standard Universal
FeynRules Output (UFO) format [30]. The UFO can be passed to a Monte Carlo Event
Generator (MCEG) (with suitable model parameter choices) to produce HEPMC [31] files,
which contain the particle-level history of the interaction for a given number of generated
collision events, after hadronisation. In the next step, the HEPMC events are analysed in
RIVET, passing them through dozens of “routines” that encapsulate the definitions of the
fiducial regions of as many measurements of SM processes. The result is a set of histograms
in the YODA [32] format which show where the signal would have shown up in the LHC
measurements. Since RIVET is automatically synchronised with HEPDATA, it is trivial
to then compare the size of the new signal (stacked on SM predictions) to the measured
cross-sections in each bin, within the experimental uncertainties. The final step is to run
a statistical analysis, grouping measurements into orthogonal pools (defined by final state,
experiment and centre-of-mass energy) to avoid double counting, and produce a CLs [33]
exclusion value. CONTUR acts as a book-keeping and steering layer for this workflow, and
provides the final statistical analysis. The power of this method is that while a dedicated
search for a new signal with ATLAS or CMS can take years, existing constraints can
already be determined in a few days using CONTUR. Indeed, running CONTUR on a single
set parameter point takes usually a few hours, and a grid of a few hundred parameter
points can easily be done overnight on a standard batch computing farm.

The same method can also be used to extract estimates of the constraints on a given
model after the end of the high-luminosity LHC (HL-LHC) lifetime in an automated way,
as first demonstrated in Ref. [27]. Indeed, if we assume that 3000/fb are collected by the



end of the HL-LHC programme, we can scale the uncertainties by the square root of the
ratio of the increase in integrated luminosity for a given analysis and recalculate the CLs
values. Indeed, statistical uncertainties scale with the square root of integrated luminos-
ity. The extrapolation relies on the assumption that experimental systematic uncertainties
would also scale this way, which can be deemed a little optimistic. This optimistic assump-
tion is counterbalanced by pessimistic assumptions that no improvements in theoretical
uncertainties would take place in the intervening decades, that no new final states would
be measured, and that no additional phase space would be explored. Assuming that the
pessimistic and optimistic assumptions cancel out, we can take the HL-LHC extrapolations
from CONTUR with a certain degree of confidence so long as these caveats are kept in mind.

3 Adapting Contur to LLP topologies

Until now, the CONTUR method has not been usable for LLP signatures. Indeed, the
definitions of the analysis signal regions encapsulated in RIVET always assume prompt
behaviour (as they should, since the measured SM processes are prompt). Hence, the
detector corrections for those analyses would not account for jets or tracks that would be
lost due to a displaced starting point. The consequence is an over-estimate of the selection
efficiency for LLP signals, and hence unreliable CLs exclusions. For this reason, models
(or regions of the model space) predicting LLPs could not be probed using the technique
described in Section 2. This prohibition is easier to state than to enforce however: it
may not be immediately obvious to a user what combinations of parameters would lead
to particles with small widths and therefore long lifetimes. Indeed, the width of a particle
can depend on the interplay between the masses of daughter and mother particles, and the
values of various couplings and masses of new particles. When performing a scan over a
range of parameters in a model with CONTUR, it is not trivial to determine which regions
should be avoided, unless special care is taken, as was done for example in Ref. [34]. A
workflow to automatically detect LLPs in new models and apply a specific treatment is
clearly beneficial to the CONTUR method. Conversely, if such a special treatment can be
determined, then it opens the door to probing LLP models with CONTUR.

We propose the following approach to treat LLPs in the RIVET and CONTUR machin-
ery. The basic idea is to evaluate, for a given set of model parameters, what the lab-frame
decay length distribution is for all particles with small widths (and therefore long lifetimes)
as determined by the event generator. We can then determine what fraction of particles
decayed early enough to be treated as prompt. These fractions can be used to calculate
a scale factor, with which to down-weight the signal yields predicted by the RIVET rou-
tines. The rest of the CONTUR workflow can then run normally. We have implemented a
“naive” version of this workflow as a proof of concept, with which we have extracted new
constraints on LLP models as discussed in Sections 4, 5, 6 and 7. We discuss at the end
of this section how similar results could be achieved more efficiently, but the purpose of
this implementation is to show the power of the method and highlight the kind of new
constraints that can be obtained. We will now review the step-by-step implementation of
our naive method, including technical details.



Step 1 A regular CONTUR scan on a pair of parameters of a model is performed, resulting
in a YODA file for each point in the grid. We ensure that the events (in HEPMCS format)
are kept rather than deleted, as they normally would be to save disk space.

Step 2 At each point in the grid, the generator log files are parsed to determine the list
of particle species, in terms of their unique particle data group identifier (PDGID), which
have small widths and therefore macroscopic decay lengths. If one already knows which
particles are LLPs in the model, one need only save the width of those particles at this
stage. But alternatively, one can select all particles with a width less than ~ 1075 eV (for
displacements above the millimeter scale).

Step 3 For the list of LLP PDGIDs at each point, we parse the HEPMC files to ex-
tract the LLP kinematics for each event, such that time dilation factors can be calculated.
Multiple particle species can be long-lived at a given point, and there can be multiple in-
stances of each species in a given event. For each LLP, a random decay length is calculated,
sampling from a falling exponential distribution whose mean is the inverse of that particle
species’ width (as saved in Step 2). The time dilation factor for that particular particle is
applied to obtain a lab-frame decay position for each LLP, separately for each event. In
principle, this step can be performed by the MCEG programme, but we choose to do it by
hand such that we can treat the lifetime as an independent parameter.

Step 4 We determine a “prompt threshold” pg, before which particles can be considered
indistinguishable from prompt. Indeed, if the decay of the LLP takes place before py,, then
tracks and deposits from the decay products should be reconstructible using the standard
ATLAS and CMS algorithms. To choose the value of the threshold, we are guided by
Refs. [35] and [36] and the fact that vertices can only be reconstructed in ATLAS and
CMS up to about 10 cm in the barrel and around 60 cm in the end-caps. If a vertex cannot
be reconstructed, then tracks cannot be either, and the same goes for jets that are typically
vetoed in the standard algorithms if they do not contain any tracks. We therefore choose
ptp, to be 10 cm for particles in the barrel (|n| < 1.5, where 7 is the pseudo-rapidity) and
60 cm for particles in the endcaps (|n| > 1.5).

Step 5 For each particle species, we build up the distribution of lab-frame decay positions
across all generated events. Multiple LLPs of the same species in the same event can
contribute to the distribution, assuming that their decay positions are uncorrelated in the
lab frame. We then calculate the fraction of LLPs of species ¢ where the decay is below
the prompt threshold, to calculate a “prompt fraction” f; :

§=0
fi=> (L7 < pwm)/Ni
N;
where Nj is the number of LLPs of species i in the sample (there can be multiple per event),
and L7 is the lab-frame decay position of LLP j in either the transverse or longitudinal
direction. If the pseudorapidity of the LLP satisfies n; < 1.5, then the transverse decay



position is taken and it is compared with the transverse prompt threshold; otherwise if
n; > 1.5, the longitudinal decay position and prompt threshold are used.

Step 6 We then calculate an overall scale factor s taking the product of prompt fractions
across species. To account for the fact that LLPs of a same species can occur multiple
times per event, the prompt fractions are exponentiated by the average number of LLPs
of species 7 per event. Finally:

i N;
§ = H fiNevents )
species
The purpose of s is to scale the final predicted yields to those that would have been obtained
if the unreconstructable events were filtered out before processing in RIVET.

Step 7 The resulting s is calculated separately for each model parameter point in the
scan, and the corresponding YODA file is scaled by that factor. This has the effect of
reducing the predicted signal yields according to the chance that the LLPs in that part of
parameter space would have decayed promptly enough to be reconstructed and selected in
the standard measurements.

Step 8 The rest of the CONTUR pipeline is executed as normal on the scaled YODA files.
The effect of this method is always to decrease the exclusion determined by CONTUR: s is
always less than 1 by construction. Effectively, we are down-weighting the claimed CONTUR
sensitivity in regions where LLPs can occur. Further, this method is likely somewhat
conservative: since we apply the same scale factor uniformly to the output histograms
of all measurements, we are assuming that all of the selections would rely specifically
on the reconstruction of all the LLPs to select an event. In reality there may be other
prompt objects in an event that might cause it to be selected even if the LLPs were not
reconstructed. Nevertheless, we prefer to be over-conservative for this proof of principle.

More efficient workflows to achieve similar results can be envisaged. For example, as the
HEPMC event format is capable of recording vertex positions calculated by the MCEG,
one could bypass Step 3. Further, instead of calculating a scale factor as in Step 6, it
would be possible to remove events containing unreconstructible particles completely, for
example using the PYHEPMC [37] python module. Another possible option is to build
a pipeline that discards individual particles that are displaced (rather than removing the
whole event), ensuring that only prompt particles get used in the RIVET routines. This
would be a less conservative solution, but requires a much more complex implementation.
These alternative approaches can be considered fully in RIVET internally if it allows an
earlier processing stage that scans particles’ vertices before running the routines. We leave
these workflows to be further investigated in future studies.

Finally, since this method takes the same final states that would be predicted by a
model, and down-weights the predicted yields, it does not incur any additional model
dependence. Further constraints on LLP models could likely be obtained from the other
interactions that are possible in the same model, but do not involve LLPs. A good example
is if a pair of LLPs is produced from the decay of a scalar mediator, which can be produced



Figure 1: Diagram for the main production process for FIMPs at the LHC, assuming the
leptonic version of the model. The blue lines and text indicate the long-lived particle(s).

via gluon—gluon fusion, then that same mediator must necessarily be able to decay back
into gluons (and with no LLPs involved at all in that reaction). One could then check
the standard dijet measurements and searches for the corresponding bump at the scalar
mediator mass. This second method, involving only prompt particles, could then use the
standard CONTUR workflow without any special treatment, but it would involve additional
assumptions on what is or is not allowed by a particular model. We do not explore this
avenue further, and reserve it for future work.

4 Constraints on feebly interacting DM

To illustrate how the method described in Section 3 can be used to obtain new constraints
on LLP models, we first consider a simple freeze-in model explaining the observed DM
abundance through the decay of an electrically- and/or colour-charged long-lived parent
particle into a Feebly Interacting Massive Particle (FIMP), as proposed in Contribution
6 of Ref. [38] and described in more detail in Ref. [39]. Freeze-in is an alternative to
the frozen-out Weakly Interacting Massive Particle (WIMP) picture which, despite its
attractive features, is under some tension with null experimental evidence. This FIMP
model introduces a real scalar DM candidate, denoted S, which is neutral under the SM
gauge group. Additionally, a vector-like fermion F plays the role of mediator. In this
model, F' is electrically charged and can acquire a long lifetime if the coupling governing
its decay is small. We consider here the leptonic version of this minimal freeze-in model,
where the DM candidate is coupled to the SM through Yukawa-type terms involving the
vector-like fermion and the SM charged leptons. The LHC signature of the leptonic model
is then the Drell-Yan pair-production of the vector-like fermion (with electric charge +1),
followed by its decay into the scalar DM candidate along with a charged lepton, as shown in
Figure 1. This last decay can be displaced or even take place outside the detector. Another
version of the model, where F' decays hadronically, exists but is not studied further here.

This FIMP model was confronted with LHC search results in Ref. [38, 39] for different
assumptions of LLP lifetime: an ATLAS search for prompt leptons and missing transverse
momentum [40] was used for short lifetimes, CMS searches for displaced leptons [41] or



displaced tracks [42] were used for intermediate lifetimes, and an ATLAS search for heavy
stable charged particles [43] was used for detector-stable LLPs. Together, these searches
provided coverage for c¢7 values ranging from tens of micrometers to kilometers, excluding
LLP masses between about 150 GeV and 350-700 GeV depending on the lifetime.

To determine any additional constraints that could be extracted from existing mea-
surements using CONTUR, we simulated the process encoded in the publicly available UFO
file for the model [44] using MADGRAPH5_AMC@NLO v3.4.2 [45] and PYTHIA v8 [46] for
hadronisation. For each point, 10 000 events were generated. The grid was composed of
LLP masses in the range of 100 to 1000 GeV in steps of 45 GeV. The lifetime of the F' was
assumed to be independent of its mass, and 20 values of ¢ were scanned on a logarithmic
scale between 0.01 mm and 10 m. The mass of the DM candidate was set to 12 KeV,
although the analysis presented here is not strongly sensitive to this choice. Since the LLP
F is electrically charged, it would in principle form a reconstructible track before its decay.
After the decay, a SM charged lepton may continue the track, but since the unseen s is
emitted, one would expect the track from the F'/¢ to be “kinked”: in other words for the
hits not to be aligned in the expected pattern for a charged particle trajectory, but instead
be the discontinuous union of two curved tracks. Such signatures would be thrown away by
ATLAS and CMS, as standard tracking algorithms look for a single particle trajectory. If
the decay takes place before the end of the inner tracking system however, the lepton track
would still be reconstructed as normal. The values for the prompt threshold described in
Section 3 are therefore still applicable. We then follow the procedure set out previously to
determine the exclusions from CONTUR.

The results are shown in Figure 2, indicating that F' masses from 100 GeV up to ~250
GeV can be excluded with 95% confidence level (CL) so long as the mean proper lifetime
times the speed of light is below ~20 cm. The colours in the figure represent the type
of measurement that brings the exclusion power: for masses below about 300 GeV, the
exclusion is dominated by analyses that produce two (different-flavour) leptons and miss-
ing transverse momentum. For higher masses, other final states dominate the exclusion,
notably opposite-flavour leptons with missing transverse energy and the presence of one of
more jets, or alternatively measurements of dilepton production with an additional pho-
ton. Focusing on the excluded region, taking a point where the mass of F' is approximately
150 GeV, Figure 2 also shows the exclusion histogram from the ATLAS measurement of
WTW ™ production [49] that generated the highest exclusion. Indeed, the presence of such
a signal would have significantly altered the predicted the shape of the spectrum.

In Figure 3, we compare the results obtained from CONTUR to limits derived from direct
searches in Ref. [38]. In this case, the direct searches provide more stringent exclusions at
high LLP masses, which is perhaps not surprising given that they were originally searches
for high-mass supersymmetric particles, and would be more optimal in such a regime.
However, all these searches have a cut-off around 150 GeV below which they do not set
exclusions. This region is filled in by the CONTUR exclusion lines. Further, the projection
of these exclusions to the HL-LHC indicate that even without new searches, the limits on
the FIMP model could be extended up to around 600 GeV and to c¢r up to around 4 m, if
the same measurements are repeated during the HL-LHC era.
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Figure 2: (Left) Exclusion contours for the FIMP model as a function of the F' mass
and logarithm of c¢7, assuming mg = 12 keV. The solid (dotted) lines represent the ob-
served (expected) exclusions at 95% CL. The dashed line represents the observed 68% CL
exclusion. The red dotted lines represent the 95% CL expected exclusion extrapolated to
the HL-LHC. The area below the curves is excluded. The colours of the cells represent
the dominant analysis pool for each point in the grid. (Right) The dominant exclusion
histogram for a particular excluded point, where mp = 147 GeV and ¢ = 0.06 m. The
exclusion comes from the dilepton invariant mass spectrum measured in the eurv channel
of an ATLAS W*W ™~ measurement [49], specifically, Figure 7c of that paper. The black
markers represent the observed data, and the red line shows the SM prediction. The blue
line shows the SM prediction summed with the new physics prediction, which in this case
results in a significant disagreement with the observation.
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Figure 4: Diagrams for (left) gluon—gluon fusion and (right) associated Z boson produc-
tion of a HS mediator ® at the LHC, assuming decays into neutral scalars S, which later
decay into fermions f via a Yukawa-type interaction. In this paper, the S decays chiefly
into b-quark or t-quark pairs if kinematically allowed.

5 Constraints on hidden sector models with heavy mediators decaying
into long-lived scalars

Hidden sector models [7-9, 50] postulate that the SM is connected to a dark sector of new
particles via some scalar mediator ®, which can be the Higgs boson or some new boson.
If the mediator is a scalar boson, it can be produced (amongst others) via gluon—gluon
fusion (ggF') and associated vector boson production (V®) just like the Higgs boson. It
can decay into a pair of neutral scalars from the dark sector, denoted S, which would
eventually decay back into the SM via a Yukawa interaction, as shown in Figure 4. The S
can become long-lived because its decay back into the SM occurs through small couplings.
The Hidden Abelian Higgs Model (HAHM) [50, 51] can describe this model. The HAHM
introduces two new scalars ® and S, and a dark photon Z;. In this section, we focus on
the decays of the ® to S only (as done by ATLAS).

Generic HS models have been studied by both ATLAS and CMS, for example in
recent searches for displaced activity in the tracking system [17], calorimeters [14] or muon
system [52], ensuring a coverage from millimeters to tens of meters in c¢r of the LLP
S, and covering many scenarios for the masses of the particles. Phenomenological re-
interpretations of other searches into this model have also been performed, for example
in Ref. [53]. Summaries of experimental constraints are available for ATLAS [18] and
CMS [19]. CMS has mostly focused on the case where the mediator is the Higgs boson,
while ATLAS has also considered heavier mediators, up to 1 TeV in mass. For both
experiments, the searches at low lifetimes have studied the V& production mode, exploiting
the vector boson for triggering and background reduction. Those searches focused on
the Higgs-boson-mediated case. For higher mediator masses, no constraints exist for cr
below the centimeter range. We address this lack of coverage using the modified CONTUR
workflow. We focus on the case of a heavy mediator of mass 1000 GeV produced via
associated Z boson production only. The signature consists of pairs of opposite-sign same-
flavour leptons in association with up to four b-jets or products of top quark decays if the
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Figure 5: (Left) Exclusion contours for the HS model as a function of the logarithms
of cross-section times branching fraction of Z®(SS) and cr, assuming mg = 475 GeV.
The solid (dotted) lines represent the observed (expected) exclusions at 95% CL. The
dashed line represents the observed 68% CL exclusion. The red dotted lines represent the
95% CL expected exclusion extrapolated to the HL-LHC. The area above the curves is
excluded. The colours of the cells represent the dominant analysis pool for each point
in the grid. (Right) The dominant exclusion histogram for a particular excluded point,
where the cross-section is around 2.15 pb and ¢7 = 0.31 m. The exclusion comes from an
ATLAS measurement of the cross-section for electroweak production of dijets in association
with a Z boson [47], specifically, Table 3 of that paper. The black markers represent
the observed data, and the red line shows the SM predictions. The blue line shows the
SM prediction summed with the new physics prediction, which in this case results in a
significant disagreement with the observation.

LLP mass is above the relevant kinematic threshold. The events are generated with using
MADGRAPH5_AMCQNLO v3.4.2 and PyTHIA v8 for hadronisation, using the existing
UFO implementation of the HAHM [61] to establish direct comparisons to direct searches.
The coupling of the dark photon to the SM and mediator is set to zero. Several values of
the neutral scalar S mass are considered, between 50 and 475 GeV, to match the parameter
values chosen by ATLAS. The Z boson is allowed to decay into electrons, muons or taus. For
each assumption, the grid scan consisted of 10 values of ¢ on a logarithmic scale between
0.01 mm and 100 m, and 10 values of cross-section times branching fraction (¢ x B) on a
logarithmic scale between 0.001 pb and 1000 pb, with 10000 events generated at each point.
We note here the high end of the considered cross-sections could be in a non-perturbative
regime, but we ignore this effect in this study. The kinematics of the events are assumed
to be uncorrelated to the LLP mean proper lifetime, as was done for the ATLAS searches.

The workflow described in Section 3 is exploited to determine what constraints can be
extracted from the bank of LHC measurements for HS models with heavy mediators. Since
the displaced hadronic activity from LLPs would lead to anomalous jets, which would be
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Figure 6: (Left) Exclusion contours for the HS model as a function of the logarithms of
cross-section times branching fraction of Z®(SS) and cr, assuming mg = 150 GeV. The
solid (dotted) lines represent the observed (expected) exclusions at 95% CL. The dashed
line represents the observed 68% CL exclusion. The red dotted lines represent the 95% CL
expected exclusion extrapolated to the HL-LHC. The area above the curves is excluded.
The colours of the cells represent the dominant analysis pool for each point in the grid.
(Right) The dominant exclusion histogram for a particular excluded point, where the o x B
is around 10 pb and ¢r = 0.31 m. The exclusion comes from an ATLAS measurement of
boosted tt production [47], specifically, Figure 4a of the auxiliary material of Ref. [63]. The
black markers represent the observed data, and the red line shows the SM predictions. The
blue line shows the SM prediction summed with the new physics prediction, resulting in a
significant disagreement with the data.

trackless and therefore vetoed by the standard experimental reconstruction algorithms, we
maintain the prompt threshold values described previously. An example of the results for
the case where the S mass is set to 475 GeV is shown in Figure 5. In this case, one expects
the LLP to decay mostly into top quarks. Cross-sections below around 0.7 pb are excluded
up to 10 cm in c¢7. The exclusion is mostly driven by 13 TeV ATLAS measurements
involving one lepton, missing transverse momentum and jets or measurements of pairs of
leptons (from a Z boson decay) and extra jets. Figure 5 focuses on one of the excluded
points: the existence of this signal would have caused divergences in the Baseline and High-
pr bins of the measurement presented in Ref [47]. Figure 6 shows equivalent information
for a case where the LLP mass is below the top-quark threshold, such that most of the
decays are into b-quarks. In this case, the excluded cross-sections peak at around 1 pb for
nearly-prompt particles before dropping off after around 2 cm. The dominant analysis is a
measurement of t¢ production [62], which would indeed yield the same final state of a pair
of leptons accompanied by b-jets.

The comparison of the results using CONTUR with the best results from ATLAS is
shown in Figure 7. The regions excluded by CONTUR are exactly those where no constraints
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Figure 7: Comparison of CONTUR results for the HS model for a mediator of mass 1 TeV
with current measurements, extrapolated CONTUR results for HL-LHC, and comparable
results from an ATLAS search [14] and a phenomenological re-interpretation study [53] for
the same model and parameter choices.

from direct searches exist. Although for light LLP mass scenarios the CONTUR results are
comparatively weak, the results for heavier LLPs are of the same order of magnitude as the
direct search and provide complementary constraints in a region which the direct searches
were unable to touch.

6 Constraints on heavy, long-lived dark photon models

We now consider a model where the dark photon Z; is the long-lived particle, as in Refs. [64,
65]. In this model, the Z; is produced in association with a regular Z boson from the decay
of the mediator ® described in Section 5. It acquires a long lifetime through suppressed
couplings to the SM, and decays mostly into quark—antiquark pairs or pairs of leptons. A
Feynman diagram showing the processes under study is shown in Figure 8. This model
was studied by ATLAS in Refs. [14, 66]. The most constraining results from those searches
restrict cross-sections to be smaller than around 0.1 pb in the 10 cm to 10 m range, but
no constraints exist so far for ¢ values below 10 cm from ATLAS or CMS.

f+

=

f+
f,

Figure 8: Diagram for the production of a dark photon Z; via a scalar mediator ® at the
LHC. The blue lines and text indicate the long-lived particle(s).

~13 -



Events were generated with MADGRAPH5_AMCQNLO v3.4.2 and PyTHIA v8 for
hadronisation, starting from the HAHM UFO [61] file used in Section 5 but turning the
couplings of the mediator ® to S particles to zero and setting the S mass to a very high
scale. The grid is composed of 10 points spaced logarithmically in ¢ x B between 0.01 mm
and 10 m and 10 points spaced logarithmically in ¢r between 1 mm and 1 km. The cross-
section and kinematics of the model are assumed to be independent of the cr, with 10000
events generated for each combination. Several options of the mediator mass between 400
and 600 GeV, and the dark photon mass between 50 and 400 GeV, are considered, to match
those probed by the ATLAS experiment.

The results of the CONTUR study are presented in Figure 9 as a function of ¢r and
cross-section times branching fraction, for the case where the mediator mass is 600 GeV
and the dark photon mass is 400 GeV. For low lifetimes, the model can be excluded
down to the 0.01 pb level, exploiting measurements of the four-lepton invariant mass and
dilepton+jets measurements. The sensitivity starts to decrease for ¢r values around 10 cm,
in a way that is complementary to the ATLAS search programme. The red dotted line
indicates the sensitivity that could be obtained if the measurements were repeated at the
high-luminosity LHC, with constraints down to 0.001 pb possible. Figure 9 also shows an
example of a histogram from the four-lepton invariant mass measurement [60], where the
invariant mass of the second lepton pair further away from the Z boson mass shows a large
excess compared with the measured data. So, this model can be excluded by the fact that
the dark photon can delay leptonically sufficiently often that it would lead to differences
in this spectrum beyond what was measured by ATLAS.

A comparison of the CONTUR results for various mass hypotheses against the results
obtained by ATLAS in direct searches can be seen in Figure 10. In this model, the CONTUR
results are complementary to the direct searches, effectively ruling out a region not covered
by the search programme at a comparable cross-section. Further, measurements at the
HL-LHC could even eventually exclude the region covered by the direct searches.

7 Constraints on long-lived photophobic axion-like particles

The final model we consider is a “photo-phobic” axion-like particle (ALP) model where
the ALPs couple exclusively to gluons (and so decay into jets), as proposed for example
in Ref. [10]. In some parts of the parameter space, the ALP can become long-lived due to
small couplings mediating the decay. We consider a case where the ALP is produced via
associated Z boson production, as shown in Figure 11. This model was studied by ATLAS
in Refs [14, 17] exploiting decays of the ALP in the tracker and calorimeters respectively.
The tracker-based search considered ALPs with masses of 40 GeV and 55 GeV, and set
constraints at the level of 0.1 pb in the millimeter to 10 cm range. The calorimeter-based
search considered ALPs in masses ranging from 100 MeV to 40 GeV, giving constraints for
the 40 GeV mass point in the 10 cm to 10 m range. Lighter ALP mass choices give similar
constraints but shifted towards lower c7 values due to increased time dilation factors. In
both cases, the sub-millimeter range however is not well covered.
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Figure 9: (Left) Exclusion contours for the dark photon model as a function of the F'
mass and logarithm of the c7, assuming ® has a mass of 600 GeV and Z; has a mass of
400 GeV. The solid (dotted) lines represent the observed (expected) exclusions at 95% CL.
The dashed line represents the observed 68% CL exclusion. The red dotted lines represent
the 95% CL expected exclusion extrapolated to the HL-LHC. The area above the curves
is excluded. The colours of the cells represent the dominant analysis pool for each point
in the grid. (Right) The dominant exclusion histogram for a particular excluded point,
where 0 x B = 0.001 pb and ¢7 = 1 mm. The exclusion comes a measurement of the
four-lepton invariant mass spectrum [60], specifically, from the measurement of the mass
of the second lepton pair in Figure 7d of that paper. The black markers represent the
observed data, corrected for detector effects, and the red line shows the SM predictions.
The blue line shows the SM prediction summed with the new physics prediction, which in
this case results in a significant disagreement with the observed data in the last bin.
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-

Figure 11: Diagram for the production of an axion-like particle ¢ in association with a
Z boson. We consider the case where a decays exclusively into gluons. The blue lines and
text indicate the long-lived particle(s).

For the CONTUR study, events were generated using MADGRAPHS_AMC@NLO v3.4.2
and PyTHIA v8 for hadronisation using a UFO file corresponding to the model presented
in Ref. [10]. The event generation is limited to cases where the Z decays into electrons or
muons, to be consistent with the ATLAS analyses. The grid is composed of 10 points spaced
logarithmically in o x B between 0.1 mm and 10 m and 10 points spaced logarithmically in
ct between 0.01 mm and 1000 m, with 10000 events generated at each point. The exclusions
obtained for this model using CONTUR are shown in Figure 12 for the case where the ALP
mass is 10 GeV. The exclusion is dominated by dilepton plus jet analyses everywhere in
the plane, as would be expected since the final state under study consists of two light
leptons and two gluons. The most sensitive analyses are the Z+jets measurements from
ATLAS [47] (the same one already giving exclusion for the HS case in Section 5, but this
time in the electroweak-enriched bin) and an equivalent measurement by CMS [68].

A comparison of the CONTUR results with the best-available constraints from ATLAS
are shown in Figure 13. They show that the constraints extracted from the measurements
are of the same order of magnitude as the direct searches, and completely ruling out the
sub-millimeter part of the spectrum in a way that is complementary and competitive with
the direct search programme. The plots also show the expected reach of measurements
would increase the sentivity by more than an order of magnitude over the course of the
HL-LHC, practically overtaking the existing direct search results.
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Figure 12: (Left) Exclusion contours as a function of the cross-section times branching
fraction for the production of an photo-phobic ALP with a Z boson as a function of the
logarithm of the ¢7, assuming an ALP mass of 10 GeV. The solid (dotted) lines represent
the observed (expected) exclusions at 95% CL. The dashed line represents the observed 68%
CL exclusion. The red dotted lines represent the 95% CL expected exclusion extrapolated
to the HL-LHC. The area above the curves is excluded. The colours of the cells represent
the dominant analysis pool for each point in the grid. (Right) The dominant exclusion
histogram for a particular excluded point, where the cross-section is around 0.02 pb and
¢t = 0.01 mm. The exclusion comes from an ATLAS measurement of the cross-section for
electroweak production of dijets in association with a Z boson [47], specifically, Table 3
of that paper. The black markers represent the observed data, with the red line showing
the SM predictions. The blue line shows the SM prediction summed with the new physics
prediction, which in this case results in a significant disagreement with the observation.
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8 Conclusions

In this work, a method to constrain long-lived particle models using the fraction of particles
that decay early was shown. It exploits the CONTUR method to derive constraints from
the bank of LHC measurements, but scaling down the predicted signal yield by the relative
fraction of reconstructible long-live particle decays. As a proof of principle, the method
was used to determine new constraints on four popular long-lived particle models of various
types. The considered models are varied in the nature of the LLPs: charged or neutral,
singly-produced or pair-produced, leptonically or hadronically decaying. In each case, new
parts of the parameter space can be excluded. Projections of how the constraints could
evolve into the HL-LHC era are also presented, which sometimes can match or even over-
take direct searches in some parts of the parameter space. This suggests than certain regions
need not have dedicated searches, freeing up human resources in the large experimental
collaborations to focus on the more displaced regions that cannot be probed in any other
way. Moreover, the HL-LHC projections show that large parts of the so far unexplored
parameter space could become accessible: in other words, that new long-lived particle
discoveries could be awaiting us with the onset of Run 4 of the LHC.
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