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A bstract

W epresent a re ned and expanded analysisofthe CDF ee + Hp event as superpartner
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1 Introduction

M inin al low energy supersymm etry provides the m ost prom ising fram ework to extend
the Standard M odel (SM ). Such extensions take the form of com plete m odels that encom pass
the gauge group structure and particle content of the SM , along w ith the supersym m etrized
Interactions and superpartners. G eneral low energy theories of supersym m etry have over 100
param eters in addition to the SM param eters; such param eters can certainly be constrained by
direct collider searches, but in general one needsm ore inform ation or m ore assum ptions to do
calculations that exam ine m any parts of the ram aining param eter space. In m any cases only
one or a few param eters enter the calculation of a given observable, so usefiil predictions can
often bem ade from a sm all subset of the supersym m etric param eters w ithout loss of generaliy.
T he tw o obvious approaches to reduce the param eter space are to use theoretical assum ptions,
and (direct and indirect) experim ental constraints.

In Ref. E.'] we showed that theCDF ee + Br event [_2] at the Femm ilab Tevatron could be
Interpreted In Iow energy supersym m etry w ith roughly the expected rate and kinem atics. Ifwe
assum e this Interpretation is correct and the event is due to supersym m etry, then we can reduce
the param eter space by searching for sets of param eters that satisfy the event’s constraints. W e
use the term odel to describe a distinct set of param eters, but of course all of our hm odels’
param eterize only one basic supersym m etric low energy Lagrangian. T he prin ary di culty in
deriving precise param eter constraints (hence predictions) is the som ew hat arbitrary notion of
Interpreting one event in termm s of a cross section tin es branching ratio. Instead of advocating
a particular Iower (or upper) threshold value, we vary the value in a reasonable range and show
the e ect on param eter space and predictions. In this way we attem pt to give an appreciation
for the robustness or con dence of particular constraints or predictions.

W ework within a general low energy ( elctroweak scale) supersym m etric theory w thout
assum Ing com m on scalar or gaugino m asses at the uni cation scale B]. To determm ine branching
ratios and scalar interaction contrbutions to cross sections, we do assum e squark m ass degener—
acy exoept possibly for the light stop £, and a m ass degeneracy am ong slkeptons w ith the sam e
electrow eak quantum num bers. Such assum ptions are not crucial to our analysis, and could be
ram oved if necessary. W e assum e R -parity is exactly conserved, so the lightest supersym m etric
particke (LSP) is stabl (consistent w ith the ee + Br event where the two LSP s escape the
CDF detector) . F nally, throughout thispaperwe assum e the LSP isthe lightest neutralinoN'¢,
and not the gravitino. Analyses ofthe ee  + Bt event assum ing the LSP is a light gravitino
have been presented by us E, :fi] and In otherRefs. E,EG]. O ne cannot distinguish these scenarios
based sokly on the ee  + Hr event, although it is lkely that associated phenom enology can
distinguish the scenarios. In this paper we assum e that N”; is the LSP, or is at least long-lived
enough to escape the detector. IfN"; is ddenti ed as a stable LSP, then it isa possbl cold dark
m atter particke [}].



In m inin al Iow energy supersym m etry the possbility of one-loop radiative decay of neu—
tralinos E%, :g,-'_l-g,:_l-;] leads to signals w ith hard isolated photons plusm issing energy in the nal
state, a signal predicted m any years prior to the ee + Br event. This is by no m eans the
only m echanisn to produce photons plism issing energy, but it does allow the Interpretation
oftheee + H; event as selectron production pp ! e'e X ), with the selectron e decaying
m ainly Into the next-to-lightest neutralino N, and an elctron, followed by N, ! N3 . It is
also possible to in agine other interpretations that Involve the radiative decay of N',, but for
which the iniial superpartner production is di erent. The two possbilities in this class that
we oconsider below are chargino pair production and neutralino pair production.

T he plan of the paper is as follow s. In Sec.EZ we discuss the kinem atics oftheee  + Br
event In the selectron Interpretation, the chargino interpretation, the neutralino interpretation,
and other Interpretations. U sing superpartnerm ass constraints established from theee + Hy
event kinem atics, we discuss low energy supersym m etric m odel building in Sec. :3 Here we
present a discussion of the radiative neutralino branching ratio, skpton decay and constraints
from LEP. In Sec. @ we discuss the resuls obtained from a num erical scan of the param eter
space, using the structure buil up from Sec.ES . Thebuk ofour resuls are contained in Sec.EZ!,
w here we discuss the m odelbuiding results, the chargino/neutralino/slkpton branching ratios,
and predictions for LEP and Tevatron. In Sec.:_S we discuss the possbility of explaining the
ee + Bp eventw ith the furtherassum ption ofa light stop t; . Finally, in Sec.:_é, we present our
concliding rem arks, Including a summ ary of such questions as distinguishing left— and right-
selectrons, and them ain channelsthat can con m theee + Hr event isdue to supersym m etry
wih an LSP=N";. In A ppendix _:A-: w e discuss the viability of the chargino interpretation, and
the results of attem pts at m odel building. In A ppendix :13-' we give four sam ple m odels In the
selectron interpretation.

N ote added: A swe were com plting this paper, three other papers appeared w hich discuss
theCDF ee  + Hr event i various contexts 31, 34, 331.

2 K nem atics ofthe ee + Hp event

T he kinem atical requirem ents on the intermm ediate particles nvolved in theee  + Hr event
are stringent, and for com pltenesswe present a re ned analysisbased on the procedure outlined
in Ref. EL']. T here are three basic possbilities for Interm ediate (s)particles; we w ill present these
In temm sof LSP= N'; interpretations, but the analysis is generic and could be applied to any set
of Intermm ediate particles that satisfy the criteria below . A 11 decays are assum ed to occur close
to the apparent vertex, which would be true ofany LSP= N'; Interpretation. T he procedurewe
useto nd kinem atical constraints is to begin w ith the nfom ation on the observed particles @:],
assum e tw o— or three-body decays as appropriate, random ly select unconstrained m om entum
com ponents of the unobserved particles on both sides of the decay chain, and then reconstruct



the Interm ediate particle m asses based on all possbl pairings of electrons and photons. The
m asses of dentical particles on both sides of the decay chain are required to bew ithin 25 G &V
to Ybass’ the kinam atic cut. T he net transverse m om entum in the event from adding both the
observed particles and the LSPsisassumed tobe pr < 20GeV.

2.1 Selectron interpretation

The rst possbility is selectron production pp ! e'e X ) and decay via the 2-body
modee ! &N, Pllowed by N, ! N3 . All sparticles are assum ed to be on m ass shell. The
general resul is summ arized in Fig. -'J;', where the allowed regions in the m ¢{m X plne are
given for a series of m axinum values ome1 . The choice to cut o the graph at m ¢ = 140
G eV ismotivated by a rough lIower Iim it on the selectron cross section, which will be m ade
precise in Sec. :fl-_.é Since the electron and photon m om enta have experin ental uncertainties,
the kinem atic resuls that we derive from the event w illhave associated uncertainties. A nalytic
fom s of the constraints have been extracted and are presented in Tabl il; a fow observations
are in order that w illbe usefiil In m odelbuilding:

1. m . < (50;74) GeV, form ¢ < (115;137) GevV.

2. My My > 21 GeV, this value increasing to 30 GeV asm ' 0Gev.

N'p

3. me My, > 20 G &V, this value Increasing for decreasingm .

4. Given m > 33GeV,thenm, > 100 Ge&V.

N'p

5. Only one pairing of electron and photon gives consistent kinem atics form o < 125 GeV.

The non-trivialm ass di erences that are required are not surprising, since all of the parti-
cles in the event have large (transverse) energy. W e incorporate them ass di erence constraints
as well as the constraints on the ranges ofm Ny r Mg s and m ¢ In ourm odelbuilding e orts.

22 Chargino interpretation

T he second possbility is chargino production pp ! CiCy ({;j= 1;2), w ith three possble
decay chains: 3-body C' ! Nye o (through an o —shell or possbly on-shellW ), 2-body C !
e o orC ! ~e. For etther 2-body decay, the on-shell skpton proceeds through another 2-
body decay e(~) ! e( )Ny, then the photons are cbtained through N, | N7 . Calculating
consistent kinem atics requires specifying the six unknown m om enta of the two neutrinos as
well as the unknown LSP momenta in the nal state. This is too com plicated to delineate
any rigorous exclision regions using the random ized m om enta procedure as In the selectron
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Figure 1: Thekinem atically allowed region oftheee  + By event n them ¢{m N, plane isshown
for various values ofm Ny in the selectron interpretation. T he allowed regions form Ny = 0, 10,
20, 30, 40, 50, 60, 70 G &V are to the Inside and right of the indicated Iines. T he allow ed region
for any given m Ny is roughly a subset of any lower m N, r €XCept for lJarge values ofm N Since
the lines are derived from them om enta oftheee  + Hr event, they are only as precise as the
associated m easurem ent ofm om enta.

me > 75GeV
my, < 0:00722m2 + 271lm 122 GeV e I GeV ]
My > 0286m ¢+ 10 GeVv
me < 0:167m v T 101 Gev
My, > 0:955m v T 25 Gev
mp < 106me 71GeV

Table 1: K inem atical constraints in the selectron interpretation.



Interpretation. H owever, we have chedked that it is possbl to generate consistent kinem atics
o > 95GeV, assum ing the 2-body decay C ! T° and that all (s)particles are on-shell. T he
rough regionswherewe were able to nd kinem atical soutions havem , > 60, 75 for skpton =
sneutrino, selectron. In addition, we found solutions wih m N > 20Ge&V, m N, My > 10
GeV, m . > max[2:5mN~2 95; 1:5mw1 + 65; 95] G&V. Thus a solution in the selectron
Interpretation need not be a solution In the chargino Interpretation, and vice versa.

form

2.3 N eutralino interpretation

T he third possbility is neutralino production, eg.pp ! N,N'5, where either of the heavier
neutralinos j= 3,4decay asN'y ! I'1 N, ©llowed by theusualN, ! N; . Thisinterpretation
contrasts w ith the rst two by producing both leptons from one side of the decay, however it
is calculablk as In the selectron scenario (since the only unknown nal state m om enta are the
two neutralinos). The Invariant m ass of the electron pair can be extracted from the event
m g o 160 Gev :_[.‘2], which in plies the m ass di erence between My, and m . must also be
greater than 160 G&V . This isalm ost certainly too high for a reasonable Tevatron cross section
w hile retaining a reasonable m N and proper neutralino m ixing to have N, ! N7 . Further, n
the particular case w here the branching ratio for the decay Ny | N;Z is large, then a Jepton
pair from Z ! I'l will alvays reconstruct to to an invariant m ass of about m 5 . Thus, a
neutralino interpretation of the ee + Bt event seem s extrem ely unlkely, and we will not
consider it Murther.

2.4 O ther interpretations

O ther supersym m etric interpretations w th a neutralino LSP are In principlk possbl, and
are based on variants of selectron production, chargino production or neutralino production.
The di erences lie In the particular decay from which the electrons originate, plus possibly
other invisble phenom ena (neutrinos). In all cases the photon is obtained from the decay
N, ! N3 , and as a consequence the photon always appears in the last step of the decay
chain. One exam pk is stau production pp ! ~* ~ + X ) wih thedecay ~ ! N, Dllowed by

! e o). The total branching ratio is suppressed com pared w ith selectron production

by a factorB( ! e e)2 0:03, hence the rate into ee is much am aller than selectron
production. Another exam ple is a variant of the selectron interpretation w ith a chargino C
that is lighter than the selectron, such that the decay e, ! C (! Nje o) is dom nant. In

this case i is probably not possble to have a large decay e, ! C ., wih both e, ! Nize
suppressed. Further, C ! N'ie o has to be suppressed wih respect to C ! Nje o, which
is di cul especially in the presence of N, ! N3 . Finally, with four neutrinos carrying o

Invisble m om entum it seem s di cult to have a large probability for the high energy electrons
required in the nalstate, since the selectrons have to be light to have a Jarge ee rate.



3 M odelbuilding

T he kinem atics ofthe event have illustrated two viabl sourcesofee  + Hr events: skpton
production or chargino production. In either case, the essential Ingredient to getting photons
is through the oneJloop radiative decay of neutralinos. To proceed, we rst de ne the relevant
param eters of the low-energy supersym m etric theory, lncliding the chargino and neutralino
m ass m atrices. This sets the stage for the discussion of the radiative neutralino branching
ratio. W e also discuss the treatm ent of the squark, skpton and H iggs sectors and the relevant
m ixings, as well as discussing the selectron branching ratios. Once the m odels have been
constructed, we describe the constraints In posed on the param eters from experin ent.

Them ain ocus of this paper is on the selectron interpretation and not the chargino inter—
pretation, since it ism ade clear In A ppendix L_A-: that the chargino interpretation is di cul for
m any reasons. However, In the follow ing we have attem pted to provide a general discussion of
the m odel building, since radiative neutralino decay is required in both interpretations.

3.1 Supersym m etric param eters

The chargino and neutralino treelevel m asses and m ixings are detem ined by specify—
Ing the gaugiho soft masses M ; and M ,, the ratio of the H iggs vacuum expectation values
tan hHSi/hH fi and the H iggs super eld m assparam eter . The form ofthem assm atrices
iswellknown, but it w ill prove useful In the discussion of the radiative branching ratio to have
the expressions In the particular basis as follow s. N ote that we assum e no relation between M ;
and M ,.

The charghomassm atrix In the ( W ,H ) basisis

P_
M 2M sin
M, = P~ ° ! ; M
2M  ©os
and can be diagonalized by a biunitary transfom ation U M . V ! to yield the m asses and
m xingm atricesU,V (aswellas xing the sign convention of , consistent w ith Ref. [[2]). The
chargino m asses can be found from the analytic expression

MZ 22+ cof2 +4MZ MZ+ 2+ 2M, sh2 ) 0 (Q2)
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Tablk 2: Chargino and neutralino cross sectionsat LEP and Tevatron dependonM ;,M 5, tan ,

and the particular superpartnerm asses as above. (T he Tevatron cross sections also depend on
the second fam ily m asses, but these contributions are generally suppressed by C abbibo m ixing
and a sm all parton distrbution f,4, In the proton.)

The neutralinom assm atrix n the ( i~, Z,H,, Hyp) basisis

° M]_COSZW‘I'Mzsi‘lZW ™ M,;)sih , cos 4 0 0 !
M _B Mz Mysh, cos, Mish’ +Myof Mg o & ‘)
v T 0 M g sh 2 cos2 K7
0 0 cos?2 sin 2

and can be diagonalized by a unitary transformation N M N ! to yield the four neutralino
m ass eigenvalies jm N and the m ixing m atrix N that we assum e to be real and orthogonal
(exact expressions for the m ixings and m asses can be und in {3, 14]). The sign of the
neutralino m ass eigenvalue ; enters the supersymm etric Feynm an rules, while the physical

massesm . are always posttive w ith the ordering 0 My My My My, - The (~,2)
basis is related to the ®&, W 3) basis through
! ! !
~ oS sin B
= . 3 i )
zZ sin, ©OS W
and the (., H'p) basis is related to the #'{, H'Y) basis through
| | |
Hy, _  cos sin gy . )
Hy sin cos gy

O urnotation follow sR efs. EL-g, :_[5], w ith H“f and H“S coupling to the dow n—and up-type ferm ions
respectively. T he production cross sections for charginos and neutralinos at LEP and at the
Tevatron involve graphs w ith s-channel gauge boson exchange and t-channel skpton or squark
exchange. In Tabl EZ, we item ize the dependence of each chargino/neutralino cross section on
the squark or skpton m ass.

T he gluino does not enter phenom enology directly associated w ith theee  + Bt event. Its
treeJevelm ass is given by the soft m ass param eter M 3 that is unconstrained w ithout gaugino
m ass uni cation. T here need be no relation between M 1, M 5, and M 3, and we do not assum e



one. However, one could in agine that the non-Abelian m assesM ,, M 3 are equalat theuni ca—
tion scale, with the U (1) massM ; related to them In am ore subtleway. Ref. @6] has suggested
that the gluino m ay play a dram atic role at the Tevatron, if the lightest stop £ has a m ass
O (50) G&V . However, for the prin ary purposes of this paper we can focus on phenom enology
that is independent of the gluino. In Sec.ES we elaborate on the possibility of m odels that can
generate an ee + Bt event w ith the additional assum ption of a light stop.

T he slepton sector is de ned by the m assesm
sum rule

1 a.ndmIR,wji:l'lm~ related by the SU 2)y,

%=m§L MZ joos2 F ©6)
fortan > 1, and the couplings to gauge bosons and gauginos xed by the SM gauge group.
Slepton production cross sections at the Tevatron are given in Refs. [[1, 18, 1], and depend only
on the m ass of the slepton. W e assum e slepton m ass degeneracy m otivated by the absence of
Ipton avor changing decays), although it is not required by the theory nor the ee + Hr
event. W here necessary, we rem ark on the e ect of ram oving this assum ption on associated

phencm enoclogy. W e also assum e L {R m ixing in the slepton sector can be neglected.

m

T he squark sector in ourm odelbuilding isde ned for sim plicity by a com m on squark m ass
m 4, the stop massesm, , m,, and the stop m king angle .. In thisway we achieve a useful
reduction of param eter space throughmg=m,, = m a
assum e for sin plicity m . = m 4. T hese assum ptions can be rem oved if data becom es sensitive

to them . T he stop m ass eigenstates are de ned by
| | |
G s . s . I3 )
1) sin . oS . R

S My, =M, = :::; and we further

w ith the stop trilinear coupling A+ (and the soft m assesm orMy ) uniquely determ ined by m ¢,
and them ixing anglke ., oragiven andtan .W eassume allother L {R squark m ixing can
be neglected.

T he H iggs sector isdeterm ined from tan ,the neutralCP-odd H iggsm assm » , and higher
order corrections l_l-g, ?-g]. W e Include one-loop corrections from stops {_2-9], and neglect all other
contributions. In this fram ework we calculate the charged Higgsmassm y , the neutralCP -
even H iggsm assesm ,,m 5 and them xingangl from the above param eters. T he H iggs sector
enters the radiative neutralino decay through the charged H iggsboson, and the branching ratios
for the heavier superpartners into one ormore ofh, A, H, or H (neglecting o —shell H iggs
exchange in 3-body C;N" ! C;N’ ff decays) .

32 Radiative decay of neutralinos

T he radiative decay of neutralinos has been well studied Ei, Eﬂ, -_-Q, :_l-l:], and it su ces to
review them echanisn that enhancesthe radiative branching ratio w ith respect to the traditional



3Jbody Ny ! N, ff decays, as pertaining to the ee + Bt event. W e exclusively discuss
N, ! N7 , sihce heavier neutralinos alw ays have sizeable treeJevel branching ratios into 2—or
3body channels, causing the radiative branching ratio to be negligble.

T here existsboth a kinem aticaland a dynam icalm echanisn that can give an enhanocem ent
of the radiative neutralino decay {4, 11]. T he kinem atic enhancem ent can only occur when the
N Ny is anall O (10) Ge&V, so that other decay m odes are closed or
suppressed. However, the kinem atics in the selectron Interpretation enforce m N v 21
G eV by Observation 2, and so a kinem atic enhancem ent of the radiative branching ratio is not

m ass di erence m m

m

crucial for our purposes (although see Sec. :_4-_.2 for exoeptions).

T he dynam ic enhancam ent of the radiative decay occurs as follow s. F irst, exam ine the
Imitwhentan ! land M; M) ! O Eg];theneutra]jnomassmatrbc (@lready w ritten in
a suggestive form in Eq. {-_3)) becom es particularly sin pl,

0 1
M, 0 0 0 (
B
B 0o M, M, 0§ tan =1
M = o : 8
N % O MZ OA t M1=M2 ()
0 0 0

In this Im i two neutralinos becom e pure photino (~) and H iggsino H',) states, w ith m asses
M ; and j jrespectively. T he other two neutralinos are m ixtures of 2" {H 5, w ith m asses

q

1 2
mZHa=5M2+ MZ )2+4MZ: (9)

Forpure ~ and H'y, states, the treeJevel couplings ~HpZ , ~Hph A ), and H,£ff (In the Iim itm ¢ !
0) go to zero, kaving the oneldoop ¥ ective’ coupling ~H, dom inant. T hus, by associating
N1 wih ~,H%, then the one loop decay N, | N';  isdom inant. O ne consequence of requiring
the two lightest neutralinos to be either of the states ~ orH, (hence the heavier two neutralino
n plies

m asses are given by Eq. {3)) is that the required m ass orderingm . < m

1 q
M1 Ma)iJ3< o Mot ™ F+aZ o (10)

See Ref. [_f;:] for a m ore com prehensive treatm ent of this issue. W hat is not determ ined by
requiring a large radiative branching ratio by thism echanisn is which one of the two lightest
neutralinos is the photino or H iggsino.

T he extent to which a lJarge radiative branching ratio ispossible in general (@nd in particular
through the dynam icalm echanisn w ithout the exact relations above) can be evaluated sem i
analytically and num erically l_l-}']. As an exam plk, F1i. :g.’ (@) show s contours of the branching
ratio of N, ! N7 IntheM.;{M; plane, for = 45GeV,me, = me, = 110GeV, mp = 400
GeV,tan = 12, and allsquarksheavy my = m 4= 500 GeV . The thick solid line bounding
the region de ned by hN"; #'2i?H", 5 £ > 077 anticipates the constraint on selectron decay from

10
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Figure2: (@) Contourplot orthebranching ratio ofthe radiative neutralinodecay N, ! N; in
theM {{M , plane orthecasetan = 12, = 45GeV,me . = 110GeVv, mg= My, = 500
GeV,and mp = 400 Gev. TheB N, ! N7 )= 0:9, 075, 05, 03 levels are shown and
labelkd. The LEP exclided region is shaded. The solid thick line outlines the region where
v {0, £ > 0:7. () Contourplot in the sam e plane w ith the param eters above, show ing
them ass di erence of the two lightest neutralinos in GeV . This gure is a resut of the general
radiative neutralino decay analysis of Ref. [T1].

the ee + Fr event (see Sec. :§-_.§ below ). Contours n the m ass di erence m N My > 3,
10, 20, 40 GeV are shown in Fig.d (o). Since the selectron interpretation requires a large m ass
di erencem

m,. > 21GeV,only a airly an allregion ofparam eter space ram ains satisfying

N N
the oonst_tajnt'f ofa ]aluzge radiative neutralino branching ratio. For exam pl, the region bounded
byBN, ! N; )> O:5,mNz mg > 20G eV, and the LEP exclusion region is characterized by
roughly 06 < M ,=M 1< 15 or60< M 1< 90G&V,45< M, < 90 G&V, where the constraints
on M ,=M ; are stronger for larger values ofM 1, M ,. O f course this exam ple only applies to
the choice of ,tan ,me,m o, m a values as above, but it gives a reasonable llustration of the
constraints. T he region w ith a large radiative neutralino decay centered on the IineM ; = M ,
persists as j jis increased or decreased (the region shiftsup ordown theM 1 = M , line), but
tends to shrink (and eventually disappear) astan is increased or the squark or skepton m asses
are decreased.
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3.3 Slepton decay

In the selectron interpretation, the branching ratio of the selectronse ! &N, is crucialto
produce an ee + Br event. In general, skeptons couple to the gauginos through the usual
supersym m etrized gauge interactions, and also to the H iggsinos through the Yukawa couplings.
1 m;=M y are strongly suppressed by am all lgpton m asses, and for
our purposes can be neglected. Since the radiative branching ratio N, | N7 requires one of
N';» to bem ostly a photino and the other m ostly a H iggsino, then the requirem ent that the
selectron decays ase ! &N, In plies the photino-H iggsino content of the neutralinos is unique
and determ ined

The Yukawa couplings

Y il 1
N, g~ £ 1: 11)

Based on Sec.?_z, thisinplies j j< M1 = M ,), in the lim it of pure states.

If the ee + Br event is due to e, e, production, one must also consider the branching
fraction of e, to charginos if kinem atically acoessible. In the kinem atics of the selectron Inter—
pretation no such decay was considered, and naively it would seam possble to suppress this
decay through a jidicious choice of chargino m ixings. H owever, it is also possbl that e, pro-
duction occursw ith the selectron decay e, ! C1 o,then thedecay C; ! &eN,. Inthetan =1
lim W ith neutralinos pure states) the m asses of the charginos sin pli es considerably from
Eq. @) to

1 ! 5
m =§M2+ (M2 ?+4MW . (12)

Ci1;2

T his expression is the sam e as Eq. @) with Mgz ! My , and show s that the chargino m asses
are directly correlated w ith the heavier two neutralino m asses. It is a sin ple m atter to show
thatmc1 > m isalwaystrmie (in thetan = 1,M ;= M, lim i), whik the coupling ofC; to
N, & ~)andN'7; = H}) is dependent on the gaugino-H iggsino m ixings of the chargino. The
e, {C'{  couplings are also proportionalto the gaugino com ponent ofC' and so a fiullnum erical
calculation is necessary to determm ine the relative size of the branching fractions. This willbe
presented In Sec.4 4.

34 Constraints from LEP

T hroughout our analysis, we applied the m ost updated 1im its on the supersym m etric pa—
ram eters and bounds on superpartner m asses com Ing from searches at LEP 1, as well as the
m ore recent run w ih pE = 1303 and 1363 G&V (collectively denoted LEP 130-136’) where
integrated lum inosities of about 2:8 and 2:33 pb ! were accum ulated Q-}'] W e also show the
com bined e ect of the LEP lim its and kinem atical constraints on the selectron and light neu-—
tralino m asses in the selectron interpretation of the ee + Hr event, and the derived ranges
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of ,M; andM ; values. T he som ew hat conservative LEP 1 bounds we In posed are _[2-_2, :_2-3]:

Biwisbe @ ! SUSY) < 23 10°
@ ! SUSY) < 23 Mev 13)
BZ ! NyN,) < 12 10°
B ! N,N,) < 35 10°:

T he evaluation of the supersym m etric contribbution to the invisble Z w idth included not only
the contribution from the direct LSP production Z ! N'{N’;, but also the contribution from
other channelsZ ! N (! N Ny (0 N'g ). T hese contrbutions were then subtracted when
calculating the supersym m etric contributions to the visble Z w idth.

T he constraints we applied at LEP 130-136 are

-
€e ! visbkesusy) < 18 pb for s= 1303 Gev
€e ! visbesSUusy) < 22 pb for L 5= 1363 Gev 14)

corresponding to the 5 visble event level (before detector cuts) for each of the two runs [_2-1;'].
A few ram arks on the calculation of the expected total visble supersym m etric cross section
are In order. F irst, we considered only the contrbution from chargino/neutralino production,
since charged skptons relkevant to the ee  + Bp event need to be heavier than 75 GeV jast to
satisfy the kinem atics (see Table :1.') . W e require squarks to be heavier than can be produced
at LEP, exogpt possbly a light stop whose production cross section is always too an all to see
any events at LEP 130-136 w ith the data sam pl collected. The total visble supersym m etric
cross section obviously does not include processes lkee'e ! NiNj,ande’e ! NN'jy when
both Ny | N . Thiswas achieved by doing a com plete calculation of the branching ratios
for chargino/neutralino decays for every m odel. To ensure the visbility of the signal, we also
required large enough phase space in the decay of the produced N';, C; , which In practice
> 10 GeV, in accord with P11.

In plied them ass di erencem m

C1N2 Ny

T he follow ing cbservations are usefiilto understand in som e detailhow the LEP constraints
a ect our analysis in a general Iow energy supersym m etric fram ework (W ithout assum ing any
relation between M ; and M ;). Combining the bounds arishg from neutralino searches at
LEP with the need for a next-to-lightest neutralinom . > 30 GeV from theee + Hr event
kinem atics (see Sec.:g), one ndsthe \light H iggsinogaugihowindow"wihM {,M 5, J j My
and tan 1.P3] is excluded. This also inplies j 3> 33 GeV, at last for snall tan
Further, given the light H iggsino-gaugino w indow is exclided for our purposes, only < 0
survives LEP constraints such that a large radiative neutralino branching ratio is present [;L-}'],
thuswe are eft wih < 33 GeV. Fortan > 13 either the LEP chargino m ass bound
or the direct search for neutralinos begin to exclide regions w ith an allnegative , irrespective
ofM; and M , values. G ven a value of , one can nd rough regions n the M ; {M , plane
that are allowed by LEP constraints, generally independent of tan . In our fram ework, the
constraints we listed above excludeM ; < 30 G&V and, for instance, when = 45 G &V then
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M, < 55GeV isnotallowed ifM , < 20G&V.Theregion n M 1 {M , gpace excluded by LEP

J'sjndjcatedjnFjg.:_Zfbr = 45 GeV, etc. Notice that since theee 4+ B event requires a
suitable skepton decay, then the neutralino contents .n Eq. ([1) can exclude a com parablke region
(see Sec.:j_.i, and In partjquaerg.-'g) . In contrast, the requirem ent (m N, My ) > 21 GeV of
Observation 2 In Sec.::a’ com bined w ith the LEP constraints e ectively setsam lninum suitable
value of M ; around 52 G &V for any values of the other param eters. O nly weaker bounds on
M , can be identi ed in a sin ilar way.

In addition to the constraints from chargino and neutralino production, we also in posed

(
44

Gev; 15
58:4 sin? ( S 15)

my >
on ourm odels from LEP constraints. Since the nputs to our m odel building to calculate the
H iggs sector nclude m 5 and tan , the above m ass bounds in pose a constraint on m, and
higher order corrections from the stop sector. Thisw ill be In portant for the discussion about
m odels w ith a light stop in Sec.:T_i. Smalltan also su ers from possble non-perturbativiy
constraints, that have been discussed recently in eg. Ref. [_2-3] for the light H iggsino-gaugino
window that requires snalltan . However, the constraint is relatively weak (tan > 12),
since as we shall see the allowed region oftan extendsup to tan 20! 28.

4 N um erical results { selectron interpretation

To ensure a large branching ratio for the decay N, ! N'; , pure photino and H iggsino
lightest neutralinos are su cient, but not necessary conditions. The extent of the allowabl
In purity determm ines the character of the m odels, but that is by no m eans the only degree of
freedom . A s we have seen, the branching ratios of the sleptons are also determm ined by the
gaugino-H iggsino content of the neutralinos and charginos. Further, the allowed sets ofm asses
must satisfy the ee + Hr event kinem atics, and proper experin ental constraints are not
trivialm ass exclusions, etc. W hat we present here are com plete Iow energy m odels constructed
using the fram ew ork built up in Sec.:j using a random ized param eter selection schem e i_Z-fI], and
In posing all of the above constraints.

4.1 P relim inaries

Interpreting one event as a cross section is a tenuous procedure, although som e general
m ethodology can be applied. F irst, we establish am Inin um threshold in the Tevatron selectron
cross section tim es branching ratio into two electrons and tw o photons,

h i,
B ©p! €de) B! N,eB®N,! Ny ) >A; 16)
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where A ( §)jnjn isthem Inimum threshold value. Since the choice of the threshold A is
som ew hat arbitrary, we show the e ect of increasing the threshold from 5 to 75 to 10 b to give
at Jeast som e Indication asto how sensitive the constraints are to the value. Imn posingA = 20 O
exclides all of our m odels, so there is a non-trivial In portance of the precise num erical value
of the threshold for phenom enology.

T he quantity B used i the general analysis does not include detector cuts, but we
have sin ulated particular m odels to get indicative e ciencies (see Sec. 48). For a detection
e ciency of02, the Iowest threshold cut A = 5 b correspondsto assum ing a cut on the e ective
ee rate of s = B EFF = 1 1 or1=10 ofan event. G iven an expected num ber of events
s, the probability of cbserving exactly n events is from P oisson statistics

P = : a7

For s = 0: ocorresponding to 1 b cross section at the Tevatron, one stillhas a 9% chance of
seeing exactly one event.

T he results are presented assum ing a branching ratio into only one fam ily, although it is
straightforw ard to com pute the total two Jepton plus two photon rate ncluding sm uon and/or
stau production. The e ect is of course to Increase our calculated rate by a factor of 2 or 3.
© ur resuls ram ain unchanged if the threshold A is increased by the sam e factor.) Note that
Including m ore than one fam ily is of course crucially dependent on the assum ption of slepton

m ass degeneracy.

In the selectron interpretation there is no a priori requirem ent of having e, or ex pro-—
duction. W e consider three cases: A selkctron Interpretation from e, production, where the
kinem atics of the ee + Br eventmustbe satis ed form e, r DUt must not be satis ed form ¢, .
In thisway, eg &g production can stillgive an ee signalbut the kinem atics are not consistent
w ith the ee + Hr event; hence only the rate from e, e, production ought to be considered.
Second, the opposite scenario w ith egx production where the kinem atics m ust be satis ed for
me, but not orm, . Finally, we consider a set of m odels w ith the simultaneous e, e, and
er &g production (denoted ¥, + ey m odels’), where the kinem atics are satis ed for both m ¢,
and m ¢, . The threshold A is applied as ollow s,

L B > A fore, models
R B > A for e models 18)
L BE+ R Bﬁ > A for e, + eg models;
where 1 g ©p ! é;ReL;R)andBL;R B@gr ! N2)BN2! N; ).Thecassofeg + e

m odels assum es that the contrdbutions to the ee cross section from € and ey production
can be summ ed, hence the requiram ent that the kinem atics of the event is satis ed for both
contrbutions. Further, fore;, + eg m odelsweenforce 1,z > 1 b to avoid thedi culty ofone of

Lr B & being arbitrarily close, butbelow the threshold A while the other contribution can
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bevery am all. In such a casethem odelcoud stillpassthecuton thesum B+ g B > A,
but would be on the borderline of classi cation as eitheran e, , ez ,0re;, + eg model. W e will
show that this loose requirem ent on the cross section does not a ect our resuls. F inally, note
that shce B W', ! N'; ) depends in general on both selectron m assesme, and m ¢, , then e,
er and e, + eg m odels can each be considered a distinct class of m odels.

W e In pose no restriction on the squared branching ratio B? (unlke Ref. [j:]), nor any re—
striction on associated phenom enology. In practice, the cut on B does provide an e ective
Iower 1im i on the branching ratio based on the largest allowed cross section , obtained from
the am allest selectron m ass allowed from ee + Bt event kinem atics. T his avoids generat—
Ing a disproportionate number of non-ee events from g e production In e, m odels, and
er &r production in ex models. However, we do not constrain possible non-standard visible
phenom enology from the other selectron. T he absence of know ledge of both the experim ental
data and the e ciency of detection of such phenom enology prevents explicitly restricting our
m odels in this regard. A s an exam ple, slepton m ass degeneracy in plies the rate for two snuons
or staus plus two photons is at the sam e rate as selectrons. But, wihout a fully analyzed,
statistically signi cant sam ple oftwo lepton plustwo photon events, one cannot use the lack of
reported events to exclude such a scenario.

42 M odelbuilding results

In Tabk '{3’, we present the param eters that enter our analysis comm on to all selectron
Interpretations, and the relevant ranges. For the e, and egx Interpretations, the allowed range
ofm ¢ is detemm ined by the lower bound from kinem aticsm ¢ > 100 G &V using O bservation 4
in Sec.@ (indeed J j mg. > 33GevV, from Sec.34). The upperbound is obtained from the
m ininum threshold in the cross section tin es branching ratio A . ForA = 5, 75, 10 b, the
upper bound on the skpton mass ism,, < 137,125,118 GeV, andm,, < 115,105, 97 GeV,
In the e, and ey Interpretations. N otice that ex m odels always failthe highest threshold, since
the cross section never exceeds 10 fH in the allowed m ass range. T he m ass of the other skpton
that isnot the source of theee  + Br event (henceee  + Hr event kinem atics do not apply)
is allowed to take on a much wider m ass range 60{500 G &V . For the e, + ey interpretation,
both skptons stillm ust be greater than 100 GeV by ee  + Hr event kinem atics, but the upper
lin its are som ew hat relaxed sihce each ndividualrate ;| B or g B need notbe larger
than the threshold; only the sum m ust satisfy the B constraint.

W e have explicitly constructed roughly 2500 m odels in total, wih som ewhat m ore e,
m odelsthan eg orep, + e . The results are shown in a series of scatter plots and bar graphs that
are Intended to give the general character of the m odels. F igures :_3, A,ﬁ show the distribution
of all the allowed m odels In the M 1 {M , plane, with groupings of m odels split up Into three
plots. A1l of the m odels pass the ee + Bt event kinem atic cuts for one or both skptons
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P aram eter Range

M.,M,, ,tan random ized throughout allowed range

Mg= My, 250, 500, 1000 Gev
m >150GevV,<mg
[, 1
ma 50, 100, 200, 400 Gev

Table 3: Param eter ranges com m on to all selectron interpretations w ith a heavier stop. M odels
w ith a light stop are discussed in Sec. §.

(de ned by the m odel type), and allm odels pass the m nimum thresholdd cut A = 5 . In
Fig. :_3, the m odels are grouped by the type er,, er , or e, + ey according to which skpton (s)
passed the ee + Bt event kinem atic cuts. In Fi. :fl, the m odels are grouped by the rate,
5< B < 75,75< B < 10, and B > 10 . In Fig.§ the m odels are grouped
by tan into the @ibitrary) ranges1 < tan < 15,15< tan < 2,and tan > 2. There are
perhaps ur regions w ith distinct character, and we w ill discuss each of them in the llow Ing.

Region 1 de ned by roughly 0:8 < M ,=M ; < 12 represents the anticipated M ; M,
region. A llthree typesofm odels e, , eg and g, + eg 1l into this range, w ith e m odelsalm ost
contained w thin theM ,=M ; Ilim its. T his is the region w here the dynam icalenhancem ent ofthe
radiative neutralino branching ratio ispresent, w ith the lin tingcase M ; Mj) ! O,tan ! 1
giving the largest value. Hence, the highest B can be fund in this region, but the rate
need not be high since the slkpton cross section can be low Independent of the branching ratio.
For exam ple, e m odels always have g Bé < 82 b with Bé < 98% , whereas e, m odels
have 1, BE < 162 b wih Bf < 88% . Snhcethedecay e, ! C; . is aways present, the
m axin um branching ratio Bf is alw ays less than the m axin um J‘erﬁ .

Region 2 de ned by roughly M ,=M ; > 12 ispopulated w ith m ostly e, m odels, extending
barely up to theM , = 2M 1 lne nearM 1 60 GeV . The reason for the much larger range in
M , values for e, m odels is a direct consequence of the higher cross section 1, 22 fora
given slkepton m ass. W ith a higher cross section, the total squared branching ratio can be lower,
w hich translates into looser restrictions on the radiative neutralino branching ratio. For e, and
ex models, them minum B? is 25% and 56% , which correspondsto am lninum B (W, ! N )
0f50% and 75% respectively When B (! Ne) = 100%). FJgQ already showed (fora speci c
setof ,tan ,mg,ma values) that a looser restriction on the radiative branching ratio adm its
a larger region in the M 1 {M , plane. Them odels cbserved with M ,=M ; > 12 lie in jast this
extended region which bene t from the kinem aticalm echanisn (in addition to the dynam ical
m echanism ) orthe radiative neutralino decay enhanoam ent. T his can be deduced by exam lning
the skepton m asses for the e, m odels in this region, where one ndsm ¢, me, by a factor of
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Figure 3: The m odels satisfying the ee  + Hr event kinem atics and the m lnimum threshold
cutA = 5 b are shown in theM 1 {M , plane. In this gure,e; L), er R) and e, + eg L+R)
have been separated to show the varying restrictions on either type ofm odel.
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Figure 4:AsjnFJ'g.:_3, except the m odels are distinguished by thecuton A = 5,75, 10 .
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Figure 5: As i Fjg.:3 except that the m odels are distinguished by the value of tan
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Figure 6: A llofthem odels are shown In the
75,10 b.

{tan plane, distinguished by thecuton A = 5,
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2 ormore. This is necessary to obtain a large radiative neutralino decay, since the branching
ratio for 3body decays N, ! N3;I"1 through skptons cannot be reduced to zero when the
kinem aticalm echanism fora large B (¥, ! N ) operates [I11]. In addition, the squark m asses
m ust also be heavy to prevent the analogous 3-body decays m ediated by squarks, although the
choice ofm 4 250 G&V in ourm odels is su cient. F nally, the existence of only e;, m odels In
this region is due to the fact that kinem atical enhancem ent of the radiative neutralino decay
Ny > 21 G&V, and so B2 cannot be
very large. T hus, one needs a large cross section to supplem ent a Iower B?, which can only be
achieved w ith e, m odels.

cannot be m axin ized sim ultaneously with the m N, m

T he character ofthe xtended’ e;, m odelsin Region 2 ism ore clearly visble In Fjg.:_S, w here
all of the m odels have been plotted in the M 1 {M , plane distinguished only by the tan value.
Themodelswih M ,=M 1 > 12 alwayshave 15 < tan < 2:8, where the upper lin it In
tan (@ndM 1,M ;) isestablished by the an allest allow ed radiative neutralino branching ratio.
Indeed, the kinem aticalm echanisn that contributes to the enhanced radiative neutralino decay
in this region does not necessarily requiretan ' 1 [_.fj:] In Fjg.£4 it is clear that Increasing
the threshod A to 75, 10 pb restrictsM ,=M ; < 129, 12, and so the existence of m odels w ith
M, = 2M; is sensitive to the choice of the m Inimum threshold. Further, whie M , = 2M 4
seam ingly adm its gaugino m ass uni cation, we noted above that for the extended e, m odels
m e, me, . Hence, scalarm assuni cation probably cannot be achieved, at Jeast in the slepton
sector, and a com pletely uni ed scenario seem snot to be com patible w ith theee  + Hp event.

In Region 3 loosely de ned asM ,=M ; < 0:8, eg m odels appear near M 1 75 GeV and
M, 50 Ge&V . These m odels have g Bé 55 b and tan 2. This is the only region
w here the usualm ass hierarchy j j< M, can be slightly violated. On closer Inspection one
nds the chargino m ass is about 68 GeV. W e found no g models in this region, due to
the light chargino that induces a large branching ratio fore;, ! C . over g, ! Njye. Also,
the width for the 3body decay N, ! N;e'e tums out to be considerably enhanced when
the g, is light. H ence the radiative neutralino decay is strongly suppressed in such a case, and
thus e, m odels cannot be constructed in Region 3. Astan is increased, the chargino m ass
becom es an aller and thus is excluded by LEP 130-136 constraints. Lowering tan decreases the
radiative neutralino branching ratio, and so is excluded by the B cut. This Iocalized region
is basically due to a hybrid of the dynam ical and kinem atical enhancem ent of the radiative
neutralino decay. O ne can use an argum ent analogous to that used for Region 2, to observe
thatm ¢, m e, In allofthem odels. Theabsence of light e, isa consequence ofthe kinem atical
m echanisn at least partly at work. T hus, these m odels sit at the edge of exclusion, between a
m ultitude of constraints.

Finally, the voids wih no models ound forM; > 85 Ge&V wih M,=M; < 08 or
M, > 12 are excluded by a low radiative neutralino branching ratio. This behavior
can be discermmed from F ig. EZ, but of course the num erical result here encom passes a full range
of and tan values.
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Naively one m ight think that e, + e m odels can always be constructed from e, or ey

m odels, by sin ply shifting the other slepton m ass such that m ¢, me, . This construction
always satis es the ee + Fr event kinem atics, which are of course invariant under L. $ R.
Indeed, such a construction can work in the region w ith a dom inant dynam icalenhancem ent of
the radiative neutralino decay. H ow ever, the construction need not work in the region where a
kinem atic enhancem ent of the radiative neutralino decay occurs, such as In Region 2 populated
by e, models. A s discussed above, m ¢, m e, In this region which prevented 3-body decays
N, ! N1I'l mediated by k to overwhelm the radiative decay N, | N;

In general, e, + eg m odels tend to be constrained sin ilar to eg m odels, but looser bounds
on M ,=M ; are present and larger M ; values accessble. The region w ith e, + eg m odels that
is devoid of e, or eg m odels, de ned as Region 4, has the properties that the B < 75 b
andtan < 15,whiksmulanecusly B < 5fband g B < 5H.ForM( Mj,) >
90 G&V, larger chargino and neutralino m asses are allowed than in either e, or ex m odels.
In particular, m N is near the upper bound from ee + Hr event kinem atics, so presum ably
values of M ; higher than obtained In e, + ez m odels are not accessible. A s for the size of the
ee rate, the maxinum (summ ed) B < 19 b, so it would appear one does not gain
m ore than a factor of about 12 over the m axinum ee rate or  m odels alone. Further,
since e, + eg m odels enlarge the allowed region of param eter space by reducing the m Inin um

LR BE;R , one can use the results as an indication of the region resulting from relaxing the
A = 5 cut in e, or eg models separately. It is clkar that e, + e m odels have a distinct
character separate from e, or eg m odels.

In Fjg.:ja we show themodels in the {tan plane to com pltely specify the param eters.
T hree features are worthy of explanation: F irst, the upper and lower lim tson j jare approxi-
m ately the upper and lIower Iim its on m N since N7 H'p. From Observation 1 in Sec.-rg, we
know the upper lin i on m Ny is 50, 74 GeV forez and e, m odels, and this can be translated

Into rough upperlin tson j j. The lower lim ‘tonm j J> 33 Ge&V, and the region devoid

Ny
ofm odels in the upper right-hand comer (larger tan , smaller j J), com e from a con uence of
LEP1,LEP130-136 and ee + By constraintsasexplaied in in Section 3.4. For exam plk, the
LEP oconstraints on chargino and neutralino production forbid m odels w ih j j< 40 (50) G&V

fortan > 15 (), once very am all j jare excluded by ee + Br event kinem atics.

The nalallowed ranges ofM ;, M ,, andtherangesofmassesmm,m ,M ., m

N N Ny’
o o, derived from them arepresentedjnFjg.-'j. Theeectofinposjng:zastr:icgtercgt
A =5,75,10 b is shown, In addiion to the ranges for eg m odels only. The latter is to give
an idea of the stronger constraints that exist when a speci c origin oftheee  + Hp event is
assum ed. C orrelations between a selection of chargino/neutralino m asses can be discemed from
FJg-_S Sleptons can also have correlations w ith chargino/neutralino m asses, which are relevant
for the branching ratios. W e present these m ass ranges In Tabl :_4 For exam ple, notice that

the m ass of the skepton satisfying theee  + By event kinem atics always obeysm ¢ > m

m m
1!

cC1°

Squarks do not play a large rolke In our analysis, sihce they are assum ed to be heavier
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ModelType M assdierence Range (n GeV)

e, Me My 64 ! 87
Me, My 23 ! 63
Me, — My 7! 35
Me My, 50 ! 6
Me, — Mg 18 ! 61
Me Mo, 51 ! 14
Me Mo 0o ! 26
m. =~ Mg 39 ! 79
m. =My 9 ! 55
m., = My 17 ! 27
m. =My, 1! 1
m. = m 14 ! 43
m. M. 71 ! 11

er m e, My 64 ! 77
Me, — My 23 ! 53
Me, — My, 6 ! 25
Me, My, 27 ! 2
Me, Mo 18 ! 44
Me, M., 21 ! 8

Table 4: Ranges of selected m ass di erences between e, ~, and e and chargino/neutralinos
in e, and egx m odels.
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Figure 7: The allowed m ass spectrum is shown for allm odels (shaded bands on the kft) and
for eg models only (thick solid outline on the right). The increasingly darker shades in the
left-hand colum n correspond to Increasing stricter cutson A = 5, 75, 10 . As fortan , the
allowed range In allmodelsis 10 < tan < (28; 26; 18) forA = 5, 75, 10 b respectively.
The albwed range oftan In e modelsonly is1:0< tan < 290.

than charginos and neutralinos. However, two e ects for a given value of the squark m ass
persist: F irst, In 3-body decays of neutralinos, the t-channel exchange of squarks can lower the
branching ratio of N, ! N7 , hence the rate B . Second, the stops enter i the Ioops of the
one-loop radiative neutralino decay w idth (since the Yukawa coupling of H'y, to € is signi cant),
and also tend to slightly decrease the radiative neutralino branching ratio for lighterm t. [;'L-}'].
Wihmg= m, = 250 GeV, we found no eg models satisfying the A = 5 fb cut, and &, or
e, + eg m odels always have B < 8.

The e ect ofdi erent neutral CP-odd H ggsm assesm » is prin arily con ned to the neu-
tralino branching ratios, although H does enter the one-loop radiative neutralino decay w idth.
W e nd that varyingm p from 50 to 400 G &V does not signi cantly change the size of the ra—
diative neutralino branching ratio, hence the B for the ee + Br event.

4.3 N eutralino com position and branching ratios

In Fjg.:_9 we show the (naxinum ) allowed range of the neutralino com position HN'; j~1° of
allofthem odels In the ~= ~; Z'; H'5; H'y, basis. For a given threshold in B applied to all
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Figure 8: Asin Fjg.:_i, except that m ass di erences between certain charginos and neutralinos
are shown.
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Figure 9: The allowed range of all four neutralinos’ com position BN §~i? i tem s of the inter—
action eigenstates ~ = ~; Z°; H,; Hy is shown for all of the m odels. The thick solid outline
corresponds to eg m odels only. Bars that touch the x-axis correspond to a neutralino com —
ponent that can be lower than 10 ?; the absence of a bar ©r the ~ com ponent of N5 in plies
W53~ £ < 10 2 forallm odels.

24



m odels, the m inin um radiative neutralino branching ratio is always larger for e than for e,
models. A largerm Inin um radiative neutralino branching ratio in plies the constraints on the
neutralino com position m ust be sin ilarly stronger, hence the di ering notation for allm odels
and e m odels In the plot. W e m ake three cbservations: First, we nd that

N1 " Hy; N2/ ~; 19)

so the lightest tw o neutralinos are com posed of exactly the content expected from Eg. Ci]_;) .To
a lesser extent,
N3 Ha; Ny 775 @0)

the heavier two neutralinos tum out have a fairly speci ¢ com position as well. This willbe
relevant to the branching ratios and cross sections for associated phenom enology. Second, N'q
tends to have a much larger Z° com ponent than N, . Third, the required purity of the lightest
neutralinos In e m odels is signi cant com pared w ith e, m odels, and this isperhapsm ost easily
cbserved by looking at for exam ple the photino content of N’y and N, In Fig. :9

In the follow ing discussion of the branching ratios (and the discussion In subsequent sec—
tions), we discuss only the distinctions between e, and ey m odels, since the branching ratios
In e, + eg models are a relatively sin ple extension of e and eg separately. T he range of
branching ratios of N, are shown In Tab]e-'_S. In the pure state lim £ N, = ~, only the radiative
channel is open for N, . However, the in purity of N, (see Fjg.f:l) causes other m odes to have
non-negligble branching fractions (N, is som ew hat of a special case since the radiative decay
branching ratio is required to be large). T he possbl decays for N, in our m odels are: N'; ,
NH\z2",C1\W ", ~ ,5 L, k1l Weuse \Z" and \W " to m ean the 3-body decay m ediated by
an on—or o shellZ and W , plus o —shell skptons and squarks. T he rate for the nal states
\z"! I'l; ~;qgand \W "! 1 ;5 are detem ined roughly by the corresponding SM gauge
boson branching ratios. The only signi cant deviation from the SM gauge boson branching
fractions ism odes that Involve skptons, sihce theee  + By event requires at Jeast one skpton
is Iight. The presence of som e m odes depends on the particular class of m odels; for exam ple

In e, models, themode N, ! Tk 1isopen j_fmIR <m T his never happens in eg m odels

N,
sihce eg ! Ne is required to obtain the ee + Hr event! The 2body mode N, ! ~ is
open ifm . < L which happens in eg m odels and could potentially happen in e, m odels.
However, for e m odels one never ndsdecays N, ! ~ because them ass splitting between ~
and J, isneverm ore than about 25 G &V (see Tab]e:-f!) . Since there alwaysm ust be a Jargem ass
di erencebetween m ¢, andm N from ee + Br event kinem atics, then the 2-body m ode into

a sneutrino is always closed.

The N3 and Ny branching ratio pattem is progressively m ore com plicated than for the
lighter neutralino due to possbl 2-body decays into skptons and H iggs bosons. For N3, there
are several distinct classes of nal states: N'3,\2", C1\W ", N1th@), 11, k1 ~ ; all other
possble channels are strongly suppressed or forbidden. For exam ple, for the heavier chargino

> m In all of ourm odels, hence N3 decay into C, is forbidden.

one hasm o, N
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Theupper]jmitsonthemassdie::emoesmN~3 o < 35Gev

In our m odels are crucial to determ ning the allowed decays of N'3. In particular, the decay
N3 ! Ni1h orN3 ! N4iA willonly occurwhen my orma < 60 G&V, wih constraints from

LEP that excludem < 44 G&V and the coupling sin? ( ) < m6—g G eV . T he restriction on
them ass of A from LEP that excludesm p < 22 G€&V is considerably weaker than the one on
my,and so decaysN'3 ! N1A are always possible w ith an appropriate choice ofm 5 (orovided
this does not In ply an excluded m ,, value). T he situation is actually considerably m ore subtle.
W e nd decays Into N1 \Z " are not suppressed even if decays into the light H iggs h are open,
wih amaximum B N3 ! N';h) 35% whileN'; ! N3A decay is closed. However, w th low

tan them ass splitting between mp andmy tendstobe anallform , 50 Ge&V, and because
of the couplings, decays into A typically dom Inate over h if kinem atically accessble. In e, (er )

models, the decay N3 ! L1 3 ! k1) is always kinem atically forbidden. Thus, it is only
when the other skpton (kR In e, models, k, In &g models) hasamassm ;< m that 2-body
decays into sleptons can dom nate. W hen kinem atically accessible, the branching ratio for the
2ody decay N3 ! ~ can be 100% , and is always larger than decays intck 1 by a factor
of at Jeast 10. This is due to the larger Z inpurity n N'3, ie. W3 %> M35 £, and Eq. (§)

requiringm . < m 1 - The 3-body decays into the lightest chargino N3 ! C1\W " depend on

the chargino m ixings, but are always sm aller than the 3-body decays N3 ! N37\Z" mainly
due to phase space. The presence of decays into C1\W " can suppress the branching ratio for
decays Into N1 \Z " by at m ost a factor of 2, but even then the branching ratios for N3 are still
larger into N';\Z ". A Iso, N'3 decays into N, are strongly suppressed, because of the particular
neutralino com position in our m odels.

My < 60 Gev andmN3 m

T he branching ratios of N’y are quite Intricate, however a few features can be discemed.
The m ain possble decays include: N'1;23\Z", C12\W ", N1h @), and possbly open 2-body
modes 1, k1 ~ . Since the mass di erence My, my. > 67 G&V and can be as large
as 100 (120) Ge&V in ez (e,) m odels, then the decay Ny ! N'1h is a prom inent possbility if
kinem atically allowed. W e nd that even if N’y ! N1A is also open, i is always suppressed to
of order 5% ocompared with a much lJargerN' h m ode. This is because the N'; com position
is roughly inverted w ith respect to the N3 one, which feeds into the N7y couplings to the H iggs
sector. In eg m odels, the 2-body slkepton decay Ny ! K lisalways open, and can be 100% .
In e, models, the decay Ny ! ~ is typically open, but som etin es can be kinem atically
nacoessbl. Note that ifboth Ny ! ~ andN,; ! Elare accessbl, then Ny | ~ always
ovetwhelmn s Ny ! X 1by at last a factor of 5 due to the large Z° com ponent of Ny (see
Fjg.:?:l) and phase space. Sin ilarly, if none of the 2-body m odes are open, then the neutralino
com position of Ny in plies N1 \Z " dom inates over all other 3-body decays.

44 Chargino com position and branching ratios

T he chargino com position is determ ined by the m ixing m atrices U and V, as de ned In
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FihalState K iematicCondition Range in e, models Range in ex m odels

N \Z " { ! 47 ! 26
N'; { 53 ! 100 74 ! 100

C’l\W_" My, > Me, ! 10 ! 2

L1+ El My, > My { {

R1+ R1 My, > My ! 3 {

~T 4~ M, >m . { ! 8

Tabl 5: Ranges of selected N, branching ratios (In $ ) In our m odels. The notation ¥ X'/
denotes a range from less than 1% up to X % . The kinem atic condition must be satis ed for
the m ode to be open; no kinem atic condition im plies the m ode always open. Note that the
2body decays into skeptons sum s over all three fam ilies, because of the assum ption of skepton
m ass degeneracy. The nalstate into N';e" e can be enhanced over that expected from N';\Z "

because of light slepton exchange.

FihalState KiematicCondition Range in e, models Range in ex m odels
N \Z " { ! 99 ! 929
N'1h m . My > My ! 29 ! 31
N1 A m . My > Ma ! 66 ! 71
Ci\w " { ! 34 ! 29
No\Z " { ! 15 ! 15
i+ L1 My, > my { 122
LI+ Rl My, >m, 199 {
~T 4~ M. > m. ! 99 ! 929

Tablk 6: Ranges of selected N'3 branching ratios (in %
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Figure 10: Scatter plot of the chargiho m ixing m atrix elem ents U1, Vi1 for allm odels. The
narrow band of points indicates the presence of strong constraints in our m odels from the
ee + Bp event.

Sec.3dl. U and V (real and orthogonal in our conventions) can be expressed in tem s of two
Independent rotation angles (see eg.Ref. Eff!]), however the D irac nature of the chargino
spnors does not allow an intuitive identi cation oftheir W ino and H iggsino com ponents. N ev—
ertheless, In Fjg.:;L-g we present the elements /11 F = oo ; vs. 11 F = oo to give a
sense of the constraints that theee  + Br event in poses on the chargino com position. In the
Iimittan ! 1,the charginom assm atrix is sym m etric which in plies = 4,andsoU =V.
In Fig. :J.-(_j, this is the diagonal line where §J1; ¥ = 11 F, and note that along this line our
m odels lie in the region 0:15 < ;1 F < 025, due to them ass hierarchy M , > j j. Here, one
can identify C; asm ostly a charged H iggsino. For larger tan  values, /11  tends to increase,
whilke 117 < 025 throughout ocurm odels.

Thebranching ratios 0ofC1 are digplayed in Tablk f/., that assum esm , is heavier than both
charginos as in the discussion below . There are only a fow possbl channels: N1 ,\W ", &, ~1.
Further, the 3-body decays into N,\W " are always < 5% due to the photino nature ofN',, the
H iggsino nature of C; and phase space. T hus, the 3-body decays into N';\W " are the typical
decay pattem. In e m odels &, , ~ are always heavier than Cq, thus it isonly in e m odels that
2-body channels nto , and ~1can possbly be open. W hen both are allowed, these 2-body
decays can sum to a branching ratio of 100% When summ ed over three fam ilies).

Thebranching ratios ofC, aredisplayed in Tab]e'é_.’:. Thepossbledecays include: N'1;0,3\W ",
lef =1 ,9,% ,~1 and the Higgs channelsN1p,H ,Cih@). W hen only 3-body de-
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FihalState K iematicCondition Range in e, models Range in ex m odels

N \Ww " { 95 ! 100 ! 100

No\W " me >m ! 5 ! 5
~1 me >m . { ! 100
T m. > m 1 { ! 50

Tabl 7: Ranges of selected C, branching ratios (n $ ), as n Tab]e:_ES. me >m is assum ed

here.

C1

FinalState Kinematic Condition Range In e, models Range In ey m odels

N \W " { 192 ' 100
No\W " { 123 r17
Ns\W " { !0 ' 03
Ciff { 14 roo1
~1 M. >m. ! 95 ! 69
I m. >m, ! 52 ' 59

Tabl 8: Ranges of selected C, branching ratios (n $ ) assum ingm 5 > 100 GeV,asjnTabJef:*q.

m, >m is assum ed here.

C2

cays are open, N'1\W " dom inates over all other decays. However, N,1 ; is roughly 1{5% , and
can be larger than the decays into NG due to the possible enhancem ent from light slepton
exchange in the 3-body decay. The 2-body decay C, ! ~1summed over three fam ilies can
have a branching ratio up to 95% , when it is the only skpton m ode open (the rem ainder is dis—
tributed to the 3-body decaysasabove). W henboth C, ! ~landC, ! E are simmulaneously
open, the sum can be nearly 100% . Finally, the 2-body decay into N H  is also possible when
my < 90 (120) Gev, oreg (e ) models, which requiresm 5 < 50 (100) G&V . In addition,
decays Into neutral H iggs bosons are possible when m

m <mh;A.

Co Cq

45 Sneutrino branching ratios

In the selectron interpretation, sneutrinosdo not directly enter the branching ratios relevant
for the ee + Hr event, however the m ass of the sneutrino ~ is necessarily am aller than m ¢,
due to the sum rulk In Eq. (:_6), and so the sneutrino is certainly relevant n e, and e, + ex
m odels. In Ref. ﬂj] it was shown that the cross section for sneutrino production pp ! ~c~ is
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com parable to e e, production, and e, ~ production is larger by a factor of 2{3 fora xed
value ofm ¢, . Thus, the viability of theee  + Hr event as e, production (and the ability to
distinguish e, from ez ) depends In part on the phenom enology associated w ith sneutrinos.

T he dom inant branching fraction of sneutrinos depends on the size of the Z° com ponent
of the neutralinos and the gaugino m ixings of the chargino, in addition to the m ass hierarchy.
There are 4 3 kinam atic possbilities, where m . is lighter or heavier than m a0 and m Cipt
In the lim it of pure neutralino statesN'; = Hp and N, = ~, the sneutrino hasno coupling to the
lightest two neutralinos since it does not couple to either pure state. T hus, In the case where
m.<m Crnt the dom inant decay of ~ w illbe to the kinem atically acoessible neutralino w ith the
largest Z com ponent. T he relative branching fraction into N'; or N, is therefore determm ined by

the size of their Z7 com ponent im purity . T he branching ratios are shown in Tablk -'9

Fore, models, m . > m o, r SO that decays into the lightest chargino are always possbl.
The branching ratio for ~ ! C41l is always larger than 53% , whik the branching ratio for
the ~ ! Cj1 channel (if open) can reach 26% . The next largest channelis ~ ! N7 ,wih a
branching ratio up to 36% . Thedecay ~ ! N, is always open, but wih a branching ratio
below 6% due to the an all Z’ com ponent in N7,

Foreg modelsm . isunconstrained, so thedecay ~ ! N'; isthe only m ode that isalways
open. If decays Into N, are also allowed, then the dom inant decay of ~ can be into eitherN™
or N, . In special cases, we found it is possble for the Z° mm purity to be larger In N, than
N1, thus the dom Inant decay could be ~ ! N, . This ispossbl when My
decays into charginos m ust be kinem atically forbidden (@n in possible scenario in e, m odels).
W hen a channel nto a chargino is su ciently open, it dom inates over decays into the lightest
tw o neutralinos by a factor of m ore than 10. However, if the sneutrino isheavy m . > m N ?
decays Into the heavier neutralinos can be m oderately large (boranching ratio 10{30% ), with
decays ~ ! N’y dom inating over ~ ! N3 due to the lJargerZ° com ponent in N4

<m.<mg,le.

4.6 Selectron branching ratios

W e have already discussed e, branching ratios for e, m odels, and e branching ratios for
er models in Sec. :_3-_.’.}, since they are a fundam ental part of the m odel building. The other
skepton (e In e, m odels, and g, In eg m odels), w illhave branching ratios sim ilar to e, (in
m odels), oreg (In eg m odels) if tsm ass is roughly Included In the ee + Bt allowed range.
In general, ey , e, willdecay into the kinem atically allowed nal states w ith neutralinos, w ith
the largest branching ratio for the channelN',e, ifopen. e, can also decay into C'1,  ifopen,
wih amaxinum branching ratio of 27% and 59% respectively.
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FihalState K iematicCondition Range in e, models Range in ex m odels

Ny o { ! 36 ! 100
Ny o m. >mpg ! 55 ! 97
N3 o m., > mpg. ! 29 ! 22
Cie m., >me. 53 ! 94 ! 100
Cre m. > m. ! 26 ! 48

Tabl 9: Ranges of selected ~ branching ratios (n % ), as in Tab]efﬂ.

4] P redictions for LEP

T he in m inent upgrade of LEP top s= 161 GeV (LEP 161) and the forthcom ing upgrade to
s= 190 GeV (LEP190) provide a potential testing ground fr the m odels constructed. W ith
expected Integrated lum inostties of 25 pb ' and 500 pb ! (per detector), the one event kvel is
at 40 b and 2 b or’ s = 161, 190 G &V respectively. The rst prioriy is to identify which
processes have non-negligble production cross sections, then determ ine the possibl signatures
that depend on the branching ratios of the produced sparticles. It is in portant to em phasize
that the follow ing predictions assum e the m inimum cut A = 5 b is placed on the B
for the ee + Br event. For instance, In som e cases we are abl to predict a non-negligbl
m ininum number of events w ith a particular signature m ust be produced, although we do
not necessarily give detector e ciencies. In principle, if one could dem onstrate that ailure to
detect such events im plies they do not occur at all, then only two possbilities remain: (1) A
supersym m etric explanation oftheee  + Bt event in our fram ework m ust rely on an upward

uctuation from B’ even Iower than 5 fb, or () a supersymm etric explanation in our
fram ew ork is not possbl.

p

Based on O bservation 4 in Sec.-'_Z, selectron production is alw ays kinem atically forbidden at
LEP 161 and LEP 190 for the selectron that satis esthe kinem atics. T he other slepton (egx In e,
m odels, or e, In ex m odels) can potentially be kinem atically accessble at LEP 161 or LEP 190
by sin ply requiring itsm assbe lessthan the threshold. T his is cbviously not a requirem ent (nor
a constraint) of the selectron Interpretation of the ee + Br event, and so we ignore selectron
production at LEP.However, in e, m odels i was shown in Eqg. {:6) that m . must be less than
m e, , and so sneutrino production could be a visble signalat LEP 190 (sincem ., > 81 G&V for
all e, m odels), as w illbe discussed below .
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471 LEPIlel

In FJg-_l-J: we present all of the chargino/neutralino production processes that have cross
sections above about 10 . The cross sections were com puted w ih initial state radiation
e ects ncluded. In e; or g, + ex m odels, none of the processes need to have large cross
sections, although if it were possible to establish an upperbound on  N';N'3) < 600 fb, then
an upperbound on B fortheee + Hp event can beestablished at 7:5 b, and in ex m odels

BF<5bH (ie.allofourey m odelswould be excluded). G iven the cut A = 5 fb, then in eg
m odels one expectsam Inin um of22 N'{N'; pairs to be produced, but no other process (nor any
processes in e, or e, + eg m odels) can have non-negligble m ninum rates at LEP161. There
are only four processes that could have large rates, w hich have the follow ing m axin um

efe ! NYN3  (55; 56; 49)
NN 19; 22; 12

N7 (19; 22; 12) 1)
NN (1; 16; 7)

C;C, (48; 132; 42) pairs produced

for (e, er , e + er ) m odels. N otice that them axin um pair production rates are always largest
for eg m odels, then e, m odels, then e, + eg m odels. The rate for N'1N'3 is roughly the sam e
In all m 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 skpton exchange cause
the di erences In the production cross sections (see Table 2:) . In addition, stop pairs could be
produced at LEP 161 (see Tablk1l).

T he character of the signal from N';N'3 production is com pletely dependent on the decay
ofN'; which was described In Sec:fl-_.-?; (s=e also Table EG) . The dom Inant decay possbilities are
N3 ! N{\Z2",N3! N1A ) (ifma myp) < 60GeV), N3 ! Klin e, models (j_fmIR <myl),
and N3 ! ~ Ing models (ifm . < mN3). T he general signature is therefore \Z "+ ¥ . Extra
o+ B occurs ifthem assdi erencem

m, islargerthanmj, orm p . Som e other signatures

N3 N
are possible in special cases: In e, m odels one could have excess I' 1 + B (j.fmIR < mm), or

Tl +¥® (@fm .
the sneutrino (@nd necessarily % ) are light. Thus the dom inant signature could be nvisble,
or +H,orlfl + ¥, ifthemasshierarchy ism .. < My, ime),orme <m.<mg,or
m . < m . respectively. However, in these cases the cross section for}, ~ at the Tevatron would

< m 3).IneR m odels the decay N'3 ! ~ becom es the dom inant decay if

be quite large (see below ).

T he dom inant signal of N',N', production is + ¥ I allm odels. Note that the process
;N ) isalwaysaccom panied by ©N',N'3) at a com parable rate (when kinem atically allowed),
w hich has the sam e signatures as N';N'3 production (as above) plus one photon.

CI C, production can be present w ith a large rate, the decay signature of C; being the
usual \W "+ ¥ In allmodels (see Tabk ﬁ). The exception is if m . (@nd possbly mIL) is
lighter than m oy which can happen only in eg m odels. In this special &g m odel soenario, if
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Figure 11: The range of the non-negligbl cross sections at LEP 161, for allm odels (shaded
bar on kft) and only e m odels (thick solid line on right). Each bar represents a particular
production cross section, where the m axinum and m ininum height of the bar (or thick solid
line) isthe maximum and m ininum cross section respectively. The shading on the kft bars
Indicates the range of cross section for allm odels passing the cut A = 5, 75, 10 fb. Bars that
touch the x-axis correspond to cross sections that can be an aller than 1 .
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m.<meg, then the decay signature is lkely Invisbl. However, ifthedecay ~ ! N, is large,
then the signature is + F. IfmIL <me ., then additionalpossible signatures are I 1 + H
(fm, < mNz),orl+l + ¥ (fmy x,) - Notice that the Jatter could be an additional
source of ee events (see Appendjx:_é ). These ram arks assum e the stop is heavier thanC .

> m

Asan aside, we nd that amaxinum of (14, 13, 12) N'1N'; pairs can be produced, which
can be observed asa + K signalonce visble mitial state radiation is attached. A fhough the
SM bacdckground is severe, there are other possbly in portant contributions from eg. N'{N'5 (!

N).

InF Jg-_l-g w e present the ranges of the inclusive production ofparticular signalsat LEP 161
for e, and e m odels. T hese signatures were generated by searching all possibl decay paths.
N o e ciencies resulting from detector geom etry or Jepton/photon energy cuts are included. If
the signals are the result of decays w ith m oderate m ass splittings, then presum ably som e of the
events could be detected after applying reasonable cuts. A Jepton lcan beeithere, or ,wih
either charge 1. In particular, when referring to a \21" signal, we sum over all fam ily and
charge possbilities (including, eg., lke-sign dilptons). X can be any com bination of keptons,
photons, Fts, or nothing. In addition, all the signals in plictly inclide m issing energy in their
signature. W e only include chargino/neutralino production processes in the inclusive sum , sihce
e, In & models and e In e m odels is too heavy to be produced. If the other skepton (e In
e, m odels, g, In eg m odels) is light, then the m axim um cross section for particular signatures
can be higher.

Jet production is also an in portant signal. If N'{N';3 production is kinem atically allowed
and if only 3-body decays of N3 occur, then the rate into the jj+ X + F signal is between
roughly 400{1800 b for both e, and ez m odels. If chargiho production is open then the rate
can be larger. But, if 2-body decays into skptons are open for N3, then the rate can be near

ZEero.

N otice that In eg m odels only the 21+ X (+ ¥ ) must be produced, the rate being between
2 to 20 events In 25 pb ! of Integrated um inosity. The reason that the 21 rate always
has a non-negligble m inim um is due to a combination of e ects: eg m odels have a m Inin um
N N'3) > 850 fb, and decays of N3 ! N 1I'1 are always non—zero, even if 2-body decays
operate. Ifonly 3-body decays occur, then N3 ! N3\Z"(! I'1 ) occur, with a rate of nearly
10% (summ ed over fam ilies). A tematively, ifN'3 ! ~ isopen,then~ ! @ (! 1 ) isthedecay
pattem. Ifm . < m ., then i tums outthatmIL <My, and so decays N3 ! If (! IN"i;»)
are non-zero, giving an appreciabl 21 signal. A 11 of the other inclusive signals could have rates
an aller than the one event level. If one of these signatures were found (and deduced to be
above badkground), then looking in the other channelsm ight serve to con m the signal.

O ne prom ising signal is + B w ithout any other event activity, w hich prim arily originates
from NN, production in the selectron Interpretation. (This is part of the inclusive signal
+ X + B described above.) In a scenario w ith a gravitino LSP, we found that the standard
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Figure 12: R ange of nclusive cross sections for selected signaturesat LEP 161 w ithout detection
e ciencies; all signatures necessarily have m issing energy in addition to that above. T he shaded
bar on the lft corresponds to e, m odels and the thick solid outline on the right corresponds
to eg models. Here, X = Iptons, photons, gts, or nothing, and 1= e, ,or summed over
both charges and all three fam ilies. See the text for details.
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Figure 13: Com parison of the m issing nvariant m ass distrdbution in the + B signal at
LEP 161 from two di erent selectron interpretation m odels, (@) a sam ple N'; = LSP m odelw ith

Nip = 37;65 G&V (dashed line), and (o) a m odelw ith a gravitino LSP and My = 65 Gev

(sold Iine).

m

m odel background for + E is distinguishable from the gravitiho signalde ! N3N !

GG using the m issing invariant m ass distribbution E'fl]. Here, we point out that a selectron
Interpretation w ith a neutralino LSP can be distinguished from onew ith a gravitino LSP using
the m issing invariant m ass distribution, assum ing the SM background is an all (see Ref. [fl] for
a discussion of the background). In Fig. -'_1-3 we show the m issing Invariant m ass distribution
Mjiv= et + Po P, p2)2 at LEP 161 fortwo di erent m odels: @) The e, sam plem odel
In Appendix 13-: w ith My, = 37;65 GeV, and asusualNy / Hy, N, 7 ~. (b) A modelw ith
a (very light) gravitino LSP w ith me = 65 GeV,and N7’ ~. The di erence In the m issing
Invariant m ass distribution illustrateshow the scenariosm ight be distinguished using the + ¥
signal. Tt should be noted the general character of the m issing invariant m ass distribution for
the gravitino LSP m odel In F ig. :;L-S is not particularly sensitive to m N7 but sin ply thatm . is
very am all com pared to the neutralino or selectron m asses.

472 LEP190

In Fjg.:_l-fi, we present all the chargino/neutralino production processes w ith cross sections
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possbly larger than about 1 b for LEP w ith P s= 190 G&V . A s above, the cross sections were
com puted w ith initial state radiation e ects included. Now , N'1N'3 production m ust be lJarge in
allm odels, and m any other processes can easily give lJarge rates. T he processes w ith large rates
include all of the ones at LEP 161, and also N'{N,, N'{N'4, N;N, C; C, . Them axinum rates
are as ollow s:
efe | NN, (20; 6; 24)

N1N'3  (785; 780; 780)

NNy (82; 79; 78)

NN, (505; 560; 346)

N,N'3  (335; 416; 230)

NNy (73; 64; 34)

CyC,  (965; 2120; 1195)

c,C, (409; 695; 350) pairs produced;

for (eL, er, & + &) models. For N'1N'3 production, the m inim um num ber of pairs produced
is (400, 475, 320) for (eL, er, e, + e ) models given them inimum threshold A = 5 fb. Forey
modelsonly, am nimum of5 N'{N'; pairs, 25 N,N', pairs, 40 N',N';3 pairs, and 250 C’f C, pairs
must be produced given the m nimum threshold A = 5 . As for N|N; pair production we
found amaxinum of (177, 164, 152) pairs can be produced.

T he detection signatures for the chargino/neutralino pairs common to LEP 161 are the
sam e as above. Here we discuss the processes that are di erent. First, the process N'1N',
gives a + H signature. The signatures orN'1N'; and N,N'; are entirely dependent on the
N4 branching ratio; Ny can decay In a variety of ways outlined in Sec.:_él-_.i. Perhaps the m ost
strking signature iswhen Ny ! N;h @), giving a o+ B signature for N';N'; production and
b +F signature for N;N; production. The signature of the process C; C, also depends
crucially on the branching ratio of C',, but one lpton w ith perhaps one photon plism issing
energy is typical (assum ing the stop is heavier than C7). Thus, a reasonabl expectation for
C, C, production sI' 1 (+ )+ E . It is also possble that only 3-body decays ofC, are open,
In which case no photon would appear in the nalstate. The nalstates from C, decay are
summ arized in Tablke'§.

In addition, sneutrino pair production (if open) is another process that is relevant for
e;, models. To have ~~ production kinam atically accessble with m ., < 95 G&V, then the
sum rul In Eqg. (_6) inpliestan > 12 is required forme > 100 GeV (as needed by the
kinem atics of the ee + Bt event), and forme = 107 (118) GeV, then tan > 15 (28).
Hence sneutrino production in e, m odels never occurs at LEP190 ifm, > 118 GeVv. The
signature of ~~ production depends on the sneutrino branching ratio, but i was already
established in Sec. 48 that ~ ! eCi(! N3\W ") is the dom inant decay pattem. Thus the
signature isee\W "\W "+ ¥ , which is indeed quite prom inent.

In FJg-_l-:fi w e present the ranges of the inclusive production of particular signalsat LEP 190
fore;, and ex m odels. A sin Fig.14, no detection e cienciesare included. N otice that whilk only
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Figure 14: As in Fig. i1, or LEP 190.

N'1N'3 production had a non-negligblem inin um rate (see Fjg.:_l-fi), both the signals 21+ X + ¥

and + X + ¥ which rarely com es from N'1N'; production) are alw ays larger than one event.
Further, inclusive production of 1 + X + ¥ and 11 + X + F are always larger than the 10 event
lvel for eg m odels only. A 1l of the other inclusive signals could have rates an aller than the
one event kevel. Asin LEP 161, if one of these signatures were found (and deduced to be above
background), then looking in the other channels m ight serve to con mn the signal. A nother
In portant search strategy would be inclusive signatures w ith gts (+ photon (s)) that can have
signi cantly larger rates than the Jepton (s) (+ photon (s)) signatures.

4.8 P redictions for Tevatron

T he assum ption underlying the selectron interpretation is that the Tevatron has already
observed a candidate selectron pair production event. Because m any m ore states of the under-
Iying supersym m etricm odel are accessible at a hadron collider, we here focus on the associated
signals that should be observed in the present data set (100 pb ! per detector) or in the next
scheduled upgrade (1{2 B ' perdetector). As in Sec.4.J, we identify the processes that have
non-negligib le production cross sections, then determm ine the possible signatures that depend on
the branching ratios. A gain, it is in portant to em phasize that the follow ing predictions assum e
them nmmum cutA = 5 b isplaced on the B fortheee + By event.

In Fig.76 wepresent allofthe chargino/neutralino production processes that can have cross
.16 Ilofthe ch / Iin d th h
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Figure 15: Range of inclusive cross sections for selected signaturesw ithout detection e ciencies,
as in Fig..l4, but for LEP 190.

sections above about 50 . W e use kading order CTEQ 3L P5] structure finctions evaliated
at Q2 = 8. At the Tevatron the cross sections do have a contribution from t-channel squark
exchange (see Tablk ::2), but the dependence on the squark m ass is usually weak for the squark
m asses In ourm odels. Ifonly eg is light, then these are the only necessary associated processes
to the ee event. If ¢ is light, however, then there m ust also be g ~ and ~~ production.
In Ref. ﬂj]we found  (e~e) e,) and (& ~) 2! 3) E@e,) Prthesamem, , ie.
the cross sections are typically tens of . It is also possble that both e, and ex can be light;
In particular, the other slkepton (e In e, m odels, e, In eg m odels) can be lighter than the one
giving theee + Br event, which can dram atically a ect the signatures. T he pair production
processes that have the largest cross sections and also have a non-negligibble m lninum cross
section are given in Tabledd, where the fiull range from them ininum to them axinum number
of pairs produced or an integrated Iim inosity of 100 pb ! are shown.

The signatures for N'1N'; and C; C; are the same as for LEP (descrbed i Sec.i4.71)
and the decays of C, were also discussed in Sec.4.74. For com pleteness we list the possble
signatures of all of these processes here: N|N'; willm ainly give \Z "+ Hr, oro+ Hp ifma <
60 G &V . If 2-body slkpton decays are allowed, then in e, m odelsone can have I' 1 + K¢, orin
ez modelsone of mvisble, + Br,orl'l + E:.C; C, production gives typically I' 1 + Hr,
or if 2-body decays into k,, ~ occur (In ¢ m odels only), then depending on the m ass hierarchy
onecan have +Hr,orl'l +Hr,orl'1l + ¥ . C, C, production gives sin ilar signatures
as CI C, production, given m o ' m o, and allow ng for the possibility of 2-body decays in
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Process Range in e, models Range n eg models Range in e, + egx m odels

N'1N'3 31 ! 129 43 ' 145 29 ' 128
cCy 40 ! 285 56 ! 264 29 ! 258
C, C, g8 ! 85 28 ! 79 15 ' 77
C, N 75 1 638 132 ! 540 54 ! 552
C, N, 2 ! 75 3 ! 80 1t 75
C, N3 32 ! 98 36 ! 103 28 ! 96
C, N, 2 1 76 15 ! 69 5 1 74
C, Ny 3 ! 51 17 ! 54 8 ! 55

Tabl 10: The range of the number of chargino/neutralino pairs produced at the Tevatron
assum ing an integrated lim mosity of 100 pb !. The processes displayed here include those
that have both a Jarge production rate and a non-negligble m lnin um production rate.

the context ofboth &, and e m odels as above.

The processes C; N’y are unique to the Tevatron, wih C, N, C; N, C; N'3, C, N and
C, Ny giving the largest rates. A s described above, the chargino typically gives jj+ Et and
1 + Ht,although possibl 2-body decays into skeptonscan give + Ht,orl + Hr,orl +Hr.
T hus the signature of C'; N'; production is one ofthe above signatures for a single chargino. The
signatures of C; N, and C, N'; are as above plus one photon. Fnally, the decays C'; N3 and
C’, N’y are one of the above signatures coupled w ith N3 or N’y decay. H ere again we can utilize
Secs. :_ZI_.-Z}, {_7‘-, to obtain the possible decay signatures. For N'3, the decay signature is\Z "+ ¥,
b+ B (fma < 60 GeV), and if 2-body decays to skptons are open then for e m odels the
signaturecouldbeI’ 1 + Bt or Il + H,whilk foregy m odels the signature could be invisble,
or +Hr,orI’l +Hr.Thus, ifonly 3-body decayswere open for charginos and neutralinos the
signature of C'; N'3 and C, N'; would be \W "\Z "+ 1, which gives the welkstudied trilpton
signal l_2-§] If 2-body decays of the charginos or heavier neutralinos are present, then one or
m ore photons could be present in the nalstate, with possbly fewer leptons.

In FJg:_l-j we present the cross section orm any prom ising signatures at the Tevatron. As
in Figs.i14 and 15, no detection e ciencies have been ncluded. W e include chargino/neutralino
processes in the sum , aswellaseg eg production in eg m odels, and ey, €1, , ~~e, €1 ~ Production
In e, models. W e see that all six inclusive signatures Involving lptons or photons are expected
to havem inin um ratesofroughly 2 to 30 events, regardless ofthe type ofm odel (g, orer ). The

+X,1 +X andl + X signaturescan bem uch larger in ¢ m odels, but thisonly happensin
the particular kinem atic soenario w ith m <m 3 i~ < m., (K M, ). In this case, charginos
always decay through the 2-body channelsC ! % andC ! ~L wihX;~ ! N(! N, ).
T hus, processes w th intrinsically large cross sections such as C1N; production can kad to a
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large 1 + H: signal, and sim ilarly for other processes nvolving charginos.

Thel + Er (and jj + Hr) signalsare in portant [[6]and can arise from : C1N; and C,N*,
production in modelswith C ! 1 N;; CiN; production In modelswih C; ! (0 IN, (!
N1 ))orCi! I~(! Ny(! N7 ));andL ~ productionwihX ! IN, (! N3 ). The chargiho
decays assumem, > m .. For just CiN; production there are roughly 10{130 pairs produced
In the present CDF and D0 sam ples (each) w ith the probable signatures +\W "+ H (before
cuts); \W " decaysto jjorl asusual For\W "! 3jj, these events have no parton-level SM
background.

M any of these signatures should be detectable, since the m ass di erences between super—
partners is offten constrained to be an allbut non—zero, asin F Jg:g For exam ple, In decays such
asN'3 ! N9\Z"andCi, ! N7\W ", the nvariant m ass of the virtual\Z " or \W " can be large.
In particular, the mvariant m ass of the \Z " from N'; decay is between 0 to 40{60 Ge&V, thus
an excess In pairs of leptons (or Fts) that reconstruct to an variant massm +; < 60 GeV
acoom panied by a large m issing energy is a distinctive signature of N'1N'3 production in our
m odels.

In addition to classifying the m ost prom ising signatures, we have also perform ed a num ber
of event level sin ulations for a lim ited subset of our e, and ex m odels, w ith the other slepton
heavy. The purpose is to get a feeling for the e ciency of detecting m ulti{lpton and/or
photon signatures. F irst, we address the issue of e ciencies fortheee  + H 1 event, since this
is in portant for interpreting the threshold A in the ee rate. An e ciency represents the
probability that a certain class of events passes a particular set of cuts de ned before the data
isanalyzed. W e chose a set of cuts such that: (1) the event would be triggered on and analyzed,
and (2) the event would not su er from obvious detector backgrounds like gts faking leptons
or photons. To show the dependence of our e ciencies on the particular set of cuts, we choose
abose sstwith 3°3< 2,3 3< 1, (o ';B7) > EX ™ = 10 GeV and a tight set identical to the
loose set except E?jn = 20 G&V .The e ciencies we found range from 0:02{023 for the loose
cuts, and from 0:01{0:12 for the tight cuts, but e ciencies outside these ranges (from m odels
not covered In the subset) are possble. EE?jn is ncreased to 25 G&V, themean e ciency is
004. The Ibose cuts are su cient or CDF to have triggered on the ee event.

W ehave also studied 1 , 11, and 11 signaturesusing a sin ilar set of cuts #y > 20 G eV and
pT(l; N E?j“), w here for the purposes of detection 1is summ ed over e and only. Typically,
when E%“j“ = 10 Ge&V oneexpectsbetween 1{5 2{12) 1 + E: events in 100 pb 1 foreg m odels
(er, m odels) from chargino/neutralino production alone. An additional 1{2 events are expected
from e, ~ production in e, m odels. T hisresul isessentially unchanged forthe sim ulation subset
ofm odels J'fE?jn = 20 G&V . This is expected at last for the photons since the kinem atics
enforce hard photons in the nal state from slepton decay. The SM badkground from W
production yields 105 and 37 events for each set of cuts resgpectively. W ih tighter cuts, i is
possble to achieve a signal to background ratio near one for som e m odels. T he expected 11
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Figure 16: As in m@..ﬁr for Tevatron vm = 18 Tev with allC; Qu. , NN, €, N'5 processes

shown that can have cross sections larger than about 50 .
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Figure 17: Range of inclusive cross sections for selected signaturesw ithout detection e ciencies,
as In Fig..14, but for Tevatron.

signature, resulting m ainly from C;Cy production, is between 0{6 events ﬁ)rE%“jn = 10 Gev,

and 0{2 J‘brE%“jn = 20 G&V . Sin ilarly, the expected 11 signature is between 0{5 events for
E?jn= 10 Gev, and 0{2 eventsfbrE?jn: 20 GeV . O ther signatures, such as , 1 and
3], produce at most 1 or 2 events ﬁ)rE%“jn = 10 or 20 G&V . Therefore, it would appear that

the 1 channel is the m ost prom ising for con m Ing the supersym m etric interpretation of the

ee event (assum ng m,, > m ), though other signals w ith lin ited backgrounds are clearly

possble.

49 A lfernative interpretation

T hroughout this section we have described the constraints and predictions in the selectron
Interpretation. H owever, in Sec.::Z we descrbed an altemative interpretation nvolring chargino
production that could explain the ee + Bt event. Those readers interested In the m odel
building associated w ith the chargino Interpretation are referred to A ppendix ;_A-:, w hich provides
m any details and an exam ple m odel.
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5 Commentson modelswih a light stop

W e have seen that the e ect of requiring a large B’ for the ee + Br event is to
strongly constrain the chargino, neutralino and slepton sections. Up to now , we have assum ed
the squarks are su ciently heavy so as not to directly interfere w ith the necessary decay chain.
However, i is possible that a light stop ) can exist sin ultaneously w ith the needed hierarchy
In the other sectors. In particular, neutralino decays N' ! #t are absent In ourm odels (W ith
the cut A = 5 b), sihce all neutralinos are lighter than the top quark. T herefore, the decay
chain In the selectron Interpretation need not be disrupted, if the radiative neutralino decay
can be large w ith a light stop.

T he chargino Interpretation described in A ppendix ;j-\-' isa di erent m atter, since charginos
would always decay to the light stop C ! b ifkinem atically accessible. T his is true regardless
of the m ixing angk . that detem ines the W {f coupling, since the Yukawa coupling H* {
t is Jarge. Thus, it would seem that a chargino interpretation of the ee + B event from
! C; C is not possble unlessm, > m.. This is basically the soenario described In
A ppendix :ZA_-: .

To constructm odelsw ith a largeee  + Hr event rate and a light stop, one m ust consider
the e ectsofa snallm ., on the radiative neutralino decay w idth and on the m ass hierarchy.
A s we have ram arked In Sec. :fl-_é., the dynam ical m echanism for a large radiative neutralino
branching ratio appears not to be strongly dependent on m {_f]_'l] For instance, m odels can
be constructed with m 6y = 50 G&V, m & > 250 GeV, and a large radiative neutralino branch—
Ing ratio arising from the dynam icalm echanisn . H owever, som e suppression to the radiative
neutralino branching ratio from light stops is present, so the ee + Hr rate is m axim ized
In the lim it of all squark m asses large. For exam pl, the largest ee + Hr rate in e, and
eg models with a light stop is 138 f© and 631 H respectively. Since mye < m, must be
obeyed so that N'; = LSP, the upper lin it on m y, can be m ore restrictive than found above if
m, < 74 (50) GeV in e, (ex ) m odelsby Observation 1 in Sec.:g. T his lnduces a rough upper
Iim it on j j which also has In plications for the chargino m asses.

There is an additional degree of freedom in the value of ., which determm ines the SU 2)
couplings of %, with the gaugino com ponents of charginos and neutralinos. M aintaining a
hierarchy between m o m. ( mg) would seem di cult without giving a large [2-"_/1], but
thiscan beavoided ifty * & (or .’ =2byourde nition). However, requiringm . " 50G eV,

¢’ =2 npliesm, mustbe large (erhapsoforderl TeV orm ore) ifthe light Higgsh isto
have a m ass that is not excluded by LEP . In general this in plies that my, will lie w thin the
region accessble to LEP, though fiirther analysis is needed to be precise; sin? ( ) can be
below one, and my, can be near its present lower lin it from LEP1. Note also . slightly a ects
the radiative neutralino decay {[1].
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Another constraint on m odels w ith a light stop com es about ifm, + my < m¢. Then top
quarksmust decay Into stops w ith a branching fraction of about 1=2 ifm 50GeV. twas
observed in Ref. [[6]that abranching ratio oft | £ bof50% isnotexcluded by Tevatron data, if
gluinos and squarksw ith m asses of roughly O (250) G €V exist, giving additional top production
to supplem ent the SM contribution whilk half the top quarks decay into the lightest stop. For
our purposes w e note that if the m asses of non-stop squarks are greater than roughly 250 G&V,
then they are not crucial in m aintaining a large radiative neutralino branching fraction.

T he sin ultaneous existence ofa light right stop, a heavy lkeft stop, other squarks (except by, )
and the gluino with m asses O (250) GeV,and a largeee  + Hr rate is therefore an interesting
possbility. W e explicitly constructed nearly 200 m odels, m ostly of the e, class due to their
larger cross section. W edid not nd signi cant di erences in them odels’ distrbution n M ; {M ,
plane, nor in the {tan plane. However, regions in these planes that were populated by heavy
stop m odels w ith B neartheA = 5 b cut are no Ionger are allowed. For instance, no light
stop m odels approached the gaugino m assuni cation M , = 2M 1) line, and j jwas restricted
to be less than 62 G&V. Hence, there are a num ber of phenom enological consequences of
assum ing a light stop m, = 50 G&V).F irst, as noted above, the branching ratio ofC, ! #b
is virtually 100% @When kinem atically accessbl), Pllowed by the one loop decay & ! N
ifm, < m.. Thus all the signatures as noted in Secs. 4. and 4 § arising from charginos
becom ebc+ Kt . For exam ple, while the dilepton signal from N;N'; is unchanged, the dilepton
signal from C C’j becom es o+ H 1 . A Iso, the restriction My < My (= 50 G&V) results in
som ew hat tighter restrictions on the upperbounds of the other chargino and neutralino m asses.
In particular, m < 90 GeV and m s < 100 G&V in our light stop m odels, and the sum
(m v, T N3) < 150 GeV . O ne consequence is that N';N'3 production is alw ays kinem atically
allowed at LEP 161, w ith a cross section in the range 1:1 < @N'1N'3) < 2: pb.

Stop production at LEP 161 m ay be directly visble w ith the expected integrated lum inosity
if 2m . is below threshold Pd]. In Tablk {1 we present the cross section for stop production
at LEP 161 and LEP 190 for a selection of light stop masses. At LEP 161 one would expect
roughly 20 (5) stop pairs produced per detector, form,, = 50 (70) GeV . At LEP 190 one would
expect roughly 380 (95) stop pairs produced per detector, form, = 50 (80) GeV. Allof the
cross sections were calculated w ith approxin ate nal state QCD oorrections and QED initial
state radiation e ects Included, and assum ing % = %z . Also, 4% bound state e ects can be
In portant close to the threshold.

Thasbeen noted [[a]that when thereisa light stop (sothatC; ! f&bandt! ®N}),there
is a lJarge set of events predicted at the Tevatron by supersym m etry that has no parton-level
SM background. Even after all branching ratios and detection e ciencies are lnclided, tens of
events ram ain in the present 100 pb 1 at Tevatron. T hese events arise from three sources, (1)
Cy (I tb)N, see Tabk [0; () t(! W DE(! #N3); @) g dN2)a! g t(! W bn)).
In allcases, N, ! N ,% ! ANy, and typically W ! Jj. A fter branching ratios and cuts
there should be approxim ately 35{100 events w ith the signatureb + E+ Fts. Uets’ m eans
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M C ross section (in pb)
Gev) LEP161 LEP190

50 085 0:76
60 0:50 0:56
70 020 0:37
80 { 0:19

Table 11: Cross sections for light stop & & t) production at LEP 161 and LEP 190 with
approxin ate nalstate Q CD correctionsand Q ED initial state radiation e ects included. C lose
to the threshold the cross section values m ay receive large corrections due to &1 bound state
e ects.

1{5 parton lvel gts, ncluding 1{2 cham Fts (@n average of 1:5/event). T his prediction could
lead to a sam ple that allowed a robust (rather than one event level) detection of superpartners
In the present CDF and DO data. W hen W ! 1 forthese events, additional good signatures
arise and one expects an excess of \W "bc events that would appear in the top sam ple, and
1 + E+ ftsevents.

T he sin ultaneous existence of a light stop and a light chargino (as necessarily arises in
ee + Br models) can give rise to a shift in Ry _B-?}] W e have analyzed modelswith m, =
50 Gev, & = tg and nd that themaxinum shift in Ry is R{* < 0:003 from chargino-
stop loops only. Charged H iggs+top loops can also be signi cant, with a shift Ry < 0:0005
dependingon ma . In allcasestan must be near 1 for a m axim al shift n Ry. For exam ple,
tan = 1:1,15,20 can allgive a largeee  + Bp rate, while the shift In Ry, is at best 0:0028,
00021, 0:0018 for chargino-stop loopsonly. Further, Ry, is sensitive m ore to the param eter tan
than me ., as is clear since the chargino m ass is inversely related to tan ; In the above three
casesm .. isroughly 83, 80, 70 G&V . W e note that these calculations have been done assum Ing
mg =50Gev, .= =2, which isnearly optinalsince themaxinum shift in Ry, decreases as
either the stop m ass is increased, or . is taken far from  =2.

A s has been em phasized, getting a signi cant shift in R, requires a chargino that has a
large H iggsino com ponent, and the related result that is sm all and negative. It is Interesting
that the value of and the chargino properties com ing from the analysis of the ee + B
event have the properties needed to give such an e ect. Finally, we note that a shift in Ry
necessarily mplies a shift n  § extracted from the LEP Z lneshape, through the relation

sMy) 4 B B0]. This Iim its them axinum shift 1 Ry, to about 00025, consistent w ith
the above numbers and giving R, < 02182. Tt is worth em phasizing that a signi cant shift
In Ry (@nd ) is only possible sin ultaneously with a supersym m etric interpretation of the
ee  + Bt event ifN; is the LSP [fl].
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6 Concluding rem arks

W e have seen that supersymm etry wih N7 =LSP is a viable explanation of the CDF
ee + Bt event. The prin ary constraints are the kinem atics of the ee + Br event, the
radiative neutralino branching ratio N, ! N’; , the selectron decay e ! &, and LEP1{
LEP130 data. Given am Ininum threshold on the cross section tin es branching ratio ofpp !
efe | e'e NN, ! e"e NN at the Tevatron, a selectron interpretation requiresM ;,
M,, ,tan ,m. in tight ranges (see Tab]e:fi and Fjgs.:_"l, ES) . The corresponding chargino and
neutralino m asses and the cross sections at LEP and Tevatron are sin ilarity constrained. T his
is the origin of the predictionsm ade forboth LEP and Tevatron based sokly on theee  + Er
event, wherem any signals can be large, and som em ust be produced. T hese signals are deduced
from the cross sections and branching ratios w ithout e ciencies, although in m any cases the
m ass di erences between sparticles cannot be arbitrarily an all, and so presum ably the signals
are detectable. For exam ple, N'|N'3 production m ust occur at LEP 190 w ith them ass di erence
40< m N, My < 60 GeV In allm odels, which in plies a pair of leptons or gts from the decay
N3 ! N,ff would have an invariant m ass up to roughly 60 GeV . The inclusive signals that
must be produced at LEP 190 w ith an integrated lum inosity of500pb 'are @I+ X +H) > 50

events, and  ( + X + H)> 3 events. At the Tevatron, the nclusive signals that should
have been produced W ith an Integrated lum inosiy of 100 pb Ly are @1+ X + Er) > 30
events, ( + X + ) > 2events, (1 +X +Hr) > 15events, (@1 + X + Hr) > 4

events, (1 + X + Br) > 2events,and @l+ X + Hr) > 2 events. A Il of these signals
assum e X = anything (kptons, photons, gts), and are valid fore;, oregx m odels. Forey m odels
only, the nclusive signal that m ust be produced at LEP 161 w ith an Integrated lum inosity of
25pb 'is @1+ X + ) > 2 events. Alo for egx models only, the nclusive signals that
must be produced at LEP 190 (in addition to the ones above) are (1 + X + E) > 5 events,
and (1 + X + H) > 5 events. W e have exam Ined m any inclusive signals w ith leptons and
photons, but of course inclusive signals w ith gts (+ photons) are also in portant and In som e
cases can be larger.

T he selectron interpretation can bem ade w ith the selectron e being eitherey, , ez , 0ra sum
over e, and eg contributions. T he di erence between e, and e; is In the SU (2);, couplings of
e, , causing for exam ple the cross section at the Tevatron (p ! e,er) 22 Pp! @e)
(in the m ass range of Interest), and the presence of e, couplings to charginos. T hus one way
to distinguish e, (@nd e, + ez ) m odels from ez m odels is w ith the associated charged current
channelpgp ! e, ~ thatgivesat least 1 + Ht , w ith possibly m ore kptons or photons depending
on the decay of ~.. Studies of such signals are relevant for 1= ¢, , . A further source of
1 +X +Hrp eventscomes from Cy» (! N1 N, (! Ny ),aswellasC; C’j with C ! e, ¢or
C! ~eifm, orm . islighter than the chargino. T hus if no excess of associated events can
be attrbuted to the absence of e, ~ production, then it becom es less likely that the original
selectron was e, , though i cannot be de nitive untila clean result is published. In addition,
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particular signals must be produced at LEP 161/190 for ey m odels that are not necessarily
present for e;, m odels, and thus if these associated events were not found, then it becom es less
likely that the original selectron was eg , w ith the sam e caveat as above. At LEP it isnecessary
to study the relative rates of di erent channels to distinguish e;, from er , unless selectron pair
production is actually observed there. In fact, if e, or ex production is cbserved (and the
LSP can be established to be N'1), then we Inm ediately know which charged skpton is not
responsble fortheee  + Hr event, since aswe have shown in this paper the skepton giving the
ee + By iskinem atically forbidden at LEP 161 and LEP 190. T hus there is no unique signal
to discrin inate g, from ey (from e + ez ) m odels; only through the pattem ofm ultiple signals
can the nature of the selectron be determ ined.

W e have also seen that a chargiho interpretation oftheee  + By event is a distinct possi-
bility. In either the selectron or chargino interpretation we expect at least the constraints from
radiative neutralino decay to hold, and light skptons are probably also a shared requirem ent
for either interpretation (see Appendix :Zk-:) . Oneway to eventually distinguish the selectron in—
terpretation from the chargiho interpretation is to com pare the rates ofee , and e
A ssum Ing a m ass degeneracy am ong the slkeptons of di erent fam ilies, the selectron Interpreta—
tion predicts roughly an equal num ber of ee and events, w ith a signi cantly depleted
e signal originating only from < ~ production ollowed by I e + X . Aler
natively, In the chargino Interpretation one would expect roughly doubl the number of e
events as com pared w ith eitheree or events. T hus com paring the e rate w ith either
ee or would provide a usefiilm eans to discrin nate between the two interpretations.
N otice also that events of the type It ° + Br can be produced only from C; Cy and ~
production.

Tt is in portant to ram ark thattheee  + Hr event phenom enology could be connected w ith
other phenom ena. Ifthe LSP= N'; is stabl, then it could provide a coan ologically signi cant
relic density even if it is m ostly a H iggsino f_7.] (@s required by the ee + Br event). For a
given value of h 2 them ass ofN"; is correlated w ith tan , and so gives a subset of the m odels
constructed here. T he predictions for associated phenom enology are tighter; and generally the
signals can be larger. A Iso, we have descrbed in detail the e ect of assum Ing a light stop In
addition to the ee + Hr event, In particular its connection to Ry '_Q-_Q] (@nd ¢ B-g]) . A light
stop hasm any other consequences [_Zl.-_é], that we w ill not go into detail about here.

However, it is perhaps usefiilto rem ark on how can we leam if there is a light stop. The
easiest way would be to observe it at LEP. T he cross section ranges from about 02{0:8 pb
over the range 50 < m gy < 70 (80) GeV ofm ost interest for LEP 161 (LEP190). LEP 190 w ith
tens of pb ! willbe de nitive. For such light stops and even for som ew hat heavier ones up
tom¢ my. (< 100 GeV i m odels considered here) searches n t(! §N1)t(! W b) or stop
pair production can be de nitive. Indirect evidence for a light stop before there is de nitive
collider data could com e from a convincihhg Ry excess, from skpton pair production at the
Tevatron w ithout associated leptons, and photons from chargino channelsbecause C; ! f1b,
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from anom alousbehavior of top properties I_l-é], and from the + bt Ftsevents tl-_é] com m ented
on in Sec§ N ote that ¥4 could be near N'; In m ass, and therefore give very soft ferm ions plus
large m issing energy.

W e have stated that certain signals must be produced at LEP and Tevatron, and som e
signalsm ight be produced if kinem atically accessble. For exam ple, at LEP 161 three neutralino
and one chargino pair cross sections are large enough to give a signalifabout 25 pb * iscollected.
T he signatures are described in Sec.:_éi_.-7_-.1'| and can som etin esbe som ew hat unusual. At LEP 190
m any m ore processes can be open, which can all give signals w ith possibly unusual signatures
(see Sec.4.74). Tt is i portant to em phasize that the predictions assum e the m ininum cut
A = 5 b isplaced on the B frtheee + By event. In principle, ifone could dem onstrate
that failure to detect the signals In plies they do not occur at all, then only two possbilities
remain: (1) A supersymm etric explanation of the ee + Br event In our fram ework must
rely on an upward uctuation from B’ even Iower than 5 b, or ) a supersymm etric
explanation in our fram ework is not possible. W e note that even ifthe cut A = 5 f needs to
be relaxed, there are still constraints from requiring a m oderate branching ratio forN', ! N
as dem onstrated in FJg:g

Theee + Bt event has given us a profound exam ple ofhow low energy supersym m etry
could be discovered w ith one event. It is not obvious that such an event could be explained
by supersym m etry, and we em phasize here the predictability of the theory once such an expla—
nation is adopted. In particular, we have shown that assum ing theee  + B event is due to
supersym m etry w ith a N’y = LSP In poses strong constraints on the supersym m etric param eters,
and predictsm uch associated phenom enology. Con m ation at LEP or Tevatron from them yr—
iad of associated signals described in this paper is necessary to be de nitive. It is rem arkable
how much can be lramed from the Tevatron data, if the signalis con m ed.
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Appendix A : M odels in the chargino interpretation

T he chargino interpretation purports to explain the ee + Bt event through chargino
production and decay, a priori sharing only the requirem ent of radiative neutralino decay w ith
the selectron interpretation. Thepossible sourcesofee  in the chargino interpretation are from
pp! Cj C’j wih Cyiy ! Nye , llowed byN, ! N7 . ThedecayCy;y ! Nze can proceed
through either on-shell or o -shellW , e;, and ~.. However, the 2-body decay C7; ! W N,
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is not possbl, since m o My 25 G&V when the radiative neutralino branching ratio

BN, ! N; ) isrequired to be large.
A 1l Chargino production and 3-body decays

If e, ~ are heavy, the branching ratio for the decay C; ! Ne . is dom inated by W —
exchange, w th a branching ratio the sam e as that rthe SM decay W ! e . equalto 11% .
C hargino production w ith heavy sleptons therefore in plies or every I' 1 event, roughly 20
other events w ith Ft activity (possbly accom panied by one charged lpton) or two di erent
charged Jptons (plus two photons). In addition, the channel C; ! Nje is always open
and it is generally favored by phase space, In particular n the case i = 1, since the m ass
di erencem o, My, isnever large. Further, it seem sdi cul to nd a region ofthe param eter
space allowed by LEP data, consistent w ith a large neutralino radiative decay branching ratio
and the general kinem atical ee requirem ents, w here the non—radiative channels ntoN’; are
dynam ically suppressed. Thisholds forboth on—and o shellW -exchange, and as a resul the
branching ratio forthedecay C; ! Ne hardly exceeds6% fori= 1 and iseven lower ori= 2.
Hence, to get > 5 b ee  signal from C; C; production and decay Ci;5 ! W /(1 e N (!
N1 ) one needs a cross section at least roughly 15 pb (even assum ngB I, ! N3 )= 100% ),
since B C; C’j ! NoNyete o) iswellbelow 1% . This does not seem to be possble w ith
an individual chargino pair production process, given all the other ee constraints. H ow ever,
a an all but non—zero signal can always arise from this source In m odels which are com patible
w ith the selectron Interpretation. W e have found m odels w ith up to 1 Hee total signal
from the sum ofC C’j production and 3-body C; decay In our selectron interpretation m odels.
(T hese contribbutions were not included in the selectron interpretation.)

A 2 Chargino production and 2-body decays

W e consider in the follow Ing chargino production followed by 2-body decays into skptons,
w hich allow s an enhanceam ent ofthe totalpossible branching ratio into the ee nalstate. The
regions are som ew hat di erent in the chargino Interpretation wih C ! Ilthan in the selectron
Interpretation; in particular we found the constraint m N my. > 20 GeV is no longer
required. W e have checked that a neutralino m ass di erence of order 10 G &V can be su cient
In the chargino interpretation.) Thismay in princppl allow the kinem atical m echanisn for
the enhancem ent of the radiative neutralino decay branching ratio to operate sin ultaneously
w ith the dynam icalm echanisn to obtain a largeee  rate. In Sec.4 2 we already encountered
particular m odels in the selectron interpretation where the kinem atical m echanisn plays an
In portant role, and thism ay be true for the chargino interpretation to an even greater extent.
However, a an allm ass di erence m

m seemson]ytobea]]owedwhenmmjssnaﬂ,

Ny Ny
so that it can presum ably receive a large boost after the e, or ~ decay and generate a hard
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photon. The only way to construct a m odel w ith two very light neutralinos and a heavier
chargino is to enter the \light gaugho-H iggsino w indow " (see Sec.:_4-_.2-]), but even there it seam s
di cul to build a m odelw hich falls n the region suggested by theee + 1 event kinem atics
w ith the constraints from the branching ratios. A 1so, w ith a neutralino m ass di erence of order
10 G &V orm ore the radiative neutralino branching ratio never approaches 100% from only the
kinem atical enhancem ent [_l-li] Hence, as in the selectron interpretation it would appear that
the dynam icalm echanian for a large radiative neutralino decay is required. T his, along w ith
the llow ing argum ent for the need of a m ostly gaugino N',, explains why it seem s possble
to buid m odels wih large ee rates in the chargino Interpretation only In regions of the
gaugino-H iggsino param eter space sin ilar to that in the selectron interpretation.

Themaxinum B, ! I )(! IN,)]HorI= ~ is1=3, and or I= e, is 1=6 due to the
skpton m ass degeneracy assumption and m ., < me, (assum ing the decay into sneutrinos is
not strongly suppressed). A 1so, the skpton decay channelsw ith N'; in the nalstate are always
open and enhanced by phase space. Thus to m axin ize the branching ratio into N',, one has
to m Inin ize the N', H iggsino com ponents (which do not couple w ith skptons) and m axin ize
the H iggsino com ponent of N;. In this way, the branching ratio for e, ! N'e is enhanced,
analogous to the selectron nterpretation. Typically, the branching ratio for the combined
decay C; C’j ! ee though 2-body decays Into skeptons can reach at best 4% , assum Ing
BN, ! N7 )= 100% . In the(C, case, a further source of suppression can com e from the
channel ~ ! Cie (if open), that always dom lnatesover ~ ! Ny c or~ ! N7 .. A sinilar
suppression in the C, case can also com e from e, ! C7 . Thus, the actualee rate depends

strongly also on the m ass hierarchy between m .., m ¢, and m cy e

M axin izing the H iggsino com ponent of N'; and m Inin izing that of N*,, leads us to the
conclusion that N, is m ostly photino and N'; is m ostly H iggsino, analogous to the selectron
Interpretation. H owever, di erences do exist betw een the chargino interpretation and e;, m odels
In the selectron Interpretation. Forexam ple, oneneeds100 < m, < 137 GeV in the selectron
Interpretation, while in the chargino interpretation one only needs at least one of e, , ~ heavier
than roughly 60 G&V but lighter than at last one of the charginos. O f course, addiional
constraints on m ¢, , I ., are present, due to the particularly com plicated decay chain and the
large radiative neutralino branching ratio needed. T he right selectron enters the 3-body decay
N, ! Niete ,but if tsm ass ism oderately Jarge then the decay cannot be enhanced. Squark
m asses are relatively unconstrained, although lighter squark m asses increase the C,C, cross
section, but decrease the radiative branching ratio.

The absence of ee + Hr event kinem atical solutions w ith chargino m asses less than
95 G&V inplies that to construct a chargino Interpretation that at least possbly satis es the
kinem atics one should conservatively choose to search only rmodels with m . > 95 GeV.
RestrictingtoM ,, andtan valiesroughly in the allowed ranges singled out In the selectron
Interpretation, one nds a rough upper lim it of 400, 50 and 1200 b for the cross section of
C1C1,C1C, and C,C, production regpectively. G wven at best a usefilbranching ratio of about
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5% , then a C1C,; iInterpretation (alone) can be excluded. For C1C; and C,C, production, the
ee signal could 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 passA = 5 b cut used In
the selectron Interpretation. The C1C cross section drops rapidly as m o is Increased, and
it appears not to give a sizeable ee  + B signalwhen m o > 110 Ge&V . A lematively, the
C,C, cross section can still be large, and give a sizeable ee signal for me., 150 Gev (if
m g 250 GeV). In practice, this sets rough upper lin is for M, and j jwhich detem ine
the chargino m asses. Further, our analysis ofthe ee  + Br event kinem atics in the chargino
Interpretation gives an indication that large m ass di erences (> 30 GeV) between C; and N,
m ay be required to reconstruct theee  + Bt event. In the i= 1 case thisisvery di cul, ifnot
In possible, given all the other constraints. T hus, we conclude that sizeable ee  + Bt signals
can probably only be achieved from C’Z+ C, production,w ith thedecay chainC, ! e (! eN7)
orCy ! e~ (! NYy), Pllowed by N, ! N'¢ . Thisappears to happen only in a region of the
param eter space sin ilar to the selectron interpretation.

A fow  nal rem arks on m odel building are in order. The sneutrino always plays a rolk
when themass hierarchy m . > me (¢ m . ) exists, and as a consequence the ee signal is
depkted from C ! ~e since ~ tends to have com parabl branching ratio into N'; and N'».
Further, ifm ., < m N, then a 2-body decay opens for N, ! ~ o, which offen suppresses the
radiative decay branching ratio. A 1so, a sneutrinom ass larger than m o In plies a possbly lJarge
branching ratio for ~ ! Cie. To ensure su cient phase space orthe decay C, ! e, o and
to have the m asses 21l in regions where we found kinem atical solutions, the m ass di erence
me, > O (10) GeV probably should be enforced. The selectron also must be larger

X by at lrast 20 Ge&V for analogous reasons, but not larger than m

mcz

than m otherw ise the

N fog
branching ratio fore;, willbedom nated by e, ! C7p .. kisclkarthatm ajntajngng such am ass
hierarchy between Moy Me pMoug, My M, My is considerably m ore di cul than in the
selectron Interpretation, and to som e extent a ne-tuning ofthem asses of the particles involed
is always required. A Iso, the relevant branching ratio is always an all and never exceeds a few
percent while In the selectron interpretation it can in principle reach 100% . A 1l of these facts
seem to render a chargino interpretation problem atic (In stark contrast to a scenario w ith the

gravitino as the LSP [4]) .

A 3 Chargino interpretation { an exam ple

W e searched ourm odel sam ples com patible w ith a selectron interpretation oftheee  + By
event for cases where C,C, production could yield an additionalee signal. W e found several
tens of candidate m odels: som e In the e sam ples, and a few In the e, sam plk. However, the
general kinem atical requirem ents for a chargino Interpretation of the ee + B event slightly
favor the e, m odels, which are located roughly In Region 2 (according to the classi cation of
Sec.42). Such models could give rise to a e signalw ith the kinem atical characteristics of
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the event, from sim ultaneously e, and C, pair production, although the C, signal is generally
below 6 fb. W e report one m odel as an exam plk of the above: M = 65G&V, M, ' Mgy,

= 53GeV tan = 2,me, = 110GeV, me, = 350GeV, m. = 90 GeV,mtl = 150 Gev,
m, mg= 250GevV.The neutJ:aJJ'nomassesmN,l;Z;g;4 = 65;70;96;137 G &V, and the chargino
massesme = 72;137 GeV. The C,C, production cross section at the Tevatron is 380 o,
while the e, e, cross section is 13 . TheB N, ! N7 )= 81% ,theB C, ! ~e)= 17%, the

e

BCy! e, ¢)= 16%,theB (e, ! Nye) 100% ,and B (¢ ! Cie) = 77% . Theee rate is
roudghly 6 o from only chargino production, and so is slightly above the A = 5 b cut in posed
In the selectron interpretation. It is worthwhile to rem ark on how sensitive the ee rate is to
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 e, m ass in such a way to get a sneutrino lighter than the
C1, and gain the additional signal from C, decays into on-shell sneutrinos and sneutrino decays
into N,. Thiswould requirem ., < 96 GeV, although the m odi ed m odelwould appear to
be farther from the region of m asses satisfying the ee + Bt event kinem atics. H owever,
the radiative neutralino decay branching ratio drops quite sensitively when the already light
skpton m asses are further reduced. T hus, constructing m odels In the chargino interpretation is
som ew hat di cult, and it is not cbvious how one ought to perturb around any given m odel to
increase the ee rate. However, we did nd som e m odels w ith interesting characteristics, as
shown above. A m ore In-depth analysis is necessary to determm ne if the chargino Interpretation
is tenable, and if so the ranges of the param eters needed.

Appendix B: Sam ple M odels

Here four sam ple m odels from the set used in the selectron interpretation are provided
In Tabls -:L-g and :_ff: Input param eters and calculated m asses are given, along w ith m any
branching ratios and cross sections. N otice that the fourm odels’ input param eters are sin ilar
(except for the skepton and stop m asses), but the cross sections for both the ee + Hr event
and associated phenom enology are quite di erent.
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M odelparam eters e, m odel er m odel
Mi{,M, 64:7 ,643 744,776

, tan 370,118 38:3,1:11
Ma,Mg= My, 200 , 500 400 , 500
My, ¢ 204, 0:342 487, 0:123
m, jmg ;m- 105,272,996 391,104,390
me M. 796,110 789,119
M e G T JI 366,646,905 ,118 382,754,885 ,127
W] {12 ;1 2 0:997 , 1:000 0:999 , 0:999
Mp;Myg ;My 7 n 702,229,216, 0825 692,415,408, 0:765

B2 132 66

BN, ! Ny ) 0:98 0:94
BN3! I'l ;BMs! “)BN3! @ 010,022,067 010,020,069
BNy ! ~ + ~ );Bi,! L1+ LD 0:83,0:13 {4
BN, ! kl+ kD) { 080
BC:! N11 );BCy! N1 0:34 ,0:66 0:33,0:67
BC,! ~I);BC,! L ) 0:66 ,028 {1
BC,! N11 );BC, ! N1 @) 0:02 ,0:203 033 ,0:66
B, ! Nye);Be, ! C o) 091,007 030 ,0:59
BEr ! NLe);BEer ! Nye) 0:81,0:14 0:98, {
B(w! N3 )iB(w! Ce) 0:08 ,0:90 010 ,0:61
LEP 161 cross sections:

N1N73); €C1Ch) 2010, 405 2130, 1320

N2N2); (N2N'3) 191,123 40 , {
inclusive @1+ X); ( + X)) 276,184 365, 36
LEP 190 cross sections:

N1N3); MINYy) 1450, 89 1530, 49

N,N); ON3) 342,243 199, 164

C1C1); (€C1Cy) 1080, 167 2760 , {
nclusive @1+ X); ( + X)) 473,331 529,177
nclusive (1 +X); 1 + X) 115,73 60 , 59
Tevatron cross sections:

rer); Erer) 165, { {,79

~e~e)i (€L ~e) 185,450 {1

N N'3); C1C1); (C2C2) 1180, 907 , 552 1270, 887,415

C1N1); (Ci1N5); (C1N73) 2690, 113, 840 2710 ,55, 915

C2N2); (C2N3); (CNYy) 324,28 ,332 190,84 ,241
nclusive @1+ X); ( + X)) 1700 ,174 631,24
nclusive (1 +X); (1 + X)) 954 , 714 318,237
nclusive (1 + X ); Gl+ X)) 171,892 22,101

summ ed over e,

, and
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Tabl 12: Two sam pl m odels in the selectron interpretation. A llm asses are In G &V, all cross
sections are In . Only the largest branching ratios and cross sections are displayed. 1 is
in the branching ratios and inclusive cross sections W hich have no
detector e clencies inclided). In the branching ratios C refersto a sum over C; and Cs.



M odelparam eters

e, + eg model

ez model (with light t;)

Mi,M, 702,762 765,770

, tan 488 ,126 389,139
Mpa,Mg=Mm, 200 , 500 400 , 2000
Mg, ¢ 488 , 0263 50, =2
m, jm, ;m. 119,121,113 439,105, 437
m. ;jme 848,118 752,121
Mo Mo JM e G 478,715,968 ,124 374,766,884 ,128
W Hpi2 N, v 32 0:990 , 0:998 0:988 , 0:999
Mp;Myg ;Mg ; n 678,227,216, 0792 591,411,408, 0651

B? 102 51

BN, ! Ny ) 0:92 0:86
BN3! I'lL ;BMs! T )BN3! @ 010,022,067 010,020,068
BN, ! ~ + ~ );BN,! 1+ %1 085, 0:05 {1
BN, ! K1+ kK1) 001 0:74
BEC:! N71 );BC: ! N1ad);BCy ! tib) 034,006, { 0:00,{,100
BC,! ~1);BC,! tib) 078, { {,0:98
BC,! N11);BC,! N1 @) 0:06,0:11 001,001
B, ! Nye);BEe, ! C o) 0:94 ,0203 030 ,0:59
BEer ! N,e);BEer ! Nye) 097, { 096, {
B(we! N3 )iB(w! Ce) 0:10,0:=86 010 ,0:62
LEP 161 cross sections:

N1N73); C1Ch) 1500, { 2100, 2680

N7N2); OLN3); @Y) 120, { ,{ 23 ,{,850
nclusive @1+ X); ( + X)) 157,100 215,17
LEP 190 cross sections:

N1N3); O1NYy) 1360 , 24 1500 , 41

NNS); OTLN3) 355,227 169, 150

C1C1); C1Cr); %) 880 ,1{,{ 3110, { , 760
nclusive @1+ X); ( + X)) 302,299 254 , 125
nclusive (1 +X); @ + X) 56,51 78,78
Tevatron cross sections:

rer); Erer) 94,490 {,75

(ve~e)i (En ) 105,246 {,{

N'1N'3); (C1C1); (C2C2)

C1N1); C1N72); C1N3)

(C2N72); (CoN73); (CoNYy)
nclusive @1+ X); ( + X))
nclisive (1 +X); @l +X)
nclusive (1 + X); (Gl+ X))

688 , 681 , 434

1590, 86, 575

189,29, 259
1190, 43
369,279
39,654

1270 , 1140 , 298
3430 ,128 , 974
218 ,43, 283
178 ,16
50, 48
16,75

Tabk 13: Asin Fjg.:_l-g, but or an e, + eg model, and a m odelw ith a light stop. Note that

B sum s over both e, and ey contrbutions for the e, + ex m odel.
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