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Abstract

Some examples of the expected reach of CMS in terms of searches for new physics, for a proton-
proton centre-of-mass energy of 7 TeV, are shown. Integrated luminosities between108nobl
fb—! are considered. The prospects are preliminary, and based on existing studies at higher energies.



1 Introduction

The LHC has recently started delivering proton-proton collisions at a centre-of-mass energy of 7 TeV. Itis foreseen
to run at this energy through autumn 2011, with a target integrated luminosity of'1 fthe physics reach of

CMS has been described in detail in Ref. [1], assuming the LHC design centre-of-mass energy (14 TeV). Several
studies have been also made at 10 TeV, as shown during the 2009 Summer Conferences [2].

Some examples of the expected physics reach of CMS, at a proton-proton centre-of-mass energy of 7 TeV, are
described in this short note. Integrated luminosities between 100 ad 1 fo-! are considered. The estimates

are generally based on extrapolations from existing studies at higher energies, by applying simple scaling of cross
sections for signal and backgrounds. No attempts of analysis reoptimization at 7 TeV have been made. As such,
the results given in this note should be considered as a rough indication of the new physics reach of CMS at 7 TeV,
pending more detailed studies.

In the next Section, a few examples of the expected CMS physics performance at 7 TeV, for various Beyond-the-
Standard-Model scenarios (called Exotica in this note), are shown. In Section 3 it is shown that, at a centre-of-mass
energy of 7 TeV, two representative analyses can significantly extend the experimental investigation of the Minimal
Supersymmetric Standard Model (MSSM). Finally in the last section, the main plots related to the search for the
Standard Model Higgs boson are updated at 7 TeV. One example of an alternative scenario (neutral Higgs boson
in the MSSM) is also shown.

2 Scaling of Selected Exotica Results

In this section we discuss the scaling to 7 TeV of several recent Exotica results, originally obtained for 10 TeV or
14 TeV LHC running scenarios [3, 4, 5, 6, 7, 8, 9, 10, 11, 12]. In most of the cases, this scaling has been done
using parton luminosity ratios fayg and gg interactions as a function of the invariant mass of the system [13].
These ratios were obtained using MSTW2008NLO parton distribution functions [14] and are shown in Fig. 1.

As already mentioned, none of the results presented here were obtained via full analysis with proper reoptimization
of the cuts, so they should be considered as conservative rough estimates of the true reach at 7 TeV. Nevertheless,
the scaling results give a pretty consistent picture that running the machine at 7 TeV requires approximately three
times higher integrated luminosity compared to that in a 10 TeV run in order to reach the same sensitivity.
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Figure 1: Ratio of parton luminosities for the LHC operating at 7 TeV and 10 TeV, as a function of the invariant
mass of the produced final state. Courtesy James Stirling.

For theb’ — tW analysis the parton luminosity ratio was not used; instead we used LO PYTHIA [15] cross
sections for the signal and backgrounds at 7 TeV. The sensitivity of the search is shown in Fig. 2 for integrated
luminosities of 200 and 600 pth. Compared to the results of Ref. [3], approximately 3.5 times more integrated
luminosity is required for a 7 TeV LHC run to match the reach at 10 TeV. With00 pb~! of 7 TeV data, our
sensitivity is expected to surpass the current Tevatron lélwmass limit of 325 GeV (95% C.L.) [16].
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Figure 2: 95% C.L. limits on th& mass for a 7 TeV LHC run with an integrated luminosity of 200 and 600 pb

ngp  95% C.L. Lower Limits onMg
50ptb! 100pb ' 200 pb!
20Tev 22TeV 2.4TeV
25Tev 27TeV  29TeV
21TeV 22TeV 2.4 TeV
19Tev 20TeV 22TeV
1.7TeV 19TeV 2.0TeV
1.6 TeV 1.8TeV 1.9 TeV
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Table 1: Diphoton search for large extra-dimensions. Tab#%f C.L. limits on the ultraviolet cutoff scale\{s)
as a function of the number of extra dimensientor three characteristic integrated luminosities expected to be
reached ina7 TeV LHC run.

The two diphoton searches for large extra dimensions [4] and Randall-Sundrum (RS) gravitons [5] ugged the
parton luminaosity ratio at the diphoton system invariant mass of 500 GeV (the minimum mass requirement used
in the analyses) in order to scale the dominant direct diphoton QCD background (which falls exponentially above
this cutoff). For the RS graviton signal we used #fgescaling factor evaluated at the graviton mass. Signal scaling

for models with large extra dimensions is more complicated, as the signal is broad and also peaks at different mass
values for different numbers of extra dimensions and different values of the model pardfiet@onsequently,

for each signal point a separate scaling, based ondiparton luminosity ratio at the average invariant mass of the
signal, was used. The resulting 95% C.L. limits on the ultraviolet cutoff sddlg,in the model with large extra
dimensions for different numbers of extra dimensiomgdre shown in Table 1, while the luminosity needed to
reach an evidence (discovery) significance of 3 (5) standard deviations is shown in Fig. 3. The 95% C.L. limits and
the discovery reach for RS gravitons are shown in Fig. 4. One can see that in models with large extra dimensions
significantly higher (a factor ot 8) luminosity is required in a 7 TeV run compared to that at 10 TeV. Nevertheless,
even with 50 pb! of 7 TeV data, the sensitivity of the search already surpasses the current Tevatron limits [17].
For the RS case, the equivalent luminosity for a 7 TeV rua istimes higher than that at 10 TeV. Again, with just

50 pb~! of 7 TeV data the sensitivity of the search surpasses that at the Tevatron [18, 19].

For the search for large extra dimensions in the monojet channel [6], we used parton luminosity scaling for the
signal and LO PYTHIA cross sections for backgrounds. Similar to the diphoton case, we scaled the signal at
its mean value in terms of/s. Since the signal is dominated by tlge and ¢g processes, which contribute
approximately equally to graviton production, at the characteristic valué$ofve are able to probe with early
data, an average between the and gg parton luminosity scaling was taken for the signal scaling. Asgthe
contribution has not been evaluated in Fig. 1, the geometric mean gfjthedqg contributions was used for the

estimate. The 95% C.L. exclusion limit and the discovery potential are shown in Fig. 5. Approximately 3 times the
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Figure 3: Discovery potential for large extra dimensions in the diphoton channel as a function of integrated lu-
minosity of the LHC running at 7 TeV. The numbers on the curve correspond to the expected observed signal
events.
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Figure 4. The 95% C.L. limit (left) and the discovery potential (right) for Randall-Sundrum gravitons in the
diphoton channel, as a function of integrated luminosity at the LHC running at 7 TeV.



integrated luminosity of a 10 TeV run is required to reach similar sensitivity at 7 TeV. Even with as little as10 pb
of integrated luminosity the sensitivity of the search is expected to surpass that at the Tevatron [20], provided that
missing transverse energy tails are understood well in early LHC data.
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Figure 5: The 95% C.L. limit (left) as a function of integrated luminosity and the discovery potential (right) for an
integrated luminosity of 200 pt3, for large extra dimensions in the monojet channel at the LHC running at 7 TeV.

For the first [7] and second [8] generation leptoquark searches wegygeatton-luminosity scaling at twice the

LQ mass for the signal, whilgg (top) andqg (Z+jets) scaling, at/s equal to theSy cut, was used for the
exponentially falling background. The limits and discovery reach for 100' @i the LHC data at 7 TeV are
shown in Figs. 6, 7. Approximately three times higher integrated luminosity is needed to reach the same sensitivity
as at 10 TeV. Even with- 10 pb~! the LHC sensitivity at 7 TeV is expected to surpass that at the Tevatron [21]
for both leptoquark generations.
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Figure 6: The 95% C.L. limit (left) and the discovery potential (right) for first generation leptoquarks as a function
of their branching fractionf) into a charged lepton for 100 pb of data at 7 TeV.

For the scaling of theZ’ and RS Kaluza-Klein gravitons in the dielectron [9] and dimuon [10] channels, we used
the cross section from LO PYTHIA at 7 TeV; for the backgrounds, dominated by Drell-Yan, the cross section was
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Figure 7: The 95% C.L. limit (left) and the discovery potential (right) for second generation leptoquarks as a
function of their branching fractions] into a charged lepton for 100 pb of data at 7 TeV.

also taken from the LO generator. The limits and discovery reach are shown in Fig. 8 for the dielectron and in
Fig. 9 for the dimuon channel. Approximately three (ten) times the luminosity of a 10 (14) TeV run is needed to
reach similar sensitivity in a 7 TeV run. The sensitivity of the Tevatron searches [19, 22] will be superseded with
approximately 100 pb' of 7 TeV data.
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Figure 8: Discovery potential ato5significance (left) and the 95% C.L. limit (right) for the’ and Randall-
Sundrum gravitons in thee channel at 7 TeV.

The scaling of the search for Heavy Stable Charged Particles (HSCP) [11] was done using LO PYTHIA cross
sections at 7 TeV for the signals. Since the background for this search is negligible, only the signal cross section
matters. The 95% C.L. limits on gluinos and top squarks, as well as the discovery potential based on the observation
of 3 data events, are shown in Fig. 10 as a function of the integrated luminosity. The discovery potential for the
stau is also shown. The reach beyond the Tevatron limits [23] is achieved in the gluino and stop searches with just
afew pb! of 7 TeV data. Approximately ten times more data are needed to reach the same sensitivity in a 7 TeV
run asinal4 TeV run.
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Figure 9: Discovery potential abSsignificance for theZ’ (left) and Randall-Sundrum gravitons (right) in the
channel at 7 TeV.
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Figure 10: The 95% C.L. limit (left) and the discovery potential (right) for HSCP searches at 7 TeV. A tracker-only
analysis is used to set 95% C.L. limits. For the discovery plot a combination of tracker and timing info in the
CMS muon system’s drift tubes is used; an integrated luminosity corresponding to 3 events is considered, since
backgrounds for this search are negligible.



The scaling of the search for stopped gluinos [12] was done usinggtpbarton luminosity scaling for the signal

at+/s of twice the gluino mass. Since the search is done during periods of no beam activity in the detector, the
background does not depend on the machine energy and stays the same as in the 10 TeV analysis. The reach for
stopped gluinos with a mass of 300 GeV with various lifetimes for instantaneous luminositie® afm—2s~!

and103! cm—2s~! is shown in Fig. 11. While the discovery beyond the Tevatron limits [24] is possible with just a
couple of weeks of data at high luminosity, it is remarkable that at low luminosity one can’t even see an evidence
for these particles, no matter how long the running period is. This is quite different from the 10 TeV situation [12]
and is a solid physics case to push for higher instantaneous luminosity in the 2010 run. Finally, the reach for
stopped gluinos as a function of their mass forthé&’ cm—2s~! case is shown in Fig. 12.
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Figure 11: The discovery potential for a long-lived 300 GeV heavy gluino stopping in the CMS calorimeter in a
7 TeV run at an instantaneous luminositylof? cm~2s~! (left) and103* cm~2s~! (right), as a function of the
data-taking duration.

All'in all, our scaling exercise demonstrates that the discovery of certain Exotica particles is still possible with
~ 100 pb~! of 7 TeV data. For most of the channels studied, running the machine at lower energy requires about 3
(10) times more data to exceed current sensitivity compared to thatin a 10 (14) TeV run. The two exceptions are the
searches for large extra dimensions via virtual graviton exchange [4], where approximately 8 times the luminosity
is needed at 7 TeV, and the search for stopped gluinos [12], where an instantaneous lumiresityofm—2s!

is essential to go beyond the Tevatron limits.

3 Sensitivity of CMS Supersymmetry Searches a{/s = 7 TeV

CMS will perform a broad range of searches for supersymmetric (SUSY) particles [25]. The initial searches
will be performed in a variety of inclusive final states involving jets, leptons, photons, and missing tranverse
momentum £%is5). Backgrounds will be determined using data-driven methods whenever possible, with multiple
methods for crosschecks. We focus here on the estimated sensitivities of searches in two key final states: the
all-hadronic channel and the like-sign dilepton channel. The all-hadronic channel, in which the signature is based
on the presence of highr jets and large missing momentup§s, has a relatively high efficiency for many

SUSY models, but it also has substantial backgrounds from a large number of standard model processes. The like
sign-dilepton channel, in contrast, is very powerful in suppressing standard model backgrounds, but the expected
number of signal events is typically much smaller than in the hadronic final state.

Limitations on sensitivity estimates stem from two main issues: first, the lack of a preferred SUSY model or even
a set of preferred SUSY models, and second, our current lack of complete knowledge on the size of backgrounds
and the size of the (eventual) experimental systematic uncertainties on those backgrounds.

Theorists have long noted that the models commonly adopted for use as benchmarks, such as mSUGRA, do not
span the full range of reasonable phenomenlogical patterns for which experimenters should search [26, 27, 28].
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Figure 12: The discovery potential for long-lived heavy gluinos of various masses stopping in the CMS calorimeter
in a 30-day long 7 TeV run at the instantaneous luminosityodf cm—2s~!, as a function of the gluino mass and
lifetime.

As a consequence, it is important to design searches that are as generic as possible. In the present discussion, we
will nevertheless express the sensitivity of our searches using a scan over mSUGRA parameters, which will enable
us to compare the predicted sensitivities in the early part of our program with results from the Tevatron and LEP
experiments.

A second key limitation in sensitivity studies arises from our current lack of full knowledge on the backgrounds
and their experimental uncertainties. As described below, the all-hadronic search involves a complex set of back-
grounds, none of which is dominant. At present, it is especially difficult to reliably determine the amount of QCD
background. In the like-sign dilepton search, our studies indicate that the backgrounds can be brought to a very
low level. In both searches, the backgrounds and their uncertainties will largely be determined using data-driven
methods. The current, Monte Carlo-based calculations for these backgrounds and their estimated systematic un-
certainties are incorporated in the senstivity curves presented here. As we commission the analyses with early data,
we will rapidly gain a better understanding of how large many of these backgrounds and uncertainties will be.

3.1 SUSY Searches in the All-Hadronic and Like-Sign Dileptons Final States

The two searches discussed here are representative of the CMS SUSY search program. Here we give a brief sketch
of how these analyses are performed.

In the all-hadronic search, events with isolated muons or electrons above a certain momentum threshold:(10 GeV/
for muons and 15 GeVfor electrons) are vetoed, so the search is nearly independent statistically from the leptonic
searches. At least three jets within a fiducial region of the detector are required above a minimdhjeishold

(pr > 50 GeVlc). The angle of the missing momentum vectsgfiss (which is only defined in the transverse
plane) is required to point away from the leading jets, since fluctuations in the jet-energy measurement can lead
to falsep®iss. Cuts on the scalar sum of transverse energies associated with th&/jétsufd on the missing
momentum are then imposed. For the sensitivity plots at 100 ple have usedir > 400 GeV andpiss > 225

GeVle, whereas for 1 fb!, the cuts are tightened tHr > 500 GeV andpiss > 250 GeV/e. Other cuts are

used to help ensure the reliability of the quantities used in these selection procedures. Due to the generic nature of
these requirements, the all-hadronic search typically has the highest efficiency of all our searches over mMSUGRA
parameter space.



Numerous standard model processes contribute to the background in the all-hadronic search. These include QCD
multijet events, both with and without semileptonic decays of heavy-fldvandc) quarks in jetsZ + jets events

with Z — vi; W+ets, whereW — (v (wherel = e, p, and7); andtt, witht — bW+ andW+ — (*u.

Several methods for data-driven background procedures are in development. The irreducible backgrognd from

+ jets events witlZ — v can be measured froi + jets events withZ — p+p~; alternatively, a method using
measurement of the+jets rate has shown promise in yielding a background determination with higher statistical
precision [29].

The like-sign dilepton analysis has a different character: while it is less inclusive, the backgrounds are highly
suppressed. The analysis is peformed in three chanpélg®, u*e*, ande*e*, with the requirement of two
like-sign, isolated leptons above minimym thresholds (both leptons wifly > 10 GeV/c and at least one with

pr > 20 GeV). A minimum of three jets abovye, > 30 GeV/ is required, and the scalar sum of the transverse
momenta of the jets must satisfyr > 200 GeV. The missing momentum in the event must satigfi’* > 80

GeVie.

The major contributions to the like-sign lepton background are expected to aris¢tfemants, where one of the
leptons is produced il — ¢ decay and the other is from one of several possible sources, incladtiagron
decay, mis-identification of a hadron, or charge-misidentification of electrons produt¢Ed-in ev decay. The
total estimated standard model background in a sample of 10Dipkess than 1 event.

3.2 Sensitivity Curves in the mSUGRA plane

The phenomenology of MSUGRA models [30] has been studied extensively in the literature, partly because these
models have the attractive feature that they can be specified by just four parameters and a sign:

mo, My 2, tan 3, Ao, sign (), (1)

wheremy is the common mass of the scalars at the supersymmetric GUT seglg,is the common gaugino
mass, Ay is the common soft trilinear SUSY breaking parameten 5 = v, /vq is the ratio of the two Higgs
vacuum expectation values, and sigh{s the sign of Higgsino mass parameter. For the CMS sensitivity scans,
we have choser = 0, tan 8 = 3 or 10, and sign() to be positive. With these parameters fixed, the sensitivity
curves can be displayed in the planewf, vs.m.

The sensitivity curves are based on the expected signal yield, which is a function of position in mSUGRA parameter
space (due to variation in both the cross section and in the efficiency), and the expected background (and its
uncertainty), which is only a function of the cuts. We have made no attempt to optimize the selection cuts as a
function of position in MSUGRA space.

Figure 13 shows the 95% C.L. upper limit contours [31] for the all-hadronic search at two values of the integrated
luminosity, 100 pb! and 1 fo !, for tan 3 = 10 at/s = 7 TeV. Because the physical interpretation in terms of

the GUT-scale parameters, ,, andm, is not simple, we have included reference curves corresponding to fixed
values of the gluino and squark masses. The gluino mass is roughly give(gy= 2.3m, ;. The squark masses

in MSUGRA are not degenerate, with theandb; typically being the lightest. The squark mass used here is a
representative mass from the first and second generation squarksze dr., sg, Or cgr. As emphasized before,
these mass relations and contours only have meaning within the framework of mSUGRA.

Some aspects of this plot require care in interpretation. The exclusion regions for the CDF [32] measurement are
defined fortan 5 = 5, while those from DO [33] are defined fosin 3 = 3. These Tevatron searches are both
based on jets + missing transverse momentum signatures using approximately @ébhave not attempted to
guantify the additional reach expected from using more data. The LEP exclusion regions are based on searches for
sleptons and charginos [34]. Preliminary CMS studies of the hadronic channel indicate that its sensitivity is only
weakly dependent on the valuetafa 5.

Figure 14 shows the 95% C.L. upper limit contours for the like-sign dilepton search, combiniag e y*e*,
ande®e® channels. For comparison, we show the exclusion region from recent CDF and DO trilepton analyses [35,
36]. Both CMS and Tevatron analyses assumads = 3 in evaluating the sensitivity curves. The peaks in the
sensitivity curve at lown,,, and form,,, ~ 450 GeV reflect the rate of production of like-sign dileptons in
MSUGRA models.

These results indicate that in the 7 TeV run, CMS should have sensitivity to regions of SUSY (mMSUGRA) pa-
rameter space beyond the current Tevatron limits. Both of the channels discussed here (all-hadronic and like-sign
dileptons) should be able to yield interesting sensitivities well before1.fb
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Figure 13: Estimated 95% C.L. exclusion limits for the all-hadronic SUSY search, expressed in mSUGRA param-
eter space.
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Figure 14: Estimated 95% C.L. exclusion limits for the like-sign dilepton SUSY search, expressed in mSUGRA
parameter space. The expected standard model background at 10Q1pth—') is 0.4 (4.0) events; we have
assumed an observed yield of 1 event (4 events) for the purpose of setting these exclusion limits.
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4 Higgs boson searches

The Higgs boson search sensitivity, at the center-of-mass energy of 7 TeV, for an integrated luminosity'ef 1 fb
is discussed in this Section. The projections are based on re-scaling of the earlier published results at 14 TeV at
various luminosities from 1 to 30 fld. The procedure used to derive these projections is briefly outlined below.

Event yields for signal and backgrounds were re-scaled by the corresponding ratios of cross sections at 7 and
14 TeV. For the SM Higgs boson, new 7 TeV cross sections were computed as follows: gluon-gluon fusion at
NNLO [37], vector-boson fusion at NLO [38], WH and ZH contributions at NLO [39], and ttH at LO [40]. For

the MSSM Higgs, théb® cross sections at 7 TeV and the branching ratiosd®R{ 77) were calculated using

the FeynHiggs program [41]. Her@,stands for all three neutral Higgs bosons h, H, and A. The background event
yields in the calculations used for our projections were obtained assuming NLO cross sections. For this exercise,
we simply rescaled them by the ratio of 7-TeV to 14-TeV NLO cross sections, calculated using MCFM [42] and
Pythia [15]. The ratios of cross sections have very little sensitivity to whether they are calculated at LO or NLO.

CMS Preliminary: projection for 7 TeV, 1 fb™ Mar 17 2010

4 H>WW [ee, ey, up] — 95% CL exclusion: mean
10 ] 95% GL exclusion: 68% band
95% CL exclusion: 95% band
95% CL exclusion: mean (no sys)

GQS%CLF‘GSM

0 150 200
Higgs mass, m _ [GeV/c?]

Figure 15: Expected exclusion limits for tie — WW — (lvv search, assuming absence of signal. The expected
range of exclusion is 150-185 GeV.
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Figure 16: Expected significance for the— WW — (lvv search, as a function of the SM Higgs boson mass.
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CMS Preliminary: projection for 7 TeV, 1 fb”' Mar 17 2010

H—ZZ [de, 4, 2e2u]
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Figure 17: Expected exclusion limits for ti& — ZZ — 4/ search, assuming absence of signal.

CMS Preliminary: projection for 7 TeV, 1 fb”' Mar 17 2010

14_: H— vy [no photon categories]
12

GQS%CL;GSM

— 95% CL exclusion: mean
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1 95% CL exclusion: 95% band
------ 95% CL exclusion: mean (no sys)

0 - : - - - - . - - -
100 120 140 160
Higgs mass, m 9y [GeV/c?]

Figure 18: Expected exclusion limits for ti#& — ~~ search, assuming absence of signal.

While the performance of the detector reconstruction software has typically improved since the time of the previous
publications, we did not include these changes into the projections presented here. Nor did we correct for a slightly
higher detector acceptance at 7 TeV. (Collisions at a smaller center-of-mass energy imply that objects of a given
mass are produced less boosted in the forward direction.)

Besides re-scaling event yields, the systematic errors were also extrapolated to 7 TeVandAlHen a particular
background was derived from a control sample, we scaled the statistical error on the measured number of events
in the control region, taking into account the new 7 TeV cross sections and the new target luminosity bf 1 fb
Remaining errors were either kept unchanged (e.g. theoretical uncertainties) or inflated to correspond to a smaller
data sample.

After the event yields were re-scaled and systematic errors re-evaluated, the exclusion limits were calculated using
the Modified Frequentist approach, also knowit’ds, [43]. The Bayesian method [44] was also exercised and, as
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CMS Preliminary: projection for 7 TeV, 1 fb”' Mar 17 2010

=
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Figure 19: Expected exclusion limits for the SM Higgs, combining seven chahhels WW — 202v [ee, upu,
eul, H — ZZ — 4¢€[4e, 41, 2e21], and H — ~+. In absence of signal, the expecteg;-mass range of exclusion
is 145-190 GeV.

expected, found to agree with the Modified Frequentist within 10% or better. Here, we show results obtained with
the Modified Frequentist method. In the exclusion-limit plots, dashed lines show the average expected exclusion
limit without systematic errors, solid lines the average with systematic errors included, and green/yellow bands
indicate the expected statistical spread of the limits to be actually observed with data (68% of experimental points
are expected to fall within the green bands and 95% within the yellow bands). The significance was calculated
using the likelihood profile method [45].

for 7 TeV, 1 fo™' Mar 22 2010

CMS Preliminary: p

80
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Figure 20: Expected sensitivity to the MSSM Higgs bosons irpthe» bb®, & — 771 search, with the following

three final states combinea;, 7,44, TeThada, TuTe. The red dotted line indicates the range for a discovery-level
(5-sigma) sensitivity. The solid blue line defines the range expected to be excluded at 95% C.L. in absence of
signal. Regions currently excluded by LEP and Tevatron are also shown.
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Figure 15 shows the projected exclusion limits for the Standard Model (SM) Higgs searchfin-thévV W —

Llvv decay mode. The 14-TeV analysis [46] was based on three final gtates, e with no jets in the central
part of CMS. A multivariate analysis (MVA) technique with simple event counting after cutting on the MVA output
was employed. In absence of a Higgs boson, the expected range of exclusion<dsmy < 185 GeV. As seen

in Fig. 16, the search using tié — W W — ¢fvv channel is expected to reach a discovery level sensitivity for
the SM Higgs boson in the mass rang® < my < 170 GeV.

Figure 17 shows the projected exclusion limits for the SM Higgs search iithe ZZ — 4¢ decay mode. Details

of the original analysis can be found elsewhere [47, 48, 49, 50]. Three final $tatés 2u2¢ were included and

simple event counting in optimall-mass windows was used. As seen in figures 15 and 17Hthe ZZ and

H — WW searches have similar sensitivities for; ~ 200 GeV. Should a fourth generation of heavy quarks
exists, the Higgs boson cross section in the gluon-gluon fusion would increase by a factor of 9 regardless of the
fourth generation quark masses. As seen in Fig. 17(Hthe ZZ — 4/ search should be enough for excluding an
Higgs boson with a mass up to about 500 GeV, in the four-generation scenario.

Figure 18 shows the projected exclusion limits for tie— ~+ search. Details of the original analysis can be
found elsewhere [51]. For the purposes of this projection, we used a conservative option of not distinguishing
between reconstructed photon categories and simply counting events in an optimabks window. As it is well
known, theH — ~~ search is expected to have the best sensitivity to the SM Higgs boson at the low mass range.
The projection presented here is for a generic search for a naryaesonance, since nothing specific to the SM
Higgs boson was utilized in this study.

Figure 19 shows the projected exclusion limits for a combination of the seven channels presented above, namely:
threeH — WW channels, threél — ZZ channels, and onH — ~+ channel. All these channels are important

to achieve the best coverage for the full range of possible SM Higgs boson masses. When combined together, the
expected exclusion limit for the SM Higgs at 7 TeV and with I flbecomed45 < my < 190 GeV.

Figure 20 shows the projected sensitivity for the MSSM Higgs bosons ipzthe: 60®, ® — 77 search. The
following three final states were useq;7,qq4 [52], TeThad [53], 7. 7e [54], Wherer, stands for the — pvv decay,

7. Stands for the — evv decay, and, 4 Stands for the hadronic-decays with one or three charged pions. The
analysis strategy is based on the use of b-tagging, reconstructing theifiahl states, and counting events in
optimal m.., mass windows. Figure 20 shows the expected sensitivity of such a search interpreted in the context
of the MSSMm**-scenario [55]. At 7 TeV and with a 1-fid data sample, we can expect to reach a discovery
level sensitivity in a large not-yet-explored range of they , tan3)-plane, coveringan > 20 atlowm 4. In the
absence of signal, the exclusion range drops down even deeper to vatlueg of 15 at lowm 4.
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