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Hsin-Chia Cheng?, D alit Engehardt®, John F . G union®, Zhenyu Han?, and Bob M cE Irath®
*D epartm ent of Physics, University of California, Davis, CA 95616,
°p epartm ent of Physics, Boston University, Boston, M A 02215, “CERN , G eneva 23, Switzerland

M any beyond the Standard M odel theories include a stable dark m atter candidate that yields
m issing / Invisble energy in collider detectors. If observed at the Large H adron C ollider, we m ust
determ ine if itsm ass and other properties (and those of its partners) predict the correct dark m atter
relic density. W e give a new procedure for determ ining itsm ass w ith sm all error.

O ne of the m ost dram atic possibilities for the Large
Hadron C ollider (LH C ) isobservation ofeventsw ith large
m issing energy com patible w ith the production of a sta—
ble, weakly-interacting particle that could explain the
universe’s relic dark m atter content. M any beyond the
Standard M odel (SM ) theories contain such a particle,
denoted N . In particular, in the M inin al Supersym —
m etric Standard M odel (M SSM ) the lightest neutralino
eg is stable if R parity is conserved. Each LHC event
must contain two N ’s that each em erge at the end of a
chain decay. For example, in the M SSM , a large pro-—
duction rate is associated w ith squark pair, g, produc-
tion, and each g can have substantial probability to de-
cay via @ ! qeg 1og® ! q’_‘e(l) (* = e; ; ), where
e and ¢ are the 2nd lightest neutralino and slkpton,
respectively. M ore generally, we w ill use the notation
z !V T7+Y ! 7+5+4X ! 74+ 5+ 3+ 1(= N ),wherepar-
ticles 7, 5 and 3 are Standard M odel fts or leptons and
Z ,Y ,and X are the interm ediate on-shell resonances of
them odel In question. T his event structure is illustrated
in Fig.[d. This letter gives a procedure for accurately
determ ningM 5 , My ,M y and M y for this topology.

FIG .1: The event topology.

M any m ass determ ination procedures in the literature
exam Ine only one decay chain ata tin e @,B,B,Q]. This
often does not allow one to solve for the event’s m iss-
Ing mom enta. An exception is a very long decay chain
starting from the gliino, as discussed in Ref. E}. How—
ever, in the actualanalysis the e, €and e m asses were
assum ed to be known and only the gluino and soottom
masses were thed E]. Considering both decay chains
sim ultaneously can potentially give usm ore inform ation
and allow a better determ nation of the m asses @,B,E].
O ur current procedure does this for the decay chains of

Fig.[. Ifall particles can be correctly Jocated on the de-
cay chains and there are no experin entale ects, then by
considering tw o eventsw e can solve forallthe 4-m om enta
in both events and determ Ine all the m asses up to a dis—
crete am biguity. A frerexam Ining a an allnum ber ofevent
pairings, a unique solution w ill em erge.

A ssum Ing we can isolate LHC eventsw ith the topology
inFig.[dandushgmy =myo,Mx =Myxo,My = Myo,
my = myo,we have the follow Ing constraints,

M7 =) PL+ps+ps+p) = (E2+ P+ P+ ps);
™2 =) (P1+ ps+ Ps)’ = (P2+ pa+ ps);
™Mz =) P+ p3) = (p2+ pa)i

®g =) Pl = pi:

(1)
where p; is the 4-m om entum for particle 1 (1= 1:::8).
Since the only invisible particles are 1 and 2 and since
we can m easure the m issing transverse energy, there are
tw o m ore constraints:

P+ 05 = Bhissi DLt D= Phsest (2)

G iven the 6 constraints in Egs. (1) and (@) and 8 un-
knowns from the 4-m om enta of the m issing particles,
there rem ain two unknowns per event. The systam is
under-constrained and cannot be solved. T his situation
changes if we use a second event w ith the sam e decay
chains, under the assum ption that the invariant m asses
are the sam e in the two events. D enoting the 4-m om enta
in the second event asqg; (1= 1:::8), we have 8 more
unknowns, ¢ and ¢, but 10 m ore equations,

G = % = B
@+ x)P = (@+x)P? = [P+ pa
@+ B+s) = @+@+ %) = @2+ s+ P
B+ @+ B+@)? = (@+dw+ g+ )
(P2 + Pa+ Ps + P8 )25

q1<+q~)2<=§iiss; q¥+qg:04¥iss: 3)

A Itogether, we have 16 unknow ns and 16 equations. T he
system can be solved num erically and we obtain discrete
solutions forp; , 2,01, % and thus themassesmy ,my ,
my ,and my . Note that the equations always have 8
com plex solutions, butwew illkeep only the realand pos-
itive ones which we henceforth call \solutions". Further
details regarding practical and high-speed techniques for
obtaining the solutions w ill appear in a future paper @ 1.
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FIG .2: W eplot the num ber ofm ass solutions (in 1 G €V bins
| the sam e binning is used for the other plts) vs. m ass in
the dealcase. A Il possble pairs for 100 events are included.

For illustration and easy com parison to the litera-
ture, we apply our m ethod for the SUSY point, SPSla
], although m any of the discussions below apply for
generic cases. For SPSla, the particles correspond-—
ing to N;X;Y;7Z are &), & (* = e= ), ), @& (@ =
d;u;s;c) respectively. Them assesare £97.4,142.5,180 3,
564.8/570.8g GeV, with the nal two num bers corre-
sponding to up/down type squarks respectively. Since
m~-%6 mg~,the ‘= case is an in portant background.
W e generate eventswith PYTHIA 64 ].

W e rvstconsider the dealcase: no background events,
all visible m om enta m easured exactly, all interm ediate
particles on-shelland each visble particle associated w ith
the correct decay chain and position in the decay chain.
W e also restrict the squarks to be up-type only. In this
case, we can solve for the m asses exactly by pairing any
tw o events. The only com plication com es from there be-
ing 8 com plex solutions for the system of equations, of
w hich m ore than one can be realand positive. O fcourse,
the wrong solutions are di erent from pair to pair, but
the correct solution is comm on. T he m ass distributions
for the dealcasew ith 100 eventsare shown in Fig.[d. A s
expected, we observe —flinction-like m ass peaks on top
of sm all backgrounds com Ing from wrong solitions. On
average, there are about 2 solutions per pair of events.

The —functions in the m ass distrbutions arise only
when exactly correct m om enta are input Into the equa—
tions we solve. To be experin entally realistic, we now
Include the follow ing.

1.W rong com binations. For a given event a \com —
bination" is a particular assignm ent of the $ts and lep-
tons to the extermal legs of Figg[ll. For each event, there
is only one correct com bination (excliding 1357 $ 2468
symm etry). A ssum ing that we can identify the two Jts
that correspond to the two quarks, we have 8 (16) pos-
sible com binations for the 2 2e (4 or 4e) channel. T he
total num ber of com binations for a pair of events is the
product ofthe two, ie. 64,128 or 256. Adding the w rong
com bination pairings for the ideal case yields the m ass
distrlbutions of Fig.[d. Com pared to Fig.[d, there are
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FIG .3: Num berofm ass solutions versusm ass after including
all com bination pairings for 100 events.

16 tin esm ore (wrong) solutions, but the
m ass peaks ram ain evident.

2. Finite widths. For SPSla, the widths of the
Intermm ediate particles are roughly 5 GevV, 20 M &V and
200M eV forg, , e and % . Thus, the w dths are quite
an all In com parison to the corresponding m asses.

—function-like

3.M ass splitting between avors. Them asses for
up and down type squarks have a analldi erence of 6
G eV . Since it is m possible to determ ne  avors for the
Iight $#ts, the m ass determ ined should be viewed as the
average value of the tw o squarks (weighted by the parton
distrbution functions).

4. Initial/ nalstate radiation. These two types of
radiation not only an ear the visible particles’ m om enta,
but also provide a source for extra Fts in the events. W e
willapply a pr cut to get rid of soft Fts.

5. Extra hard particles in the signal events.
In SPSla, many of the squarks come from gliino de-
cay (¢ ! geg ),which yields another hard g in the event.
Fortunately, for SPSlamg mg 40 GeV ismuch
an aller than m g 380 G&V . Therefore, the g
from sguark decay is usually m uch m ore energetic than
theq from g decay. W e select the two gtsw ith highest pr
in each event after cuts. E xperin entally one would want
to justify this choice by exam ining the gt m ultiplicity
to ensure that this analysis isdom inated by 2—gt events,
and not 3 or4 ptevents. Furthem ore, the softer ptsw i1l
be an indication of clearly separable m assdi erences.

m-~o =
2

6. Background events. The SM backgrounds are
negliglble for this signal In SPSla. There are a f&w sig-
ni cant backgrounds from other SUSY processes:

@ e ! ge) ! ge ! g Seforoneorboth de
cay chains, with all ’s decaying leptonically. Indeed,
eg ! e has the largest partial w dth, being 14 tin es
thatof e) | e. However, to be included in our selec-
tion the two ’s In one decay chain m ust both decay to
leptons w ith the sam e  avor, which reduces the ratio. A
cut on lepton pr also helps to reduce this background,
since leptons from decays are softer. Experin entally
one should perform a separate search for hadronically de—
caying tau’s ornon-identical- avor lepton decay chainsto
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FIG .4:M ass solutionsw ith alle ects1 { 7 included and after
cuts I { IIT for the SPS1la SUSY modeland L = 300 fb .

explicitly m easure this background.

(b) Processes containing a pair of sbottom s, especially
B . In SPSla the rst two generations of syuarks are
nearly degenerate. ITn any m odel, they m ust be discov—
ered In a combined analysis since light quark Pts are
notdistinguishable. W ellseparated squark m asseswould
show up as a double peak structure n M ; . However b
Bts are distinguishable and a separate analysis should
be perform ed to determm ine the b squark m asses. This
presents a background to the light squark search since
btagging e clency is only about 50% at high pr .

(c) Processes that contain a pairof eg s, notboth com —
Ing from squark decays. For these events to fake signal
events, extra ets need to com e from initialand/or nal
state radiation or other particle decays. For exam ple, di-
rect eg pair production or eg + g production. T hese are
electrow eak processes, but, since eg has a much an aller
m ass than syuarks, the cross-section is not negligible. In
our SP Sla analysis, the large tpr cut reduces this kind
of background due to the smallm g

7. Experim ental resolutions. In order to estin ate
thisexperim entale ectattheLHC ,weprocessallevents
with ATLFA ST ], a fast sin ulation package of the AT —
LA S detector. Since we assum e 300 £b ! integrated lu—
m nosity, werun ATLFA ST in the high lum nosity m ode.

T he cuts usaed to isolate the signal are:

1) 4 isolated leptonswith pr > 10GeV, j j< 25 and
m atching avorsand chargesconsistentw ith ourassum ed
e) ! el &f decay;

II)Nob-gtsand 2 ptswithpr > 100GeV,j j< 2:5.
The 2 highestpr Fts are taken to be particles 7 and 8;

IT) M issing pr > 50 Gev.

For a data sam ple w ith 300 fb ! integrated um inosity,
there are about 1050 events left after the above cuts, out
of which about 700 are signal events. A fter taking all
possible pairs for all possible com binations and solving
for them asses, w e obtain them assdistrdbutions in F ig.[4.

Fitting each distrbution using a sum of a G aussian
plusa (single) quadratic polynom ialand taking them axi-
mum positionsofthe tted peaksasthe estin ated m asses
yieds £77.8, 1356, 182.7, 562.0g G &V . Averaging over

mi.

10 di erentdata sam ples,we nd

my = 7637

14GeV; my = 1354
18GeV; my, = 5644

15Gev;
25Géev:

T he statistical uncertainties are very am all, but there ex—
ist biases, especially for the two Iightm asses. In practice,
we can always correct the biases by com paring realdata
w ith M onte C arlo. N evertheless, we would like to reduce
the biases asmuch as possible using data only. In som e
cases, the biases can be very large and it is essential to
reduce them before com paring w ith M onte C arlb.

T he com binatorial background is an especially in por—
tant source of bias since it yields peaked m ass distribu—
tions that are not sym m etrically distributed around the
true m asses, as can be seen from Fig.[3. T his will intro—
duce biases that survive even after sm earing. T herefore,
w e concentrate on reducing w rong solutions.

F irst, w e reduce the num ber of w rong com binations by
the ©ollow Ing procedure. For each com bination choice, c,
for a given event, 1 (1= 1;N ), we count the num ber,
N pair (C;1), of events that can pairw ith it (for som e com -
bination choice for the 2nd events) and give us solutions.
W e repeat this for every combination choice for every
event. Neglecting e ects 2.{ 7., Npair (C;1) = Neye 1
if ¢ is the correct com bination for event i. A fter includ-
ing backgrounds and sm earing, N pair (C;1) < Neye 1,
but the correct com binations still have statistically lJarger
N pair (c;i) than the wrong combinations. T herefore,
we cut on N,y (c;i). For the SPSla model point,
if N pair (1) 075N ¢yt Wwe discard the com bination
choice, ¢, for event i. If all possble ¢ choices for event
i fail this criterion, then we discard event i altogether
(In plying a sm aller N o+ for the next analysiscycle). W e
then repeat the above procedure for the rem aining events
untilno com binations can be rem oved. A fter this, for the
exam ple data sam ple, the num ber of events is reduced
from 1050 (697 signal + 353 background) to 734 (539
signal + 195 background), and the average num ber of
com binations per event changes from 11 to 4.

Second, we increase the signi cance of the true solu—
tion by weighting events by 1=n wheren is the num ber of
solutions for the corresponding pair (using only the com —
bination choices that have survived the previous cuts).
T his causes each pair (and therefore each event) to have
equalweight In our histogram s. W ithout this weighting,
a pairw ith m ultiple solutionshasm orew eight than a pair
w ith a single solution, even though atm ost one solution
would be correct for each pair.

Finally, we exploit the fact that wrong solitions and
backgrounds arem uch less likely toyied My ;M x ;M v ,
and M ; values that are all sin ultaneously close to their
true values. W e plot the 1=n-weighted num ber of solu-
tions as a fiinction of the threem assdi erences (Fig[d).
Wede nemassdi erencewindowsby 06 peak height
and keep only those solutions for which all three m ass
di erences fallwithin them assdi erence windows. The
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FIG .6: Finalm ass distrbutions after the biasreduction pro—
cedure for the SPSla SUSY modeland L = 300 o *.

surviving solutions are plotted (w ithout the 1=n weight-
ing) ;n Fig.[d. C om pared w ith Fig.[, them ass peaks are
narrower, m ore symm etric and the tted values are less
biased. The tted massesare £91.7,1359, 175.7 558.0g
G &V .R gpeating the procedure for 10 data sets,we nd

my = 94:1
my = 1790

28 Gev;
30GevV;

my = 1388
my; = 5615

28G&V;
41 GeV:

T hus, the biases are reduced at the cost of (slightly) in—
creased statistical errors.

W e have applied our m ethod to other m ass points to
show its reliability. D etails w ill be presented in E}. We
quote here results for \point 1" de ned in Ref.lﬁ] w ith
the follow iIng m asses: £85.3, 1284, 2466, 431.1/438 .6g
Ge&vV .Forl00 b ! data,wehaveabout 1220 events (1160
signal events) after the prebiasreduction cuts. A fter
follow ing a bias reduction procedure and using 10 data
sam ples,weobtainmy = 85 4Ge&V,myx = 131 4Ge&v,
my =251 4GeV,mgy =444 5Ge&V.

W e em phasize that the rem aining biases in the above
m ass detem inations can be rem oved by nding those in-
put m asses that yield the observed output m asses after
processing M onte C arlo generated data through our pro—
cedures. In this way, very accurate centralm ass valies
are obtained w ith the indicated statistical errors.

T he above results for the N , Y and X m asses for the
SPSla point and point # 1 can be com pared to those
obtained follow ing a very di erent procedure in Ref.lﬁ].
There, only the X ! Y ! N parts of the two decay

chains were em ployed and we used only 4 events. For
the SPSlamodelpoint we obtalned my = 98 9 Gev,
my = 187 10GeV,andmy = 151 10GeV. And,
for pont # 1 we found my = 862 43 GeV,my =

1304 43GeV andmy = 2522 4:3GeV. Including the
4de and 2 2e channelsw ill reduce these errors by a factor
of 2. Theprocedureof@}can thusbeused to verify the
resultsformy ,my andmy from the present procedure
and possbly the two can be com bined to obtain am aller
errors than from either one, w ith m ; determ ined by the
procedure of this letter.

Overall, we have obtained a highly-encouraging level
of accuracy for the m ass determ inations in events w ith
two chains term inating in an invisble particle. O nce the
m asses are known with this level of accuracy, the next
step w ill be to exam ine detailed distrbutions for various
possblem odels M SSM , littleH iggs, UniversalE xtra D -
m ensions), assum ing the determ ined m asses and keeping
only solutions for each event consistent w ith them . The
di erent m odels can be expected to predict su clently
distinct distributions (for the sam e m ass choices) that
the precise nature of the invisble particle can be de-
termm ined. W e will then be able to m ake fairly precise
predictions for its relic density and check for consistency
w ith observation. Show ing that the dark m atter particle
asobserved at the LH C predicts a relic density consistent
w ith cosm ological observations would resolve one of the
m ost In portant issues of m odem-day physics.
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