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A B ST R A C T

A very lightgluino(m ~g
<
� 2GeV)isstillconsistentwith experim entaldata

and isattractivefrom atheoreticalstandpoint.Thishasbeen shown tolead

to a sm allgluino contentofthe proton. W e use thise�ectto dem onstrate

thatsuch a lightgluino could lead to a striking enhancem ent,atTevatron,

ofm onojetsaccom panied by large m issing m om entum . A reanalysisofthe

existing data m ay thusruleouta lightgluino fora com m on squark m assof

upto � 600GeV.
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Assupersym m etry providesoneofthebesttheoretically m otivated scenariosgoing

beyond the Standard M odel(SM ),the search for superparticles has,understandably,

constituted oneofthem ainareasofinterestinrecentexperim entalendeavours.Negative

results at both the Tevatron [1]and LEP [2]have,however,signi�cantly constrained

the param eter space available to the (R-parity conserving) m inim alsupersym m etric

standard m odel(M SSM ).Som ewhatsurprisingly though,a very lightgluino (m assless

than a few GeV)m ay stillbeallowed [3,4,5].Sincetheesistenceofsuch a lightgluino

willdrastically alterthesignalforsupersym m etry,considerablee�orthasbeen directed

towardsa close exam ination ofthisscenario,both from a theoreticalstandpoint[6]as

wellasaphenom enologicalone[7].Additionalincentivewasprovided byan assertion [3,

8]thatsuch a particle helpsexplain the apparentdiscrepancy between the value of�s
determ ined by high energy experim entsand thatexpected from an application ofQCD

evolution (with the SM quark content) to the sam e quantity m easured atlow energy

experim ents. W hile this claim has been contested [9],like m uch else associated with

this scenario,it points to the need ofa closer exam ination ofthe phenom enological

consequences associated with the existence ofa light gluino. In this Letter we shall

undertake thistask from thepointofview ofexisting Tevatron data on m onojetswith

large m issing m om enta. W e dem onstrate thata reanalysis ofthe existing can lead to

eitheran evidence fora lightgluino,orin the negative case,to strong constraints on

thescenario.

Toappreciatethepeculiaritiesofthescenario,letus,�rst,brieyrecapitulatethees-

sentialfeaturesand theexistingconstraints.(i)AstheTevatron lim its[1]on thesquark

m assesnolongerapply,thelatterneed tobeconsistentonly with thelowerboundsfrom

LEP1.Note,however,thatprecision electroweak testsdisfavourm ~q
<
� 60GeV foralight

gluino [10]. (ii)Gluino decay: though light,the gluino is notnecessarily the lightest

supersym m etric particle (LSP).The lightestneutralino (in m ostcases,the photino)is

often theLSP instead (and,thus,a viabledark m attercandidate[11]).In such a case,

thegluino would decay into a quark-antiquark pairand theLSP,theratedepending on

therelevantsquark m ass.Negative search resultsatbeam dum p experim ents[12]sug-

geststhatalightgluinothatdecayswithin thedetectorvolum eisruled out.Thiswould

requirethatthesquark m assbelargerthan afew hundred GeV [13].However,unlikeits

heavy counterpart,thegluino can now form a relatively stableand lightbound neutral

state [14,4]. The lifetim e ofthe bound state islongerthan thatofthe free gluino [7]

and,furtherm ore,the photino from the decay interacts too weakly with the detector

to trigger a signal. It has been argued though that,for m ~g
>
� 4 GeV,the lifetim e is

shortenough fora m issing energy signalto beviableand thatUA1 data can e�ectively

rule this out [15]. W hat ifthe gluino is indeed the LSP ? Even then,the photino is

the lightestcolour-singletsupersym m etric particle [16]and hence stable. The lightest

bound statestilldecaysinto thephotino and alloftheaboveargum entshold.

Constraints on lighter gluinos are obtained from quarkonia decay. The window

1:5GeV<� m ~g
<
� 4GeV canberuledout[17]byconsideringthedecay�! ~� where~� isthe

pseudoscalar~g~g bound state.Extending thisanalysisto lowerm assesisdi�cultasthe

applicability ofperturbative QCD becom es questionable [17]. W hile som e constraints

on m ~g
<
� 1:5GeV have been discussed in the literature,m ost ofthese turn out to be
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weak or m odeldependent. A case in point are the constraints [18]from the b ! s

processwhich dependsstronglyon squarkm ixing.Theexception aretheconstraints[19]

deduced from �nalstate correlationsin e+ e� ! Z ! 4jets. Indeed,a claim [20]has

been m aderecently thatLEP data [21,22]can beused to ruleoutthiswindow at90%

C.L.This claim has however been criticized [23]on the grounds that the jet angular

distributionsaresensitive to,asyetuncalculated,higherorderQCD e�ects.

In this Letter,we adopt an approach com plem entary to that ofde Gouv̂ea and

M urayam a [20]and seek to pointout thata reanalysis ofexisting Tevatron data can

provide im portant constraints. It has been recognized [24,25]that the presence of

lightgluinosalterstheAltarelli-Parisievolution ofthenucleon structurefunctionsin an

essentialway. W hile ithasbeen argued thatthise�ectisnum erically too sm allto be

ofany relevanceto presentexperim ents,weshalldem onstratethatthisisnotthecase.

The im portantaspectisthatthe proton now hasa sm allbutnon-zero gluino content.

In fact,ref.[24](which we shalluse forthe restofthe analysis)explicitly shows that,

forthe m ass range in question,the gluino content ofthe proton isroughly 2{5 tim es

thatofthe strange-quark sea.The ratio isonly weakly dependenton Q 2,butdepends

signi�cantly on them om entum fraction carried by theparton (seeFig.1).
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Figure 1: The ratio ofthe gluino and strange quark densities [24]in the proton as a

function ofthe m om entum fraction.(a)m ~g = 0:4GeV,and (b)m ~g = 1:3GeV.

This im m ediately leads to the possibility ofa resonantsquark production at the

Tevatron. Once produced,the squark would obviously tend to decay into the corre-

sponding quark and thegluino.Thischannelisuninteresting though.W e ratherfocus
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on thesuppressed decay channel~q! q~.Ourprocessthusis

q+ ~g ! q+ ~ (1)

This willobviously lead to a m onojet accom panied by m issing transverse m om entum

(equalto the transverse m om entum ofthe jet). The distribution in the latter would

thushave a peak close to m ~q=2 and thuscould be identi�ed. Although the s-channel

contribution is the dom inant one (on account ofthe resonance),for com pleteness we

includethet-channelcontribution aswell[26].

The SM background to thisprocessarisesfrom two di�erentsources,the straight-

forward one being Z + jet(qg ! qZ and qq ! gZ)production with the Z decaying

invisibly [27]. Also to be considered are the processes qg ! q0�� and qq0 ! g��. Of

course,ifthe � isfaraway from the jet,itwould be recognised asa thin jetby itself

and such con�gurations can be vetoed. On the other hand,ifthe di�erence in their

azim uthalseparation (��)and pseudorapidity separation (��)besuch thatthejetand

tau fallwithin the cone de�ned by,say,�R �
q

(��)2 + (��)2 � 0:7,then these m ight

notbeseparableand haveto bem erged to form a singlejet.
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Figure2:Thep�p! q+ ~+ X cross-section (attheTevatron)asa function ofthejetpT

for variousvaluesofm sq. Allsquarks have been assum ed to be degenerate and the cut

ofeq.(2)im posed.Also shown isthe SM crosssection for(m onojet+ m issing energy).

In Fig.2,we show the pT distribution ofthe processin eq.(1)forvariousvaluesof

squark m asses. W e have assum ed here that allsquarks are degenerate. A m inim um

ofpT(jet)of40 GeV isdem anded so thatitm ay constitute a clearsignal[28]. To be

consistentwith detectorcoverage,wehavealso im posed a cuton jetrapidity:

j�jetj< 3: (2)
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W ehaveused herethedistributions[24]form ~g = 1:3GeV astheselead to theweakest

constraints.To stay on theconservativeside,wehavefurtherim posed an ad hocupper

bound of~g(x)=s(x)� 3.Thelatter,though,weakensonly thebound on the~bL;R m ass.

Asexpected,thepeakslieclose to pT � m ~q=2.Also shown in the �gure isthe SM

background. Thus,with a judicious choice ofthe pT window,a signalto noise ratio

largerthan unity can beobtained fora widerangeofsquark m asses.In Table1 welist

the num ber ofevents in the optim um pT window fordi�erentsquark m asses. Ascan

m ~q pT window Gluino SM

(GeV) events events

50 (40,65) 8665 5246

100 (45,55) 118004 2093

200 (85,105) 8600 450

300 (125,155) 1301 123

400 (175,210) 190 33

500 (215,265) 37.5 9.8

600 (260,310) 8.1 3.1

700 (305,365) 1.9 1.0

Table 1:The num ber ofeventsexpected solely from the processofeq.(1)within the pT

window appropriatefora given squarkm ass.(Allsquarksareassum edto bedegenerate.)

Also shown are the num berofeventsexpected within the SM .An integrated lum inosity

of100pb
� 1

hasbeen assum ed.

be seen from the table,even with an integrated lum inosity of100pb
� 1
,a signi�cant

signal=
p
background (S=

p
B ) ratio can be achieved. A strong statem ent about the

existence ofsuch a gluino would,then,isthusnotoutofplace.

W e m ust,atthisstage,pointoutthe potentialdrawbacksin thisanalysis. Asthe

LSP ism ostly photino,itscouplingtoaquark isproportionaltothechargeofthelatter.

Furtherm ore,thequark contentoftheproton isdom inated by theu.Consequently,the

supersym m etriccontributionsshown in Fig.2aredom inated by the~uL;R.Thusonem ay

seek toescapethebound by postulatingtheu-typesquarkstobeheavy.Such asolution

is,however,problem atic on m ore than one count. Forone,apartfrom introducing an

undesirable hierarchy am ongstthe squark m asses,a large splitting between isodoublet

partnersisstrongly disfavoured from considerationsofthe�-param eter.Thus,notonly

the ~uL;R,but the ~dL;R willhave to be heavy. Still,this willnot solve allproblem s.

As Table 2 illustrates, the bounds for the second generation squarks are also quite

signi�cant.Forexam ple,even ifonlythe~cL;R werelight,S=
p
B > 5can stillbeobtained

form ~c
<
� 265GeV. Thus,ifthe proposed reanalysisofTevatron data failsto produce

any evidence forsuch a (m ~g; m ~q)pair,itwould e�ectively rule out,forexam ple,the

lightgluino solutions[29,23]to the 4-jetexcessreported by ALEPH [30].Asfor~bL;R ,

therelatively weak boundsofTable2 could besigni�cantly im proved ifb-identi�cation

is used. The second potentialdrawback to our analysis is our deliberate ignoring of
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Light M assLim it

Squark S=
p
B = 5 S=

p
B = 10

~uL;R 590 510
~dL;R 350 300

~cL;R 265 225

~sL;R 240 200
~bL;R 155 125

All 600 520

Table2:Them asslim itsthatcan bereached with 100pb
� 1

integrated lum inosity ifonly

one avour ofsquarks were light. The lastline represents the case when allthe �ve

avoursare degenerate and correspondsto Fig.2.

experim entale�ciency factors. This,however,is unlikely to be a m ajor factor. On

theotherhand,partialim provem entm ightbepossible ifa m oredetailed �tting ofthe

eventdistribution isattem pted. These issues,though,can be addressed only in a full

sim ulation.

W ith theten-fold increasein lum inositythatthem ain injectorisexpected todeliver,

the S=
p
B ratioswould essentially increase by a factorof

p
10 and thusthe reach can

beextended to even higherm asses.For~uL;R,forexam ple,theboundswould becloseto

800 GeV.W ith the adventofLHC,the boundsforeach squark avour(and chirality)

would tend to bewellabove1 TeV,thusdestroying allm otivation fora lightgluino.

To sum m arize,we have exam ined a particularly striking consequence ofthe light

gluino scenario. W hile m ostofthe m assrange ofinteresthasalready been ruled out,

existing analyses have found it di�cult to close the m ~g
<
� 1:5GeV window. W e aver

thata reanalysisofexisting Tevatron data on m onojetsaccom panied by large m issing

m om entum can severely constrain thiswindow too.Assuch a sm allm assforthegluino

resultsin asm all,butnonnegligible,gluinocontentin theproton,resonantproduction of

squarksbecom espossible.Thesubsequentdecayofthesquarkintoaquarkand theLSP

resultsin the signature described above.W e have perform ed a parton levelsim ulation

for both the signaland the SM backgrounds. For a properly chosen pT window,the

signalisvisibleoverthebackground fora considerably widerangeofsquark m ass.The

suggested reexam ination ofthe existing Tevatron data can thus either establish this

scenario or,in thecaseofa negativeresult,severely constrain it.

A cknow ledgem ents:Iwish to thank AndreasVogtand Reinhold R�ucklforshar-

ing their codes for proton structure functions (ref.[24]). Thanks are due to Gautam

Bhattacharyya and D.P.Roy forsom every usefulsuggestions.

5



R eferences

[1]CDF Collab.,F.Abe etal., Phys.Rev.Lett.76,2002 (1996); ibid.76,4307

(1996);

D0 Collab.,S.Abachi etal.Phys.Rev.Lett.76,2228 (1996).

[2]ALEPH Collab.,D.Buskulic etal., Phys.Lett.B 373,246 (1996);

DELPHICollab.,P.Abreu etal.,CERN-PPE/96-110;

L3 Collab.,M .Acciarri etal., Phys.Lett.B 377,289 (1996);

OPAL Collab.,G.Alexander etal.,CERN-PPE/96-020 and CERN-PPE/96-096.

[3]L.Clavelli, Phys.Rev.D 46,2112 (1992).

[4]G.R.Farrar, Phys.Rev.D 51,3904 (1995).

[5]R.M .Barnett,in Proc.\Beyond theStandard M odelIV",eds.J.F.Gunion,T.Han,

and J.Ohnem us,W orld Scienti�c,1995.

[6]T.Banks,D.Kaplan and A.Nelson, Phys.Rev.D 49,779 (1994).

[7]G.R.Farrar,hep-ph/9508291;hep-ph/9508292.

[8]L.Clavelli,P.W .Coulterand K.-j.Yuan, Phys.Rev.D 47,1973 (1993);

L.Clavelliand P.W .Coulter, Phys.Rev.D 51,1117 (1995).

[9]I.Antoniadis,J.Ellisand D.V.Nanopoulos, Phys.Lett.B 262,109 (1991);

T.Hebbeker, Zeit.f�urPhysik C 60,60 (1993);

J.Ellis,D.V.Nanopoulosand D.A.Ross, Phys.Lett.B 305,375 (1993).

[10]G.Bhattacharyya and A.Raychaudhuri, Phys.Rev.D 49,1156 (1994).

[11]G.R.Farrarand R.W .Kolb, Phys.Rev.D 53,2990 (1996).

[12]NA3 Collab.,J.P.Dishaw etal., Phys.Lett.B 85,142 (1979);

HELIOS Collab.,T.Akesson etal., Zeit.f�urPhysik C 52,219 (1991).

[13]G.R.Farrar, Phys.Rev.Lett.53,1029 (1984);

S.Dawson, Phys.Rev.D 31,1581 (1985).

[14]F.Bucella,G.R.Farrarand A.Pugliese, Phys.Lett.B 153,311 (1985).

[15]UA1 Collab.,C.Albajar et al., Phys.Lett. B 198,261 (1987) and references

therein.

[16]Thisisactually forced upon the theory asotherwise,one would have seen stable

exoticisotopes.Seealso ref.[7].

[17]M .Cakirand G.R.Farrar, Phys.Rev.D 50,3268 (1994).

[18]G.Bhattacharyya and A.Raychaudhuri, Phys.Rev.D 51,2433 (1995).

6

http://arxiv.org/abs/hep-ph/9508291
http://arxiv.org/abs/hep-ph/9508292


[19]G.R.Farrar, Phys.Lett.B 265,365 (1991);

R.M u~noz-Tapia and W .J.Stirling, Phys.Rev.D 52,3984 (1995).

[20]A. deGouv̂ea and H.M urayam a,hep-ph/9606449.

[21]OPAL Collab.,R.Akers etal., Zeit.f�urPhysik C 65,367 (1995).

[22]ALEPH Collab.,D.Decam p etal., Phys.Lett.B 284,1551 (1992);

DELPHICollab.,P.Abreu etal., Zeit.f�urPhysik C 59,357 (1993).

[23]G.R.Farrar,hep-ph/9608387.

[24]R.R�uckland A.Vogt, Zeit.f�urPhysik C 64,431 (1994).

[25]R.G.Robertsand W .J.Stirling, Phys.Lett.B 313,453 (1993);

J.Bl�um lein and J.Botts, Phys.Lett.B 325,190(1994);(E) ibid.331,450(1994).

[26]Notethat,inthelim itofvanishingferm ionm asses(anexcellentapproxim ation),the

interference term vanishes.The expression can be read o�,e.g.,from H.E.Haber,

and G.L.Kane, Phys.Rep.117,75 (1985).

[27]Thegg! gZ subprocesscrosssection ism uch sm aller.

[28]Increasing thiscutto,say 70 GeV,hasno bearing on the�nalconclusions.

[29]G.R.Farrar,hep-ph/9512306.

[30]ALEPH Collab.,D.Buskulic etal.,CERN preprintPPE/96{052.

7

http://arxiv.org/abs/hep-ph/9606449
http://arxiv.org/abs/hep-ph/9608387
http://arxiv.org/abs/hep-ph/9512306

