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Abstract

A search is presented for long-lived charged particles that decay within the volume
of the silicon tracker of the CMS experiment. Such particles can produce events with
an isolated track that is missing hits in the outermost layers of the silicon tracker, and
is also associated with little energy deposited in the calorimeters and no hits in the
muon detectors. The search for events with this “disappearing track” signature is
performed in a sample of proton-proton collisions recorded by the CMS experiment
at the LHC with a center-of-mass energy of 13 TeV, corresponding to an integrated
luminosity of 101 fb−1 recorded in 2017 and 2018. The observation of 48 events is
consistent with the estimated background of 47.8+2.7

−2.3 (stat)± 8.1 (syst) events. Upper
limits are set on chargino production in the context of an anomaly-mediated super-
symmetry breaking model for purely wino and higgsino neutralino scenarios. At
95% confidence level, the first constraint is placed on chargino masses in the higgsino
case, excluding below 750 (175) GeV for a lifetime of 3 (0.05) ns. In the wino case, the
results of this search are combined with a previous CMS search to produce a result
representing the complete LHC data set recorded in 2015–2018, the most stringent
constraints to date. At 95% confidence level, chargino masses in the wino case are
excluded below 884 (474) GeV for a lifetime of 3 (0.2) ns.
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1 Introduction
Many beyond-the-standard-model (BSM) scenarios introduce long-lived charged particles that
could decay within the volume of the tracking detectors used by the CERN LHC experiments.
If the decay products of such a particle are undetected, either because they have too little mo-
mentum to be reconstructed or because they interact only weakly, a “disappearing track” sig-
nature is produced. This signature is identified as an isolated particle track that extends from
the interaction region but is missing hits in the outermost region of the tracking detector, and
also has little associated energy deposited in the calorimeters and no associated hits in the
outer muon detectors. Because standard model (SM) processes rarely produce this signature,
background processes are almost entirely composed of failures of the particle reconstruction or
track finding algorithms.

The disappearing track signature arises in a broad range of BSM scenarios [1–13]. For example,
in anomaly-mediated supersymmetry breaking (AMSB) [14, 15] the particle mass spectrum in-
cludes a chargino and neutralino (electroweakinos χ̃±1 and χ̃0

1, respectively) that are nearly de-
generate in mass. In this scenario, with a chargino-neutralino mass difference of order 100 MeV,
the chargino is long-lived and can reach the CMS tracking detector before decaying to a neu-
tralino and a pion (χ̃±1→χ̃0

1π±). The produced pion does not have sufficient momentum to
be reconstructed as a track, nor to contribute significantly to the energy associated with the
original chargino track. The neutralino, as the lightest supersymmetric particle (LSP), is sta-
ble assuming R-parity conservation and interacts only weakly, leaving no trace in the detector.
Consequently, the decay of an AMSB chargino to a weakly interacting neutralino and an unre-
constructed pion would produce the disappearing track signature.

This letter presents a search for disappearing tracks in proton-proton (pp) collision data col-
lected at

√
s = 13 TeV throughout 2017 and 2018, corresponding to an integrated luminosity

of 101 fb−1. The results of this search are presented in terms of chargino masses and lifetimes
within the context of AMSB. The results are also presented more generally in a form that can
be used to test any BSM scenario producing the disappearing track signature. The ATLAS
experiment has previously excluded AMSB, with a purely wino LSP, for chargino masses be-
low 460 GeV with a lifetime of 0.2 ns [16]. The CMS experiment has excluded AMSB chargino
masses for a purely wino LSP below 715 GeV for a lifetime of 3 ns [17], using the data collected
during 2015 and 2016. This search extends the previous CMS results to encompass the entire
available

√
s = 13 TeV data set, referred to as the Run 2 data set, corresponding to a total inte-

grated luminosity of 140 fb−1. Prior to the 2017 data-taking period, a new pixel detector was
installed as part of the Phase 1 upgrade [18, 19]. This new detector contains a fourth inner layer
at a radius of 2.9 cm from the interaction region. The addition of this new layer enables this
search to accept shorter tracks that traverse fewer layers of the tracker, thereby increasing its
sensitivity to shorter lifetime particles. The interpretation of the results is extended to include
the direct electroweak production of charginos in the case of a purely higgsino LSP.

2 The CMS detector
The central feature of the CMS apparatus is a superconducting solenoid of 6 m internal diam-
eter. Within the solenoid volume are a silicon pixel and strip tracker, a lead tungstate crystal
electromagnetic calorimeter (ECAL), and a brass and scintillator hadron calorimeter (HCAL),
each composed of a barrel and two endcap sections. Forward calorimeters extend the pseu-
dorapidity coverage provided by the barrel and endcap detectors. Muons are measured in
gas-ionization detectors embedded in the steel flux-return yoke outside the solenoid.
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The silicon tracker measures charged particles within the pseudorapidity range |η| < 2.5. Dur-
ing the LHC running period when the data used in this analysis were recorded, the silicon
tracker consisted of 1856 silicon pixel and 15 148 silicon strip detector modules.

Events of interest are selected using a two-tiered trigger system [20]. The first level (L1), com-
posed of custom hardware processors, uses information from the calorimeters and muon de-
tectors to select events at a rate of around 100 kHz within a fixed time interval of less than
4 µs. The second level, known as the high-level trigger (HLT), consists of a farm of processors
running a version of the full event reconstruction software optimized for fast processing, and
reduces the event rate to O(1) kHz before data storage.

A more detailed description of the CMS detector, together with a definition of the coordinate
system used and the relevant kinematic variables, can be found in Ref. [21].

3 Data sets
This search is based on pp collision data recorded by the CMS detector at

√
s = 13 TeV corre-

sponding to an integrated luminosity of 42 fb−1 [22] and 60 fb−1 [23] from the 2017 and 2018
data-taking periods, respectively.

Simulated signal events are generated at leading order (LO) precision with PYTHIA 8.240 [24],
using the NNPDF3.0 LO [25] parton distribution function (PDF) set with the CP5 tune [26] to
describe the underlying event. Supersymmetric particle mass spectra are produced by ISAJET

7.70 [27], for chargino masses in the range 100–1100 (100–900) GeV in steps of 100 GeV for the
wino (higgsino) LSP case. The ratio of the vacuum expectation values of the two Higgs dou-
blets (tan β) is fixed to 5, with a positive higgsino mass parameter (µ > 0). The χ̃±1 –χ̃0

1 mass
difference has little dependence on tan β and the sign of µ [28]. While this mass difference typ-
ically determines the chargino’s proper decay time (the lifetime in the rest frame, τ), in these
simulated signal events τ is explicitly varied from 6.67 ps to 333 ns (corresponding to a range in
cτ of 0.2–10 000 cm) in logarithmic steps, to examine sensitivity to a broader range of models.

In the wino LSP case, the chargino branching fraction (B) for χ̃±1→χ̃0
1π± is set to 100%, and

both χ̃±1 χ̃∓1 and χ̃±1 χ̃0
1 production processes are simulated. In the higgsino LSP case, the sec-

ond neutralino (χ̃0
2) is completely degenerate in mass with χ̃0

1, having equal production cross
sections (σ) and branching fractions for the χ̃±1→χ̃0

1,2 + X decays. Following Ref. [29], these are
taken to be 95.5% for χ̃±1→χ̃0

1,2π±, 3% for χ̃±1→χ̃0
1,2eν, and 1.5% for χ̃±1→χ̃0

1,2µν in the range of
chargino masses of interest, and both χ̃±1 χ̃∓1 and χ̃±1 χ̃0

1,2 production processes are simulated.

Simulated signal events are normalized using cross sections calculated to next-to-leading order
plus next-to-leading-logarithmic (NLO+NLL) precision, using RESUMMINO 1.0.9 [30, 31] with
the CTEQ6.6 [32] and MSTW2008nlo90cl [33] PDF sets, and the final numbers are calculated
using the PDF4LHC recommendations [34] for the two sets of cross sections. In the wino case,
the ratio of χ̃±1 χ̃0

1 to χ̃±1 χ̃∓1 production is roughly 2:1 for all chargino masses considered. In the
higgsino case, the ratio of χ̃±1 χ̃0

1,2 to χ̃±1 χ̃∓1 production is roughly 7:2.

As an LO generator, PYTHIA is known to be deficient in modeling the rate of initial-state ra-
diation (ISR) and the resulting hadronic recoil [35, 36], so data-derived corrections for this de-
ficiency are applied as functions of the transverse momentum (pT) of the electroweakino pair
(either χ̃±1 χ̃∓1 or χ̃±1 χ̃0

1,2). Similar to the method used in Ref. [36], the correction factors are de-
rived as the ratio of the pT of Z→µµ candidates in data to simulated PYTHIA events, under the
assumption that the production of ISR in Z boson and electroweakino pair events are similar,
since both are electroweak processes. The ISR correction factors typically range between 1.8
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and 2.0 in the kinematic region relevant for this search.

Simulated events are generated with a Monte Carlo program incorporating a full model of
the CMS detector, based on GEANT4 [37], and reconstructed with the same software used for
collision data. Simulated minimum bias events are superimposed on the hard interaction to
describe the effect of additional inelastic pp interactions within the same or neighboring bunch
crossings, known as pileup, and the samples are weighted to match the pileup distribution
observed in data.

4 Event reconstruction and selection
A particle-flow (PF) algorithm [38] aims to reconstruct and identify each individual particle
in an event with an optimized combination of information from the various elements of the
CMS detector. The energy of photons is obtained from the ECAL measurement. The energy
of electrons is determined from a combination of the electron momentum at the primary in-
teraction vertex as determined by the tracker, the energy of the corresponding ECAL cluster,
and the energy sum of all bremsstrahlung photons spatially compatible with originating from
the electron track. The energy of muons is obtained from the curvature of the corresponding
track. The energy of charged hadrons is determined from a combination of their momentum
measured in the tracker and the matching ECAL and HCAL energy deposits, corrected for
the response function of the calorimeters to hadronic showers. Finally, the energy of neutral
hadrons is obtained from the corresponding corrected ECAL and HCAL energies.

For each event, hadronic jets are clustered from these reconstructed particles using the infrared-
and collinear-safe anti-kT algorithm [39, 40] with a distance parameter of 0.4. Jet momentum is
determined as the vector sum of all particle momenta in the jet, and is found from simulation
to be, on average, within 5 to 10% of the true momentum over the entire pT spectrum and
detector acceptance. Hadronic τ lepton decays are reconstructed with the hadron-plus-strips
algorithm [41], which starts from the reconstructed jets.

The missing transverse momentum vector ~pmiss
T is computed as the negative vector sum of the

transverse momenta of all the PF candidates in an event [42], and its magnitude is denoted as
pmiss

T . The ~pmiss
T is modified to account for corrections to the energy scale of the reconstructed

jets in the event. The related vector ~pmiss, µ/
T is calculated in the same manner as ~pmiss

T , excepting
that the transverse momenta of PF muons are ignored. The magnitude of ~pmiss, µ/

T is denoted
by pmiss, µ/

T . Signal events for this search typically have no reconstructed muons, in which case
~pmiss

T and ~pmiss, µ/
T are identical.

As tracking information is not available in the L1 trigger, events are collected by several triggers
requiring large pmiss

T or pmiss, µ/
T , which would be produced in signal events by an ISR jet recoil-

ing against the electroweakino pair. The L1 triggers require pmiss
T above a threshold that was

varied during the data-taking period according to the instantaneous luminosity. The HLT re-
quires both pmiss

T and pmiss, µ/
T with a range of thresholds. The lowest threshold trigger, designed

specially for this search, requires pmiss
T > 105 GeV and an isolated track with pT > 50 GeV and

at least 5 associated tracker hits at the HLT. The remaining triggers require pmiss
T or pmiss, µ/

T >
120 GeV and do not have a track requirement.

After the trigger, events selected offline are required to be consistent with the topology of an ISR
jet at the HLT, having pmiss, µ/

T > 120 GeV, and at least one jet with pT > 110 GeV and |η| < 2.4.
To reject events with spurious pmiss

T from mismeasured jets, the difference in the azimuthal an-
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gle φ between the direction of the highest pT jet and ~pmiss
T is required to be greater than 0.5

radians. For events with at least two jets, the maximum difference in φ between any two jets,
∆φmax, is required to be less than 2.5 radians. In 2018, a 40◦ section of one end of the hadronic
endcap calorimeter (HEM) lost power during the data-taking period. The 2018 data are there-
fore separated into two samples, 2018 A and B, corresponding to events before and after this
loss of power, with integrated luminosities of 21 and 39 fb−1, respectively. Events from the 2018
B period are rejected if the ~pmiss

T points to the affected region, having −1.6 < φ(~pmiss
T ) < −0.6.

This requirement, referred to as the “HEM veto”, removes 31% of the events in 2018 B, and
leads to a reduction in the signal acceptance of 16% for this data-taking period, as expected
from geometrical considerations and as verified in simulation. The selection requirements ap-
plied to this point define the “basic selection”, with the resulting sample dominated by W→`ν
events.

After the basic selection, isolated tracks with pT > 55 GeV and |η| < 2.1 are further selected,
where the isolation requirement is defined such that the scalar sum of the pT of all other tracks
within ∆R =

√
(∆η)2 + (∆φ)2 < 0.3 of the candidate track must be less than 5% of the candi-

date track’s pT. Tracks must be separated from jets having pT > 30 GeV by ∆R(track, jet) > 0.5.
Tracks are also required to be associated with the primary pp interaction vertex (PV), the can-
didate vertex with the largest value of summed physics-object p2

T. The physics objects in this
sum are the jets, clustered with the tracks assigned to candidate vertices as inputs, and the
associated missing transverse momentum, taken as the negative vector sum of the pT of those
jets. With respect to the PV, candidate tracks must have a transverse impact parameter (|d0|)
less than 0.02 cm and a longitudinal impact parameter (|dz|) less than 0.50 cm.

Tracks are said to have a missing hit if they are reconstructed as passing through a functional
tracker layer, but no hit in that layer is associated with the track. A missing hit is described
as “inner” if the missing layer is between the interaction point and the track’s innermost hit,
“middle” if between the track’s innermost and outermost hits, and “outer” if it is beyond the
track’s outermost hit. The track reconstruction algorithm generally allows for some missing
hits, to improve efficiency for tracks traversing the entire tracker. However, for shorter tracks
this may result in spurious reconstructed tracks, arising not from charged particle trajectories
but from pattern recognition errors. These spurious tracks are one of two sources of back-
grounds considered in this search. This background is reduced by requiring tracks to have no
missing inner or middle hits, and at least four hits in the pixel detector.

The other source of background is isolated, high-pT charged leptons from SM decays of W±

or Z bosons, or from virtual photons. These tracks can seem to disappear if the track recon-
struction fails to find all of the associated hits. Missing outer hits in lepton tracks may occur
because of highly energetic bremsstrahlung in the case of electrons, or nuclear interactions
with the tracker material in the case of hadronically decaying τ leptons (τh). Electrons or τh
may be associated with little energy deposited in the calorimeters because of nonfunctional or
noisy calorimeter channels. To mitigate this background, tracks are rejected if they are within
∆R(track, lepton) < 0.15 of any reconstructed lepton candidate, whether electron, muon, or
τh. This requirement is referred to as the “reconstructed lepton veto”. To avoid regions of the
detector known to have lower efficiency for lepton reconstruction, fiducial criteria are applied
to the track selection. In the muon system, tracks within regions of incomplete detector cover-
age, i.e., within 0.15 < |η| < 0.35 and 1.55 < |η| < 1.85, are rejected. In the ECAL, tracks in
the transition region between the barrel and endcap sections at 1.42 < |η| < 1.65 are rejected,
as are tracks whose projected entrance into the calorimeter is within ∆R < 0.05 of a nonfunc-
tional or noisy channel. Because two layers of the pixel tracker were not fully functional in
certain data-taking periods, some regions exhibited low efficiency for the requirement of four
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or more pixel hits, and tracks within these regions are rejected. These regions correspond to
the range 2.7 < φ < π for the region 0 < η < 1.42 in the 2017 data set, and to the range
0.4 < φ < 0.8 for the same η region in the 2018 data set. Application of this final requirement
rejects approximately 20% of simulated signal tracks.

Additional regions of lower lepton reconstruction efficiency are identified using “tag-and-
probe” (T&P) studies [43]. Candidate Z→`` objects are selected in data where the invariant
mass of a tag lepton and a probe track is within 10 GeV of mZ , the world-average mass of the
Z boson [44], resulting in a sample of tracks having a high probability of being a lepton with-
out explicitly requiring that they pass the lepton reconstruction. The efficiency of the lepton
reconstruction is calculated using these probe tracks across the full coverage of the detector,
and also for each local η-φ region of size 0.1×0.1. Candidate tracks are rejected from the search
region if they are within an η-φ region in which the local efficiency is less than the overall mean
efficiency by at least two standard deviations. This procedure removes an additional 4% of
simulated signal tracks.

Finally, two criteria define the condition by which a track is considered to have “disappeared”:
(1) the track must have at least three missing outer hits, and (2) the sum of all associated calori-
meter energy within ∆R < 0.5 of the track (E∆R<0.5

calo ) must be less than 10 GeV. From the sample
of tracks passing all of the requirements described above, three signal categories are defined
depending on the number of tracker layers that have hits associated to the track, nlay: nlay = 4,
nlay = 5, and nlay ≥ 6. At η = 0 these categories correspond, respectively, to track lengths of
approximately 20, 20–30, and >30 cm. The previous CMS search for disappearing tracks [17]
required at least seven hits associated with the selected tracks, which resulted in a sensitivity
comparable to that of only the nlay ≥ 6 category in this search.

5 Background estimation
5.1 Charged leptons

For tracks from charged, high-pT leptons (electrons, muons, or τh) to be selected by the search
criteria, the lepton reconstruction must fail in such a way that a track is still observed but no
lepton candidate is produced, resulting in a mismeasurement of the calorimeter energy in the
event. For this reconstruction failure to occur, the following conditions must be present:

• There is a reconstructed lepton track that is isolated from other tracks and has zero
missing inner or middle hits. In addition, there must be no candidate lepton iden-
tified near to it, E∆R<0.5

calo must be less than 10 GeV, and the track must have at least
three missing outer hits.

• The resulting pmiss, µ/
T must be large enough to pass the offline pmiss, µ/

T requirement.

• The resulting pmiss
T and pmiss, µ/

T must be large enough to pass to trigger requirement.

• In the 2018 B data-taking period, the resulting pmiss
T must pass the HEM veto.

The background from charged leptons is estimated by calculating the conditional probability
of each of these four requirements in the given order, as described below, treating each lepton
flavor independently in each of the three signal categories.

5.1.1 Pveto

The probability of satisfying the first condition, Pveto, is defined as the probability for a lepton
candidate to fail to be identified as a lepton. This is estimated for electrons (muons) using a
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T&P study with Z→ee (Z→µµ) candidates. Events are selected if they satisfy a single-electron
(single-muon) trigger and contain a tag electron (muon) candidate passing tight identification
and isolation criteria. A probe track is required to pass the disappearing track criteria, ex-
cepting the reconstructed lepton veto for the flavor under study, the E∆R<0.5

calo requirement, and
the missing outer hits requirement. The tag lepton and the probed track are required to have
opposite-sign electric charges and an invariant mass within 10 GeV of mZ .

To study these probabilities for τh, Z→ττ candidate events are selected in which one τ decays
via τ→eνν or τ→µνν, with the electron or muon serving as the tag lepton. The other τ in these
events is selected as the probe track and, after applying the reconstructed electron and muon
vetoes to it, the result is a sample of tracks dominated by τh. The electron and muon selections
are as described above, with two modifications for the case of τh. To reduce contamination
from W→`ν events, the transverse mass mT =

√
2p`T pmiss

T (1− cos ∆φ) is required to be less
than 40 GeV, where p`T is the magnitude of the tag lepton’s transverse momentum and ∆φ is
the difference in φ between the ~pT of the tag lepton and the ~pmiss

T . In addition, because τ
leptons from the Z decay are not fully reconstructed, the invariant mass of the tag-probe pair
is required to be in the range mZ − 50 < M < mZ − 15 GeV.

For each T&P study of Pveto (electrons, muons, and τh), the number of selected T&P pairs
before and after applying the relevant flavor of the reconstructed lepton veto, the E∆R<0.5

calo re-
quirement, and the missing outer hits requirement are labeled NT&P and Nveto

T&P, respectively. To
subtract non-Z boson contributions from the opposite-sign T&P samples, the selections above
are repeated but requiring instead that the tag lepton and probe track have the same electric
charge, yielding the quantities NSS T&P and Nveto

SS T&P. The probability that a lepton candidate is
not explicitly identified as a lepton is then given by:

Pveto =
Nveto

T&P − Nveto
SS T&P

NT&P − NSS T&P
. (1)

The results obtained for Pveto are summarized in Table 1.

Table 1: Summary of estimated values of Pveto. The uncertainties shown represent only the
statistical component.

Data-taking period nlay
Pveto

Electrons Muons τh

2017 4 (8.2± 5.2)× 10−4 (0.0+3.9
−0.0)× 10−3 (6.9+8.3

−5.1)× 10−2

5 (2.2± 0.9)× 10−4 (3.2± 1.3)× 10−2 (6.5+2.9
−2.7)× 10−2

≥6 (2.7± 0.5)× 10−5 (1.2± 0.5)× 10−6 (1.0± 0.4)× 10−3

2018 A 4 (1.3± 0.7)× 10−3 (1.0± 1.0)× 10−1 (7.1+5.5
−3.8)× 10−2

5 (0.9+1.5
−0.9)× 10−4 (7.4± 4.2)× 10−2 (4.4+5.5

−4.4)× 10−2

≥6 (1.6± 0.6)× 10−5 (1.9± 0.8)× 10−6 (0.0+7.3
−0.0)× 10−4

2018 B 4 (0.0+1.1
−0.0)× 10−4 (4.0+15.0

−4.0 )× 10−2 (5.6+6.5
−5.0)× 10−2

5 (1.4± 1.1)× 10−4 (5.8± 3.8)× 10−2 (5.1+4.5
−3.7)× 10−2

≥6 (3.3± 0.7)× 10−5 (1.5± 0.6)× 10−6 (2.3± 1.0)× 10−3



5.1 Charged leptons 7

5.1.2 Poff

The probability of satisfying the second condition, Poff, is defined as the conditional prob-
ability of a single-lepton event to pass the offline requirements of pmiss, µ/

T > 120 GeV and
|∆φ(leading jet, ~pmiss, µ/

T )| > 0.5, given that the lepton candidate is not explicitly identified as
a lepton. The latter of these criteria requires the existence of a jet having pT > 110 GeV and
|η| < 2.4, as is required in the basic selection. The ~pmiss, µ/

T of events with an unidentified lepton
is modeled by assuming the lepton contributes no calorimeter energy to the event, replacing
pmiss, µ/

T with the magnitude of ~pmiss, µ/
T + ~pT

`. This modification is applied in single-lepton con-
trol samples for each flavor, defined as containing data events passing single-lepton triggers
and having at least one tag lepton of the appropriate flavor. In the case of muons, no modifi-
cation of ~pmiss, µ/

T is made as they are already excluded from its calculation. The quantity Poff is
estimated for each lepton flavor by counting the fraction of single-lepton control sample events
with pmiss, µ/

T > 120 GeV and |∆φ(leading jet~pmiss, µ/
T )| > 0.5, after modifying ~pmiss, µ/

T in this way.
For electrons and muons, Poff is approximately 0.7–0.8, and approximately 0.2 for τh.

5.1.3 Ptrig

The probability of satisfying the third condition, Ptrig, is defined as the conditional probability
that a single-lepton event passes the trigger requirement, given that the lepton candidate is not
identified as a lepton and the event passes the offline requirements of pmiss, µ/

T > 120 GeV and
|∆φ(leading jet~pmiss, µ/

T )| > 0.5. In the single-lepton control samples used to measure Poff, the
efficiency of the trigger requirement is calculated as a function of pmiss, µ/

T . The trigger efficiency
is then multiplied bin-by-bin by the magnitude of ~pmiss, µ/

T + ~pT
`, described above for Poff. The

fraction of events in this product that survive the requirement of pmiss, µ/
T (modified) > 120 GeV

is then the estimate of Ptrig. The value of Ptrig is approximately 0.3–0.6 for all lepton flavors.

5.1.4 PHEM

The probability of satisfying the fourth condition, PHEM, is defined as the conditional proba-
bility that a single-lepton event survives the HEM veto, given that the lepton candidate is not
explicitly identified as a lepton and the event passes both the offline and trigger requirements.
This probability is calculated in the sample of events forming the numerator of Ptrig. Because
the HEM veto is applied only in the 2018 B data set, PHEM is fixed to unity in the other data-
taking periods. The value of PHEM is approximately 0.8 for all lepton flavors.

5.1.5 Charged lepton background estimation

The product of these four conditional probabilities gives the overall probability for an event
with a charged lepton to pass the search selection criteria. These probabilities are measured
separately for each flavor and within each signal category of nlay. To normalize these probabili-
ties to form the background estimate, the number of events with a charged lepton of each flavor
(N`

ctrl) is counted by selecting events passing single-lepton triggers and containing a lepton of
the appropriate flavor with pT > 55 GeV. No requirement on the presence of pmiss, µ/

T or the
reconstruction of jets is made in counting N`

ctrl, as Poff accounts for the probability to pass those
criteria. The value of N`

ctrl is corrected by the efficiency of the relevant single-lepton trigger,
ε`trigger, in order to account for any inefficiencies in that trigger. From the T&P samples used to
study Pveto, ε`trigger is measured as the fraction of probe tracks satisfying the single-lepton trigger
requirement of the N`

ctrl selection. The values are observed to be 84% in the case of electrons,
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94% in the case of muons, and 90% in the case of τh candidates. The estimated background
from charged leptons is calculated using these components as

N`
est =

N`
ctrl

ε`trigger
PvetoPoffPtrigPHEM. (2)

In the case of the nlay = 4 and nlay = 5 signal categories, insufficient numbers of events are
available for muons in the estimation of PHEM, and for muons and τh in the estimation of both
Poff and Ptrig. Therefore, these quantities are estimated as the average over the inclusive cate-
gory nlay ≥ 4. The dependence of these values on nlay for electrons is applied as a systematic
uncertainty in these cases, described below in Section 6.1.

5.2 Spurious tracks

Because spurious tracks do not represent the trajectory of an actual charged particle, the combi-
nation of tracker layers with associated hits is largely random. The requirement of zero missing
inner and middle hits greatly suppresses the probability of selecting a spurious track.

To measure the probability that an event contains a spurious track, two control samples con-
taining Z→ee and Z→µµ decays, respectively, are selected as representative samples of SM
events. The signal benchmark chosen does not contain Z bosons, so any candidate disappear-
ing tracks observed in these control samples can reliably be labeled as a spurious track. Since
spurious tracks generally do not point to the PV, the purity of the spurious tracks samples
can be enhanced by replacing the nominal requirement of |d0| < 0.02 cm with a “sideband”
selection, defined as 0.05 ≤ |d0| < 0.50 cm.

To normalize the sideband selection to the search region, the shape of the d0 distribution is
described with a fit to a Gaussian function with an added constant, for each control sample in
the nlay = 4 category. The fit is made in the slightly restricted range 0.1 ≤ |d0| < 0.5 cm to
remove any overlap with the signal region. A transfer factor ζ is then calculated as the ratio of
the integral of the fit function in the signal region to that in the sideband. The value of ζ derived
from the nlay = 4 category is applied to the nlay = 5 and nlay ≥ 6 categories because the event
counts in these categories are not sufficient to observe a different d0 distribution. Finally, the
spurious track background is estimated as the raw probability for a control sample event to
contain a sideband disappearing track candidate (Praw

spurious), multiplied by ζ and normalized to
the number of events passing the basic selection (Nbasic

ctrl ):

Nest
spurious = Nbasic

ctrl ζ Praw
spurious. (3)

This calculation is performed separately for each signal category of nlay for both Z→ee and
Z→µµ control samples, using the Z→µµ estimate as the central value of the spurious track
background estimate.

6 Systematic uncertainties
6.1 Systematic uncertainties in the background estimates

The lepton background estimates make the assumption that no visible energy is deposited in
the calorimeters by leptons that are not explicitly identified. This is tested for electrons and
τh by allowing selected candidates to deposit 10 GeV in the calorimeters, the maximal value
allowed by the requirement of E∆R<0.5

calo < 10 GeV for candidate signal tracks. The modified
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pmiss, µ/
T is constructed as before, but now the calculation includes 10 GeV in the direction of the

lepton momentum. This is applied separately for each nlay category for electrons, and in the
inclusive nlay ≥ 4 category for τh because of small sample sizes. This results in a 13–15%
decrease in the electron background estimate and an 11–25% decrease in the τh background
estimate. These changes are taken as systematic uncertainties.

In the calculation of Poff, Ptrig, and PHEM, the available data in the nlay = 4 and nlay = 5 cate-
gories do not separately provide robust measurements for the muon and τh background esti-
mates. Therefore we measure the values in the inclusive category nlay ≥ 4 instead. The effect of
this averaging is estimated by comparing values obtained for these quantities in exclusive and
inclusive nlay categories for the single-electron control sample, where there is adequate data
to measure each. The differences in these values range between 1 and 11%. These values are
applied as one-sided systematic uncertainties in the estimate of the background contribution
from muon and τh candidates for the nlay = 4 and nlay = 5 categories.

The spurious track background estimate relies on several assumptions. The first assumption
is that the spurious track probability is independent of the underlying physics content of the
event. This is tested by comparing the estimates obtained from the Z→ee and Z→µµ con-
trol samples. The differences in the estimates derived from these two control samples range
from 0 to 200%, and are taken as systematic uncertainties in the spurious track background
estimate. In every case, the statistical uncertainty in the difference is considerably larger than
the difference itself.

The second assumption of the spurious track background estimate is that the projection of the
d0 sideband correctly describes the signal d0 region. This assumption is tested by comparing the
number of signal-like tracks (|d0| < 0.02 cm) in the Z→ee and Z→µµ control samples to the
number projected from the sideband. Within the statistical and fit uncertainties, the projected
number of tracks agrees well with the observed signal-like counts, so no systematic uncertainty
is applied.

The third assumption of the spurious track background estimate is that it is independent of
the definition of the d0 sideband. The validity of this assumption is examined by defining nine
alternative, disjoint sidebands of width 0.05 cm instead of the single sideband region of width
0.50 cm. The spurious track estimate is determined for each of these. The observed deviations
of these estimates are well within statistical fluctuations of the nominal estimate. Therefore, no
systematic uncertainty is introduced to cover these differences.

The uncertainty in ζ due to the fit procedure is evaluated by varying the fit parameters within
±1 standard deviation of their statistical uncertainties, and comparing the resulting values of
ζ. A variation of ±(43–52)% from the nominal value is found, and this variation is taken as
an estimate of the contribution from this source to the overall systematic uncertainty in the
spurious track background.

The systematic uncertainties in the background estimates are summarized in Table 2.

6.2 Systematic uncertainties in signal selection efficiencies

Theoretical uncertainties in the chargino production cross section arise from the choice of fac-
torization and renormalization scales and from uncertainties in the PDFs used. These effects re-
sult in an assigned uncertainty in the expected signal yields of 2–9%, depending on the chargino
mass. A 2.3 (2.5)% uncertainty in the total integrated luminosity of the 2017 [22] (2018 [23]) data
set is assigned. Uncertainties in the signal yields due to corrections or scale factors are eval-
uated by varying each correction by ±1 standard deviation of their measured uncertainties,
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Table 2: Summary of the systematic uncertainties in each background estimate. Each value
listed represents the average across all data-taking periods. Some uncertainties are single-
sided, as indicated, and those given as a dash are negligible.

Background Source
Uncertainty

nlay = 4 nlay = 5 nlay ≥ 6
Spurious tracks Control sample ±19% ±29% ±116%

ζ ±47% ±47% ±47%

Electrons Visible calorimeter energy ±14% ±14% ±13%

Muons Poff +7% +7% —
Ptrig +8% +2% —

τh Visible calorimeter energy ±19% ±19% ±19%
Poff +7% +7% —
Ptrig +8% +2% —

and comparing the resulting signal yields to their nominal value. The corrections considered
include the corrections related to the statistical uncertainty in the ISR corrections (12–15%) and
the modeling of pileup (2–5%), jet energy scale and resolution (0.1–1.6%), and pmiss, µ/

T (0.1–
2.3%), with the values varying depending on the chargino mass and lifetime. Uncertainties are
estimated in the selection criteria of missing inner, middle, and outer hits (0.1–4.6, 2.5–5.2, and
<0.3%, respectively) by comparing the efficiency of each between data and simulation in a con-
trol sample of single-muon events. The uncertainty in the efficiency of the E∆R<0.5

calo requirement
is taken to be the difference between the efficiencies obtained from data and from simulation
in the Z→µµ control sample (0.4–1.0%), where the tracks are expected to be predominantly
spurious. The uncertainty in the track reconstruction efficiency is evaluated to be 2.1% in 2017
data [45] and 2.5% in 2018 data [46].

The efficiency of the reconstructed lepton veto in simulated events depends on the modeling
of detector noise, which may produce calorimeter or muon detector hits that result in a lepton
candidate and thereby reject the track. The differences in reconstructed lepton veto efficien-
cies between data and simulation are studied by estimating the efficiencies relative to tighter
lepton criteria, for which detailed scale factors are available, in the sample of events used to
measure Pveto for the electron and muon backgrounds. Differences between estimates from
data and simulation of up to 0.1% are observed, and these are taken into account as systematic
uncertainties.

Statistical uncertainties in trigger efficiencies for data and simulation are estimated to be 0.4%
for each nlay category, and are applied as systematic uncertainties. In the case of short tracks
(nlay = 4 and nlay = 5), no source in data is available outside of the search region to measure
the efficiency of the track leg of the trigger requirement, which requires at least five tracker
hits associated with the track at HLT. To study this requirement’s effect, the trigger efficiency is
measured for signal events in each search category as a function of pmiss, µ/

T , and the differences
between nlay ≥ 6 and nlay = 4 (5) efficiencies are used to define weights for the nlay = 4 (5)
category. These weights are not applied to the nominal signal yield, but are used to evaluate a
conservative systematic uncertainty. The weighted signal yields are compared to the nominal,
unweighted values, resulting in an average systematic uncertainty of 1.0% (0.3%) for the nlay =
4 (5) category.

The systematic uncertainties in the signal efficiencies are summarized in Table 3.
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Table 3: Summary of the systematic uncertainties in the signal efficiencies. Each value listed is
the average across all data-taking periods, all chargino masses and lifetimes considered, and
wino and higgsino cases. The values given as a dash are negligible.

Source
Uncertainty

nlay = 4 nlay = 5 nlay ≥ 6
Pileup 3.0% 3.3% 2.8%
ISR 13% 13% 13%
Trigger efficiency 1.1% 0.8% 0.4%
Jet energy scale 0.6% 0.7% 1.6%
Jet energy resolution 0.5% 0.5% 1.3%
pmiss

T 0.3% 0.3% 0.4%
E∆R<0.5

calo 0.7% 0.7% 0.7%
Missing inner hits 2.3% 1.0% 0.3%
Missing middle hits 3.9% 5.1% 4.4%
Missing outer hits — — 0.2%
Reconstructed lepton veto efficiency 0.1% 0.1% —
Track reconstruction efficiency 2.3% 2.3% 2.3%

Total 14% 15% 14%

7 Results
The expected number of background events and the observed number of events are shown in
Table 4 for each event category and each data-taking period. The observations are consistent
with the expected total background. Upper limits are set at 95% confidence level (CL) on the
product of the cross section and branching fraction for each signal model. These limits are
calculated with an asymptotic CLs criterion [47–49] that uses a test statistic based on a profile
likelihood ratio and treats nuisance parameters in a frequentist context. Nuisance parameters
for the theoretical uncertainties in the signal cross sections, integrated luminosity, and signal
selection efficiencies are constrained with log-normal distributions. The uncertainties in the
background estimates are estimated separately for spurious tracks and for reconstruction fail-
ures of each flavor of charged leptons, and are treated as independent nuisance parameters.
Uncertainties resulting from limited control sample sizes are constrained with gamma distri-
butions, whereas those associated with multiplicative factors or discussed in Section 6.1 are
constrained with log-normal distributions. The three nlay categories are treated as independent
counting experiments, as are the data-taking periods 2017, 2018 A, and 2018 B.

In the case of electroweak production with a wino LSP, the results of this search are combined
with the previous search presented by CMS, based on data collected in 2015 and 2016 [17]. All
data-taking periods are treated as completely uncorrelated and are considered as independent
counting experiments. Systematic uncertainties are measured independently for each period
and treated as uncorrelated nuisance parameters, with the exception of uncertainties in the
signal cross section, which are treated as 100% correlated.

The expected and observed upper limits on the product of cross sections of electroweak pro-
duction and branching fractions in the wino LSP case are shown in Fig. 1 for four chargino
lifetimes. Two-dimensional constraints derived from the intersection of the theoretical predic-
tions with the expected and observed upper limits, for each chargino mass and mean proper
lifetime considered, are shown in Fig. 2 for a purely wino LSP and in Fig. 3 for a purely higgsino
LSP.

Charginos in the wino LSP case with a lifetime of 3 (0.2) ns are excluded up to a mass of 884
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Figure 1: The expected and observed 95% CL upper limits on the product of cross section
and branching fraction for direct production of charginos as a function of chargino mass for
chargino lifetimes of 0.33, 3.34, 33.4, and 333 ns, for a purely wino LSP with the branching
fraction for χ̃±1→χ̃0

1π± set to 100%. Shown are the full Run 2 results, derived from the results
of the search in the 2017 and 2018 data sets combined with those of Ref. [17], obtained in the
2015 and 2016 data sets. The cross section includes both χ̃±1 χ̃0

1 and χ̃±1 χ̃∓1 production in roughly
a 2:1 ratio for all chargino masses considered. The red line indicates the theoretical prediction,
described in Section 3, with scale and PDF uncertainties displayed in the surrounding band.
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Table 4: Summary of the estimated backgrounds and the observation. The first and second
uncertainties shown are the statistical and systematic contributions, respectively.

Data-taking period nlay
Expected backgrounds

Observation
Leptons Spurious tracks Total

2017 4 1.4± 0.9± 0.2 10.9± 0.7± 4.7 12.2± 1.1± 4.7 17

5 1.1± 0.4± 0.1 1.0± 0.2± 0.6 2.1± 0.4± 0.6 4

≥6 6.7± 1.1± 0.7 0.04± 0.04+0.08
−0.04 6.7± 1.1± 0.7 6

2018 A 4 1.1+1.0
−0.6 ± 0.1 6.2± 0.5± 3.5 7.3+1.1

−0.8 ± 3.5 5

5 0.2+0.6
−0.2 ± 0.0 0.5± 0.1± 0.3 0.6+0.6

−0.2 ± 0.3 0

≥6 1.8+0.6
−0.5 ± 0.2 0.04± 0.04+0.06

−0.04 1.8+0.6
−0.5 ± 0.2 2

2018 B 4 0.0+0.8
−0.0 ± 0.0 10.3± 0.6± 5.4 10.3+1.0

−0.6 ± 5.4 11

5 0.4+0.7
−0.3 ± 0.1 0.6± 0.2± 0.3 1.0+0.7

−0.3 ± 0.3 2

≥6 5.7+1.2
−1.1 ± 0.6 0.00+0.04

−0.00 ± 0.00 5.7+1.2
−1.1 ± 0.6 1
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Figure 2: The expected and observed constraints on chargino lifetime and mass for a purely
wino LSP in the context of AMSB, where the chargino lifetime is explicitly varied. The chargino
branching fraction is set to 100% for χ̃±1→χ̃0

1π±. Shown are the full Run 2 results, derived from
the results of the search in the 2017 and 2018 data sets combined with those of Ref. [17], obtained
in the 2015 and 2016 data sets. The region to the left of the curve is excluded at 95% CL. The
prediction for the chargino lifetime from Ref. [28] is indicated as the dashed line.
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Figure 3: The expected and observed constraints on chargino lifetime and mass for a purely
higgsino LSP in the context of AMSB, where the chargino lifetime is explicitly varied. Following
Ref. [29], the branching fractions are taken to be 95.5% for χ̃±1→χ̃0

1,2π±, 3% for χ̃±1→χ̃0
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2. The region to the left of the curve is excluded
at 95% CL. The prediction for the chargino lifetime from Ref. [50] is indicated as the dashed
line.

(474) GeV at 95% CL, the most stringent constraints to date. In the higgsino LSP case, charginos
with a lifetime of 3 (0.05) ns are excluded up to a mass of 750 (175) GeV at 95% CL. This result
is the first to constrain chargino masses with a higgsino LSP obtained with the disappearing
track signature.

8 Summary
A search has been presented for long-lived charged particles that decay within the CMS detec-
tor and produce a “disappearing track” signature. In the sample of proton-proton collisions
recorded by CMS in 2017 and 2018, corresponding to an integrated luminosity of 101 fb−1,
48 events are observed, which is consistent with the expected background of 47.8+2.7

−2.3 (stat)±
8.1 (syst) events. These results are applicable to any beyond-the-standard-model scenario capa-
ble of producing this signature and, in combination with the previous CMS search [17], are the
first such results on the complete Run 2 data set, corresponding to a total integrated luminosity
of 140 fb−1.

Two interpretations of these results are provided in the context of anomaly-mediated super-
symmetry breaking. In the case of a purely higgsino neutralino, charginos are excluded up
to a mass of 750 (175) GeV for a mean proper lifetime of 3 (0.05) ns, using the 2017 and 2018
data sets. In the case of a purely wino neutralino, charginos are excluded up to a mass of 884
(474) GeV for a mean proper lifetime of 3 (0.2) ns. These results make use of the upgraded CMS
pixel detector to greatly improve sensitivity to shorter particle lifetimes. For chargino lifetimes
above approximately 0.1 ns, this search places the most stringent constraints on direct chargino
production with a purely wino neutralino obtained with the disappearing track signature. For
a purely higgsino neutralino, these constraints are the first obtained with this signature.
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Wigner Research Centre for Physics, Budapest, Hungary
G. Bencze, C. Hajdu, D. Horvath23, F. Sikler, V. Veszpremi, G. Vesztergombi†

Institute of Nuclear Research ATOMKI, Debrecen, Hungary
N. Beni, S. Czellar, J. Karancsi22, J. Molnar, Z. Szillasi, D. Teyssier



25

Institute of Physics, University of Debrecen, Debrecen, Hungary
P. Raics, Z.L. Trocsanyi, B. Ujvari

Eszterhazy Karoly University, Karoly Robert Campus, Gyongyos, Hungary
T. Csorgo, S. Lökös, F. Nemes, T. Novak

Indian Institute of Science (IISc), Bangalore, India
S. Choudhury, J.R. Komaragiri, D. Kumar, L. Panwar, P.C. Tiwari

National Institute of Science Education and Research, HBNI, Bhubaneswar, India
S. Bahinipati25, C. Kar, P. Mal, T. Mishra, V.K. Muraleedharan Nair Bindhu, A. Nayak26,
D.K. Sahoo25, N. Sur, S.K. Swain

Panjab University, Chandigarh, India
S. Bansal, S.B. Beri, V. Bhatnagar, S. Chauhan, N. Dhingra27, R. Gupta, A. Kaur, S. Kaur,
P. Kumari, M. Lohan, M. Meena, K. Sandeep, S. Sharma, J.B. Singh, A.K. Virdi

University of Delhi, Delhi, India
A. Ahmed, A. Bhardwaj, B.C. Choudhary, R.B. Garg, M. Gola, S. Keshri, A. Kumar,
M. Naimuddin, P. Priyanka, K. Ranjan, A. Shah, R. Sharma

Saha Institute of Nuclear Physics, HBNI, Kolkata, India
M. Bharti28, R. Bhattacharya, S. Bhattacharya, D. Bhowmik, S. Dutta, S. Ghosh, B. Gomber29,
M. Maity30, K. Mondal, S. Nandan, P. Palit, A. Purohit, P.K. Rout, G. Saha, S. Sarkar, M. Sharan,
B. Singh28, S. Thakur28

Indian Institute of Technology Madras, Madras, India
P.K. Behera, S.C. Behera, P. Kalbhor, A. Muhammad, R. Pradhan, P.R. Pujahari, A. Sharma,
A.K. Sikdar

Bhabha Atomic Research Centre, Mumbai, India
D. Dutta, V. Jha, D.K. Mishra, K. Naskar31, P.K. Netrakanti, L.M. Pant, P. Shukla

Tata Institute of Fundamental Research-A, Mumbai, India
T. Aziz, M.A. Bhat, S. Dugad, R. Kumar Verma, U. Sarkar

Tata Institute of Fundamental Research-B, Mumbai, India
S. Banerjee, S. Bhattacharya, S. Chatterjee, P. Das, M. Guchait, S. Karmakar, S. Kumar,
G. Majumder, K. Mazumdar, S. Mukherjee, N. Sahoo

Indian Institute of Science Education and Research (IISER), Pune, India
S. Dube, B. Kansal, A. Kapoor, K. Kothekar, S. Pandey, A. Rane, A. Rastogi, S. Sharma

Isfahan University of Technology, Isfahan, Iran
H. Bakhshiansohi32

Institute for Research in Fundamental Sciences (IPM), Tehran, Iran
S. Chenarani33, S.M. Etesami, M. Khakzad, M. Mohammadi Najafabadi, M. Naseri

University College Dublin, Dublin, Ireland
M. Felcini, M. Grunewald
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Laboratório de Instrumentação e Fı́sica Experimental de Partı́culas, Lisboa, Portugal
M. Araujo, P. Bargassa, D. Bastos, A. Di Francesco, P. Faccioli, B. Galinhas, M. Gallinaro,
J. Hollar, N. Leonardo, T. Niknejad, J. Seixas, K. Shchelina, O. Toldaiev, J. Varela

Joint Institute for Nuclear Research, Dubna, Russia
P. Bunin, Y. Ershov, I. Golutvin, I. Gorbunov, A. Kamenev, V. Karjavine, V. Korenkov, A. Lanev,
A. Malakhov, V. Matveev40,41, P. Moisenz, V. Palichik, V. Perelygin, M. Savina, S. Shmatov,
S. Shulha, V. Smirnov, O. Teryaev, B.S. Yuldashev42, A. Zarubin



29

Petersburg Nuclear Physics Institute, Gatchina (St. Petersburg), Russia
G. Gavrilov, V. Golovtcov, Y. Ivanov, V. Kim43, E. Kuznetsova44, V. Murzin, V. Oreshkin,
I. Smirnov, D. Sosnov, V. Sulimov, L. Uvarov, S. Volkov, A. Vorobyev

Institute for Nuclear Research, Moscow, Russia
Yu. Andreev, A. Dermenev, S. Gninenko, N. Golubev, A. Karneyeu, M. Kirsanov, N. Krasnikov,
A. Pashenkov, G. Pivovarov, D. Tlisov, A. Toropin

Institute for Theoretical and Experimental Physics named by A.I. Alikhanov of NRC
‘Kurchatov Institute’, Moscow, Russia
V. Epshteyn, V. Gavrilov, N. Lychkovskaya, A. Nikitenko45, V. Popov, I. Pozdnyakov,
G. Safronov, A. Spiridonov, A. Stepennov, M. Toms, E. Vlasov, A. Zhokin

Moscow Institute of Physics and Technology, Moscow, Russia
T. Aushev

National Research Nuclear University ’Moscow Engineering Physics Institute’ (MEPhI),
Moscow, Russia
R. Chistov46, M. Danilov46, A. Oskin, P. Parygin, D. Philippov, S. Polikarpov46

P.N. Lebedev Physical Institute, Moscow, Russia
V. Andreev, M. Azarkin, I. Dremin, M. Kirakosyan, A. Terkulov

Skobeltsyn Institute of Nuclear Physics, Lomonosov Moscow State University, Moscow,
Russia
A. Baskakov, A. Belyaev, E. Boos, V. Bunichev, M. Dubinin47, L. Dudko, A. Ershov, A. Gribushin,
V. Klyukhin, O. Kodolova, I. Lokhtin, S. Obraztsov, V. Savrin

Novosibirsk State University (NSU), Novosibirsk, Russia
V. Blinov48, T. Dimova48, L. Kardapoltsev48, I. Ovtin48, Y. Skovpen48

Institute for High Energy Physics of National Research Centre ‘Kurchatov Institute’,
Protvino, Russia
I. Azhgirey, I. Bayshev, S. Bitioukov, V. Kachanov, A. Kalinin, D. Konstantinov, V. Petrov,
R. Ryutin, A. Sobol, S. Troshin, N. Tyurin, A. Uzunian, A. Volkov

National Research Tomsk Polytechnic University, Tomsk, Russia
A. Babaev, A. Iuzhakov, V. Okhotnikov

Tomsk State University, Tomsk, Russia
V. Borchsh, V. Ivanchenko, E. Tcherniaev

University of Belgrade: Faculty of Physics and VINCA Institute of Nuclear Sciences,
Belgrade, Serbia
P. Adzic49, P. Cirkovic, M. Dordevic, P. Milenovic, J. Milosevic, M. Stojanovic
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ballero, E. Palencia Cortezon, C. Ramón Álvarez, V. Rodrı́guez Bouza, S. Sanchez Cruz

Instituto de Fı́sica de Cantabria (IFCA), CSIC-Universidad de Cantabria, Santander, Spain
I.J. Cabrillo, A. Calderon, B. Chazin Quero, J. Duarte Campderros, M. Fernandez,
P.J. Fernández Manteca, A. Garcı́a Alonso, G. Gomez, C. Martinez Rivero, P. Mar-
tinez Ruiz del Arbol, F. Matorras, J. Piedra Gomez, C. Prieels, F. Ricci-Tam, T. Rodrigo, A. Ruiz-
Jimeno, L. Russo50, L. Scodellaro, I. Vila, J.M. Vizan Garcia

University of Colombo, Colombo, Sri Lanka
MK Jayananda, B. Kailasapathy, D.U.J. Sonnadara, DDC Wickramarathna

University of Ruhuna, Department of Physics, Matara, Sri Lanka
W.G.D. Dharmaratna, K. Liyanage, N. Perera, N. Wickramage

CERN, European Organization for Nuclear Research, Geneva, Switzerland
T.K. Aarrestad, D. Abbaneo, B. Akgun, E. Auffray, G. Auzinger, J. Baechler, P. Baillon, A.H. Ball,
D. Barney, J. Bendavid, M. Bianco, A. Bocci, P. Bortignon, E. Bossini, E. Brondolin, T. Camporesi,
G. Cerminara, L. Cristella, D. d’Enterria, A. Dabrowski, N. Daci, V. Daponte, A. David,
O. Davignon, A. De Roeck, M. Deile, R. Di Maria, M. Dobson, M. Dünser, N. Dupont, A. Elliott-
Peisert, N. Emriskova, F. Fallavollita51, D. Fasanella, S. Fiorendi, G. Franzoni, J. Fulcher,
W. Funk, S. Giani, D. Gigi, K. Gill, F. Glege, L. Gouskos, M. Gruchala, M. Guilbaud, D. Gulhan,
J. Hegeman, C. Heidegger, Y. Iiyama, V. Innocente, T. James, P. Janot, J. Kaspar, J. Kieseler,
M. Komm, N. Kratochwil, C. Lange, P. Lecoq, K. Long, C. Lourenço, L. Malgeri, M. Mannelli,
A. Massironi, F. Meijers, S. Mersi, E. Meschi, F. Moortgat, M. Mulders, J. Ngadiuba, J. Niedziela,
S. Orfanelli, L. Orsini, F. Pantaleo17, L. Pape, E. Perez, M. Peruzzi, A. Petrilli, G. Petrucciani,
A. Pfeiffer, M. Pierini, F.M. Pitters, D. Rabady, A. Racz, M. Rieger, M. Rovere, H. Sakulin,
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D. Stickland, C. Tully

University of Puerto Rico, Mayaguez, USA
S. Malik, S. Norberg



35

Purdue University, West Lafayette, USA
V.E. Barnes, R. Chawla, S. Das, L. Gutay, M. Jones, A.W. Jung, B. Mahakud, G. Negro,
N. Neumeister, C.C. Peng, S. Piperov, H. Qiu, J.F. Schulte, N. Trevisani, F. Wang, R. Xiao, W. Xie

Purdue University Northwest, Hammond, USA
T. Cheng, J. Dolen, N. Parashar

Rice University, Houston, USA
A. Baty, S. Dildick, K.M. Ecklund, S. Freed, F.J.M. Geurts, M. Kilpatrick, A. Kumar, W. Li,
B.P. Padley, R. Redjimi, J. Roberts†, J. Rorie, W. Shi, A.G. Stahl Leiton, Z. Tu, A. Zhang

University of Rochester, Rochester, USA
A. Bodek, P. de Barbaro, R. Demina, J.L. Dulemba, C. Fallon, T. Ferbel, M. Galanti, A. Garcia-
Bellido, O. Hindrichs, A. Khukhunaishvili, E. Ranken, R. Taus

Rutgers, The State University of New Jersey, Piscataway, USA
B. Chiarito, J.P. Chou, A. Gandrakota, Y. Gershtein, E. Halkiadakis, A. Hart, M. Heindl,
E. Hughes, S. Kaplan, O. Karacheban20, I. Laflotte, A. Lath, R. Montalvo, K. Nash, M. Osherson,
S. Salur, S. Schnetzer, S. Somalwar, R. Stone, S. Thomas

University of Tennessee, Knoxville, USA
H. Acharya, A.G. Delannoy, S. Spanier

Texas A&M University, College Station, USA
O. Bouhali83, M. Dalchenko, A. Delgado, R. Eusebi, J. Gilmore, T. Huang, T. Kamon84, H. Kim,
S. Luo, S. Malhotra, D. Marley, R. Mueller, D. Overton, L. Perniè, D. Rathjens, A. Safonov
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