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Eventual signals of split sypersym m etry in cosn ic ray physics are analyzed in detail. T he study fo-
cusses particularly on quasistable colorless R -hadrons originating through con nem ent of long-lived
gluinos (with quarks, antiquarks, and glions) produced in pp collisions at astrophysical sources.
Because of parton density requirem ents, the gluino has a m om entum which is considerable sn aller

than the energy of the prin ary proton, and so production of heavy (m ass

500 G &V ) R -hadrons

requires pow erful coan ic ray engines able to accelerate particles up to extrem e energies, som ew hat
above 10%® Gev :U sing a realistic M onte C arlo sin ulation w ith the A IRES engine, we study the
m ain characteristics of the air showers triggered when one of these exotic hadrons in pinges on a
stationary nucleon of the Earth atm osphere. W e show that R-hadron air showers present clear
di erencesw ith respect to those initiated by standard particles. W e use this show er characteristics
to construct observables which m ay be used to distinguish long-lived gluinos at the P ierre A uger

O bservatory.
I. INTRODUCTION

T here exists \lore" that convinces us that physics be-
yond Standard M odel (SM ) should be gquided from the
stabilization ofm ass hierarchy. T he m ost ubiquitous ex—
am ple isthem inin allow energy e ective supersym m etric
theory M SSM ) [1], which requires a scale of supersym —
metry (SUSY ) breaking sysy 1 TeV to avoid the

ne tuning problem (fio,e M g = gU sy ) with the Higgs
mass M y 100 G &V ). However, this \naturalness" is
not favored by prescision tests at colliders, w hich are con-
sistent with SM to a great accuracy [2]. Consequently,
any new physics which may tum on beyond the elec—
trow eak scale needs to be ne tuned at the percent level.
M oreover, the presence [3] of a tiny, but non-vanishing,
cosm ologicalconstantpresentsusw ith a netuning prob-
lem much m ore severe than the gauge hierarchy problem .

T he solution of last resort to address the coan ological
constant problem is W einberg’s anthropic approach [4],
n which there exists an enorm ous \landscape" of vacua,
only a an allfraction ofw hich havea vacuum energy sm all
enough to allow for a naturalhabitat for observers such
as ourselves. T his approach has been recently rekindled
by investigations in String T heory which have applied a
statistical analysis to the lJarge num ber N ofvacua In the
theory [5]. Am ong this vast num ber ofm etastable vacua,
there can be a an all subset O (104°) exhibiting low scale
SUSY breaking. O f course the ne tuning required to
achieve a sm all coan ological constant in plies the need
of a huge num ber of vacua, far m ore than the O (1040)
characterizing low -scale SUSY breaking. However, the
density of vacua increases / ég sy [6]. Therefore, as-
signing a priori equal probability to each vacuum one
arrives at a new meassure of ne tuning, which takes

nto account the \entropy" associated w ith the density
of vacua, fnew M7 Nysy :Contrary to frre require-
m ents, fey Clearly favors a large SUSY breaking scale.
For exam ple, or sysy 10*? Gev, 0 (10%°%) vacua
becom e available, enough to ne tune both the cosm o-
logical constant and the Higgs m ass. If we live in this
neighborhood of the landscape, collider data would be
expected to point to the SM rather than SUSY . How -
ever, one pays a price for throw ing away M SSM , since it
provides a potential explanation for both dark m atter [7]
and the LEP results favoring the uni cation of the three
SM gauge couplings [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 of the M SSM . In
thism odelthe bosonic superpartners are heavy,while the
extra ferm ions retain TeV -scalem asses thanks to protec—
tion by chiral sym m etry. A lthough split SUSY does not
provide a dynam ical explanation for the hierarchy prob-
lem , the assum ption ofa largescale SU SY breaking leads
to In portant Inform ation on the underlying param eters
and on m easurable physicalquantities [10]. In particular,
analyses of one loop [11]and two loops [12] running of
the RG equations, show that split SUSY preserves uni-

cation of couplings. Additionally, as in the M SSM , the
lightest supersym m etric particle provides a possible can—
didate for cod dark m atter [13].

Tt is clear that gplit SUSY opens new territory for
m odelbuilders, gaugihos have a sym m etry that protects
theirm asses,nam ely theR —sym m etry, so buidingm odels
where scalars are very m assive is quite natural in theo—
riesw here this sym m etry isnotbroken, forexam plein D —
termm breaking m odels; it can also happen in theoriesw ith
extended supersym m etries and there are already several
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papers w ith string inspired m odels of split SUSY [14].
Hence there is a strong m otivation for phenom enologi-
calstudies, ncluding in plications for colliderdbased m ea—
surem ents [15{17], electric dipole m om ents [18], H ggs
physicsand electrow eak sym m etry breaking [19],and cos—
m ic ray physics [16, 20, 21]. T he Jatter is them ain focus
of the present study.

An intriguing prediction of split SUSY , which repre-
sentsa radicaldeparture from theM SSM , isthe longevity
of the gluino. A s m entioned above, in split SUSY the
squarks are very m assive and so ghiino decay via virtual
squarks becom es strongly suppressed, yvielding a g life—
tin e of the order of [9]

Tev
M 4

SUSY
10° G eV

10 ° s ; @
where M 4 is the gluino m ass. Q uasistable colorless R —
hadrons (ie., carrying one unit ofR -parity) are expected
to be bom when such long-live gluinos becom e con ned
w ith quarks, antiquarks, and gluons [22].

Very strong Iim its on heavy isotope abundance in tum
require the gluino to decay on G yr tim e scales [23], lead-
ing to an upper bound for the scale of SUSY break-
ing O (10'3) G&V. M ore restrictive bounds on  sysy
can be determ ined from coam ologicalconsiderations [24].
Speci cally, gluino decays would disturb predictions of
big bang nucleosynthesis (BBN ), or distort the cos—
m ic m icrow ave background (CM B ), or alter the di use
gamm a ray background. The details depends on both,
M4 and 4.Forexample, forl . M 4=TeV . 5;to avod
altering the abundances of D and 61,14, g - 100 s, In—
plying sysy 10'° Gev [24]. The relic abundance
of Iighter gluinos, M 4 500 G €&V, is constrained by
COBE [25],WMAP [26]and EGRET observations [27].
O n the one hand, gluinos that decay during or after the
therm alization epoch can distort the CM B spectrum [28]
and so are lin ited by COBE /W M AP observations. On
the other hand, gluinos that decay after the recom bina-
tion epoch give rise to pions which subsequently decay
Into —xays that freestream to us. The contribution of
such a decay chain to the di use -ray background [29]
is Iim ited by EGRET observations.

Long-lived gluinos are also constrained by collider
searches. Charged R -hadrons can be observed as they
cross the detector either by their tin e dely relative to
ultrarelativistic particles [30], or by their anom alously
high ionization energy loss [31]. Besides the energy de-
position of neutralR -hadrons in the calorin eter is rather
soft, and so when they are produced in association w ith
a highpr Pt they can be observed in the m ono gt chan-
nel+ m issing energy B : CDF Run Idata [32] found a
bound of M 4 > 170 G&V [16]. In addition, R -hadrons
can becom e stopped gliinos by losing all of their m o-
mentum and com Ing to rest in the calorim eter [17]. The
D Collaboration [33]has recently searched for stopped
gluinos decaying into a single gt and a neutralino. The
non-observation of m ono fts (above the expected back—
ground from cosm icmuon induced showers) in Run IT
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FIG .1:Lim itson long-lived gluinos. T he cross-hatched bands
indicate excluded regions of theM 4— 4 plane from anom alous
heavy isotope abundance [23],CM B [25]and EGRET [27]ob—
servations, BBN predictions [24], and collder data [16, 33].
Contours of constant values of sysy are also shown by
solid (10'° G eV ), dash-dotted (10'* G eV ), and dashed lines
(10" Gev ).

data inpliesM 4 > 270 GeV for 4 < 3 hr:A llthese Iim —
its are shown in Fig. 1. Aswe w ill show here, the study
ofhadronized gluinos originating in distant astrophysical
sources, provide a viable experin ental handle in the re-
gion 300 . M =GeV . 500 -10° . 4=yr. 10°,which
is yet unexplored.

Them ain goalof this paper is to describe a fullblown
M onte Carlo sinulation of R air showers, and uncover
observables which m ay be exploited by new experin ents
like the Pierre Auger O bservatory [34]. This analysis
expands on previous work [35]by including all possble
R interactions and analyzing in detail the potential of
the surface array. Before describing the sim ulation, we
Introduce in the follow ing section the m ain properties of
R -hadron interactions

II. COSM IC R''s

T he origin coam ic rays is still an open question, w ith
the degree of uncertainty increasing with rising en-
ergy [36]. T heoretically, one expects the coan ic ray spec—
trum to @ll o somewhat above 10°7 G eV ; because
the particle’s energy gets degraded through interactions
w ith the coamn ic m icrow ave (protons and nuclei) and ra—
dio (photons) backgrounds, a phenom enon known as the
G reisenZatsepinKuzm n (GZK ) cuto [37]. Themost
recent data from the Pierre Auger O bservatory in fact



do not indicate (yet) any excess beyond the expected
cuto [38]. Because of the rapid energy degradation,
the m axim um attainable energy In far away sources can
be considerably higher than the G ZK -threshold. How -
ever, m easurem ents of the G&V di use gamma ray ux
signi cantly constrain the cosm ic ray production inte—
grated over redshift, and consequently lim it the m axi-
mum energy of these particles. Speci cally, the interm e—
diate state of the reaction p cyrg ! N is dom inated
by the * resonance (because the neutron decay length
is am aller than the nucleon m ean free path on the relic
photons). Hence, there is roughly an egqual num ber of

* and Y:Gamm a rays, produced via © decay, subse-
quently cascade electrom agnetically on the cosn ic radi-
ation eldsthrough € e production follow ed by inverse
C om pton scattering. T henet result isa pile up ofgamm a
raysatG eV energies, justbelow the threshold for further
pair production. T herefore, if the distrdbution of coam ic
ray sources is hom ogeneous and each source is character-
ized by a hard injction spectrum / E ! ;then EGRET
m easuram ents in the 100M €V —-100 G €V region [27]1m it
the m axinum proton energy  10%3® Gev [39]. Since
Ferm i’s acceleration m echanism predicts a rather steeper
gpectrum / E 2 [36],0ne can assum e am axin um proton
energy EFP . 1077 Gev:

G uinos are avor singlets of a color SU (3) octect
that interact strongly w ith the octect of gluons and can
com bine w ith quarks, antiquarks, and glions to form
colorless hadrons [22]. The bosonic states, ggaq; are
generically called R baryons,w hereas the ferm ionic sates,
gaq and gg; are called R -m esons and R glueballs, re-
spectively. Very little is certain about the spectroscopy
of these strongly interacting particles. The m ost rel-
evant feature is (perhaps) the di erence in mass be-
tween R -m esons (-glieballs) and R -baryons, because if
Mg, , *my > Mg, +m ,then there are exothem ic
conversions ofR, () Into Ry, as the R -hadrons propagate
in the atm osphere.

R -hadrons states should be produced in pairs through
pp collisions at powerful cosn ic ray engines (eg., pro—
tons undergoing acceleration in com pact gts of relativis-
tic plasn a interact w ith those in the surrounding gas).
T he average energy of the produced R in the target sys-
tem is

lab Eéab
Ex” ' — Eg" ; 2

R om . R 7 ( )
where E 2 is the energy of the ert))ton undergoing ac—
celeration at the source, EJ" 7 8=2 is the average
R energy iIn the centerofmass (cm.) of the pp col
lision, and $§ is the square of the energy In the cm .
of the parton-parton collision. Now , by restricting R -
production to large cm . energies (say, 8 16M R2 ), from
Eq. (2) we obtain the m axinum energy of cosm ic R ’s,
EP < 10'M g : Thus, the R spectrum cutso at lower
energy than the coan ic ray spectrum . Since these par-
ticles origihate from coamn ological distance d, to reach

the Earth the gluinos must be rem arkably long lived

g & 100 M 4=500 G eV ) (d=G pc) yr. M oreover, to avoid
de ections on the extra-galactic m agnetic elds and the
consequent energy loss due to pair production and other
m echanisn s (such as synchrotron or brem sstrahlung ra—
diation), theR -hadron hasto beneutral [40]. T he overall
Intensity of R -hadrons is constrained by its accom pany-—
ingpion ux,which decaysinto —raysand neutrinosthat
can be confronted with existing data [27, 41]. Unfor-
tunately, the expected ux of ultrareltivistic (Lorentz
factors  107) R -hadrons is und to be very low (less
than 6 particles per km ? perm illenimm [20]), and so the
only experin entalm ethod w ith potential is observation
of thelr interactions in large volum es of the Earth'’s at-
m osphere.

W hen a hadronized gluino Im pinges on a stationary
nucleon of the Earth atm osphere a large num ber (over
140 when sum m ed over allR -hadrons) of scattering pro—
ceses are possible [42]. Interactions of R -m eson states
include: (i) 2 ! 2 processes, such as purely elastic,
(eg. gdd + uud ! gdd + uud), charge exchange (eg.
gdd + uud ! gud + udd), and baryon exchange (eg.
gdd + uud ! gudd + ud); (i) 2 ! X processes in-
cluding nom al inelastic scattering (eg. gdd + uud !
gud + udd + dd) and inelastic scattering w ith baryon ex-—
change (eg. gdd+ uud ! guud+ ud+ du+ dl). Since
the nalstate pion is so light, processes w ith baryon ex—
change would be kinem atically favored. H owever, these
processes could be dynam ically suppressed because the
exchange of two quarks is required. Interaction of R -
baryon states include purely elastic, charged exchange,
and nom al Inelastic scattering. N o baryon exchange is
possble because of the negligble probability for a gggg
to interact w ith a pion in the nucleus. Furthem ore, this
processwould be kinem atically strongly disfavored. C on—
sequently, R -m esons can convert into R “baryons, but not
vice versa. Interactions of R -glueballs are expected to be
sim ilar to those ofR -m esons. This isbecause a g is able
to split Into a g g state, suggesting that a gg interacts like
(and m ixes w ith ) gg g states.

To establish which of these processes dom inates, aside
from a m odel describing the target (neutron or proton),
the relative couplings of all the processesm ust be known.
T he latter requires the calculation of the C lebsh-G ordon
coe cients of isogpin—related processes, and the evalia—
tion of all adittional dynam ical e ects for all processes.
To param etrize our ignorance about Q CD interactions,
herewew ill consider all the relevant processesm entioned
above (5 for R -m esons, and 3 for R -baryons), assigning
them di erent probabilities ad hoc so as to explore the
entire param eter space.

P redicting the totalcross section of an R -hadron scat-
tering o a nucleon is non-trivial. However, because of
the high cm . energies under consideration in this pa-
per, the cross section can be safely approxin ated by the
geom etrical cross section. M oreover, since the size of
the R -hadron is roughly the sam e as the size of the ac-
com panying hadron system , the total cross section for



nucleon scattering can be approxim ated by the asym p-
totic values for the cross sections for nom alhadron scat-
tering 8 nuclons. Therefore, for R -baryons we take
R, p (57 10° Gev) 140 mb [43]. This corre-
sponds %} a cross section for scattering o airm olecules
R, air ( 87 10°)GeV 520 mb;yielding a mean free
path in the atm osphere g, = M ay= g, axr 47 g=am?,
where we have taken m 45 2:43 10 ?° g (correspond-—
ing to an atom ic m xture of 78% N, 21.05% O, 047%

Ar and 0.03% of other elements). At this cm . 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, = 52 g=am 2: R glueballs are expected to have the
sam e cross section as R -m esons. T his is because the ge-
om etrical cross section is approxin ated by the high en-
ergy hadron cross section, where glion exchange dom i-
nates (the gg coupling is a factor 9/4 larger than the gg
coupling, but a m eson has 2 quarks, resulting in a cross
section ofa gg state which is (9=4)=(1+ 1) " 1 tin es the
cross section for a ggq state). W ith this In m iInd we set
Rn ! Rg *

In analogy to a billard ball m oving through a sea of
pingpong balls, the R su ers very little energy loss as
it traverses the atm osphere. Then for R - ippers (ie.,
Ry () ! Ryp) we assum e that the em itted pion has an
energy E m ;where isthe Lorentz factor of the
ncom ing R -hadron. Thism eans thatm ost of the energy

M4 is carried by the accom panying Ry, produced in
the interaction. Follow ing [20], for inelastic collisions we
param eterize the fractional energy loss per collision as
K ine1 Mr=Gev)'!:For com pletness, a derivation of
this relation is given in the A ppendix.

III. THE PIERRE AUGER OBSERVATORY

The Pierre Auger Observatory (or shnply
\A uger") [34] is designed to study cosm ic rays w ith en—
ergies above about 10° G eV , w ith the ain of uncovering
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 of secondary
particles induced when the primary impinges on the
upper atm osphere. T hese cascades, or air show ers, have
been studied by measuring the nitrogen  uorescence
they produce in the atm ogphere or by directly sam pling
shower particles at ground level. Auger is a hybrid
detector, exploiting both of these well established
technigues, by em plying an array of water Cerenkov
detectors overlooked by  uorescence telescopes. On
clear m oonless nights, air showers are sim ultaneously
observed by both types of detectors, facilitating pow erful
reconstruction m ethods and control of the systam atic
errors which have plagued cosn ic ray experin ents to
date.

The observatory is now operational on an elevated
plane in W estem A rgentina and is in the process of grow —

ing to its nal size of 3,000 km?. The surface detector
(SD ) consistsofan array of 1600 water tanksdeployed on

an hexagonalgrid w ith spacing of 1.5 km . These tanks

detect the C erenkov light produced by show er particles

crossing theirl2m 10m ? watervolm e, thanks to three

9-inch photo-m ultipliers. The uorescence detector (ED )
consists of four ensam bles of six telescopes, each ofwhich

hasa eld ofview of 30 vertically and 30 horizontally

(ie., 180 foreach uorescence detector site). T he geog-
raphy ofN orthem site would accom m odate a larger array

(of up to 10,370 km ? [46]), allow ing higher sensitiity to

the low ux ofcoamn icR ’s.

Identifying showers them selves is usually straightfor-
ward, as there is essentially no \background" for the de—
tectors, at least above their energy threshold. In the case
of A uger, the threshold for the surface detector is around
108% G eV ,below which lessthan 10$ ofthe showers can
trigger three tanks orm ore, as required . H ow ever, fullde—
tection e ciency (ie., 100% or \saturated acceptance")
isachieved only around 10°® G eV for show ersw ith zenith
angle lower than 60 ; and lower energy show ers are usu—
ally discarded to avoid any com plication caused by the
energy dependence of both the detection e ciency and
the energy resolution. For uorescencedetectors, show ers
w ith energies as low 10% G &V can be observed. H ow ever,
the corresponding acceptance is relatively low , since the
total ntensity ofthe uorescence Iight doesnotallow de—
tection from a large distance, and the showerm axin um
is then usually above the eld of view of the telescopes,
w hich prevents accurate reconstruction. Lke forany u-
orescence detector, the acceptance of the eyes of A uger
ncreasesw ith energy (asbigger show ers can be seen from
larger distances) and depends on the atm ospheric condi-
tions. However, a precise determ ination of the uores-
cence detector acceptance isnot crucial, thanks to its hy-
brid nature, the energy di erential ux (or \spectrum ")
is not obtained from the uorescence detector, but from
the surface detector w hose absolute acceptance is essen—
tially geom etricalabove saturation and thus is controlled
within a few percent atm ost.

dentifying the prin ary particle species is som ew hat
more di cult asone has to search for di erences in the
show er developm ent, which are usually relatively sm all
and subct to uctuations associated w ith the stochas-
ticity ofthe rst interactions [45]. H ow ever,asw e discuss
in the next sections the showers initiated by R -hadrons
have very distinctive characteristics and can be easily iso-
lated from background.

Iv. AIR SHOW ER SIM ULATIONS

The AIRES sinulation engine [47] provides filll space-
tin e particle propagation in a realistic environm ent, tak—
ing into account the characteristics of the atm ospheric
density pro le (using the standard U S atm osphere [48]),
the Earth’s curvature, and the geom agnetic eld (calcu-—
lated for the location of Auger w ith an uncertainty of a



few percent [49]).

The following particles are taken into account in
the AIRES sinulations: photons, electrons, positrons,
m uons, pions, kaons, eta m esons, Jam bda baryons, nucle-
ons, antinucleons, and nuclkiup to Z = 36. Nucleus-
nuclus, hadron-nucleus, and photon-nucleus inelastic
collisionsw ith signi cant cross-sectionsare taken into ac—
count in the sin ulation. T he hadronic processes are sin —
ulated using di erentm odels, accordingly to the energy:
high energy collisions are processed invoking an external
package (sibyll 2.1 [S50]orggsjetIl [52]), while low en-
ergy ones are processed using an extension of the H illas
splitting algorithm (EH SA ) [53]. T he threshold energies
separating the low and high energy regin es used in our
sin ulations are 200 G &V and 80 G &V for the siby1ll and
ggsjet, respectively. The EHSA low energy hadronic
model used n AIRES is a very fast procedure, e ec—
tively em ulating the m a pr characteristics of low energy
hadronic collisions. The m odel is 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 cross sections are calculated
from param eterizations of experin ental data. A com —
plete discussion on the low energy hadronic m odels is
clearly beyond the scope of this paper. A separate re-
port on this sub fct w ill be published elsew here [54].

The AIRRES program consists of various interacting
procedures that operate on a data set with a variable
num ber of records. Severaldata arrays (or stacks) are
de ned. Every record w ithin any of these stacks is a par-
ticle entry and represents a physical particle. The data
contained in every record are related to the character-
istics of the corresponding particle. The particles can
m ove inside a volum e w ithin the atm osphere where the
show er takesplace. T hisvolum e is lin ited by the ground,
the infction surfaces, and by vertical planes which Iim it
the region of interest. Before starting the sin ulation all
the stacks are em pty. The 1rst action is to add the st
stack entry, which corresponds to the prim ary particle.
Then the stack processing loop begins. The prin ary is
Initially located at the injfction surface, and its down-—
wards direction of m otion de nes the shower axis. A fter
the prim ary’s fate has been decided, the corresponding
interaction begins to be processed. T he atter generally
involves the creation of new particles which are stored
in the em pty stacks and rem ain waiting to be processed.
Particles entries are rem oved when one of the follow ing
events happen: (a) the energy of the particle is below
the selected cut energy; (b) the particle reaches ground
level; (c) a particle going upw ards reaches the inction
surface; (d) a particle w ith quasi horizontal m otion ex—
ists the region of interest. A fter having scanned all the
stacks, it is checked w hether or not there are new particle
entries pending further processing. If the answer is posi-
tive, then all the stacks are scanned oncem ore; otherw ise
the sin ulation of the shower is com plete.

ATRES has been successfully used to study several
characteristics of high energy showers, including com —

TABLE I: Interaction probabilities for the possible R -hadron
scattering processes.

H adron Py Py Ps Py Ps
Rp 0:1 01 0 08 0
Rn 005 0:05 0:1 P P

parisons between hadronic m odels [55], in uence of the
LPM e ect [56],muon brem sstrahlung [57], and gecm ag—
neticde ections [49]on the showerdevelopm ent. ATRES
has been also successfillly used to determ ine the e -
ciency of Auger for quasihorizontal showers generated
by -neutrinos [58], to estin ate the ux of atm ospheric
m uons [59], and to study the production ofblack holes iIn
TeV scale gravity m odels [60]. For the present analysis,
we prepared a new m odule to account for the sim ulation
of coan ic R ’s. Them odule includes external param eters
such as the type of prim ary hadron (R,,orRy, ), itsm ass
M g , its charge, and its prin ary energy Eéab . W e adopt
the atm ospheric m ean free path derived in the previous
section.

T he totalinteraction probability ism anaged by vepa-

the di erent processes. (1) T he param eter P, m easures
the probability of an elastic scattering. The program
em ulates this process by transferring a an all part of the
R energy ( 1 TeV) to an air nuclus which is njcted
into the shower. (2) The param eter P, m easures the
probability of an elastic scattering w ith charge exchange,
In which there is again a sm all transfer of energy to an
air nucleus, but now the R prin ary also Ips its charge.
(3) The param eter P53 accounts for baryon exchange. In
this case, a pion with energy E = m (Eéab=M r ) Is In—
Fcted into the shower evolution, where E P 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 mutates into a
baryon with BF* = EF® E . (4) In the inelastic pro-
cess, controlled by Py ; the R -hadron transfers an energy
Econ= E éabK ine1 to the shower. T he process is sin ulated
w ith the help of the standard packages of AIRES for nu—
cleon and pion collisions. A neutron (of energy E o)
scatters o an air nucleus if the prim ary is a Rg, and a
proton fit isaR, :Ifitisa Rg the pro fctile particle
(sin ulating the R collision) isa °,whereas ifitisaR,,
the pro ctile isa . A 11 the secondaries resulting from
this interaction are considered in the subsequent shower
evolution. Finally, (5) Ps controls the inelastic scattering
w ith baryon exchange. It is sin ulated as a com bination
of processes (3) and (4), ie, the en ission of a pion fol-
Jow ed by an inelstic collision. In our sin ulationsw e take,
P = 08 P} ;wihO0< P} < 0s8.

For the sim ulation engine, the shower starts when the
R -hadron is added to the previously em pty stack. The
infction surface is located at the top of the atm osphere,
spacing the Interaction point according to an exponential
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FIG . 2: Energy fraction deposited in the atm osphere during R -hadron air showers as a function of the zenith angle

and sec
the various species is very lin ited for the entire range of P .

distrlution w ith m ean equalto r, ., . T he interaction
probabilities P; are given in Table I. The R -hadron is
tracked until it reaches ground level or else its energy
is degraded below 100 M €V . New stack entries are ap—
pended to the existing lists for every SM particle pro—
duced in the R -interactions. T hese entries are then re-
peatedly processed sequentially by m eans of the algo—
rithm s mplem ented In A IRES.

A san illustration,wehave run a set ofair show er sim u—
lations,withM z = 500G eV ;and E2P = 10°7 Gev [61].
In Fig 2 we show the energy fraction dissipated into \vis—
ble" particles In R -hadron air showers, as predicted by
our sin ulations. O ne can see from the gure that there
needs to be su cient pathlength for the R , w ith its low
inelasticity, to lose su cient energy. The experin 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 lading particle retains m ost of its energy
all the way to the ground, while the secondary parti-
cles prom ptly cascade to low energies as for any other
air shower. This results iIn an ensem ble of m inishowers
strung along the tra fctory of the leading particle. Since
the typical distance between m inishowers is about 10
tin es an aller than the extent of a sihgle longitudinal
pro l, it isnotpossible to resolve the individualshow ers
experin entally. Tnstead one observes a an ooth envelope
encom passing all the m inishowers, which extends from
the st interaction allthe way to the ground, see Fig. 1
In Ref. [35]. The R -hadron air showers then present a
distinct pro le: the atness of the longitudinal develop—
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(right). The curves represent an average over the di erent species. W e note that the distinguishing power am ong

TABLE II: Prim ary proton energy ng‘b required to produce
the sam e total signal at ground level than a R -hadron w ith
EZP = 10°7 GeV ,at di erent zenith angles.

60 66 72 755 78 814 84 871

E}])ab G ev) 109:0 109:2 109:3 109:5 109:6 109:8 1010:1 1010:5

m ent is unigue to the extrem ely low inelasticity of the
scattering, and can be easily isolated from background.
However, it tums out that there is a sharp cuto in the
production ofcoam icR ’s atEéab 10°® Gev [20],which
unfortunately leads to show ers below detection threshold
forthe uorescencem ethod (except fora very an allaper—
ture com prised of regions close to the telescope).

In Fig. 3 we show a com parison of the total signal
at ground lvel for R and proton air showers. To com —
pute the total signalofa single shower,we rst consider
all particles reaching the ground w ith a distance to the
shower axis r > 1y, with ry conveniently chosen to be
250 m , and for each particle we sin ulate the C erenkov
detector response. The total signal of a given shower,
S(r > ryg), is the sum of each particle’s ndividual sig—
nalnom alized to 1 for proton showers of 10'° G &V and
incident zenith angle of 60 . It is clear that the total
R signalat ground level increases w ith zenith angle, be-
cause of the larger slantdepth. This is in sharp contrast
to proton showers, n which the signal is reduced w ith
Increasing because of the greater shower age.

A sdiscuss In Sec. ITI, the relation between the signal
observed at the surface detectors and the prim ary energy
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FIG . 3: Average total signal beyond 250 m from the shower
core versus show er zenith angle. Signals are nom alized to 1
for the case of 10'° G eV proton showers inclined 60 . The
dashed lines correspond to proton show ers of prin ary energy :
(@) 10°? Gev, (0) 10°° Gev, (c) 10 Gev, (d) 10'°° Gev,
(e) 10*** G eV . The sold line corresponds to R -hadron show —
ers. The lines are only to guide the eye.

is detem Ined using hybrid events in which the uores—
cence eyes are thought to provide a reliablem easuram ent

of the totalenergy. For proton show ers the surface detec-
tors sam ple about 1% to 10% of the shower energy. Be-
cause of the electrom agnetic com ponent recycling, theR -
hadron producesa som ew hat Jarger signalat ground level
than one would expect from standard baryonic show ers.

A sone can check in Table IT, for large zenith angles if one

assum es the show er properties are the characteristics of
proton showers then the total prin ary energy woul be

overestin ated. N ote that this aspect is not com pensated

by the calbration procedure, because the R -com ponent

doesnotdeposit signi cantenergy in the region of the at-
m osphere used In the uorescencedbased calbration. In
sum m ary, although the total contribution to the shower

energy is an all, the R -hadron deposits a disproportional
large fraction of their energy close to the ground. Con-

sequently, coam ic R ’s would induce a signi cant signal
in the surface array but not in the uorescence eyes. In
what follow s we use these show er characteristics to con—

struct observables which m ay be used to distinguish R -

hadron from traditional coam ic ray show ers.

V. GROUND ARRAY SIGNAL

T he surface detectors of the A uger O bservatory are ca-
pable of m easuring the signal associated to an incom ing
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FIG . 4: Lateralvs. arrival tin e delay distribution for a ver—
tical show er initiated by a 10°” G &V proton.

show er as a function of tin 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
lateraltin e distribbution of the signal S (r;t). S (r;t)dt
gives the am ount of signalat a (3-din ensional) distance
r from the shower axis, produced at the tin e interval
[t;t+ dtl. For convenience, the origin of tin es isde ned
for each point In the ground surface as the instant w here
a plane orthogonal to the show er axis, sinchronized w ith
the prin ary particle and m oving tow ards the ground at
the gpeed of light, Intersects the corresponding point. In
this way, S (r;t) is necessarily zero for negative tim es.
W ith this de nition, the tm e t is frequently called \ar—
rival tin e delay."

T he total signal at a given distance from the shower
axis is the signal accum ulated over all tin es, that is,

Z

Stor(r) = S (rj)dt : (3)

0

O ther quantities that are usually used in the analysis of
SD signals are:

Shower front arrival tine, § (t 0). This is the
tin e corresponding to the rst nonzero show er sig—
nal at the given point. ty is directly related to the
show er front curvature.

Partial rise tin es, £, de ned as the tin e elapsed
until the accum ulated signal is a fraction x of the
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FIG .5: Sameas gure4 butin thecase of10°® G ev protons
inclined 75 degrees.

total signal, that is,

Z s,

S (r;t)dt= xS (r): (4)
0
Comm on values of x are: 10% , 50% , and 90% .
is a grow ing function of r, especially far from the
show er axis.

T he lateraltin e distrbution of the signalisa SD ob-
servable capable of characterizing showers hnitiated by
cosn ic rays. Consider, for exam ple a typical shower ni-
tiated by a vertical proton. In Fig. 4 the corresponding
lateraltin e signaldistrbution is displayed using a false
color (or grayscale) diagram . From this gure it is pos-
sible to notice the m ain features of such a distrdbution:
(1) m ost of the shower particles arrive near the shower
axis, that is, the signal hteral distrdbution Sio:(r) de-
creasesw ith r; (i) tp (r) increasesw ith r, as expected, be-
cause particlesm ust travel longer distances and undergo
m ore interactions to reach positions located far from the
show er axis; (iii) the tin e intervalof the signalat a given
point grow sw ith r. In the exam ple of F ig. 4 it goes from
somed4 satr= 300m toaboutl2 sforr> 3000m .

If the inclination of a shower is increased, the thick—
ness of the air layer placed between the point where
the coam ic particle enters the atm osphere and ground
level, also increases. A s a result, the age of the detected
show er Increases too. In the case of show ers initiated by
hadronic prim aries like protons and nuclki, the aging of
inclined showers at ground becom es evident for inclina—
tions larger than 65 degrees, because of the practically
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FIG .6: Same as gure 4 but for showers initiated by 10°7
G eV R -hadrons inclined 75 degrees.

com plete attenuation of the electrom agnetic com ponent
of the shower. For such inclinations, the m uonic com —
ponent becom es very in portant (see Fig. 2 of Ref. [49]),
because it produces signi cant m odi cations in the de-
tected signal. In particular, the shower front becom es

atter, and the signal is concentrated w ithin a relatively
an all tin e span. T hese caracteristics show up clearly n
Fig. 5, where S (r;t) is potted for showers initiated by
protonsw ith the sam e energy than the showers shown in
Fig. 4, but for an inclination of 75 degrees w ith respect
to the vertical

T he Jateraltim e signaldistrdbutions of inclined show —
ers initiated by R -hadrons present a substantially dif-
ferent aspect, when com pared w ith the proton case. In
Fi. 6 the signaldistribution corresponding to 10°7 G ev
R -hadron showers inclined 75 degrees, is displayed. A
com parison with the distrdbbution of Fig. 5 leads to the
follow ing conclusions: (i) the R -hadron distribution is
slighlty m ore concentrated near the show er axis, and (ii)
the tim e span of the signal is substantially larger than
in the proton case (note that the prim ary energy of the
proton show ershasbeen chosen accordingly w ith Table IT
such that the am ount of signal for r > ry is, on average,
the sam e for both prim aries).

T he last feature of the lateraltin e distrbution of R —
hadron showers is certainly the m ost clear signature of
such events that could be found in our sim ulation study.
Combined, in the case of hybrid events, with a neatly
di erent longitudinal developm ent, and inconsistent en—
ergy m easurem ents, R -hadron events can be clearly dis-
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FIG. 7: to ty, tso ty, and tyo ty plotted versus the
logarithm of the distance to the shower axis. T he data corre—
sponds to 10°° Gev protons inclined 75 degrees.

tinguished from hadronic ones, and also from neutrino
Initiated showerswhere the FD energy detemm ination will
bevery di erent from the present case ofR -hadron show —
ers.

The di erent time span of signals can be quanti ed
m ore precisely studying the observables tig, ts0,and tg .
Figures 7 and 8 contain plots of these observablesas fiilnc—
tions of log;, (r), In the case of proton and R -hadron
show ers, respectively. The larger tinm e gpan of the sig—
nals In the R -hadron case is evident for all the plotted
quantities (note the di erent tim e scales used in either

gure).

The total signal as a function of the distance to the
show er axis, St (r), called lateral distribution, is other
fundam ental observable that can be m easured with the
A uger surface detectors. It is them ost in portant observ—
able for SD energy determ ination in the case of showers
w ith an inclination of less than 65 degrees.

W e have studied the behaviour of the Jateraldistribu-
tion In the case ofR -hadrons, com paring the results w ith
the corresponding ones for showers initiated w ith pro-
tons. T he results, displayed In Fig. 9, clearly show that
the signal corresponding to R -hadron showers is m ore
concentrated near the shower axis. This also nplies a
di erent slope for the distributions that could eventually
be m easured. A s a reference, a qualitative indicator of
the signal threshold of A uger detectors is also shown In
the gure (dotted line).
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FIG.8: Same as gure 7, but for 10°7 Gev R -hadrons in-
clined 75 degrees.
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togram correspond to R hadron (proton) prin aries. T he hor—
izontaldotted line indicates (approxin ately) the threshold of
A uger surface detectors.



VI. CONCLUSIONS

In this paper we have analyzed the characteristics of
air show ers produced by gliinocontaining hadrons. U s-
Ing AIRES,wehave perfom ed a high statistics set of full
quality show ers initiated by R -hadrons. W e have consid-
ered both R baryon and R -m eson prin aries. T he analy—
sis of standard observables that can be m easured by hy—
brid air show er experin ents like A uger show s that atm o-
spheric cascades Initiated by R -hadrons are signi cantly
di erent from \classical" showers, such as for exam ple,
those initiated by cosm ic protons. O ur study indicates
that if coan ic R -hadrons do exist they would produce
a particular signature that w ill be visble at Auger: at
ground level, the R -hadron show ers are characterized by
the presence of a strong electrom agnetic com ponent at
all zenith angles. This In plies a m uch longer tin e span
for the signal, in com parison w ith proton show ers. A t the
sam e tin e, the m inishow ers generated by the passage of
the R -hadron across the atm osphere produce narrow er
lateraldistrbutions than the corresponding ones for the
proton case.

IfR -hadron events are analyzed w ith the standard pro—
tocol for hadronic prin ary showers, a serdes of inconsis-
tencies w ill be present. In particular, the energy de-
term ination via ground signal analysis of very inclined
showers [62]w ill Ikely lead to a prin ary energy overes—
tin ation. O n the other hand, an eventual hybrid event
of this kind w ill show a lim ited, or even below threshold
FD signal. This leads to contradictory FD and SD en-
ergy determ inations. M oreover, these \goden" events
would allow identi cation of R -hadrons from eventual
quasithorizontal neutrino events that are likely to gener—
ate show ersw ith sin larground signal, but nonnegligble

uorescence contrbution [63].

T he pertinent question at this point isw hether existing
experin ents have already collected events exhibiting the
characteristics of gliino show ers described above. None
of the ultrahigh energy coam ic ray experin ents have thus
reported such results. Tt is Interesting to note, however,
that the 10° GeV "Centauro" events detected at M t.
Chacaltaya [64] m ght be suggestive of gliino-induced
showers. In these events, the ratio of hadronic to elec—

I T =st@MZ+m2+M2 s 1t

in tem s of the M andelstam variables s = (ps + pPp)° =
(Pc+ pa)? and t= (P2 pe)® = (@ pa)’:Note that
this squared invariant when viewed from thecm . frame
reduces to

2 P-
s ® B)

P— . .. L.
S Py JPB: JsI

10

trom agnetic com ponents is about 50:1, contrary to the
expectation of dom inance of the electrom agnetic com —
ponent in vertical baryon-induced showers. The most
carefully considered explanation to date is the explosive
quark m atter m odel [66]. Interestingly, though heavy
high energy ghiinos could also produce such an inverted
hadronic electrom agnetic ratio. T his isbecause them ul-
tiple low —inelasticity collisions would result in hadronic
superin posed showers. At detector level ( 5200 m ),
the electrom agnetic com ponent of the sub-show erswould
be mostly ltered out, whilk the superposed hadronic
showers would survive. This is because the \low" en-
ergy (100 TeV ) electrom agnetic sub-show ers induced
by high energy R -hadrons would develop faster (being
quickly quenched by atm ospheric losses) than the high
energy ( 10° G &V ) electrom agnetic subshow ers induced
by ultrahigh energy R -hadrons. It is also interesting to
note that this explanation of the Centaruo events does
not predict any phenom enon one m ight observe at a col-
lder experin ent, consistent w ith the nullresults from
UA1l [66],UAS5 [67],and CDF [68]. If in fact, gluinos are
guilty of producing the C entauro events, it would consti-
tute the st evidence ofa nely-tuned universe from a
cosm ic ray observation.
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A ppendix

Consider the process In which two particles of 4-
mom enta p; and pp, and massesM g and m y scatter two
particles ofm om enta p. and py and massesM g and M g ,
respectively. Usihg the total 4momentum P we de ne
the vector

P p, P (5)

and w rite the Lorentz—invariant form

w here is the scattered angle. Consequently, the for-
ward direction isde ned through thecondition I I = 0.
In the large s lim it where

st@MZ+mi+MZ s t) st (8)

the m inInum m om entum transfered can be easily ob-
tained by setting Eqg. (6) = 0 and solving fort, 1, . Al dn
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M2 MZ2)YmZ MZ2)+ s
M 2M ¢
R2 X (9)
S
In thecm. frame, E, = (s+ M2 mZ =25 3) and
E.= (s+M 7 M7?)=(2 )] Therebre, the invariant
quantity (E. E.)=E, that describes the inelasticity of
the process reads,
X (s+M2 MZ) (s+M}2)
inel (S+ MR%)
M 2
£ (10)
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Now , com bining Egs. (9) and (10) we obtain

o a=2
Ky JmmdT (11)

The QCD cross section falls o very rapidly and gets
negligble or t > gcp : Thus, taking ¢cp 1Gev
Eq.(11) ladsto K a1 Mr=Ge&v) ' :
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