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1. Introduction

The LEP1 era hasnow ended. Regarding QCD tests, the legacy passed on by the experin ents
ALEPH,DELPHT, L3 and OPAL is indeed a convincing indication that the SU (3) gauge group
of the Standard M odel (SM ) is the theory that describes the strong Interactions [1. By study-
ing the processe’e ! Z ! hadrons decisive results have been achieved: the QCD coupling
onstant” ¢ has been detemm ined from -t rates and shape variables; both its avour inde-
pendence and running have been veri ed; m ulti—gt distribbutions reproduce Q CD predictions to
seoond order in ¢; m any m odels proposed as altematives to ordinary QCD have been ruled
out; the triple glion vertex coupling has been veri ed to be In agreement with QCD; nally,
the colour factors that determm ine the gauge group responsible for strong interactions have been
m easured Q]. However, as far it concems the Jatter m easurem ents, som ew hat Jess conclusive
resuls have been obtained.

In the Ywolour factor analyses’ in 4—gt sam ples, the basic idea is to m easure the findam ental
colour factors of QCD, that is, C, and Cy and Ty, which are determ ined from the SU N )
generators (T?);; and from the structure constants £, Explicitly, one obtains C, = N,
Cr = NG 1)=2N;,and Tr = 1=2. In ordinary QCD (ie, N¢ = 3): C, = 3and Cy = 4=3.
In order to determ ne C, , Cr and Ty E|, one ocom pares the theoretical predictions to the data by
Jeaving the colour factors as free param eters to be determ ined by a t. The com parison ism ade
by resorting to di erential spectra of variablesbased on angular correlationsbetween gts, which
are usually ordered in energy and where the two m ost energetic gts are Ydenti ed’ with the
prim ary quarks (ie., from the Z decay). Som e ofthem ost w idely used are the Bengtsson-Zerwas
anglke gy ,theKomerSdierholzW illrodt anglke x sy , the M odi ed’ N achtm ann-R eiter angle

NR A1 and the angle between the two least energetic gts 5, (ie. from the glion splitting).
T he distrbutions in these quantities are di erent ©or Q Q gg and Q Q g events. This is decisive
as, In general, them ain di erence between Q CD and altemative m odels is the predicted relative
contributions ofthetwo subprooessesﬂ . This leadsto di erent shapes ofthe angulardistributions
of the full 4—gt sam ple and thus to di erent predictions for the values of C,, Cr and/or Ty
(s, eg., Refl E]) . U lin ately, n fact, Cr , Ca and Tr represent nothing else than the relative
strengths of the nteractionsg! og,g! ggand g! g, respectively.

The present status of the colour factor analyses [, B] is that, although the experin ental
m easuram ents agree wellw ith ordinary QCD , it is not possble to rule out its Supersym m etric
version. In fact, such a theory inclides In the spectrum of the findam ental particles the spin
1/2 partner of the gluon, the gluino g, which could be produced at LEP 1 in Q Q gg events (via
g ! gg9), provided i is not too heavy. Since gliinos are coloured ferm jons, their contribution
would enhance the part of the 4—gt cross section w ith angular dependence sim ilar to that of
20Q 2g events. N aively, one could altematively say that Ny is @pparently) increased, such that
an experin entalm easurem ent could reveal SUSY signals In the form of an enhancem ent of Ty .
In detail, gluinosw ith am ass” 2 G €V yild an expectation value for Ty =Cr w ithin one standard
deviation of the m easured one [{].

Like the QCD gauge boson, the gluino is neutral, it is its own antiparticke (ie. i is a
M aprana fermm ion) and its coupling to ordinary m atter is precisely determ ined in tem s of the
QCD colourm atrices and ¢ ]. However, whereasm 4 0, the gluino m assmy is an arbitrary
param eter, and so is the lifetine 4. In particular, in the theory it is natural for gluinos to be
much lighter @ few G&V) than squarks if theirm ass is induced radiatively and if din ension—3

1B etter, ratiosam ong them : eg.,Ca=Cr and Tg =Cr ,whereTg = Ny Tr ,wih Ny numberofactive avours.
2E g., the 20 2q contribution to the total 4—t rate at the Z peak isonly about 5% in QCD but up to 30% in
certain Abelian m odels {].



SUSY breaking operators are absent from the low energy dynam ics []]. Thus, if gluinos are
so light, they should be produced at LEP1 [§]. Recently, there has been a renewed interest
In this possbility, epecially m otivated by the (snall) discrepancy between the valie of |
determm ined by low energy desp-inelastic ¥pton-nuclkon scattering and the one m easured by
thee"e CERN experinents [§]. In this respect, it has been speculated that the evolution of

s is being slowed down by a contribution to the function due to light gluinos. The latest
experin ental constraints still allow for the existence of relatively long lived and light gliinos, in
the param eter regions [[J]: @ m4° 15GeV and 4 10° s (@) mg” 4GeV and 4~ 10 0 s.

In our opinion, if one adopts energy ordering of the gts (as it has been done so far), the
e ectiveness of the experim ental analyses In putting stringent bounds on the m easured values
ofC,,Cr and Ty is largely reduced. In fact, the angular variables introduced above are m ost
useful for em phasizing QCD features if one can distinguish between quark and glion Fts and
assign them om enta of the nal states to the corresponding particked]. Tt was this consideration
that m otivated two of us to advocate in Ref. [[]]] the use of 4—Ft sam ples w ith two of the Fts
clearly denti ed as orighhating from heavy avour quarks. In this way, it is at least possble
to distinguish som e quark Ets, nam ely those which origihate from bquarks, from gluon Fts,
thus dentifying the particlkes In the nalstates and de ning the angular variables in the proper
m anner. A direct consequence of this approach is that one gains a greater discrin nating pow er
between events w ith di erent angular behaviour. Furthem ore, an Intrinsic advantage of the
heavy avour sslection is that the Q Q gg event rates are reduced m ore (y a factor of 5) than
the Q Q gg ones (which are divided by 3), such that their relative di erences can be m ore easily
studied. The nalain is to assess whether w ith btagging techniques one is able to reduce the
con dence kevel regions around the experin ental m easurem ents, In such a way to eventually
shed new light on the possibility that SUSY signals are present in LEP 1 data.

Such technigues have been rapidly developed by the LEP 1 collaborations In the past years
[[3], and have becom e an excellent instrum ent to study heavy avour physics. Their m ain
features are well summ arized, eg., in Refs. E]: In particular, we ram ind the reader that the
m ethod o ering the best perform ances is the lifetin e tagging by detecting a secondary decay

-vertex. Y et, the crucial point in btaggingbased analyses is that the total statistics in 22 gt
events is greatly reduced com pared to that available when no quark identi cation is exploited,
notm erely because only avour com binations involring b's are retained (@nd these are even m ass
suppressed [[4]) but also because the (singk) tagging e ciency at LEP 1 is rather Iow, " © 40%
(for purities close to 1) . Typically, one has to consider that the initial rate of 22 £t events from
pure QCD is of the order O (8000) events per experim ent: for 4 10 hadronic Z decays,

&= had 22% , Ry 10% and " 30% , where R is the 4—gt fraction, and considering two
tags. N ote that the statistics could wellbe increased by considering the data of all experin ents
altogether and/or by relaxing the requirem ents of high bpurity (see discussion in Ref. [[1]).
Indeed, experim ental studies of btagged 4—ft events have been already reported [[§] (show ing
that a considerable reduction of the system atics can be achieved) and others are in progress [L4].

Independently ofthe results ofthe new analyses, there are how ever other possibilities o ered
by the -vertex devices to settle down the debate about colour factor m easurem ents at LEP 1.
This is clear if one considers that long-lived gluinos m ight yield 4—gt events w ith detectable
displaced vertices, as already recognised in Ref. [[7] and exploited in Ref. [[§]. In the rest of
this contrdbution, we brie y summ arise the com putational techniques, the tagging procedures
and the m ain results already reported in Refs. [}, L9].

3W hen ordering in energy, one has to bear n m ind that in 2 ! Q Q gg decays for only half of the events the
tw o lowest energy partons are both glions E] !



2. Calculation

In carrying out the analyses describbed here wem ade use of the FORTRAN m atrix elem ents already
discussed in Ref. [[4] and presently used for experin ental sinulations |1, upgraded w ith the
inclusion of the gluino production and decay m echanisn s (see also Ref. PQ]). T he program s do
not contain any approxin ations, the Interm ediate states  and Z being both Inserted, and the
m asses and polarisations of all particles in the nal states (of the two-to-four body processes)

retained. T he availability of the last two options is especially in portant if one considers, on the
one hand, that in btagged sam ples all nal states are m assive, and, on the other hand, that in

proceading to experim ental tsone could well select restricted regions of the di erential spectra

of the angular variables, where the rates are lkely to strongly depend on the soin state of the
partong].

In the analyses we are reporting about we have adopted fourdi erent t— nding procedures:

the JADE scheme (J) and its \E" variation ), and them ost recent Durham (@ ) and G eneva
G ) algorithm s R1]. W ew illpresent rates only for som e ofthese, asnone ofthe results drastically
depends on the choice of the gt recom bination schem e and/or the value of the #t resolution
param eter, yo.c- A S i concems the exact de nitions of the angular variables used here, these
can be found in Ref. @ﬂ Anyhow, to m ake clear the rest of the paper, we point out the
follow ing W ih reference to the formulae of Ref. E]) . W hen heavy avour identi cation is
Inplied, bels 1 & 2 refer to the two tagged Etswhereas 3 & 4 to the two rem aining ones. If
no vertex tagging is assum ed, gts are labelled according to their energy, E ; E, Es Es.
T he num erical values adopted for quark m asses and SM  param eters can be found in Ref. [[4].

3. Resuls

3.1 Angular variables

The st two gures illustrate the in provem ent that can be achieved by using heavy avour
tagging (wo lower plots), com pared to the resuls obtained when energy ordering isused (wo
upper plots) . D istributions are nom alised to one. T he label Abelian’ for the 20 2g contribution
refers to rates obtained in a particular Abelian m odel ofQ CDf], in which the selfinteraction of
gluons is absent R3] (see Ref. 1] for details). Note that the Q Q gg subprocess is dentical in
both m odels. The llow Ing agoects m ust be em phasised in Figs. 1{2.

() Conceming the angles 5; and gy , the discrim Ination power between the behaviour of
the Q Q gg and Q Q gg com ponents slightly im proves (m ore for the second variable). In the case
ofthe rst one, the original sym m etric behaviour in plied by the de nition is restored.

(i) Another ram arkabl feature of Fig. 1 is that when btagging is exploited, the di erences
between the Abelian and the non-Abelian behaviour of the 20 2g com ponent are dram atically
em phasised, or both angles. In the case ofthe z; variable these di erences disappear when
energy ordering isused. It should also be stressed that this isnot the case forthe 4, angk
only because we are using here an m proved’ de nition ofthis varabl Which show s sensitivity

4For this reason we have not used the results published in literature for the gliino decay rates, as these are
averaged over the helicities of the unstable particle. Instead we have recom puted the relevant Feynm an decay
am plitudes by preserving the ghiino polarisation and by m atching the latter w ith the corresponding one in the
production process E].

SW e stress that the x sw angleisactually am odi cation ofthe originalone k sy ,proposed by two ofus
(see Ref. [L1]] or further details).

®W e are aw are that this m odelhas been already ruled out in other contexts @], but we regard it as a useful
toolto dem onstrate the sensitivity of the introduced angular variables to the features ofQCD .



to the gauge structure even w ithout any avour tagging), the original one being less sensitive
to such di erences.

(ill) Regarding the  ; angle, once again the originalsym m etry is restored, such that this clearly
helps to di erentiate the 20 2g and 20 2gq subprocesses. In contrast, the behaviour of the two
di erent gauge interactions In the 2Q 2g subprocess ram ains identical.

(iv) Finally, for the anglke 34, the In provem ent concems the enhanced separation between the
tw o di erent gluon behaviours, m ore than a discrim ination between gluon and quark properties.

3.2 M ass e ects

Fig. 3 shows the e ect on the relevant di erential spectra of the inclusion of the b-quark m ass
in the com putations. T he angular distrbutions corresponding to b-contributions are com pared
to those Involving m asskess d-quarks (g represents here a m asslkess avour). @ i erences are
even m ore dram atic when ocom paring ddd and dddd distrlbutions, though the form er avour
com bination corresponds to a suppressed contribution.) In particular, it is worth noticing that
the QCD) QQgg spectra is less a ected by m ass e ects than the Q Q gg ones and that the
BengtssonZermwas and the (modi ed) K omerSchiertholzW illrodt angles are m ore m ass sensi
tive than the M odi ed) N achtm ann-R eiter and the angle between the two untagged fts. In
general, i must be stressed that m ass e ects are not negligbl and should be ncluded in phe-
nom enological analyses exploiting heavy avour tagging. In contrast, when energy ordering is
adopted (that is, when allquark avours are retained In the four—gt sam pk), the above e ects
are lJargely reduced (see Ref. [[4]). Th this case, .n fact, the m ost part of quark com binations in
the nalstate Involvesm asskss particles. R esuls have been shown for the case ofthe E schem g,
as this is the algorithm for which m ass suppression is som ehow larger. H owever, sin ilar e ects
are visble also in the other three cases: J,D and G .

3.3 G luino tagging

W hen dealing with taggihg a secondary vertex possbly due to gluino decays, several points
must be addressed [[J]. First of all, one has to con ne oneself to secondary vertex analyses
onlyf], however this technique has a larger e ciency than any other m ethod [{3]. Second, the
vertex has to be inside the detectors, so that only gluinoswih 4 © 10 ° s can be searched
for [[§]. Nonethelkss, this represents an appealing opportunity, as a substantial part of the
mentioned (m4; 4) window could be covered by the experinent. In this respect, we exploit
a sort of Yegeneracy’ in lifetin e between bquarks and gliinos, assum ing that when m aking
secondary vertex tagging one naturally lncludes in the 22 £t sam pl also SU SY events, in which
a gbehavesasab. W e call such approach h inim al trigger’ procedure, as we propose a tagging
strategy that does not take into account any of the possible di erences between gliinos and
bquarks in 4—gt events w ith two secondary vertices (thus, in the follow Ing, we w ill generally
goeak of Vertex tagging’). There are In fact at least three ocbvious dissin ilarities.

(i) Their charge is di erent, such that one could ask that the gt showing a digplaced vertex
has a null charge. Thiswould allow one to isolate a sam ple of pure SUSY events. However, we
ram ind the reader that to m easure the charge of a low energy gt In 4—gt events has not been
attem pted before and that the procedure would certainly have very lIow e ciency (in isolating
a very broad hadronic system In an environm ent w ith high hadronic m ultiplicity).

"Thus neglecting other form s ofheavy avour taggig: such asthe high pr Jepton m ethod, as gluinos do not
decay sam ilkeptonically.



(i) G luino lifetin es much longer than that of the b are still consistent w ith experim ent (note
that , 10! s), such that recognising a displaced vertex with decay }ength d 3 mm (that
of the b) would allow one to inm ediately identify gliinos. Unfortunately, m ost of the btagged
hadronic sam ple at LEP 1 has been collected via a bidin ensional tagging (see, eg., Ref. P4)).
T hus, di erent d’s could well appear the sam e on the event plane. Furthem ore, taggingad > 3
mm vertex would allow one to sgparate glunoswih 4 > , but this would not be helpful if

g b

(iii) O ther than in lifetin e, bquarks and gluinos can di er in m ass aswell, such that onem ight
attem pt to exploit m ass constraints to ssparate SUSY and pure QCD events. However, on the
one hand, one could face a region ofm - 4 degeneracy and, on the other hand, one should cope
w ith the am biguities related to the concept of m ass as de ned at parton level and asm easured
at hadron level.

W e em phasise that m easuring the charge of the vertex tagged ¥t, attem pting to disentangle

di erent decay lengths or m easuring partonic m asses could well be further re nem ents of the
procedure we are proposing, and that their exploitation certainly does not sooil the validiy of
the latter. In addition, all these aspects necessarily need a proper experin ental analysis, w hich
is beyond the soope of a theoretical study.

T he steps of our analysis are very sin pl. Under the assum ption that b's and g's are not
distinguishable by vertex tagging, one naturally retains in the sam pl allSU SY events (W hereas
the ordinary QCD oom ponents are reduced as m entioned earlier). Then, it is trivial to notice
that there exist clear kinem atic di erences between the Q Q gg, Q O gg and Q Q gy com ponents.
This is shown In Fig. 4, where we plot the quantities Yy = M 5=s @+ p;)’=s, where ij= 12
or34and s= EZ M, )?. The behaviour of the curves is dictated by the fact that gluinos
are always secondary products in 4—gt events, w hereas quarks and glions are not (lower plots).
W hen no vertex tagging is exploited, such di erences are washed away (Upper plots). T he value
mgy = 5 GeV is assumed for reference, the shape of the distributions being qualitatively the
sam e regardless of it. T herefore, if one sin ply asks to refct events for which, eg., Y1, > 02
and/or Y, < 0:, one gets for the total rates of the three com ponents the pattem exem pli ed
In Fig.5. From the drastic predom inance of 20 2g events in the com plete Un avoured’ sam ple
(no vertex tagging, top lft), one xst obtains that the total rates of ordinary QCD events are
signi cantly reduced com pared to those of SUSY events (after vertex tagging, top right), and
eventually that the Q Q gg fraction is always com parable to that ofQ Q gg+ Q Q gg events (when
also the kinem atic cuts are in plam ented, bottom Jft): and this is true Independently of the
gluino m ass, of the ¥t algorithm and of the yq,: value used in the analysis (see Ref. [[3]).

T herefore, after our event selection, SUSY signals would certainly be identi abl, as a clear
excess In the total num ber of 4—¢t events w ith two digplaced vertices. Thus, the nalgoalw ill
be to de nitely assess the presence of glunos at LEP 1 or contradict the latter, at least over
appropriate regions of m asses and lifetin ef]. W e nally stress that, as we are concermed here
w ith total rates and not w ith di erential distrbutions, the event num ber should be su cient
to render the analysis statistically signi cantf] and that the usual ambiguities related to the
fact that gluino e ects on the totalnum ber of 4—gt events are com parable In percentage to the
system atic uncertainties due to the &t hadronisation process and/or the v, selection procedure

8And this should certainly be done after the appropriateM C sin ulations, ncliding the details ofthe detectors
and of the tagging procedure as wellas a generatorwherem 4 and ¢ enter as free param eters to be determ ined
bya t.

°In this respect we acknow ledge that many of the aspects of our approach were already employed in
Ref. E], the tagging procedure sketched there being however well beyond the statistical possibilities of the
LEP 1 experin ents.



aremuch lss ssvere In our approachﬂ . However, since the key point of the present approach is
to exploit the =g vertex degeneracy, a highly enriched heavy avour sam ple should be sslected
in this case.

34 G luino decays

Before closing, we should m ention that a further aspect must be kept into acoount when at-
tem pting our analysis. It concems the kinem atics of the gliino decays. In the m ost sponsored
SUSY framework [d], the dom lnant gluino decay modes areg ! og~ and g ! g~, where ~
represents a bhotino’ (petter, the Lightest Supersym m etric Particle, which is a superposition
ofthe SU SY partners of the neutral gauge bosons of the theory) . Furthem ore, the gg~ channel
is, iIn general, largely dom inant over the g~ m ode [$].

T he crucial point is that in both cases the gluino decays into a £t w ith m issing energy. It
is not our Intention to discuss the possibility of selecting such a signature, as we are mainly
concemed here w ith the fact that the energy ¥ft to the hadronic system E, is above the ex—
perim ental cuts in m nin al hadronic energy, which are used to reduce the backgrounds (g.,
in Ref. [f] the threshold was set equalto 3 GeV). In Fig. 6 ( rst three plots) we show the E
soectra after the gluino decay, n both the channels. Two kinem atic decay con gurations are
considered: a m assless photino, and a m assive one (ie., m. = 1=2m 4). The m essage is that In
them ost likely SUSY scenario (ie., threebody decay dom inant and m assless photino) allghiino
events should be retained In the event selection. Conversly, Fig. 6 illustrates the percentage
of these which will pass the adopted trigger requirem ents. F nally, in the bottom right plot of
Fig. 6 we show the dependence ofthe SUSY rateson the value ofm4.Below my 5GeV, the
m ass suppression is always lss than a factor of 2.

4. Sum m ary and conclusions

In thispaperwe have stressed the In portance ofusing at LEP 1 sam ples of 4—gt events, n which
two of the #ts show a digplaced vertex. This could help to in prove som e of the experin ental
tests of QCD and to possbly settle down the ongoing disoute about the existence of SUSY

events In the data. Those presented are theoretical results, which should be in the end veri ed
by detailed M C sin ulations. H owever, it is our opinion that they indicate that them atter raised
and procedures sin ilar to the ones outlined here would deserve experin ental attention.

W e are grateful to Ben Bullock for reading the m anuscript. W e also acknow ledge the use of
a FORTRAN code produced by K osuke O dagiri to evaluate the gluino decay rates. Thiswork is
supported by theM URST , the UK PPARC, the Spanish CICYT proect AEN 94-0936, the EC

Programme HCM , Network \Physics at H igh Energy Colliders", contracts CHRX -C T 93-0357
DG 12 COMA (SM) and ERBCHBICHT RM T), and by the G raduiertenkolleg \Teilchen—
physk" (JBT).
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