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1 Introduction

The (or Yiphoton’) incluisive signature is possbly the m ost studied one experin entally, in
the context of the Large Hadron Collider (LHC), since it allow s for the detection of a relatively
Tight (< 130 G &V ) neutral H iggs boson, both w ithin the Standard M odel (SM ) and the M inin al
Supersym m etric StandardM odel M SSM ) [1,2]. In fact, the existence of such a light particle state
has been hinted already by LEP 2 data, both as a possible resonance in the region M g i5qs 115
G eV and as the m ass range that best acoom m odates the higher order H iggs boson contributions
to precision E lectroweak EW ) data (see, eg., B, Pra review).

Despie having a Branching Ratio BR) that is only at the pem ille level, the diphoton
signature is preferred to the one associated with the m ain H iggs decay channel in the above
m ass region, ie., Higgs ! b (into pair of bquark Fts, with BR practically one), as the latter
is swam ped by the huge QCD background typical of a hadronic m achine, whereas the form er
ismuch cleaner in such an environm ent. Besides, the higher precision that one can achieve in
determ ining both directions and energies of the photons (as com pared to those of ts), allow s one
to cbtain a H iggsm ass resolution of the order 2{3 G &V, which com pares rather well to a typical
15{20 G&V accuracy from =t events, also recalling that the H iggs w idth isatm ost a few tens of
M eV in the above m ass region (so that, the worse the m ass resolution the larger the background,
w hile the signal size ram ains relatively stable) B].

T he diphoton signature m ay also represent a distinctive signature of broken Supersym m etry
(SUSY ), nam ely, In Gauge M ediated Supersymm etry Breaking (GM SB) models B]. In these
scenarios, the Lightest SUSY Particke (LSP) is the so—called gravitino, & . M oreover, the next-to-
LSPs (NLSP s) are usually the lightest neutralino, eg , or the lighter stau, &, depending upon the
actual con guration ofthe GM SB m odel. In the st case then, the follow Ing decay chain could
well occur: Higgs ! efef ! + Epniss (3= 1;2), where the m issing (transverse) energy is
due to the two LSP s and possbly neutrinos (from e9 ! e¥ + ) escaping detectiorf .

Current collider Im its however forbid the lightest M SSM H iggs boson, h, to decay into two
neutralinos, ie, M , < M e + M e ;= 1;2), so that only the two heavier neutral H iggs bosons,
H ;A , can iniiate the above SUSY decay chain. Recalling that h ! direct decays can still
occur In GM SB m odels, it is Intriguing to consider the possbility that all neutral H iggs bosons
of the M SSM can be detected in the sam e channel, that is, a pair of photons accom panied by

N otice that, w ithin the M SSM , one can obtain the diphoton signature (including En iss) ofheavy H iggs bosons
also from non-GM SB scenarios in which the LSP is the lightest neutralino, eg, such as in (m inin al) Supergravity
(m SUGRA ) m odels. In fact, the follow ing decay chain can occur here: H =A ! eg eg followed by a double radiative
decay eg ! eg [6]. It hasbeen shown in Ref. [7] that this channelcan be large iftan (seebelow for tsde nition)
issnall (" 1), wih orwihout gaugiho m ass uni cation at high scales. H owever, thisM SSM con guration is ruled
out by the LEP 2 lim it on the lighter charginom ass B]. O nly under the assum ption of non-universalgaugino m asses
can the BR (eg ! eg ) be large at high tan 1 m SUGRA m odels O].



som e am ount ofm issing (transverse) energy, E  iss. N otice that the latter should in average be
larger for signal events as com pared to the background, which is dom inated by prom pt diphoton
production, where E, ;s Ism ainly due to gt energy losses down the beam pipe or to non-fully
hemm etic detectors. In contrast, one would naturally expect a large E i value arising from
the above H and A decays (if not from invisibl decay products of heavy particles produced In
association w ith any of the H iggs states, see below ), so that the m issing (transverse) energy m ay
be used in the kinem atical selection. In practice though, only two resonances could in the end be
visble, asthe H and A bosons are aln ost degenerate In m ass. Besides, the latter would tend to
be Iocated at higher Invariant m asses as com pared to the one dueto h ! decays, where
the production cross section is an aller, but so is the diphoton continuum .

Finally, whereas the h ! resonance can directly be reconstructed from the photon four-
m om enta, the sam e is not true .n the H ;A ! egeg ! + Epnis (33 = 1;2) channel. Here,
how ever, after ensuring that the tw o photons are not back-to-back, one can attem pt to resolve the
E n iss along their directions and add it to the photonic transverse m om enta, p;' and p;’ . Scaling
up the respective sum s by the ratios p *=p;’ and p ?=p,° gives In principle the reconstructed
m om enta of the neutralino pair. In practice though, the presence of several unresolved sources of
m issing (transverse) energy m ay spoil the m ass reconstruction.

Tt is the purpose of this paper to investigate in detail such a phenom enology, In the context
of GM SB socenarios. A fter a brief discussion of the param eters de ning GM SB m odels and a
description of the tools used in order to carry out our num erical studies, we will present the

resuts and draw our conclusions.

2 The spectrum in GM SB m odels

In GM SB m odels, the sym m etry of the Superpotential isbroken at som e relatively low scale, say,
a few hundred TeV (the hidden sector’), and SU SY -breaking is com m unicated to the detectable
partickes (the Visble sector’) through socalled h essenger’ elds, e ectively, gauge bosons.

In fact, renom alisability ofthe theory, coupled w ith econom y of eld content, dictates that the
m essenger sector (M S) be com prised of chiral Super elds such that their SM gauge couplings are
vectorial in nature. M ost GM SB m odels actually consider these eldstoben (5+ 5) or (10+ 10)
representations of SU (5). T hey are also chosen to transform asamultiplt ofa G rand Uni cation
Theory (GUT), so that the SUSY prediction of gauge coupling uni cation is preserved. T hese
facts restrict the m axin um number ofm essenger fam iliesNy tobe 4and 1 Porthe G+ 5)
and (10 + 10) constructs, respectively.

Lin iting ourselves, for the tim e being, to a single pairofM S Supem uliplts ( + ), consider
a tetm In the Superpotentialof the orm S ,where S isa SM sihnglkt. The scalar (S) and
auxiliary (Fg) com ponents of S m ay acquire Vacuum E xpectation Values (VEV s) through their



Interactions w ith the hidden sector elds. SU SY -breaking is thus com m unicated to theM S, w ith
the ferm ions and sferm ions acquiring di erent m asses. This, In tum, is com m unicated to the
SM elds resulting in the gauginos and sfermm ions acquiring m asses at the one-loop and tw o—-Joop
Jevels, respectively. T he expressions, In the general case ofm ultiple m essenger pairs and/or gauge
singlets S;, is a som ewhat com plicated function B] ofM hSiand hF gi=hSi. However, if
there is Just one such singlkt, the expressions for soft SU SY -breaking gaugino and scalar m asses
at them essenger scale M sin plify to:
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In eg. ), Cif are the quadratic C asin irs for the sferm ion in question. The factors ; equall, 1
and 5=3 for SU (3), SU () and U (1), respectively, w ith the gauge couplings so nom alised that all
i i'sare equalat the m essenger scale. T he threshold functions are given by
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T he Superparticle m asses at the EW scale are cbtained from those in egs. (1){ 2) by evolving
the approprate R enom alisation G roup Equations RGEs). For the scalar m asses, the D -term s
need to be added too. The H iggs sector of the m Inim al’ GM SB m odel contains the two usual
H iggs doublkts of the M SSM , H ;H 4g). The ratio of the VEV s of the latter is param eterised as
tan = ‘;—Z . M oreover, in the Superpotential one has a H iggs bilnear tetrm ofthe form B H  H 4.
In general, and B depend on the details of the SU SY breaking m echanian . However, if we
assum e that the EW symm etry is broken radiatively, then the values of 2 and B are detem ined
In tem s of the other param eters of the m odel. W ithout loss of generality, one m ay express the
entire particle spectrum ofsuch a GM SB m odelin term sof ve extemal nputsonly:M ; ;tan ,

sgn( ) and Ny (hereafter, weassume Ny = 1).

3 P aram eter scans

A sa starting point ofour investigation, we shalldiscuss the relevant particle spectrum by searching
for regions ofthe GM SB param eter space w here the heavy H iggsbosons, H and A, and the lightest
neutralino, eg, have m asses and com positions (In tem s of the gauginoH iggsino elds) such that
the decays H ;A ! ele are kinem atically allowed and reach BRs that are at least com parablke
to that of the SM H iggs decay into two photons, for which one has BR Hgy ! ) 7 10 3.
In fact, such a channel is of extrem e in portance in the M SSM too, as already noted. Here, the



param eterstan and M , de ne entirely the H iggs sector ofthe M SSM at treedevel, tan having
being already de ned and wih M , being the m ass of the psesudoscalar H iggs state A (the other
two states, h and H , are sca]ars)5 . It tums out that, orany tan value, ifM > 150{200 Ge&v,
theh ! decay m ode is a discovery channel of the lightest H iggs boson ofthe M SSM .

In order to sam ple the strength of the diphoton signal of our interest, we present a set of
num erical results that Include the H iggs and lightest neutralino m asses, as well as the BR s of the
channels H ;A ! e%ef. In com puting these rates we have used the subroutines of ISAJET 7.58
[l0] that In plem ent the GM SB m odel, w ith several choices of param eter inputs. N am ely, in Tabs.
1,2 and 3wehave xed M = 150 TeV and taken = 75;100 and 125 TeV, respectively. Here,
the sign of is always negative whereas tan vardes from 5 up to a m axinum value where the
decaysH ;A ! e%e are no Ionger kinem atically allowed.

From Tabs. 1{3 one can appreciate the follow ing trends.

A s Intdn ated in the Introduction, the H iggsm assesMy and M 5 show a degeneracy w ithin
a couple of GeVs. Thus, we can add their corresponding two-photon signals, as i would
not be possibl to distinguish am ong them solkly on the basis of the reconstructed m ass.

The lightest neutralino eg decays Into a photon plus a graviino, eg ! + &, whik
BR H ;A ! egeg) can exceed the 10 3 level, this yilding altogether a decay rate for
the channels H ;A ! egeg ! + Eq iss @bove our reference diphoton SM H iggs decay
rate.

Forvaliesoftan largerthan 40 or so, the decaysH ;A ! eYe? are no longer kinem atically
allowed.

Table 1: H iggs, lightest neutralinom assesand BR H ;A ! efel) fora sam ple set ofGM SB inputs
wih ™M ; )= (150;75) TeV.

tan | My GeV]|Ma GeV]|M g Gev]| BRE) BR @)
5 430 428 105 14 10 2|14 10 2
10 404 403 104 14 10 2|12 10 2
15 392 391 103 60 10 |73 103
20 377 377 103 35 10 3| 46 10 3
25 358 358 103 214 10 3|30 10 °3
30 332 332 103 13 10 3|20 10 °3
35 296 296 103 75 10 4|14 10 3
40 245 245 102 25 10 4|79 104
45 162 161 102 0 0

SIn fact, in the GM SB m odel, allH iggs m asses are derived quantities, as speci ed In the previous Section.



Tablk 2: H iggs, lightest neutralinom assesand BR #H ;A ! egeg) fora sam ple set 0ofGM SB Inputs
wih ™ ; )= (150;100) Tev.

tan Mg BeVv]| My GeV] M Gev]| BR®H) BR @)
5 552 551 146 76 10 |75 10 3
10 521 520 145 71 10 ® |86 10 3
15 505 505 145 37 10 3|49 103
20 488 487 144 214 10 * |30 10 °
25 464 464 144 12 10 |19 103
30 433 432 144 76 10 4|13 10 3
35 390 389 144 41 10 * |86 10 *
40 330 330 144 12 10 4|47 10 4
45 237 237 144 0 0

Table 3: H iggs, lightest neutralinom assesand BR H ;A ! efel) fora sam ple set ofGM SB inputs
wih ™ ; )= (150;125) Tev.

tan | My GeV]|Ma GeV]| My GeV]| BR®E) BR @)
5 666 664 197 48 10 3|54 103
10 628 628 195 48 10 3|65 10 3
15 610 610 195 25 10 3|37 10 °3
20 590 589 195 14 10 3|22 103
25 562 562 195 79 10 4|14 103
30 526 526 195 44 10 4|93 10 ¢
35 477 476 195 24 10 *|59 10 *
40 408 408 194 23 10 ° |23 104
45 306 305 194 0 0

For som e regions of the GM SB param eter space, the decays H ;A ! eled;ede), mllowed

by eg ! eg + X can be signi cant enough to contrbute to the twophoton signals. A lthough
this e ect was not lncluded in the previous Tables, as it was an all, it w ill be considered In the
rem ainder of this Section and in the M onte Carlo M C) sin ulations of the next one aswell. To
discuss their e ects, we have produced three addiional sam ple points, which we elaborate upon
below and in Tabs. 4{6, before m oving on to the event generator analysis.

Tab. 4 corresponds to the Snowm ass slopeM = 2 [L1], aswe have xed tan = 15 and
taken sgn ( ) positive, further varying from 75 to 150 TeV (for lower values of we get a
chargino lighter than 150 G&V, which is not allowed by current collider bounds [12]). Both the



BR coluimns BR # ) and BR & )) contain three row s, each corresoonding from top to bottom to
the decay rates of H and A into ele?, efed and efe) pairs, respectively.

For these sets ofGM SB param eter space pointsthe BR ofH and A into elel alwaysdom imnates
over the other two channels. T his can be understood in tem s of the enhancem ent ofthe H ;A
e eI coupling, which overcom pensates the phase-space suppression in theH ;A ! e?eJ decay
m odes. Furthem ore, one can see from Tab. 4 that, as increases, the HiggsmassesM 5 and
M a becom e rather heavy and they still show degeneracy. T he discussed BR s stay above 10 2,
but because the production rate decreases substantially for H iggs m asses above about 600 G &V,
only the ower valuesof (° 75 TeV) will produce sizable signals. It is interesting to note that
in this case the BR of the lightest H iggs boson into two photons ram ains close to the SM value,

withMy ’ 115Gev.

Tablk 4: H iggs, lightest and second lightest neutralinom asses and BR H ;A | efef;elel;eded)
fora sample set of GM SB lnputswith M = 2 ,tan = 15 and sgn( ) positive.

TeV] My GeV]|Ma BGV]| Mg BGV]| Mg Bev] BR H ) BR @)
75 395 394 101 184 75 10 3 | 10 10 2
208 10 2| 44 10 °
401 10 3| 33 10 ?
80 419 418 108 198 65 10 3 | 93 10 3
18 10 2 | 41 10 2
305 10 3| 302 10 2
90 467 466 123 225 52 103 | 76 10 3
156 10 2| 37 10 2
156 10 3| 24 10 2
100 515 514 137 252 42 10 3 | 62 10 3
132 10 2| 325 10 ?
6:47 10 4| 174 10 %
125 631 631 173 320 28 10 3 | 43 10 °3
92 10 3 | 255 10 2

150 745 744 209 387 20 10 3 | 32 10 3
6:9 10 3 | 24 10 ?




Tablk 5: H iggs, lightest and second lightest neutralino m asses and BR # ;A !

0

0.,.,0.0,.0

fora sample set of GM SB mnputswithM =2 , = 75TeV,tan = 10 and sgn( ) positive.
TeV] |My GeV]|Ma BGeV]| My BGeV]| Mg GeV] BR H ) BR @)

154 10 2|20 10 2

75 405 404 101 183 436 10 2| 85 10 ?

12 102 |70 10 2

Tablk 6: H iggs, lightest and second lightest neutralino m asses and BR # ;A !
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fora sample set of GM SB Inputswith M = 2 , = 75T&V,tan = 35 and sgn( ) negative.
TeV] My GeV]|Ma GV]|M g BeV]| M g GeV] BR H) BR @)

753 10 4|14 10 3

75 296 296 102 188 973 10 > |20 10 3

4 M onte Carlo sim ulation of signal and background

In this section, we evaluate the inclusive production cross sections at the LHC for the two heavy
neutral H iggs bosons of the M SSM , H and A, each followed by all possble decays yielding two
photons and m issing (transverse) energy.

H ereafter, we m ake the assum ption that coloured SUSY particles (chie y, squarks) are heavy
enough® so that they do not enter the loops in the Yg ! Higgs’ production m ode nor they can
produce H iggs bosons In cascade decays or enter the H iggs decay chains (the sam e for gluinos).
A longside them entioned glion-fusion channel, we consider the follow iIng H iggs production m odes:
ba;9g ! v v
fision) and yg® ! V Higgs @ iggsstrehling), with g representing all possbk com binations
bit, V. =W (except In the last

QQ Higgs' (@ssociated heavy-quark production), Yyqg ! qq H iggs’ (vector-

of Iight (@ntiquarks and where Q = ;Z and Higgs = H ;A
two m odes, where the pseudoscalar H iggs boson cannot be produced). These are the kading
production m odes of neutral H iggs states ofthe M SSM at the LHC (under the above assum ption
of heavy squarks and g]ujnos)7 and have been com puted here at next-to-leading order accuracy,
by adopting the program s described at [14], w ith defaul settings.

A s for the calculation of the SUSY decays rates (again, produced wih ISAJET v7.58), we
have adopted the GM SB con gurationsgiven in Tab.7 forM and , furthervarying tan from
5t040,alwayswih sgn( ) > 0. NN ote that allthe above choices 0of SU SY param eters are allowed

by the lighter chargino m ass Ilim i, as derived w ithin the GM SB m odel.)

°A s it is typicalin m ost GM SB scenarios.
7See Ref. [13] for a review of their properties.



Tabl 7: Sets 0of GM SB param eter pointsM and considered in Fig. 1.

Point | M [eV] Tev]
A 150 75
B 150 100
C 150 125
D 200 75
E 200 100
F 200 125
G 200 150
H 200 175

W e de ne the ¥ ective’ production rate of the + Eq iss Sgnature, . , as:

e = ! H) BRe ®H)
+ @g! A) BRe @A)
+ @igg! QQH) BR. #)
+ @rgg ! QQA) BR. @A)
+ (! HV) BR. H)
+  (@a! ggl) BRe ©) ®)

whereBR, (H ) and BR, (@A) are de ned as follow s:

X
BR, H=A) = BR H=A! efe) +BR H=A ! e&e) BR eJ! el+ i

i=1;::3
X 2 2
+BR H=A ! eJe) BR eJ! el+ i BR e)! & :6)
i=1;::3

In Fig.1l we display the vardation of . wih tan forthe setsofGM SB param eter space points
given In Tab. 7. From the pattem of each curve it is clear that the lower the higher . .
Furthem ore, at Iow tan , . is larger than at high tan . This can be understood from the
fact that, astan grow s, the lighter stau (~) becom es the NLSP, w ith the decay eg s
becom ing the dom inant one: this explains the sharp 2llin . at large tan

T he event sim ulation hasbeen carried out by exploiting the SUSY im plem entation [L5] ofthe
HERWIG event generator [16], supplem ented by the ISASUSY [10] subroutines (v7.58) interfaced
to the ISAWIG code [L7] for SUSY spectra generation. W e list here the series of process num bers

used ortheM C event generation: ie.,

IPROC = 3320 3360 3375 3630 3815 3826
3310 3325 3365 3610 3710 3816 3835
3315 3335 3370 3620 3720 3825 3836



for the signaland IPROC = 2200 for the background (corresponding to direct diphoton production
999 ! F.

A s illustrative values for the M C sin ulation, we have used the three points given In Tab. 8.
N otice that they have already been discussed, as they are those appearing in: the fourth row of
Tab. 4 Point 1, which is SPS8 ofRef. [11]), Tab. 5 Point 2) and Tab. 6 Point 3).

Table 8: Sets of GM SB param eter points used in the HERWIG simulation and to produce

Figs.2{4.
Pomt | M [T&V] [fev] [Ny tan son ()
1 200 100 1 15 +
2 150 75 1 10 +
3 150 75 1 35

T he signature we are trying to extract is sin ply de ned as follow s, along the lines of the
ATLAS/CM S triggers [1, 2].

Two photons are required: onewih g > 40 G&V and 20 G&V for the other, both w ithin
2.5 In pseudorapidiy.

T he two photons are required to have a relative angle less than 175 degrees, In order to
enable the m ass reconstruction of the two heaviest H iggs bosons decaying into tw o photons
and two LSP s, the latter yielding the m issing (transverse) energy.

No cuts In m issihg (transverse) energy are enforced at this prelin inary stage, nor any re—
striction on the underlying hadronic activity is in posed.

W e then ook at:
Fn iss: the m issing (transverse) energy.

T hisquantity isplotted In Fig. 2 (ab,c), nom alised to one. (H ereafter, the Iabelling a (o) [c] In the

guresrefersto GM SB set 1 (2) B]asgiven above In Tab.8.) A s intin ated In the Introduction, one
m ay appreciate here the fact that the m issing (transverse) energy distribbution is m uch softer for
the background, as com pared to the signal. A suitable cut on this quantity, which w illenhance the

®The attentive reader will notice that we have generated in the M C sinulations m ore processes than those
used In Fig. 1. This has been done for com pleteness m ainly, as the four channels described in Sect. 3 are indeed
those m aking up m ost of the visble cross section. Furthem ore, all possible decay channels of H iggs bosons and
neutralinos are included in theM C sim ulation, through the ISAWIG Input Iles. A Iso notice that the (inclisive) rates
in Fig. 1 use next-to—Jading order nom alisation, whereas those in F igs. 2{4 adopt the lowest order one, as default

in aM C event generator.

10



signalto-background ratio, could be, eg., Eq iss > 20 G eV . Thism ay penalise signal contributions
due to h decays, yet it willhave a bene cial in pact in extracting those arising from H and A .

Upon enforcing this constraint, n addition to the cuts n 1.{2., we look at two kinem atic
cbservables:

m : the invariant m ass of the photon pair obtained by using their visble m om enta;

M : the Invariant m ass of the photon pair ocbtained affer resolving the E,, iis along the
visble photon directions.

These are plotted In Figs. 3@,c) and 4 @b,c), respectively, nom alised to the integrated cross
section in picobams, as given by HERWIG. From these plots it is clear the potentialofthe LHC in
detecting diphoton signals of neutral H iggs bosons, as lnduced by our sam ple of GM SB m odel

con gurations. H owever, while the direct h ! resonance is clearly visble and narrow Iy centred
around M ,, In both distributions m and M (and so it was even prior to the enforcem ent of
the cut in E, is5), NO peak associated to H =A ! + En iss decays appears, yet the corresponding

events sgoread over the entire m ass range well above the diphoton background. In fact, our
m ass reconstruction procedure fails because of the m any unresolvable sources of m issing energy
appearing at hadron level, once all decay m odes of each unstable particlke are allowed, as dictated
by the M SSM oon guration induced by the underlying GM SB scenario. Here, the exploitation
of a m ore exclusive nal state would be helpful to the cause of extracting the H =A resonance.
However, we refrain here from pursuing this m atter further and sin ply rem ark that, even in
absence of heavy H iggsm ass reconstruction, a clear excess In the diphoton channel above the SM

expectations should be established at the LHC afterm inin al um inosity®, w ith som e dependence
In both them and M spectra upon the relevant massesM 3, , M o and M ., whose actual
values m ay be investigated via a com parison of the data to the M C generated distributions.

5 Conclusions

In summ ary, we have proved that, for som e rather naturalcon gurationsofthe GM SB param eter
space consistent w ith current collider Ilin its, one m ay be abl to extract diphoton signals of all
neutralH iggsbosonsoftheM SSM at the LHC .W hil, after custom ary ATLA S/CM S cutson the
tw o photons, the m ass of the lightest state would always be visbl in the form ofa resonance,
the presence of the two heaviest states wWhich are degenerate in m ass) can be established, in
the form of a clear excess In the total number of + En iss €vents over the corresponding SM

predictions, after an additional threshold in m issing (transverse) energy is enforced. T hus, after

°R ecallthat higherorderQ CD corrections to the background are wellunder controlin com parison to the excesses
seen In the last two gures, as they are of order 10{20% [18]. M oreover, the contrbution to the background due to
g ! g wih the nalstate light (anti)quark m istagged as a photon, not lncluded here, is also sn all in com parison.

11



such a selection, in order to test very speci ¢ GM SB m odel predictions, it su ces to exploit the
totalevent rate. F nally, the study of the kinem atics of the entire event sam plem ay allow for the
determm ination of crucial sparticle m asses, such as those ofthe the LSP and N LSP, hence enabling
one to strongly constrain the underlying SU SY breaking m echanian .

O ur conclusions are based on a sophisticated M C event sin ulation but a m ore rudim entary
em ulation of detector regponse (pased on G aussian sm earing of the visble tracks). H owever, our
prelin nary results are rather encouraging and we do believe that they call for attention on the
ATLAS/CM S side, as the channel is possibly the m ost studied one in the context of H iggs
boson searches at the upcom lng CERN hadron collider.
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Figure 1: Varation ofthe e ective cross section ofeq. (5) with tan for the representative points
In the GM SB param eter space given in Tab. 7.
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Figure 2: D 1 erential distrbutions in E , 155 (@s de ned In the text) nom alised to one, after the
cuts 1.{2. described In Sect. 4, as cbtained from GM SB set 1 (top), 2 m iddl) and 3 (ottom )
de ned In Tab. 8. The dashed (dotted) line represents the signalfackground) rates. Bins are 2
GeV wide.
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Figure 4: D i erential distrbutions in M (@s de ned In the text) nom alised to pb, after the
cuts 1.{2. described in Sect. 4 and E ixs > 20 G&V, as obtained from GM SB st 1 (top),
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