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Eventualsignalsofsplitsypersym m etry in cosm ic ray physicsare analyzed in detail.The study fo-

cussesparticularly on quasi-stablecolorlessR -hadronsoriginating through con�nem entoflong-lived

gluinos (with quarks,anti-quarks,and gluons) produced in pp collisions at astrophysicalsources.

Because ofparton density requirem ents,the gluino hasa m om entum which isconsiderable sm aller

than the energy ofthe prim ary proton,and so production ofheavy (m ass � 500 G eV )R -hadrons

requirespowerfulcosm ic ray enginesable to accelerate particlesup to extrem e energies,som ewhat

above 1013:6 G eV :Using a realistic M onte Carlo sim ulation with the AIRES engine,we study the

m ain characteristics ofthe air showers triggered when one ofthese exotic hadrons im pinges on a

stationary nucleon of the Earth atm osphere. W e show that R -hadron air showers present clear

di�erenceswith respectto those initiated by standard particles.W e use thisshowercharacteristics

to construct observables which m ay be used to distinguish long-lived gluinos at the Pierre Auger

O bservatory.

I. IN T R O D U C T IO N

There exists\lore" thatconvincesusthatphysicsbe-

yond Standard M odel(SM ) should be guided from the

stabilization ofm asshierarchy.Them ostubiquitousex-

am pleisthem inim allow energye� ectivesupersym m etric

theory (M SSM )[1],which requiresa scale ofsupersym -

m etry (SUSY) breaking �SU SY � 1 TeV to avoid the

� netuning problem (flore � M 2
H =�

2
SU SY

)with theHiggs

m ass(M H � 100 G eV). However,this\naturalness" is

notfavoredby prescision testsatcolliders,which arecon-

sistent with SM to a great accuracy [2]. Consequently,

any new physics which m ay turn on beyond the elec-

troweak scaleneedsto be� netuned atthepercentlevel.

M oreover,the presence [3]ofa tiny,butnon-vanishing,

cosm ologicalconstantpresentsuswith a� netuningprob-

lem m uch m oreseverethan thegaugehierarchyproblem .

Thesolution oflastresortto addressthecosm ological

constant problem is W einberg’s anthropic approach [4],

in which thereexistsan enorm ous\landscape" ofvacua,

onlyasm allfraction ofwhich haveavacuum energysm all

enough to allow fora naturalhabitatforobserverssuch

asourselves.Thisapproach hasbeen recently rekindled

by investigationsin String Theory which have applied a

statisticalanalysisto thelargenum berN ofvacuain the

theory [5].Am ong thisvastnum berofm etastablevacua,

therecan be a sm allsubsetO (1040)exhibiting low scale

SUSY breaking. O fcourse the � ne tuning required to

achieve a sm allcosm ologicalconstant im plies the need

ofa huge num ber ofvacua,far m ore than the O (1040)

characterizing low-scale SUSY breaking. However,the

density ofvacua increases / �2N
SU SY [6]. Therefore,as-

signing a priori equalprobability to each vacuum one

arrives at a new m eassure of � ne tuning, which takes

into account the \entropy" associated with the density

ofvacua,fnew � M 2
H �N

SU SY
:Contrary to flore require-

m ents,fnew clearly favorsa large SUSY breaking scale.

For exam ple, for �SU SY � 1010 G eV, O (10200) vacua

becom e available,enough to � ne tune both the cosm o-

logicalconstant and the Higgs m ass. Ifwe live in this

neighborhood ofthe landscape,collider data would be

expected to point to the SM rather than SUSY.How-

ever,onepaysa priceforthrowing away M SSM ,sinceit

providesa potentialexplanation forboth dark m atter[7]

and theLEP resultsfavoring theuni� cation ofthethree

SM gaugecouplings[8].

Split SUSY [9] is a relatively new variant of SUSY

which m ay facilitate the required � ne tuning and sim ul-

taneously preserves the achievem ents ofthe M SSM .In

thism odelthebosonicsuperpartnersareheavy,whilethe

extra ferm ionsretain TeV-scalem assesthanksto protec-

tion by chiralsym m etry.Although splitSUSY doesnot

providea dynam icalexplanation forthe hierarchy prob-

lem ,theassum ption ofalarge-scaleSUSY breakingleads

to im portantinform ation on the underlying param eters

and on m easurablephysicalquantities[10].In particular,

analyses ofone loop [11]and two loops [12]running of

the RG equations,show thatsplit SUSY preservesuni-

� cation ofcouplings.Additionally,asin the M SSM ,the

lightestsupersym m etricparticleprovidesa possiblecan-

didateforcold dark m atter[13].

It is clear that split SUSY opens new territory for

m odelbuilders,gauginoshavea sym m etry thatprotects

theirm asses,nam elytheR-sym m etry,sobuildingm odels

where scalarsare very m assive is quite naturalin theo-

rieswherethissym m etryisnotbroken,forexam plein D -

term breakingm odels;itcan alsohappen in theorieswith

extended supersym m etriesand there arealready several
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papers with string inspired m odels ofsplit SUSY [14].

Hence there is a strong m otivation for phenom enologi-

calstudies,includingim plicationsforcollider-based m ea-

surem ents [15{17], electric dipole m om ents [18], Higgs

physicsand electroweaksym m etrybreaking[19],and cos-

m icray physics[16,20,21].Thelatteristhem ain focus

ofthe presentstudy.

An intriguing prediction ofsplit SUSY,which repre-

sentsaradicaldeparturefrom theM SSM ,isthelongevity

ofthe gluino. As m entioned above,in split SUSY the

squarksarevery m assiveand so gluino decay via virtual

squarks becom es strongly suppressed,yielding a ~g life-

tim e ofthe orderof[9]

�~g ’ 3� 10�2
�
TeV

M ~g

� 5 �
�SU SY

109 G eV

� 4

s; (1)

where M ~g is the gluino m ass. Q uasi-stable colorlessR-

hadrons(i.e.,carryingoneunitofR-parity)areexpected

to be born when such long-live gluinosbecom e con� ned

with quarks,anti-quarks,and gluons[22].

Very strong lim itson heavy isotopeabundancein turn

requirethegluino to decay on G yrtim escales[23],lead-

ing to an upper bound for the scale of SUSY break-

ing O (1013) G eV. M ore restrictive bounds on �SU SY

can bedeterm ined from cosm ologicalconsiderations[24].

Speci� cally,gluino decays would disturb predictions of

big bang nucleosynthesis (BBN), or distort the cos-

m ic m icrowave background (CM B),or alter the di� use

gam m a ray background. The details depends on both,

M ~g and �~g.Forexam ple,for1 . M ~g=TeV . 5;to avoid

altering the abundances ofD and 6Li,�~g . 100 s,im -

plying �SU SY . 1010 G eV [24]. The relic abundance

of lighter gluinos, M ~g . 500 G eV, is constrained by

CO BE [25],W M AP [26]and EG RET observations[27].

O n the one hand,gluinosthatdecay during orafterthe

therm alization epoch can distorttheCM B spectrum [28]

and so are lim ited by CO BE/W M AP observations. O n

the otherhand,gluinosthatdecay afterthe recom bina-

tion epoch give rise to pions which subsequently decay

into 
-rays that free-stream to us. The contribution of

such a decay chain to the di� use 
-ray background [29]

islim ited by EG RET observations.

Long-lived gluinos are also constrained by collider

searches. Charged R-hadrons can be observed as they

crossthe detector either by their tim e delay relative to

ultrarelativistic particles [30], or by their anom alously

high ionization energy loss [31]. Besidesthe energy de-

position ofneutralR-hadronsin thecalorim eterisrather

soft,and so when they areproduced in association with

a high-pT jetthey can beobserved in them onojetchan-

nel+ m issing energy 6E T :CDF Run Idata [32]found a

bound ofM ~g > 170 G eV [16]. In addition,R-hadrons

can becom e stopped gluinos by losing alloftheir m o-

m entum and com ing to restin the calorim eter[17].The

D� Collaboration [33]hasrecently searched forstopped

gluinosdecaying into a single jetand a neutralino. The

non-observation ofm onojets (above the expected back-

ground from cosm ic-m uon induced showers) in Run II

FIG .1:Lim itson long-lived gluinos.Thecross-hatched bands

indicateexcluded regionsoftheM ~g-�~g planefrom anom alous

heavy isotopeabundance[23],CM B [25]and EG RET [27]ob-

servations,BBN predictions [24],and collider data [16,33].

Contours of constant values of �SU SY are also shown by

solid (1010 G eV ),dash-dotted (1011 G eV ),and dashed lines

(10
12

G eV ).

data im pliesM ~g > 270 G eV for�~g < 3 hr:Alltheselim -

itsareshown in Fig.1.Aswe willshow here,the study

ofhadronized gluinosoriginatingin distantastrophysical

sources,provide a viable experim entalhandle in the re-

gion 300 . M ~g=G eV . 500 -102 . �~g=yr. 105,which

isyetunexplored.

Them ain goalofthispaperisto describea full-blown

M onte Carlo sim ulation ofR air showers,and uncover

observableswhich m ay beexploited by new experim ents

like the Pierre Auger O bservatory [34]. This analysis

expands on previous work [35]by including allpossible

R interactions and analyzing in detailthe potentialof

the surface array. Before describing the sim ulation,we

introducein the following section the m ain propertiesof

R-hadron interactions

II. C O SM IC R ’s

The origin cosm ic raysisstillan open question,with

the degree of uncertainty increasing with rising en-

ergy [36].Theoretically,oneexpectsthecosm icray spec-

trum to fall o� som ewhat above 1010:7 G eV; because

the particle’senergy getsdegraded through interactions

with the cosm ic m icrowave(protonsand nuclei)and ra-

dio (photons)backgrounds,a phenom enon known asthe

G reisen-Zatsepin-K uzm in (G ZK ) cuto� [37]. The m ost

recent data from the Pierre Auger O bservatory in fact
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do not indicate (yet) any excess beyond the expected

cuto� [38]. Because of the rapid energy degradation,

the m axim um attainable energy in faraway sourcescan

be considerably higher than the G ZK -threshold. How-

ever,m easurem ents ofthe G eV di� use gam m a ray 
 ux

signi� cantly constrain the cosm ic ray production inte-

grated over redshift,and consequently lim it the m axi-

m um energy oftheseparticles.Speci� cally,the interm e-

diate state ofthe reaction p
C M B ! N � is dom inated

by the � + resonance(because the neutron decay length

is sm aller than the nucleon m ean free path on the relic

photons). Hence,there is roughly an equalnum ber of

�+ and �0:G am m a rays,produced via �0 decay,subse-

quently cascade electrom agnetically on the cosm ic radi-

ation � eldsthrough e+ e� production followed by inverse

Com pton scattering.Thenetresultisapileup ofgam m a

raysatG eV energies,justbelow thethreshold forfurther

pairproduction.Therefore,ifthe distribution ofcosm ic

ray sourcesishom ogeneousand each sourceischaracter-

ized by a hard injection spectrum / E �1 ;then EG RET

m easurem entsin the100M eV -100G eV region [27]lim it

the m axim um proton energy � 1013:5 G eV [39]. Since

Ferm i’sacceleration m echanism predictsa rathersteeper

spectrum / E �2 [36],onecan assum eam axim um proton

energy E lab
p;m ax � 1013:7 G eV:

G luinos are 
 avor singlets of a color SU (3) octect

thatinteractstrongly with the octectofgluonsand can

com bine with quarks,anti-quarks,and gluons to form

colorless hadrons [22]. The bosonic states, ~gqqq; are

genericallycalledR-baryons,whereastheferm ionicsates,

~gq�q and ~gg; are called R-m esons and R-glueballs, re-

spectively. Very little is certain aboutthe spectroscopy

of these strongly interacting particles. The m ost rel-

evant feature is (perhaps) the di� erence in m ass be-

tween R-m esons (-glueballs) and R-baryons,because if

M R m (g)
+ m N > M R b

+ m �,then there are exotherm ic

conversionsofR m (g) into R b astheR-hadronspropagate

in the atm osphere.

R-hadronsstatesshould beproduced in pairsthrough

pp collisions at powerfulcosm ic ray engines (e.g.,pro-

tonsundergoing acceleration in com pactjetsofrelativis-

tic plasm a interact with those in the surrounding gas).

Theaverageenergy oftheproduced R in thetargetsys-

tem is

E
lab
R ’

s

E lab
p

2m p

E
cm
R ; (2)

where E lab
p is the energy ofthe proton undergoing ac-

celeration at the source, E cm
R ’

p
ŝ=2 is the average

R energy in the center-of-m ass (c.m .) of the pp col-

lision, and ŝ is the square of the energy in the c.m .

ofthe parton-parton collision. Now,by restricting R-

production to largec.m .energies(say,ŝ� 16M 2
R ),from

Eq.(2) we obtain the m axim um energy ofcosm ic R’s,

E lab
R < 107M R :Thus,the R spectrum cuts o� atlower

energy than the cosm ic ray spectrum . Since these par-

ticles originate from cosm ologicaldistance d, to reach

the Earth the gluinos m ust be rem arkably long lived

�~g & 100(M ~g=500 G eV)(d=G pc)yr. M oreover,to avoid

de
 ectionson the extra-galactic m agnetic � eldsand the

consequentenergy lossdueto pairproduction and other

m echanism s(such assynchrotron orbrem sstrahlung ra-

diation),theR-hadron hastobeneutral[40].Theoverall

intensity ofR-hadronsisconstrained by itsaccom pany-

ingpion 
 ux,which decaysinto
-raysand neutrinosthat

can be confronted with existing data [27, 41]. Unfor-

tunately,the expected 
 ux ofultra-relativistic (Lorentz

factors � 107) R-hadrons is found to be very low (less

than 6 particlesperkm 2 perm illenium [20]),and so the

only experim entalm ethod with potentialis observation

oftheir interactions in large volum es ofthe Earth’s at-

m osphere.

W hen a hadronized gluino im pinges on a stationary

nucleon ofthe Earth atm osphere a large num ber (over

140 when sum m ed overallR-hadrons)ofscattering pro-

ceses are possible [42]. Interactions ofR-m eson states

include: (i) 2 ! 2 processes, such as purely elastic,

(e.g. ~gd�d + uud ! ~gd�d + uud),charge exchange (e.g.

~gd�d + uud ! ~gu�d + udd), and baryon exchange (e.g.

~gd�d + uud ! ~gudd + u�d); (ii) 2 ! X processes in-

cluding norm alinelastic scattering (e.g. ~gd�d + uud !

~gu�d+ udd+ d�d)and inelasticscattering with baryon ex-

change (e.g. ~gd�d+ uud ! ~guud+ u�d+ d�u + d�d). Since

the� nal-statepion isso light,processeswith baryon ex-

change would be kinem atically favored. However,these

processes could be dynam ically suppressed because the

exchange oftwo quarks is required. Interaction ofR-

baryon states include purely elastic,charged exchange,

and norm alinelastic scattering. No baryon exchange is

possible because ofthe negligible probability fora ~gqqq

to interactwith a pion in thenucleus.Furtherm ore,this

processwould bekinem atically stronglydisfavored.Con-

sequently,R-m esonscan convertinto R-baryons,butnot

viceversa.InteractionsofR-glueballsareexpected to be

sim ilarto thoseofR-m esons.Thisisbecausea g isable

to splitinto a q�qstate,suggestingthata ~gg interactslike

(and m ixeswith)~gq�q states.

To establish which oftheseprocessesdom inates,aside

from a m odeldescribing the target(neutron orproton),

therelativecouplingsofalltheprocessesm ustbeknown.

Thelatterrequiresthecalculation oftheClebsh-G ordon

coe� cients ofisospin-related processes,and the evalua-

tion ofalladittionaldynam icale� ects for allprocesses.

To param etrize our ignorance about Q CD interactions,

herewewillconsideralltherelevantprocessesm entioned

above (5 forR-m esons,and 3 forR-baryons),assigning

them di� erent probabilities ad hoc so as to explore the

entireparam eterspace.

Predicting thetotalcrosssection ofan R-hadron scat-

tering o� a nucleon is non-trivial. However,because of

the high c.m . energies under consideration in this pa-

per,the crosssection can be safely approxim ated by the

geom etricalcross section. M oreover, since the size of

the R-hadron isroughly the sam e asthe size ofthe ac-

com panying hadron system ,the totalcross section for
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nucleon scattering can be approxim ated by the asym p-

toticvaluesforthecrosssectionsfornorm alhadron scat-

tering o� nucleons. Therefore, for R-baryons we take

�R b�p (
p
s ’ 105 G eV) � 140 m b [43]. This corre-

spondsto a crosssection forscattering o� airm olecules

�R b�air(
p
s ’ 105)G eV � 520 m b;yielding a m ean free

path in theatm osphere�R b
= m air=�R b�air � 47 g=cm 2,

wherewehavetaken m air � 2:43� 10�23 g (correspond-

ing to an atom ic m ixture of78% N,21.05% O ,0.47%

Ar and 0.03% of other elem ents). At this c.m . en-

ergy, the �-air cross section is roughly 90% of the p-

air cross section [44],hence for R-m eson states we set

�R m
= 52 g=cm 2:R-glueballs are expected to have the

sam e crosssection asR-m esons.Thisisbecause the ge-

om etricalcrosssection is approxim ated by the high en-

ergy hadron cross section,where gluon exchange dom i-

nates(the gg coupling isa factor9/4 largerthan the qg

coupling,buta m eson has2 quarks,resulting in a cross

section ofa ~gg statewhich is(9=4)=(1+ 1)’ 1 tim esthe

crosssection fora ~gq�q state). W ith thisin m ind we set

�R m
’ �R g

:

In analogy to a billard ballm oving through a sea of

ping-pong balls,the R su� ers very little energy loss as

it traverses the atm osphere. Then for R-
 ippers (i.e.,

R m (g) ! R b) we assum e that the em itted pion has an

energy E � � � m�;where � isthe Lorentz factorofthe

incom ing R-hadron.Thism eansthatm ostoftheenergy

� � M ~g is carried by the accom panying R b produced in

the interaction.Following [20],forinelasticcollisionswe

param eterize the fractionalenergy loss per collision as

K inel � (M R =G eV)
�1 :For com pletness,a derivation of

thisrelation isgiven in the Appendix.

III. T H E P IER R E A U G ER O B SERVA T O R Y

The Pierre Auger O bservatory (or sim ply

\Auger")[34]isdesigned to study cosm ic rayswith en-

ergiesaboveabout109 G eV,with theaim ofuncovering

their origins and nature. Such events are too rare to

be directly detected,but the direction,energy,and to

som e extent the chem ical com position of the prim ary

particle can be inferred from the cascade ofsecondary

particles induced when the prim ary im pinges on the

upperatm osphere.These cascades,orairshowers,have

been studied by m easuring the nitrogen 
 uorescence

they produce in the atm osphere orby directly sam pling

shower particles at ground level. Auger is a hybrid

detector, exploiting both of these well established

techniques, by em ploying an array of water �Cerenkov

detectors overlooked by 
 uorescence telescopes. O n

clear m oonless nights, air showers are sim ultaneously

observed by both typesofdetectors,facilitating powerful

reconstruction m ethods and control of the system atic

errors which have plagued cosm ic ray experim ents to

date.

The observatory is now operational on an elevated

planein W estern Argentinaand isin theprocessofgrow-

ing to its � nalsize of3,000 km
2
. The surface detector

(SD)consistsofan arrayof1600watertanksdeployed on

an hexagonalgrid with spacing of1.5 km . These tanks

detect the �Cerenkov light produced by showerparticles

crossingtheir1:2m � 10m 2 watervolum e,thankstothree

9-inch photo-m ultipliers.The
 uorescencedetector(FD)

consistsoffourensam blesofsix telescopes,each ofwhich

hasa � eld ofview of30� vertically and 30� horizontally

(i.e.,180� foreach 
 uorescencedetectorsite).Thegeog-

raphyofNorthern sitewould accom m odatealargerarray

(ofup to 10,370 km 2 [46]),allowing highersensitivity to

the low 
 ux ofcosm icR’s.

Identifying showers them selves is usually straightfor-

ward,asthereisessentially no \background" forthede-

tectors,atleastabovetheirenergy threshold.In thecase

ofAuger,thethreshold forthesurfacedetectorisaround

108:6 G eV,below which lessthan 10% oftheshowerscan

triggerthreetanksorm ore,asrequired.However,fullde-

tection e� ciency (i.e.,100% or\saturated acceptance")

isachievedonlyaround109:5 G eV forshowerswith zenith

anglelowerthan 60�;and lowerenergy showersareusu-

ally discarded to avoid any com plication caused by the

energy dependence ofboth the detection e� ciency and

theenergyresolution.For
 uorescencedetectors,showers

with energiesaslow 108 G eV can beobserved.However,

the corresponding acceptance isrelatively low,since the

totalintensity ofthe
 uorescencelightdoesnotallow de-

tection from a large distance,and the showerm axim um

isthen usually above the � eld ofview ofthe telescopes,

which preventsaccuratereconstruction.Likeforany 
 u-

orescence detector,the acceptance ofthe eyesofAuger

increaseswith energy(asbiggershowerscan beseen from

largerdistances)and dependson theatm osphericcondi-

tions. However,a precise determ ination ofthe 
 uores-

cencedetectoracceptanceisnotcrucial,thankstoitshy-

brid nature,the energy di� erential
 ux (or\spectrum ")

isnotobtained from the 
 uorescencedetector,butfrom

the surface detectorwhose absolute acceptanceisessen-

tially geom etricalabovesaturation and thusiscontrolled

within a few percentatm ost.

Identifying the prim ary particle species is som ewhat

m ore di� cultasone hasto search fordi� erencesin the

shower developm ent,which are usually relatively sm all

and subjectto 
 uctuationsassociated with the stochas-

ticity ofthe� rstinteractions[45].However,aswediscuss

in the nextsectionsthe showersinitiated by R-hadrons

haveverydistinctivecharacteristicsand can beeasilyiso-

lated from background.

IV . A IR SH O W ER SIM U LA T IO N S

TheAIRES sim ulation engine[47]providesfullspace-

tim eparticlepropagation in arealisticenvironm ent,tak-

ing into account the characteristics ofthe atm ospheric

density pro� le(using the standard US atm osphere[48]),

the Earth’scurvature,and the geom agnetic � eld (calcu-

lated forthe location ofAugerwith an uncertainty ofa
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few percent[49]).

The following particles are taken into account in

the AIRES sim ulations: photons, electrons, positrons,

m uons,pions,kaons,eta m esons,lam bda baryons,nucle-

ons,antinucleons,and nucleiup to Z = 36. Nucleus-

nucleus, hadron-nucleus, and photon-nucleus inelastic

collisionswith signi� cantcross-sectionsaretaken intoac-

countin thesim ulation.Thehadronicprocessesaresim -

ulated using di� erentm odels,accordingly to the energy:

high energy collisionsareprocessed invoking an external

package(sibyll 2.1 [50]orqgsjetII[52]),whilelow en-

ergy onesare processed using an extension ofthe Hillas

splitting algorithm (EHSA)[53].The threshold energies

separating the low and high energy regim esused in our

sim ulationsare200 G eV and 80 G eV forthesibyll and

qgsjet,respectively. The EHSA low energy hadronic

m odel used in AIRES is a very fast procedure, e� ec-

tively em ulating the m ajorcharacteristicsoflow energy

hadronic collisions. The m odelis adjusted to retrieve

sim ilar results as the high energy hadronic m odel for

energies near the transition thresholds previously m en-

tioned,and the low energy crosssectionsare calculated

from param eterizations of experim entaldata. A com -

plete discussion on the low energy hadronic m odels is

clearly beyond the scope ofthis paper. A separate re-

porton thissubjectwillbe published elsewhere[54].

The AIRES program consists of various interacting

procedures that operate on a data set with a variable

num ber ofrecords. Severaldata arrays (or stacks) are

de� ned.Every record within any ofthesestacksisa par-

ticle entry and representsa physicalparticle. The data

contained in every record are related to the character-

istics ofthe corresponding particle. The particles can

m ove inside a volum e within the atm osphere where the

showertakesplace.Thisvolum eislim ited bytheground,

theinjection surfaces,and by verticalplaneswhich lim it

the region ofinterest. Before starting the sim ulation all

the stacksare em pty.The � rstaction isto add the � rst

stack entry,which corresponds to the prim ary particle.

Then the stack processing loop begins. The prim ary is

initially located at the injection surface,and its down-

wardsdirection ofm otion de� nesthe showeraxis.After

the prim ary’s fate has been decided,the corresponding

interaction beginsto be processed. The lattergenerally

involves the creation ofnew particles which are stored

in theem pty stacksand rem ain waiting to beprocessed.

Particlesentriesare rem oved when one ofthe following

events happen: (a) the energy ofthe particle is below

the selected cut energy;(b) the particle reachesground

level;(c) a particle going upwardsreachesthe injection

surface;(d) a particle with quasihorizontalm otion ex-

ists the region ofinterest. After having scanned allthe

stacks,itischecked whetherornottherearenew particle

entriespending furtherprocessing.Iftheanswerisposi-

tive,then allthestacksarescanned oncem ore;otherwise

the sim ulation ofthe showeriscom plete.

AIRES has been successfully used to study several

characteristics of high energy showers, including com -

TABLE I:Interaction probabilitiesforthepossible R -hadron

scattering processes.

Hadron P1 P2 P3 P4 P5

R b 0:1 0:1 0 0:8 0

R m 0:05 0:05 0:1 P
m
4 P

m
5

parisonsbetween hadronic m odels [55],in
 uence ofthe

LPM e� ect[56],m uon brem sstrahlung[57],and geom ag-

neticde
 ections[49]on theshowerdevelopm ent.AIRES

has been also successfully used to determ ine the e� -

ciency ofAuger for quasi-horizontalshowers generated

by �-neutrinos [58],to estim ate the 
 ux ofatm ospheric

m uons[59],and to study theproduction ofblack holesin

TeV-scale gravity m odels[60]. Forthe presentanalysis,

weprepared a new m oduleto accountforthesim ulation

ofcosm icR’s.Them oduleincludesexternalparam eters

such asthetypeofprim ary hadron (R b,orR m ),itsm ass

M R ,itscharge,and itsprim ary energy E lab
R . W e adopt

the atm ospheric m ean free path derived in the previous

section.

Thetotalinteractionprobabilityism anagedby� vepa-

ram eters(Pi;i= 1;:::;5)which m easuretheweightsof

the di� erentprocesses. (1)The param eterP1 m easures

the probability of an elastic scattering. The program

em ulatesthisprocessby transferring a sm allpartofthe

R energy (� 1 TeV)to an airnucleuswhich isinjected

into the shower. (2) The param eter P2 m easures the

probability ofan elasticscatteringwith chargeexchange,

in which there isagain a sm alltransferofenergy to an

airnucleus,butnow the R prim ary also 
 ipsitscharge.

(3)The param eterP3 accountsforbaryon exchange.In

thiscase,a pion with energy E � = m �(E
lab
R
=M R )isin-

jected into the shower evolution,where E lab
R

is the en-

ergy of the R-hadron before the collision. If the in-

com ing R-hadron is neutral,then the outgoing pion is

charged and vice versa. The R-hadron m utates into a

baryon with g
E lab
R

= E lab
R

� E �. (4)In the inelastic pro-

cess,controlled by P4;the R-hadron transfersan energy

E coll= E lab
R
K ineltotheshower.Theprocessissim ulated

with thehelp ofthestandard packagesofAIRES fornu-

cleon and pion collisions. A neutron (ofenergy E coll)

scatterso� an airnucleusifthe prim ary isa R0
b
,and a

proton ifitisa R
�

b
:Ifitisa R 0

m the projectile particle

(sim ulating theR collision)isa �0,whereasifitisa R �

m

theprojectileisa �� .Allthesecondariesresulting from

thisinteraction are considered in the subsequentshower

evolution.Finally,(5)P5 controlstheinelasticscattering

with baryon exchange. Itissim ulated asa com bination

ofprocesses(3) and (4),i.e,the em ission ofa pion fol-

lowed by an inelsticcollision.In oursim ulationswetake,

P m
5 = 0:8� P m

4 ;with 0< P m
4 < 0:8.

Forthe sim ulation engine,the showerstartswhen the

R-hadron is added to the previously em pty stack. The

injection surfaceislocated atthetop oftheatm osphere,

spacingtheinteraction pointaccordingtoan exponential
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FIG .2: Energy fraction deposited in the atm osphere during R -hadron air showers as a function ofthe zenith angle � (left)

and sec� (right). The curves represent an average over the di�erent species. W e note that the distinguishing power am ong

the variousspeciesisvery lim ited forthe entire range ofP
m
4 .

distribution with m ean equalto �R b(m )
.The interaction

probabilities Pi are given in Table I. The R-hadron is

tracked untilit reaches ground levelor else its energy

is degraded below 100 M eV.New stack entries are ap-

pended to the existing lists for every SM particle pro-

duced in the R-interactions. These entries are then re-

peatedly processed sequentially by m eans of the algo-

rithm sim plem ented in AIRES.

Asan illustration,wehaverun asetofairshowersim u-

lations,with M R = 500G eV;and E lab
R = 109:7 G eV [61].

In Fig 2 weshow theenergy fraction dissipated into \vis-

ible" particlesin R-hadron airshowers,aspredicted by

oursim ulations. O ne can see from the � gure thatthere

needsto be su� cientpathlength forthe R,with itslow

inelasticity, to lose su� cient energy. The experim en-

tally interesting region to search for R-hadrons is then

70� . � . 90�:

Because of the very low inelasticity of R-air inter-

actions the leading particle retains m ost of its energy

allthe way to the ground, while the secondary parti-

cles prom ptly cascade to low energies as for any other

airshower. Thisresultsin an ensem ble ofm ini-showers

strung along thetrajectory oftheleading particle.Since

the typicaldistance between m ini-showers is about 10

tim es sm aller than the extent of a single longitudinal

pro� le,itisnotpossibleto resolvetheindividualshowers

experim entally.Instead one observesa sm ooth envelope

encom passing allthe m ini-showers,which extends from

the� rstinteraction alltheway to theground,seeFig.1

in Ref.[35]. The R-hadron air showers then present a

distinctpro� le:the 
 atnessofthe longitudinaldevelop-

TABLE II:Prim ary proton energy E
lab

p required to produce

the sam e totalsignalat ground levelthan a R -hadron with

E
lab

R = 109:7 G eV ,atdi�erentzenith angles.

� 60
�

66
�

72
�

75:5
�

78
�

81:4
�

84
�

87:1
�

E
lab

p (G eV) 109:0 109:2 109:3 109:5 109:6 109:8 1010:1 1010:5

m ent is unique to the extrem ely low inelasticity ofthe

scattering,and can be easily isolated from background.

However,itturnsoutthatthere isa sharp cuto� in the

production ofcosm icR’satE lab
R � 109:5 G eV [20],which

unfortunately leadsto showersbelow detection threshold

forthe
 uorescencem ethod (exceptforaverysm allaper-

turecom prised ofregionscloseto the telescope).

In Fig.3 we show a com parison of the totalsignal

atground levelfor R and proton air showers. To com -

putethe totalsignalofa singleshower,we� rstconsider

allparticlesreaching the ground with a distance to the

shower axis r > r0,with r0 conveniently chosen to be

250 m ,and for each particle we sim ulate the �Cerenkov

detector response. The totalsignalofa given shower,

S(r > r0),is the sum ofeach particle’s individualsig-

nalnorm alized to 1 forproton showersof1010 G eV and

incident zenith angle of60�. It is clear that the total

R signalatground levelincreaseswith zenith angle,be-

causeofthelargerslant-depth.Thisisin sharp contrast

to proton showers,in which the signalis reduced with

increasing � becauseofthe greatershowerage.

Asdiscussin Sec.III,the relation between the signal

observed atthesurfacedetectorsand theprim ary energy
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FIG .3: Average totalsignalbeyond 250 m from the shower

core versusshowerzenith angle. Signalsare norm alized to 1

for the case of10
10

G eV proton showers inclined 60
�
. The

dashed linescorrespond to proton showersofprim ary energy:

(a)109:0 G eV,(b)109:5 G eV,(c)1010:0 G eV,(d)1010:5 G eV,

(e)10
11:0

G eV.Thesolid linecorrespondsto R -hadron show-

ers.The linesare only to guide the eye.

is determ ined using hybrid events in which the 
 uores-

cenceeyesarethoughtto provideareliablem easurem ent

ofthetotalenergy.Forproton showersthesurfacedetec-

torssam ple about1% to 10% ofthe showerenergy.Be-

causeoftheelectrom agneticcom ponentrecycling,theR-

hadron producesasom ewhatlargersignalatground level

than one would expectfrom standard baryonicshowers.

Asonecan checkin TableII,forlargezenith anglesifone

assum esthe showerpropertiesare the characteristicsof

proton showersthen the totalprim ary energy would be

overestim ated.Notethatthisaspectisnotcom pensated

by the calibration procedure,because the R-com ponent

doesnotdepositsigni� cantenergyin theregion oftheat-

m osphere used in the 
 uorescence-based calibration. In

sum m ary,although the totalcontribution to the shower

energy issm all,theR-hadron depositsa disproportional

large fraction oftheirenergy close to the ground. Con-

sequently,cosm ic R’s would induce a signi� cant signal

in the surface array butnotin the 
 uorescence eyes. In

whatfollowswe use these showercharacteristicsto con-

structobservableswhich m ay be used to distinguish R-

hadron from traditionalcosm icray showers.

V . G R O U N D A R R A Y SIG N A L

ThesurfacedetectorsoftheAugerO bservatoryareca-

pable ofm easuring the signalassociated to an incom ing

FIG .4: Lateralvs. arrivaltim e delay distribution for a ver-

ticalshowerinitiated by a 10
9:5

G eV proton.

showerasa function oftim e. Since a high energy event

triggers m any detectors, placed at di� erent distances

from the shower axis, it is possible to reconstruct the

lateral-tim e distribution ofthe signalS(r;t). S(r;t)dt

givesthe am ountofsignalata (3-dim ensional)distance

r from the shower axis,produced at the tim e interval

[t;t+ dt].Forconvenience,the origin oftim esisde� ned

foreach pointin theground surfaceastheinstantwhere

a planeorthogonalto theshoweraxis,sinchronized with

the prim ary particle and m oving towardsthe ground at

thespeed oflight,intersectsthecorresponding point.In

this way, S(r;t) is necessarily zero for negative tim es.

W ith this de� nition,the tim e tisfrequently called \ar-

rivaltim e delay."

The totalsignalat a given distance from the shower

axisisthe signalaccum ulated overalltim es,thatis,

Stot(r)=

Z
1

0

S(r;t)dt: (3)

O therquantitiesthatareusually used in the analysisof

SD signalsare:

� Showerfrontarrivaltim e,t0 (t0 � 0). Thisisthe

tim ecorresponding to the� rstnonzero showersig-

nalatthe given point.t0 isdirectly related to the

showerfrontcurvature.

� Partialrise tim es,tx,de� ned as the tim e elapsed

untilthe accum ulated signalisa fraction x ofthe
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FIG .5:Sam eas�gure4 butin thecaseof109:5 G eV protons

inclined 75 degrees.

totalsignal,thatis,

Z tx

0

S(r;t)dt= xStot(r): (4)

Com m on valuesofx are: 10% ,50% ,and 90% . tx
is a growing function ofr,especially far from the

showeraxis.

The lateral-tim e distribution ofthe signalisa SD ob-

servable capable ofcharacterizing showers initiated by

cosm ic rays.Consider,forexam ple a typicalshowerini-

tiated by a verticalproton. In Fig.4 the corresponding

lateral-tim e signaldistribution isdisplayed using a false

color(orgrayscale)diagram . From this� gure itispos-

sible to notice the m ain features ofsuch a distribution:

(i) m ost ofthe shower particles arrive near the shower

axis, that is, the signallateraldistribution Stot(r) de-

creaseswith r;(ii)t0(r)increaseswith r,asexpected,be-

causeparticlesm usttravellongerdistancesand undergo

m oreinteractionsto reach positionslocated farfrom the

showeraxis;(iii)thetim eintervalofthesignalatagiven

pointgrowswith r.In theexam pleofFig.4 itgoesfrom

som e4 �satr= 300 m to about12 �sforr> 3000 m .

Ifthe inclination ofa shower is increased,the thick-

ness of the air layer placed between the point where

the cosm ic particle enters the atm osphere and ground

level,also increases.Asa result,the age ofthe detected

showerincreasestoo.In the caseofshowersinitiated by

hadronic prim arieslike protonsand nuclei,the aging of

inclined showersatground becom es evidentforinclina-

tions larger than 65 degrees,because ofthe practically

FIG .6: Sam e as �gure 4 but for showers initiated by 109:7

G eV R -hadronsinclined 75 degrees.

com plete attenuation ofthe electrom agnetic com ponent

ofthe shower. For such inclinations,the m uonic com -

ponentbecom esvery im portant(see Fig.2 ofRef.[49]),

because it produces signi� cant m odi� cations in the de-

tected signal. In particular,the shower front becom es


 atter,and thesignalisconcentrated within a relatively

sm alltim e span.These caracteristicsshow up clearly in

Fig.5,where S(r;t) is plotted for showers initiated by

protonswith thesam eenergy than theshowersshown in

Fig.4,butforan inclination of75 degreeswith respect

to the vertical.

The lateral-tim e signaldistributionsofinclined show-

ers initiated by R-hadrons present a substantially dif-

ferentaspect,when com pared with the proton case. In

Fig.6 thesignaldistribution corresponding to 109:7 G eV

R-hadron showers inclined 75 degrees,is displayed. A

com parison with the distribution ofFig.5 leads to the

following conclusions: (i) the R-hadron distribution is

slighlty m oreconcentrated neartheshoweraxis,and (ii)

the tim e span ofthe signalis substantially larger than

in the proton case (note thatthe prim ary energy ofthe

proton showershasbeen chosen accordinglywith TableII

such thatthe am ountofsignalforr> r0 is,on average,

the sam eforboth prim aries).

The lastfeature ofthe lateral-tim e distribution ofR-

hadron showers is certainly the m ost clear signature of

such eventsthatcould befound in oursim ulation study.

Com bined,in the case ofhybrid events,with a neatly

di� erentlongitudinaldevelopm ent,and inconsistenten-

ergy m easurem ents,R-hadron eventscan be clearly dis-
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logarithm ofthedistanceto theshoweraxis.Thedata corre-

spondsto 10
9:5

G eV protonsinclined 75 degrees.

tinguished from hadronic ones,and also from neutrino

initiated showerswheretheFD energydeterm ination will

beverydi� erentfrom thepresentcaseofR-hadron show-

ers.

The di� erent tim e span ofsignals can be quanti� ed

m oreprecisely studying theobservablest10,t50,and t90.

Figures7and 8contain plotsoftheseobservablesasfunc-

tions of log10(r), in the case of proton and R-hadron

showers,respectively. The larger tim e span ofthe sig-

nals in the R-hadron case is evident for allthe plotted

quantities (note the di� erent tim e scales used in either

� gure).

The totalsignalas a function ofthe distance to the

shower axis,Stot(r),called lateraldistribution,is other

fundam entalobservable that can be m easured with the

Augersurfacedetectors.Itisthem ostim portantobserv-

able forSD energy determ ination in the case ofshowers

with an inclination oflessthan 65 degrees.

W e havestudied the behaviourofthe lateraldistribu-

tion in thecaseofR-hadrons,com paringtheresultswith

the corresponding ones for showers initiated with pro-

tons. The results,displayed in Fig.9,clearly show that

the signalcorresponding to R-hadron showers is m ore

concentrated near the shower axis. This also im plies a

di� erentslopeforthedistributionsthatcould eventually

be m easured. As a reference,a qualitative indicator of

the signalthreshold ofAugerdetectorsisalso shown in

the � gure(dotted line).

0

500

1000

1500

2000

2500

3000

3500

4000

4500

2.4 2.6 2.8 3 3.2 3.4

t10-t0

t50-t0

t90-t0

log10(r [m])

ti
m

e 
[n

s]
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Augersurface detectors.
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V I. C O N C LU SIO N S

In this paper we have analyzed the characteristicsof

airshowersproduced by gluino-containing hadrons.Us-

ingAIRES,wehaveperform ed ahigh statisticssetoffull

quality showersinitiated by R-hadrons.W ehaveconsid-

ered both R-baryon and R-m eson prim aries.The analy-

sisofstandard observablesthatcan be m easured by hy-

brid airshowerexperim entslikeAugershowsthatatm o-

sphericcascadesinitiated by R-hadronsaresigni� cantly

di� erent from \classical" showers,such as for exam ple,

those initiated by cosm ic protons. O ur study indicates

that ifcosm ic R-hadrons do exist they would produce

a particular signature that willbe visible at Auger: at

ground level,theR-hadron showersarecharacterized by

the presence ofa strong electrom agnetic com ponent at

allzenith angles. Thisim pliesa m uch longertim e span

forthesignal,in com parison with proton showers.Atthe

sam e tim e,the m inishowersgenerated by the passageof

the R-hadron across the atm osphere produce narrower

lateraldistributionsthan the corresponding onesforthe

proton case.

IfR-hadron eventsareanalyzed with thestandard pro-

tocolforhadronic prim ary showers,a seriesofinconsis-

tencies will be present. In particular, the energy de-

term ination via ground signalanalysis ofvery inclined

showers[62]willlikely lead to a prim ary energy overes-

tim ation. O n the other hand,an eventualhybrid event

ofthiskind willshow a lim ited,oreven below threshold

FD signal. This leads to contradictory FD and SD en-

ergy determ inations. M oreover,these \golden" events

would allow identi� cation of R-hadrons from eventual

quasi-horizontalneutrino eventsthatarelikely to gener-

ateshowerswith sim ilargroundsignal,butnon-negligible


 uorescencecontribution [63].

Thepertinentquestion atthispointiswhetherexisting

experim entshavealready collected eventsexhibiting the

characteristicsofgluino showersdescribed above. None

oftheultrahigh energy cosm icray experim entshavethus

reported such results. Itisinteresting to note,however,

that the 106 G eV "Centauro" events detected at M t.

Chacaltaya [64] m ight be suggestive of gluino-induced

showers. In these events,the ratio ofhadronic to elec-

trom agnetic com ponents is about 50:1,contrary to the

expectation of dom inance of the electrom agnetic com -

ponent in verticalbaryon-induced showers. The m ost

carefully considered explanation to date isthe explosive

quark m atter m odel[66]. Interestingly, though heavy

high energy gluinoscould also produce such an inverted

hadronicelectrom agneticratio.Thisisbecausethem ul-

tiple low-inelasticity collisions would result in hadronic

superim posed showers. At detector level(� 5200 m ),

theelectrom agneticcom ponentofthesub-showerswould

be m ostly � ltered out, while the superposed hadronic

showers would survive. This is because the \low" en-

ergy (� 100 TeV) electrom agnetic sub-showers induced

by high energy R-hadrons would develop faster (being

quickly quenched by atm ospheric losses) than the high

energy (� 106 G eV)electrom agneticsubshowersinduced

by ultrahigh energy R-hadrons. Itis also interesting to

note that this explanation ofthe Centaruo events does

notpredictany phenom enon onem ightobserveata col-

lider experim ent, consistent with the null-results from

UA1 [66],UA5 [67],and CDF [68].Ifin fact,gluinosare

guilty ofproducing theCentauro events,itwould consti-

tute the � rstevidence ofa � nely-tuned universe from a

cosm icray observation.
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A ppendix

Consider the process in which two particles of 4-

m om enta pa and pb and m assesM R and m N scattertwo

particlesofm om entapc and pd and m assesM R and M X ,

respectively. Using the total4-m om entum P we de� ne

the vector

I� = ����� P
�
p
�
a p

�
c (5)

and write the Lorentz-invariantform

I� I
� = s t(2M 2

R + m
2
N + M

2
X � s� t)� t(M 2

R � m
2
N )(M

2
R � M

2
X )� M

2
R (M 2

X � m
2
N )

2 (6)

in term s ofthe M andelstam variabless = (pa + pb)
2 =

(pc + pd)
2 and t = (pa � pc)

2 = (pb � pd)
2:Note that

thissquared invariantwhen viewed from the c.m .fram e

reducesto

~I
�
2

=
p
s (~p �

a � ~p
�

c )

=
p
s j~p �

a jj~p
�

c jsin�
�
; (7)

where �� is the scattered angle. Consequently,the for-

ward direction isde� ned through thecondition I�I
� = 0.

In the larges lim itwhere

s t(2M 2
R + m

2
N + M

2
X � s� t)� � s2 t; (8)

the m inim um m om entum transfered can be easily ob-

tained by setting Eq.(6)= 0 and solving fortm in.Allin
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all,

tm in = �
M 2

R (M
2
X � m 2

N )
2

(M 2
X
� M 2

R
)(m 2

N
� M 2

R
)+ s2

� �
M 2

R M
4
X

s2
: (9)

In the c.m . fram e,E �

a = (s + M 2
R � m 2

N )=(2
p
s) and

E �

c = (s+ M 2
R � M

2
X )=(2

p
s)[2].Therefore,theinvariant

quantity (E c � E a)=E a thatdescribesthe inelasticity of

the processreads,

K inel �
(s+ M 2

R � M 2
X )� (s+ M 2

R )

(s+ M 2
R
)

� �
M 2

X

s
: (10)

Now,com bining Eqs.(9)and (10)weobtain

K inel�
jtm inj

1=2

M R

: (11)

The Q CD cross section falls o� very rapidly and gets

negligible for t > �Q C D :Thus,taking �Q C D � 1 G eV

Eq.(11)leadsto K inel� (M R =G eV)
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