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A bstract
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charginos or neutralinos, followed by their decay into quark Fts through baryon num ber-
violating ( ®) couplings. An estin ate at the parton level show s, how ever, that these events
cannot be due to neutralinos because of the low cross-section, and is unlkely to be due to
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1. NTRODUCTION.

In the last f&w m onths, considerable interest has been generated by fresh results com ing
from the LEP Collider at CERN . Upgradation of the collision energy to 130/136 G&V has
given rise to expectations that one m ight see new physics e ects at this energy. However,
m ost of the results cbtained till now at this LEP-1.5 collider are consistent !:l}] w ith the
predictions of the Standard M odel (SM ) and merely lead to new constraints on physics
beyond it. T here is, how ever, one notable exosption to thistrend. The ALEPH C ollaboration
has reported P] an excess over the SM prediction in the e'e ! four—gts channel. The
num ber of events in the data sam ple of 5.7 pb ! which satisfy the rather stringent criteria
In posed for this search is 16, which is signi cantly in excess of the 8.6 events predicted by
the SM .0 fthese 16 events, 9 have a four—gt invariant m ass of about 105 GV . The rest are
consistent w ith the SM badkground.

This observation is rather hard to interpret. Unless the cbserved result is due to a
statistical uctuation, which is som ewhat rem ote iIn view of the low estin ated probability
of10 4, it seem s natural to assum e that both the m easurem ent and the SM prediction are
correct and hence, the our—gt excess is a genuine new physicse ect. W hile thism ay seem to
be unduly optin istic at this prelin nary stage of the upgraded LEP runs, it is nevertheless
am using to probe new physics soenarios which could lead to a four—gt excess. One such
scenario is discussed in this article, nam ely, supersym m etry w ith violation of R -parity as a
possible candidate for thise ect.

T he basic idea expanded In our work is rather sinple. W e consider two possibilities
within the fram ework of the M inim al Supersymm etric Standard M odel M SSM ) with R—
parity violation [3,4].

1. The lightest neutralino, which is assum ed to be the lightest & supersym m etric particle
(LSP), m ay have m ass around 50 | 55 G &V and be pairproduced in e e oollisions

at LEP-15. IfR-pariy is not conserved, these neutralinos could decay ] and the

Invariant m ass of the decay products of each would peak around 50 | 55GeV.The

2This is natural in a R “parity conserving scenario, but is not essential if R -parity is violated; however,

we keep this con guration since it involves the m inimum change from the fam iliarM SSM scenarios.



sum ofthese invariant m asses would then peak around 105 G €V . IfR -parity is violated
through baryon num ber+violating couplings ( ©), the neutralinos w ill decay into three
quark gtseadch, whith could then m erge to give the distinctive four—gt signals.

2. The lighter chargino which isassum ed to be heavier than the lightest neutralino) m ay
havem ass around 50 | 55 G &V and be pairproduced sin ilarly at LEP-1.5. A sbefore,
when the charginos decay, the sum of invariant m asses of the decay products ofboth
would be expected to peak In oraround 105 G&V . W e then envisage the decay ofeach
chargino to a neutralino (LSP) and a pair ofquark Fts; this LSP then decays through

® couplings into three ts. Thus one has ten Fts in all, which could then m erge to
give four—gt signals. W e could also, In principle, expect signals n channels w ith m ore

“Ets, though, as it tums out, these are not really signi cant.

Recently, it has been pointed out {§] that it is possble for the chargino to decay directly
into “ts through R -parity violating ® couplings w ithout the interm ediacy ofa neutralino as
considered in 2. This is an exciting possibility but we do not pursue it here; our assum ption
being that the neutralino is su ciently lighter than the chargino and that the relevant @
coupling is too an all for the direct chargino decay to com pete w ith the usualM SSM decay
m ode. This is consistent w ith our philosophy of kesping the changes from the conventional
M SSM scenario to am Inimum .

W e analyse the above signals using a parton—-lkvel M onte C arlo event generator to scan
the M SSM param eter space. T he use of a parton—kvel generator has two advantages: @) it
is quick, so that a detailed study of the param eter space is possible; and (o) the analysis is
relatively sim ple so that one can focus on the basic physics issues. O n the other hand, this
approach has the obvious drawback that the algorithm s used to analyse Fts are necessarily
crude. Hence our results should be considered diagnostic only. T he issues which have been
addressed in thiswork are con ned to checking ifthe processes under consideration are at all
viabl and (if such is the case) to dentify the relevant part ofthe M SSM param eter space.
In case of a viablk signal, our Investigation could, in principl, aid further studies of the
process in which the analysis of ts is done in greater detail.

Before we pass on to the details of our analysis, it would be appropriate to discuss in



greater detail the nature of the m ultigt events we are analysing. The events seen by the
ALEPH Collaboration P] consist of spherically distributed m ultift events where the event
shapes are consistent w ith a purely hadronic nal state. A 1l events satisfy the requirem ent
that the net visb ke energy ofthe gtsisat kast 70 $ ofthe centreofm assenergy at LEP-1 5.
M oreover there are practically no digplaced vertices in the m icrovertex detector, ndicating
that the ¥ts originate from light quarks or gluons rather than bquarks.

To select these events out of the SM m ultift background, the ALEPH Collaboration
has in posed a num ber of kinem atic and other cuts on the gts. The principal background
com es from the processe’e ! gg Pllowed by gluon radiation from the quarks. M ost of
the gluon Fts, however, w ill be soft and much of this background is elim inated when the
follow ing selection criteria are in posed:

1. At least eight charged particke tracks must be reconstructed w ith at least four his
In the tin e profction chamber, wih a polar anglke with resoect to the beam such
that jcos K 0:95 and originating w ithin a cylinder of length 20 an and radiis 2 an

coaxialw ith the beam and centred at the nom inal collision point.

2. The scalar sum ofthe charged particlem om enta m ust exceed 10% ofthe centre-ofm ass

energy.

3. Radiative Z ° retums are rem oved by requiring them issing m om entum m easured along
the beam direction to be an allerthan 075 ;s 90 G&V ), wherem i is the nvariant

m ass of the system fom ed by allenergy— ow particles.
4. Events w ith fawer than four gts are refcted.

5. None of the ®ts (in the four Fts sam pl) contains m ore than 80% electrom agnetic

energy.

6. The digt Invariant m ass of each pair of £ts In the four—gt samplke (6 pairs n all) is
not less than 25 Ge&V;

7. The sum ofpairs of gt Invariant m asses is not less than 10 G&V;

8. Each pairof gtshasam ininum of 10 charged tracks between them .



Tt should be noted that the ALEPH Collaboration observe no six—gt events and all ve—
£t events have been converted into four—gt events by m erging the pair of gts which has
the m ininum dikt varant m ass. They report the observation of 16 events which satisfy
all these criteria against a SM prediction of 8.6 events. W hat is even m ore Interesting,
however, is the distrbution in four-gt nvariant m ass. If the gts are numbered 1,2,3,4 and

M min jM ;3 My, jout ofthe combinations ij;k1= 12;34 or13;24 or 14;23 respectively,
then for 9 of these events the four—gt Invarant m ass, de ned asthe sum M M 5+ M)
for the com bination ij;klwhich yields M , lieswithin 1021 | 1084 G eV . The predicted
SM background in this bin is about 0.8 events ©r 5.7 pb ! lum inosity. The probability of
this accum ulation being due to a uctuation in the SM badkground is as estim ated to be as
Iow as1ld 10° RI.

In section 2 we discuss the decay of the LSP in the R -parity violating m odel of our
choice and explain our technigques for analysing multift signals. Section 3 analyses the
possibility that the four—gt anom aly m ay be due to neutralinos. In section 4 we m ake a
sim ilar discussion for charginos. Finally, section 6 contains a summ ary of our resuls and

conclusions.
2.LSP DECAY W ITH BARYON NUMBER VIOLATION .

The crucial feature of our analysis is the decay of the neutralino (assum ed to be the
LSP) into Fts through R -parity viclating couplings. These couplings can, in general, be
of two kinds: those that violate Jepton number and those that violate baryon number. If
both are present, the theory predicts a large w idth for proton decay which is inconsistent
w ith current data [1]. A cocordingly, one has to assum e that either Jpton or baryon num ber-
violating couplings are present, but not both . For the punposes of thiswork, we assum e that
there are no ¥pton num ber+iolating couplings and concentrate on baryon num ber<iolation
only. T he baryon number+violating term in the superpotential has the form 3]

X
We= %ktffDAjc.DA}f @)

ijk

where US;D © are chiral super elds containing the right-handed u;d-quarks and the indices



i; J;k run over the three quark generations. T his kads to the Interaction Lagrangian
X h i
Lit= Ok Bridridl§ + & jursdl, + &y dryup; + H x @)
ik
T hough ocolour indices are not explicitly show n, the interaction term m ust be a colour singlet;
this requires the §, to be antisymm etric in the last two indices.

O ne can now envisage the decay ofa LSP into a quark and an o —shell squark which then
goes to a pair of quarks through the above baryon num ber+violating couplings H]. T here are
three possble diagram s corresoonding to the three tem s in the interaction Lagrangian and
these are shown in Figure 1. For this study, we assum e that the coupling 3, is dom fnant
and that the othersm ay be neglcted. This is not an essential requirem ent of the theory,
but is the simplest option [B]. However, it is inportant to note that the decay width is
proportional to the square of this coupling 3, only, so that the coupling cancels out of
num erator and denom nator In the branching ratio. In any case, since this is the only decay
m ode of the LSP in the scenario under consideration, the branching ratio of the LSP to fts
isunity. Tt is also in portant to note that the 5, coupling ensures that there are no b-gts
in the nalsample, which iswhat the ALEPH Collaboration nds].

T i1l the present date, no direct search has been m ade at LEP -1 for R parity violating
signals in the presence of ? couplings, though corresponding searches have been m ade
assum Ing the presence of couplings @] and strategies have been discussed or “and @
couplings fL0]. T hus, there are no direct bounds from LEP-1 data on M SSM param eters in
this scenario. Such a study is, however, possble, and is in progress [11]. M oreover, since the
LSP decays (Into gts), the usualm issing energy signals are not expected to be seen. In view
ofthis, the only constraint com ing from LEP -1 data is the requirem ent that the contridbution
of LSP pairproduction to the total Z -w idth should be consistent w ith the SM prediction
and the experin ental error f12]. There is also a strong bound from the noncbservation of
charginos at LEP -1 leading to the requirem ent that the m ass of the chargino should exceed
45 G &V ; however, this constraint a ect roughly the sam e region of param eter space as the
previous one, since the chargino contribution to the Z -totalw idth is large. Furthem ore, for

Mg < 150 GeV, one should have {13] seen spectacularm ultift signals at LEP -1, which isnot

3A ctually one ofthe 16 events does contain [_2] b—gts, but this could wellarise from the Q CD background.



the case. However, one certainly needs to consider a som ew hat larger allowed region in the
M SSM param eter space than is the case for R -parity conserving m odels.

Since the decay of the LSP will lead to nal states wih several quark Fts, we now
explain ourm ethod of determ ining the num ber of distinct gts. A s explained before, we use
a sin ple parton—level M onte C arlo event generator which is unabl to sin ulate the details
of the hadronic fragm entation. W e therefore m ake the som ew hat crude approxin ation that
the direction of the parent parton is the sam e as that of the thrust axis of the resulting gt
and that the hadronicm aterial is con ned to a cone around it. T hus, if the directions oftwo
partons which engender fts are separated by Pt R  0:7, we consider the
Etsto havem erged. W hile we recognise that this approxin ation isa som ew hat crude one, it
isa commonly used rulk ofthumb In analyses of gts produced around the electroweak scale,
at least at hadron colliders {l4]. W e have also considered the D urham algorithm (used by
the ALEPH Collaboration) for the tm erging procedure, m erging partons w ith y < 0:008
rather than the xed cone algorithm discussed above, but the nal results do not change by
m ore than a few percent from the resuls presented in thiswork (using the cone algorithm ).
Once a pair of gts is considered to have m erged, the m om entum and thrust axis of the
resultant gt are constructed sin ply by vectorially adding the three-m om enta of the original
Fts.

In our analysis we consider the production of a LSP pair or a chargino pair and their
subsequent decay tom ultikt nalstates. T hese are allowed to pass through the “gt'-m erging
algorithm described above and the reconstructed “gts’ oy which we mean one or m ore
partons, orm ore speci cally, quarks) are passed successively through the ollow Ing kinem atic

cuts, which m oreordess ollow those used by the ALEPH Collaboration in their analysis:

1. The #ts should have rapidiy less than 3, since this roughly corresoonds to the polar
angle cut used by the ALEPH Collaboration. Tt tums out, however, that m ost of
the #ts which contrbute to the nal signal have rapidiyy 2, 0 we could easily
accom m odate a m ore stringent rapidiy cut without a ecting the signal. Thism ay
ultin ately be required in view of the lower detection e ciency for high rmpidities.

2. The scalar sum ofm om enta of the £ts in the nal analysis m ust be greater than 0.1



ofthe e’ e centreofm ass energy, ie. 13GeV;

3. The sam plk should contain fourorm ore gtsonly. A1l ve—gt events are converted into
four—gt events by m erging the pair of gts with the m Ininum nvarant m ass. Events

w ith six orm ore are gts are counted ssparately.

4. The digt nvariant m ass of each pair of £ts in the four—gt sam plk is greater than 25

Gev.

In the absence of detector sim ulation, calorim etic cuts cannot be im posed. M oreover,
In our parton—level event generator, we are unabl to in pose constraints which involve the
Invariant m asses of Individual Ets or the m ultiplicity of charged tracks, since that would be
possible only in a sin ulation which takes into acoount the hadronisation processes. A ccord-
Ingly, we m ake the ad hoc assum ption, In the ollow Ing discussion, that the supersym m etric
signal is reduced by 40% by cuts of this nature. T he choice of this factor is guided by the
reduction in the signal and badckground presented by the ALEPH Collaboration, which are
27% and 47% resgpectively. W hilke we recognise that this is a rather crude approxin ation, it
is not lkely to a ect the conclusions of our study, as we shall see. Tt should be noted that
w e have not included this reduction factor In the kinem atic distributions shown in thiswork;
these would acocordingly be reduced and probably am eared further by application of these

cuts In a sim ulation which takes account of fragm entation.

3.FOUR-JET EXCESS FROM NEUTRALINO PAIR-PRODUCTION.

W e rst consider the scenario when the four—gt signal is due to the production of a pair
ofneutralinos (LSP’s). For this, one requires the m ass of the LSP to lie in the range allowed
by LEP -1 data and accessbl to LEP-1.5. This autom atically restricts our analysis to a
Iim ited region in the M SSM param eter space obtained by variation of gluino mass M ),
H iggsino m ixing param eter ( ) and the ratio of vacuum expectation values ofthe two H iggs
doublkts (tan ). D ependence on the squark m ass is m inin ised by considering the gliino
m ass evaluated at the electroweak scale, ie. M @(M 7). Ofoourse, n this work, we have

m ade the assum ption of gaugino m ass uni cation at a high scale, which enables us to use



the gluino m ass as a param eter of the electroweak gaugino sector; however, the analysis
would be unchanged ifwe relaxed this hypothesis and used instead the soft-SU SY breaking
param eter M , In the SU (2) sector.

T he cross—section forproduction ofa pairofneutralinoshasbeen calculated in theM SSM ,
in tem s of the above param eters, by a num ber of authors {L5]. W e have checked that our
cross-sections are consistent w ith theirs, both analytically and num erically. Tt m ay be noted
that neutralinos are produced through s-channel Z exchanges as well as t;u-channel g, ;e
exchanges and hence are rather sensitive to the m asses of the selectrons for the case when
the neutralino is gaugino-dom nated. In fact, the cross-sections fall as the selectron m asses
go up. Aswe shall see presently, the predicted num ber of four—gt events from neutralino
pairproduction is sn all, so it is desirable, for our puroses, to choose the param eters to
m axin ise the cross section. This is achieved by choosing the selectron m asses as light as
possible. W e have chosen the left-selectron m ass consistent w ith a sneutrinom assof 60 G €V ;
the right selectron is also chosen to have am ass 0f 60 G €V . T hese values arem ore or kss at
the edge of the allowed range [L].

T he decays ofthe LSP arem ediated by right-squark exchanges and hence one hasa nom —
haldependence on the relkevant squark m asses too. This is rather weak, however, because,
the branching ratio being uniy, the only e ect of increasing the squark m ass is to change
the kinem atic distrdbutions of the decay products. A ffer m erging of Fts, however, m uch of
this e ect | such as it is | is washed out. Consequently, the nal cross—section has very
little dependence on the squark m ass, especially when the value becom es signi cantly larger
than the neutralino m ass. T his is always the case if the squark m ass is taken as 150 G &V or
above. In our analysis we set the squark m ass to 300 GeV for de niteness.

At this pont, it m ight be worth m entioning that a much lower value of squark m ass
is probably consistent with CDF /D 0 bounds in a scenario in which R “parity is violated.
Current CDF /D 0 bounds 18] on squark as well as glulno m asses are derived from signals
which trigger on m issing energy and m om entum and m ay be considerably relaxed [1§] ifthe
LSP decays, epecially in the case where baryon-num ber is violated. Lin its on squark and
gliino m asses from CDF /D 0 data in the case of R -parity viclation with @ couplings have

not, in fact, been investigated thoroughly, though such an analysis is, in principle, possble



fi7]. In any case, or the present analysis, squark m asses are set rather high, so we have
not exploited the absence of a bound. On the other hand, we have used gliino m asses in
the ranges allowed by LEP -1 w ithout reference to CDF /D 0. O f course, one could relax the
assum ption of gaugino m ass uni cation at a high scale, in which case the gluinom asswould
becom e irrelevant as a param eter.

T he results of our analysis of the four—gt signal arisihg from neutralinos of the appro—
pratem ass is shown In Figure 2 as a scatter plot of the predicted num ber of four—gt events
versus the m ass of the neutralino (LSP).Ead point in the scatter plot corresoonds to a
di erent set of M g7 itan ) jnthemngesM@= 01tolTeV (In stegpsofl0Gev), = {1
TeV to 1 TeV (in stepsof25GeV) rtan = 15, 2,5, 10, 15, 20, 25, 30, 35 respectively,
sub Ect to constraints arising from LEP -1 data and kinem atic accessbility to LEP-1.5. For
this plot, we have taken the sneutrino m ass to be 60 G &V for reasons explained above and

set the m asses of squarks belonging to the rsttwo generationstom o = mg = 300GeV . It

&
m ay be noted that the number (which assumes 5.7 pb ! integrated lum inosity atp s= 130
G eV ) of Pur—gt events never rises above 1.8 events which, added to the SM badckground
of 8.6 events, barely touches 10 4 events and never approaches anyw here near the ALEPH

cbservation of 16 events. Tt is quite clar, therefore, that the pairproduction of neutralinos
followed by their R -parity violating decays cannot ke the explanation of the observed excess
In four—gt events. This is a fairly robust result despite the crudity of our parton—level anal-

ysis, since it is hard to see a m ore re ned analysis changing the resul by a factor of 4 or

m ore, w hich would be required to explain the cbserved events.

Mmg; jtan ) (340,400,2) | (360,300,15) | (370,300,30)
M o0 519Gev 519Gev 518 Ge&v
produced neutralino pairs 613 5.75 559
PJjer 0:1p§ 613 5.75 559
4 gt events only 332 310 3.01
M 25Gev 2.09 1.96 1.90
M ultiplicity & Ftm asses 125 118 114

Tabl 1: Hustrating the e ect of various cuts on the neutralino induced m ultift signal of



Figure 2 for specin en points in the param eter space.

T he num bersdisplayed In Figure 2 m ay seem unexpectedly an all, n view ofthe fact that
the neutralino production cross-section can be as largeas1 | 15pb at LEP-1.5 {i§]. The
explanation for this lies In the selection criteria in posed by the ALEPH Collaboration. T he
e ects of these criteria are illustrated in Tabl 1 for three soecin en points in the param eter
soace w here the cross—section is relatively large and the neutralino m ass lies around 52 G &V,
which m eans the distrdbution In the sum ofdift nvariant m asswould be peaked around 104
G eV . Initially, about 6 neutralino-induced events are ndeed predicted. The cut rem oving
soft gts m akes no In pact on the signal. This is easy to justify using sim ple kinem atical
argum ents. However, the channels wih four or m ore £ts retain only about half of this
crosssection. This is, In tum, further reduced by one-third by the requirem ent that the
digt Invarant m ass of each pair of observed gts be greater than 25 G&V . The signal is
already down to about 2 events and can be expected to 2ll to barely m ore than 1 event by
application of cuts on charged track m ultiplicity and gt Invariant m ass.

F inally, i m ay be noted that the e ects of initial state radiation can, in general, ncrease
the neutralino pairproduction cross-section R]because the e ective centre-ofm ass energy
then falls back near the Z +esonanoe; however this drives us closer to the threshold for
production of neutralinos so that the cross-section undergoes som e phase-space suppression .
T he net resul of these opposing e ects is, In general, to kesp the crosssection jist so. In
any case, however, the nalnumbers for neutralino production are so an all that this point

ism erely academ ic.
4., FOURJET EXCESS FROM CHARGINO PAIR-PRODUCTION.

W e now tum to the other possibility that the four—gt signals arise from the production
ofa pair of (lighter) charginos ofm ass In the range 46 { 65 G&V which isallowed by LEP -1
data and accessbl to LEP-1 5. Each chargino decays to a neutralino (LSP) and an o -shell
W -boson which then goes to a pair of ts or a pair of Ieptons. T he neutralino then decays

(asbefore) to three Ets. E ither of the follow Ing things can happen:

10



1. Both o <hellW 'scan decay to hadrons, m aking ve gts in all from each chargio.

The ten gts n the nalstate can then m erge to give four—gt events.

2.0neo —<hellW can decay to lptons and the other to hadrons. T he lptons can evade
detection if they lie w thin the ts com ing from the decay of the neutralino and the

otherW . A fterm erging of gts, thiscon guration, too, can yield som e four—gt events.

3.0neo <hellW can decay to kptons and the charged lepton can be isolated from the
“Ets, lrading to a signalw ith a hard isolated lepton (electron ormuon), m issing energy
and m ultifpts.

4. Both o <hellW ’scan decay to lptons kading to a signalw ith a pair ofhard Jeptons

(electrons orm uons) of opposite sign, large m issing energy and m ultigts.

O fthese, the rst two will contrbute to the four—gt excess cbserved by ALEPH . They can
also, in principl, kead to m ultifet events w ith higher m ultiplicity than the four-and ve—gt
events studied by ALEPH, since, after all, we start w ith ten gts. T he other two optionsw ill
lead to clear signals which should be cbservable not only by ALEPH but also by the other
detectors at LEP, provided the signal is large enough. This would constitute an extra test
of the scenario under consideration, provided it proves workabl in the rstplace.

Like the crosssections for neutralino production, the cross-sections for chargho pair-
production are also well known and we have checked that our results are In agreem ent,
both analytically and num erically, w ith those of earlier authors [13]. A s the predicted cross-
sections for chargino production arem uch larger than those for neutralinos, we get a sizablk
residue after application of all the relevant cuts. T he decays of the chargino to a neutralino
and a pair of light quarks are R -parity conserving and again have been studied before RQ].
T he novel feature of our analysis is sin ply the decay of the neutralino (LSP) into gts.

In order to have charginos ofm ass in the appropriate range, we are, as before, restricted
to a part of the M SSM param eter soace. T his corresponds to the region between the solid
and dotted lines (oreach tan ) in Figure 3. W e have not included CD F /D 0 bounds in this

gure for reasons explained above. Thus, we consider a fairly large part of the param eter
soace which supports the relevant m asses of the lighter chargino.

11



T he chargino production cross-section has contributions from s-channel ;Z exchanges
and t-channel e exchange. T he varation of the chargino cross-section w ith the m ass of the
sneutrino is given, for a xed set of other M SSM param eters, in Figure 4. The s and t
channel contrbutions are known [[9] to interfere destructively, kading to a dip in the cross-
section for som e values of the sneutrino m ass w hen the charginos are gaugino-dom nated, as
is the case In this gure. The dip arises In theregionm . * 30 40 GeV, which is ruled
out by LEP-1 data. Thus, in the allowed region, the crosssection essentially grow s w ith
sneutrino m ass, w ith a tendency to saturate asthem assgoesashigh asa few hundred G &V .
In this work, we shall require a som ew hat an all chargino production cross-section, so that
it becom es desirable to choose a sneutrino m ass at the ower end. W e choose 65 G &V, which
ismarked by a bullet In the gure and corresponds to a cross—section of about 8 pb.

W e then consider decays of the charginos to ISP ’s and #ts and/or non-isolated lptons,
followed by decays of the LSP ’s to gts. This involves, as before, a nom inal dependence on
the squark m ass, whidch, is, however, weak, as In the case of neutralino production. W e st
the squark m ass to 500 G &V in the subsequent analysis. The ten (or eight) ®ts n the nal
state arepassed (@s In the neutralino case) through our sin ple-m inded Et-m erging algorithm
to detem Ine the num ber of distinct f£ts. These resuls are illustrated In Figure 5 which is
a scatter plot of the predicted num ber of four—gt events for chargino m asses in the range 45

| 65 G &V for di erent values ofthe M SSM param eters. A s in Figure 2, each point In the
scatter plot corresponds to a di erent sst of M 4; ;tan ) in therangesMg= 01 to 1 TeV
(h steps0of10GeV), = {1TeV tol TeV (In stepsof25GeV) ortan = 15, 2,5, 10,
15, 20, 25, 30, 35 sub Ect, as befre, to constraints In posed by LEP -1 data and accessibility
at LEP-1.5. Agah, asbeforem no CDF /D 0 constraints are in posed. T he pointsm arked by
bulkts in F igure 3 are selected out of F igure 5 by im posing the conditions that the num ber
of bur-gt events is (16 0:5) and 50 G&V < M e < 55 GeV . It should be noted that the
bullets corresoond to som e value oftan am ong the listed values; not necessarily one ofthe
values m arked on the contours. T hus, points which lie In the region ruled out fortan > 5
correspond totan = 15 or 2.

Tt may be sen that the events are fairly densely clustered in an arc which gradually

goes down as the chargino m ass increases. This is indicative of phase-space suppression
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rather than a din inishing coupling. For this gure, the sneutrino m ass has been tuned to
65 Ge&V in order to ensure that the number of four—gt events consistent w ith the ALEPH

cbservation should be com patible w ith a charginom assof 50 { 55 G €V, at keast for the range
w here the points arem ost thickly clustered. Since there arem any points albove this region, it
should be possibk to decrease the sneutrino m ass (this decreases the cross-section as shown
In Figure 4) further. However, if one increases the sneutrino m ass, the cross-section and
hence the num ber of four—gt events goes up and we are then con ned to just a few points
In the param eter space which would give the required m ass of the chargino and the required
num ber ofevents. tm ay be conclided, then, that the chargino solution to the four—gt excess
problem favours a light sneutrinowihm, 60 70GeV (though it does not dem and this
absolutely). W hat is In portant, however, isthat one can nd at least a tentative explanation

forthe ALEPH excess In tem s of chargino pairproduction.

Table 2

fmg; itan ) (160,600,2) | (200,500,15) | (200,400,30)

Mel 53.7G&V 545 Gev 543 G&v

M g0 250 Gev 282 Gev 283 Gev

produced chargino pairs | 300 (94) 279 (9.5) 283 (9.7)
DIt OzlpE; 300 (94) 279 (9.5) 283 (9.7)

4 gt events only 185 (4.8) 175 (52) 178 (54)

M 25GevV 128 (2.8) 12.7 3.5) 128 (3.5)

M ultiplicity & Ftm asses 7.0 (L.7) 76 1) 7. 1)

+ SM badckground 163 162 163

Tabl 2: Iistrating the e ect of various cuts on the chargiho-induced muligt signal of
Figure 5 for candidate points In the param eter space. Numbers In parantheses show the

contrbution from events where the nalstate contains a lpton which goes undetected.

In Tabk 2,we show thee ect ofdi erent kinem atic cuts forthree points in the param eter
goace w here the cross-section is consistent w ith the ALEPH observation and w ith a chargino

m ass of around 54 G &V . These e ects are rather sim ilar to those In Tabl 1. W e start w ith
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about 30 events. Once agaln, the cut ram oving soft Fts m akes no Im pact on the signal
(the reasons are the sam e as before) and the fourorm ore—gt channels contain about 60
% of the signal. The requirem ent that each dift Invarant m ass be greater than 25 G&V

reduces this to about 43 % and the nalreduction by about 40% due to m ultiplicity and gt
Invariant m ass cuts brings the signaldown to the required level, which is about 25 % ofthe
original cross-section. Events where there is a Jpton which goes undetected because of its
non-isolation from the nearest £t m ake up about a quarter of the excess contribution.

Tt is interesting that the £t m erging algorithm m akes the four—gt channel the dom inant
one, though som e three—gt and ve—gt events are also predicted. T his is illustrated in F igure
6. Just a singlke six—ft event is predicted | which is consistent w ith the ALEPH observation
of none, In view of the low statistics. The wve—gt events are subsequently converted to
four—gt events In our analysis, ollow ng the ALEPH Collaboration. T he three—gt events, of
course, have Jarge Q CD backgrounds. T he fact that the ten ts from chargino decay m erge
to give m ultift signals which peak for precisely four—gts is a som ew hat unexpected result
and is one of ourm ost In portant cbservations. It is worth m entioning at this jincture that
the use of the D urham algorithm for £tm erging does not change this conclusion.

Tt is also notew orthy that the region in param eter space which gives a viable cross-section
for chargino pairproduction leadsto a LSP m ass 0f25 | 28 G &V .A sexplained before, this
is constrained, by the total Z -w idth only because of the presence of ® couplings. Hence
such a Iow value for the LSP mass w illbe allowed in our scenario under currently available
LEP-1 and LEP-1.5 oconstraints. However, it is perhaps worth m entioning that w ith this
LSP mass one would predict 21, 76, 7.9, 3.6, 05 events In the 1, 2, 3, 4, 5—gt channels
resoectively for param eters corresoonding to the rst colimn of Tablk 2 (the numbers are
quite sin ilar for the other two colum ns). These Etswould not a ect the signal in Tabl 2
because of the Iower invariant m ass of the ts, but m ight possbly be cbservablke (though
the QCD backgrounds would also be signi cant). &t would be Interesting to conduct such a
search w ithin a m ore general study of supersym m etry signals in the presence of © couplings.
Such a study has, In fact, been taken up {L1].

Let usnow address the In portant question of event shapes in the scenario discussed in

thiswork. T he param eters are chosen such that them ass ofthe produced chargino is around
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52 { 54 G&V .0 ne should, therefore, expect the four—gt invariant m ass to peak at 105 G &V
or thereabouts. H owever, the peak ismudh an eared out because of the £t-m erging e ects.
There is a further an earing due to addition of the contrbution from events with a lepton
and a neutrino { in these the neutrino carries away som e energy, shifting the lnvariant m ass
peak lower than expected from the chargino m assalone. Further an earing e ects could com e
from energy rescaling and detector e ects, though these are not done here. Our nalresult
is ifllustrated In F igure 7, w here the solid line represents the four—gt events predicted in each
bin of width 315 G&V . The param eters are chosen to m atch the rst column of Tablk 1.
W e have checked that the distrdbbution does not change much for the other two colum ns.)
T he distrlbbution showed by the solid line includes the SM distrdoution which is also shown
separately by the dashed line. The dotted lines show the actualdata observed by ALEPH
Figure 2 @) ofRef. [_2]) . It isclearthat whik our distrioution isan in provem ent on the SM ,
it is too broad to be a viabl explanation of the cbserved events. In fact, the distribution
shown has about 21 events, sihce the reduction of 60% is not included. W ith this cut,
the distrdoution would look even atter. T he probabliy that the observed distribution is a
uctuation from ourprediction isofthe orderof10 * , which is som ew hat better than the SM
case, but not large enough for this possibility to be taken seriously as an explanation of the
ALEPH four—gt events. A coordingly we conclude that the pairproduction of charginos and
their decays as conceived here cannot explain the ALEPH four—gt anom aly. T his conclision
isnot as robust as that for neutralinos, because the distrbutionsm ay change when cuts are
applied on charged track m ultjplicity and the sum of gt invariant m asses, but it is unlkely
that these will change the at distribution so radically as to a ord an explanation of the
sharply-peaked data.

Finally we consider the possbility of seeing hard lptons (g; ) and m issing energy in
conjinction with m ultifets which could be an additional test of the chargino signal in the
current data sam ple. W e have checked that barely a single event is predicted for the dilepton
+ ts + m issing energy signal. Figure 8 show s the distrdbution of the single lepton + ts
signal in di erent multiet channels wih a cut of 10 GV on the m ininum energy of the
JIpton. The Jargest num ber is predicted In the three—gt channel. Thisvaries from 28 to 1.8

as the isolation criterion is changed from R = 04 to 0.6. This channelhasa larger QCD
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badkground than the four—gts channel, which, however, has a an aller num ber of events. A s
the isolated Jepton signalis easier to detect, onem ay expect it to be seen in all the detectors,
5o that the actualnum bers should bem ultiplied by a factor ofabout 4. Tt m ay be interesting
to see ifthese signals can be isolated from the SM badckground, which would arise principally
from o production since, in m ost of the cases, the Jepton lies jist outside the nearest Et.
In Figure 9 we exhit the isolation of the singl hard Jlpton from the nearest £t for
each mulikt channel. A s we have Just noted, it is interesting that m ost of the leptons lie
w ithin this nearest gt or very close to i. Sihce m ost of the £ts In this analysis arise from
m erging, one should expect the Ets to be rather fat and hence the choice ofthe cuto value
of R ,in may be taken as 05 or even 0.6 rather than the canonical choioce 0f 04. In that
case i may be even m ore di cult to isolate the chargino signal from the SM background.
Any further analysis of this, however, would require a m ore detailed sim ulation of gts and

is outside the scope of the present work.

5.SUMMARY AND CONCLUSIONS.

To sum m arise, then, we have considered tw o possible explanations ofthe cbserved excess
In our-gteventsin e’ e collisibnsat LEP-1.5. T he pairproduction of (lightest) neutralinos,
llowed by their decays to three ts apiece through baryon number+iolating % couplings
and subsequent m erging of these ts to yield a four—gt signal com patible w ith the observed
one tums out to be a non-starter since practically all the events are lost In the kinem atic
cuts. O n the otherhand, them ore com plicated case of (lighter) chargino pairproduction and
their decay to (lightest) neutralinos and #ts and/or non-isolated leptons, follow ed by baryon
num ber violating decays of these neutralinos, with Fts m erging as before, yields num bers
adequate to explain the observed excess. This is essentially because the raw cross-section
for chargino pairproduction in €' e collisions ismuch larger than the corresponding cross—
section forneutralinos; though a Jarge num ber ofevents are indeed lost through the kinem atic
cuts, we are keft with Interesting numbers in the nal analysis. However the event shapes
tum out to be too di erent from the ocbservation for this option to be a good explanation of
the four—gt anom aly.

Before concluding, we would lke to point out two caveats to the resuls presented in
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this paper. O ne is the cbvious requirem ent that m ore data need to be analysed so that the
observed excess is put on m ground and we have a clarer idea about the event shape.
T his ism ore so because the other experin ents at LEP have not observed [l] any such excess.
Unfortunately LEP has already gone on to higher energy runs, so such data analyses do
not seem to be forthcom ing. T he other caveat is the m ore technical point that this analysis
requires to be repeated (for the param eter space of interest which ism apped in Figure 4)
wih a m ore detailed sinulation of the t kinem atics and detection e ciencies since the

parton-level algorithm for tm erging is at best representative.

In spite of the relative crudiy of our analysis, however, we have been abl to establish
that the sin plest application of R -parity violation to explain the four—gt anom aly is inade-
quate. Though indeed chargino pairproduction can yield su ciently large cross-sections to
give the four—gt excess, it leads to broad distributions in the four—gt invarant m ass which
cannot explain the sharply peaked distribution discovered by the ALEPH Collaboration. A
re ned analysis using £t fragm entation and detector sim ulations is not lkely to change the
qualitative resul, though the actual numbers m ay change. O ne therefore has to look for
som e other explanation ofthe anom aly than the one studied here. In fact, it seem s from our
analysis that any explanation which involves £t-m erging w ill lead to an eared distrdboutions
and the best bet seam s to be to consider two—gt decays of each of the produced particlks,
whatever they m ay be R1]. W e therefore conclude on a negative note. Though several in—
teresting features have com e up during the analysis, at last one candidate solution to the

four-gt problem seem s to be unacceptable.
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Figure 1. Feynm an diagram s contributing to the decay ofthe LSP (e?) for a baryon num ber-

viclating (f__’]k coupling. O nly right squarks contribute to this process.
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Figure 2. Scatterplot show ing the num ber of four—gt events arising from (lightest) neutralino

pairproduction against them ass ofthe neutralino forvalues ofM ;tan allowed by LEP -1

g’
constraints (@ssum ng 5.7 pb ! Ium inosity) . W e set the sneutrino and right selectron m asses
tom,=m

e, = 60GeV and the squark massm o = 300 G €V . T he cross-section decreases as

the form er increases and is lnsensitive to the latter.
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Figure 3. Bulletsm ark points corresponding to (16 0.5) SM plus chargiho-induced four—gt
eventsand 50 G &V < M e < 55 G &V .Eadch point isobtained w ith som e value oftan am ong
thessttan = 1:5;2;5;10;15;20;25;30;35.M @( ) issam pled in stepsof10 (25) G&V . Solid
lines bound the LEP -1 excluded regions for m arked values of tan and the dotted lnes
bound the region kinem atically accessble to LEP -1 .5 for the sam e values oftan . D otted
and solid curves rise (21l) wih tan in the lkft (right) halfplane.
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Figure 4. C ross—section forpairproduction ofthe lightest chargino asa function of sheutrino
m ass. T he param eters are chosen to agree w ith the rst colum n ofTabl 2. Thebullet show s

the value of sheutrino m ass which yields the num bers in Figures 3 and 5 and in Tablk 2.
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Figure 6. D istrdbution of events in m uligt channels for production of chargino pairs corre-
soonding to the rst column of Tabl 2 and 5.7 pb ' lum inosity. Cuts on M ;5and M are
not inposed. The 40% reduction assum ed for charged track multiplicity and gt hvarant

m ass cuts is also not applied.
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Figure 7. D istrbution of fur—gt events against the four-gt nvariantmass M for5.7pb !

Jum inosity. The solid line represents the prediction from dhargino pairproduction for the
param eters In the rst column ofTabl 2. T he dotted line represents the actual cbservation
of the ALEPH group whik the dashed line represents the SM background @fter Fig. 2 of
Ref. B]). The 40% reduction assum ed for charged track m ultipliciy and Ft variant m ass

cuts is not applied.
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Figure 8. D istribution of ts accom panying a single isolated Jepton or 5.7 pb ! lum inosity
forthe param eters in the rst colum n ofTable 2. Solid, dashed and dotted lines are obtained
w ith isolation cutsof R > 04, 05 and 0.6 respectively between the Jlepton and the nearest

Ft. There isa cut 010 G&V on them nimum energy of the lepton.
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