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We study the production of a neutral heavy lepton by an incident muon via the reaction
pt + N—>@P° + X followed by the decay BP°— p~pte.. We analyze the experimentally observable
characteristics of the resulting dimuon pair and present distributions in final-muon energy, hadron energy,
total visible energy, muon transverse momenta, and dimuon invariant-mass and azimuthal-angle correlations.

" On the basis of this study we formulate a set of cuts and tests which can be used to search for the dimuon
signal from the @4°. The main features of various backgrounds are briefly discussed from the viewpoint of
discriminating between them and the %° signal. Our analysis is directly applicable to a current muon
experiment being conducted by a Berkeley-Fermilab-Princeton collaboration.

I. INTRODUCTION

An old and still intriguing question in particle
physics concerns the number and properties of
leptons. At present the known leptons consist of
the three pairs 1", v, where I”" =¢”, u” and 77,
with the existence of v; being somewhat inferen-
tial. In the sequential Weinberg-Salam (WS)
SU(2) X U(1) gauge theory of weak and electro-
magnetic interactions® these leptons are assigned
to left-handed doublets and right-handed singlets;
thus

(”‘) (A ‘ CoLa)
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where Z =¢, i, 7. This model is successful in
accounting, with only one free parameter, for a
wide variety of charged-current (CC) and neutral-
current (NC) data,? including neutrino elastic and
deep-inelastic semileptonic CC and NC reactions,
low-energy and one high-energy leptonic NC
experiments,® and, quite impressively, with the
recent high-precision polarized-electron scat-
tering experiment at SLAC.? The situation with
the search for parity violation in heavy atoms is
indecisive,’ first because of disagreements among

the experiments, and secondly because of the dif- .

ficulty of calculating reliably the effect expected
from a given model for an atom as heavy as

126Bj, Thus, it may well be that the sequential
WS model, with some number, %, of quark doub-
lets and an equal number of lepton doublets, will
provide a correct description of weak interactions
at energies attainable in the near future. The
version of the model with three quark and lepton
doublets, first discussed by Kobayashi and
Maskawa,® successfully incorporates the 7 lepton’
and T-constituent quark, 5.2 It also may be that
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there are not very many additional fermions to
be discovered; it has been estimated® from astro-
physical considerations of primordial helium
production that the number of massless neutrinos
is bounded by n < 4. If indeed the sequential WS
model is correct, then two obvious but far-reach-
ing consequences are that (a) the only neutral
leptons are massless neutrinos and (b) the only
charged~current coupling of a lepton /; is to its
own neutrino, v;. i

However, since inferences about the higher-
mass portion of the lepton spectrum based on the
known leptons and their weak couplings are nec-
essarily indirect, it still seems useful to inves-
tigate all direct experimental methods which might
possibly be feasible in searching for and studying
these heavy leptons. For example, it may yet be
necessary to consider gauge groups larger than
SU(2) X U(1); in this case there would presumably
be charged and neutral heavy leptons which would
couple weakly to each other and perhaps also to
light leptons. In this paper we shall analyze one
particular method, using muon reactions, of
probing for the existence, and determining the
properties, of possible neutral heavy leptons.
Of course we are acutely aware of the inferential
evidence, from the current success of the WS
model, against the existence of nonsequential
heavy leptons; accordingly this study is intended
to be exploratory rather than exhaustive.

One important motivation for undertaking this
work at the present time is that data will soon
be forthcoming from a Berkeley-Fermilab-
Princeton (BFP) muon scattering experiment at
Fermilab.'° Among the original purposes of this
experiment was the search for neutral heavy
leptons produced weakly by muons. Correspond-
ingly, a crucial feature of the BFP apparatus is
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a fine-grained hadron calorimeter. As is well
known, hadron calorimetry is generally an un-
necessary luxury in an experiment to study deep-
inelastic inclusive electron or muon scattering,
since measurements of the energy and angle of
the scattered lepton suffice to reconstruct the
kinematics completely. However, to search for
heavy-lepton production such hadron calorimetry
is essential, because it enables one to test for
substantial missing energy [due to outgoing neu-
trino(s)], akey signature of the decay of a heavy
lepton. Such hadron calorimetry was not utilized
in the previous muon scattering experiments at
Fermilab, by the Michigan State-Cornell,*
Michigan State,'? and Chicago-Harvard-Illinois-
Oxford®® collaborations. Further data which may
yield information on the question of heavy-lepton
production will be obtained by two muon experi-
ments underway at CERN SPS.!#!5

As a technique for investigating weak interac-
tions and, in particular heavy-lepton production,
muon reactions have one overwhelming problem:
in contrast to neutrinos, which scatter only
weakly, practically all muons scatter electro-
magnetically rather than weakly. Specifically,
heavy-lepton production occurs at a relative rate
which is given approximately by

(8%20/0Q%0v) (L + N~ M +X) _ G£°Q%
(8%0/0Q%0V) (L +N— L +X) 872a?’

(1.2)

where @* and v are the four-momentum transfer
‘squared and the energy transfer, respectively,
‘and p represents a phase-space suppression
factor for heavy-lepton and possible accompany-
ing heavy-quark production. For @%=25 GeV?

and p=0.5, the ratio (1.2)~1X107. The actual
multimuon signal observed in the experiment will
be further reduced by a branching ratio of

~0.1 to ~1 X 1075, Evidently, extreme care is
therefore necessary in order to discriminate
between multimuons arising from heavy-lepton
and possible heavy-quark decay, and those arising
from the many backgrounds. As will be clear
from our study, there are several powerful cuts
and tests which can be applied for this purpose.
For the case of neutral-heavy-lepton production,
upon which we shall concentrate, these include
(1) final-state muon topology: u~u*; (2) E,+>20
GeV; (3) hadronic energy deposition E4>20 GeV;
(3) Emissing>20 GeV; (4) Qvis 2>10-15 Gevz; (5)

the Pais-Treiman test'®: 0.48<(E,-)/(E.+)<2.1;
(6) the invariant mass of the dimuon pair, M,,
21 GeV and less than an upper bound which is
energy-independent: and (7) the transverse mo-
mentum of the opposite-sign muon is greater than
~1 GeV. There are also other tests which involve
the subtraction of the number of same-sign di-

muon events from the raw number of opposite-
sign events, the azimuthal angles between the .~
and p*, and the analysis of twofold correlations
among the transverse momenta, invariant mass,
and azimuthal angles characterizing the dimuons.

It should be emphasized that a number of these
tests would not be possible with a neutrino beam.
Perhaps most notably, the test for missing en-
ergy and corresponding cut rely upon the fact
that the energy of the incident muons is known
quite accurately, to ~0.5%, in sharp contrast
with the situation in neutrino experiments. Sec-
ondly, since the flux spectrum for a typical neu- -
trino beam peaks at 20-25 GeV and falls sharply
for higher energy, the majority of incident neu-
trinos cannot produce a heavy lepton of mass
greater than a few GeV. However, a typical
muon beam energy is 225 GeV, and hence there is
much. less kinematic suppression of heavy-lepton
production. Thirdly, there is the possibility of
varying the incident muon energy and measuring
the resultant changes in various kinematic dis-
tributions in order to test whether the dimuons
originate from a common lepton parent or not.
Another property of muon reactions which may be
helpful in isolatinz weak effects is the possibility
of reversing the muon polarization without charge-
conjugating the muon. Thus muon reactions have
a number of features for the study of heavy-
lepton production which may motivate one to im-
pose the extremély demanding cuts necessary to
offset their one great disadvantage, namely the
tiny relative rate.

There are six general types of elementary
muon-induced weak heavy lepton production re-
actions:

b rg—-MC+q’, (1.3a)
Lo +g-M°+Q, (1.3p)
L +g-M"" +q', (1.4a)
L +g-M"" +Q, (1.4p)
Lo +g=-M" +q', (1.5a)
L Hg-MT+Q, (1.5p)

together with the corresponding reactions with
incident u*, where g denotes the initial struck
quark and ¢’ and @ denote final light and heavy
quarks, respectively. As is clear from Eqgs.
(1.3)=(1.5) we consider only deep-inelastic in-
clusive muon reactions, since these are the only
ones of experimental interest. At this point we
shall use some theoretical guidance in choosing
a process upon which to concentrate. Reactions
(1.4a), (1.4b) involve doubly charged heavy lep-
tons, which do not appear in practically any
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viable weak-interaction models. Reactions (1.5a),
(1.5b) require tree-level nondiagonal neutral
currents, which can often lead to conflict with
such constraints as the K;Ks mass difference

in the guark sector, and the upper bounds on
‘muon-number violating processes such as y- ey
and u— eee in the lepton sector. This is not to
say that nondiagonal neutral currents will nec-
essarily lead to such disasters,'” but certainly

a theory is much safer without them. Therefore,
of the three possible types of muon-induced re-
actions, processes (1.3a) and (1.3b) seem to be
the most likely to occur, if any of them do. Ac-
cordingly, we shall restrict our study to these
reactions.

This paper is organized as follows. In Sec. II
we discuss the present status of searches for
neutral heavy leptons. Section III contains the
details of our calculations, while Sec. IV presents
our results. A brief analysis of the main back-
grounds, and our concluding comments, are
given in Sec. V.

II. STATUS OF SEARCHES FOR NEUTRAL HEAVY
LEPTONS

Since we are interested here in muon reactions
as a tool for producing and studying M %s, it is
appropriate to ask first what is already known
experimentally about such heavy leptons and
whether there are other, more promising, ways
of searching for them.

Regarding direct experimental searches for
L%s (where L°=E° or M°), consider as a first
method production via €"e¢” annihilation. Depend-
ing on the beam energy and the masses and
couplings involved, either the reaction ¢'e”

- L%,, I, or €'e” - L°L° would give the leading
contribution to direct L° production. Since both
processes have cross sections of order Gz°s,
where s is the center-of-mass energy squared,
they would occur with very small rates, at least
for the values of s attainable at PETRA and PEP,
There is, however, another, probably better,
way of searching for L”s, namely as decay pro-
ducts of -L™’s or hadrons composed of heavy
quarks, produced via the usual reaction e'e”

-~ L'L™ or Q. In many models the L° would
have among its various decay modes the channel
L%~ (i~ or e”)n", which would yield a peak in the
(1~ or e7)n" invariant-mass distribution. Such
an experiment has been carried out at SPEAR.'®
The ‘L’%s were sought via the production and
decay chain ¢'e” = 7'77; 7¢= T 04...; (D0

- (u or e)*7. A null result was obtained, which
implies that there is no L° with mass less than
~1.5 GeV and the required couplings. This method

can also be used at the next generation of e'e”

colliding beam machines to look for L%s as the

_decay products of ‘b-flavored and perhaps heavier

hadrons, and charged leptons which are higher
in mass than 7.

From neutrino experiments there is considerable
evidence against an M° which couples to v, with
more than a small fraction of full weak strength.
The actual experimental upper bound applies to the
maximum fraction of observed dilepton events
which might consistently arise from M° produc-
tion rather than charm production. This upper
bound is of order 5~10% of the total dilepton
signal, and yields a correlated upper bound on
the v, M° coupling strength as a function of the M°
mass.'® The characteristics which were used to
distinguish dilepton events due to charm produc-
tion from those due to M° production have been
discussed in detail in the literature.?° However,
it must be recalled that from a purely empirical

‘point of view, the absence of a sizeable v, M°

coupling implies nothing about the existence or
properties of a possible u~M° vertex, which is
the crucial coupling for M ° production in muon
reactions.

Finally, there has been a beam-dump experi-
ment?! which searched for long-lived L”s from
400-GeV proton-nucleus collisions. The experi-
ment was sensitive to L”s which are produced
unaccompanied by muons of momentum greater
than 10 GeV and which decay via the mode
L%~ (u” or ¢7)n*, with lifetimes in the range
1071°<(1/sec)< 1078, Since the type of M° which
is relevant for muon experiments would normally
be produced in conjunction with a muon, and
since an L° of mass 2 GeV or larger would
typically have a lifetime smaller than ~107!3 sec,
this experiment was not sensitive to the kind of
MO of interest in the present study. A null signal
was observed in the experiment, yielding an
upper limit on the production cross section of an
L° which satisfies the criteria listed above, and
in addition has m(L°) <1 GeV, xz<0.2, and
O, <10mrad, of 0B<2.8 X 1073% ¢m?/nucleon,
at the 90% confidence level, where B denotes
the branching ratio for L°- (1~ or e”)7".

From this brief survey of past searches for
neutral heavy leptons and of possible new methods
of looking for them, it is clear that, in principle,
muon reactions do have the capability of yielding
useful information on the existence of M s which
couple to muons. We next proceed to the calcula-
tions.

III. CALCULATIONS

The differential cross section for the reaction
p*N-3P°X is
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3%0  Gg*myE m? ) ( MyXY mz) ( Ly m? )
xy+2 yF, + 1—31——“’———4E2 F,~-ny x(l—zy)-4mNE F,

axdy 7 myE

2E

Ty [( 2 tae )P \25) Fs)( @1

where my (m) is the nucleon (M°) mass, E (E’)
denotes the laboratory energy of the u* (37°9),
¢*>==Q? and v=E - E’ are the momentum transfer
squared and laboratory energy transfer, and
x=Q%/(2myv) and y=v/E are the usual scaling
variables. The constant 1 takes on the values
n==x1 for like and opposite quark and lepton he-
licities, respectively. There will, of course,

be nonscaling effects due to the heavy-lepton
production, In addition, if a heavy quark of.
mass #g is produced, there is further nonscal-
ing behavior; in this case the structure functions
are approximately functions of the variable??

E=x+2Q (3.2)

rather than just of x. Using £ to subsume both
the cases of light- and heavy-quark production,
one can write the usual parton-model relations
satisfied by the structure functions as?®

F,(§)=28F (§), (3.3)

—EF,(8) = F,(8), (3.4)

EF(§) =F,(8), (3.5)
and

F,(&)=0. (3.6)

There are corrections to these relations arising
from the strong interactions and transverse mo-
menta of the quarks, but for our purposes the
standard relations are quite adequate.

The structure functions are expressed in terms
of parton distributions, for which we use the fol-
lowing modified Pakvasa-Parashar-Tuan param-
etrization®*:

u(x) =1, (X) + fyeq (%) (3.7)
d(x) =d, (%) + fiea (%), (3.8)
K[ty (%) +dy(x)] = 1.79Vx (1 = x)3(1 + 2.3%)
+1.11Vx (1 = x)%t, . (3.9)
K (%) = %A (%) = %5 (%) = 25 (%) = X f 5,%)
-0.13(1 - %), (3.10)

2»

where the subscript “v” denotes “valence.” Our
conclusions do not depend significantly on the
particular details of this parametrization and
would remain essentially the same if we had used
another set of parton distributions which fits the

r

eN and (v, P)N data well, such as that due to
Field and Feynman.?®

The differential cross section given in Eq.
(3.1) applies if the (ape spin is summed over,
and will be used for our calculation of the total
M?° production cross section., However, we
shall naturally concentrate upon the experimen-
tally observable final lepton state, and shall
assume that the M° has among its decay modes
the dimuon channel

M, =~ by M, (Vi » (3.11)

where X;, ¢=1,2 denote the chiralities of the two
lepton—vector-boson vertices involved in the
decay. The branching ratio for this mode is,
of course, model-dependent; typically, for
myo=4 GeV, it would be ~10%, and commensurate-
ly less for larger values of myo. It is our intent
to concentrate here on general model-indepen-
dent kinematic signatures of M° production and
decay to dimuons rather than more model-
dependent features. In particular, we will not
consider decay modes of the M° involving four
charged leptons, since these would presumably
have quite small branching ratios. Further, in
the cases where a heavy quark is produced, its
semileptonic decay will yield an additional muon
roughly 10-20% of the time. Since.this is a small
correction to the already rare basic process
pEN—~BP°X; 3P~ - u* -+, we shall neglect
such additional muons. This is not to imply that
these muons could not be distinguished from those
arising from the M° decay; indeed several tests
which could be used for this purposes have been
discussed previously,26:27

In order to calculate the kinematic distributions
characterizing the dimuon spectra we carry out
a Monte Carlo calculation, folding together the
differential production cross section for a polar-
ized (F7° with its differential decay distribution.
For the production we shall consider three
cases which serve to illustrate various different
kinematical features. The most interesting
reaction, if it occurs, is case (A), which, in
terms of elementary fermions, is

(A): pp+d,~MQ+uy. (3.12)

Our labelling of fermion chiralities is such as to
indicate the type of vertex by which the particles
can interact. Thus u; and ui have helicity n; ==1
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while gz and g7 have n;=+1. In this and all
other cases we shall assume an isoscalar target,
since this is the type of target used in the BFP
experiment. Thus reaction (A) in terms of
physical particles reads

Up+N-M3 +X, (3.13)

where N denotes an isoscalar nucleon. This re-
action requires a uzM 3 coupling mediated by

the usual W boson; we are, of course, aware that
there is evidence against such a coupling, at full
strength, from the SLAC polarized electron scat~
tering experiment.* However, from the point of
view of rate, reaction (A) is the most promising
way to produce (37?5 with muon beams. Corre-
sponding to reaction (A) there is also the process
with incident uz, which we label as case

(Af): pp+up~M%+d;. (3.14)

For s =my® + 2my E>>myo* the ratio of cross
sections for reactions (A) and (A’) is

Han ~ JB ~ 0,48 (3.15)
Oa) |s >>myp? Oy
(independent of energy, as long as the above con-
dition is satisfied). This is a consequence of the
fact that the leptons and valence quarks have the
same helicities in case (A), but opposite helici-
“ties in case (A’), together with the appropriate
correction due to sea quarks; in the absence of
the latter the ratio would be 3. Reaction (A)
takes advantage of the leading particle effect in
the primary proton-nucleon collision, which
implies that there are more 7"’s and K*’s pro-
duced than their antiparticles, and hence also
more p*’s than u™’s. For the operating condi-
tions of the BFP experiment the relevant ratio
isZS
l—v-(—u:)- - =>0.25. (3.16)
N(*) | & =225 Gev
Hence the actual event rate for case (A) is
roughly eight times greater than that for case
(A’). Despite this suppression, case (A’) pro-
vides a useful contrast to case (A) because of
the different helicities of the leptons and quarks;
we shall not include it in our graphical presenta-
tion of results but will have further comparative.
comments to make on it at appropriate points.
Both reactions (A) and (A’) involve light-quark-
to-light-quark transitions and therefore can be
classified conveniently as (L, ¢) processes.>”
They thus have the merit of avoiding the kinematic
suppression attendant upon heavy-quark produc-
tion. Although this is of less crucial importance
for muon, as opposed to neutrino, reactions be-
cause of the much higher incident energy, it is

certainly a useful feature.

The helicity of the u* is a very important factor
in determining the type of (GFp)o production reac-
tion. Since the p* is produced by the decay
T (T/)u and, to a somewhat lesser extent,
by the decay K*~ pu*%,, both of which involve
purely left~-handed weak vertices, in the rest
frame of the decaying pseudoscalar meson this
u* will be polarized oppositely to its preferred
helicity, i.e., the u” (u") will have helicity +1
(=1). If the Lorentz boost from this frame to the
lab is in the direction of the velocity of the u, as
it is for the high-energy portion of the muon
spectrum, then this helicity is retained. These
high-energy muons will only interact via a right-
handed vertex when they reach the target. Thus
the highest-energy muon reactions are sensitive
only to the right-handed couplings of the muon.
This fact underlies the choice of muon chirality
in cases (A) and (A’).

It may be,-however, that the lepton and quark
couplings are such that there are no (L, q) (ape
production reactions. In this case the only avail-
able means of producing (AP%s with the highest-
energy muons would be via one or both of the
following generic types of (L, @) processes:

ug +dg~M3 +Q(3); (3.17)
or
(B) wp+up—~Mz+Q(-3)z, (3.18)

where @(g) represents some heavy quark of
charge ¢ which is assumed to couple to u; or

dg by a (new) charged current. We shall assume
for definiteness that this heavy quark is either

the T constituent, b, with mass m,~4.7 GeV

and charge —3 or a charge £ quark, which will

be denoted as {. Since there is good evidence

that, given the assumed existence of the ¢ quark,
m;>m,, reaction (3.17) will suffer more kinematic
suppression, relative to the background electro-
magnetic process u' +N - u* +X than will reaction
(3.18) relative to its corresponding background °
process u” +N- U~ +X, We therefore choose the
latter reaction, (3.18), as our illustrative example
of a muon-induced (L, @) M° production process
and denote it henceforth as case (B). As was

true of reaction (A’) vis 4 vis reaction (A), re-
action (B) has a cross section which is suppressed
by roughly a factor of 4 by the leading-particle
effect. However, the most important quantity

is not the event rate, assuming that there are a
nonzero number of M° events, but rather the

ratio of the signal to the electromagnetic back-
ground, and in this ratio the different numbers of
K" as compared to 1.~ cancel out. Since a wealth
of neutral-current data indicates that, within the
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context of SU(2) X U(1) models, %z and dy are
singlets, it is quite likely that reaction (B) must
be mediated by a new gauge boson, and thus
requires an enlarged gauge group of weak and
electromagnetic interactions. Accordingly, the
effective strength of the current-current coupling
is not definitely known. We shall assume that it is
equal to that for a similar reaction mediated by
the regular W; our results can easily be scaled
to be applicable to a particular model. Note that
we again choose the helicity of the muon to be
that of the high-energy component of the muon
flux; this is simply to take full advantage of the
available energy to counteract the kinematic
suppression in an (L, @) reaction.

Finally, there is the possibility that the muon
has no right-handed couplings to M° In this
case M° production would have to rely entire-
ly upon an assumed new left-handed coupling
of the form p;M37, and hence upon the low-
energy component of the muon flux, which has
had its helicity reversed back to the “preferred”
value of =1 (+1) for p~ (4*) by the Lorentz trans-
formation from the rest frame of the parent
pseudoscalar meson (in which frame it was
emitted opposite to the beam direction) to the lab
frame. Although it is possible to construct
SU(2) X U(1) models which feature such a uzM%
coupling, these models are quite artificial, since
one must choose certain mixing angles carefully
in order to avoid conflict with p-e and hadron-
lepton universality. Thus a u;M$ vertex tends
to require an enlarged gauge group and would be
mediated by a new gauge boson. In order to
avoid contradiction with low-energy phenomenology
such a new gauge boson must, aside from small
mixing effects, couple light fermions to heavy
ones. Accordingly, the puz +N- MY +X reaction
probably must involve heavy-quark production.
However, if the high-energy component of the
muon beam, defined as the muons which were
emitted at 0° relative to the beam direction, has
an energy of 225 GeV, as it does in the BPF ex~-
periment, then the low-energy, “preferred”
helicity component, assumed to have been emitted
at 180° relative to the beam direction in the
parent meson rest frame, has a lab energy of
~129 GeV. At such a low energy the (L, Q) re-
action would suffer very substantial kinematic
suppression. Indeed, if there were even small
mixing which led to a light-quark-to-light-quark
transition, the resulting reaction could dominate
over the (L, Q) one. We shall assume that this is

the case and thus choose the reaction
(C): wz+up—M3+d, 3.19)

as our illustrative example of M° production by

the low-energy, “preferred” helicity component
of the muon beam. This reaction will be denoted
(C), as indicated.

It is necessary next to specify how the M° decays
to a dimuon final state in the three cases under
consideration. The chiralities which characterize
the two vertices in the M° decay are correlated
with the type of production reaction. For cases
(A) and (A’) the decay is mediated by the usual
W boson and has the form

@A), AN: Wy~ pzuiV,s.
For cases (B) and (C) the M° decay proceeds via
a new virtual gauge boson; in keeping with the
phenomenological orientation of the present study,
we shall not make any detailed examination of

various enlarged gauge groups, but instead shall
simply assume that the decays have the forms

(3.21)

(3.20)

(B): MY~ pghivur
and

(C): MY—puiuivur (3.22)

for these two cases.
These then, are the three types of (310 pro-

“duction and decay which we shall consider. The

final ingredient in the calculation is the M° mass;
in order to illustrate the effect of varying this
parameter, we take the two values myo=4 GeV
and 7,0 =8 GeV for our analysis. We proceed

to describe our results.

IV. RESULTS

In this section we shall present various ex-
perimentally observable spectral distributions
for the p'u” resulting from the GPe production
and decay process w*N-‘FP°X; GP°— p=p*---.
The behavior of the total cross sectionfor y,- and 7, -
induced heavy-lepton production with and without
concomitant heavy-quark production has been
discussed previously.?® Many of the old results
(excluding, of course, flux-averaged quantities)
can be taken over and applied to u*-induced 97
production. It has been shown that the cross sec-
tion rises rapidly as the incident lepton energy E
increases beyond the threshold value Ey, and
curves over to approach a linear rise with energy.
As was mentioned before, an important corollary
of this behavior is that muon reactions have the
great advantage, as compared with neutrino re-
actions, that the beam energy is much higher,
typically 225 GeV instead of an average neutrino
energy of 25-30 GeV. Hence there is much less
kinematic suppression in producing a heavy lep-
ton, especially one accompanied by a heavy
quark, if one uses a muon beam rather than a



neutrino beam.. Because of the strong threshold
behavior of the cross section for' (L, ¢q) and, even
more strikingly, (L, Q) reactions, it is certainly
easier, from the point of view of rate alone, to
produce an (37° the smaller its mass is. How-
ever, the characteristic signatures which one
will use to try to distinguish.a dimuon signal
arising from an (3p° apart from one arising
from various background sources are much more
distinctive for an (37° with greater mass. Hence
the combined chances for production and detection
are probably comparable for (AP¥s with larger
or smaller masses, assuming, of course, that E
is a reasonable distance above Ey,.

We consider now the @2 and v, or equivalent-
ly, x,;s and y distributions. In neutrino-induced
heavy-lepton production, since one does not know
E and does not directly observe the heavy lepton,
it is not possible to determine @%, x, or y. In
contrast, in muon-induced heavy-lepton produc-
tion processes, although one still does not ob-
serve the heavy lepton directly, and hence cannot
reconstruct Q% from Eyo and 6,0, One can measure
Ey (as in the neutrino case) and, knowing E pre-
cisely, can therefore determine y. The y distribu-~
tion for muon-induced heavy-lepton production
processes is thus an experimentally measurable
quantity, as it was not for the analogous neutrino
processes. On general kinematic grounds, for an
(L, q) reaction the v distribution is peaked toward
small values in order to maximize the energy
transfer to the heavy lepton.?® As was shown in
Ref. 27, for (L, Q) reactions there is a competi-
tion between maximizing the energy transfer to
the heavy lepton L and to the heavy quark . The
relative masses of L.and @, and to some extent,
also the chiral structure of the quark and lepton
vertices, determine which of these competing
tendencies is dominant. The @2 distribution for
(L, q) and (L, Q) reactions shows some peaking
toward smaller values of @2, but not so much as
to prevent one from making the cut Q2> Q.%,
where @ ~10-15 GeV?. This cut is very effec-
tive in eliminating the great majority of events
from the electromagnetic reaction u*N- p*X,
together with the associated background sources
of dimuons, since the differential cross section
for the electromagnetic reaction falls off quite
sharply, like %, as a function of @2 (which is
equal to @, % here).

In order to provide perspective for the numer-
ical results it is useful to consider an approxi-
mate analytical treatment of the y distribution
for (3P° production, with E sufficiently high that
(myo®/s)<< 1 for (L,q) reactions or (mye+mg)/s
<1 for (L, Q) reactions. In this case, neglecting
small (~10%) asymptotic freedom scaling devia-

19 CHARACTERISTICS OF POSSIBLE NEUTRAL-HEAVY-LEPTON... - 2581

tions, the y distribution can be written as

Q+Q(1 —y)® _ '
lf_ig= W’ for n=1 (4.1a)
ody —

Ql-yP+@ __

0530 for n=-1 (4.1p)

where, in accordance with standard notation, @
and @ denote the integrated momentum fraction
carried by the quarks and antiquarks in the nu-
cleon. There are recent measurements of the
ratio of cross sections for the reactions v, N

- "X and 7,N~ u'X by the Caltech Fermilab®®
and CERN-Dortmund-Heidelberg-Saclay (CDHS)*
neutrino experiments, which obtained the values
O,y/05y =0.476+0.019 and 0.48+ 0,03, respectively
(in the latter case the value corresponds to the
energy range 30< E< 90 GeV). From these mea-
surements one obtains a=Q/Q=0.17 (with a
small increase in this effective parameter a, as
a function of E, being understood).®* It then
follows that (¥) ~0.49 and 0.33 for n=1 and -1,
respectively. In the spirit of our approximate
analytical discussion these results may be applied
to muon reactions. Using Eyo=(1-9)E and Ey
=yE, we find that for E =225 GeV, (E,o0)~115and
150 GeV for n=1 and -1, respectively, while
(Ey)=110 and 75 GeV, for the same values of 7.
Recall that n=+1 for cases (A), (B), and (C),
while n=~1 for case (A’). When the (77° decays
to p.'u*"ﬁ’u, if each of the three resulting leptons
were emitted isotropically in the (FP° rest frame,
they would, on the average, have a laboratory
energy equal to E,o/3. Although the decay is not
isotropic, this value of the final lepton energy
provides a useful crude estimate of the actual
average value: (Eu:)~(Ey 5) ~(Enising ) ~ (Euo,50/3)-
For E =225 GeV these average energies have

the values ~40 GeV and ~50 GeV for n=1 and -1,
while for E=129 GeV, they have the correspond-
ingly reduced values ~20 GeV and ~30 GeV. These
results will be useful in appraising the actual
Monte Carlo calculations, in particular, the ef-
fect of the heavy-lepton and possible heavy-

quark masses.

In Fig. 1 we present our calculation of the dis-
tributions in E,-, E,+, the hadronic energy Ey,
and the visible energy E,;, for the three reac-
tions under consideration. Specifically, Figs.
1(a), 1(c), and 1(e) refer to reactions (A), (B),
and (C) with myo=4 GeV, while Figs. 1(b), 1(d),
and 1(f) represent the same reactions, but with
myuyo=8 GeV. We have incorporated the cuts
E, > 20 GeV and Ey > 20 GeV, which are charac-
teristic of the BFP experiment; these appear as
the vertical lines at which the muon and hadron
energy curves end.?® The units on the vertical
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FIG. 1. Distributions in E,+, Ey, and E,; for dimuons
from 470 production and decay. Graphs (@), (c), and
(e) represent reactions (A), (B), and (C), respectively,
for mun=4 GeV; graphs (), (@, and (f) represent the
same reactions, but with m0=8 GeV. The lower bounds
on the energies are set by the cuts E,,>20 GeV and Ey
>20 GeV.

scales are arbitrary, since it is the shapes of the
various distributions which are of primary inter-
est. However, one should note that the event rates
for reactions (B) and (C) are considerably smaller
than that for reaction (A). It is evident from Fig.
1 that even for reaction (A), in which the heavy
lepton and (in this case, light) quark mass effects
are smallest, E,: and Ey; are somewhat smaller
than the values obtained from the approximate
analytical treatment. The reason for this is that
even in this reaction the lepton mass still has a
significant effect. Observe that the hadron energy
in cases (A) and (C) is a monotonically decreasing
function, whereas, in contrast, it exhibits a
marked peak in case (B). This reflects the fact
that the former two cases are (L, q) reactions,
while case (B) is an (L, Q) process in which the
heavy-quark mass is #,. There are small dif-
ferences between the 1.~ and p* spectra in Figs.
1(a)-1(f); these will be analyzed further below.
As expected, the E, : curves for the case m,=8
GeV extend to slightly greater energy than do
those for the case my,=4 GeV.

There are two especially important conclusions
to be drawn from these graphs. First, the p*
energy is quite high, particularly for the cases in
which E =225 GeV. This fact is useful in distin-

guishing a dimuon signal arising from the (37°°
apart from dimuons coming from various back-
ground sources, since in general the latter will
not yield such high-energy dimuons. This applies,
for example, to the u* from decays of n’s and

K’s produced in the hadronic shower. Secondly,
there is substantial missing energy carried off
by the neutrino in the decay of the ‘779 typically,
for E=225 GeV, E ngn; ~50 GeV. As expected,
Enising  inCreases as a function of m,0. In re-
action (A’), not shown in the figures, E,: and

E sy are greater than in reaction (A) by the
ratio of M° energies, roughly 1.4. The large
amount of missing energy serves as the basis

for the crucial cut E g, > 20 GeV. The reason
for choosing this cutoff value of E ;,, is that the
present BFP calorimeter is only capable of
distinguishing a missing energy in excess of

~15 GeV from zero.?® ‘

In addition to the individual muon energies and
total missing energy, an important quantity which
can be used to isolate the dimuon signal from
possible (3P production and decay is the correla-
tion between the muon energies. It was, indeed,
this correlation which played a significant role
in confirming that the great majority of dilepton
events observed in neutrino reactions are due to
charm production and semileptonic decay, rather
than to (77° production. As was shown by Pais
and Treiman,'® if a dimuon pair results from ‘77°
decay, then the ratio of the average muon ener-
gies satisfies the bound 0.48<(E,-)/(E,+) <2.10.
This bound expresses the fact that if the dimuon
pair arises from a common parent, then the
energies will be comparable. In contrast, in
either a neutrino- or muon-induced reaction, if
one muon arises from the leptonic vertex while
the other arises from the semileptonic decay of
a charmed hadron, then, as has been shown by
theoretical simulations, the directly scattered
muon will have substantially higher energy.3
And, indeed, in ~90% of the dilepton events in
(anti)neutrino reactions, this large energy asym-
metry is observed.'®

In Fig. 2 we present our results on the dimuon
energy or momentum correlations in terms of
two-dimensional scatter plots and energy asym-
metry graphs. Figures 2(a), 2(c), and 2(e) are
plots of the muon momenta p, versus p,,, where
the subscripts “ss” and “o0s” denote “same sign”
and “opposite sign” relative to the sign of the
incident muon, for reactions (A), (B), and (C),
respectively. The mass of the (3P° is taken to
be 4 GeV for this figure. As is evident in the
graphs, the cut p,+ >20 GeV has been incorpor-
ated. The salient feature of Figs. 2(a) and 2(c)
is that is is equally probable for p to be larger
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FIG. 2. Plots of dimuon energy correlations. Graphs
(@), (c), and (e) are scatter plots of p versus p,, for re-
actions (A), (B), and (C), respectively. Graphs (), @),
and (f) are distributions in the muon momentum (or ener-

gy) asymmetry o = [p (s ) =5 (og)l/ [p (ss) + P (uos)] for the
same reactions. The M? mass is taken to be 4 GeV for
these graphs.

or smaller than p,,. In fact, there is a small
asymmetry in the muon momenta in Fig. 2(e)
(which will be explained below), but it is difficult
to discern in this graph. The muon momentum
or energy asymmetry is characterized more con-
cisely in Figs. 2(b), 2(d), and 2(f), which are
plots of the asymmetry parameter

for reactions (A), (B), and (C), respectively.

By general arguments the average value (@) =0

for cases (A) and (B), or more generally, for any
decay in which yx,x, =-1, i.e., the vertices involved
in the decay are of opposite chirality. (Note that .
the Monte Carlo distributions do not reproduce

this feature exactly; this is a result of the finite
statistics in the calculation.) For reaction (C),

on the other hand, an elementary helicity argu-
ment shows that p,.> p,+. The inequality p > P
holds for any leptonic decay of ‘FP° in which

X1Xz =1, which can be conveniently illustrated using
reaction (C). At high energies the M} tends to

be produced with helicity n==1. Hence, in its
decay the u* is emitted preferentially into the
backward hemisphere; indeed, the kinematical
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FIG. 3. Distributions in (a) dimuon invariant mass
M,, and transverse momenta of the opposite-sign muon
(bstul, (c) p4,, and @) p,p. The three curves in each
graph apply for reactions (A), (B), and (C), as labeled.
For these plots m;0=4 GeV.

configuration in which the u* goes directly for-
ward is forbidden by angular momentum conserva-
tion. Thus the « distribution for reaction (C)
peaks at a nonzero, slightly positive value of a.
However, the magnitude of the momentum asym-
metry is evidently rather small. The importance
of these dimuon energy of momentum correlations
shown in Fig. 2 is that they indicate that dimuons
arising from the decay of an (AP° have energies
which are comparable, either as represented on

a two-dimensional plot or in terms of an asym-
metry variable. This in turn provides a valuable
means of distinguishing these dimuons from those
due to certain backgrounds, especially those in
which one muon is directly produced at the lep-
tonic vertex and the other arises from the hadron-
ic shower.

Another important set of kinematic distributions
involves the invariant mass and transverse mo-
menta of the dimuon pair. In Figs. 3 and 4 we
present our Monte Carlo calculations of these
distributions, again for the three reactions (A),
(B), and (C), and for mye=4 GeV in Fig. 3 and 8
GeV in Fig. 4. As is clear from Figs. 3(a) and
4(a), the distribution in invariant mass M, , has
an energy-independent upper bound, which is in
fact just the mass of the parent (77°, This char-
acteristic serves as a key indicator of (ape pro-
duction and stands in sharp contrast to the invari-
ant-mass distributions for dimuons from the
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backgrounds which satisfy the missing energy
cut, since these will always have energy-depen-
dent upper bounds. It might be mentioned paren-
thetically that the invariant-mass distribution,
like the ratio of muon energies, was one of the
experimental determinants which were used to
prove that the dominant part of the observed
dilepton events in neutrino reactions was satis-
factorily accounted for by the hypothesis of
charm production, but not by the alternate hy-
pothesis of (3P production and leptonic decay.

The transverse momenta of the dimuons from
the (37° provide an important diagnostic quantity
for the recognition of the heavy-lepton signal.
One can analyze the transverse momenta of
either the same-sign or the opposite-sign muons;
we shall choose the latter here. There are then
three useful types of transverse momenta. The
first of these is the momentum of the opposite-
sign muon transverse to the direction #, of the
incident muon beam:

Pus =Dos = (Dos * )5 . ’ (4.3)

Analogously, one may define the momentum of
the opposite-sign muon transverse to the apparent
momentum-transfer direction §;, = (Efy =P )/

| Efty =D 2

f’;u. E—505 - (ﬁos °6vis )qvis . (4'4)

Finally, it is informative to consider the mo-
mentum of the opposite~-sign muon transverse to

the apparent “production plane” (pp) defined by
the directions of the incident beam and scattered
same-sign muon:

Pur= (Pos *FiopWpp, (4.5)

where

o _ ([ XDy)

App m. (4.6)
From Figs. 3(b) and 4(b) one can see that the
values of p,, are substantial: (p,,)=~2 (3) GeV
for a 4 (8) GeV (Fpo produced by an incident 225~
GeV u* in reactions (A) and (B). As is reasonable,
(puy) is smaller for reaction (C) because of the
smaller incident muon energy, 129 GeV. Since
the produced ‘7° and the hadron spray recoil
away from each other on opposite sides of the
beam direction, and since the muons from the
decay of the heavy lepton tend to follow its direc-
tion of motion, one would expect that (p,.) should
be somewhat larger than (p,,). Figures 3(c)

and 4(c) verify this expectation. As is the case
with p,,, there is a gradual increase in p/,, as a
function of the (77° mass. Finally, Figs. 3(d)
and 4(d) illustrate the p, ; distribution, In contrast
to the other two types of transverse-momentum
distributions, do/dp,r is peaked at p,r=0. This
can be understood as a consequence of the fact
that p, ¢ is the momentum transverse to a plane,
whereas p,, and p,, are momenta transverse to
single direction vectors. Hence, there is much
more phase space available for the kinematic
configuration in which p, ;=0 than there is for the
configurations in which p,, =0 or p/,, =0.

The large values of transverse momenta of the
muons arising from (3p° decay serve as another
helpful means of isolating the heavy-lepton signal
from certain backgrounds. For example, one
type of background consists of dimuons in which
one (the same-sign) member is the direct, elec-
tromagnetically scattered muon, and the other
(opposite-sign) member arises from the decays
of 7’s and K’s produced in the hadronic shower.
Another type consists of the direct, electro-
magnetically scattered muon together with an
opposite-sign muon which is due to associated
charm production in which one of the charmed
hadrons decays (semi) leptonically. In both cases
the values of p,,, p.r, and especially p.,, are
significantly smaller than those for dimuons from
(37° decay. Note that for both of these backgrounds
QVis =qo

We proceed next to consider the azimuthal angle
distributions. As before, there are two natural
azimuthal angles; first, the one between the
components of the two muon momenta normal to
the beam direction #,:
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= ain™l l(ﬁss)ix(-ﬁos)J.l'
un = sin [l(ﬁsshl-l@osu'] @D

and, secondly, the analogous azimuthal angle
between the components of the muon momenta
normal to the 4, direction:

! = ain"1l l(-ﬁ ).L x(-{)os),l. v‘ ]

otu=sin [ {{Bepperfladal | “.8)
In Fig. 5 we present our Monte Carlo results for
the ¢,, and ¢}, distributions, for each of the
three reactions (A), (B), and (C), and for myo=4
GeV and 8 GeV, respectively. The qualitative
features of these graphs are easily understood.
For small values of m,o°/(2myE), i.e., muon
energies far above threshold for a given heavy-
lepton mass m,, the (3P0 is produced with sub-
stantial transverse momentum relative to the
beam direction. As may be recalled from ref-
erence to Figs. 3 and 4, since the (AP% and W
boson or hadron spray recoil on opposite sides
of the beam direction, the transverse momentum
of the {FP° relative to the hadron spray is even
larger than that relative to the beam direction.
Since the muons from the decay of the heavy lep-
ton tend to follow its path, the azimuthal angle
¢ .. between them is rather small, and ¢}, is
commensurately somewhat smaller, For example,
the ¢,, and ¢/, distributions in Figs. 5(a) and

5(b) peak at roughly 60° and 0°-30°, respectively.
However, for larger values of the quantity
myo’/(2myE), i.e., energies not too far above
threshold for a given m2y,, the heavy lepton is
constrained to travel essentially forward along
the beam direction. The two muons are thus
emitted with a large azimuthal angle between
them, and accordingly, ¢,, peaks at ~150°-180°,
Nevertheless, as one can see from Fig. 5(d),
even in this case, because of the larger trans-
verse momentum relative to the hadronic spray
direction, the angle ¢/, tends to have values
considerably smaller than those at which the
maxima of the ¢,, curves occur.

The kinematic information contained in these
azimuthal-angle distributions is similar to that
in the transverse-momentum distributions. The
general feature to note is that for energies a
reasonable distance above threshold, the angles
¢uu and ¢, tend to be rather small. It is
important here to remember that although for
clarity the vertical scales on the graphs of all
the one-variable distributions, and in particular,
the graphs of do/d¢,, and do/d¢},,, are marked
in conveniently chosen arbitrary units, in fact
the absolute rate for the case myo=4 GeV is
much larger than for the case my,=8 GeV. More
generally, for a given heavy-lepton mass, if one
considers the energy as a variable, by far the
dominant contribution to the cross section will
come from high energies, and hence the resulting
dimuons will be characterized by small values of
¢.u and ¢.,. In contrast, background dimuons
formed by an electromagnetically scattered muon
together with an opposite-sign muon from 7, K,
or charm decay in the hadronic shower, will be
characterized by large values of ¢,, and ¢/,.
Thus these azimuthal-angle plots serve as yet
another powerful tool for separating the possible
(P signal from various backgrounds.

Finally, Figs. 6, 7, and 8 are.scatter plots of
pur versus M,,, ¢,,., and ¢,,, respectively.

In each figure, graphs (a), (c), and (e) represent
reactions (A), (B), and (C), with my0=4 GeV,
while graphs (b), (d), and (f) represent the same
reactions, but with my0=8 GeV. Figure 6 shows
the feasibility of imposing a cut p,r>1 GeV,
which is very helpful in suppressing background
sources of dimuons. From Figs. 7 and 8 one
can see that the smallest values of ¢,, and ¢},
for high incident muon energies, and the largest
values of these angles in the contrasting low-
energy case, occur at low values of p, . Thus
the possible cuts which one could make, viz.
Pur>1 GeV and, for the relevant high-energy
case, ¢,,<90°and ¢,,<90° are somewhat com-
plementary.
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Thus, our distributions in E,:, Ey, Ey, M,,,
Puss Puss Purs Puu, and @), give a reasonably
complete description of the characteristics of
the dimuon signal from the muon-induced pro-
duction and leptonic decay of a neutral heavy
lepton (APe, They exhibit several distinctive
features which may be recalled here: (1) large
values of E,: and E ;. ; (2) comparable values
of E(ig) and E(u,); (3) an energy-independent
upper bound to the invariant-mass distribution,
which is the mass of the parent (JTI)°; (4) sub-
stantial values of p,,, p,r, and especially p/,,
(assuming the lepton mass to be 4 or 8 GeV and
the incident muon energy to be 225 GeV); and (5)
small values of the azimuthal angles ¢,, and ¢/,
(assuming that the incident muon energy is suf-
ficiently far above threshold that the event rate
is non-negligible). These characteristics are
important because they indicate the ways in
which one can distinguish the possible heavy-
lepton-induced dimuon events from those due to
various backgrounds. We shall next describe
the features of the main backgrounds.

V. BACKGROUNDS AND CONCLUDING REMARKS

As was stressed at the beginning of this paper,
the expected rate for the process p*N-TP°X,
(3P0~ ™ u*X, with my,~ 4-8 GeV and E =225 GeV,
is of order ~107° of the regular electromagnetic
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process u*N- p*X. Consequently, in order to be
able to obtain a reasonable number of (7 °-gen-
erated dimuons, it is necessary to have a muon
beam with the highest possible intensity. As
regards the background problem, the tiny rela-
tive rate is not, by itself, a fatal shortcoming,
since the electromagnetic muon reaction will
never yield a .~ p* pair. The problem, of course,
is that there are a number of higher-order pro-
cesses which build upon the basic electromagnetic
reaction and can yield such a dimuon pair. How-
ever, if one triggers on a p”u* pair, imposes the
usual cuts on E,:, Ey (and the geometrical cut

on 6,:), and requires that (1) there be substantial
missing energy, E . > 20 GeV; (2) the average
muon energies satisfy the Pais-Treiman bound!®
0.48<(E,-)/(E,+)<2.1; (3)p'") 21 GeV and/or
bur=1GeV; and (4) Q,; 2>10-15 GeV?, then one
has a good chance of eliminating background di~
muons and isolating a dimuon signal from the
production and leptonic decay of an (37°, We
recall the functions of these cuts: the E, . cut
rejects muons from the decays of n’s and K’s
produced in the hadronic shower and guarantees
that the fractional error in the measurement of
the muon momenta is tolerably small. The E,
cut ensures that the process is deeply inelastic,
while the crucial E ;4,, cut is designed to select
events with a missing neutrino. The cuts on
(E.-)/{E,+) and on the transverse momenta of

the opposite-sign muon are intended to isolate
dimuons from ‘7P° decay. Finally, the cut on
Q. 2 is very effective in eliminating backgrounds,
since the only important backgrounds involve the
basic electromagnetic scattering process u*N

— u*X, for which the rate falls off sharply as a
function of @, 2=Q%. The geometrical cut on

0 ,: expresses the requirement that the muons
must not scatter at so large an angle that their
momenta are not measured or they are not defin-
itely identified as muons.

The important backgrounds can be classified
under two categories: (a) p*N- p*X(Y), Y- u7X,
and (b) u*N- p*X(Y), Y- p~u'X, where one of
the same-sign muons is missed, leaving an ap-
parent 4~ u* pair. Here X denotes, as usual,
an arbitrary final hadronic state, and Y denotes
an unspecified source of a muon or dimuon pair,
which may or may not be part of the state X. In
practice Y is a m, K, charmed hadron, 7 lepton,
or virtual photon, y,. Let us now consider the
specific backgrounds in turn.

The first background consists of dimuons of
type (a) in which the same-sign member is a
direct, electromagnetically scattered muon, and
the opposite~-sign member arises from the decay
of a 7 or K produced in the hadronic spray. It is

very unlikely for a single pion or kaon to carry

a substantial fraction of the hadronic energy Ey
which would be necessary to yield a high-energy
muon and a neutrino that could carry away a
considerable amount of energy. Indeed, if the me-
son were sufficiently energetic for these condi-
tions to be met, then its decay length would far
exceed its interaction length and, in fact, the
length of the detector. Hence, only very low-
energy pions and kaons will decay before inter-
acting or escaping. In turn, the resulting muon
will fail the cut on E,+, and the neutrino will not
carry off enough energy to satisfy the cut on

E ising - As regards the relative energies of the
leading and slow muons, E(u)/E(W,,) will be
quite large, typically of order 10? for an incident
muon energy of 225 GeV. Hence the Pais-Treiman
test'® will be strongly violated, showing clearly
that the event did not arise from an (77°. The
cuts on Q,;; > and Ey will also very severely sup-
press this background. Other useful features in-
clude the fact that the slow, opposite-sign muon
is produced with quite small transverse momen-
tum relative to the hadron spray direction; p/,
0.3 GeV. This contrasts sharply with the values
of p,, for opposite-sign muons from an (GPe,
Similar comments apply to the azimuthal angle
correlation; ¢,, will be large, of order 180°, for
this background, again in clear contrast to the
generally small values of ¢,, for the {7P° signal.
Finally, two standard methods of eliminating
dimuons from pion and kaon decays are the test
for uniformity of events as a function of longi-
tudinal position in the detector, and the variable
density test.!® These have been used extensively
in past experiments on (anti)neutrino-induced
dimuon production. Thus, this first background
does not seem to be serious.3*

A second background consists of the electro-
magnetic reaction u* N— p*X, in which associ-
ated charm production occurs, and one of the
charmed hadrons, “C”, decays via the (semi)-
leptonic mode ‘T = u*%, -+ - to yield an opposite-
sign dimuon pair, together with some missing
energy. Alternatively, both the C and C hadrons
might decay to yield muons, but in such a way
that one of the two resulting same-sign muons
is missed. Since associated charm production
in neutrino reactions is a potential source of
trimuons, there has been considerable interest
recently in determining its rate. For the high-
energy portion of a neutrino spectrum (E,> 100
GeV), after cuts of E,+>4 GeV have been folded
in, it has been found that the cross section for
trimuon production via associated charm pro-
duction and (semi)leptonic decay is <107° of the
corresponding charged current cross section,?®
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In order to obtain the contribution to opposite-
sign dimuon production, we divide by a typical
charmed hadron semileptonic branching ratio,
B(D- ¢'X)=~0.1 and get a rough estimate of ~107%,
To apply this number to the electromagnetic back-
ground process of interest here, it is important
to take account of the fact that the BFP experiment
imposes a much higher cut on muon energy,
E,:+>20 GeV, than the ~4-GeV cuts applied in the
neutrino experiments and the corresponding cal-
culations of Ref. 35. We expect that this will re-
duce the contribution of associated charm produc-
tion to apparent opposite-sign dimuon pairs in the
BFP experiment to a level <107° of the rate for
the basic reaction u*N- u*X, Concerning spectral
characteristics, in contrast to the first back- .
ground, Eq, and pj, are not negligible here,
but they are still smaller than would be the case
for dimuons from an ‘37°°, Moreover, it is well
established from data on neutrino-induced di-
muons that the muon from charm decay has a
considerably smaller energy than the muon which
is produced directly at the leptonic vertex.®® In
electromagnetic reactions y is substantially
smaller than in neutrino reactions because of the
preference for low @%=2myExy. Consequently,
the ratio E(u)/E(L,,) will be even larger for the
background under discussion than for dimuons
from charm production in neutrino reactions.
Thus, the Pais-Treiman test'® can be used quite
effectively to eliminate this second background.
The cut on @2 and a possible cut ¢,, <90° also
strongly suppress these background dimuons.
Finally, since associated charm production yields
equal numbers of .~ and u*, this process will
produce essentially equal numbers of same-sign
and opposite-sign dimuons. Hence, another very
effective way of rejecting this background is to
subtract the observed same-sign dimuons from the
opposite-sigh ones. (Note that pion and kaon de-
cay do not yield exactly equal numbers of u~ and
1" because of the larger interaction cross sec-
tions for 7” and K~ than for 7* and K'.)
A third background, of type (b) according to
the classification given above, arises from the
production of opposite-sign dimuon pairs by
virtual photons, which in turn are produced via
emission from leptons or hadrons (quarks), via
‘quark-antiquark annihilation, or via the Bethe-
Heitler process. If one of the two resulting same-
sign muons is missed, these mechanisms will
yield apparent opposite-sign dimuon events. As
was the case with associated charm production,
this background (excluding the contributions due
to virtual-photon emission from the initial lepton
line and the Bethe-Heitler process) yields tri-
muons in neutrino reactions and has consequently

been studied with care recently.®®**” One can
crudely estimate that, neglecting the effects of
cuts, the rate for trimuon production via this
process is of order @?=~5X10"% smaller than

the rate for the reaction ‘% ,N- u*X. Detailed
Monte Carlo calculations agree approximately
with this rough estimate; for the cuts and neutrino
spectrum of the CDHS experiment they give®
SN~ p™p" W X)/0w, N~ p"X)~3 X 10%. In
order to use this result for our present back-
ground estimate, we need to know what fraction
of the trimuons will appear as opposite-sign
dimuons. In the BFP experiment the two main
ways in which this can happen are the following:
(1) if one muon is produced travelling in essen-
tially the same direction and with essentially

the same energy as another muon of the same
sign, so that the two tracks cannot definitely be
resolved, and (2) if one of the same-sign muons
has very low energy or large scattering angle, so
that it cannot be identified as a muon. The re-
lated question of what fraction of neutrino-induced
trimuon events due to various possible produc-
tion mechanisms appear to be dimuons has been
addressed previously.?””3¢ A similar analysis
could be carried out here, incorporating the BFP
muon energy and angle cuts. However, since

the total muon detection efficiency depends in de-
tail 'on the geometry and track-resolution capa-
bility of the BFP detector, it seems inappropriate
to perform such a calculation in this paper. In
lieu of this, we estimate that the fraction of elec~
tromagnetically generated trimuon events which
would be classified as opposite-sign dimuons in
the BFP experiment is of order?® ~0.1. Note that
there is an additional uncertainty in this number
due to the contributions of the Bethe-Heitler
process and the radiation of a virtual photon
from the initial lepton line, which are negligible
or absent in the case of neutrino reactions, but
are present in muon reactions. The resulting
estimate for the contribution of electromag-

netic muon pair production to opposite-sign
dimuons satisfying the requisite cuts in the BFP
experiment is ~3 X 107° of the event rate for the
lowest-order electromagnetic muon scattering
reaction, This number is understood/to subsume
the contributions of various exclusive channels,
such as diffractive production of (self-conjugate)
vector mesons which decay leptonically to dimuon
pairs. Given the variety of electromagnetic
mechanisms which can yield apparent dimuons,
including virtual-photon emission from the leptons
or hadrons, Bethe-Heitler production, and quark-
antiquark annihilation, and given the two possible
choices as to which same-sign muon is missed,

it is clear that this general background can give
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rise to dimuon events with a large range of values
of E(“ss)/E(“os)y pu.l., p::..l.) puT! ¢uu9 and ¢Lu-38
Further, although the invariant mass of a dimuon
pair from a virtual photon will tend to be very
small, there are comparable probabilities that
the observed dimuon will be comprised of this
pair or, instead, a pair consisting of the directly
scattered muon together with the opposite-sign
muon from the virtual-photon-induced pair.’
Hence, some of the observed events will indeed
be characterized by very small invariant mass
M,,, but a comparable number will not. Con-
sequently, the main cut which can be used to
suppress this source of background dimuons is
the cut on @, %. The cut on Ey is also effective

in eliminating these events since, like the majority
of electromagnetic events, they tend to have small
energy transfer v,

Finally, one may consider the analog of this
third background in which the electromagnetically
generated dimuon pair is replaced by a 7”7 pair.
If the 777" pair decays to i, + (anti)neutrinos
+possible hadrons, or if it decays leptonically to
Wosil +(anti)neutrinos and one of the same-sign
muons is missed, then this process will produce
an apparent opposite-sign dimuon event. Fur-
thermore, such an event would often involve a
sizable amount of missing energy and substantial
values of the transverse momenta of the opposite-
sign muon. However, it is easy to see that in fact
this is a negligible background: For a 777" pair
produced by a single virtual photon, the rate is
of order (m,%/m2)?=~1x10"% smaller than the
corresponding muon pair production rate, A
similar argument applies for the case of 777"
pairs generated via the Bethe-Heitler process.*
Since, as has been argued above, the background
due to electromagnetically generated muon pairs
is expected to be tolerable, the background due
to 777" pair production is negligible.

From this brief analysis of the main backgrounds
we infer that the characteristics of dimuons from
the high-energy muon-induced production and
decay of an (AP° are sufficiently distinctive that,
with the trigger and cuts discussed above, one

has a reasonable chance of isolating the heavy-

lepton signal. Of course, this also requires a

great-enough muon beam intensity and integrated
running time to enable one to gather a significant
sample of candidate dimuon events.

Thus, in conclusion, experiments with high-
energy muon beams and accurate hadron calor-
imetry present an important opportunity to search
for possible neutral heavy leptons of a kind not
directly tested for by prévious experiments.

Such high-energy muon reactions are sensitive

to {FP%s of much higher masses than neutrino
experiments are (for the different kind of neutral
heavy leptons which couple to neutrinos). We have
analyzed the characteristics of the dimuon signal
which could be used to carry out this search.

The backgrounds, although important, do not
appear to be prohibitively serious. Our analysis
is applicable to the muon experiment currently
being performed by a Berkeley-Fermilab-Prince-
ton collaboration. Indeed, this experiment is the
first one to be able effectively to apply one of

the crucial tests for the heavy-lepton production
and decay, namely the test for substantial miss-
ing energy. Although there is, at present, in-
direct evidence against the existence of neutral
heavy leptons, there is no substitute for a direct
experimental search for these particles. Hope-
fully the results of our study will be useful as
part of this endeavor.
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