
ar
X

iv
:h

ep
-p

h/
96

07
41

4v
2 

 2
2 

N
ov

 1
99

6

hep-ph/9607414

(accepted Phys.Rev.D)

July 1996

Low energy supersym m etry w ith a neutralino LSP

and the C D F ee

 + /ET event

S.Am brosanio� ;1,G.L.Kane2,Graham D.Kribs3,Stephen P.M artin4

RandallPhysicsLaboratory,University ofM ichigan,

Ann Arbor,M I48109{1120

S.M renna5

High Energy PhysicsDivision,Argonne NationalLaboratory,

Argonne,IL 60439

A bstract

W epresentare�ned and expanded analysisoftheCDF ee

+ /ET eventassuperpartner

production, assum ing the lightest neutralino is the lightest supersym m etric particle. A

generallow-energy Lagrangian isconstrained by a m inim um crosssection tim esbranching

ratio into two electronsand two photons,kinem aticsconsistentwith the event,and LEP1-

LEP130 data.W eexam inehow thesupersym m etricparam etersdepend on thekinem atics,

branching ratiosand experim entalpredictionswith a selectron interpretation ofthe event,

and discuss to what extent these are m odi�ed by other interpretations. Predictions for

im m inentCERN LEP upgradesand thepresentand futureFerm ilab Tevatron arepresented.

Finally,webrie
y discussthepossibleconnection tootherphenom enaincludingalightstop,

the neutralino relicdensity,the shiftin R b and theassociated shiftin �s,and im plications

forthe form ofthe theory.
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1 Introduction

M inim allow energy supersym m etry provides the m ost prom ising fram ework to extend

the Standard M odel(SM ).Such extensionstake the form ofcom plete m odelsthatencom pass

the gauge group structure and particle content ofthe SM ,along with the supersym m etrized

interactions and superpartners. G enerallow energy theories ofsupersym m etry have over 100

param etersin addition to theSM param eters;such param eterscan certainly beconstrained by

directcollidersearches,butin generalone needsm ore inform ation orm ore assum ptionsto do

calculations thatexam ine m any parts ofthe rem aining param eter space. In m any cases only

one ora few param etersenter the calculation ofa given observable,so usefulpredictionscan

often bem adefrom a sm allsubsetofthesupersym m etricparam eterswithoutlossofgenerality.

Thetwo obviousapproachesto reducetheparam eterspaceareto usetheoreticalassum ptions,

and (directand indirect)experim entalconstraints.

In Ref.[1]weshowed thattheCDF ee

 + /ET event[2]attheFerm ilab Tevatron could be

interpreted in low energy supersym m etry with roughly theexpected rateand kinem atics.Ifwe

assum ethisinterpretation iscorrectand theeventisduetosupersym m etry,then wecan reduce

theparam eterspaceby searching forsetsofparam etersthatsatisfy theevent’sconstraints.W e

use the term ‘m odel’to describe a distinctsetofparam eters,butofcourse allofour‘m odels’

param eterize only one basic supersym m etriclow energy Lagrangian.The prim ary di�culty in

deriving preciseparam eterconstraints(hence predictions)isthesom ewhatarbitrary notion of

interpreting one eventin term sofa crosssection tim esbranching ratio.Instead ofadvocating

a particularlower(orupper)threshold value,wevary thevaluein a reasonablerangeand show

the e�ecton param eterspace and predictions.In thisway we attem ptto give an appreciation

forthe robustnessorcon�dence ofparticularconstraintsorpredictions.

W ework within agenerallow energy (� electroweak scale)supersym m etrictheory without

assum ingcom m on scalarorgaugino m assesattheuni�cation scale[3].To determ inebranching

ratiosand scalarinteraction contributionstocrosssections,wedoassum esquark m assdegener-

acy exceptpossibly forthelightstop ~t1,and a m assdegeneracy am ong sleptonswith thesam e

electroweak quantum num bers.Such assum ptionsarenotcrucialto ouranalysis,and could be

rem oved ifnecessary.W eassum eR-parity isexactly conserved,so thelightestsupersym m etric

particle (LSP)isstable (consistentwith the ee

 + /ET eventwhere the two LSPsescape the

CDF detector).Finally,throughoutthispaperweassum etheLSP isthelightestneutralino ~N 1,

and notthe gravitino. Analysesofthe ee

 + /ET eventassum ing the LSP isa lightgravitino

havebeen presented by us[1,4]and in otherRefs.[5,6].O necannotdistinguish thesescenarios

based solely on the ee

 + /ET event,although itislikely thatassociated phenom enology can

distinguish thescenarios.In thispaperwe assum ethat ~N 1 isthe LSP,orisatleastlong-lived

enough to escapethedetector.If ~N 1 isidenti�ed asa stableLSP,then itisa possiblecold dark

m atterparticle [7].
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In m inim allow energy supersym m etry the possibility ofone-loop radiative decay ofneu-

tralinos[8,9,10,11]leadsto signalswith hard isolated photonsplusm issing energy in the�nal

state,a signalpredicted m any years prior to the ee

 + /ET event. This is by no m eans the

only m echanism to produce photonsplusm issing energy,butitdoesallow the interpretation

oftheee

 + /ET eventasselectron production pp ! ~e+ ~e� (+ X ),with theselectron ~e decaying

m ainly into the next-to-lightest neutralino ~N 2 and an electron,followed by ~N 2 ! ~N 1
. It is

also possible to im agine other interpretations that involve the radiative decay of ~N 2,but for

which the initialsuperpartnerproduction is di�erent. The two possibilities in this class that

we considerbelow arechargino pairproduction and neutralino pairproduction.

The plan ofthe paperisasfollows.In Sec.2 we discussthe kinem aticsofthe ee

 + /ET

eventin theselectron interpretation,thechargino interpretation,theneutralino interpretation,

and otherinterpretations.Using superpartnerm assconstraintsestablished from theee

 + /ET

event kinem atics,we discuss low energy supersym m etric m odelbuilding in Sec.3. Here we

presenta discussion ofthe radiative neutralino branching ratio,slepton decay and constraints

from LEP.In Sec.4 we discuss the results obtained from a num ericalscan ofthe param eter

space,using thestructurebuiltup from Sec.3.Thebulk ofourresultsarecontained in Sec.4,

wherewediscussthem odelbuilding results,thechargino/neutralino/slepton branching ratios,

and predictions for LEP and Tevatron. In Sec.5 we discuss the possibility ofexplaining the

ee

 + /ET eventwith thefurtherassum ption ofalightstop ~t1.Finally,in Sec.6,wepresentour

concluding rem arks,including a sum m ary ofsuch questions as distinguishing left-and right-

selectrons,and them ain channelsthatcan con�rm theee

+ /ET eventisduetosupersym m etry

with an LSP= ~N 1. In Appendix A we discussthe viability ofthe chargino interpretation,and

the resultsofattem pts atm odelbuilding. In Appendix B we give foursam ple m odelsin the

selectron interpretation.

Note added:Aswewerecom pleting thispaper,threeotherpapersappeared which discuss

the CDF ee

 + /ET eventin variouscontexts[31,32,33].

2 K inem atics ofthe ee

+ /E T event

Thekinem aticalrequirem entson theinterm ediateparticlesinvolved in theee

+ /ET event

arestringent,and forcom pletenesswepresentare�ned analysisbased on theprocedureoutlined

in Ref.[1].Therearethreebasicpossibilitiesforinterm ediate(s)particles;wewillpresentthese

in term sofLSP= ~N 1 interpretations,buttheanalysisisgenericand could beapplied to any set

ofinterm ediate particlesthatsatisfy the criteria below.Alldecaysare assum ed to occurclose

to theapparentvertex,which would betrueofany LSP= ~N 1 interpretation.Theprocedurewe

useto�nd kinem aticalconstraintsistobegin with theinform ation on theobserved particles[2],

assum e two-orthree-body decaysasappropriate,random ly selectunconstrained m om entum

com ponentsoftheunobserved particleson both sidesofthedecay chain,and then reconstruct
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the interm ediate particle m assesbased on allpossible pairingsofelectrons and photons. The

m assesofidenticalparticleson both sidesofthedecay chain arerequired to bewithin 2.5 G eV

to ‘pass’the kinem atic cut.The nettransverse m om entum in the eventfrom adding both the

observed particlesand theLSPsisassum ed to bejpTj<� 20 G eV.

2.1 Selectron interpretation

The �rst possibility is selectron production pp ! ~e+ ~e� (+ X ) and decay via the 2-body

m ode ~e ! e~N 2 followed by ~N 2 ! ~N 1
. Allsparticles are assum ed to be on m ass shell. The

generalresult is sum m arized in Fig.1,where the allowed regions in the m ~e{m ~N 2

plane are

given for a series ofm axim um values ofm ~N 1
. The choice to cut o� the graph at m ~e = 140

G eV is m otivated by a rough lower lim it on the selectron cross section,which willbe m ade

precise in Sec.4.2. Since the electron and photon m om enta have experim entaluncertainties,

thekinem aticresultsthatwederivefrom theeventwillhaveassociated uncertainties.Analytic

form softhe constraintshave been extracted and are presented in Table 1;a few observations

are in orderthatwillbeusefulin m odelbuilding:

1. m ~N 1

<
� (50;74)G eV,form ~e < (115;137)G eV.

2. m ~N 2
� m ~N 1

> 21 G eV,thisvalue increasing to 30 G eV asm ~N 1
! 0 G eV.

3. m ~e � m ~N 2

>
� 20 G eV,thisvalue increasing fordecreasing m ~e.

4. G iven m ~N 1

>
� 33 G eV,then m ~e

>
� 100 G eV.

5. O nly one pairing ofelectron and photon givesconsistentkinem aticsform ~e
<
� 125 G eV.

Thenon-trivialm assdi�erencesthatarerequired arenotsurprising,sincealloftheparti-

clesin theeventhavelarge(transverse)energy.W eincorporatethem assdi�erenceconstraints

aswellastheconstraintson therangesofm ~N 1
,m ~N 2

,and m ~e in ourm odelbuilding e�orts.

2.2 C hargino interpretation

The second possibility ischargino production pp ! ~Ci
~Cj (i;j = 1;2),with three possible

decay chains: 3-body ~C ! ~N 2e�e (through an o�-shellorpossibly on-shellW ),2-body ~C !

~e�e or ~C ! ~�ee. For either 2-body decay,the on-shellslepton proceeds through another 2-

body decay ~e(~�e)! e(�e)~N 2,then the photonsare obtained through ~N 2 ! ~N 1
. Calculating

consistent kinem atics requires specifying the six unknown m om enta ofthe two neutrinos as

wellas the unknown LSP m om enta in the �nalstate. This is too com plicated to delineate

any rigorous exclusion regions using the random ized m om enta procedure as in the selectron
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Figure1:Thekinem atically allowed region oftheee

+ /ET eventin them ~e{m ~N 2
planeisshown

forvariousvaluesofm ~N 1
in the selectron interpretation.Theallowed regionsform ~N 1

= 0,10,

20,30,40,50,60,70 G eV areto theinsideand rightoftheindicated lines.Theallowed region

forany given m ~N 1
isroughly a subsetofany lowerm ~N 1

,exceptforlarge valuesofm ~N 2
.Since

thelinesarederived from them om enta oftheee

 + /ET event,they areonly aspreciseasthe

associated m easurem entofm om enta.

m ~e > 75 G eV

m ~N 2
< � 0:00722m2

~e + 2:71m ~e � 122 G eV [m~e in G eV]

m ~N 2
> 0:286m ~e + 10 G eV

m ~N 2
< 0:167m ~N 1

+ 101 G eV

m ~N 2
> 0:955m ~N 1

+ 25 G eV

m ~N 1
< 1:06m ~e � 71 G eV

Table 1:K inem aticalconstraintsin the selectron interpretation.
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interpretation. However,we have checked thatitispossible to generate consistentkinem atics

form ~C
> 95G eV,assum ingthe2-body decay ~C ! ~ll0and thatall(s)particlesareon-shell.The

rough regionswherewewereableto �nd kinem aticalsolutionshavem ~l
>
� 60,75 forslepton =

sneutrino,selectron. In addition,we found solutionswith m ~N 2

>
� 20 G eV,m ~N 2

� m ~N 1

>
� 10

G eV, m ~C
>
� m ax[2:5m ~N 2

� 95; 1:5m ~N 1
+ 65; 95] G eV. Thus a solution in the selectron

interpretation need notbea solution in the chargino interpretation,and vice versa.

2.3 N eutralino interpretation

Thethird possibility isneutralino production,e.g.pp! ~N 2
~N j,whereeitheroftheheavier

neutralinosj= 3,4decayas ~N j ! l+ l� ~N 2,followed bytheusual ~N 2 ! ~N 1
.Thisinterpretation

contrasts with the �rsttwo by producing both leptonsfrom one side ofthe decay,however it

iscalculable asin the selectron scenario (since the only unknown �nalstate m om enta are the

two neutralinos). The invariant m ass ofthe electron pair can be extracted from the event

m e+ e� � 160 G eV [2],which im pliesthe m assdi�erence between m ~N j
and m ~N 2

m ustalso be

greaterthan 160 G eV.Thisisalm ostcertainly too high fora reasonableTevatron crosssection

whileretaining a reasonablem ~N 2
and properneutralino m ixing to have ~N 2 ! ~N 1
.Further,in

the particularcase where the branching ratio forthe decay ~N j ! ~N 2Z islarge,then a lepton

pair from Z ! l+ l� willalways reconstruct to to an invariant m ass ofabout m Z . Thus,a

neutralino interpretation ofthe ee

 + /ET event seem s extrem ely unlikely,and we willnot

consideritfurther.

2.4 O ther interpretations

O thersupersym m etricinterpretationswith a neutralino LSP arein principlepossible,and

are based on variants ofselectron production,chargino production or neutralino production.

The di�erences lie in the particular decay from which the electrons originate,plus possibly

other invisible phenom ena (neutrinos). In allcases the photon is obtained from the decay

~N 2 ! ~N 1
,and as a consequence the photon always appears in the last step ofthe decay

chain.O neexam ple isstau production pp ! ~�+ ~�� (+ X )with the decay ~� ! �~N 2,followed by

� ! e(+ ���e). The totalbranching ratio is suppressed com pared with selectron production

by a factor B(� ! e���e)
2 � 0:03,hence the rate into ee

 is m uch sm aller than selectron

production. Another exam ple is a variant ofthe selectron interpretation with a chargino ~C

that is lighter than the selectron,such that the decay ~eL ! �e
~C (! ~N 2e�e) is dom inant. In

this case it is probably not possible to have a large decay ~eL ! ~C �e,with both ~eL ! ~N 1;2e

suppressed. Further, ~C ! ~N 1e�e has to be suppressed with respect to ~C ! ~N 2e�e,which

is di�cult especially in the presence of ~N 2 ! ~N 1
. Finally,with four neutrinos carrying o�

invisible m om entum itseem sdi�cultto have a large probability forthe high energy electrons

required in the�nalstate,since theselectronshave to belightto have a large ee

 rate.
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3 M odelbuilding

Thekinem aticsoftheeventhaveillustrated twoviablesourcesofee

+ /ET events:slepton

production orchargino production. In eithercase,the essentialingredientto getting photons

isthrough the one-loop radiative decay ofneutralinos.To proceed,we �rstde�nethe relevant

param eters ofthe low-energy supersym m etric theory,including the chargino and neutralino

m ass m atrices. This sets the stage for the discussion ofthe radiative neutralino branching

ratio.W e also discussthe treatm entofthe squark,slepton and Higgssectorsand the relevant

m ixings, as wellas discussing the selectron branching ratios. O nce the m odels have been

constructed,we describetheconstraintsim posed on the param etersfrom experim ent.

Them ain focusofthispaperison theselectron interpretation and notthechargino inter-

pretation,since itism ade clearin Appendix A thatthe chargino interpretation isdi�cultfor

m any reasons.However,in thefollowing we have attem pted to provide a generaldiscussion of

the m odelbuilding,sinceradiative neutralino decay isrequired in both interpretations.

3.1 Supersym m etric param eters

The chargino and neutralino tree-level m asses and m ixings are determ ined by specify-

ing the gaugino soft m asses M 1 and M 2,the ratio ofthe Higgs vacuum expectation values

tan� � hH02i/hH
0
1iand theHiggssuper�eld m assparam eter�.Theform ofthem assm atrices

iswellknown,butitwillproveusefulin thediscussion oftheradiativebranching ratio to have

theexpressionsin theparticularbasisasfollows.Notethatweassum eno relation between M 1

and M 2.

Thechargino m assm atrix in the (� i~W � , ~H � )basisis

M ~C � =

 

M 2

p
2M W sin�

p
2M W cos� �

!

; (1)

and can be diagonalized by a biunitary transform ation U �M ~C � V
� 1 to yield the m asses and

m ixing m atricesU ,V (aswellas�xingthesign convention of�,consistentwith Ref.[12]).The

chargino m assescan befound from the analytic expression

m
2
~C 1;2

=
1

2

�

M
2
2 + �

2 + 2M 2
W

�

q

(M 2
2
� �2)2 + 4M 4

W
cos22� + 4M 2

W
(M 2

2
+ �2 + 2M 2� sin2�)

�

: (2)
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Process LEP Tevatron

~N i
~N j m ~eL ,m ~eR m ~uL ,m ~dL

,m ~uR ,m ~dR

~C �
i
~C �
j m ~�e m ~uL ,m ~dL

~N i
~C �
j - m ~uL ,m ~dL

Table2:Charginoand neutralinocrosssectionsatLEP and Tevatron depend on M 1,M 2,tan�,

� and theparticularsuperpartnerm assesasabove.(TheTevatron crosssectionsalsodepend on

thesecond fam ily m asses,butthesecontributionsaregenerally suppressed by Cabbibo m ixing

and a sm allparton distribution fqjp in the proton.)

Theneutralino m assm atrix in the (� i~
,� i~Z, ~H a, ~H b)basisis

M ~N
=

0

B
B
B
@

M 1cos
2�W + M 2sin

2�W (M 2 � M 1)sin�W cos�W 0 0

(M 2 � M 1)sin�W cos�W M 1sin
2�W + M 2cos

2�W M Z 0

0 M Z � sin2� � � cos2�

0 0 � � cos2� � � sin2�

1

C
C
C
A
; (3)

and can be diagonalized by a unitary transform ation N �M ~N
N � 1 to yield the fourneutralino

m ass eigenvalues �im ~N i
and the m ixing m atrix N that we assum e to be realand orthogonal

(exact expressions for the m ixings and m asses can be found in [13,14]). The sign of the

neutralino m ass eigenvalue �i enters the supersym m etric Feynm an rules,while the physical

m assesm ~N i
are alwayspositive with the ordering 0 � m ~N 1

� m ~N 2
� m ~N 3

� m ~N 4
.The (~
,~Z)

basisisrelated to the (~B , ~W 3)basisthrough

 

~

~Z

!

=

 

cos�W sin�W

� sin�W cos�W

!  
~B
~W 3

!

; (4)

and the(~H a, ~H b)basisisrelated to the (~H 0
1,

~H 0
2)basisthrough

 
~H a

~H b

!

=

 

cos� � sin�

sin� cos�

!  
~H 0
1

~H 0
2

!

: (5)

O urnotation followsRefs.[12,15],with ~H 0
1 and

~H 0
2 couplingtothedown-and up-typeferm ions

respectively. The production cross sections for charginos and neutralinos at LEP and at the

Tevatron involve graphswith s-channelgauge boson exchange and t-channelslepton orsquark

exchange. In Table 2,we item ize the dependence ofeach chargino/neutralino crosssection on

the squark orslepton m ass.

Thegluinodoesnotenterphenom enology directly associated with theee

 + /ET event.Its

tree-levelm assisgiven by the softm assparam eterM 3 thatisunconstrained withoutgaugino

m assuni�cation.There need be no relation between M 1,M 2,and M 3,and we do notassum e

8



one.However,onecould im aginethatthenon-Abelian m assesM 2,M 3 areequalattheuni�ca-

tion scale,with theU(1)m assM 1 related to them in a m oresubtleway.Ref.[16]hassuggested

that the gluino m ay play a dram atic role at the Tevatron,ifthe lightest stop ~t1 has a m ass

O (50)G eV.However,forthe prim ary purposesofthispaperwe can focuson phenom enology

thatisindependentofthe gluino.In Sec.5 we elaborate on the possibility ofm odelsthatcan

generate an ee

 + /ET eventwith theadditionalassum ption ofa lightstop.

The slepton sectorisde�ned by the m assesm ~lL
and m ~lR

,with m ~� related by the SU(2)L

sum rule

m
2
~� = m

2
~lL
� M

2
W jcos2�j; (6)

fortan� > 1,and the couplingsto gauge bosonsand gauginos �xed by the SM gauge group.

Slepton production crosssectionsattheTevatron aregiven in Refs.[17,18,1],and depend only

on the m assofthe slepton.W e assum eslepton m assdegeneracy (m otivated by the absence of

lepton 
avor changing decays),although it is not required by the theory nor the ee

 + /ET

event. W here necessary,we rem ark on the e�ect ofrem oving this assum ption on associated

phenom enology.W e also assum eL{R m ixing in theslepton sectorcan beneglected.

Thesquark sectorin ourm odelbuildingisde�ned forsim plicity by acom m on squark m ass

m ~q,the stop m asses m ~t1
,m ~t2

and the stop m ixing angle �~t. In this way we achieve a useful

reduction ofparam eterspace through m ~q = m ~uL = m ~dL
= m ~uR = m ~dR

= :::,and we further

assum e forsim plicity m ~t2
= m ~q.These assum ptionscan be rem oved ifdata becom essensitive

to them .Thestop m asseigenstatesare de�ned by

 
~t1
~t2

!

=

 

cos�~t sin�~t
� sin�~t cos�~t

!  
~tL
~tR

!

(7)

with thestop trilinearcouplingA t(and thesoftm assesm ~Q
,m ~tR

)uniquely determ ined by m ~t1;2

and them ixing angle �~t,fora given � and tan�.W e assum eallotherL{R squark m ixing can

beneglected.

TheHiggssectorisdeterm ined from tan�,theneutralCP-odd Higgsm assm A ,and higher

ordercorrections[19,20].W eincludeone-loop correctionsfrom stops[20],and neglectallother

contributions. In thisfram ework we calculate the charged Higgs m ass m H � ,the neutralCP-

even Higgsm assesm h,m H and them ixingangle� from theaboveparam eters.TheHiggssector

enterstheradiativeneutralinodecay through thecharged Higgsboson,and thebranchingratios

for the heavier superpartnersinto one or m ore ofh,A,H ,or H � (neglecting o�-shellHiggs

exchange in 3-body ~C ;~N ! ~C ;~N ff decays).

3.2 R adiative decay ofneutralinos

The radiative decay ofneutralinos has been wellstudied [8,9,10,11],and it su�ces to

review them echanism thatenhancestheradiativebranchingratiowith respecttothetraditional

9



3-body ~N 2 ! ~N 1ff decays,as pertaining to the ee

 + /ET event. W e exclusively discuss

~N 2 ! ~N 1
,since heavierneutralinosalwayshave sizeable tree-levelbranching ratiosinto 2-or

3-body channels,causing the radiative branching ratio to benegligible.

Thereexistsboth akinem aticaland adynam icalm echanism thatcan givean enhancem ent

oftheradiative neutralino decay [9,11].Thekinem atic enhancem entcan only occurwhen the

m ass di�erence m ~N 2
� m ~N 1

is sm allO (10) G eV,so that other decay m odes are closed or

suppressed. However,the kinem aticsin the selectron interpretation enforce m ~N 2
� m ~N 1

> 21

G eV by O bservation 2,and so a kinem aticenhancem entoftheradiativebranching ratio isnot

crucialforourpurposes(although see Sec.4.2 forexceptions).

The dynam ic enhancem ent ofthe radiative decay occurs as follows. First,exam ine the

lim itwhen tan� ! 1 and (M 1 � M 2)! 0 [15];theneutralino m assm atrix (already written in

a suggestive form in Eq.(3))becom esparticularly sim ple,

M ~N
=

0

B
B
B
@

M 2 0 0 0

0 M 2 M Z 0

0 M Z � 0

0 0 0 � �

1

C
C
C
A

for

(

tan� = 1

M 1 = M 2

: (8)

In thislim it two neutralinos becom e pure photino (~
)and Higgsino (~H b)states,with m asses

M 2 and j�jrespectively.Theothertwo neutralinosare m ixturesof ~Z{~H a,with m asses

m ~Z � ~H a
=
1

2

�
�
�
�M 2 + � �

q

(M 2 � �)2 + 4M 2
Z

�
�
�
�: (9)

Forpure~
 and ~H bstates,thetree-levelcouplings~
 ~H bZ,~
 ~H bh(A),and ~H b
~ff (in thelim itm f !

0) go to zero,leaving the one-loop ‘e�ective’coupling ~
 ~H b
 dom inant. Thus,by associating

~N 1;2 with ~
,~H b,then theoneloop decay ~N 2 ! ~N 1
 isdom inant.O neconsequenceofrequiring

thetwo lightestneutralinosto beeitherofthestates~
 or ~H b (hencetheheaviertwo neutralino

m assesare given by Eq.(9))isthattherequired m assordering m ~N 1;2
< m ~N 3;4

im plies

M 1(= M 2);j�j<
1

2

�
�
�
�M 2 + � �

q

(M 2 � �)2 + 4M 2
Z

�
�
�
�: (10)

See Ref.[11]for a m ore com prehensive treatm ent ofthis issue. W hat is not determ ined by

requiring a large radiative branching ratio by thism echanism iswhich one ofthe two lightest

neutralinosisthephotino orHiggsino.

Theextenttowhich alargeradiativebranchingratioispossiblein general(and in particular

through the dynam icalm echanism withoutthe exact relations above) can be evaluated sem i-

analytically and num erically [11]. As an exam ple,Fig.2(a) shows contours ofthe branching

ratio of ~N 2 ! ~N 1
 in the M 1{M 2 plane,for� = � 45 G eV,m~eL = m ~eR = 110 G eV,m A = 400

G eV,tan� = 1:2,and allsquarksheavy m ~t1
= m ~q = 500 G eV. The thick solid line bounding

theregion de�ned by h~N 1j~H
0
b
i2h~N 2j~
i

2 > 0:7 anticipatestheconstrainton selectron decay from

10
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Figure2:(a)Contourplotforthebranchingratiooftheradiativeneutralinodecay ~N 2 ! ~N 1
 in

theM 1{M 2 planeforthecasetan� = 1:2,� = � 45 G eV,m~eL ;R = 110 G eV,m ~q = m ~t1;2
= 500

G eV,and m A = 400 G eV. The B(~N 2 ! ~N 1
) = 0:9, 0:75, 0:5, 0:3 levels are shown and

labeled. The LEP excluded region is shaded. The solid thick line outlines the region where

h~N 1j~H
0
bi

2h~N 2j~
i
2 > 0:7.(b)Contourplotin thesam eplanewith theparam etersabove,showing

them assdi�erenceofthetwo lightestneutralinosin G eV.This�gureisa resultofthegeneral

radiative neutralino decay analysisofRef.[11].

the ee

 + /ET event (see Sec.3.3 below). Contours in the m ass di�erence m ~N 2
� m ~N 1

> 3,

10,20,40 G eV areshown in Fig.2(b).Sincetheselectron interpretation requiresa large m ass

di�erencem ~N 2
� m ~N 1

> 21G eV,only afairly sm allregion ofparam eterspacerem ainssatisfying

theconstraintofa largeradiativeneutralino branching ratio.Forexam ple,theregion bounded

by B(~N 2 ! ~N 1
)> 0:5,m ~N 2
� m ~N 1

> 20G eV,and theLEP exclusion region ischaracterized by

roughly 0:6 < M 2=M 1 < 1:5 for60 < M 1 < 90 G eV,45 < M 2 < 90 G eV,wheretheconstraints

on M 2=M 1 are stronger for larger values ofM 1,M 2. O fcourse this exam ple only applies to

thechoice of�,tan�,m ~e,m ~q,m A valuesasabove,butitgivesa reasonableillustration ofthe

constraints. The region with a large radiative neutralino decay centered on the line M 1 = M 2

persistsasj�jisincreased ordecreased (the region shiftsup ordown the M 1 = M 2 line),but

tendsto shrink (and eventually disappear)astan� isincreased orthesquark orslepton m asses

are decreased.
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3.3 Slepton decay

In the selectron interpretation,the branching ratio ofthe selectrons ~e! e~N 2 iscrucialto

produce an ee

 + /ET event. In general,sleptons couple to the gauginos through the usual

supersym m etrized gaugeinteractions,and also to theHiggsinosthrough theYukawa couplings.

The Yukawa couplings �~l � ml=M W are strongly suppressed by sm alllepton m asses,and for

ourpurposescan be neglected. Since the radiative branching ratio ~N 2 ! ~N 1
 requiresone of

~N 1;2 to be m ostly a photino and the other m ostly a Higgsino,then the requirem ent that the

selectron decaysas ~e! e~N 2 im pliesthe photino-Higgsino contentofthe neutralinosisunique

and determ ined

h~N 1j~H bi
2 � 1

h~N 2j~
 i2 � 1: (11)

Based on Sec.3.2,thisim pliesj�j< M 1 (= M 2),in thelim itofpurestates.

Ifthe ee

 + /ET event is due to ~eL~eL production,one m ustalso consider the branching

fraction of~eL to charginosifkinem atically accessible.In the kinem aticsofthe selectron inter-

pretation no such decay was considered,and naively it would seem possible to suppress this

decay through a judiciouschoice ofchargino m ixings.However,itisalso possiblethat~eL pro-

duction occurswith theselectron decay ~eL ! ~C1�e,then thedecay ~C1 ! e~N 2.In thetan� = 1

lim it (with neutralinos pure states) the m asses ofthe charginos sim pli�es considerably from

Eq.(2)to

m ~C 1;2
=
1

2

�
�
�
�M 2 + � �

q

(M 2 � �)2 + 4M 2
W

�
�
�
�: (12)

Thisexpression isthe sam e asEq.(9)with M Z ! M W ,and showsthatthe chargino m asses

are directly correlated with the heavier two neutralino m asses. Itis a sim ple m atter to show

thatm ~C 1
> m ~N 2

isalwaystrue(in thetan� = 1,M 1 = M 2 lim it),whilethecoupling of ~C1 to

~N 2 (= ~
)and ~N 1 (= ~H b)isdependenton the gaugino-Higgsino m ixingsofthe chargino. The

~eL{~C {�e couplingsarealso proportionalto thegaugino com ponentof ~C and so a fullnum erical

calculation isnecessary to determ ine the relative size ofthe branching fractions. Thiswillbe

presented in Sec.4.4.

3.4 C onstraints from LEP

Throughoutouranalysis,we applied the m ostupdated lim itson the supersym m etric pa-

ram eters and bounds on superpartner m asses com ing from searches at LEP1,as wellas the

m ore recent run with
p
s = 130:3 and 136:3 G eV (collectively denoted ‘LEP130-136’) where

integrated lum inosities ofabout 2:8 and 2:3 pb� 1 were accum ulated [21]. W e also show the

com bined e�ectofthe LEP lim itsand kinem aticalconstraintson the selectron and lightneu-

tralino m assesin the selectron interpretation ofthe ee

 + /ET event,and the derived ranges

12



of�,M 1 and M 2 values.Thesom ewhatconservative LEP1 boundswe im posed are [22,23]:

Binvisible(Z ! SUSY) < 2:3� 10� 3

�� tot(Z ! SUSY) < 23 M eV (13)

B(Z ! ~N 1
~N 2) < 1:2� 10� 5

B(Z ! ~N 2
~N 2) < 3:5� 10� 5:

The evaluation ofthe supersym m etric contribution to the invisible Z width included notonly

the contribution from the direct LSP production Z ! ~N 1
~N 1,butalso the contribution from

otherchannelsZ ! ~N i(! ~N 1���)~N j(! ~N 1���).Thesecontributionswerethen subtracted when

calculating thesupersym m etriccontributionsto the visible Z width.

Theconstraintswe applied atLEP130-136 are

�(e+ e� ! visible SUSY) < 1:8 pb for
p
s= 130:3 G eV

�(e+ e� ! visible SUSY) < 2:2 pb for
p
s= 136:3 G eV (14)

corresponding to the 5 visible event level(before detector cuts)foreach ofthe two runs[21].

A few rem arks on the calculation ofthe expected totalvisible supersym m etric cross section

are in order. First,we considered only the contribution from chargino/neutralino production,

sincecharged sleptonsrelevantto theee

 + /ET eventneed to beheavierthan 75 G eV justto

satisfy the kinem atics (see Table 1). W e require squarksto be heavier than can be produced

atLEP,exceptpossibly a lightstop whose production crosssection isalwaystoo sm allto see

any events at LEP130-136 with the data sam ple collected. The totalvisible supersym m etric

crosssection obviously doesnotincludeprocesseslikee+ e� ! ~N 1
~N 1,and e

+ e� ! ~N i
~N j when

both ~N i;j ! ~N 1���.Thiswasachieved by doing a com plete calculation ofthe branching ratios

forchargino/neutralino decaysforevery m odel. To ensure the visibility ofthe signal,we also

required large enough phase space in the decay ofthe produced ~N i, ~C �
i ,which in practice

im plied the m assdi�erence m ~C 1;~N 2
� m ~N 1

> 10 G eV,in accord with [21].

Thefollowingobservationsareusefultounderstand in som edetailhow theLEP constraints

a�ectouranalysisin a generallow energy supersym m etric fram ework (withoutassum ing any

relation between M 1 and M 2). Com bining the bounds arising from neutralino searches at

LEP with the need fora next-to-lightestneutralino m ~N 2
> 30 G eV from the ee

 + /ET event

kinem atics(seeSec.2),one�ndsthe\lightHiggsino-gaugino window" with M 1,M 2,j�j� M Z

and tan� � 1 [23]is excluded. This also im plies j�j>� 33 G eV,at least for sm alltan�.

Further,given the light Higgsino-gaugino window is excluded for our purposes,only � < 0

survivesLEP constraintssuch thata large radiative neutralino branching ratio ispresent[11],

thus we are left with � < � 33 G eV. For tan� >
� 1:3 either the LEP chargino m ass bound

orthedirectsearch forneutralinosbegin to excluderegionswith sm allnegative �,irrespective

ofM 1 and M 2 values. G iven a value of�,one can �nd rough regions in the M 1{M 2 plane

that are allowed by LEP constraints,generally independent oftan�. In our fram ework,the

constraintswelisted above excludeM 1
<
� 30 G eV and,forinstance,when � = � 45 G eV then
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M 1
<
� 55 G eV isnotallowed ifM 2

<
� 20 G eV.Theregion in M 1{M 2 spaceexcluded by LEP

isindicated in Fig.2 for� = � 45 G eV,etc. Notice thatsince the ee

 + /ET eventrequiresa

suitableslepton decay,then theneutralinocontentsin Eq.(11)can excludeacom parableregion

(seeSec.3.3,and in particularFig.2).In contrast,therequirem ent(m ~N 2
� m ~N 1

)> 21 G eV of

O bservation 2 in Sec.2 com bined with theLEP constraintse�ectively setsa m inim um suitable

value ofM 1 around 52 G eV for any values ofthe other param eters. O nly weaker boundson

M 2 can beidenti�ed in a sim ilarway.

In addition to the constraintsfrom chargino and neutralino production,we also im posed

m h >

(

44

58:4 sin2(� � �)
G eV; (15)

on ourm odelsfrom LEP constraints. Since the inputsto ourm odelbuilding to calculate the

Higgs sector include m A and tan�,the above m ass bounds im pose a constraint on m A and

higherordercorrectionsfrom the stop sector. Thiswillbe im portantforthe discussion about

m odels with a light stop in Sec.5. Sm alltan� also su�ers from possible non-perturbativity

constraints,that have been discussed recently in e.g. Ref.[23]for the light Higgsino-gaugino

window that requires sm alltan�. However,the constraint is relatively weak (tan� >
� 1:2),

since aswe shallsee theallowed region oftan� extendsup to tan� � 2:0 ! 2:8.

4 N um ericalresults { selectron interpretation

To ensure a large branching ratio for the decay ~N 2 ! ~N 1
,pure photino and Higgsino

lightest neutralinos are su�cient,but not necessary conditions. The extent ofthe allowable

im purity determ ines the character ofthe m odels,butthatis by no m eansthe only degree of

freedom . As we have seen,the branching ratios ofthe sleptons are also determ ined by the

gaugino-Higgsino contentoftheneutralinosand charginos.Further,theallowed setsofm asses

m ust satisfy the ee

 + /ET event kinem atics, and proper experim entalconstraints are not

trivialm assexclusions,etc.W hatwepresentherearecom pletelow energy m odelsconstructed

usingthefram ework builtup in Sec.3using arandom ized param eterselection schem e[24],and

im posing alloftheabove constraints.

4.1 Prelim inaries

Interpreting one event as a cross section is a tenuous procedure,although som e general

m ethodology can beapplied.First,weestablish am inim um threshold in theTevatron selectron

crosssection tim esbranching ratio into two electronsand two photons,

� � B2 � �(pp ! ~e+ ~e� )�
h

B(~e! ~N 2e)B(~N 2 ! ~N 1
)
i2
> A ; (16)
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whereA � (� � B2)jm in isthem inim um threshold value.Sincethechoiceofthethreshold A is

som ewhatarbitrary,weshow thee�ectofincreasing thethreshold from 5 to 7:5 to 10 fb to give

atleastsom eindication astohow sensitivetheconstraintsaretothevalue.Im posingA = 20fb

excludesallofourm odels,so there isa non-trivialim portance ofthe precise num ericalvalue

ofthethreshold forphenom enology.

The quantity � � B2 used in the generalanalysis doesnot include detector cuts,butwe

have sim ulated particular m odels to get indicative e�ciencies (see Sec.4.8). For a detection

e�ciency of0:2,thelowestthreshold cutA = 5fb correspondstoassum ingacuton thee�ective

ee

 rateofs= � � B2� EFF = 1 fb or1=10 ofan event.G iven an expected num berofevents

s,the probability ofobserving exactly n eventsisfrom Poisson statistics

P =
e� ssn

n!
: (17)

For s = 0:1 corresponding to 1 fb cross section at the Tevatron,one stillhas a 9% chance of

seeing exactly one event.

The resultsare presented assum ing a branching ratio into only one fam ily,although itis

straightforward to com pute thetotaltwo lepton plustwo photon rate including sm uon and/or

stau production. The e�ect is ofcourse to increase our calculated rate by a factor of2 or 3.

(O urresultsrem ain unchanged ifthe threshold A isincreased by the sam e factor.) Note that

including m ore than one fam ily isofcourse crucially dependenton the assum ption ofslepton

m assdegeneracy.

In the selectron interpretation there is no a priorirequirem ent ofhaving ~eL or ~eR pro-

duction. W e consider three cases: A selectron interpretation from ~eL production,where the

kinem aticsoftheee

 + /ET eventm ustbesatis�ed form ~eL ,butm ustnotbesatis�ed form ~eR .

In thisway,~eR ~eR production can stillgivean ee

 signalbutthekinem aticsarenotconsistent

with the ee

 + /ET event;hence only the rate from ~eL~eL production oughtto be considered.

Second,the opposite scenario with ~eR production where the kinem atics m ustbe satis�ed for

m ~eR but not for m ~eL . Finally,we consider a set ofm odels with the sim ultaneous ~eL~eL and

~eR ~eR production (denoted ‘~eL + ~eR m odels’),where the kinem atics are satis�ed forboth m ~eL

and m ~eR .Thethreshold A isapplied asfollows,

�L � B2L > A for ~eL m odels

�R � B
2
R > A for ~eR m odels (18)

�L � B2L + �R � B2R > A for ~eL + ~eR m odels;

where�L;R � �(pp ! ~e+
L;R

~e�
L;R

)and BL;R � B(~eL;R ! ~N 2e)B(~N 2 ! ~N 1
).Thecaseof~eL + ~eR

m odels assum es that the contributions to the ee

 cross section from ~eL and ~eR production

can be sum m ed,hence the requirem ent that the kinem atics ofthe event is satis�ed for both

contributions.Further,for~eL + ~eR m odelsweenforce�L;R > 1fb toavoid thedi�culty ofoneof

�L;R � B2L;R being arbitrarily close,butbelow thethreshold A whiletheothercontribution can
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beverysm all.In such acasethem odelcould stillpassthecuton thesum �L� B2L+ �R � B2R > A ,

butwould beon theborderlineofclassi�cation aseitheran ~eL,~eR ,or~eL + ~eR m odel.W e will

show thatthisloose requirem enton the crosssection doesnota�ectourresults.Finally,note

thatsince B(~N 2 ! ~N 1
)dependsin generalon both selectron m assesm ~eL and m ~eR ,then ~eL,

~eR and ~eL + ~eR m odelscan each beconsidered a distinctclassofm odels.

W e im pose no restriction on the squared branching ratio B2 (unlike Ref.[1]),norany re-

striction on associated phenom enology.In practice,thecuton � � B2 doesprovidean e�ective

lowerlim iton the branching ratio based on the largestallowed crosssection �,obtained from

the sm allest selectron m ass allowed from ee

 + /ET event kinem atics. This avoids generat-

ing a disproportionate num ber ofnon-ee

 events from ~eL~eL production in ~eL m odels,and

~eR ~eR production in ~eR m odels. However,we do not constrain possible non-standard visible

phenom enology from the otherselectron. The absence ofknowledge ofboth the experim ental

data and the e�ciency ofdetection ofsuch phenom enology prevents explicitly restricting our

m odelsin thisregard.Asan exam ple,slepton m assdegeneracy im pliestheratefortwo sm uons

or staus plus two photons is at the sam e rate as selectrons. But,without a fully analyzed,

statistically signi�cantsam pleoftwo lepton plustwo photon events,onecannotusethelack of

reported eventsto excludesuch a scenario.

4.2 M odelbuilding results

In Table 3,we present the param eters that enter our analysis com m on to allselectron

interpretations,and the relevantranges. Forthe ~eL and ~eR interpretations,the allowed range

ofm ~e isdeterm ined by the lowerbound from kinem aticsm ~e
>
� 100 G eV using O bservation 4

in Sec.2 (indeed j�j� m ~N 1

>
� 33 G eV,from Sec.3.4).Theupperbound isobtained from the

m inim um threshold in the cross section tim es branching ratio A . For A = 5,7:5,10 fb,the

upperbound on the slepton m assism ~eL < 137,125,118 G eV,and m ~eR < 115,105,97 G eV,

in the ~eL and ~eR interpretations.Noticethat~eR m odelsalwaysfailthehighestthreshold,since

thecrosssection neverexceeds10 fb in theallowed m assrange.Them assoftheotherslepton

thatisnotthesourceoftheee

 + /ET event(henceee

 + /ET eventkinem aticsdo notapply)

is allowed to take on a m uch widerm ass range 60{500 G eV. For the ~eL + ~eR interpretation,

both sleptonsstillm ustbegreaterthan 100 G eV by ee

 + /ET eventkinem atics,buttheupper

lim itsare som ewhatrelaxed sinceeach individualrate �L � B2L or�R � B2R need notbelarger

than the threshold;only the sum m ustsatisfy the � � B2 constraint.

W e have explicitly constructed roughly 2500 m odels in total, with som ewhat m ore ~eL

m odelsthan ~eR or~eL + ~eR .Theresultsareshown in aseriesofscatterplotsand bargraphsthat

are intended to give the generalcharacterofthe m odels.Figures3,4,5 show the distribution

ofallthe allowed m odels in the M 1{M 2 plane,with groupings ofm odels split up into three

plots. Allofthe m odels pass the ee

 + /ET event kinem atic cuts for one or both sleptons
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Param eter Range

M 1,M 2,�,tan� random ized throughoutallowed range

m ~q = m ~t2
250,500,1000 G eV

m ~t1
> 150 G eV,< m ~q

�~t [� �,�]

m A 50,100,200,400 G eV

Table3:Param eterrangescom m on to allselectron interpretationswith a heavierstop.M odels

with a lightstop are discussed in Sec.5.

(de�ned by the m odeltype),and allm odels pass the m inim um threshold cut A = 5 fb. In

Fig.3,the m odels are grouped by the type ~eL,~eR ,or ~eL + ~eR according to which slepton(s)

passed the ee

 + /ET event kinem atic cuts. In Fig.4,the m odels are grouped by the rate,

5 < � � B2 < 7:5,7:5 < � � B2 < 10,and � � B2 > 10 fb. In Fig.5 the m odelsare grouped

by tan� into the(arbitrary)ranges1 < tan� < 1:5,1:5 < tan� < 2,and tan� > 2.Thereare

perhapsfourregionswith distinctcharacter,and wewilldiscusseach ofthem in thefollowing.

Region 1 de�ned by roughly 0:8 <
� M 2=M 1

<
� 1:2 represents the anticipated M 1 � M 2

region.Allthreetypesofm odels~eL,~eR and ~eL + ~eR fallinto thisrange,with ~eR m odelsalm ost

contained within theM 2=M 1 lim its.Thisistheregion wherethedynam icalenhancem entofthe

radiativeneutralinobranchingratioispresent,with thelim itingcase(M 1� M 2)! 0,tan� ! 1

giving the largest value. Hence,the highest� � B2 can be found in thisregion,butthe rate

need notbehigh sincetheslepton crosssection can below independentofthebranching ratio.

Forexam ple,~eR m odelsalways have �R � B2R
<
� 8:2 fb with B2R

<
� 98% ,whereas ~eL m odels

have �L � B2L
<
� 16:2 fb with B2L

<
� 88% . Since the decay ~eL ! ~C1�e isalways present,the

m axim um branching ratio B2L isalwayslessthan them axim um forB2R .

Region 2 de�ned by roughly M 2=M 1
>
� 1:2 ispopulated with m ostly ~eL m odels,extending

barely up to the M 2 = 2M 1 line nearM 1 � 60 G eV. The reason forthe m uch largerrange in

M 2 values for ~eL m odelsis a directconsequence ofthe highercross section �L � 2:2�R for a

given slepton m ass.W ith a highercrosssection,thetotalsquared branchingratio can belower,

which translatesinto looserrestrictionson theradiativeneutralino branching ratio.For~eL and

~eR m odels,them inim um B2 is25% and 56% ,which correspondsto a m inim um B(~N 2 ! ~N 1
)

of50% and 75% respectively (when B(~e! ~N 2e)= 100% ).Fig.2 already showed (fora speci�c

setof�,tan�,m ~q,m A values)thata looserrestriction on theradiativebranching ratio adm its

a largerregion in the M 1{M 2 plane. The m odelsobserved with M 2=M 1
>
� 1:2 lie in justthis

extended region which bene�tfrom the kinem aticalm echanism (in addition to the dynam ical

m echanism )fortheradiativeneutralinodecay enhancem ent.Thiscan bededuced by exam ining

theslepton m assesforthe ~eL m odelsin thisregion,whereone�ndsm ~eR � m ~eL by a factorof
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Figure 3: The m odelssatisfying the ee

 + /ET eventkinem atics and the m inim um threshold

cutA = 5 fb areshown in theM 1{M 2 plane.In this�gure,~eL (L),~eR (R)and ~eL + ~eR (L+ R)

have been separated to show the varying restrictionson eithertypeofm odel.
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2 orm ore. Thisisnecessary to obtain a large radiative neutralino decay,since the branching

ratio for 3-body decays ~N 2 ! ~N 1l
+ l� through sleptons cannot be reduced to zero when the

kinem aticalm echanism fora large B(~N 2 ! ~N 1
)operates[11].In addition,thesquark m asses

m ustalso beheavy to preventtheanalogous3-body decaysm ediated by squarks,although the

choice ofm ~q � 250 G eV in ourm odelsissu�cient.Finally,theexistence ofonly ~eL m odelsin

this region is due to the fact thatkinem aticalenhancem ent ofthe radiative neutralino decay

cannot be m axim ized sim ultaneously with the m ~N 2
� m ~N 1

> 21 G eV,and so B2 cannot be

very large.Thus,one needsa large crosssection to supplem enta lowerB2,which can only be

achieved with ~eL m odels.

Thecharacterofthe‘extended’~eL m odelsin Region 2ism oreclearly visiblein Fig.5,where

allofthem odelshave been plotted in theM 1{M 2 planedistinguished only by thetan� value.

The m odels with M 2=M 1
>
� 1:2 always have 1:5 <

� tan� <
� 2:8,where the upper lim it in

tan� (and M 1,M 2)isestablished by thesm allestallowed radiativeneutralino branching ratio.

Indeed,thekinem aticalm echanism thatcontributesto theenhanced radiativeneutralino decay

in this region doesnotnecessarily require tan� ’ 1 [11]. In Fig.4 itis clear thatincreasing

thethreshold A to 7:5,10 pb restrictsM 2=M 1
<
� 1:9,1:2,and so theexistence ofm odelswith

M 2 = 2M 1 is sensitive to the choice ofthe m inim um threshold. Further,while M 2 = 2M 1

seem ingly adm its gaugino m ass uni�cation,we noted above that for the extended ~eL m odels

m ~eR � m ~eL .Hence,scalarm assuni�cation probably cannotbeachieved,atleastin theslepton

sector,and a com pletely uni�ed scenario seem snotto becom patiblewith theee

 + /ET event.

In Region 3 loosely de�ned asM 2=M 1
<
� 0:8,~eR m odelsappearnearM 1 � 75 G eV and

M 2 � 50 G eV. These m odels have �R � B2R � 5:5 fb and tan� � 2. Thisis the only region

where the usualm ass hierarchy j�j< M 2 can be slightly violated. O n closer inspection one

�nds the chargino m ass is about � 68 G eV. W e found no ~eL m odels in this region,due to

the light chargino that induces a large branching ratio for ~eL ! ~C �e over ~eL ! ~N 2e. Also,

the width for the 3-body decay ~N 2 ! ~N 1e
+ e� turns out to be considerably enhanced when

the ~eL islight.Hence theradiative neutralino decay isstrongly suppressed in such a case,and

thus ~eL m odels cannot be constructed in Region 3. As tan� is increased,the chargino m ass

becom essm allerand thusisexcluded by LEP130-136 constraints.Lowering tan� decreasesthe

radiativeneutralino branching ratio,and so isexcluded by the� � B2 cut.Thislocalized region

is basically due to a hybrid ofthe dynam icaland kinem aticalenhancem ent ofthe radiative

neutralino decay. O ne can use an argum ent analogous to that used for Region 2,to observe

thatm ~eL � m ~eR in allofthem odels.Theabsenceoflight~eL isaconsequenceofthekinem atical

m echanism atleastpartly atwork.Thus,these m odelssitatthe edge ofexclusion,between a

m ultitude ofconstraints.

Finally, the voids with no m odels found for M 1
>
� 85 G eV with M 2=M 1

<
� 0:8 or

M 2=M 1
>
� 1:2 are excluded by a low radiative neutralino branching ratio. This behavior

can bediscerned from Fig.2,butofcourse the num ericalresulthere encom passesa fullrange

of� and tan� values.
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Naively one m ight think that ~eL + ~eR m odels can always be constructed from ~eL or ~eR

m odels,by sim ply shifting the other slepton m ass such that m ~eL � m~eR . This construction

always satis�es the ee

 + /ET eventkinem atics,which are ofcourse invariantunderL $ R.

Indeed,such a construction can work in theregion with a dom inantdynam icalenhancem entof

theradiative neutralino decay.However,theconstruction need notwork in theregion wherea

kinem aticenhancem entoftheradiativeneutralino decay occurs,such asin Region 2 populated

by ~eL m odels. Asdiscussed above,m ~eR � m ~eL in thisregion which prevented 3-body decays

~N 2 ! ~N 1l
+ l� m ediated by ~lR to overwhelm the radiative decay ~N 2 ! ~N 1
.

In general,~eL + ~eR m odelstend to beconstrained sim ilarto ~eR m odels,butlooserbounds

on M 2=M 1 are presentand largerM 1 valuesaccessible. The region with ~eL + ~eR m odelsthat

isdevoid of~eL or ~eR m odels,de�ned asRegion 4,hasthe propertiesthatthe � � B2 < 7:5 fb

and tan� <
� 1:5,whilesim ultaneously �L � B2L < 5 fb and �R � B2R < 5 fb.ForM 1(� M 2) >�

90 G eV,larger chargino and neutralino m asses are allowed than in either ~eL or ~eR m odels.

In particular,m ~N 2
isnearthe upperbound from ee

 + /ET eventkinem atics,so presum ably

valuesofM 1 higherthan obtained in ~eL + ~eR m odelsare notaccessible.Asforthe size ofthe

ee

 rate,the m axim um (sum m ed) � � B2 <
� 19 fb,so it would appear one does not gain

m ore than a factor ofabout 1:2 over the m axim um ee

 rate for ~eL m odels alone. Further,

since ~eL + ~eR m odelsenlarge the allowed region ofparam eterspace by reducing the m inim um

�L;R � B2L;R ,one can use the resultsasan indication ofthe region resulting from relaxing the

A = 5 fb cut in ~eL or ~eR m odels separately. It is clear that ~eL + ~eR m odels have a distinct

characterseparate from ~eL or~eR m odels.

In Fig.6 we show the m odelsin the �{tan� plane to com pletely specify the param eters.

Threefeaturesareworthy ofexplanation:First,theupperand lowerlim itson j�jareapproxi-

m ately the upperand lowerlim itson m ~N 1
,since ~N 1 � ~H b. From O bservation 1 in Sec.2,we

know the upperlim iton m ~N 1
is50,74 G eV for ~eR and ~eL m odels,and thiscan be translated

into rough upperlim itson j�j.Thelowerlim iton m ~N 1
� j�j>� 33 G eV,and theregion devoid

ofm odelsin theupperright-hand corner(largertan�,sm allerj�j),com e from a con
uenceof

LEP1,LEP130-136 and ee

 + /ET constraintsasexplained in in Section 3.4.Forexam ple,the

LEP constraintson chargino and neutralino production forbid m odelswith j�j< 40(50)G eV

fortan� > 1:5(2),once very sm allj�jare excluded by ee

 + /ET eventkinem atics.

The �nalallowed ranges ofM 1,M 2,� and the ranges ofm asses m ~N 1
,m ~N 2

,m ~N 3
,m ~N 4

,

m ~C 1
,m ~C 2

derived from them are presented in Fig.7. The e�ect ofim posing a stricter cut

A = 5,7:5,10 fb isshown,in addition to the rangesfor ~eR m odelsonly. The latteristo give

an idea ofthe strongerconstraintsthatexistwhen a speci�c origin ofthe ee

 + /ET eventis

assum ed.Correlationsbetween aselection ofchargino/neutralino m assescan bediscerned from

Fig.8.Sleptonscan also havecorrelationswith chargino/neutralino m asses,which arerelevant

for the branching ratios. W e presentthese m ass ranges in Table 4. For exam ple,notice that

the m assofthe slepton satisfying theee

 + /ET eventkinem aticsalwaysobeysm ~e > m ~C 1
.

Squarks do not play a large role in our analysis,since they are assum ed to be heavier
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M odelType M assdi�erence Range (in G eV)

~eL m ~eL � m ~N 1
64 ! 87

m ~eL � m ~N 2

23 ! 63

m ~eL � m ~N 3
7 ! 35

m ~eL � m ~N 4
� 50 ! 6

m ~eL � m ~C 1
18 ! 61

m ~eL � m ~C 2
� 51 ! 14

m ~eL � m~�e 0 ! 26

m ~�e � m ~N 1
39 ! 79

m ~�e � m ~N 2
9 ! 55

m ~�e � m ~N 3
� 17 ! 27

m ~�e � m ~N 4
� 71 ! 1

m ~�e � m ~C 1
14 ! 43

m ~�e � m ~C 2
� 71 ! 11

~eR m ~eR � m ~N 1
64 ! 77

m ~eR � m ~N 2
23 ! 53

m ~eR � m ~N 3
6 ! 25

m ~eR � m ~N 4
� 27 ! � 2

m ~eR � m ~C 1
18 ! 44

m ~eR � m ~C 2
� 21 ! 8

Table 4:Rangesofselected m assdi�erencesbetween ~eL,~�e,and ~eR and chargino/neutralinos

in ~eL and ~eR m odels.
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Figure 7: The allowed m assspectrum isshown forallm odels(shaded bandson the left)and

for ~eR m odels only (thick solid outline on the right). The increasingly darker shades in the

left-hand colum n correspond to increasing strictercutson A = 5,7:5,10 fb.Asfortan�,the

allowed range in allm odelsis 1:0 < tan� < (2:8;2:6;1:8) forA = 5,7:5,10 fb respectively.

Theallowed range oftan� in ~eR m odelsonly is1:0 < tan� < 2:0.

than charginos and neutralinos. However, two e�ects for a given value ofthe squark m ass

persist:First,in 3-body decaysofneutralinos,thet-channelexchangeofsquarkscan lowerthe

branching ratio of ~N 2 ! ~N 1
,hencetherate� � B2.Second,thestopsenterin theloopsofthe

one-loop radiativeneutralino decay width (sincetheYukawa coupling of ~H b to ~tissigni�cant),

and also tend to slightly decreasetheradiativeneutralino branching ratio forlighterm ~t1;2
[11].

W ith m ~q = m ~t2
= 250 G eV,we found no ~eR m odels satisfying the A = 5 fb cut,and ~eL or

~eL + ~eR m odelsalwayshave � � B2 <
� 8 fb.

The e�ectofdi�erentneutralCP-odd Higgsm assesm A isprim arily con�ned to the neu-

tralinobranchingratios,although H � doesentertheone-loop radiativeneutralinodecay width.

W e �nd thatvarying m A from 50 to 400 G eV doesnotsigni�cantly change the size ofthe ra-

diative neutralino branching ratio,hence the� � B2 forthe ee

 + /ET event.

4.3 N eutralino com position and branching ratios

In Fig.9 we show the (m axim um )allowed range ofthe neutralino com position h~N ij~�i
2 of

allofthem odelsin the ~� = ~
; ~Z; ~H a;
~H b basis.Fora given threshold in � � B2 applied to all
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Figure 8:Asin Fig.7,exceptthatm assdi�erencesbetween certain charginosand neutralinos

are shown.
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Figure 9:The allowed range ofallfourneutralinos’com position h~N j~�i2 in term softhe inter-

action eigenstates ~� = ~
; ~Z; ~H a;
~H b is shown for allofthe m odels. The thick solid outline

corresponds to ~eR m odels only. Bars that touch the x-axis correspond to a neutralino com -

ponentthatcan be lower than 10� 2;the absence ofa barforthe ~
 com ponentof ~N 3 im plies

h~N 3j~
i
2 < 10� 2 forallm odels.
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m odels,the m inim um radiative neutralino branching ratio isalways larger for ~eR than for ~eL

m odels.A largerm inim um radiative neutralino branching ratio im pliesthe constraintson the

neutralino com position m ustbe sim ilarly stronger,hence the di�ering notation forallm odels

and ~eR m odelsin the plot.W e m ake three observations:First,we �nd that

~N 1 ’ ~H b;
~N 2 ’ ~
; (19)

so thelightesttwo neutralinosarecom posed ofexactly thecontentexpected from Eq.(11).To

a lesserextent,

~N 3 � ~H a;
~N 4 � ~Z; (20)

the heavier two neutralinos turn out have a fairly speci�c com position as well. This willbe

relevantto the branching ratiosand crosssectionsforassociated phenom enology. Second, ~N 1

tendsto have a m uch larger ~Z com ponentthan ~N 2. Third,the required purity ofthe lightest

neutralinosin ~eR m odelsissigni�cantcom pared with ~eL m odels,and thisisperhapsm osteasily

observed by looking atforexam ple the photino contentof ~N 1 and ~N 2 in Fig.9.

In the following discussion ofthe branching ratios (and the discussion in subsequentsec-

tions),we discussonly the distinctionsbetween ~eL and ~eR m odels,since the branching ratios

in ~eL + ~eR m odels are a relatively sim ple extension of ~eL and ~eR separately. The range of

branching ratiosof ~N 2 areshown in Table5.In thepurestatelim it ~N 2 = ~
,only theradiative

channelisopen for ~N 2. However,the im purity of ~N 2 (see Fig.9)causesotherm odesto have

non-negligible branching fractions(~N 2 issom ewhatofa specialcase since the radiative decay

branching ratio is required to be large). The possible decays for ~N 2 in our m odelsare: ~N 1
,

~N 1\Z", ~C1\W ",~��,~lLl,~lR l. W e use \Z" and \W " to m ean the 3-body decay m ediated by

an on-oro�-shellZ and W ,pluso�-shellsleptonsand squarks. The rate forthe �nalstates

\Z"! l+ l� ;��;qq and \W "! l�;qq0 are determ ined roughly by the corresponding SM gauge

boson branching ratios. The only signi�cant deviation from the SM gauge boson branching

fractionsism odesthatinvolvesleptons,sincetheee

 + /ET eventrequiresatleastoneslepton

is light. The presence ofsom e m odes dependson the particular class ofm odels;for exam ple

in ~eL m odels,the m ode ~N 2 !
~lR lis open ifm ~lR

< m ~N 2
. This never happens in ~eR m odels

since ~eR ! ~N 2e is required to obtain the ee

 + /ET event! The 2-body m ode ~N 2 ! ~�� is

open ifm ~� < m ~N 2
,which happensin ~eR m odels and could potentially happen in ~eL m odels.

However,for ~eL m odelsone never�ndsdecays ~N 2 ! ~�� because the m asssplitting between ~�

and ~lL isneverm orethan about25 G eV (seeTable4).Sincetherealwaysm ustbea largem ass

di�erencebetween m ~eL and m ~N 2
from ee

 + /ET eventkinem atics,then the2-body m odeinto

a sneutrino isalwaysclosed.

The ~N 3 and ~N 4 branching ratio pattern is progressively m ore com plicated than for the

lighterneutralino dueto possible2-body decaysinto sleptonsand Higgsbosons.For ~N 3,there

are severaldistinct classes of�nalstates: ~N 1;2\Z", ~C1\W ", ~N 1h(A),~lLl,~lR l, ~��;allother

possible channelsare strongly suppressed orforbidden. Forexam ple,forthe heavierchargino

one hasm ~C 2
> m ~N 3

in allofourm odels,hence ~N 3 decay into ~C2 isforbidden.
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Theupperlim itson them assdi�erencesm ~N 3
� m ~N 1

< 60 G eV and m ~N 3
� m ~C 1

< 35 G eV

in our m odels are crucialto determ ining the allowed decays of ~N 3. In particular,the decay

~N 3 ! ~N 1h or ~N 3 ! ~N 1A willonly occur when m h or m A < 60 G eV,with constraints from

LEP thatexclude m h < 44 G eV and the coupling sin2(� � �)<�
m h

60
G eV.The restriction on

the m assofA from LEP thatexcludesm A < 22 G eV isconsiderably weakerthan the one on

m h,and so decays ~N 3 ! ~N 1A are alwayspossiblewith an appropriatechoice ofm A (provided

thisdoesnotim ply an excluded m h value).Thesituation isactually considerably m oresubtle.

W e �nd decaysinto ~N 1\Z" are notsuppressed even ifdecaysinto the lightHiggsh are open,

with a m axim um B(~N 3 ! ~N 1h)� 35% while ~N 3 ! ~N 1A decay isclosed. However,with low

tan� them asssplitting between m A and m h tendsto besm allform A � 50 G eV,and because

ofthecouplings,decaysinto A typically dom inateoverh ifkinem atically accessible.In ~eL (~eR )

m odels,the decay ~N 3 !
~lLl(~N 3 !

~lR l) is always kinem atically forbidden. Thus,it is only

when the otherslepton (~lR in ~eL m odels,~lL in ~eR m odels)hasa m assm ~l
< m ~N 3

that2-body

decaysinto sleptonscan dom inate.W hen kinem atically accessible,the branching ratio forthe

2-body decay ~N 3 ! ~�� can be � 100% ,and is always larger than decays into~lLlby a factor

ofatleast10.Thisisdueto thelarger ~Z im purity in ~N 3,i.e.h~N 3j~Zi
2 � h~N 3j~
i

2,and Eq.(6)

requiring m ~� < m ~lL
. The 3-body decays into the lightest chargino ~N 3 ! ~C1\W " depend on

the chargino m ixings,but are always sm aller than the 3-body decays ~N 3 ! ~N 1\Z" m ainly

due to phase space. The presence ofdecaysinto ~C1\W " can suppressthe branching ratio for

decaysinto ~N 1\Z" by atm osta factorof2,buteven then thebranching ratiosfor ~N 3 arestill

largerinto ~N 1\Z".Also, ~N 3 decaysinto ~N 2 are strongly suppressed,because ofthe particular

neutralino com position in ourm odels.

The branching ratios of ~N 4 are quite intricate,however a few features can be discerned.

The m ain possible decays include: ~N 1;2;3\Z", ~C1;2\W ", ~N 1h(A),and possibly open 2-body

m odes ~lLl,~lR l, ~��. Since the m ass di�erence m ~N 4
� m ~N 1

>
� 67 G eV and can be as large

as 100 (120) G eV in ~eR (~eL) m odels,then the decay ~N 4 ! ~N 1h is a prom inent possibility if

kinem atically allowed.W e �nd thateven if ~N 4 ! ~N 1A isalso open,itisalwayssuppressed to

oforder� 5% com pared with a m uch larger ~N 1h m ode. Thisisbecause the ~N 4 com position

isroughly inverted with respectto the ~N 3 one,which feedsinto the ~N 4 couplingsto the Higgs

sector.In ~eR m odels,the 2-body slepton decay ~N 4 !
~lR lisalwaysopen,and can be � 100% .

In ~eL m odels, the decay ~N 4 ! ~�� is typically open, but som etim es can be kinem atically

inaccessible. Note thatifboth ~N 4 ! ~�� and ~N 4 ! ~lLlare accessible,then ~N 4 ! ~�� always

overwhelm s ~N 4 ! ~lLl by at least a factor of 5 due to the large ~Z com ponent of ~N 4 (see

Fig.9)and phase space. Sim ilarly,ifnone ofthe 2-body m odesare open,then the neutralino

com position of ~N 4 im plies ~N 1\Z" dom inatesoverallother3-body decays.

4.4 C hargino com position and branching ratios

The chargino com position is determ ined by the m ixing m atrices U and V ,as de�ned in
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FinalState K inem atic Condition Range in ~eL m odels Range in ~eR m odels

~N 1\Z" { ! 47 ! 26

~N 1
 { 53 ! 100 74 ! 100

~C1\W " m ~N 2
> m ~C 1

! 10 ! 2

~lLl+ ~lLl m ~N 2
> m ~lL

{ {

~lR l+ ~lR l m ~N 2
> m ~lR

! 3 {

~�� + ~�� m~N 2
> m ~� { ! 8

Table 5: Ranges ofselected ~N 2 branching ratios (in % ) in our m odels. The notation ‘! X ’

denotes a range from less than 1% up to X % . The kinem atic condition m ustbe satis�ed for

the m ode to be open;no kinem atic condition im plies the m ode always open. Note that the

2-body decaysinto sleptonssum soverallthree fam ilies,because ofthe assum ption ofslepton

m assdegeneracy.The�nalstateinto ~N 1e
+ e� can beenhanced overthatexpected from ~N 1\Z"

becauseoflightslepton exchange.

FinalState K inem atic Condition Range in ~eL m odels Range in ~eR m odels

~N 1\Z" { ! 99 ! 99

~N 1h m ~N 3
� m ~N 1

> m h ! 29 ! 31

~N 1A m ~N 3
� m ~N 1

> m A ! 66 ! 71

~C1\W " { ! 34 ! 29

~N 2\Z" { ! 1:5 ! 1:5

~lLl+ ~lLl m ~N 3
> m ~lR

{ ! 22

~lR l+ ~lR l m ~N 3
> m ~lR

! 99 {

~�� + ~�� m~N 3
> m ~� ! 99 ! 99

Table 6:Rangesofselected ~N 3 branching ratios(in % ),asin Table 5.
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Figure 10: Scatter plot ofthe chargino m ixing m atrix elem ents U11,V11 for allm odels. The

narrow band of points indicates the presence of strong constraints in our m odels from the

ee

 + /ET event.

Sec.3.1. U and V (realand orthogonalin ourconventions) can be expressed in term softwo

independentrotation angles �� (see e.g.Ref.[14]),however the Dirac nature ofthe chargino

spinorsdoesnotallow an intuitiveidenti�cation oftheirW ino and Higgsino com ponents.Nev-

ertheless,in Fig.10 we present the elem ents jV11j
2 = cos2�+ vs. jU11j

2 = cos2�� to give a

senseoftheconstraintsthattheee

 + /ET eventim poseson thechargino com position.In the

lim ittan� ! 1,thechargino m assm atrix issym m etricwhich im plies�� = �+ ,and so U = V .

In Fig.10,this is the diagonalline where jU11j
2 = jV11j

2,and note that along this line our

m odelslie in theregion 0:15 <
� jU11j

2 <
� 0:25,dueto the m asshierarchy M 2 > j�j.Here,one

can identify ~C1 asm ostly a charged Higgsino.Forlargertan� values,jV11j
2 tendsto increase,

whilejU11j
2 <
� 0:25 throughoutourm odels.

Thebranching ratiosof ~C1 aredisplayed in Table7,thatassum esm ~t1
isheavierthan both

charginosasin thediscussion below.Thereareonly a few possiblechannels: ~N 1;2\W ",~lL�,~�l.

Further,the3-body decaysinto ~N 2\W " arealways <
� 5% dueto thephotino natureof ~N 2,the

Higgsino nature of ~C1 and phase space. Thus,the 3-body decaysinto ~N 1\W " are the typical

decay pattern.In ~eL m odels~lL,~� arealwaysheavierthan ~C1,thusitisonly in ~eR m odelsthat

2-body channels into ~lL� and ~�lcan possibly be open. W hen both are allowed,these 2-body

decayscan sum to a branching ratio of� 100% (when sum m ed overthree fam ilies).

Thebranchingratiosof~C2 aredisplayed in Table8.Thepossibledecaysinclude: ~N 1;2;3\W ",

~C1ff (f = l,�,q),~lL�,~�l,and the Higgs channels ~N 1;2H
� , ~C1h(A). W hen only 3-body de-
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FinalState K inem atic Condition Range in ~eL m odels Range in ~eR m odels

~N 1\W " { 95 ! 100 ! 100

~N 2\W " m ~C 1
> m ~N 2

! 5 ! 5

~�l m ~C 1
> m ~� { ! 100

~lL� m ~C 1
> m ~lL

{ ! 50

Table 7:Rangesofselected ~C1 branching ratios(in % ),asin Table 5. m ~t1
> m ~C 1

isassum ed

here.

FinalState K inem atic Condition Range in ~eL m odels Range in ~eR m odels

~N 1\W " { ! 92 ! 100

~N 2\W " { ! 23 ! 17

~N 3\W " { ! 0:7 ! 0:3

~C1ff { ! 4 ! 1

~�l m ~C 2
> m ~� ! 95 ! 69

~lL� m ~C 2
> m ~lL

! 52 ! 59

Table8:Rangesofselected ~C2 branchingratios(in % )assum ingm A
>
� 100 G eV,asin Table5.

m ~t1
> m ~C 2

isassum ed here.

caysare open, ~N 1\W " dom inatesoverallotherdecays. However, ~N 2l�l isroughly 1{5% ,and

can be larger than the decays into ~N 2qq
0 due to the possible enhancem ent from light slepton

exchange in the 3-body decay. The 2-body decay ~C2 ! ~�lsum m ed over three fam ilies can

havea branching ratio up to 95% ,when itistheonly slepton m odeopen (therem ainderisdis-

tributed to the3-body decaysasabove).W hen both ~C2 ! ~�land ~C2 ! ~lL� aresim ultaneously

open,thesum can benearly 100% .Finally,the2-body decay into ~N 1H
� isalso possiblewhen

m H � <
� 90(120)G eV,for ~eR (~eL)m odels,which requiresm A

<
� 50(100)G eV. In addition,

decaysinto neutralHiggsbosonsare possiblewhen m ~C 2
� m ~C 1

< m h;A.

4.5 Sneutrino branching ratios

In theselectron interpretation,sneutrinosdonotdirectlyenterthebranchingratiosrelevant

forthe ee

 + /ET event,howeverthe m assofthe sneutrino ~�e isnecessarily sm allerthan m ~eL

due to the sum rule in Eq.(6),and so the sneutrino is certainly relevant in ~eL and ~eL + ~eR

m odels. In Ref.[1]itwasshown thatthe crosssection forsneutrino production pp ! ~�e~�e is
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com parable to ~eL~eL production,and ~eL ~�e production is larger by a factor of2{3 for a �xed

value ofm ~eL .Thus,the viability ofthe ee

 + /ET eventas ~eL production (and the ability to

distinguish ~eL from ~eR )dependsin parton the phenom enology associated with sneutrinos.

The dom inant branching fraction ofsneutrinos depends on the size ofthe ~Z com ponent

ofthe neutralinosand the gaugino m ixingsofthe chargino,in addition to the m asshierarchy.

There are 4� 3 kinem atic possibilities,where m~� islighterorheavierthan m ~N 2;3;4
and m ~C 1;2

.

In thelim itofpureneutralino states ~N 1 = ~H b and ~N 2 = ~
,thesneutrinohasnocoupling to the

lightesttwo neutralinossince itdoesnotcouple to eitherpure state. Thus,in the case where

m ~� < m ~C 1;2
,thedom inantdecay of~� willbeto thekinem atically accessibleneutralino with the

largest ~Z com ponent.Therelativebranching fraction into ~N 1 or ~N 2 isthereforedeterm ined by

the size oftheir ~Z com ponentim purity.Thebranching ratiosare shown in Table 9.

For ~eL m odels,m ~� > m ~C 1
,so thatdecays into the lightest chargino are always possible.

The branching ratio for ~� ! ~C1l is always larger than 53% , while the branching ratio for

the ~� ! ~C2lchannel(ifopen)can reach 26% . The nextlargest channelis ~� ! ~N 1�,with a

branching ratio up to 36% . The decay ~� ! ~N 2� is always open,but with a branching ratio

below 6% dueto thesm all ~Z com ponentin ~N 2.

For~eR m odelsm ~� isunconstrained,so thedecay ~� ! ~N 1� istheonly m odethatisalways

open.Ifdecaysinto ~N 2 are also allowed,then thedom inantdecay of~� can beinto either ~N 1�

or ~N 2�. In specialcases,we found it is possible for the ~Z im purity to be larger in ~N 2 than

~N 1,thusthe dom inantdecay could be ~� ! ~N 2�.Thisispossible when m ~N 2
< m ~� < m ~C 1

,i.e.

decays into charginosm ustbe kinem atically forbidden (an im possible scenario in ~eL m odels).

W hen a channelinto a chargino issu�ciently open,itdom inatesoverdecaysinto the lightest

two neutralinosby a factorofm ore than 10. However,ifthe sneutrino isheavy m ~� > m ~N 3;4
,

decays into the heavier neutralinos can be m oderately large (branching ratio 10{30% ),with

decays ~� ! ~N 4� dom inating over ~� ! ~N 3� dueto thelarger ~Z com ponentin ~N 4.

4.6 Selectron branching ratios

W e have already discussed ~eL branching ratiosfor~eL m odels,and ~eR branching ratiosfor

~eR m odels in Sec.3.3,since they are a fundam entalpart ofthe m odelbuilding. The other

slepton (~eR in ~eL m odels,and ~eL in ~eR m odels),willhavebranching ratiossim ilarto ~eL (in ~eL

m odels),or ~eR (in ~eR m odels)ifitsm assisroughly included in the ee

 + /ET allowed range.

In general,~eR ,~eL willdecay into the kinem atically allowed �nalstateswith neutralinos,with

the largestbranching ratio forthe channel ~N 2e,ifopen.~eL can also decay into ~C1;2�e ifopen,

with a m axim um branching ratio of27% and 59% respectively.
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FinalState K inem atic Condition Range in ~eL m odels Range in ~eR m odels

~N 1�e { ! 36 ! 100

~N 2�e m ~�e > m ~N 2
! 5:5 ! 97

~N 3�e m ~�e > m ~N 3
! 29 ! 22

~C1e m ~�e > m ~C 1
53 ! 94 ! 100

~C2e m ~�e > m ~C 2
! 26 ! 48

Table 9:Rangesofselected ~�e branching ratios(in % ),asin Table 5.

4.7 Predictions for LEP

Theim m inentupgradeofLEP to
p
s= 161G eV (LEP161)and theforthcom ingupgradeto

p
s= 190 G eV (LEP190)providea potentialtesting ground forthem odelsconstructed.W ith

expected integrated lum inositiesof25 pb� 1 and 500 pb� 1 (perdetector),theoneeventlevelis

at 40 fb and 2 fb for
p
s = 161,190 G eV respectively. The �rstpriority is to identify which

processeshavenon-negligibleproduction crosssections,then determ inethepossiblesignatures

thatdepend on the branching ratiosofthe produced sparticles. Itisim portantto em phasize

that the following predictions assum e the m inim um cut A = 5 fb is placed on the � � B2

for the ee

 + /ET event. For instance,in som e cases we are able to predicta non-negligible

m inim um num ber of events with a particular signature m ust be produced,although we do

notnecessarily give detectore�ciencies. In principle,ifone could dem onstrate thatfailure to

detect such events im plies they do notoccuratall,then only two possibilities rem ain: (1) A

supersym m etricexplanation oftheee

 + /ET eventin ourfram ework m ustrely on an upward


uctuation from � � B2 even lower than 5 fb,or (2) a supersym m etric explanation in our

fram ework isnotpossible.

Based on O bservation 4in Sec.2,selectron production isalwayskinem atically forbidden at

LEP161 and LEP190 fortheselectron thatsatis�esthekinem atics.Theotherslepton (~eR in ~eL

m odels,or~eL in ~eR m odels)can potentially bekinem atically accessible atLEP161 orLEP190

by sim ply requiringitsm assbelessthan thethreshold.Thisisobviously notarequirem ent(nor

a constraint)oftheselectron interpretation oftheee

 + /ET event,and so weignoreselectron

production atLEP.However,in ~eL m odelsitwasshown in Eq.(6)thatm ~� m ustbelessthan

m ~eL ,and so sneutrino production could bea visiblesignalatLEP190 (sincem ~�e > 81 G eV for

all~eL m odels),aswillbediscussed below.
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4.7.1 LEP 161

In Fig.11 we presentallofthe chargino/neutralino production processesthathave cross

sections above about 10 fb. The cross sections were com puted with initialstate radiation

e�ects included. In ~eL or ~eL + ~eR m odels, none of the processes need to have large cross

sections,although ifitwere possible to establish an upperbound on �(~N 1
~N 3) <

� 600 fb,then

an upperbound on �� B2 fortheee

+ /ET eventcan beestablished at7:5fb,and in ~eR m odels

� � B2 < 5 fb (i.e.allofour~eR m odelswould beexcluded).G iven thecutA = 5 fb,then in ~eR

m odelsoneexpectsa m inim um of22 ~N 1
~N 3 pairsto beproduced,butno otherprocess(norany

processesin ~eL or ~eL + ~eR m odels)can have non-negligible m inim um ratesatLEP161. There

are only fourprocessesthatcould have large rates,which have the following m axim um

e+ e� ! ~N 1
~N 3 (55;56;49)

~N 2
~N 2 (19;22;12)

~N 2
~N 3 (11;16;7)

~C +

1
~C �
1

(48;132;42) pairs produced

(21)

for(~eL,~eR ,~eL + ~eR )m odels.Noticethatthem axim um pairproduction ratesarealwayslargest

for ~eR m odels,then ~eL m odels,then ~eL + ~eR m odels. The rate for ~N 1
~N 3 isroughly the sam e

in allm odels since the cross section is dom inated by Z exchange. For the other processes,

di�ering interference contributions between the Z exchange and light slepton exchange cause

the di�erencesin the production crosssections(see Table 2). In addition,stop pairscould be

produced atLEP161 (see Table 11).

The character ofthe signalfrom ~N 1
~N 3 production iscom pletely dependenton the decay

of ~N 3 which wasdescribed in Sec.4.3 (see also Table 6).Thedom inantdecay possibilitiesare

~N 3 ! ~N 1\Z", ~N 3 ! ~N 1A(h)(ifm A (m h)< 60 G eV), ~N 3 ! ~lR lin ~eL m odels(ifm ~lR
< m ~N 3

),

and ~N 3 ! ~�� in ~eR m odels(ifm ~� < m ~N 3
). The generalsignature istherefore \Z"+ /E . Extra

bb+ /E occursifthem assdi�erencem ~N 3
� m ~N 1

islargerthan m h orm A .Som eothersignatures

are possible in specialcases:In ~eL m odelsone could have excessl+ l� + /E (ifm ~lR
< m ~N 2

),or


l+ l� + /E (ifm ~lR
< m ~N 3

). In ~eR m odelsthe decay ~N 3 ! ~�� becom esthe dom inantdecay if

the sneutrino (and necessarily ~lL) are light. Thus the dom inant signature could be invisible,

or 
 + /E ,or l+ l� + /E ,ifthe m ass hierarchy is m ~� < (m ~N 2
;m ~C 1

),or m ~N 2
< m ~� < m ~C 1

,or

m ~C
< m ~� respectively.However,in thesecasesthecrosssection for~lL ~� attheTevatron would

bequite large (see below).

The dom inantsignalof ~N 2
~N 2 production is

 + /E in allm odels. Note thatthe process

�(~N 2
~N 2)isalwaysaccom panied by�(~N 2

~N 3)atacom parablerate(when kinem atically allowed),

which hasthe sam e signaturesas ~N 1
~N 3 production (asabove)plusonephoton.

~C
+

1
~C
�
1 production can be present with a large rate,the decay signature of ~C1 being the

usual\W "+ /E in all m odels (see Table 7). The exception is if m ~� (and possibly m ~lL
) is

lighter than m ~C 1
,which can happen only in ~eR m odels. In this special~eR m odelscenario,if
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Figure 11: The range ofthe non-negligible cross sections at LEP161,for allm odels (shaded

bar on left) and only ~eR m odels (thick solid line on right). Each bar represents a particular

production cross section,where the m axim um and m inim um heightofthe bar(or thick solid

line) is the m axim um and m inim um cross section respectively. The shading on the left bars

indicatesthe range ofcrosssection forallm odelspassing the cutA = 5,7:5,10 fb.Barsthat

touch the x-axiscorrespond to crosssectionsthatcan besm allerthan 1 fb.
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m ~� < m ~C 1
,then thedecay signatureislikely invisible.However,ifthedecay ~� ! ~N 2� islarge,

then the signature is

 + /E . Ifm~lL
< m ~C 1

,then additionalpossible signaturesare l+ l� + /E

(ifm ~lL
< m ~N 2

),orl+ l� 

 + /E (ifm~lL
> m ~N 2

). Notice thatthe lattercould be an additional

source ofee

 events(see Appendix A).Theserem arksassum ethe stop isheavierthan ~C1.

Asan aside,we �nd thata m axim um of(14,13,12) ~N 1
~N 1 pairscan be produced,which

can beobserved asa 
 + /E signaloncevisibleinitialstate radiation isattached.Although the

SM background issevere,thereareotherpossibly im portantcontributionsfrom e.g.
 ~N 1
~N 3(!

��~N 1).

In Fig.12 wepresenttherangesoftheinclusiveproduction ofparticularsignalsatLEP161

for ~eL and ~eR m odels. These signatureswere generated by searching allpossible decay paths.

No e�cienciesresulting from detectorgeom etry orlepton/photon energy cutsare included.If

thesignalsaretheresultofdecayswith m oderatem asssplittings,then presum ably som eofthe

eventscould bedetected afterapplying reasonablecuts.A lepton lcan beeithere,� or�,with

either charge � 1. In particular,when referring to a \2l" signal,we sum over allfam ily and

charge possibilities(including,e.g.,like-sign dileptons).X can beany com bination ofleptons,

photons,jets,ornothing.In addition,allthe signalsim plicitly includem issing energy in their

signature.W eonly includechargino/neutralino production processesin theinclusivesum ,since

~eL in ~eL m odelsand ~eR in ~eR m odelsistoo heavy to be produced.Ifthe otherslepton (~eR in

~eL m odels,~eL in ~eR m odels)islight,then them axim um crosssection forparticularsignatures

can behigher.

Jet production is also an im portant signal. If ~N 1
~N 3 production is kinem atically allowed

and ifonly 3-body decays of ~N 3 occur,then the rate into the jj+ X + /E signalis between

roughly 400{1800 fb forboth ~eL and ~eR m odels. Ifchargino production isopen then the rate

can be larger. But,if2-body decaysinto sleptonsare open for ~N 3,then the rate can be near

zero.

Notice thatin ~eR m odelsonly the 2l+ X (+ /E )m ustbeproduced,the rate being between

� 2 to 20 events in 25 pb� 1 of integrated lum inosity. The reason that the 2l rate always

hasa non-negligible m inim um isdue to a com bination ofe�ects: ~eR m odelshave a m inim um

�(~N 1
~N 3) >

� 850 fb,and decays of ~N 3 ! ~N 1l
+ l� are always non-zero,even if2-body decays

operate.Ifonly 3-body decaysoccur,then ~N 3 ! ~N 1\Z"(! l+ l� )occur,with a rate ofnearly

10% (sum m ed overfam ilies).Alternatively,if ~N 3 ! ~�� isopen,then ~� ! l~C (! l�)isthedecay

pattern. Ifm ~� < m ~C
,then it turns out that m ~lL

< m ~N 3
,and so decays ~N 3 ! l~lL(! l~N 1;2)

arenon-zero,giving an appreciable2lsignal.Alloftheotherinclusivesignalscould haverates

sm aller than the one event level. Ifone ofthese signatures were found (and deduced to be

above background),then looking in theotherchannelsm ightserve to con�rm the signal.

O neprom isingsignalis

 + /E withoutany othereventactivity,which prim arily originates

from ~N 2
~N 2 production in the selectron interpretation. (This is part ofthe inclusive signal



 + X + /E described above.) In a scenario with a gravitino LSP,wefound thatthe standard
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Figure12:Rangeofinclusivecrosssectionsforselected signaturesatLEP161withoutdetection

e�ciencies;allsignaturesnecessarily havem issingenergy in addition tothatabove.Theshaded

baron the leftcorrespondsto ~eL m odelsand the thick solid outline on the rightcorresponds

to ~eR m odels. Here,X = leptons,photons,jets,or nothing,and l= e,�,or � sum m ed over

both chargesand allthree fam ilies.See the textfordetails.
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Figure 13: Com parison of the m issing invariant m ass distribution in the 

 + /E signalat

LEP161 from two di�erentselectron interpretation m odels,(a)a sam ple ~N 1 = LSP m odelwith

m ~N 1;2
= 37;65 G eV (dashed line),and (b)a m odelwith a gravitino LSP and m ~N 1

= 65 G eV

(solid line).

m odelbackground for 

 + /E is distinguishable from the gravitino signale+ e� ! ~N 1
~N 1 !



~G ~G using the m issing invariant m ass distribution [4]. Here,we point out that a selectron

interpretation with a neutralino LSP can bedistinguished from onewith a gravitino LSP using

the m issing invariantm assdistribution,assum ing theSM background issm all(see Ref.[4]for

a discussion ofthe background). In Fig.13 we show the m issing invariant m ass distribution

M 2
inv

= (pe+ + pe� � p
1 � p
2)
2 atLEP161 fortwo di�erentm odels:(a)The ~eL sam plem odel

in Appendix B with m ~N 1;2
= 37;65 G eV,and as usual ~N 1 ’ ~H b, ~N 2 ’ ~
. (b) A m odelwith

a (very light)gravitino LSP with m ~N 1
= 65 G eV,and ~N 1 ’ ~
. The di�erence in the m issing

invariantm assdistribution illustrateshow thescenariosm ightbedistinguished usingthe

+ /E

signal. Itshould be noted the generalcharacterofthe m issing invariantm assdistribution for

thegravitino LSP m odelin Fig.13 isnotparticularly sensitive to m ~N 1
,butsim ply thatm ~G

is

very sm allcom pared to the neutralino orselectron m asses.

4.7.2 LEP 190

In Fig.14,wepresentallthechargino/neutralino production processeswith crosssections
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possibly largerthan about1 fb forLEP with
p
s= 190 G eV.Asabove,thecrosssectionswere

com puted with initialstateradiation e�ectsincluded.Now, ~N 1
~N 3 production m ustbelargein

allm odels,and m any otherprocessescan easily givelargerates.Theprocesseswith largerates

include allofthe onesatLEP161,and also ~N 1
~N 2, ~N 1

~N 4, ~N 2
~N 4, ~C

�
1
~C �
2
. The m axim um rates

are asfollows:
e+ e� ! ~N 1

~N 2 (20;6;24)
~N 1

~N 3 (785;780;780)
~N 1

~N 4 (82;79;78)
~N 2

~N 2 (505;560;346)
~N 2

~N 3 (335;416;230)
~N 2

~N 4 (73;64;34)
~C +

1
~C �
1

(965;2120;1195)
~C �
1
~C �
2

(409;695;350) pairs produced;

(22)

for(~eL,~eR ,~eL + ~eR )m odels. For ~N 1
~N 3 production,the m inim um num berofpairsproduced

is(400,475,320)for(~eL,~eR ,~eL + ~eR )m odelsgiven the m inim um threshold A = 5 fb.For~eR

m odelsonly,a m inim um of5 ~N 1
~N 4 pairs,25 ~N 2

~N 2 pairs,40 ~N 2
~N 3 pairs,and 250 ~C

+

1
~C
�
1 pairs

m ust be produced given the m inim um threshold A = 5 fb. As for ~N 1
~N 1 pair production we

found a m axim um of(177,164,152)pairscan beproduced.

The detection signatures for the chargino/neutralino pairs com m on to LEP161 are the

sam e as above. Here we discuss the processes that are di�erent. First, the process ~N 1
~N 2

gives a 
 + /E signature. The signatures for ~N 1
~N 4 and ~N 2

~N 4 are entirely dependent on the

~N 4 branching ratio; ~N 4 can decay in a variety ofwaysoutlined in Sec.4.3. Perhapsthe m ost

striking signature iswhen ~N 4 ! ~N 1h(A),giving a bb+ /E signature for ~N 1
~N 4 production and

bb
 + /E signature for ~N 2
~N 4 production. The signature ofthe process ~C

�
1
~C
�
2 also depends

crucially on the branching ratio of ~C2,butone lepton with perhapsone photon plusm issing

energy is typical(assum ing the stop is heavier than ~C1). Thus,a reasonable expectation for

~C �
1
~C �
2
production isl+ l� (+ 
)+ /E .Itisalso possiblethatonly 3-body decaysof~C2 areopen,

in which case no photon would appear in the �nalstate. The �nalstates from ~C2 decay are

sum m arized in Table 8.

In addition, sneutrino pair production (if open) is another process that is relevant for

~eL m odels. To have ~�e~�e production kinem atically accessible with m ~�e < 95 G eV,then the

sum rule in Eq.(6) im plies tan� >
� 1:2 is required for m ~eL > 100 G eV (as needed by the

kinem atics ofthe ee

 + /ET event), and for m ~eL = 107(118) G eV,then tan� > 1:5(2:8).

Hence sneutrino production in ~eL m odels never occurs at LEP190 ifm ~eL > 118 G eV. The

signature of ~�e~�e production depends on the sneutrino branching ratio, but it was already

established in Sec.4.5 that ~�e ! e~C1(! ~N 1\W ") is the dom inant decay pattern. Thus the

signature isee\W "\W "+ /E ,which isindeed quiteprom inent.

In Fig.15 wepresenttherangesoftheinclusiveproduction ofparticularsignalsatLEP190

for~eL and ~eR m odels.Asin Fig.12,nodetection e�cienciesareincluded.Noticethatwhileonly
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Figure 14:Asin Fig.11,forLEP190.

~N 1
~N 3 production had a non-negligiblem inim um rate(seeFig.14),both thesignals2l+ X + /E

and 

 + X + /E (which rarely com esfrom ~N 1
~N 3 production)arealwayslargerthan oneevent.

Further,inclusiveproduction ofl
 + X + /E and ll
 + X + /E arealwayslargerthan the10 event

levelfor ~eR m odels only. Allofthe other inclusive signals could have rates sm aller than the

oneeventlevel.Asin LEP161,ifoneofthesesignatureswerefound (and deduced to beabove

background),then looking in the other channels m ight serve to con�rm the signal. Another

im portantsearch strategy would beinclusive signatureswith jets(+ photon(s))thatcan have

signi�cantly largerratesthan thelepton(s)(+ photon(s))signatures.

4.8 Predictions for Tevatron

The assum ption underlying the selectron interpretation is that the Tevatron hasalready

observed a candidateselectron pairproduction event.Because m any m orestatesoftheunder-

lying supersym m etricm odelareaccessibleata hadron collider,weherefocuson theassociated

signalsthatshould be observed in the presentdata set(100 pb� 1 perdetector)orin the next

scheduled upgrade(1{2 fb� 1 perdetector).Asin Sec.4.7,we identify the processesthathave

non-negligibleproduction crosssections,then determ inethepossiblesignaturesthatdepend on

thebranching ratios.Again,itisim portantto em phasizethatthefollowing predictionsassum e

the m inim um cutA = 5 fb isplaced on the � � B2 fortheee

 + /ET event.

In Fig.16wepresentallofthechargino/neutralinoproduction processesthatcan havecross
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Figure15:Rangeofinclusivecrosssectionsforselected signatureswithoutdetection e�ciencies,

asin Fig.12,butforLEP190.

sectionsabove about50 fb. W e use leading orderCTEQ 3L [25]structure functionsevaluated

at Q 2 = ŝ. At the Tevatron the cross sections do have a contribution from t-channelsquark

exchange (see Table 2),butthedependenceon thesquark m assisusually weak forthe squark

m assesin ourm odels.Ifonly ~eR islight,then thesearetheonly necessary associated processes

to the ee

 event. If~eL islight,however,then there m ustalso be ~eL ~�e and ~�e~�e production.

In Ref.[1]we found �(~�e~�e)� �(~eL~eL)and �(~eL ~�e)� (2 ! 3)�(~eL ~eL)forthe sam e m ~eL ,i.e.

the crosssectionsare typically tensoffb.Itisalso possible thatboth ~eL and ~eR can belight;

in particular,theotherslepton (~eR in ~eL m odels,~eL in ~eR m odels)can belighterthan theone

giving theee

 + /ET event,which can dram atically a�ectthesignatures.Thepairproduction

processes that have the largest cross sections and also have a non-negligible m inim um cross

section aregiven in Table10,wherethefullrangefrom them inim um to them axim um num ber

ofpairsproduced foran integrated lum inosity of100 pb� 1 are shown.

The signatures for ~N 1
~N 3 and ~C +

1
~C �
1
are the sam e as for LEP (described in Sec.4.7.1)

and the decays of ~C2 were also discussed in Sec.4.7.2. For com pleteness we list the possible

signaturesofallofthese processeshere: ~N 1
~N 3 willm ainly give \Z"+ /E T,orbb+ /E T ifm A <

60 G eV.If2-body slepton decaysareallowed,then in ~eL m odelsonecan havel+ l� + /E T,orin

~eR m odelsoneofinvisible,
 + /ET,orl
+ l� + /E T. ~C

+

1
~C
�
1 production givestypically l+ l� + /E T,

orif2-body decaysinto ~lL,~� occur(in ~eR m odelsonly),then depending on them asshierarchy

onecan have

 + /ET,orl
+ l� + /E T,orl

+ l� 

 + /ET. ~C +

2
~C �
2
production givessim ilarsignatures

as ~C +

1
~C �
1
production,given m ~C 1

! m ~C 2
and allowing for the possibility of2-body decays in
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Process Range in ~eL m odels Range in ~eR m odels Range in ~eL + ~eR m odels

~N 1
~N 3 31 ! 129 43 ! 145 29 ! 128

~C +

1
~C �
1

40 ! 285 56 ! 264 29 ! 258

~C +

2
~C �
2

8 ! 85 28 ! 79 15 ! 77

~C �
1
~N 1 75 ! 638 132 ! 540 54 ! 552

~C �
1
~N 2 2 ! 75 3 ! 80 1 ! 75

~C �
1
~N 3 32 ! 98 36 ! 103 28 ! 96

~C �
2
~N 2 2 ! 76 15 ! 69 5 ! 74

~C �
2
~N 4 3 ! 51 17 ! 54 8 ! 55

Table 10: The range ofthe num ber ofchargino/neutralino pairs produced at the Tevatron

assum ing an integrated lum inosity of100 pb� 1. The processes displayed here include those

thathave both a large production rate and a non-negligible m inim um production rate.

the contextofboth ~eL and ~eR m odelsasabove.

The processes ~C �
i
~N j are unique to the Tevatron,with ~C �

1
~N 1, ~C �

1
~N 2, ~C �

1
~N 3, ~C �

2
~N 2 and

~C �
2
~N 4 giving the largest rates. Asdescribed above,the chargino typically gives jj+ /E T and

l� + /E T,although possible2-body decaysinto sleptonscan give
+ /ET,orl
� + /E T,orl

� 
+ /ET.

Thusthesignatureof ~C �
1
~N 1 production isoneoftheabovesignaturesforasinglechargino.The

signatures of ~C
�
1
~N 2 and ~C

�
2
~N 2 are as above plusone photon. Finally,the decays ~C

�
1
~N 3 and

~C �
2
~N 4 areoneoftheabove signaturescoupled with ~N 3 or ~N 4 decay.Hereagain wecan utilize

Secs.4.3,4.7,to obtain thepossibledecay signatures.For ~N 3,thedecay signatureis\Z"+ /E T,

bb+ /E T (ifm A < 60 G eV),and if2-body decaysto sleptonsare open then for ~eL m odelsthe

signaturecould bel+ l� + /E T or
l
+ l� + /E T,whilefor~eR m odelsthesignaturecould beinvisible,

or
+ /ET,orl
+ l� + /E T.Thus,ifonly 3-bodydecayswereopen forcharginosand neutralinosthe

signature of ~C �
1
~N 3 and ~C �

2
~N 4 would be \W "\Z"+ /E T,which gives the well-studied trilepton

signal[26]. If2-body decays ofthe charginos or heavier neutralinos are present,then one or

m ore photonscould bepresentin the �nalstate,with possibly fewerleptons.

In Fig.17 wepresentthecrosssection form any prom ising signaturesattheTevatron.As

in Figs.12and 15,nodetection e�ciencieshavebeen included.W eincludechargino/neutralino

processesin thesum ,aswellas~eR ~eR production in ~eR m odels,and ~eL~eL,~�e~�e,~eL ~�e production

in ~eL m odels.W eseethatallsix inclusivesignaturesinvolving leptonsorphotonsareexpected

tohavem inim um ratesofroughly 2to30events,regardlessofthetypeofm odel(~eL or~eR ).The



+ X ,l
+ X and l

+ X signaturescan bem uch largerin ~eR m odels,butthisonly happensin

the particularkinem atic scenario with m ~N 2
< m ~lL

;m ~� < m ~C 1
(< m ~eR ).In thiscase,charginos

always decay through the 2-body channels ~C ! ~lL� and ~C ! ~�l,with ~lL;~� ! ~N 2(! ~N 1
).

Thus,processes with intrinsically large cross sections such as ~C1
~N 1 production can lead to a
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large l
 + /ET signal,and sim ilarly forotherprocessesinvolving charginos.

Thel
 + /ET (and jj
 + /ET)signalsareim portant[16]and can arisefrom : ~C1
~N 2 and ~C2

~N 2

production in m odels with ~C ! l� ~N 1; ~Ci
~N 1 production in m odels with ~Ci ! �~lL(! l~N 2(!

~N 1
))or ~Ci! l~�(! �~N 2(! ~N 1
));and~lL ~� production with~lL ! l~N 2(! ~N 1
).Thechargino

decaysassum e m ~t1
> m ~C

.Forjust ~Ci
~N 2 production there are roughly 10{130 pairsproduced

in the present CDF and D0 sam ples (each) with the probable signatures 
+ \W "+ /E (before

cuts);\W " decaysto jj orl� � asusual.For\W "! jj,these eventshave no parton-levelSM

background.

M any ofthese signaturesshould be detectable,since the m assdi�erencesbetween super-

partnersisoften constrained to besm allbutnon-zero,asin Fig.8.Forexam ple,in decayssuch

as ~N 3 ! ~N 1\Z"and ~C1;2 ! ~N 1\W ",theinvariantm assofthevirtual\Z"or\W "can belarge.

In particular,the invariant m ass ofthe \Z" from ~N 3 decay is between 0 to 40{60 G eV,thus

an excessin pairsofleptons(orjets)thatreconstructto an invariantm assm l+ l�
<
� 60 G eV

accom panied by a large m issing energy is a distinctive signature of ~N 1
~N 3 production in our

m odels.

In addition to classifying them ostprom ising signatures,wehavealso perform ed a num ber

ofeventlevelsim ulationsfora lim ited subsetofour~eL and ~eR m odels,with the otherslepton

heavy. The purpose is to get a feeling for the e�ciency of detecting m ulti{lepton and/or

photon signatures.First,weaddresstheissueofe�cienciesfortheee

 + /E T event,sincethis

is im portant for interpreting the threshold A in the ee

 rate. An e�ciency represents the

probability thata certain classofeventspassesa particularsetofcutsde�ned beforethedata

isanalyzed.W echoseasetofcutssuch that:(1)theeventwould betriggered on and analyzed,

and (2)the eventwould notsu�erfrom obviousdetector backgroundslike jetsfaking leptons

orphotons.To show thedependenceofoure�ciencieson theparticularsetofcuts,wechoose

a loosesetwith j�ej< 2,j�
j< 1,(p
(e;
)

T
;/E T)> E m in

T = 10 G eV and a tightsetidenticalto the

loose setexceptE m in
T = 20 G eV.The e�ciencies we found range from 0:02{0:23 forthe loose

cuts,and from 0:01{0:12 forthe tightcuts,bute�ciencies outside these ranges(from m odels

notcovered in the subset)are possible. IfE m in
T isincreased to 25 G eV,the m ean e�ciency is

0:04.Theloose cutsare su�cientforCDF to have triggered on theee

 event.

W ehavealsostudied l
,ll,and ll
 signaturesusingasim ilarsetofcuts(/ET > 20G eV and

p
(l;
)

T
> E m in

T ),where forthe purposesofdetection lissum m ed over e and � only. Typically,

when E m in
T = 10 G eV oneexpectsbetween 1{5 (2{12)l
 + /ET eventsin 100 pb� 1 for~eR m odels

(~eL m odels)from chargino/neutralino production alone.An additional1{2 eventsareexpected

from ~eL ~�e productionin ~eL m odels.Thisresultisessentiallyunchanged forthesim ulation subset

ofm odels ifE m in
T = 20 G eV. This is expected at least for the photons since the kinem atics

enforce hard photons in the �nalstate from slepton decay. The SM background from W 


production yields 105 and 37 events for each set ofcuts respectively. W ith tighter cuts,it is

possible to achieve a signalto background ratio near one for som e m odels. The expected ll
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Figure17:Rangeofinclusivecrosssectionsforselected signatureswithoutdetection e�ciencies,

asin Fig.12,butforTevatron.

signature,resulting m ainly from ~Ci
~Cj production,isbetween 0{6 events forE m in

T = 10 G eV,

and 0{2 for E m in
T = 20 G eV. Sim ilarly,the expected ll
 signature is between 0{5 events for

E m in
T = 10 G eV,and 0{2 events for E m in

T = 20 G eV. O ther signatures,such as 

,l

 and

3l,produce atm ost1 or2 events forE m in
T = 10 or20 G eV. Therefore,itwould appearthat

the l
 channelisthe m ostprom ising forcon�rm ing the supersym m etric interpretation ofthe

ee

 event (assum ing m~t1 > m ~C
),though other signals with lim ited backgrounds are clearly

possible.

4.9 A lternative interpretation

Throughoutthissection wehavedescribed theconstraintsand predictionsin theselectron

interpretation.However,in Sec.2 wedescribed an alternativeinterpretation involving chargino

production that could explain the ee

 + /ET event. Those readers interested in the m odel

buildingassociated with thecharginointerpretation arereferred toAppendixA,which provides

m any detailsand an exam ple m odel.
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5 C om m ents on m odels w ith a light stop

W e have seen that the e�ect ofrequiring a large � � B2 for the ee

 + /ET event is to

strongly constrain the chargino,neutralino and slepton sections.Up to now,we have assum ed

thesquarksaresu�ciently heavy so asnotto directly interferewith thenecessary decay chain.

However,itispossible thata lightstop ~t1 can existsim ultaneously with the needed hierarchy

in the othersectors. In particular,neutralino decays ~N ! ~t1tare absentin ourm odels(with

the cut A = 5 fb),since allneutralinos are lighter than the top quark. Therefore,the decay

chain in the selectron interpretation need not be disrupted,ifthe radiative neutralino decay

can belarge with a lightstop.

Thechargino interpretation described in Appendix A isa di�erentm atter,sincecharginos

would alwaysdecay to thelightstop ~C ! ~t1bifkinem atically accessible.Thisistrueregardless

ofthe m ixing angle �~t that determ ines the
~W � {~t coupling,since the Yukawa coupling ~H � {

~t is large. Thus,it would seem that a chargino interpretation ofthe ee

 + /ET event from

pp ! ~C
�
i
~C
�
j is not possible unless m ~t1

> m ~C
. This is basically the scenario described in

Appendix A.

To constructm odelswith a largeee

 + /ET eventrateand a lightstop,onem ustconsider

the e�ects ofa sm allm ~t1
on the radiative neutralino decay width and on the m asshierarchy.

As we have rem arked in Sec.4.2,the dynam icalm echanism for a large radiative neutralino

branching ratio appears not to be strongly dependenton m ~t1
[11]. For instance,m odels can

beconstructed with m ~t1
= 50 G eV,m ~t2

>
� 250 G eV,and a large radiative neutralino branch-

ing ratio arising from the dynam icalm echanism . However,som e suppression to the radiative

neutralino branching ratio from light stops is present,so the ee

 + /ET rate is m axim ized

in the lim it ofallsquark m asses large. For exam ple,the largest ee

 + /ET rate in ~eL and

~eR m odels with a light stop is 13:8 fb and 6:1 fb respectively. Since m ~N 1
< m ~t1

m ust be

obeyed so that ~N 1 = LSP,the upperlim iton m ~N 1
can be m ore restrictive than found above if

m ~t1
<
� 74 (50)G eV in ~eL (~eR )m odelsby O bservation 1 in Sec.2.Thisinducesa rough upper

lim iton j�j,which also hasim plicationsforthechargino m asses.

There is an additionaldegree offreedom in the value of�~t,which determ ines the SU(2)

couplings of~t1;2 with the gaugino com ponents ofcharginos and neutralinos. M aintaining a

hierarchy between m ~t1
� m ~t2

(’ m ~q)would seem di�cultwithoutgiving a large �� [27],but

thiscan beavoided if~t1 ’ ~tR (or�~t’ �=2by ourde�nition).However,requiringm ~t1
’ 50G eV,

�~t’ �=2 im pliesm ~t2
m ustbelarge (perhapsoforder1 TeV orm ore)ifthe lightHiggsh isto

have a m ass that is not excluded by LEP.In generalthis im plies that m h willlie within the

region accessible to LEP,though furtheranalysis is needed to be precise;sin2(� � �) can be

below one,and m h can benearitspresentlowerlim itfrom LEP1.Note also �~t slightly a�ects

the radiative neutralino decay [11].
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Anotherconstrainton m odelswith a lightstop com esaboutifm ~t1
+ m b < m t.Then top

quarksm ustdecay into stopswith a branching fraction ofabout1=2 ifm ~t1
� 50 G eV. Itwas

observed in Ref.[16]thatabranchingratiooft! ~t1bof50% isnotexcluded byTevatron data,if

gluinosand squarkswith m assesofroughly O (250)G eV exist,giving additionaltop production

to supplem entthe SM contribution while halfthe top quarksdecay into the lighteststop.For

ourpurposeswenotethatifthem assesofnon-stop squarksaregreaterthan roughly 250 G eV,

then they arenotcrucialin m aintaining a large radiative neutralino branching fraction.

Thesim ultaneousexistenceofalightrightstop,aheavy leftstop,othersquarks(exceptbL)

and thegluino with m assesO (250)G eV,and a largeee

 + /ET rateisthereforean interesting

possibility. W e explicitly constructed nearly 200 m odels,m ostly ofthe ~eL class due to their

largercrosssection.W edid not�nd signi�cantdi�erencesin them odels’distribution in M 1{M 2

plane,norin the�{tan� plane.However,regionsin theseplanesthatwerepopulated by heavy

stop m odelswith � � B2 neartheA = 5 fb cutareno longerareallowed.Forinstance,no light

stop m odelsapproached the gaugino m assuni�cation (M 2 = 2M 1)line,and j�jwasrestricted

to be less than 62 G eV. Hence, there are a num ber of phenom enological consequences of

assum ing a lightstop (m ~t1
= 50 G eV).First,asnoted above,the branching ratio of ~C

�
i ! ~t1b

is virtually 100% (when kinem atically accessible),followed by the one loop decay ~t1 ! c~N 1

ifm ~t1
< m ~C

. Thus allthe signatures as noted in Secs.4.7 and 4.8 arising from charginos

becom ebc+ /E T.Forexam ple,whilethedilepton signalfrom ~N 1
~N 3 isunchanged,thedilepton

signalfrom ~C �
i
~C �
j becom esbbcc+ /E T. Also,the restriction m ~N 1

< m ~t1
(= 50 G eV)resultsin

som ewhattighterrestrictionson theupperboundsoftheotherchargino and neutralino m asses.

In particular,m ~C 1

<
� 90 G eV and m ~N 3

<
� 100 G eV in our light stop m odels,and the sum

(m ~N 1
+ m ~N 3

) <
� 150 G eV.O ne consequence isthat ~N 1

~N 3 production isalwayskinem atically

allowed atLEP161,with a crosssection in therange 1:1 < �(~N 1
~N 3)< 2:1 pb.

Stop production atLEP161m ay bedirectly visiblewith theexpected integrated lum inosity

if2m ~t1
is below threshold [28]. In Table 11 we present the cross section for stop production

at LEP161 and LEP190 for a selection oflight stop m asses. At LEP161 one would expect

roughly 20 (5)stop pairsproduced perdetector,form ~t1
= 50 (70)G eV.AtLEP190 onewould

expectroughly 380 (95) stop pairsproduced perdetector,form ~t1
= 50 (80) G eV. Allofthe

cross sections were calculated with approxim ate �nalstate Q CD corrections and Q ED initial

state radiation e�ects included,and assum ing ~t1 = ~tR . Also,~t1~t
�
1 bound state e�ects can be

im portantclose to the threshold.

Ithasbeen noted [16]thatwhen thereisalightstop (sothat ~C
�
i ! ~t1band t! ~t1 ~N i),there

is a large setofevents predicted atthe Tevatron by supersym m etry that hasno parton-level

SM background.Even afterallbranching ratiosand detection e�cienciesareincluded,tensof

eventsrem ain in the present100 pb� 1 atTevatron.These eventsarise from three sources,(1)

~C �
i (!

~t1b)~N 2,see Table 10;(ii) t(! W b)t(! ~t1 ~N 2);(iii) ~q(! q~N 2)~q(! q~g(! t(! W b)~t1)).

In allcases, ~N 2 ! ~N 1
,~t1 ! c~N 1,and typically W ! jj. After branching ratios and cuts

there should be approxim ately 35{100 events with the signature b
 + /E + jets. ‘Jets’m eans
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m ~t1= ~tR
Crosssection (in pb)

(G eV) LEP161 LEP190

50 0:85 0:76

60 0:50 0:56

70 0:20 0:37

80 { 0:19

Table 11: Cross sections for light stop ~t1 (= ~tR ) production at LEP161 and LEP190 with

approxim ate�nalstateQ CD correctionsand Q ED initialstateradiation e�ectsincluded.Close

to the threshold the crosssection valuesm ay receive large correctionsdue to ~t1~t
�
1 bound state

e�ects.

1{5 parton leveljets,including 1{2 charm jets(an average of1:5/event).Thisprediction could

lead to a sam plethatallowed a robust(ratherthan oneeventlevel)detection ofsuperpartners

in the presentCDF and D0 data. W hen W ! l� forthese events,additionalgood signatures

arise and one expects an excess of\W "bc events that would appear in the top sam ple,and

l� 
 + /E + jetsevents.

The sim ultaneous existence ofa light stop and a light chargino (as necessarily arises in

ee

 + /ET m odels)can give rise to a shiftin R b [29]. W e have analyzed m odels with m ~t1
=

50 G eV,~t1 = ~tR and �nd that the m axim um shift in R b is �R
m ax
b

<
� 0:003 from chargino-

stop loopsonly. Charged Higgs-top loopscan also be signi�cant,with a shift�Rb <
� � 0:0005

depending on m A . In allcasestan� m ustbe near1 fora m axim alshiftin Rb. For exam ple,

tan� = 1:1,1:5,2:0 can allgive a largeee

 + /ET rate,whiletheshiftin R b isatbest0:0028,

0:0021,0:0018 forchargino-stop loopsonly.Further,R b issensitivem oretotheparam etertan�

than m ~C 1
,asisclear since the chargino m assisinversely related to tan�;in the above three

casesm ~C 1
isroughly 83,80,70 G eV.W enotethatthesecalculationshavebeen doneassum ing

m ~t1
= 50 G eV,�~t = �=2,which isnearly optim alsince the m axim um shiftin Rb decreasesas

eitherthestop m assisincreased,or�~t istaken farfrom �=2.

As has been em phasized,getting a signi�cant shift in R b requires a chargino that has a

large Higgsino com ponent,and therelated resultthat� issm alland negative.Itisinteresting

that the value of� and the chargino properties com ing from the analysis ofthe ee

 + /ET

event have the properties needed to give such an e�ect. Finally,we note that a shift in R b

necessarily im plies a shift in �s extracted from the LEP Z lineshape, through the relation

��s(M Z )� � 4�Rb [30].Thislim itsthe m axim um shiftin R b to about0:0025,consistentwith

the above num bersand giving R b
<
� 0:2182. Itis worth em phasizing that a signi�cant shift

in R b (and �s) is only possible sim ultaneously with a supersym m etric interpretation ofthe

ee

 + /ET eventif ~N 1 istheLSP [4].

46



6 C oncluding rem arks

W e have seen that supersym m etry with ~N 1 = LSP is a viable explanation ofthe CDF

ee

 + /ET event. The prim ary constraints are the kinem atics ofthe ee

 + /ET event,the

radiative neutralino branching ratio ~N 2 ! ~N 1
, the selectron decay ~e ! e~N 2 and LEP1{

LEP130 data.G iven a m inim um threshold on the crosssection tim esbranching ratio ofpp !

~e+ ~e� ! e+ e� ~N 2
~N 2 ! e+ e� 

~N 1

~N 1 atthe Tevatron,a selectron interpretation requiresM 1,

M 2,�,tan�,m ~e in tightranges(see Table 4 and Figs.7,8).Thecorresponding chargino and

neutralino m assesand thecrosssectionsatLEP and Tevatron aresim ilarity constrained.This

istheorigin ofthepredictionsm adeforboth LEP and Tevatron based solely on theee

 + /ET

event,wherem any signalscan belarge,and som em ustbeproduced.Thesesignalsarededuced

from the cross sections and branching ratios without e�ciencies,although in m any cases the

m assdi�erencesbetween sparticlescannotbe arbitrarily sm all,and so presum ably the signals

aredetectable.Forexam ple, ~N 1
~N 3 production m ustoccuratLEP190 with them assdi�erence

40 < m ~N 3
� m ~N 1

< 60 G eV in allm odels,which im pliesa pairofleptonsorjetsfrom thedecay

~N 3 ! ~N 1ff would have an invariant m ass up to roughly 60 G eV. The inclusive signals that

m ustbeproduced atLEP190with an integrated lum inosity of500pb� 1 are�(2l+ X + /E ) >� 50

events,and �(

 + X + /E )>� 3 events. At the Tevatron,the inclusive signals that should

have been produced (with an integrated lum inosity of100 pb� 1) are �(2l+ X + /ET) >
� 30

events,�(

 + X + /ET) >
� 2 events,�(l
 + X + /ET) >

� 15 events,�(2l
 + X + /ET) >
� 4

events,�(l

 + X + /ET) >
� 2 events,and �(3l+ X + /ET) >

� 2 events. Allofthese signals

assum eX = anything(leptons,photons,jets),and arevalid for~eL or~eR m odels.For~eR m odels

only,the inclusive signalthat m ustbe produced at LEP161 with an integrated lum inosity of

25 pb� 1 is �(2l+ X + /E ) >
� 2 events. Also for ~eR m odels only,the inclusive signals that

m ustbe produced atLEP190 (in addition to the onesabove)are �(l
 + X + /E )>� 5 events,

and �(2l
 + X + /E )>� 5 events. W e have exam ined m any inclusive signalswith leptonsand

photons,butofcourse inclusive signalswith jets(+ photons)are also im portantand in som e

casescan belarger.

Theselectron interpretation can bem adewith theselectron ~ebeingeither~eL,~eR ,ora sum

over ~eL and ~eR contributions.The di�erence between ~eL and ~eR isin the SU(2)L couplingsof

~eL,causing for exam ple the cross section at the Tevatron �(pp ! ~eL~eL)� 2:2�(pp ! ~eR ~eR )

(in the m assrange ofinterest),and the presence of~eL couplingsto charginos. Thusone way

to distinguish ~eL (and ~eL + ~eR )m odelsfrom ~eR m odelsiswith the associated charged current

channelpp ! ~eL ~�e thatgivesatleastl
 + /ET,with possibly m oreleptonsorphotonsdepending

on the decay of ~�e. Studies ofsuch signals are relevant for l= e,�,�. A further source of

l� 
 + X + /ET eventscom esfrom ~C1;2(! ~N 1l�)~N 2(! ~N 1
),aswellas ~C
�
i
~C �
j with ~C ! ~eL�e or

~C ! ~�ee ifm ~eL orm ~�e islighterthan thechargino.Thusifno excessofassociated eventscan

be attributed to the absence of~eL ~�e production,then it becom es less likely thatthe original

selectron was ~eL,though itcannotbe de�nitive untila clean resultispublished. In addition,
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particular signals m ust be produced at LEP161/190 for ~eR m odels that are not necessarily

presentfor~eL m odels,and thusiftheseassociated eventswerenotfound,then itbecom esless

likely thattheoriginalselectron was~eR ,with thesam ecaveatasabove.AtLEP itisnecessary

to study therelative ratesofdi�erentchannelsto distinguish ~eL from ~eR ,unlessselectron pair

production is actually observed there. In fact,if ~eL or ~eR production is observed (and the

LSP can be established to be ~N 1),then we im m ediately know which charged slepton is not

responsiblefortheee

 + /ET event,sinceaswehaveshown in thispapertheslepton giving the

ee

 + /ET iskinem atically forbidden atLEP161 and LEP190.Thusthere isno uniquesignal

to discrim inate ~eL from ~eR (from ~eL + ~eR )m odels;only through thepattern ofm ultiplesignals

can thenatureoftheselectron bedeterm ined.

W ehavealso seen thata chargino interpretation oftheee

 + /ET eventisa distinctpossi-

bility.In eithertheselectron orchargino interpretation weexpectatleasttheconstraintsfrom

radiative neutralino decay to hold,and light sleptonsare probably also a shared requirem ent

foreitherinterpretation (seeAppendix A).O neway to eventually distinguish theselectron in-

terpretation from thechargino interpretation isto com paretheratesofee

,��

 and e�

.

Assum ing a m assdegeneracy am ong thesleptonsofdi�erentfam ilies,theselectron interpreta-

tion predictsroughly an equalnum berofee

 and ��

 events,with a signi�cantly depleted

e�

 signaloriginating only from ~�+ ~�� production followed by �+ �� ! e� �� + X . Alter-

natively,in the chargino interpretation one would expectroughly double the num berofe�



eventsascom pared with eitheree

 or��

 events.Thuscom paringthee�

 ratewith either

ee

 or��

 would provide a usefulm eansto discrim inate between the two interpretations.

Notice also thateventsofthe typel+ l0� 

 + /ET can beproduced only from ~C �
i
~C �
j and ~�+ ~��

production.

Itisim portanttorem arkthattheee

+ /ET eventphenom enology could beconnected with

otherphenom ena.Ifthe LSP= ~N 1 isstable,then itcould provide a cosm ologically signi�cant

relic density even ifit is m ostly a Higgsino [7](as required by the ee

 + /ET event). For a

given valueof
h 2 them assof ~N 1 iscorrelated with tan�,and so givesa subsetofthem odels

constructed here.Thepredictionsforassociated phenom enology aretighter;and generally the

signals can be larger. Also,we have described in detailthe e�ect ofassum ing a light stop in

addition to the ee

 + /ET event,in particularitsconnection to R b [29](and �s [30]).A light

stop hasm any otherconsequences[16],thatwewillnotgo into detailabouthere.

However,itisperhapsusefulto rem ark on how can we learn ifthere isa lightstop. The

easiest way would be to observe it at LEP.The cross section ranges from about 0:2{0:8 pb

overthe range 50 < m ~t1
< 70 (80)G eV ofm ostinterestforLEP161 (LEP190). LEP190 with

tens ofpb� 1 willbe de�nitive. For such light stops and even for som ewhat heavier ones up

to m t� m ~N 1
(<� 100 G eV in m odelsconsidered here)searchesin t(! ~t1 ~N 1)t(! W b)orstop

pair production can be de�nitive. Indirect evidence for a light stop before there is de�nitive

collider data could com e from a convincing R b excess, from slepton pair production at the

Tevatron withoutassociated leptons,and photonsfrom chargino channelsbecause ~C �
i ! ~t1b,
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from anom alousbehavioroftop properties[16],and from the
 + b+ jetsevents[16]com m ented

on in Sec.5.Note that~t1 could benear ~N 1 in m ass,and thereforegive very softferm ionsplus

large m issing energy.

W e have stated that certain signals m ust be produced at LEP and Tevatron,and som e

signalsm ightbeproduced ifkinem atically accessible.Forexam ple,atLEP161 threeneutralino

and onecharginopaircrosssectionsarelargeenough togiveasignalifabout25pb� 1 iscollected.

Thesignaturesaredescribed in Sec.4.7.1 and can som etim esbesom ewhatunusual.AtLEP190

m any m ore processescan be open,which can allgive signalswith possibly unusualsignatures

(see Sec.4.7.2). It is im portant to em phasize that the predictions assum e the m inim um cut

A = 5 fb isplaced on the� � B2 fortheee

 + /ET event.In principle,ifonecould dem onstrate

that failure to detect the signals im plies they do not occur at all,then only two possibilities

rem ain: (1) A supersym m etric explanation ofthe ee

 + /ET event in our fram ework m ust

rely on an upward 
uctuation from � � B2 even lower than 5 fb,or (2) a supersym m etric

explanation in ourfram ework isnotpossible. W e note thateven ifthe cutA = 5 fb needsto

berelaxed,therearestillconstraintsfrom requiring a m oderatebranching ratio for ~N 2 ! ~N 1


asdem onstrated in Fig.2.

Theee

 + /ET eventhasgiven usa profound exam ple ofhow low energy supersym m etry

could be discovered with one event. It is not obvious that such an event could be explained

by supersym m etry,and weem phasizeherethepredictability ofthetheory oncesuch an expla-

nation isadopted.In particular,we have shown thatassum ing the ee

 + /ET eventis dueto

supersym m etrywith a ~N 1 = LSP im posesstrongconstraintson thesupersym m etricparam eters,

and predictsm uch associated phenom enology.Con�rm ation atLEP orTevatron from them yr-

iad ofassociated signalsdescribed in thispaperisnecessary to be de�nitive. Itisrem arkable

how m uch can belearned from theTevatron data,ifthesignaliscon�rm ed.
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A ppendix A : M odels in the chargino interpretation

The chargino interpretation purports to explain the ee

 + /ET event through chargino

production and decay,a priorisharing only therequirem entofradiative neutralino decay with

theselectron interpretation.Thepossiblesourcesofee

 in thecharginointerpretation arefrom

pp ! ~C �
i
~C �
j with ~Ci;j ! ~N 2e�,followed by ~N 2 ! ~N 1
. The decay ~Ci;j ! ~N 2e� can proceed

through either on-shellor o�-shellW , ~eL and ~�e. However, the 2-body decay ~C1 ! W ~N 2
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is not possible,since m ~C 1
� m ~N 2

<
� 25 G eV when the radiative neutralino branching ratio

B(~N 2 ! ~N 1
)isrequired to belarge.

A .1 C hargino production and 3-body decays

If~eL,~�e are heavy,the branching ratio for the decay ~Ci ! ~N 2e�e is dom inated by W -

exchange,with a branching ratio the sam e asthatforthe SM decay W ! e�e equalto 11% .

Chargino production with heavy sleptonstherefore im pliesforevery l+ l� 

 event,roughly 20

other events with jet activity (possibly accom panied by one charged lepton) or two di�erent

charged leptons (plus two photons). In addition, the channel ~Ci ! ~N 1e� is always open

and it is generally favored by phase space, in particular in the case i = 1,since the m ass

di�erencem ~C 1
� m ~N 2

isneverlarge.Further,itseem sdi�cultto �nd a region oftheparam eter

space allowed by LEP data,consistentwith a large neutralino radiative decay branching ratio

and the generalkinem aticalee

 requirem ents,where the non-radiative channelsinto ~N 1 are

dynam ically suppressed.Thisholdsforboth on-and o�-shellW -exchange,and asa resultthe

branchingratioforthedecay ~Ci! ~N 2e� hardly exceeds6% fori= 1and iseven lowerfori= 2.

Hence,to get> 5 fb ee

 signalfrom ~C �
i
~C �
j production and decay ~Ci;j ! W (� )(! e�)~N 2(!

~N 1
)oneneedsa crosssection atleastroughly 1:5 pb (even assum ing B(~N 2 ! ~N 1
)= 100% ),

since B(~C �
i
~C �
j ! ~N 2

~N 2e
+ e� �e�e) is wellbelow 1% . Thisdoes notseem to be possible with

an individualchargino pairproduction process,given alltheotheree

 constraints.However,

a sm allbutnon-zero signalcan always arise from thissource in m odelswhich are com patible

with the selectron interpretation. W e have found m odelswith up to � 1 fb ee

 totalsignal

from thesum of ~C �
i
~C �
j production and 3-body ~C �

i decay in ourselectron interpretation m odels.

(Thesecontributionswere notincluded in the selectron interpretation.)

A .2 C hargino production and 2-body decays

W econsiderin thefollowing chargino production followed by 2-body decaysinto sleptons,

which allowsan enhancem entofthetotalpossiblebranchingratio intotheee

 �nalstate.The

regionsaresom ewhatdi�erentin thechargino interpretation with ~C ! ~llthan in theselectron

interpretation; in particular we found the constraint m ~N 2
� m ~N 1

>
� 20 G eV is no longer

required.(W ehavechecked thata neutralino m assdi�erenceoforder10 G eV can besu�cient

in the chargino interpretation.) This m ay in principle allow the kinem aticalm echanism for

the enhancem ent ofthe radiative neutralino decay branching ratio to operate sim ultaneously

with thedynam icalm echanism to obtain a largeee

 rate.In Sec.4.2 wealready encountered

particular m odels in the selectron interpretation where the kinem aticalm echanism plays an

im portantrole,and thism ay betrueforthechargino interpretation to an even greaterextent.

However,a sm allm ass di�erence m ~N 2
� m ~N 1

seem s only to be allowed when m ~N 2
is sm all,

so that itcan presum ably receive a large boostafter the ~eL or ~�e decay and generate a hard
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photon. The only way to construct a m odelwith two very light neutralinos and a heavier

chargino isto enterthe\lightgaugino-Higgsino window" (seeSec.4.2),buteven thereitseem s

di�cultto build a m odelwhich fallsin theregion suggested by theee

 + /E T eventkinem atics

with theconstraintsfrom thebranching ratios.Also,with a neutralino m assdi�erenceoforder

10 G eV orm oretheradiative neutralino branching ratio neverapproaches100% from only the

kinem aticalenhancem ent[11]. Hence,as in the selectron interpretation itwould appearthat

the dynam icalm echanism fora large radiative neutralino decay isrequired. This,along with

the following argum ent for the need ofa m ostly gaugino ~N 2,explains why it seem s possible

to build m odels with large ee

 rates in the chargino interpretation only in regions of the

gaugino-Higgsino param eterspace sim ilarto thatin theselectron interpretation.

The m axim um B[~C
�
i ! l0~l(� )(! l~N 2)]for~l= ~�e is1=3,and for~l= ~eL is1=6 due to the

slepton m ass degeneracy assum ption and m ~�e < m ~eL (assum ing the decay into sneutrinos is

notstrongly suppressed).Also,theslepton decay channelswith ~N 1 in the�nalstatearealways

open and enhanced by phase space. Thus to m axim ize the branching ratio into ~N 2,one has

to m inim ize the ~N 2 Higgsino com ponents (which do not couple with sleptons) and m axim ize

the Higgsino com ponent of ~N 1. In this way,the branching ratio for ~eL ! ~N 2e is enhanced,

analogous to the selectron interpretation. Typically, the branching ratio for the com bined

decay ~C �
i
~C �
j ! ee

 though 2-body decays into sleptons can reach at best� 4% ,assum ing

B(~N 2 ! ~N 1
) = 100% . In the ~C2 case,a further source ofsuppression can com e from the

channel~�e ! ~C1e (ifopen),thatalways dom inates over ~�e ! ~N 2�e or ~�e ! ~N 1�e. A sim ilar

suppression in the ~C2 casecan also com efrom ~eL ! ~C1�e.Thus,theactualee

 ratedepends

strongly also on the m asshierarchy between m ~�e,m ~eL and m ~C 1
.

M axim izing the Higgsino com ponent of ~N 1 and m inim izing that of ~N 2,leads us to the

conclusion that ~N 2 is m ostly photino and ~N 1 is m ostly Higgsino,analogous to the selectron

interpretation.However,di�erencesdoexistbetween thecharginointerpretation and ~eL m odels

in theselectron interpretation.Forexam ple,oneneeds100 <
� m ~eL

<
� 137G eV in theselectron

interpretation,whilein thechargino interpretation oneonly needsatleastoneof~eL,~�e heavier

than roughly 60 G eV but lighter than at least one ofthe charginos. O fcourse,additional

constraintson m ~eL ,m ~�e are present,due to the particularly com plicated decay chain and the

large radiative neutralino branching ratio needed.Therightselectron entersthe3-body decay

~N 2 ! ~N 1e
+ e� ,butifitsm assism oderately largethen thedecay cannotbeenhanced.Squark

m asses are relatively unconstrained,although lighter squark m asses increase the ~C2
~C2 cross

section,butdecrease theradiative branching ratio.

The absence of ee

 + /ET event kinem aticalsolutions with chargino m asses less than

95 G eV im pliesthatto constructa chargino interpretation thatatleastpossibly satis�es the

kinem atics one should conservatively choose to search only for m odels with m ~C
> 95 G eV.

Restricting to M 2,� and tan� valuesroughly in theallowed rangessingled outin theselectron

interpretation,one �nds a rough upper lim it of400,50 and 1200 fb for the cross section of

~C1
~C1, ~C1

~C2 and ~C2
~C2 production respectively.G iven atbesta usefulbranching ratio ofabout
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5% ,then a ~C1
~C2 interpretation (alone)can be excluded. For ~C1

~C1 and ~C2
~C2 production,the

ee

 signalcould be up to roughly 20 and 60 fb,therefore the lower bound on the radiative

neutralino decay branching ratio is 50% and 30% respectively,to pass A = 5 fb cut used in

the selectron interpretation. The ~C1
~C1 cross section drops rapidly as m ~C 1

is increased,and

itappearsnotto give a sizeable ee

 + /ET signalwhen m ~C 1

>
� 110 G eV. Alternatively,the

~C2
~C2 cross section can stillbe large,and give a sizeable ee

 signalfor m ~C 2

� 150 G eV (if

m ~q � 250 G eV).In practice, this sets rough upper lim its for M 2 and j�jwhich determ ine

the chargino m asses. Further,ouranalysisofthe ee

 + /ET eventkinem aticsin the chargino

interpretation givesan indication thatlarge m assdi�erences(>� 30 G eV)between ~Ci and ~N 2

m ay berequired toreconstructtheee

+ /ET event.In thei= 1casethisisvery di�cult,ifnot

im possible,given allthe otherconstraints.Thus,we conclude thatsizeable ee

 + /ET signals

can probablyonlybeachieved from ~C +

2
~C �
2
production,with thedecay chain ~C2 ! �e~eL(! e~N 2)

or ~C2 ! e~�e(! �e
~N 2),followed by ~N 2 ! ~N 1
.Thisappearsto happen only in a region ofthe

param eterspace sim ilarto theselectron interpretation.

A few �nalrem arks on m odelbuilding are in order. The sneutrino always plays a role

when the m ass hierarchy m ~C
> m ~eL (> m ~�e) exists,and as a consequence the ee

 signalis

depleted from ~C ! ~�ee since ~�e tends to have com parable branching ratio into ~N 1 and ~N 2.

Further,ifm ~�e < m ~N 2
,then a 2-body decay opensfor ~N 2 ! ~�e�e,which often suppressesthe

radiativedecay branchingratio.Also,asneutrinom asslargerthan m ~C 1
im pliesapossibly large

branching ratio for ~�e ! ~C1e. To ensure su�cientphase space for the decay ~C2 ! ~eL�e and

to have the m asses fallin regions where we found kinem aticalsolutions,the m ass di�erence

m ~C 2
� m~eL

>
� O (10) G eV probably should be enforced. The selectron also m ust be larger

than m ~N 2
by atleast� 20 G eV foranalogousreasons,butnotlargerthan m ~C 1

otherwise the

branchingratiofor~eL willbedom inated by ~eL ! ~C1�e.Itisclearthatm aintainingsuch am ass

hierarchy between m ~C 2
,m ~eL ,m ~�e,m ~N 2

,m ~C 1
,m ~N 1

is considerably m ore di�cultthan in the

selectron interpretation,and to som eextenta�ne-tuningofthem assesoftheparticlesinvolved

isalwaysrequired.Also,the relevantbranching ratio isalwayssm alland neverexceedsa few

percentwhile in the selectron interpretation itcan in principle reach 100% . Allofthese facts

seem to rendera chargino interpretation problem atic (in stark contrastto a scenario with the

gravitino astheLSP [4]).

A .3 C hargino interpretation { an exam ple

W esearched ourm odelsam plescom patiblewith aselectron interpretation oftheee

+ /ET

eventforcaseswhere ~C2
~C2 production could yield an additionalee

 signal.W efound several

tensofcandidate m odels:som e in the ~eR sam ples,and a few in the ~eL sam ple. However,the

generalkinem aticalrequirem entsfora chargino interpretation ofthe ee

 + /ET eventslightly

favor the ~eL m odels,which are located roughly in Region 2 (according to the classi�cation of

Sec.4.2). Such m odelscould give rise to a ee

 signalwith the kinem aticalcharacteristics of
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the event,from sim ultaneously ~eL and ~C2 pairproduction,although the ~C2 signalisgenerally

below 6 fb. W e report one m odelas an exam ple ofthe above: M 1 = 65 G eV,M 2 ’ M Z ,

� = � 53 G eV tan� = 2,m~eL = 110 G eV,m ~eR = 350 G eV,m ~� = 90 G eV,m ~t1
= 150 G eV,

m ~t2
� m~q = 250 G eV.Theneutralino m assesm ~N 1;2;3;4

= 65;70;96;137 G eV,and the chargino

m asses m ~C 1;2
= 72;137 G eV. The ~C2

~C2 production cross section at the Tevatron is 380 fb,

while the ~eL~eL crosssection is13 fb.The B(~N 2 ! ~N 1
)= 81% ,the B(~C2 ! ~�ee)= 17% ,the

B(~C2 ! ~eL�e)= 16% ,the B(~eL ! ~N 2e)� 100% ,and B(~�e ! ~C1e)= 77% . The ee

 rate is

roughly 6 fb from only chargino production,and so isslightly above theA = 5 fb cutim posed

in the selectron interpretation.Itisworthwhile to rem ark on how sensitive theee

 rate isto

a change in the m asses. For exam ple,one can attem pt to raise the ee

 rate from chargino

production by slightly reducing the ~eL m assin such a way to geta sneutrino lighterthan the

~C1,and gain theadditionalsignalfrom ~C2 decaysinto on-shellsneutrinosand sneutrino decays

into ~N 2. This would require m ~eL
<
� 96 G eV,although the m odi�ed m odelwould appear to

be farther from the region ofm asses satisfying the ee

 + /ET event kinem atics. However,

the radiative neutralino decay branching ratio drops quite sensitively when the already light

slepton m assesarefurtherreduced.Thus,constructing m odelsin thechargino interpretation is

som ewhatdi�cult,and itisnotobvioushow oneoughtto perturb around any given m odelto

increase the ee

 rate. However,we did �nd som e m odelswith interesting characteristics,as

shown above.A m orein-depth analysisisnecessary to determ ineifthechargino interpretation

istenable,and ifso therangesofthe param etersneeded.

A ppendix B : Sam ple M odels

Here four sam ple m odels from the set used in the selectron interpretation are provided

in Tables 12 and 13. Input param eters and calculated m asses are given, along with m any

branching ratiosand crosssections.Notice thatthe fourm odels’inputparam etersare sim ilar

(exceptforthe slepton and stop m asses),butthe crosssectionsforboth the ee

 + /ET event

and associated phenom enology arequite di�erent.
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M odelparam eters ~eL m odel ~eR m odel

M 1,M 2 64:7 ,64:3 74:4 ,77:6

�,tan� � 37:0 ,1:18 � 38:3 ,1:11

m A ,m ~q = m ~t2
200 ,500 400 ,500

m ~t1
,�~t 204 ,� 0:342 487 ,� 0:123

m ~lL
;m ~lR

;m ~� 105 ,272 ,99:6 391 ,104 ,390

m ~C 1

;m ~C 2

79:6 ,110 78:9 ,119

m ~N 1

;m ~N 2

;m ~N 3

;m ~N 4

36:6 ,64:6 ,90:5 ,118 38:2 ,75:1 ,88:5 ,127

h~N 1j~H bi
2;h~N 2j~
i

2 0:997 ,1:000 0:999 ,0:999

m h;m H ;m H � ;�h 70:2 ,229 ,216 ,� 0:825 69:2 ,415 ,408 ,� 0:765

� � B2 13:2 6:6

B(~N 2 ! ~N 1
) 0:98 0:94

B(~N 3 ! l+ l� );B(~N 3 ! ��);B(~N 3 ! qq) 0:10 ,0:22 ,0:67 0:10 ,0:20 ,0:69

B(~N 4 ! ~�� + ~��);B(~N 4 ! ~lL l+ ~lLl) 0:83 ,0:13 { ,{

B(~N 4 ! ~lR l+ ~lR l) { 0:80

B(~C1 ! ~N 1l�);B(~C1 ! ~N 1qq
0) 0:34 ,0:66 0:33 ,0:67

B(~C2 ! ~�l);B(~C2 ! ~lL�) 0:66 ,0:28 { ,{

B(~C2 ! ~N 1l�);B(~C2 ! ~N 1qq
0) 0:02 ,0:03 0:33 ,0:66

B(~eL ! ~N 2e);B(~eL ! ~C �e) 0:91 ,0:07 0:30 ,0:59

B(~eR ! ~N 2e);B(~eR ! ~N 4e) 0:81 ,0:14 0:98 ,{

B(~�e ! ~N 3�e);B(~�e ! ~C e) 0:08 ,0:90 0:10 ,0:61

LEP161 crosssections:

�(~N 1
~N 3);�(~C1

~C1) 2010 ,405 2130 ,1320

�(~N 2
~N 2);�(~N 2

~N 3) 191 ,123 40 ,{

inclusive�(2l+ X );�(

 + X ) 276 ,184 365 ,36

LEP190 crosssections:

�(~N 1
~N 3);�(~N 1

~N 4) 1450 ,89 1530 ,49

�(~N 2
~N 2);�(~N 2

~N 3) 342 ,243 199 ,164

�(~C1
~C1);�(~C1

~C2) 1080 ,167 2760 ,{

inclusive�(2l+ X );�(

 + X ) 473 ,331 529 ,177

inclusive�(l
 + X );�(ll
 + X ) 115 ,73 60 ,59

Tevatron crosssections:

�(~eL ~eL);�(~eR ~eR ) 16:5 ,{ { ,7:9

�(~�e~�e);�(~eL ~�e) 18:5 ,45:0 { ,{

�(~N 1
~N 3);�(~C1

~C1);�(~C2
~C2) 1180 ,907 ,552 1270 ,887 ,415

�(~C1
~N 1);�(~C1

~N 2);�(~C1
~N 3) 2690 ,113 ,840 2710 ,55 ,915

�(~C2
~N 2);�(~C2

~N 3);�(~C2
~N 4) 324 ,28 ,332 190 ,8:4 ,241

inclusive�(2l+ X );�(

 + X ) 1700 ,174 631 ,24

inclusive�(l
 + X );�(2l
 + X ) 954 ,714 318 ,237

inclusive�(l

 + X );�(3l+ X ) 171 ,892 22 ,101

Table 12:Two sam ple m odelsin the selectron interpretation.Allm assesare in G eV,allcross

sections are in fb. O nly the largest branching ratios and cross sections are displayed. l is

sum m ed over e,�,and � in the branching ratios and inclusive cross sections (which have no

detectore�cienciesincluded).In thebranching ratios ~C refersto a sum over ~C1 and ~C2.
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M odelparam eters ~eL + ~eR m odel ~eR m odel(with light~t1)

M 1,M 2 70:2 ,76:2 76:5 ,77:0

�,tan� � 48:8 ,1:26 � 38:9 ,1:39

m A ,m ~q = m ~t2
200 ,500 400 ,2000

m ~t1
,�~t 488 ,0:263 50 ,�=2

m ~lL
;m ~lR

;m ~� 119 ,121 ,113 439 ,105 ,437

m ~C 1

;m ~C 2

84:8 ,118 75:2 ,121

m ~N 1

;m ~N 2

;m ~N 3

;m ~N 4

47:8 ,71:5 ,96:8 ,124 37:4 ,76:6 ,88:4 ,128

h~N 1j~H bi
2;h~N 2j~
i

2 0:990 ,0:998 0:988 ,0:999

m h;m H ;m H � ;�h 67:8 ,227 ,216 ,� 0:792 59:1 ,411 ,408 ,� 0:651

� � B2 10:2 5:1

B(~N 2 ! ~N 1
) 0:92 0:86

B(~N 3 ! l+ l� );B(~N 3 ! ��);B(~N 3 ! qq) 0:10 ,0:22 ,0:67 0:10 ,0:20 ,0:68

B(~N 4 ! ~�� + ~��);B(~N 4 ! ~lL l+ ~lLl) 0:85 ,0:05 { ,{

B(~N 4 ! ~lR l+ ~lR l) 0:01 0:74

B(~C1 ! ~N 1l�);B(~C1 ! ~N 1qq
0);B(~C1 ! ~t1b) 0:34 ,0:66 ,{ 0:00 ,{ ,1:00

B(~C2 ! ~�l);B(~C2 ! ~t1b) 0:78 ,{ { ,0:98

B(~C2 ! ~N 1l�);B(~C2 ! ~N 1qq
0) 0:06 ,0:11 0:01 ,0:01

B(~eL ! ~N 2e);B(~eL ! ~C �e) 0:94 ,0:03 0:30 ,0:59

B(~eR ! ~N 2e);B(~eR ! ~N 4e) 0:97 ,{ 0:96 ,{

B(~�e ! ~N 3�e);B(~�e ! ~C e) 0:10 ,0:86 0:10 ,0:62

LEP161 crosssections:

�(~N 1
~N 3);�(~C1

~C1) 1500 ,{ 2100 ,2680

�(~N 2
~N 2);�(~N 2

~N 3);�(~t1~t
�

1
) 120 ,{ ,{ 23 ,{ ,850

inclusive �(2l+ X );�(

 + X ) 157 ,100 215 ,17

LEP190 crosssections:

�(~N 1
~N 3);�(~N 1

~N 4) 1360 ,24 1500 ,41

�(~N 2
~N 2);�(~N 2

~N 3) 355 ,227 169 ,150

�(~C1
~C1);�(~C1

~C2);�(~t1~t
�

1
) 880 ,{ ,{ 3110 ,{ ,760

inclusive �(2l+ X );�(

 + X ) 302 ,299 254 ,125

inclusive �(l
 + X );�(ll
 + X ) 56 ,51 78 ,78

Tevatron crosssections:

�(~eL ~eL);�(~eR ~eR ) 9:4 ,4:0 { ,7:5

�(~�e~�e);�(~eL ~�e) 10:5 ,24:6 { ,{

�(~N 1
~N 3);�(~C1

~C1);�(~C2
~C2) 688 ,681 ,434 1270 ,1140 ,298

�(~C1
~N 1);�(~C1

~N 2);�(~C1
~N 3) 1590 ,86 ,575 3430 ,128 ,974

�(~C2
~N 2);�(~C2

~N 3);�(~C2
~N 4) 189 ,29 ,259 218 ,43 ,283

inclusive �(2l+ X );�(

 + X ) 1190 ,43 178 ,16

inclusive �(l
 + X );�(2l
 + X ) 369 ,279 50 ,48

inclusive �(l

 + X );�(3l+ X ) 39 ,654 16 ,7:5

Table 13: Asin Fig.12,butforan ~eL + ~eR m odel,and a m odelwith a lightstop. Note that

� � B2 sum soverboth ~eL and ~eR contributionsforthe ~eL + ~eR m odel.
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