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A bstract

W e propose an analysis ofLEP constraints on radiative neutralino decays

into a light gravitino, based on the plane ofthe Higgs m ixing param eter �

and the SU (2) gaugino m ass M 2. The prelim inary LEP 2W constraints in

the(�;M 2)planeareconsiderably strongerthan forsupersym m etricm odelsin

which the lightestneutralino isstable. A signi�cantportion ofthe param eter

space in which chargino orselectron decay into a �nalstate containing a light

gravitino could provide an interpretation ofthe CDF e
+
e
�
 + ET;m iss event

can now excluded by the prelim inary LEP 2W data.
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Therearethreegenericphenom enologicalscenariosforthelightestsupersym -

m etric particle (LSP).Either(i)R parity isviolated and the LSP isunstable,orR

parity is an exact sym m etry and the LSP isstable,in which case itis presum ably

neutraland atm ostonly weakly interacting [1],and m ay be either(ii)the lightest

neutralino �,or(iii)som e stilllightersparticle such asthe gravitino eG. M ostphe-

nom enologicalstudieshave been in the contextofthe second scenario,in which the

� is the stable LSP [1],though R-violating m odels (i) have also been studied [2].

R-conserving m odels(iii),in which theLSP isnotthe�,havebeen around forsom e

tim e [3,4],buthave only recently attracted considerable attention [5,6]. Thishas

been revived by the CDF report ofa single e+ e�  + ET;m iss event [7],but is an

interesting generic possibility in its own right,independent ofthe CDF report. In

ourview,thisclassofm odels(iii)should bestudied in greaterdepth:in particular,

the LEP constraints on this scenario should be explored just as thoroughly as for

R-violating m odels(i),and m odels(ii)in which the� isthestableLSP.

Several discussions of the im plications of class (iii) m odels for LEP phe-

nom enology have already appeared [5,6]. Ourpurpose here isto propose a general

analysisstrategy forthese m odelswhich isadapted from those already used forthe

otherclassesofm odels,and m ightbesuitableforadoption in experim entalanalyses.

Discussionsofcharginosand neutralinosin m odelsofclasses(i)[8]and (ii)usually

startfrom an investigation ofthe(�;M 2)plane[9,10],where� isthefam iliarHiggs

superpotentialm ixing param eter,and M 2 is the SU(2) gaugino m ass. As in m ost

analyses ofclass (ii) m odels,we assum e SU(2) :U(1) gaugino universality at the

supersym m etricGUT scale,so thatM 1 = (�1=�2)M 2.Itisknown [11]thatthisdoes

nota�ectgreatly the(�;M 2)analysisin class(ii)m odels,and wedo notexpectitto

beasensitiveassum ption here,either.Auxiliary param etersin a(�;M 2)analysisare

theratio tan� ofHiggsv.e.v.’s,and them assesofthesleptons~‘and ~�,which a�ect

thecrosssectionsatLEP forassociated production ofpairsofneutralinos�0i�
0

j and

pairproduction ofthelighterchargino �+ �� ,respectively.The(�;M 2)planeiswell

suited forexposing thedom ain ofparam eterspacein which theCDF event[7]isin-

terpreted ascharginopairproduction,followed by �� decay intoapairofe+ �+ + eG

�nalstates.

It is also usualto analyze LEP constraints on slepton production in class

(ii) m odels using the plane ofthe param eters (m ~‘
;m �),which are related sim ply

to underlying supergravity param eters(m 0;m 1=2)[10]. Thisplane can also usefully

be analyzed in class(iii)m odels,taking into accountthe (�;M 2)analysisproposed

above 1. Thistype ofanalysisisusefulforcom parison with the selectron-pairpro-

duction interpretation oftheCDF event[7].

In thispaper,we apply these analysisstepsto the prelim inary data recently

announced by the four LEP collaborations [12],obtained during the recent run of

LEP justabove the W + W � threshold at161 GeV,which we term LEP 2W .After

applyingm ild experim entalcuts[13],noacoplanar+ Em isseventswerefound bythe

1W e note that it is not possible to carry directly over to class (iii) m odels the results ofthe

slepton searchesin class(ii)m odels,sincem ostofthe latterveto eventscontaining photons.
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DELPHI,ALEPH and OPAL collaborations,whereasL3 havereported 2 events.On

thebasisoftheirabsenceofevents,theDELPHI,ALEPH and OPAL collaborations

have quoted prelim inary upper lim its on the cross section � for such events of

� 0:5;0:4 and 0:4 pb [12],respectively. As a basis for ourdiscussion,we interpret

these asa com bined LEP 2W upperlim it� < 0:2 pb.Ourqualitative conclusions

willbeinsensitive to theprecisenum ericalvalueofthisupperlim it2.

W estartby exploring the(�;M 2)planefortherepresentative choicestan� =

2;8 shown in Figs.1,2. The process which gives the m oststringent constraints in

this plane is e+ e� ! �� (see also [8]),which depends on the selectron m ass m ~e

(assum ed here to be degenerate: m ~eL = m ~eR ),followed by � !  + eG decay. The

associated production of� and �2,followed by �2 ! � + � + �� and � !  + ~G

decays,m ay also contribute to � [6],so it is conservative to retain just the ��

production process. The solid linescorrespond to � = 0:2 pb forthe two lim iting

valuesm ~e = 75;150GeV,thelowervaluebeingclosetotheLEP 2W kinem aticlim it,

and thehighervaluecorresponding to thehighestselectron m assconsistentwith the

selectron pair-production interpretation ofthe CDF event 3. Asan exam ple ofthe

case ofnon-degenerate m asses,form ~eR = 75GeV and m ~eL = 150GeV we obtain a

line between the two solid linesin Figs.1,2. W e recallthatleft-and right-handed

selectronscoupledi�erently toneutralinos,depending on theneutralinocom position.

In the lim itj�j� M 2,where the lightestneutralino isasym ptotically a pure ~B ,its

coupling to the ~eR is largerthan thatto the ~eL,so the com m on m ass we use here

would becloserto m ~eR in a m odelwith non-degeneratem asses.

Thedom ainsofparam eterspacebelow and between thetwo arm softhesolid

linesareexcluded by ourinterpretation oftheprelim inary LEP 2W data.Thedashed

linesarethecontourswherem � = 80GeV,which wasthekinem aticlim itforLEP 2W ,

which isapproached quitecloselyifm ~e = 75GeV.Thedotted linesarecontoursofthe

chargino m assm �� = 80;100;150 GeV.They represent,respectively,the kinem atic

lim itofLEP 2W 4,thelowerlim iton m �� in thechargino interpretation oftheCDF

event,and an estim ateoftheupperlim iton m �� in thisinterpretation 5.Thedotted

region isthatin which thechargino interpretation m ay bevalid,with theconstraint

m � < 0:6m �� also applied [6].M ostm odelscapableof�tting theCDF eventin fact

have m � < 0:5m �� :applying thisconstraintwould bound the dotted region further

2Although wehavein m ind ano-scalesupergravitym odelwith alightgravitino[4,6],theessential

featuresofourapproach are also applicable to gauge-m ediated m odels[5],and to m odelsin which

the lightestsupersym m etric particle isan axino [14],aslong asthe LSP isvery m uch lighterthan

the �.
3Note,however,that these choices are notconservative,in the sense that the �� crosssection

would be sm allerform ~e beyond thisCDF-m otivated range.
4W e note in passing thatLEP 2W searchesareprobably sensitiveto the e+ e� ! �

+
�
� process

form ostvaluesofm
�
� up to thislim it.In contrastto the conventionalstable-neutralino scenario,

where experim entalsensitivity islostwhen m
�
� > m ~� > m

�
� � 10 G eV,here there willalwaysbe

a signatureoftwo energeticphotons.
5Note,however,thatthe possibility ofm odels with m

�
� up to 200 G eV has also been consid-

ered [5],though the resulting production cross section at the Tevatron m ay then becom e rather

sm all.
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away from the � = 0 line,reducing the scope fora m odelto lie above the m ~e = 75

GeV solid line.

It is im m ediately apparent from Figs.1,2 thatthe LEP 2W bounds in the

class(iii)radiative decay fram ework discussed here arem uch strongerthan those in

the conventionalstable-neutralino scenario ofclass(ii),atleastin the region ofthe

(�;M 2)plane where the lightestneutralino hasa predom inantgaugino com ponent.

In the lim itj�j� M 2,where the lightestneutralino isalm osta pure U(1)gaugino
eB ,the LEP 2W lowerlim iton M 2 m ay be alm osta factortwo higherin class(iii)

m odelsthan in class(ii)m odels.In particular,thedirectlowerlim itm �� > 80 GeV

m ay beim proved to m �� > 150 GeV forsm allm ~e.

This observation im plies that a signi�cant fraction ofthe range ofm �� in

which the chargino interpretation ofthe CDF event istenable m ay be excluded by

the prelim inary LEP 2W data,ifm ~e is not very large. Looking in m ore detailat

Figs.1,2,we see that the LEP 2W bounds m ay be least restrictive for m odels in

which m � isclose to the upperlim itof0:6m �� orforselectron m assesthatare not

too sm all.Itso happensthatthe speci�c no-scale supergravity m odelstudied in [6]

appearsjustin thisparticularregion,fortan� � 8,asindicated bythedot-dashed line

in Fig.2.Forreference,in thism odeltheselectron m asseswhen entering(leaving)the

chargino region (i.e.,form �� = 100(150)GeV)are m ~eR = 88(115)GeV and m ~eL =

133(181)GeV.Takingtheseselectron m assvariationsintoaccount,onem ayconclude

thatm � > 70GeV isrequired,which correspondstoexcludingapproxim ately the�rst

halfoftheportion ofthedot-dashed curvethatinterceptsthedotted region.

W e now turn to the analysisofthe (m �;m ~e)plane. To sim plify thisanalysis

initially,weconsiderthelim itoflargej�j,where� isasym ptotically a pure eB state,

and tan� becom esan irrelevantparam eter.In thislim iting case,we�nd thecontour

shown asa solid linein Fig.3,where�(e+ e� ! ��)= 0:2 pb,theupperlim iton �
thatweinferfrom theprelim inary LEP 2W data.Thelarge-j�jasym ptoticlim itsof

the solid linesforthe valuesm ~e = 75;150 GeV in Figs.1,2 m ay be read from this

plot.

Theregion ofthe(m �;m ~e)planethatisconsistentwith thekinem aticsofthe

selectron interpretation oftheCDF event[6]isdelineated bythedotted linesin Fig.3.

W e see thata signi�cantfraction ofthisregion isexcluded by ourinterpretation of

the prelim inary LEP 2W data,ifone is in the eB lim it: j�j� M 2. To assess the

signi�cance oftheinferred LEP 2W lim itfortheselectron interpretation away from

this lim it,we have generated a set oftan� = 2;8 m odels with m � < 80 GeV (so

asto be accessible atLEP 2W )and m �� > 125 GeV (so thatthe dom inantsource

ofeventsforCDF isselectron-pairproduction),butno othera prioriselection of�

or M 2. For each ofthese m odels,we have then found the value ofm ~e that yields

� = 0:2 pb. These m odelsare shown asdotsin Fig.3. W e see thatthey cluster

relatively closeto the eB line.Thus,a non-negligiblefraction oftheparam eterspace

forthe selectron interpretation ofthe CDF eventisalso explored by LEP 2W ,even

away from the eB lim it.

The selectron interpretation istherefore signi�cantly constrained by the pre-
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lim inary LEP 2W data,as we already showed to be the case for the chargino in-

terpretation. M odels com patible with both the prelim inary LEP 2W data and the

selectron interpretation oftheCDF eventarerequired to havem ~e > 95 GeV,beyond

thereach offutureLEP 2 upgrades.In thecaseofthespeci�cm odelin Ref.[6],the

correlation between the (right-handed)selectron and neutralino m assesisindicated

by thedot-dashed line,m ostofwhich lieswithin theregion consistentwith thekine-

m aticsoftheCDF eventin theselectron interpretation.TheLEP 2W constraintsin

thism odelrequirem � > 70GeV and m ~e > 105 GeV,bounded from below by a point

which liesvery closeto thepure eB line.

Overthenextcoupleofyears,theLEP beam energy willbeincreased in steps

up to about96 GeV.Thiswillenable thesensitivity in m � to be extended to about

95 GeV.Ascan be seen in Fig.3,thisshould be su�cientto explore essentially all

thedom ain ofthe(m �;m ~e)region com patiblewith theselectron interpretation ofthe

CDF event,at least in the large-j�jlim it (and certainly in the m odelofRef.[6]).

Turningback toFigs.1,2,weseethatthisisnotnecessarily thecaseforthechargino

interpretation.Ifm ~e islarge(i.e.,m ~e
>
� 200GeV),and/orifm � ! 0:6m �� ,thereare

regionsofparam eterspacethatwillnotbeaccessibletoLEP 2,even atitsm axim um

energy.

The m ain purpose ofthis paper has not been to consider the possible im -

plicationsofthe presentprelim inary LEP 2W data,orpossible future LEP 2 data,

for any speci�c light-gravitino m odel,whether or not it is m otivated by the CDF

event.Ourobjective hasratherbeen to indicate how onem ay analyzeexperim ental

constraints on such m odels,using an approach adapted from previous analyses of

m odelsin which the lightestneutralino isstable. Aswe have em phasized,the LEP

constraints on the unstable-neutralino m odels m ay be even stronger than those on

stable-neutralinom odels,becausethepresenceofapairofenergeticphotonsprovides

an additionalsignature thatenables,in particular,the processe+ e� ! �� { which

hasthelowestthreshold ofany supersym m etricprocess{ to beobserved.W ebelieve

that future analyses by the LEP collaborations willenable a large fraction ofthe

param eterspaceofsuch m odelsto beexplored.
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Figure 1: The (�;M 2)plane fortan� = 2,indicating the � = 0:2 pb contourfor

m ~e = 75;150GeV (solid lines).Dom ainsbelow and between thetwoarm softhesolid

linesareexcluded by ourinterpretation oftheLEP 2W data [12].Also indicated are

the contoursofm � = 80 GeV (dashed lines),and m �� = 80;100;150 GeV (dotted

lines).Thechargino interpretation oftheCDF event[7]requiresm �� � (100� 150)

GeV and m � < 0:6m �� (dotted regions).
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Figure 2: The (�;M 2)plane fortan� = 8,indicating the � = 0:2 pb contourfor

m ~e = 75;150GeV (solid lines).Dom ainsbelow and between thetwoarm softhesolid

linesareexcluded by ourinterpretation oftheLEP 2W data [12].Also indicated are

the contoursofm � = 80 GeV (dashed lines),and m �� = 80;100;150 GeV (dotted

lines).Thechargino interpretation oftheCDF event[7]requiresm �� � (100� 150)

GeV and m � < 0:6m �� (dotted region). W e also indicate the ray singled outin the

m odelofRef.[6](dot-dashed line).
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Figure3:The(m �;m ~e)plane,showing theregion where�(e
+ e� ! ��)> 0:2 pb,so

that� presum ably exceedsthelim itim posed by theprelim inary LEP 2W data[12].

The solid line applies to the lim it where � is a pure eB ,nam ely when j�j� M 2.

The dots represent m odels with m � < 80 GeV and m �� > 125 GeV,for which

selectron production islikely tobem oresigni�cantforsearchesattheTevatron.The

region where thekinem aticsoftheCDF event[7]arecom patiblewith thisselectron

interpretation isdelineated by thedotted lines.W ealso indicatethelinesingled out

in the m odelofRef.[6](dot-dashed line) and the region where m ~e < m � (dashed

line).
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