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We provide future LHCb dark-sector sensitivity projections for use in the Snowmass reports.
These include updated projections for dark photons and the Higgs portal, along with new projections
for axion-like particles that couple predominantly to gluons.

INTRODUCTION

As part of the Snowmass process, the Rare and Preci-
sion Frontier is coordinating studies of dark sectors and
experimental approaches to exploring these paradigms.
The LHCb experiment has already demonstrated world-
leading sensitivity to visible dark-photon decays [1, 2]
and to GeV-scale Higgs-portal scalars [3, 4] using Run 2
and Run 1 data, respectively. In this document, we up-
date existing projections for dark photons and the Higgs
portal, and provide new projections for axion-like parti-
cles (ALPs) that interact predominantly with the Stan-
dard Model (SM) via their coupling to gluons. (We do
not address other ALP couplings, such as in Ref. [5].)

Important note on penguin-based projections:
Both the Higgs portal and ALP projections are based
on penguin decays, which are sensitive to the order of
the loop calculations. In addition, the ALP sensitivity
depends strongly on the assumptions made about the
unknown UV physics. Therefore, comparing our projec-
tions to those from other experiments requires some care,
as such comparisons are only informative when the same
assumptions are made. Presumably, during the Snow-
mass process an agreement will be made on the assump-
tions used to ensure all projections are on an equal foot-
ing. Once that is done, we will update this document.
Currently, this document uses the one-loop calculations
from Ref. [6] and the UV-dependent term taken to be
log (Λ2

UV/m
2
t )±O(1)→ 1 as in Ref. [7]. This choice pro-

duces sensitivities that are an order of magnitude weaker
than if we adopted the same penguin calculations and
UV scale as Ref. [8].

DARK PHOTONS

The published LHCb dark-photon searches were moti-
vated by Refs. [9, 10] which include projections for Run 3
and Run 6.1 The LHCb dimuon results from Run 2 [1, 2]

1 Throughout this document, we take the luminosities to be 15/fb
in Run 3 and 300/fb in Run 6. We assume future LHCb up-
grades maintain the Run 3 performance despite the increased
instantaneous luminosity in future runs.

confirm the future dimuon-based projections [10]. There-
fore, there is no need to update the predictions above the
dimuon threshold. For lower masses, Ref. [9] proposed
using radiative charm decays as a channel that could be
selected online by the LHCb trigger. The primary moti-
vation was that LHCb could not perform electron identifi-
cation in its first high-level trigger (HLT) stage. In 2018,
LHCb implemented electron identification in the HLT,
which permitted selecting inclusive A′ → e+e− decays in
a similar manner to that in which the published dimuon
searches were performed. Furthermore, the development
of the GPU-based Allen application [11], which will im-
plement the first HLT stage in Runs 3 and 4, should allow
continued use of this inclusive dielectron approach in the
future. Therefore, we do update the LHCb dark-photon
sensitivity projections below the dimuon threshold to ac-
count for this new capability.

Reference [9] showed that ultimately the reach of
LHCb is limited by the size of its vertex detector
(VELO); i.e., that the sensitivity is not limited by the
signal rate or backgrounds, but instead by the lifetime
acceptance. This results in a minimal gain in sensitivity
for dark photons going from Run 3 to Run 6, even though
the integrated luminosity will increase by a factor of 20.
We can thus trivially estimate the inclusive A′ → e+e−

sensitivity using the results of Refs. [9, 10] by simply
connecting the two projections using a line of roughly
constant dark-photon lifetime. The inclusive signal rate
will be much larger than the radiative-charm one used in
Ref. [9]; however, the background will also be larger, see
Refs. [12, 13] for signal and background estimates. These
details though only impact the precise luminosity where
LHCb sensitivity becomes lifetime limited, not the sensi-
tivity itself at a relevant level. Figure 1 shows the region
we expect LHCb can cover by the end of its operational
life.

HIGGS PORTAL

LHCb published searches for B → K(∗)χ(µ+µ−) that
placed world-leading constraints on GeV-scale Higgs-
portal scalars using Run 1 data [3, 4]. Future projections
for the Higgs-portal results were provided in Ref. [15],
which are based on the Run 1 results. Here, we update
and improve these projections in the following ways:
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FIG. 1: Adapted from Ref. [14]: constraints on visible A′ decays from (blue regions) LHCb [2] and (gray regions) all other
experiments. The solid blue line is the union of Run 3 projections for LHCb from Refs. [9, 10], updated to include inclusive
A′ → e+e− projections enabled by recent advances in the LHCb trigger. The dashed blue line projects further into the future
to the end of Run 6.

• Reference [15] applied a constant scale factor to pre-
dict the future sensitivity based on the Run 1 results;
however, this fails to account for the strong lifetime de-
pendence of the LHCb limits. For example, at higher
masses the Run 1 data sample only explored prompt
χ decays which are contaminated by SM penguin and
charmonium decays. With much greater luminosity,
LHCb explores the long-lived χ region which is back-
ground free, improving the sensitivity.

• The published LHCb limits are based on older models
for the χ coupling to hadrons. We update the exist-
ing limits to use the hadronic couplings in Ref. [16],
which is the commonly used model employed by re-
cent long-lived-particle experimental proposals. (This
update also requires carefully considering the strong
lifetime-dependence of the LHCb constraints.)

• Finally, we include new projections based on includ-
ing the hadronic decays B → K(∗)χ(π+π−) and
B → K(∗)χ(K+K−). We show that including
these final states can improve the sensitivity in the
0.5 . mχ . 1.5 GeV region.

Figure 2 shows both our updated constraints using the
published Run 1 results and our new projections. The
Run 1 dimuon searches were background free in the dis-
placed case, and we assume here that this continues to
be true throughout the lifetime of LHCb data taking.

Updating the χ hadronic couplings to those of Ref. [16]
weakens the existing constraints, largely due to the de-
creased χ → µ+µ− branching fraction. Figure 2 clearly
shows that one cannot use a constant scale factor to pre-
dict future sensitivities. The LHCb dimuon search sensi-
tivity improves more at higher masses. As stated above,
going to Run 3 this is largely because the Run 1 data only
probed prompt χ decays, whereas Run 3 will explore the
nearly background-free long-lived χ decays even at higher
masses.

For hadronic decays, we only consider the long-lived χ
scenario, as larger couplings are ruled out by the dimuon
data alone. To estimate the background, we consider
the related hadronic final state B± → K∓π±π± stud-
ied by LHCb in Run 1 [17], which is dominated by ran-
dom combinations of hadrons produced in heavy-flavor
decays.2 Assuming that the background uniformly pop-
ulates each χ→ π+π− mass window3—the mass spectra
in Ref. [17] are integrated over π+π− phase space—we es-

2 The motivation here is that we expect the background for B± →
K±χ(h+h−) for long-lived χ bosons to largely arise due to com-
binations of hadrons produced in heavy-flavor decays that ran-
domly satisfy the topological and kinematic constraints, which
is also likely the case in our chosen background proxy.

3 This assumption is expected to hold within an order of magni-
tude, which only affects the limits by up to a factor of two.
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timate O(0.1) background candidates per mass window
in Run 1.4 We scale this up for Run 6 accounting for
the 100-fold increase in luminosity, along with a roughly
factor of two increase in heavy-flavor cross section and
a factor of five increase in hadronic-trigger efficiency to
obtain an estimate of O(100) background candidates per
mass window. For concreteness, we take the background
to be 100 in Run 6,5 and scale this down by the luminos-
ity ratio for Run 3. The background for K+K− is likely
lower, but we ignore that here. Figure 2 shows that in-
cluding the π+π− and K+K− final states improves the
sensitivity in the 0.5 . mχ . 1.8 GeV region in Run 3,
and the 1.0 . mχ . 1.5 GeV region in Run 6.

ALPS COUPLED TO GLUONS

LHCb has not yet published searches for ALPs, which
are again predominantly produced in penguin decays
for GeV-scale masses. For the case where the dom-
inant ALP-SM coupling is with gluons, the most im-
portant decays in the region 0.3 . ma . 3.0 GeV are
a → ηππ (dominant above 1 GeV), a → π+π−γ, and
a → 3π [7]. Therefore, the reactions of interest here are
B → K∗a(π+π−{η, π0, γ}),6 which will have substantial
backgrounds due to the lack of leptons. Furthermore,
the efficiencies for these decays would have been O(10)
times lower than the B → K(∗)χ(µ+µ−) decays used
in the published Higgs-portal search due to a roughly
five-times lower hardware-trigger efficiency and about a
factor of two loss in reconstruction efficiency per photon.
However, with the removal of the hardware-trigger stage
in Run 3, the efficiency difference will be much smaller
moving forward. Our projections assume that the LHCb
efficiency for ALP searches in Runs 3–6 is consistent with
its efficiency in Run 1 for the dimuon-based Higgs-portal
searches multiplied by 0.5n(γ), i.e. we take the photon
acceptance times efficiency to be 50%.

Our background estimates for these decays are based
on a Run 1 LHCb study of B± → K±η′(π+π−γ) [19],
where approximately 1400 background candidates were
observed in the η′ mass window. We scale this up for

4 We confirm this nearly background-free prediction in Run 1 by
noting that B± → K±KS(π+π−) was found to have a back-
ground level of only ≈ 20 [18], and since KS decays have high
purity in LHCb, this must be consistent with being entirely ran-
dom KSK combinations, i.e. consistent with the non-KS back-
ground (all that is relevant here) being negligible.

5 NearmD the hadronic modes in will in principle be contaminated
by a peaking charm background; however, the dimuon search
already rules out charm-like lifetimes. Thus, charm backgrounds
are unlikely to be a problem and we ignore them here.

6 LHCb can only employ the decays with at least two charged
pions. We only use this component of the ηππ and 3π branching
fractions from Ref. [7].

Run 6 using the same factors as for the hadronic Higgs-
portal decays to obtain an estimate of O(1M) back-
ground candidates per mass window in Run 6.7 There-
fore, we take the background to be 1M in Run 6, and
scale this down by the luminosity ratio for Run 3. Ref-
erence [19] only shows a small region around the η′, thus
we assume no mass dependence in our background esti-
mate.8 For the η, π0 → γγ decays, we simply assume
that there is always another photon reconstructed that
satisfies the η, π0 diphoton mass constraint, i.e. we use
the same background estimate for these channels even
though they require an extra photon where mγγ is con-
sistent with the known pseudoscalar-meson masses.9 Fi-
nally, below about 1 GeV LHCb can eventually explore
long-lived ALPs, and even though we expect the back-
ground in that scenario to be much lower, we ignore any
displacement-based background reduction.

Figure 3 shows the existing constraints from Ref. [7],
along with our projections for LHCb. We predict that
LHCb can greatly improve on existing sensitivity to
ALPs that couple to gluons.

SUMMARY

We provided future LHCb dark-sector sensitivity pro-
jections for use in the Snowmass reports. These include
updated projections for dark photons and the Higgs por-
tal, along with new projections for axion-like particles
that couple predominantly to gluons. The Higgs-portal
and ALP projections depend strongly on the order of the
calculations, and in addition, the ALP results depend on
the assumptions made about the unknown UV physics.
Once an agreement is made on what assumptions to make
to put all projections on equal footing in the Snowmass
reports, we will update this document.

This work was supported by NSF grant PHY-1912836.
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7 Clearly this is a huge background yield per narrow ALP
mass window, though we note that the predicted SM B± →
K±η′(π+π−γ) yield is 10M. That said, we expect the back-
ground will be able to be reduced, but proceed using this con-
servative estimate.

8 We note that our combinatorial estimate is much larger than the
B± → K±π+π−γ yield or any other similar SM yields, which
justifies simply ignoring these (which clearly have strong mass
dependence). While some mass dependence in the combinatorial
background is expected, we doubt this will be orders of magni-
tude in size, thus not relevant for the level of precision targeted.

9 This is another assumption that will not be precisely true, but
should be accurate up to an O(1) factor.
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FIG. 2: Constraints on the Higgs portal from (gray regions) published LHCb searches using Run 1 data [3, 4]. The solid lines
show our projections for Run 3 from (blue) χ → µ+µ− and (red) χ → h+h−, where h = π or K. The dashed lines show the
corresponding Run 6 projections. N.b., these results assume the quartic coupling is negligible.
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FIG. 3: Constraints on ALPs from (light gray regions) previous experiments from Ref. [7]. The solid lines show our projections
for Run 3 from (blue) a → ηπ+π− and (red) a → π+π−γ. The dashed lines show the corresponding Run 6 projections. The

(dark grey bands) mass regions close to the η(′) masses are excluded where peaks in the data are expected due to SM processes.
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