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Abstract

W e Investigate the experin ental im plications of the m inin al gauge—
m ediated low energy supersym m etry breaking (GM LE SB ) m odel for Fermm ilab
Tevatron collider experin ents. W e m ap out the regions of param eter space
of this m odel that have already been exclided by collider searches and by
Imisonb! s .WeuseISAJET to com pute the cross sections for a variety
of topological signatures which include photons in assocation wih muliple
JIptons, Ets and m issing transverse energy. The reach in the param eter ,
which xesthe scale of sparticle m asses, isestin ated tobe 60, 100 and 135
TeV for Tevatron integrated lim mosities of 0.1, 2 and 25 b !, respectively.
T he Jargest signals occur in photon (s) plus Iepton (s) plusm uli~gt channels;
et-free channels containing Just photons plus leptons occur at much am aller
rates, at least w thin thism Inin al fram ework.
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I. NTRODUCTION

The ssarch for weak scale supersymm etry (SUSY) E,'] form s an integral part of the ex—
perim ental program ] at allhigh energy colliders in operation or in the construction and
planning phases. In the absence of any one com pelling theoretical fram ew ork, the experi-
m ental analyses have to be perform ed w ithin the context ofparticularm odels. TheM Inin al
Supersym m etric Standard M odel (M SSM ) is obtained by the direct supersym m etrization of
the Standard M odel (SM ), butw ith two H iggsdoublets, and lncluding all renomm alizable soft
supersym m etry breaking interactions consistent w ith SM sym m etries. T he resulting theory
has over one hundred m odel param eters m aking phenom enological analyses intractable. (If
R parity violation by renom alizable baryon— (or pton-) num ber violating superpotential
Interactions is allow ed, the num ber ofm odel param eters is even larger.) T he proliferation of
soft-8U SY breaking param eters isa re ection ofour lJack ofunderstanding ofthem echanisn
0fSUSY breaking. T he practical solution for reducing the param eter-space is to incorporate
sin plifying ansatze usually based on the assum ed sym m etries of physics at very high scales.

O ne especially attractive and econom ic realization of this idea is provided by the so-
called m inin al supergravity (m SUGRA) fram ework [3]that hasbeen recently used form ost
phenom enological B, and also som e experin ental §], analyses of SUSY . Here, \m inin al"
refers In part to the technical assum ption of canonical kinetic energy term s. Ik is envisioned
that SUSY is dynam ically broken at a scale M gysy I a sector of the theory that interacts
w ith the observable sector of quarks, Jeptons, gauge and H iggs bosons and their superpart—
ners only via gravity, which acts as the \m essenger" of supersym m etry breaking f]. Asa
resul the particle-sparticle m ass gap In the ocbservable sector is suppressed by ﬁ relative
to M sysy and is thus given by M§USY =M p . This quantity m ay be of order the weak
scale ifM gygy 8 10! GeV, where the reduced Planck massM , = 24 10° GeV.The
G oldstone ferm ion (which dom inantly lives in the hidden sector) then fom s the longitudinal
com ponents of the gravitino which generically acquires a m ass MSZU sy M p by the super-
Higgsmechanisn [§]. A lthough a weak scale particle, the couplings of the gravitino are of
gravitational strength, so that it plays no role In particle physics. T he resulting low energy
Lagrangizan [] in the observable sector is Just a globally supersym m etric Lagrangian w ith
universal scalar m o) and gaugiho m asses (M 1-,) and a universal trilinear scalar soft=SU SY
breaking param eter @ o) at an ultra-high scalke M y often identi ed with M gyt . The univer-
sality ofthe gauginosm ay have its origins in grand uni cation whilk the universalboundary
condition for the scalar m asses results from our technical assum ption of the canonical ki~
netic energy tem s, m entioned above. A lthough these boundary conditions are not generic
{71 to supergravity m odels (and are tantam ount to assum ing an additionalglobal sym m etry
known to be broken by Yukawa interactions) this fram ework is generally referred to as the
minimalSUGRA fram ework. A very attractive feature of this picture is that over a signi -
cant portion of the param eter space of the m odel, radiative corrections lad to the correct
pattem of electroweak symm etry breaking B]; the SUSY H iggs m ass param eter 2 is then

xed by the value of M ; . In such a scenario, all the sparticle properties are determ ined
by jast four additional param eters along with sgn . The lightest supersym m etric particle
(LSP) is frequently the lightest neutralino (#;) and is a good candidate for coam ological
cold dark m atter ifR “parity is conserved as is assum ed to be the case [{].

A ttractive though this fram ew ork is, it says nothing about the dynam ics of SU SY break—



ing. In recent studies, D ine, Nelson, Nir and Shim an f10] have attem pted to construct
m odels where SUSY is dynam ically broken in the hidden sector of the theory and comm u—
nicated to a m essenger sector via new gauge Interactions. The m essenger sector, which is
characterized by a m ass scale M , Interacts w ith the observable sector via the known SM
gauge Interactions which then serve to communicate SUSY breaking to the visble sector
quarks, kptons, gauge and H iggs bosons, and their superpartners. The e ective SUSY
breaking scale in the observabl sector is now suppressed by M rmather than M, and is

T Miysy™M , with M gysy being the induced SUSY breaking scale in the m essenger
sectorand  isthe relevant SM  ne structure constant. The e ective scale of SUSY break-
Ing in the cbservable sectorm ay thusbe My o even if the SUSY breaking scale and the
messenger scale M are as anallas few tens or few hundred TeV . T he gravitino m ass, which
is still suppressed by M p , issmallerby a factorM =M, 10 '* com pared tom . w ithin the
SUGRA fram ework forM 250 TeV . Thus in these new socenarios, the gravitinom assm ay
be in the ekectronwol range. Fayet [11] has shown that for the Jongitudinal com ponents
of such a superlight gravitino the an allness of the gravitational coupling ism ade up by the
size of the wavefuinction of the gravitino of electroweak scale energy so that this gravitino
does not decouple from other particlks.

T he fact that the gravitino, and not the lightest neutralino, isthe LSP isthem ain reason
w hy the phenom enology of these m odels can be quite di erent [12{14] from theusualM SSM
analyses. M ost In portantly, the lightest neutralino (@s well as other neutralinos) can now
decay via %, ! G ,andalovia® ! GZ orGH; wWhere i= Y; h orp for light, heavy
and pseudoscalar H iggs bosons) if the decays are kinem atically allowed. W e w ill see that
for gparticle m asses acoessible at the Tevatron, the photon decay dom nates over m uch of
the param eter space of the m odel. Since the gravitino escapes experin ental detection, we
expect that In such a scenario SUSY eventsw illgenerically have the n—gt (s)+ m —Jepton (s)+ k—

+ F/, topology. W e nd that the branching ratio for sparticles other than #; to decay via
the gravitinom ode isan all, so that k = 0 2 because the photon detection e ciency isnot
unity. T his novel source of photons in SUSY events was considered {12{14] to be the origin
of the shglke e" e + F/, event [LH] recorded by the CDF Collaboration. Fally, we will
show that at least wihin the simplest of the gauge m ediated low energy SUSY breaking
(GM LESB) m odels reviewed in the next Section, there would have been a plkthora of other
events acoom panying the CDF event, m aking is SUSY origih within this context rather
nplausbl.

T he scenarios envisioned in Ref. fl] are In a sense considerably m ore am bitious than the
conventional SUG RA picture since they include not only am echanian forthe tranan ission of
SU SY breaking, but also the dynam icalm echanian for it. Thus, all scales In the lIow energy
theory, In particular the values of and the SUSY breaking H iggs boson m ass param eters
that describes the ocbservable sector, should be derived in such a scenario. Since there is
no universally accepted resolution ofthe problm [14], we w ill adopt a phenom enological
approach and focuson the in plications ofthe GM LESB m ode], treating to be a param eter
that gets xed by the value of M , via the constraint from radiative electroweak sym m etry
breaking [14]. In otherwords, we regard them ediation of SU SY breaking and them echanisn
0of SU SY breaking as independent issues, w ith Independent consequences.

The rem ainder of this paper is organized as ollows. In Section IT we brie v review
the assum ptions underlying the GM LESB m odel and set up the param eter space for our



phenom enclogical analysis. W e delineate the regions of param eter space already excluded
by experim ents at LEP 2 and them easurem ent oftheb ! s branching ratio by the CLEO

Collaboration. Finally, in Sec. IT we study the branching fractions for the direct decays of
soarticles to gravitinos which is the novel feature of these scenarios. In Section ITI, we use
ISAJET [17]to generate events which lead to the varibusn  j+m  ‘+ k + F/ event
topologies at the Fem ilab Tevatron and give an estin ate of its reach In various channels
from the data of Run Iaswellas from Run II'with theM ain Injctor and the proposed [1§]
TeV 33 upgrade. W e sum m arize our results in Section IV .

ILTHEMINIMALMODEL OF GAUGE MEDIATED SUPERSYMM ETRY
BREAKING

A .M odelP aram eter Space

Supersym m etry isdynam ically broken In the \secluded sector" (thiswas referred to asthe
hidden sector in the SUGRA fram ew ork) ofthe theory and com m unicated to the \m essenger
sector” via som e new gauge interactions w hich do not couple to the known particles. In the
sin plest realization ofthis idea {10]the m essenger sector isweakly coupled [[9] (so that non-
perturbative dynam ics does not cause SU SY breaking via gaugino m asses) and com prises of
one set of \quark" and \lepton" super elds in a 5+ 5 representation of SU (5) coupled to
a singlet via a superpotential of the form W = 1§<’31q+ ZSA/:/‘\. T he incorporation of new

elds in com plkte GUT multiplets ensures that they do not sooil the successfiil prediction of
sin® ; ifthism odelis ncorporated into a GUT . T he scalarand auxilliary com ponents ofthe

ed § acquire vacuum expectation values, hSiand HF i, the latter signalling the breaking of
SUSY in the m essenger sector. SM gauge Interactions then carry the nformm ation of SU SY
breaking to the cbservable sector, and Inducem asses (proportionalto the corresoonding ne
structure constant) for the gauginos via one loop quantum corrections. The chiral scalars
feelthe e ect 0f SU SY breaking only via these gaugihom asses, so that SU SY breaking scalar
squared m asses are induced only astwo Joop e ects. IfFHF i hS 2i, the gaugino and scalar
m asses are respectively given by [10],

m. = ; @d)

and
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wih = W i=hSi,and ; given in tem s ofthe usualhypercharge coupling g°by ; = gjﬁ .

Finally, C; = 1 for colour tripkts and zero for colour singkts whilk C, = 2 for weak
doublets and zero forweak singlts. T hese relations, which are independent ofthem essenger
sector superpotential couplings 1, get corrections of (% ) which are ignored in the
subsequent analysis. Notice that Instead of a universal scalar mass as i SUGRA, the
m asses of the scalars in this m odel depend on their gauge quantum numbers: squarks
are the heaviest, ollowed by uncoloured electroweak doublets, followed by the colour and

electroweak singlkts. Since the gaugino m asses are radiatively generated (], the m ass



relation is exactly as in a GUT m odel, although the physics behind this is very di erent.
SUSY breaking A -param eters and the B -param eter are induced only at higher loops so
that it is reasonable to suppose that these are an all. The supersymm etric param eter is
not determ ined by how SUSY breaking ism ediated but willbe xed (up to a sign) by the
constraints of radiative sym m etry breaking as in the SUGRA fram ework. A com plete theory
that includes the dynam ics of SUSY breaking w ill presum ably yield a value of oonsistent
w ith this.

Eg. 21) and Eq. (22) should be regarded as boundary conditions for the gaugino and
scalar m asses valid at the messenger scale M = hSi wWe assume 5), o that these
param eters need to be evolved down to the weak scale relevant for phenom enological anal-
ysis. The renom alization group evolution RGE) of various SUSY breaking gaugino and
scalar m asses is illustrated in Fig. 1, assum ing the boundary conditions discussed above.
In thisexample we have chosen = 40Te&V,M = 500Ge&V,tan = 2 and taken < O.
Thetopmassis xed tom = 175 Ge&V throughout this paper. A s expected the squarks,
on acoount of their Q CD interactions, are signi cantly heavier than all the other scalars.
The SUSY breaking tsquark m asses are an aller than those for other squarks on account
of their large Yukawa interactions which reduce their m asses as Q is evolved down to the
weak scale. The right-handed skptons which have only hypercharge gauge interactions are
considerably lighter than the left-handed slkpton or H iggs doublets. F inally, the running
gaugino m asses are proportional to the corresponding ne structure constants at all scales.
The m ost In portant feature of Fig. 1 isthatm flu becom es negative and electroweak sym —
m etry is radiatively broken jist as In SUGRA models. Then, we can elin lnate the weak
scale B param eter n favour of tan  (we will retum to the issue of whether the resulting
value of B evolved to the scalke M is com patdble w ith the expectation from the boundary
condition) while ? is determ ined by M 2. In doing so, we have m inin ized the one-loop
corrected e ective potential. The m odel is thus com pltely soeci ed by the param eter sst
(,tan ,M ,sgn ). Thedependence on M ispresum ably logarithm ic since it only enters
via the boundary conditions, so that the vs: tan plane provides a convenient arena for
presenting our resuls.

B . Sparticle M asses and E xperim ental C onstraints

W e begin by show ing contours of various sparticle m asses and the weak scale SUSY
param eters A, and In the wvs:tan plane Porthe two signsof . W e show contours of
Mg ,Me Mo andm, mFg.2afor < OandFi.2bfor > 0.InFi.2candFi.2d
we show contours form 4 and m 4 In addition to contours for A, and for the two signs of

.Wehave xed M =500 TeV .

The region n Fig. 2 denoted by bricks is where the proper breaking of electroweak
symm etry is not obtalned. The hatched region is where the lightest neutral H iggs boson
myg. < 60 G&V ormg < 79 GV . The latter bound has recently been obtained by the
ALEPH collaboration at LEP2 RI]. The chargino bound is derived assum ing that the
chargino isgaugihno-lkewithm g Mg 10 G &V, and furtherthat the®, escapes detection.
A Though no analyses have been goeci cally carried out for the GM LESB scenario, the
clean experim ental environm ent m akes it di cult to im agine that these chargino signals
would have evaded detection even if #; were unstable and decayed w ithin the detector via



£,! G .TheLEP lmitofmy > 63 Ge&V hasbeen obtained fora SM H iggs boson; our
corresoonding requirement ofmy . > 60 G&V for the light M SSM H iggs boson should be
an excellent approxin ation for the GM LESB fram ew ork since the additional H iggs bosons
are all com paratively heavy (see below ). The crosshatched region at large tan  is where
m., <mg (recallthat ~4, % m ixing can be substantial for argevaluesoftan ). W hik this
last region would have been excluded by cosn ological considerations w ithin them SUGRA
fram ew ork, this is not so for the GM LESB m odel since the ~ is unstabl. Indeed, if the
m odelparam eters are in the crosshatched region the phenom enology w illbe quite di erent.
Charginos and neutralinos (ncluding #;) w ill cascade decay to ~ which will then decay via
~ ! G wih awidth (ihdependent of stau m ixing) given by
1 @? m?)*

(~! G)= 23)
48 m>MSm?

which yieldsa decay ength of 18 10° . . m ,=100GeV) °m .=1eV ) an . Thus, for
this region ofparam eters, every SUSY event willcontain 24 ‘s in the nalstate Instead of
hard isolated photons. W e w ill not elaborate this scenario any further.

T he follow ing features of F ig. 2 are worth noting.

The scake of sparticlem asses is sst by . Except for the cross hatched region,®; isthe
next-to-lightest sparticle WLSP ), and further, except fortan close to unity, sparticle
m asses are lnsensitive to tan

T he keft-handed slkeptons (and sneutrinos) are substantially heavier than' ; squarks
are generally heavier than gliinos except for third generation squarks which have
substantial Yukawa Interactions (see Fig.1l). &t isworth m entioning that the ratio 2—: ,
(@t the scale M ) decreases as the square root ofthe number ofSU (5) vectorm ultiplets
in them essenger sector {12], and can go below unity. Ifthe num ber ofm essenger sector

elds is large, thiswille ect the phenom enology which is sensitive to w hether squarks
are decaying Into gluinos or vicewversa. A sin ilar comm ent applies to skpton and
electrow eak gaugiho m asses.

The value of which is obtained from radiative symm etry breaking is large so that
the lighter chargio and the two lightest neutralinos are gaugino-lke, whilke W , and
%3, contain Jarge H iggsino com ponents. T hus the chargiho and neutralino m ass and
m xing pattems are qualitatively sin ilar to those n them SUGRA m odel.

Even though we startwih AM ) = 0, an A param eter of severalhundred G €V isgen-—
erated by the renom alization group munning: since ,A:andm,  have com parabk
m agnitudes, there is considerable m ixing In the t-squark sector.

A Ithough we have not shown this, all but the lightest of the neutral H iggs scalars
tend to be heavy. W e have checked that these are always heavier than 180 GeV, and
frequently much heavier. Again, this feature is comm on with the m SUGRA m odel.
O f course, the H iggs sectorm ay be sensitive to any re nem ents designed to solve the
\ problm".



The CLEO Colkboration P2]has quoted the 95% CL rangel 10*< B ! s )<
42 10* from their study of inclusive avour changing neutral current decays of B -m esons.
Such low energy m easurem ents provide constraints on any particularm odel fram ew ork w here
virtuale ects ofnew particles can contribute to the decay. W e have used the recent analysis
described in Ref. 23] to com pute this branching fraction w ithin the GM LESB fram ew ork.
T he result ofthis com putation is illustrated in the vs:tan plhnenhFig.3for @ < 0,
and o) > 0.Again,wehave xed M = 500 TeV . This constraint excludes a substantial
region of the param eter space for negative due to constructive Interference am ongst the
various SUSY and SM loop contributions. The CLEO experim ent poses no constraint for

> 0, since In this case the various SUSY Iloops contrbutions interfere destructively. T he
rate orb! s oould be sensitive to the m odi cations of the H iggs sector arising from new
dynam ics Included to generate dynam ically. For this reason, in Sec. IIIwe Include In our
study param eter space points forwhich thisb! s oonstraint is not satis ed.

B efore tuming to phenom enology, we note that the conditions for electrow eak sym m etry
breaking detem ine [[4]the weak scale B in tem softan whilke is xed by the valie of
M ;). Thisvalue of B can then be evolred to B, isvalue at them essenger scale M . Since
B, is not generated at one loop, we expect that it should be an all w ithin our fram ework.
ContoursofBy areshown Inthe vs:tan planeinhFig.4for@) < 0,and o) > 0.We
see that forpositive valuesof , B isalways very large. O n the other hand, there isa region
ofparam eter space with < 0 where B is close to zero. If we take the m odel literally, we
would conclude thattan is xed to bebetween 20 and 30, depending on the value of and

< 0. W hike thism ight be Interesting in itself, this conclusion would probably be altered
by the addition of new interactions that would be necessary to generate dynam ically. For
this reason we w ill ram ain agnostic about tan and sgn In the rem ainder of this paper.

C .The decay of the Lightest N eutralino

W e have seen that below the scale M , the GM LESB m odel looks just like the m inin al
supersym m etricm odelw ith (correlated) soft supersym m etry breaking tem s, togetherw ith a
very light gravitino asthe LSP.TheNLSP,which isusually the £, thusdecaysva &, ! G
andalovia #, ! ZG and £, ! H ;G ifthese decays are kinem atically allowed. E xpressions
for these decay rates are given in Ambrosanio et. al. 3] and w ill not be repeated here.

Thebranching fractions for the variousdecaysare shown versus inFig.5 for @) tan =

2; <0, )tan = 2; > 0, © tan = 10; < O0Oand d) tan = 10; > 0. The
m essenger scal has been xed at our canonical choice M = 500 TeV . W e see that the
photonic branching fraction dom inates for the entire range of even though m £ is as

heavy as 180Ge&V for 140 TeV .Thisisa re ection ofthe fact that®; B'. Sihcethe
zino com ponent of B" is suppressed relative to the photino com ponent by tan y , we expect
thatB (&, ! GZ) is suppressed by a factor sh® . The rem ainihg suppression com es from
the strong ® suppression of these decays. The decay rate to H . is negligble because the
H iggsino com ponent of #, is tiny.

The decay kength L = e 2C of the neutralino is illustrated n Fig. 6 for @ M =
500 Tev with < 0, o) M = 5000 TeV with < 0, €)M = 500 TeVv wih > 0 and

@M = 5000TeV with > 0.Thecurvesare orthreedi erent valuesof o = £ =15;2
=




and 4, (from bottom to top). In thisplot, we have xed tan = 2. W e expect our resuls
are nsensitive to this choice as Iong as #; B'. W e see that Or our canonical choice
M = 500 TeV, the decay length varies from a fraction of a m illin eter to a few centim eters.
T hus the neutralinos w ill decay Inside the detector and the digplaced vertices from which a
high energy photon shower em erges could provide additional con m ation of this scenario.
For the larger value of M shown, the decay length could be as lJarge as ssveral m eters if

=M is amn all, so that the neutralino would decay outside the detector. In this case, the
topological signatures would be sin ilar to those in the m Inin alm odel: the vestiges of the
GM LESB modelwould show up only via the sparticle m ass pattems. Intem ediate values
ofM oould cause the #; to m ainly decay outside the electrom agnetic calorin eter, or w ithin
the muon chamber. W hether these decays can be readily identi ed and/or the photon
energy m easured is an In portant experin ental issue. It is nteresting to note that while the
sparticle m ass scalke provides a handle on , a m easurem ent 4] of the decay length of %,
would directly yield nfom ation about the m essenger scale, particularly if the com position
ofthe #; could be determ ined from other experim ents.

ITT.SIGNALS FROM THE GM LESB MODEL AT THE TEVATRON

T he pattems of soarticle m asses, and hence, the cross sections for various sparticle
processes can be quite di erent from expectations in, for nstance, them SUGRA fram ew ork.
In order to com pute these cross sections aswellas to generate SU SY events at the Tevatron
w ithin the GM LE SB m odel fram ew ork, we have interfaced the output for the various weak
scale param eters as obtained by RGE, starting from the GM LESB boundary conditions
with ISAJET [17]. W e begih by showing in Fig. 7 the cross sections for various SUSY
processes as a function of for the same cases @)-(d) shown In Fig. 5. Again, we have

xedM = 500 TeV .W eusethe CTEQ 2L structure functions P5] for our com putations. W e
show the cross sections for the dom nant W 1 £, and W ;W ; processes separately, and group
together the processes of skpton and sneutrino pair production in the gure. The curve
labelled \O th." refers to other chargino and neutralino processes whilk \A ssoc.” refers to
the production ofa gluno or squark In association w ith a chargino or a neutralino. W e note
the follow ing.

O ver the com pkte range of where the cross sections are potentially observable,
W 155, W ﬁ 1 and skpton/sneutrino production processes dom nate. T he production
of gluinos and squarks is always subdom lnant. This is a re ection of the fact that
gliinos and squarks are rather heavy even for the sn allest allowed value of

The strongly interacting sparticles get rapidly heavier as increases, so that their
cross sections drop o faster ora xed ocollider energy. For the sam e reason, the pro—
duction cross section forelectroweak sparticles allso the slowest, w ith the associated
production cross sections in between.

T he cross section for the production of \other" chargihos and neutralinos is signi cant
for an aller values of shown, particularly if > 0. Presum ably, this isbecause is
not overw helm Ingly large and gaugino-H iggsino m ixing tends to reduce the sparticle
m asses.



A .Event Sim ulation

Foreach st (,tan ,M , sgn ), of input GM LESB param eters, our RGE program
yields a st of weak scale SUSY parameters. W e use these as an hnput to ISAJET to
generate SUSY events at the Tevatron. Thus, for any sst of GM LE SB param eters ISAJET
generatesall2 ! 2 SUSY processes (thosem ediated by s-channel H iggs production m ust be
run ssparately) w ith approprate cross sections, and decays all sparticles as in them inin al
SUSY model. Thedecay #, ! G with a branching fraction of 100% (this is an excellent
approxin ation as can be seen from Fig. 5) is added to the ISAJET decay tabl. G ravitino
decays of spartickes other than %, are ignored R4].

To m odel the experim ental conditions at the Tevatron, we use the toy calorin eter sim u-—
lation package ISAPLT .W e sin ulate calorim etry covering 4 4 w ith a cell size given
by o= 01 IQ £875, and take the hadronic (electrom agnetic) calorin eter resolution
tobe 07= E g):l5= E ). Jetsare de ned ashadronic clusterswith E; > 15G &V wihin a
cone of R = 2+ 2= 0Jwih j5j 35.Muonsand ekectronswith Er > 7Ge&V
and jj< 25 are considered to be isolated if the visbl hadronic E;r within a cone of

R = 03 about the lpton direction is smaller than 5 G&V . W e dentify photons w ithin
j j< 1 ifE; > 12 G&V, and consider them to be isolated if the additionalE; within a
cone of R = 03 about the photon is kess than 4 G &V .M oreover, we assum e that a photon
w ithin the acosptance is detected with an e cency of 80% (100% ) if its energy is sm aller
(greater) than 25 G &V . In our analysis, we neglect m ultiple scattering e ects aswell as any
detectordependent e ects such as lpton, photon or £t m isidenti cation. Finally, in our
sim ulation, we have not Incorporated the nite decay length ofthe %, but assum ed that the
%, decays at the production vertex. This w ill Introduce som e an all error in the direction
of the photons from the decays #; ! G for our choice of M = 500 T€V . A though the
displacem ent of the £, decay vertices should be properly included in a com plete sin ulation,
we see from Fig. 6 that overm ost of the param eter range for w hich we have perform ed our
sim ulation, the decay length is a fraction of a centin etre so that the results we show below

should not be qualitatively altered.

B .C lassi cation of Events and Topological C ross Sections

W e classify GM LESB signals at the Tevatron prim arily by the num ber of isolated pho—
tons, and then further ssparate them by their lepton content. W e also distinguish events
which do or do not contain ts.

In addition to a globalcut F/, > 30 G&V, we require that every event must satisfy at
Jeast one of the follow ing lepton, photon or Ft requirem ents which are m otivated by the
need for a trigger:

I'withp(Y) > 20GeV,or2'withpr () > 10G&V;
tw o isolated photons;
two tswih k > 30 GeV and F/, > 40 GeV.

The resuls of our calculations of the cross sections for various event topologies after
in posing the cuts and \trigger requirem ents" described above are shown In Fig. 8F ig. 11



as a function ofthe param eter .W e have once again xed M = 500 TeV and shown these
cross sections fortan = 2 and 10, and both signsof asin Fig.5. Foreach choice oftan
and we show the cross sections foreventsw ith @) no identi ed photons, o) 1 ,and (c) 2
The solid lines show the cross section for events w ith fts, whike the dotted lines show the
cross sections for \clean" events free of £t activity. W e have perform ed event sin ulations for
valies of between 40-140 TeV in steps 0of 20 TeV and denoted the cross sections n—epton
events by the symboln in the gures. The follow Ing ram arks about F ig. 8-F ig. 11 are worth
noting:

1. For all the four combmations oftan and sgn <shown In these gures, we see that
cross sections for events w ith £ts dom mnate the cross sections for clean events. This is
because overm ost ofthe param eter space, W 1%, and W ﬂ/ﬁ 1 are the dom inant sparticle
production m echanisn s, and at least W ; typically has a large branching fraction for
hadronic decays. For the am aller valuesof shown in the qure, &, ! ‘% istheonly
two body decay channel that is kinem atically allowed, so that the lptonic decays of
£, dom lnate. As becom es larger, the decays £, ! Z %, and £, ! H %, become
accessble and dom nate the decay to right-handed skptons, so that %, then mainly
decays via is hadronic m ode. This also accounts for why the dotted lines in Fig. 8-
Fig.1ll exhdbi a steeper 2lto than their solid counterparts.

2. M ost of the dilepton plismulift events contain opposite sign dileptons in this case
because contributions to the signal from gg and gg production are subdom nant (sse
Fig.7) since gluinos and squarks tend to be heavy.

3. W e s=e that for the Ftty event sam ple, the cross section for 1 events is larger by a
factor 154 than the cross sections in the 0 or 2 photon event sam ples. This is, of
course, sensitive to our assum ptions about the acosptance (j j< 1) and detection
e ciency and could be di erent for Run II of the Tevatron.

4. For the case of the clean events shown In the gures, we see that cross sections w here
both photons are cbserved tend to be larger than those where the photons escape
detection. T hisispresum ably because it iseasier forthe photonsto satisfy the isolation
requirem ents than in the case of gty events.

5. A oomparison of the four gures shows that the various cross sections vary rather
weakly with tan but show slightly m ore sensitivity to sgn  (when tan  isnot large).

W e have not m ade an attem pt to com pute SM backgrounds to the SUSY event sam ple
from theGM LE SB m odel. B ackground levels forthe zero photon sam plk in case @) shown in
these gureshave been previously estin ated 7], although not w ith precisely the sam e cuts.
W e sum ise that the presence of additional isolated photons, and possibbly, also the presence
of up to two signi cantly displaced vertices (w ithout charged tracks em erging from them )
would reduce the physics badkgrounds to negligible kevels. O foourse, a carefiil com putation
that includes the e ects of the non—zero decay length of the NLSP should ulim ately be
carried out to ensure there are no unforessen surprises.

A ssum ing that the signal is lndeed rate-lin ited, we estin ate the SUSY reach of the
Tevatron for an integrated lim inosity of (i) 100 pb !, corresponding to the size of the
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Run I data sam ple per experin ent, (ii) 2 fb !, the integrated lum nosiy expected to be
accum ulated after about two years of M ain Ingctor operation at design lum inosity, and

nally, (iii) 25 £fb !, the integrated lum inosity that m ight optin istically be accum ulated at
the proposed TeV 33 upgrade [18] ofthe Tevatron. For our estin ate ofthe Run Iand Run IT
reach, we take the 5 signalevent level as our criterion for observability in any one channel,
while for TeV 33, we take the observability level to be 10 events, and show the corresponding
cross sections by the horizontal dashed lines in the gure. W e see that when the data from
Run Iisanalysed, the CDF and D 0 experimn entsw illbe probing valiesof50-60TeV .W ih
theM ain In-gctor, experin ents at the Tevatron should be able to explore up to 100 Tev .
IfTeV 33 is able to accum ulate a data sam ple of 25 £b !, then the reach should extend out
to about 135 TeV . For com parison w ith earlier studies of the Tevatron reach, these reach
num bers correspond tom 4 valuesof ~ 450;800 and 1100 G €V . In contrast to them SUGRA
case P7A82829], we nd here that the reach via the clean channels is am aller than via
Bty channels. Tt should, of course, be ram em bered that we are not directly probing such
m assive gluinos at the Tevatron, but ocbtaining the signal via the chargino and neutralino
channels. A lso, we ram Ind the reader that our estin ate of the reach m ay be som ewhat
optin istic since we have assum ed that backgrounds are com pltely negligble: there could
be im portant detectordependent badckgrounds that m ay not be ignorable. On the other
hand, the reach could be even larger than our estim ate ifwe sum up the expected signal in
the m any di erent channels.

Before closing this discussion, we ram ark upon the various attem pts In the literature
f12{14] to account orthee' e event by the CDF collaboration [L%]w ithin the GM LESB
fram ework. W e see from Fig.8-F ig.11 that while it is lndeed possible to have a cross section
ofabout 10 fb for clean dilepton plus two photon events (corresponding to 1 event In the
Run Idata), this event should have been accom panied by at Jeast an order ofm agnitude (@nd
possibly, asmany as fly) tim es as m any events in other channels. For this reason, we feel
that this interpretation ofthe CD F event isunlikely at least w thin thism inin al fram ework.

W e should m ention, however, that i is possibl to reduce the ratio of skpton to elec—
troweak gaugino m asses by Increasing the number of 5+ 5 elds in the m essenger sector.
This cannot be larger than four if gauge couplings are to ram ain perturoative up to the
GUT scalk, but it is possbl to arrange or ; ! %, ;~‘and®, ! ‘% ~ to be the onlky
two body decays ofthe charginos and neutralinos if isnot large. In this case, the hadronic
signals from W ; and £, production would be greatly reduced 3{].  would be of nterest
to sin ulate such a scenario to see whether it ispossible for the dom Inant signalto be in the
A channel. But we stress that it is necessary to check all other signals that are lkely
to be present before attributing the CD F event to soartick production w ithin the GM LE SB
picture.

Iv.SUMMARY AND CONCLUDING REM ARKS

D uring the last year or two, we have w inessed the em ergence of a phenom enologically
viabl altemative to the m inin al SUGRA m odel for analyses of supersym m etry. T his new
scenario is sim jlarto SUGRA In that SUSY isdynam ically broken In a hidden sector ofthe
theory which does not couple to the known particles and their superpartners via SM gauge
Interactions. E ects of SUSY breaking are com m unicated to the known particles via SM
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gauge Interactions w ith a m essenger sector which also couples to the hidden sector. The
di erence isthat whilk gravity plysthe roke ofthem essengerw ithin the SUGRA fram ew ork,
new setsofm essenger elds are invoked in these novel scenarios. T hus, whik the m essenger
scale is necessarily O M p ana) for SUGRA models, this scale may be as anall as a few
hundred TeV wihin the novelGM LESB scenario.

From a phenom enological point of view, the SUGRA and GM LESB soenarios di er
In two crucial respects. First, the boundary conditions for the RGE that detem Ines the
weak scale param eters of the theory are di erent: in them SUGRA cass, we have universal
param eters at a scake Mgyr, whilke n the GM LESB cass, soarticke m asses, which are
radiatively generated at the m essenger scale are proportional to the SM gauge couplings
squared. As a resul, sparticlkes with the sam e gauge quantum numbers have the sam e
m asses (unless they have large Yukawa type Interactions) so that avour changing neutral
currents are autom atically suppressed. Second, unlike them SUGRA fram ework where the
lightest neutralino isthe LSP and the gravitino decouples from particle physics, the gravitino
is superlight w ithin the GM LESB scenario and %4 decays into a gravitino and a photon (or,
possbly also a H iggsorZ boson) . For sparticles in them ass range accessib e at the Tevatron,
only the photon decays of £, are signi cant, so that every SUSY event contains two isolated
hard photons (though these m ay not both be detected) .

In Section IT we have set up the param eter space for the sinplest GM LESB scenario
and exam Ined the extent that this has directly been probed by experim ents at high energy
colliders or ndirectly via the e ects of virtual sparticles on the avour changing decay
b ! s . Wehave also shown that a m easurem ent of the decay lngth of the £, yilds
Inform ation about the m essenger scale.

Them ain purpose ofthispaperw as to study the cross sections forvarious event topologies
that should be accessibble at the Tevatron within the m ininal GM LESB picture. Towards
this end we have interfaced the weak scale SUSY param eters cbtained from these boundary
conditions wih ISAJET to obtain these cross sections. W e believe that our calculations
are the 1rst sam ixealistic sin ulations perfom ed w ithin this fram ework. Ourm ain resuls
are exhlbited in Fig. 8-F ig. 11 for experim ental conditions suitable at the Tevatron. W e see
that, unlke in SUGRA where multikt plus F/, events form the dom inant event topology,
mulikt plusn.= 0;1;2 plus 1 photon events are the m a pr com ponent of the SUSY cross
section. Sin ilar events w ith tw o isolated photons or zero photons, w hich have only a slightly
an aller cross section, m ay also be present at cbservable levels even In the Run Idata samplk
(and certainly at theM ain Inector upgrade) if any cbservation in the single photon channel
is to be attrbuted to the m ninal GM LESB realization of SUSY . It should be kept In
m ind that the rlative sizes for the 012  cross sections are sensitive to our assum ptions
about the photon accsptance and detection e ciency. W e also see that the cross section for
clean m ultilkptons plus photon event topologies isbelow our level of detectability during the
current run: a handful of such events m ay, however, be present in the CDF and DO Run I
data samples if is not too large. At the M ain Inector, up to several tens of clean
and plismultple kpton events m ay be present. W hilk the reach extends out to about

50 60 TeV forRun Iexperim ents, theM ain Inector (TeV 33) should be ablk to probe
up to 100 Tev (135 TeV ), which corresponds tom 4 800 Gev (1 Tev)!

How stable are our conclusions to m odel varations? W e note that there isa an all region
ofparam eter space (the crosshatched region In F ig.2) where ~ isthe NLSP .Forparam eters
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In this region, allSU SY eventsw illcontain at keast 24 kptonsbut no photons in the nal
state. W e note that the phenom enology m ay be sensitive to assum ptions about them essenger
sector. For instance, if nstead ofassum Ing that it contains a single vectorm ultiplet ofSU (5),
if Instead we assum e it contains four such m ultiplets (coupling roughly the sam e way), then
slepton and squark m asses reduce by about half relative to the electroweak gaugino and
gliino m asses. This could have a signi cant im pact on sparticke decay pattems and the
resulting phenom enology.

In summ ary, we have exam ined the im plications for experim ents at the Tevatron in
a new class of models where SUSY is broken at relatively low energy, and the e ects of
SUSY breaking comm unicated by gauge interactions. T he production of sparticles at the
Tevatron would then result in a variety of events with n—gts + m —leptons + k-photons +
E/, . W e have com puted the cross sections for these event topologies under experin ental
conditions appropriate to the Tevatron, and m apped out is reach within the param eter
soace of the m odel for both the current run as well as the M ain Inector @nd TeV 33)
upgrades. O bservation of these events would not only be spectacular in that it would signal
the discovery of a findam ental new symm etry of N ature, but also in that i would Imply
the existence of a whole new fam ily of particles not very farbeyond themuliTeV scale. In
contrast to the case of the desert hypothesis, we would have a hope of directly probing this
sector in the foresseable future. Tn the m ean tin e, we m ight be ablk to cbtain 1] indirect
Inform ation about the physics of this sector via the experin ental determ ination ofm asses
and other properties of sparticles.
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FIGURES

FIG .1. Renom alization group tra pctories for the soft SUSY breaking scalar m asses and the
gauginom assesM ; versus renom alization scale Q from them essengerscale M = 500 TeV) to the
weak scake. In thisexample, wetake = 40TeV,tan = 2, < OQandm = 175G€&V.

FIG.2. Contours of 3 (s0lid), %, (dashed) and #; (short-dashed) and W 1 (dotted) m asses in
the vs:tan plane ofthe GM LESB modelw ith a single 5+ 5 representation in the m essenger
sector for a) < 0 and b) > 0. We also show contours form 4 (solid), m 4 (dashed), At
(shortdashed) and forc) < 0,andd) > 0.Wetakem = 175Ge&V and xM = 500 TevV.
T he bricked regions are excluded by theoretical constraints discussed In the text, whike the shaded
regions are excluded by experim ent. T he crosshatched region iswhere ~ isthe NLSP.

FIG . 3. Contours of the branching fraction ( 10%) rthedecay b! s i the vs: tan
plane orM = 500 TeV, fora) < 0,and b) > 0. The CLEO experin ent has m easured this
branching fraction to be between (I 42) 10 % at 95% CL.

FIG .4. Contoursofthevalie ofthe B param eter ascbtained from the conditions ofelectrow eak
sym m etry breaking but evolved to them essenger scale taken tobe 500 TeV fora) < Oandb > 0.
If there are no new interactions, the value of this param eter should be an all so that the m odel
taken literally picksout < 0 and tan = 20-30. See the text for a further discussion ofthispoint.

FIG .5. Branching fractions of the lightest neutralino #; decays to the gravitino versus for
a)tan =2; < 0,b)tan = 2; > 0,c)tan = 10; < Oandd) tan = 10; > 0. The
m essenger scale is xed to be 500 TeV .

FIG . 6. The decay length in centim eters of the lightest neutralino #; decays to the gravitino
versus fora)tan = 2; < 0,M = 500TeV andb)tan = 2; < 0,M = 5000 TeV.The
three curves from bottom to top for = 1:5; 2 and 4. Fram es ¢c) and d) are identical to a) and
b) above exoept that > 0.

2

FIG .7. Totalproduction cross sections for sparticles n the GM LE SB scenario for the Tevatron
oo]]jderoperatingatp§= 2TeV.Weshow framesfora) tan = 2; < 0,b)tan = 2; > 0,
c)tan = 10; < Oandd) tan = 10; > 0. \Oth." refers to other chargino and neutralino
processes and \A ss0." refers to the production of a chargino/neutralino in association wih a
gliiho/squark.
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FIG . 8. Topologicalcross sections from sparticlke production and decay versus IntheGM LESB
fram ework for the Tevatron collider operating at =~ s = 2 TeV with cuts and trigger conditions
listed in the text. Them essenger scake is xed tobe 500 TeV.Wetaketan = 2and < 0.We
show fram es for a) events containing no isolated photons, b) events containing a single isolated
photon, and c) events containing two isolated photons. The solid curves correspond to events
containing ts, while the dotted curves correspond to clkan topologies (o Fts). The curves are
labelled according to the num ber of isolated lptons present In the signal. T he dashed horizontal
lines correspond to the approxin ate reach of the Fem ilab Tevatron with 0:, 2 and 25 b ! of
Integrated lum inosity w ith observability criteria listed in the text.

FIG.9. The sam e asF ig. 8 except that tan
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FIG .10. The same asFig. 8 exoegpt that tan = 10, < 0.

FIG .11l. The sam e asF ig. 8 exoept that tan
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