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Abstract Two searches for supersymmetric particles in
Þnal states containing a same-ßavour opposite-sign lep-
ton pair, jets and large missing transverse momentum are
presented. The protonÐproton collision data used in these
searches were collected at a centre-of-mass energy

�
s =

8TeV by the ATLAS detector at the Large Hadron Collider
and corresponds to an integrated luminosity of 20.3 fbŠ1.
Two leptonic production mechanisms are considered: decays
of squarks and gluinos withZ bosons in the Þnal state,
resulting in a peak in the dilepton invariant mass distribution
around theZ-boson mass; and decays of neutralinos (e.g.
�� 0
2 � � + � Š �� 0

1 ), resulting in a kinematic endpoint in the
dilepton invariant mass distribution. For the former, an excess
of events above the expected Standard Model background is
observed, with a signiÞcance of three standard deviations. In
the latter case, the data are well-described by the expected
Standard Model background. The results from each chan-
nel are interpreted in the context of several supersymmetric
models involving the production of squarks and gluinos.

1 Introduction

Supersymmetry (SUSY) [1Ð9] is an extension to the Stan-
dard Model (SM) that introduces supersymmetric particles
(sparticles), which differ by half a unit of spin from their SM
partners. The squarks (�q) and sleptons (�� ) are the scalar part-
ners of the quarks and leptons, and the gluinos (�g) are the
fermionic partners of the gluons. The charginos (�� ±

i with
i = 1, 2) and neutralinos (�� 0

i with i = 1, 2, 3, 4) are the
mass eigenstates (ordered from the lightest to the heaviest)
formed from the linear superpositions of the SUSY partners
of the Higgs and electroweak gauge bosons. SUSY models
in which the gluino, higgsino and top squark masses are not
much higher than the TeV scale can provide a solution to the
SM hierarchy problem [10Ð15].

� e-mail:atlas.publications@cern.ch

If strongly interacting sparticles have masses not higher
than the TeV scale, they should be produced with observable
rates at the Large Hadron Collider (LHC). In the minimal
supersymmetric extension of the SM, such particles decay
into jets, possibly leptons, and the lightest sparticle (LSP).
If the LSP is stable due to R-parity conservation [15Ð19]
and only weakly interacting, it escapes detection, leading
to missing transverse momentum (pmiss

T and its magnitude
Emiss

T ) in the Þnal state. In this scenario, the LSP is a dark-
matter candidate [20,21].

Leptons may be produced in the cascade decays of squarks
and gluinos via several mechanisms. Here two scenarios
that always produce leptons (electrons or muons) in same-
ßavour opposite-sign (SFOS) pairs are considered: the lep-
tonic decay of aZ boson, Z � � + � Š , and the decay
�� 0
2 � � + � Š �� 0

1 , which includes contributions from�� 0
2 �

�� ± (� ) � � � � + � Š �� 0
1 and �� 0

2 � Z� �� 0
1 � � + � Š �� 0

1 . In mod-
els with generalised gauge-mediated (GGM) supersymmetry
breaking with a gravitino LSP (�G), Z bosons may be pro-
duced via the decay�� 0

1 � Z �G. Z bosons may also result
from the decay�� 0

2 � Z �� 0
1 , although the GGM interpreta-

tion with the decay�� 0
1 � Z �G is the focus of theZ boson

Þnal-state channels studied here. The�� 0
2 particle may itself

be produced in the decays of the squarks or gluinos, e.g.
�q � q �� 0

2 and �g � qq̄ �� 0
2 .

These two SFOS lepton production modes are distin-
guished by their distributions of dilepton invariant mass
(m�� ). The decayZ � � + � Š leads to a peak in them�� dis-
tribution around theZ boson mass, while the decay�� 0

2 �
� + � Š �� 0

1 leads to a rising distribution inm�� that terminates
at a kinematic endpoint (ÒedgeÓ) [22], because events with
largerm�� values would violate energy conservation in the
decay of the�� 0

2 particle. In this paper, two searches are per-
formed that separately target these two signatures. A search
for events with a SFOS lepton pair consistent with originat-
ing from the decay of aZ boson (on-Z search) targets SUSY
models withZ boson production. A search for events with
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a SFOS lepton pair inconsistent withZ boson decay (off-Z
search) targets the decay�� 0

2 � � + � Š �� 0
1 .

Previous searches for physics beyond the Standard Model
(BSM) in the Z + jets + Emiss

T Þnal state have been per-
formed by the CMS Collaboration [23,24]. Searches for a
dilepton mass edge have also been performed by the CMS
Collaboration [24,25]. In the CMS analysis performed with�

s = 8 TeV data reported in Ref. [24], an excess of events
above the SM background with a signiÞcance of 2.6 standard
deviations was observed.

In this paper, the analysis is performed on the full 2012
ATLAS [26] dataset at a centre-of-mass energy of 8TeV,
corresponding to an integrated luminosity of 20.3 fbŠ1.

2 The ATLAS detector

ATLAS is a multi-purpose detector consisting of a track-
ing system, electromagnetic and hadronic calorimeters and a
muon system. The tracking system comprises an inner detec-
tor (ID) immersed in a 2 T axial Þeld supplied by the central
solenoid magnet surrounding it. This sub-detector provides
position and momentum measurements of charged particles
over the pseudorapidity1 range|� | < 2.5. The electromag-
netic calorimetry is provided by liquid argon (LAr) sam-
pling calorimeters using lead absorbers, covering the central
region (|� | < 3.2). Hadronic calorimeters in the barrel region
(|� | < 1.7) use scintillator tiles with steel absorbers, while
the pseudorapidity range 1.5 < |� | < 4.9 is covered using
LAr technology with copper or tungsten absorbers. The muon
spectrometer (MS) has coverage up to|� | < 2.7 and is built
around the three superconducting toroid magnet systems. The
MS uses various technologies to provide muon tracking and
identiÞcation as well as dedicated muon triggering for the
range|� | < 2.4.

The trigger system [27] comprises three levels. The Þrst of
these (L1) is a hardware-based trigger that uses only a subset
of calorimeter and muon system information. Following this,
both the second level (L2) and event Þlter (EF) triggers, con-
stituting the software-based high-level trigger, include fully
reconstructed event information to identify objects. At L2,
only the regions of interest in� Ð� identiÞed at L1 are scruti-
nised, whereas complete event information from all detector
sub-systems is available at the EF.

1 ATLAS uses a right-handed coordinate system with its origin at the
nominal interaction point (IP) in the centre of the detector and thez-axis
along the beam pipe. Thex-axis points from the IP to the centre of the
LHC ring, and they-axis points upward. Cylindrical coordinates(r, �)
are used in the transverse plane,� being the azimuthal angle around the
beam pipe. The pseudorapidity is deÞned in terms of the polar angle�
as� = Š ln tan(�/ 2). The opening angle� R in � Ð� space is deÞned
as� R =

�
(��) 2 + (��) 2.

3 Data and Monte Carlo samples

The data used in this analysis were collected by ATLAS
during 2012. Following requirements based on beam and
detector conditions and data quality, the complete dataset
corresponds to an integrated luminosity of 20.3 fbŠ1, with
an associated uncertainty of 2.8 %. The uncertainty is
derived following the same methodology as that detailed in
Ref. [28].

Dedicated high-transverse-momentum (pT) single-lepton
triggers are used in conjunction with the lower-pT dilepton
triggers to increase the trigger efÞciency at high leptonpT.
The required leading-leptonpT threshold is 25 GeV, whereas
the sub-leading lepton threshold can be as low as 10 GeV,
depending on the leptonpT threshold of the trigger respon-
sible for accepting the event. To provide an estimate of the
efÞciency for the lepton selections used in these analyses,
trigger efÞciencies are calculated usingt t̄ Monte Carlo (MC)
simulated event samples for leptons withpT > 14GeV. For
events where both leptons are in the barrel (endcaps), the total
efÞciency of the trigger conÞguration for a two-lepton selec-
tion is approximately 96, 88 and 80 % (91, 92 and 82 %) for
ee, eµ andµµ events, respectively. Although the searches in
this paper probe only same-ßavour Þnal states for evidence
of SUSY, theeµ channel is used to select control samples in
data for background estimation purposes.

Simulated event samples are used to validate the analysis
techniques and aid in the estimation of SM backgrounds, as
well as to provide predictions for BSM signal processes. The
SM background samples [29Ð40] used are listed in Table1,
as are the parton distribution function (PDF) set, underlying-
event tune and cross-section calculation order in	 s used
to normalise the event yields for these samples. Samples
generated withMadGraph5 1.3.28 [41] are interfaced with
Pythia 6.426 [42] to simulate the parton shower. All samples
generated usingPowheg [43Ð45] use Pythia to simulate
the parton shower, with the exception of the diboson sam-
ples, which usePythia8 [46]. Sherpa [47] simulated sam-
ples useSherpaÕs own internal parton shower and fragmen-
tation methods, as well as theSherpa default underlying-
event tune [47]. The standard ATLAS underlying-event tune,
AUET2 [48], is used for all other samples with the excep-
tion of thePowheg+Pythia samples, which use thePeru-
gia2011C[49] tune.

The signal models considered include simpliÞed models
and a GGM supersymmetry-breaking model. In the simpli-
Þed models, squarks and gluinos are directly pair-produced,
and these subsequently decay to the LSP via two sets of inter-
mediate particles. The squarks and gluinos decay with equal
probability to the next-to-lightest neutralino or the light-
est chargino, where the neutralino and chargino are mass-
degenerate and have masses taken to be the average of the
squark or gluino mass and the LSP mass. The intermediate
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Table 1 Simulated background event samples used in this analysis with the corresponding generator, cross-section order in	 s used to normalise
the event yield, underlying-event tune and PDF set

Physics process Generator Parton shower Cross section Tune PDF set

Z/
 � (� ��) + jets Sherpa 1.4.1 Sherpa 1.4.1 NNLO [29,30] Sherpa default NLO CT10 [31]

t t̄ Powheg- Box r2129 Pythia 6.426 NNLO+NNLL [32,33] Perugia2011C NLO CT10

Single-top (Wt) Powheg- Box r1556 Pythia 6.426 Approx. NNLO [34,35] Perugia2011C NLO CT10

t + Z MadGraph 5 1.3.28 Pythia 6.426 LO AUET2 CTEQ6L1 [36]

t t̄ + W andt t̄ + Z MadGraph 5 1.3.28 Pythia 6.426 NLO [37,38] AUET2 CTEQ6L1

t t̄ + W W MadGraph 5 1.3.28 Pythia 8.165 LO AUET2 CTEQ6L1

W W, W Z andZ Z powheg- box r1508 Pythia 8.163 NLO [39,40] AUET2 NLO CT10

Fig. 1 Decay topologies for
example signal processes. A
simpliÞed model involving
gluino pair production, with the
gluinos following two-step
decays via sleptons to neutralino
LSPs is shown on theleft. The
diagram on theright shows a
GGM decay mode, where
gluinos decay via neutralinos to
gravitino LSPs

chargino or neutralino then decays via sleptons (or sneu-
trinos) to two leptons of the same ßavour and the lightest
neutralino, which is assumed to be the LSP in these mod-
els. Here, the sleptons and sneutrinos are mass-degenerate
and have masses taken to be the average of the chargino
or neutralino and LSP masses. An example of one such
process,pp � � g �g � (qq̄ �� 0

2 )(qq̄ �� ±
1 ), �� 0

2 � � + � Š �� 0
1 ,

�� ±
1 � � ± � �� 0

1 is illustrated on the left in Fig.1, where
� = e, µ, � with equal branching fractions for each lepton
ßavour. The dilepton mass distribution for leptons produced
from the �� 0

2 in these models is a rising distribution that termi-
nates at a kinematic endpoint, whose value is given bymmax

� m( �� 0
2 ) Š m( �� 0

1 ) = 1/ 2(m( �g/ �q) Š m( �� 0
1 )). Therefore,

signal models with small values of� m = m( �g/ �q) Š m( �� 0
1 )

produce events with small dilepton masses; those with large
� m produce events with large dilepton mass.

For the model involving squark pair production, the left-
handed partners of theu, d, c ands quarks have the same
mass. The right-handed squarks and the partners of theb
andt quarks are decoupled. For the gluino-pair model, an
effective three-body decay for�g � qq̄ �� 0

1 is used, with equal
branching fractions forq = u, d, c, s. Exclusion limits on
these models are set based on the squark or gluino mass and
the LSP mass, with all sparticles not directly involved in the
considered decay chains effectively being decoupled.

In the general gauge mediation models, the gravitino is
the LSP and the next-to-lightest SUSY particle (NLSP) is
a higgsino-like neutralino. The higgsino mass parameter,µ ,

and the gluino mass are free parameters. The U(1) and SU(2)
gaugino mass parameters,M1 andM2, are Þxed to be 1 TeV,
and the masses of all other sparticles are set at� 1.5 TeV. In
addition,µ is set to be positive to make�� 0

1 � Z �G the dom-
inant NLSP decay. The branching fraction for�� 0

1 � Z �G
varies with tan , the ratio of the vacuum expectation value
for the two Higgs doublets, and so two different values of
tan are used. At tan = 1.5, the branching fraction for
�� 0
1 � Z �G is large (about 97 %) [50], whereas setting

tan = 30 results in a considerable contribution (up to
40 %) from �� 0

1 � h �G. In these models,h is the light-
est CP-even SUSY Higgs boson, withmh = 126 GeV and
SM-like branching fractions. The dominant SUSY-particle
production mode in these scenarios is the strong produc-
tion of gluino pairs, which subsequently decay to the LSP
via several intermediate particles. An example decay mode
is shown in the diagram on the right in Fig.1. The grav-
itino mass is set to be sufÞciently small such that the NLSP
decays are prompt. The decay lengthc� NLSP (where� NLSP

is the lifetime of the NLSP) can vary depending onµ , and
is longest atµ = 120 GeV, where it is 2 mm, decreasing
to c� NLSP < 0.1 mm for µ � 150 GeV. The Þnite NLSP
lifetime is taken into account in the MC signal acceptance
and efÞciency determination.

All simpliÞed models are produced usingMadGraph5
1.3.33 with theCTEQ6L1PDF set, interfaced withPythia
6.426. The scale parameter for MLM matching [51] is set
at a quarter of the mass of the lightest strongly produced

123



318 Page 4 of 40 Eur. Phys. J. C (2015) 75 :318

sparticle in the matrix element. The SUSY mass spectra,
gluino branching fractions and the gluino decay width for the
GGM scenarios are calculated usingSuspect 2.41[52] and
Sdecay 1.3 [53]. The GGM signal samples are generated
usingPythia 6.423 with theMRST2007 LO� [54] PDF set.
The underlying event is modelled using theAUET2 tune for
all signal samples. Signals are normalised to cross sections
calculated at next-to-leading order (NLO) in	 s, including
the resummation of soft gluon emission at next-to-leading-
logarithmic accuracy (NLO+NLL) [55Ð59].

A full ATLAS detector simulation [60] using GEANT4
[61] is performed for most of the SM background MC sam-
ples. The signal and remaining SM MC samples use a fast
simulation [62], which employs a combination of a parame-
terisation of the response of the ATLAS electromagnetic and
hadronic calorimeters andGEANT4. To simulate the effect
of multiple pp interactions occurring during the same (in-
time) or a nearby (out-of-time) bunch-crossing, called pile-
up, minimum-bias interactions are generated and overlaid on
top of the hard-scattering process. These are produced using
Pythia8 with the A2 tune [63]. MC-to-data corrections are
made to simulated samples to account for small differences
in lepton identiÞcation and reconstruction efÞciencies, and
the efÞciency and misidentiÞcation rate associated with the
algorithm used to distinguish jets containingb-hadrons.

4 Physics object identiÞcation and selection

Electron candidates are reconstructed using energy clusters
in the electromagnetic calorimeter matched to ID tracks.
Electrons used in this analysis are assigned either ÒbaselineÓ
or ÒsignalÓ status. Baseline electrons are required to have
transverse energyET > 10 GeV, satisfy the ÒmediumÓ cri-
teria described in Ref. [64] and reside within|� | < 2.47
and not in the range 1.37 < |� | < 1.52. Signal electrons
are further required to be consistent with the primary ver-
tex and isolated with respect to other objects in the event,
with a pT-dependent isolation requirement. The primary ver-
tex is deÞned as the reconstructed vertex with the highest�

p2
T, where the summation includes all particle tracks with

pT > 400 MeV associated with a given reconstructed ver-
tex. Signal electrons withET < 25 GeV must additionally
satisfy the more stringent shower shape, track quality and
matching requirements of the ÒtightÓ selection criteria in
Ref. [64]. For electrons withET < 25 GeV (� 25 GeV),
the sum of the transverse momenta of all charged-particle
tracks withpT > 400 MeV associated with the primary ver-
tex, excluding the electron track, within� R = 0.3 (0.2)
surrounding the electron must be less than 16 % (10 %) of
the electronpT. Electrons withET < 25 GeV must reside
within a distance|z0 sin� | < 0.4 mm of the primary ver-

tex along the direction of the beamline2. The signiÞcance
of the transverse-plane distance of closest approach of the
electron to the primary vertex must be|d0/� d0| < 5. For
electrons withET � 25GeV,|z0| is required to be< 2 mm
and|d0| < 1 mm.

Baseline muons are reconstructed from either ID tracks
matched to a muon segment in the muon spectrometer or
combined tracks formed both from the ID and muon spec-
trometer [65]. They are required to be of good quality, as
described in Ref. [66], and to satisfypT > 10 GeV and
|� | < 2.4. Signal muons are further required to be isolated,
with the scalar sum of thepT of charged particle tracks asso-
ciated with the primary vertex, excluding the muon track,
within a cone of size� R < 0.3 surrounding the muon being
less than 12 % of the muonpT for muons withpT < 25 GeV.
For muons withpT � 25 GeV, the scalar sum of thepT of
charged-particle tracks associated with the primary vertex,
excluding the muon track, within� R < 0.2 surrounding
the muon must be less than 1.8 GeV. Signal muons with
pT < 25 GeV must also have|z0 sin� | 	 1 mm and
|d0/� d0| < 3. For the leptons selected by this analysis, the
d0 requirement is typically several times less restrictive than
the|d0/� d0| requirement.

Jets are reconstructed from topological clusters in the
calorimeter using the anti-kt algorithm [67] with a distance
parameter of 0.4. Each cluster is categorised as being elec-
tromagnetic or hadronic in origin according to its shape [68],
so as to account for the differing calorimeter response for
electrons/photons and hadrons. A cluster-level correction is
then applied to electromagnetic and hadronic energy deposits
using correction factors derived from both MC simulation
and data. Jets are corrected for expected pile-up contribu-
tions [69] and further calibrated to account for the calorimeter
response with respect to the true jet energy [70,71]. A small
residual correction is applied to the jets in data to account
for differences between response in data and MC simula-
tion. Baseline jets are selected withpT > 20 GeV. Events
in which these jets do not pass speciÞc jet quality require-
ments are rejected so as to remove events affected by detector
noise and non-collision backgrounds [72,73]. Signal jets are
required to satisfypT > 35 GeV and|� | < 2.5. To reduce
the impact of jets from pileup to a negligible level, jets with
pT < 50 GeV within|� | < 2.4 are further required to have
a jet vertex fraction|JVF| > 0.25. Here the JVF is thepT-
weighted fraction of tracks matched to the jet that are asso-
ciated with the primary vertex [74], with jets without any
associated tracks being assigned JVF= Š 1.

The MV1 neural network algorithm [75] identiÞes jets
containingb-hadrons using the impact parameters of asso-

2 The distance of closest approach between a particle object and the
primary vertex in the longitudinal (transverse) plane is denoted byz0
(d0).
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ciated tracks and any reconstructed secondary vertices. For
this analysis, the working point corresponding to a 60 %
efÞciency for taggingb-jets in simulatedt t̄ events is used,
resulting in a charm quark rejection factor of approximately
8 and a light quark/gluon jet rejection factor of about 600.
To ensure that each physics object is counted only once, an
overlap removal procedure is applied. If any two baseline
electrons reside within� R = 0.05 of one another, the elec-
tron with lowerET is discarded. Following this, any baseline
jets within � R = 0.2 of a baseline electron are removed.
After this, any baseline electron or muon residing within
� R = 0.4 of a remaining baseline jet is discarded. Finally,
to remove electrons originating from muon bremsstrahlung,
any baseline electron within� R = 0.01 of any remaining
baseline muon is removed from the event.

The Emiss
T is deÞned as the magnitude of the vector sum

of the transverse momenta of all photons, electrons, muons,
baseline jets and an additional Òsoft termÓ [76]. The soft term
includes clusters of energy in the calorimeter not associated
with any calibrated object, which are corrected for material
effects and the non-compensating nature of the calorime-
ter. Reconstructed photons used in theEmiss

T calculation are
required to satisfy the ÒtightÓ requirements of Ref. [77].

5 Event selection

Events selected for this analysis must have at least Þve tracks
with pT > 400 MeV associated with the primary vertex. Any
event containing a baseline muon with|z0 sin� | > 0.2 mm
or |d0| > 1 mm is rejected, to remove cosmic-ray events. To
reject events with fakeEmiss

T , those containing poorly mea-
sured muon candidates, characterised by large uncertainties
on the measured momentum, are also removed. If the invari-
ant mass of the two leading leptons in the event is less than
15 GeV the event is vetoed to suppress low-mass particle
decays and DrellÐYan production.

Events are required to contain at least two signal leptons
(electrons or muons). If more than two signal leptons are
present, the two with the largest values ofpT are selected.
These leptons must pass one of the leptonic triggers, with the
two leading leptons being matched, within� R < 0.15, to
the online trigger objects that triggered the event in the case
of the dilepton triggers. For events selected by a single-lepton
trigger, one of the two leading leptons must be matched to
the online trigger object in the same way. The leading lepton
in the event must havepT > 25 GeV and the sub-leading
lepton is required to havepT > 10Ð14 GeV, depending
on the pT theshold of the trigger selecting the event. For
the off-Z analysis, the sub-leading leptonpT threshold is
increased to 20 GeV. This is done to improve the accuracy of
the method for estimating ßavour-symmetric backgrounds,

discussed in Sect.6.2, in events with small dilepton invariant
mass. For the same reason, them�� threshold is also raised to
20 GeV in this search channel. The two leading leptons must
be oppositely charged, with the signal selection requiring
that these be same-ßavour (SF) lepton pairs. The different-
ßavour (DF) channel is also exploited to estimate certain
backgrounds, such as that due tot t̄ production. All events
are further required to contain at least two signal jets, since
this is the minimum expected jet multiplicity for the signal
models considered in this analysis.

Three types of region are used in the analysis. Control
regions (CRs) are used to constrain the SM backgrounds.
These backgrounds, estimated in the CRs, are Þrst extrap-
olated to the validation regions (VRs) as a cross check and
then to the signal regions (SRs), where an excess over the
expected background is searched for.

GGM scenarios are the target of the on-Z search, where
the �G from �� 0

1 � (Z/ h) + �G decays is expected to
result in Emiss

T . The Z boson mass window used for this
search is 81< m�� < 101 GeV. To isolate GGM sig-
nals with high gluino mass and high jet activity the on-
Z SR, SR-Z, is deÞned using requirements onEmiss

T and

HT =
�

i pjet,i
T + plepton,1

T + plepton,2
T , whereHT includes all

signal jets and the two leading leptons. Sinceb-jets are often,
but not always, expected in GGM decay chains, no require-
ment is placed onb-tagged jet multiplicity. Dedicated CRs
are deÞned in order to estimate the contribution of various
SM backgrounds to the SR. These regions are constructed
with selection criteria similar to those of the SR, differing
either in mll or MET ranges, or in lepton ßavour require-
ments. A comprehensive discussion of the various methods
used to perform these estimates follows in Sect.6. For the
SR and CRs, detailed in Table2, a further requirement on the
azimuthal opening angle between each of the leading two
jets and theEmiss

T (��( jet1,2, Emiss
T )) is introduced to reject

events with jet mismeasurements contributing to large fake
Emiss

T . This requirement is applied in the SR and two CRs
used in the on-Z search, all of which have highEmiss

T and
HT thresholds, at 225 and 600 GeV, respectively. Additional
VRs are deÞned at lowerEmiss

T andHT to cross-check the SM
background estimation methods. These are also sumarised in
Table2. The SR selection results in an acceptance times efÞ-
ciency of 2Ð4 %, including leptonicZ branching fractions,
for GGM signal models withµ > 400 GeV.

In the off-Z analysis, a search is performed in theZ boson
sidebands. TheZ boson mass window vetoed here is larger
than that selected in the on-Z analysis (m�� /
 [ 80, 110] GeV)
to maximiseZ boson rejection. An asymmetric window is
chosen to improve the suppression of boostedZ � µµ
events with muons whose momenta are overestimated, lead-
ing to largeEmiss

T . In this search, four SRs are deÞned by
requirements on jet multiplicity,b-tagged jet multiplicity,
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Table 2 Overview of all signal, control and validation regions used in
the on-Z search. More details are given in the text. TheEmiss

T signiÞ-
cance and the soft-term fractionfST needed in the seed regions for the

jet smearing method are deÞned in Sect.6.1. The ßavour combination
of the dilepton pair is denoted as either ÒSFÓ for same-ßavour or ÒDFÓ
for different ßavour

On-Z region Emiss
T (GeV) HT (GeV) njets m�� (GeV) SF/DF Emiss

T sig. (
�

GeV) fST ��( jet12, Emiss
T )

Signal regions

SR-Z > 225 > 600 � 2 81< m�� < 101 SF Ð Ð > 0.4

Control regions

Seed region Ð > 600 � 2 81< m�� < 101 SF < 0.9 < 0.6 Ð

CReµ > 225 > 600 � 2 81< m�� < 101 DF Ð Ð > 0.4

CRT > 225 > 600 � 2 m�� /
 [ 81, 101] SF Ð Ð > 0.4

Validation regions

VRZ < 150 > 600 � 2 81< m�� < 101 SF Ð Ð Ð

VRT 150Ð225 > 500 � 2 m�� /
 [ 81, 101] SF Ð Ð > 0.4

VRTZ 150Ð225 > 500 � 2 81< m�� < 101 SF Ð Ð > 0.4

Table 3 Overview of all signal,
control and validation regions
used in the off-Z analysis. For
SR-loose, events with two jets
(at least three jets) are required
to satisfyEmiss

T > 150 (100)
GeV. Further details are the
same as in Table2

Off-Z region Emiss
T (GeV) njets nbŠjets m�� (GeV) SF/DF

Signal regions

SR-2j-bveto > 200 � 2 = 0 m�� /
 [ 80, 110] SF

SR-2j-btag > 200 � 2 � 1 m�� /
 [ 80, 110] SF

SR-4j-bveto > 200 � 4 = 0 m�� /
 [ 80, 110] SF

SR-4j-btag > 200 � 4 � 1 m�� /
 [ 80, 110] SF

SR-loose > (150,100) (2, � 3) Ð m�� /
 [ 80, 110] SF

Control regions

CRZ-2j-bveto > 200 � 2 = 0 80< m�� < 110 SF

CRZ-2j-btag > 200 � 2 � 1 80< m�� < 110 SF

CRZ-4j-bveto > 200 � 4 = 0 80< m�� < 110 SF

CRZ-4j-btag > 200 � 4 � 1 80< m�� < 110 SF

CRZ-loose > (150,100) (2, � 3) Ð 80< m�� < 110 SF

CRT-2j-bveto > 200 � 2 = 0 m�� /
 [ 80, 110] DF

CRT-2j-btag > 200 � 2 � 1 m�� /
 [ 80, 110] DF

CRT-4j-bveto > 200 � 4 = 0 m�� /
 [ 80, 110] DF

CRT-4j-btag > 200 � 4 � 1 m�� /
 [ 80, 110] DF

CRT-loose > (150,100) (2, � 3) Ð m�� /
 [ 80, 110] DF

Validation regions

VR-offZ 100Ð150 = 2 Ð m�� /
 [ 80, 110] SF

and Emiss
T . The SR requirements are optimised for the sim-

pliÞed models of pair production of squarks (requiring at
least two jets) and gluinos (requiring at least four jets) dis-
cussed in Sect.3. Two SRs with ab-veto provide the best
sensitivity in the simpliÞed models considered here, since the
signalb-jet content is lower than that of the dominantt t̄ back-
ground. Orthogonal SRs with a requirement of at least one
b-tagged jet target other signal models not explicitly consid-
ered here, such as those with bottom squarks that are lighter
than the other squark ßavours. For these four SRs, the require-
ment Emiss

T > 200 GeV is imposed. In addition, one signal
region with requirements similar to those used in the CMS

search [24] is deÞned (SR-loose). These SRs and their respec-
tive CRs, which have the same jet andEmiss

T requirements, but
select differentm�� ranges or lepton ßavour combinations,
are deÞned in Table3.

The most sensitive off-Z SR for the squark-pair (gluino-
pair) model is SR-2j-bveto (SR-4j-bveto). Because the value
of them�� kinematic endpoint depends on unknown model
parameters, the analysis is performed over multiplem��

ranges for these two SRs. The dilepton mass windows con-
sidered for the SR-2j-bveto and SR-4j-bveto regions are pre-
sented in Sect.9. For the combinedee+ µµ channels, the typ-
ical signal acceptance times efÞciency values for the squark-
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pair (gluino-pair) model in the SR-2j-bveto (SR-4j-bveto)
region are 0.1Ð10 % (0.1Ð8 %) over the full dilepton mass
range.

The on-Z and off-Z searches are optimised for different
signal models and as such are deÞned with orthogonal SRs.
Given the different signatures probed, there are cases where
the CR of one search may overlap with the SR of the other.
Data events that fall in the off-Z SRs can comprise up to
60 % of the top CR for the on-Z analysis (CRT, deÞned in
Table2). Data events in SR-Z comprise up to 36 % of the
events in the CRs with 80< m�� < 110 GeV that are used to
normalise theZ + jets background in the off-Z analysis, but
the potential impact on the background prediction is small
because theZ + jets contribution is a small fraction of the
total background. For the following analysis, each search
assumes only signal contamination from the speciÞc signal
model they are probing.

6 Background estimation

The dominant background processes in the signal regions,
and those that are expected to be most difÞcult to model
using MC simulation, are estimated using data-driven tech-
niques. With SRs deÞned at largeEmiss

T , any contribution
from Z/
 � + jets will be a consequence of artiÞcially high
Emiss

T in the event due to, for example, jet mismeasurements.
This background must be carefully estimated, particularly
in the on-Z search, since the peakingZ/
 � + jets back-
ground can mimic the signal. This background is expected
to constitute, in general, less than 10 % of the total back-
ground in the off-Z SRs and have a negligible contribution to
SR-Z.

In both the off-Z and on-Z signal regions, the dominant
backgrounds come from so-called Òßavour-symmetricÓ pro-
cesses, where the dileptonic branching fractions toee, µµ
andeµ have a 1:1:2 ratio such that the same-ßavour contribu-
tions can be estimated using information from the different-
ßavour contribution. This group of backgrounds is dominated
by t t̄ and also includesW W, single top (Wt) andZ � � �
production, and makes up� 60 % (� 90 %) of the predicted
background in the on-Z (off-Z) SRs.

Diboson backgrounds with realZ boson production, while
small in the off-Z regions, contribute up to 25 % of the total
background in the on-Z regions. These backgrounds are esti-
mated using MC simulation, as are Òrare topÓ backgrounds,
includingt t̄ + W(W)/ Z (i.e. t t̄ + W, t t̄ + Z andt t̄ + W W)
andt + Z processes. All backgrounds that are estimated from
MC simulation are subject to carefully assessed theoretical
and experimental uncertainties.

Other processes, including those that might be present
due to mis-reconstructed jets entering as leptons, can con-
tribute up to 10 % (6 %) in the on-Z (off-Z) SRs. The back-

ground estimation techniques followed in the on-Z and off-Z
searches are similar, with a few well-motivated exceptions.

6.1 Estimation of theZ/
 � + jets background

6.1.1 Z/
 � + jets background in the off-Z search

In the off-Z signal regions, the background fromZ/
 � + jets
is due to off-shellZ bosons and photons, or to on-shell
Z bosons with lepton momenta that are mismeasured. The
region with dilepton mass in the range 80< m�� < 110
GeV is not considered as a search region. To estimate the
contribution fromZ/
 � + jets outside of this range, dilep-
ton mass shape templates are derived fromZ/
 � + jets MC
events. These shape templates are normalised to data in con-
trol regions with the same selection as the corresponding
signal regions, but with the requirement onm�� inverted
to 80 < m�� < 110 GeV, to select a sample enriched in
Z/
 � + jets events. These CRs are deÞned in Table3.

6.1.2 Z/
 � + jets background in the on-Z search

The assessment of the peaking background due toZ/
 � +
jets in the on-Z signal regions requires careful consideration.
The events that populate the signal regions result from mis-
measurements of physics objects where, for example, one
of the Þnal-state jets has its energy underestimated, result-
ing in an overestimate of the totalEmiss

T in the event. Due
to the difÞculties of modelling instrumentalEmiss

T in simula-
tion, MC events are not relied upon alone for the estimation
of the Z/
 � + jets background. A data-driven technique is
used as the nominal method for estimating this background.
This technique conÞrms the expectation from MC simulation
that theZ + jets background is negligible in the SR.

The primary method used to model theZ/
 � + jets back-
ground in SR-Z is the so-called Òjet smearingÓ method, which
is described in detail in Ref. [78]. This involves deÞning a
region with Z/
 � + jets events containing well-measured
jets (at lowEmiss

T ), known as the ÒseedÓ region. The jets in
these events are then smeared using functions that describe
the detectorÕs jetpT response and� resolution as a function of
jet pT, creating a set of pseudo-data events. The jet-smearing
method provides an estimate for the contribution from events
containing both fakeEmiss

T , from object mismeasurements,
and realEmiss

T , from neutrinos in heavy-ßavour quark decays,
by using different response functions for light-ßavour andb-
tagged jets. The response function is measured by compar-
ing generator-level jetpT to reconstructed jetpT in Pythia8
dijet MC events, generated using the CT10 NLO PDF set.
This function is then tuned to data, based on a dijet balance
analysis in which thepT asymmetry is used to constrain the
width of the Gaussian core. The non-Gaussian tails of the
response function are corrected based on� 3-jet events in
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data, selected such that theEmiss
T in each event points either

towards, or in the opposite direction to one of the jets. This
ensures that one of the jets is clearly associated with the
Emiss

T , and the jet response can then be described in terms of
theEmiss

T and reconstructed jetpT. This procedure results in
a good estimate of the overall jet response.

In order to calculate theEmiss
T distribution of the pseudo-

data, theEmiss
T is recalculated using the new (smeared) jet

pT and� . The distribution of pseudo-data events is then nor-
malised to data in the low-Emiss

T region (10< Emiss
T < 50

GeV) of a validation region, denoted VRZ, after the require-
ment of��( jet1,2, Emiss

T ) > 0.4. This is deÞned in Table2
and is designed to be representative of the signal region but
at lower Emiss

T , where the contamination for relevant GGM
signal models is expected to be less than 1 %.

The seed region must contain events with topologies sim-
ilar to those expected in the signal region. To ensure that this
is the case, theHT and jet multiplicity requirements applied
to the seed region remain the same as in the signal region,
while theEmiss

T threshold of 225 GeV is removed, as shown
in Table2. Although the seed events should have little to no
Emiss

T , enforcing a direct upper limit onEmiss
T can introduce

a bias in the jetpT distribution in the seed region compared
with the signal region. To avoid this, a requirement on the
Emiss

T signiÞcance, deÞned as:

Emiss
T sig. =

Emiss
T� �

Ejet
T +

�
Esoft

T

, (1)

is used in the seed region. Here
�

Ejet
T and

�
Esoft

T are
the summedET from the baseline jets and the low-energy
calorimeter deposits not associated with Þnal-state physics
objects, respectively. Placing a requirement on this variable
does not produce a shape difference between jetpT distribu-
tions in the seed and signal regions, while effectively select-
ing well-balancedZ/
 � + jets events in the seed region.
This requirement is also found to result in no event overlap
between the seed region and SR-Z.

In the seed region an additional requirement is placed
on the soft-term fraction,fST, deÞned as the fraction of
the total Emiss

T in an event originating from calorimeter
energy deposits not associated with a calibrated lepton or
jet ( fST =

�
Emiss,Soft

T / Emiss
T ), to select events with small

fST. This is useful because events with large values of fake
Emiss

T tend to have low soft-term fractions (fST < 0.6).
The requirements on theEmiss

T signiÞcance andfST are
initially optimised by applying the jet smearing method to
Z/
 � + jets MC events and testing the agreement in the
Emiss

T spectrum between direct and smeared MC events in
the VRZ. This closure test is performed using the response
function derived from MC simulation.

The Z/
 � + jets background predominantly comes from
events where a single jet is grossly mismeasured, since the

mismeasurement of additional jets is unlikely, and can lead to
smearing that reduces the totalEmiss

T . The requirement on the
opening angle in� between either of the leading two jets and
the Emiss

T , ��( jet1,2, Emiss
T ) > 0.4, strongly suppresses this

background. The estimate of theZ/
 � + jets background is
performed both with and without this requirement, in order to
aid in the interpretation of the results in the SR, as described
in Sect.8. The optimisation of theEmiss

T signiÞcance andfST

requirements are performed separately with and without the
requirement, although the optimal values are not found to
differ signiÞcantly.

The jet smearing method using the data-corrected jet
response function is validated in VRZ, comparing smeared
pseudo-data to data. The resultingEmiss

T distributions show
agreement within uncertainties assessed based on varying
the response function and theEmiss

T signiÞcance requirement
in the seed region. TheEmiss

T distribution in VRZ, with the
additional requirement��( jet1,2, Emiss

T ) > 0.4, is shown in
Fig. 2. Here theEmiss

T range extends only up to 100 GeV,
sincet t̄ events begin to dominate at higherEmiss

T values. The
pseudo-data to data agreement in VRZ motivates the Þnal
determination of theEmiss

T signiÞcance requirement used for
the seed region (Emiss

T sig. < 0.9). Backgrounds containing
real Emiss

T , including t t̄ and diboson production, are taken
from MC simulation for this check. The chosen values are
detailed in Table2 with a summary of the kinematic require-
ments imposed on the seed andZ validation region. Extrap-
olating the jet smearing estimate to the signal regions yields
the results detailed in Table4. The data-driven estimate is
compatible with the MC expectation that theZ + jets back-
ground contributes signiÞcantly less than one event in SR-Z.

6.2 Estimation of the ßavour-symmetric backgrounds

The dominant background in the signal regions ist t̄ produc-
tion, resulting in two leptons in the Þnal state, with lesser con-
tributors including the production of dibosons (W W), single
top quarks (Wt) and Z bosons that decay to� leptons. For
these the so-called Òßavour-symmetryÓ method can be used
to estimate, in a data-driven way, the contribution from these
processes in the same-ßavour channels using their measured
contribution to the different-ßavour channels.

6.2.1 Flavour-symmetric background in the on-Z search

The ßavour-symmetry method uses a control region, CReµ
in the case of the on-Z search, which is deÞned to be identical
to the signal region, but in the different-ßavoureµ channel.
In CReµ , the expected contamination due to GGM signal
processes of interest is< 3%.

The number of data events observed (Ndata
eµ ) in this control

region is corrected by subtracting the expected contribution
from backgrounds that are not ßavour symmetric. The back-
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Fig. 2 Distribution of Emiss
T in the electron (left) and muon (right)

channel in VRZ of the on-Z analysis following the requirement of
��( jet1,2, Emiss

T ) > 0.4. Here theZ/
 � + jets background (solid blue)
is modelled usingpT- and� -smeared pseudo-data events. Thehatched
uncertainty bandincludes the statistical uncertainty on the simulated

event samples and the systematic uncertainty on the jet-smearing esti-
mate due to the jet response function and the seed selection. The back-
grounds due toW Z, Z Z or rare top processes, as well as from lepton
fakes, are included under ÒOther BackgroundsÓ

Table 4 Number ofZ/
 � + jets background events estimated in the
on-Z signal region (SR-Z) using the jet smearing method. This is com-
pared with the prediction from theSherpa MC simulation. The quoted
uncertainties include those due to statistical and systematic effects (see
Sect.7)

Signal region Jet-smearing Z+jets MC

SR-Zee 0.05± 0.04 0.05± 0.03

SR-Zµµ 0.02+ 0.03
Š0.02 0.09± 0.05

ground with the largest impact on this correction is that due
to fake leptons, with the estimate provided by the matrix
method, described in Sect.6.3, being used in the subtrac-
tion. All other contributions, which includeW Z, Z Z, t Z
andt t̄ + W(W)/ Z processes, are taken directly from MC
simulation. This corrected number,Ndata,corr

eµ , is related to
the expected number in the same-ßavour channels,Nest

ee/µµ ,
by the following relations:

Nest
ee =

1
2

Ndata,corr
eµ kee	,

Nest
µµ =

1
2

Ndata,corr
eµ kµµ 	, (2)

where kee and kµµ are electron and muon selection efÞ-
ciency factors and	 accounts for the different trigger efÞcien-
cies for same-ßavour and different-ßavour dilepton combi-
nations. The selection efÞciency factors are calculated using
the ratio of dielectron and dimuon events in VRZ according
to:

kee =

�
Ndata

ee (VRZ)
Ndata

µµ (VRZ)
,

kµµ =

�
Ndata

µµ (VRZ)

Ndata
ee (VRZ)

,

	 =

�
� ee

trig� µµ
trig

� eµ
trig

, (3)

where� ee
trig, � µµ

trig and� eµ
trig are the efÞciencies of the dielectron,

dimuon and electronÐmuon trigger conÞgurations, respec-
tively, and Ndata

ee(µµ) (VRZ) is the number ofee (µµ ) data
events in VRZ. These selection efÞciency factors are cal-
culated separately for the cases where both leptons fall
within the barrel, both fall within the endcap regions, and
for barrelÐendcap combinations. This is motivated by the
fact that the trigger efÞciencies differ in the central and
more forward regions of the detector. This estimate is found
to be consistent with that resulting from the use of single
global k factors, which provides a simpler but less precise
estimate. In each case thek factors are close to 1.0, and
the Nest

ee or Nest
µµ estimates obtained usingk factors from

each conÞguration are consistent with one another to within
0.2� .

The ßavour-symmetric background estimate was chosen
as the nominal method prior to examining the data yields
in the signal region, since it relies less heavily on simula-
tion and provides the most precise estimate. This data-driven
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VRT 
(HT > 500 GeV) 
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(HT > 600 GeV) 

SR-Z 
(HT > 600 GeV) 

VRT 
(HT > 500 GeV) 

VRTZ 
(HT > 500 GeV) 

CRT 
(HT > 600 GeV) 

Fig. 3 Diagram indicating the position in theEmiss
T versus dilepton

invariant mass plane of SR-Z, the control region CRT, and the two
validation regions (VRT and VRTZ) used to validate the sideband Þt
for the on-Z search. VRT and VRTZ have lowerHT thresholds than
CRT and SR-Z

method is cross-checked using theZ boson mass sidebands
(m�� /
 [ 81, 101] GeV) to Þt thet t̄ MC events to data in a
top control region, CRT. The results are then extrapolated
to the signal region in theZ boson mass window, as illus-
trated in Fig.3. All other backgrounds estimated using the
ßavour-symmetry method are taken directly from MC simu-
lation for this cross-check. Here,Z/
 � + jets MC events are
used to model the small residualZ/
 � + jets background
in the control region, while the jet smearing method pro-
vides the estimate in the signal region. The normalisation of
thet t̄ sample obtained from the Þt is 0.52± 0.12 times the
nominal MC normalisation, where the uncertainty includes
all experimental and theoretical sources of uncertainty as
discussed in Sect.7. This result is compatible with obser-
vations from other ATLAS analyses, which indicate that
MC simulation tends to overestimate data in regions domi-
nated byt t̄ events accompanied by much jet activity [79,80].
MC simulation has also been seen to overestimate contri-
butions fromt t̄ processes in regions with highEmiss

T [81].
In selections with highEmiss

T but including lowerHT, such
as those used in the off-Z analysis, this downwards scal-
ing is less dramatic. The results of the cross-check using
the Z boson mass sidebands are shown in Table5, with the
sideband Þt yielding a prediction slightly higher than, but
consistent with, the ßavour-symmetry estimate. This test is
repeated varying the MC simulation sample used to model
the t t̄ background. The nominalPowheg+Pythia t t̄ MC
sample is replaced with a sample usingAlpgen , and the
Þt is performed again. The same test is performed using
a Powheg t t̄ MC sample that usesHerwig , rather than
Pythia , for the parton shower. In all cases the estimates are
found to be consistent within 1� . This cross-check using
t t̄ MC events is further validated in identical regions with
intermediateEmiss

T (150 < Emiss
T < 225 GeV) and slightly

looserHT requirements (HT > 500 GeV), as illustrated in
Fig. 3. Here the extrapolation inm�� between the sideband
region (VRT) and the on-Z region (VRTZ) shows consistent

Table 5 The number of events for the ßavour-symmetric background
estimate in the on-Z signal region (SR-Z) using the data-driven method
based on data in CReµ . This is compared with the prediction for the
sum of the ßavour-symmetric backgrounds (W W, tW, t t̄ andZ � � � )
from a sideband Þt to data in CRT. In each case the combined statistical
and systematic uncertainties are indicated

Signal region Flavour-symmetry Sideband Þt

SR-Zee 2.8 ± 1.4 4.9 ± 1.5

SR-Zµµ 3.3 ± 1.6 5.3 ± 1.9

results within approximately 1� between data and the Þtted
prediction.

The ßavour-symmetry method is also tested in these VRs.
An overview of the nominal background predictions, using
the ßavour-symmetry method, in CRT and these VRs is
shown in Fig.4. This summary includes CRT, VRT, VRTZ
and two variations of VRT and VRTZ. The Þrst variation,
denoted VRT/VRTZ (highHT), shows VRT/ VRTZ with
an increasedHT threshold (HT > 600 GeV), which pro-
vides a sample of events very close to the SR. The second
variation, denoted VRT/VRTZ (highEmiss

T ), shows VRT/
VRTZ with the sameEmiss

T cut as SR-Z, but the require-
ment 400< HT < 600 GeV is added to provide a sample of
events very close to the SR. In all cases the data are consistent
with the prediction. GGM signal processes near the boundary
of the expected excluded region are expected to contribute
little to the normalisation regions, with contamination at the
level of up to 4 % in CRT and 3 % in VRT. The correspond-
ing contamination in VRTZ is expected to be� 10 % across
most of the relevant parameter space, increasing to a maxi-
mum value of� 50 % in the region nearm( �g) = 700 GeV,
µ = 200 GeV.

6.2.2 Flavour-symmetric background in the off-Z search

The background estimation method of Eq. (2) is extended to
allow a prediction of the background dilepton mass shape,
which is used explicitly to discriminate signal from back-
ground in the off-Z search. In addition to thek and	 cor-
rection factors, a third correction factorS(i ) is introduced
(wherei indicates the dilepton mass bin):

Nest
ee (i ) =

1
2

Ndata,corr
eµ (i )kee	 See(i ),

Nest
µµ (i ) =

1
2

Ndata,corr
eµ (i )kµµ 	 Sµµ (i ). (4)

These shape correction factors account for different recon-
structed dilepton mass shapes in theee, µµ , andeµ chan-
nels, which result from two effects. First, the ofßine selec-
tion efÞciencies for electrons and muons depend differently
on the leptonpT and� . For electrons, the ofßine selection
efÞciency increases slowly withpT, while it has very lit-
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Fig. 4 The observed and
expected yields in CRT and the
VRs in theZ boson mass
sidebands (left) and theZ boson
mass window (right) regions.
Thebottom plotshows the
difference in standard deviations
between the observed and
expected yields. The
backgrounds due toW Z, Z Z or
rare top processes, as well as
from lepton fakes, are included
under ÒOther BackgroundsÓ
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tle dependence onpT for muons. Second, the combinations
of single-lepton and dilepton triggers used for theee, µµ ,
andeµ channels have different efÞciencies with respect to
the ofßine selection. In particular, foreµ events the trig-
ger efÞciency with respect to the ofßine selection at low
m�� is 80 %, which is 10Ð15 % lower than the trigger efÞ-
ciencies in theee and µµ channels. To correct for these
two effects,t t̄ MC simulation is used. The dilepton mass
shape in theee or µµ channel is compared to that in the
eµ channel, after scaling the latter by the	 - and k-factor
trigger and lepton selection efÞciency corrections. The ratio
of the dilepton mass distributions,Nee(m�� )/ Neµ (m�� ) or
Nµµ (m�� )/ Neµ (m�� ), is Þtted with a second-order polyno-
mial, which is then applied as a correction factor, along with
	 and k, to the eµ distribution in data. These correction

factors have an impact on the predicted background yields
of approximately a few percent in theee channel and up
to � 10Ð15 % in theµµ channel, depending on the signal
region.

The background estimation methodology is validated in a
region with exactly two jets and 100< Emiss

T < 150 GeV
(VR-offZ). The ßavour-symmetric category contributes more
than 95 % of the total background in this region. The dom-
inant systematic uncertainty on the background prediction
is the 6 % uncertainty on the trigger efÞciency	 -factor.
The observed dilepton mass shapes are compared to the
SM expectations in Fig.5, indicating consistency between
the data and the expected background yields. The observed
yields and expected backgrounds in the below-Z and above-
Z regions are presented in Appendix. For signal models near
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Fig. 5 The observed and expected dilepton mass distributions in the
electron (left) and muon (right) channel of the validation region (VR-
offZ) of the off-Z search. Data (black points) are compared to the sum
of expected backgrounds (solid histograms). Thevertical dashed lines
indicate the 80< m�� < 110 GeV region, which is used to normalise
the Z + jets background. Example signal models (dashed lines) are

overlaid, withm( �q), m( �� 0
2 )/ m( �� ±

1 ), m( ��)/ m( ��) , andm( �� 0
1 ) of each

benchmark point being indicated in the Þgure legend. Thebottom plots
show the ratio of the data to expected background. Theerror barsindi-
cate the statistical uncertainty in data, while theshaded bandindicates
the total background uncertainty. The last bin contains the overßow
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the edge of the sensitivity of this analysis, the contamination
from signal events in VR-offZ is less than 3 %.

6.3 Fake-lepton contribution

Events fromW � �� + jets, semileptonict t̄ and single top
(s- andt-channel) contribute to the background in the dilep-
ton channels due to ÒfakeÓ leptons. These include leptons
from b-hadron decays, misidentiÞed hadrons or converted
photons, and are estimated from data using a matrix method,
which is described in detail in Ref. [82]. This method involves
creating a control sample using baseline leptons, thereby
loosening the lepton isolation and identiÞcation requirements
and increasing the probability of selecting a fake lepton. For
each control or signal region, the relevant requirements are
applied to this control sample, and the number of events with
leptons that pass or fail the subsequent signal-lepton require-
ments are counted. Denoting the number of events passing
signal lepton requirements byNpassand the number failing
by Nfail , the number of events containing a fake lepton for a
single-lepton selection is given by

Nfake =
Nfail Š (1/� real Š 1)Npass

(1/� fake Š 1/� real)
, (5)

where� fake is the efÞciency with which fake leptons passing
the baseline lepton selection also pass signal lepton require-
ments and� real is the relative identiÞcation efÞciency (from
baseline to signal lepton selection) for real leptons. This prin-
ciple is expanded to a dilepton sample using a four-by-four
matrix to account for the various possible realÐfake combi-
nations for the two leading leptons in the event.

The efÞciency for fake leptons is estimated in control
regions enriched with multi-jet events. Events are selected if
they contain at least one baseline lepton, one signal jet with
pT > 60 GeV and lowEmiss

T (< 30 GeV). The background
due to processes containing prompt leptons, estimated from
MC samples, is subtracted from the total data contribution
in this region. From the resulting data sample the fraction
of events in which the baseline leptons pass signal lepton
requirements gives the fake efÞciency. This calculation is
performed separately for events withb-tagged jets and those
without to take into account the various sources from which
fake leptons originate. The real-lepton efÞciency is estimated
usingZ � � + � Š events in a data sample enriched with lep-
tonically decayingZ bosons. Both the real-lepton and fake-
lepton efÞciencies are further binned as a function ofpT and
� .

6.4 Estimation of other backgrounds

The remaining background processes, including diboson
events with aZ boson decaying to leptons and thet t̄ +

W(W)/ Z andt + Z backgrounds, are estimated from MC
simulation. In these cases the most accurate theoretical cross
sections available are used, as summarised in Table1. Care
is taken to ensure that the ßavour-symmetric component of
these backgrounds (for events where the two leptons do not
originate from the sameZ decay) is not double-counted.

7 Systematic uncertainties

Systematic uncertainties have an impact on the predicted sig-
nal region yields from the dominant backgrounds, the fake-
lepton estimation, and the yields from backgrounds predicted
using simulation alone. The expected signal yields are also
affected by systematic uncertainties. All sources of system-
atic uncertainty considered are discussed in the following
subsections.

7.1 Experimental uncertainties

The experimental uncertainties arise from the modelling of
both the signal processes and backgrounds estimated using
MC simulation. Uncertainties associated with the jet energy
scale (JES) are assessed using both simulation and in-situ
measurements [70,71]. The JES uncertainty is inßuenced by
the event topology, ßavour composition, jetpT and � , as
well as by the pile-up. The jet energy resolution (JER) is also
affected by pile-up, and is estimated using in-situ measure-
ments [83]. An uncertainty associated with the JVF require-
ment for selected jets is also applied by varying the JVF
threshold up (0.28) and down (0.21) with respect to the nom-
inal value of 0.25. This range of variation is chosen based on
a comparison of the efÞciency of a JVF requirement in dijet
events in data and MC simulation.

To distinguish between heavy-ßavour-enriched and light-
ßavour-enriched event samples,b-jet tagging is used. The
uncertainties associated with theb-tagging efÞciency and the
light/charm quark mis-tag rates are measured int t̄ -enriched
samples [84,85] and dijet samples [86], respectively.

Small uncertainties on the lepton energy scales and
momentum resolutions are measured inZ � � + � Š , J/� �
� + � Š andW � � ± � event samples [64]. These are propa-
gated to theEmiss

T uncertainty, along with the uncertainties
due to the JES and JER. An additional uncertainty on the
energy scale of topological clusters in the calorimeters not
associated with reconstructed objects (theEmiss

T soft term) is
also applied to theEmiss

T calculation.
The trigger efÞciency is assigned a 5 % uncertainty fol-

lowing studies comparing the efÞciency in simulation to that
measured inZ � � + � Š events in data.

The data-driven background estimates are subject to
uncertainties associated with the methods employed and
the limited number of events used in their estimation. The
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Z/
 � + jets background estimate has an uncertainty to
account for differences between pseudo-data and MC events,
the choice of seed region deÞnition, the statistical precision
of the seed region, and the jet response functions used to cre-
ate the pseudo-data. Uncertainties in the ßavour-symmetric
background estimate include those related to the electron and
muon selection efÞciency factorskeeandkµµ , the trigger efÞ-
ciency factor	 , and, for the off-Z search only, the dilepton
mass shapeS(i ) reweighting factors. Uncertainties attributed
to the subtraction of the non-ßavour-symmetric backgrounds,
and those due to limited statistical precision in theeµ con-
trol regions, are also included. Finally, an uncertainty derived
from the difference in real-lepton efÞciency observed int t̄
and Z � � + � Š events is assigned to the fake-background
prediction. An additional uncertainty due to the number of
events in the control samples used to derive the real efÞcien-
cies and fake rates is assigned to this background, as well as
a 20 % uncertainty on the MC background subtraction in the
control samples.

7.2 Theoretical uncertainties on background processes

For all backgrounds estimated from MC simulation, the fol-
lowing theoretical uncertainties are considered. The uncer-
tainties due to the choice of factorisation and renormalisation
scales are calculated by varying the nominal values by a factor
of two. Uncertainties on the PDFs are evaluated following the
prescription recommended byPDF4LHC[87]. Total cross-
section uncertainties of 22 % [37] and 50 % are applied to
t t̄ + W/Z andt t̄ + W W sub-processes, respectively. For the
t t̄ + W andt t̄ + Z sub-processes, an additional uncertainty
is evaluated by comparing samples generated with different
numbers of partons, to account for the impact of the Þnite
number of partons generated in the nominal samples. For the
W Z andZ Z diboson samples, a parton shower uncertainty
is estimated by comparing samples showered withPythia
andHerwig+Jimmy [88,89] and cross-section uncertainties
of 5 and 7 % are applied, respectively. These cross-section

uncertainties are estimated from variations of the value of the
strong coupling constant, the PDF and the generator scales.
For the small contribution fromt + Z, a 50 % uncertainty
is assigned. Finally, a statistical uncertainty derived from the
Þnite size of the MC samples used in the background esti-
mation process is included.

7.3 Dominant uncertainties on the background estimates

The dominant uncertainties in each signal region, along with
their values relative to the total background expectation, are
summarised in Table6. In all signal regions the largest uncer-
tainty is that associated with the ßavour-symmetric back-
ground. The statistical uncertainty on the ßavour-symmetric
background due to the Þnite data yields in theeµ CRs is
24 % in the on-Z SR. This statistical uncertainty is also the
dominant uncertainty for all SRs of the off-Z analysis except
for SR-loose, for which the systematic uncertainty on the
ßavour-symmetric background prediction dominates. In SR-
Z the combined MC generator and parton shower modelling
uncertainty on theW Z background (7 %), as well as the
uncertainty due to the fake-lepton background (14 %), are
also important.

7.4 Theoretical uncertainties on signal processes

Signal cross sections are calculated to next-to-leading order
in the strong coupling constant, adding the resummation
of soft gluon emission at NLO+ NLL accuracy [55Ð59].
The nominal cross section and the uncertainty are taken
from an envelope of cross-section predictions using differ-
ent PDF sets and factorisation and renormalisation scales,
as described in Ref. [90]. For the simpliÞed models the
uncertainty on the initial-state radiation modelling is impor-
tant in the case of small mass differences during the cas-
cade decays.MadGraph+Pythia samples are used to assess
this uncertainty, with the factorisation and normalisation
scale, theMadGraph parameter used for jet matching, the

Table 6 Overview of the dominant sources of systematic uncertainty
on the background estimate in the signal regions. Their relative values
with respect to the total background expectation are shown (in %). For

the off-Z region, the full dilepton mass range is used, and in all cases
theee+ µµ contributions are considered together

Source Relative systematic uncertainty (%)

SR-Z SR-loose SR-2j-bveto SR-2j-btag SR-4j-bveto SR-4j-btag

Total systematic uncertainty 29 7.1 13 9.3 30 15

Flavour-symmetry statistical 24 1.7 9.3 6.2 23 12

Flavour-symmetry systematic 4 5.7 6.7 5.9 11 6.6

Z/
 � + jets Ð 2.1 6.3 3.5 14 7.0

Fake lepton 14 3.2 1.4 1.2 1.8 2.2

W Z MC + parton shower 7 Ð Ð Ð Ð Ð
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Table 7 Results in the on-Z SRs (SR-Z). The ßavour symmetric,
Z/
 � + jets and fake-lepton background components are all derived
using data-driven estimates described in the text. All other backgrounds

are taken from MC simulation. The displayed uncertainties include the
statistical and systematic uncertainty components combined

Channel SR-Zee SR-Zµµ SR-Z same-ßavour combined

Observed events 16 13 29

Expected background events 4.2 ± 1.6 6.4 ± 2.2 10.6 ± 3.2

Flavour-symmetric backgrounds 2.8 ± 1.4 3.3 ± 1.6 6.0 ± 2.6

Z/
 � + jets (jet-smearing) 0.05± 0.04 0.02+ 0.03
Š0.02 0.07± 0.05

Rare top 0.18± 0.06 0.17± 0.06 0.35± 0.12

W Z/Z Z diboson 1.2 ± 0.5 1.7 ± 0.6 2.9 ± 1.0

Fake leptons 0.1+ 0.7
Š0.1 1.2+ 1.3

Š1.2 1.3+ 1.7
Š1.3
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Fig. 6 The dilepton mass (top) and Emiss
T (bottom) distributions for

the electron (left) and muon (right) channel in the on-Z SRs after hav-
ing applied the requirement��( jet1,2, Emiss

T ) > 0.4. All uncertain-
ties are included in thehatched uncertainty band. Two example GGM
(tan = 1.5) signal models are overlaid. For theEmiss

T distributions, the

last bin contains the overßow. The backgrounds due toW Z, Z Z or rare
top processes, as well as from fake leptons, are included under ÒOther
BackgroundsÓ. The negligible contribution fromZ+jets is omitted from
these distributions

MadGraph parameter used to set the QCD radiation scale
and thePythia parameter responsible for the value of the
QCD scale for Þnal-state radiation, each being varied up and

down by a factor of two. The resulting uncertainty on the
signal acceptance is up to� 25 % in regions with small mass
differences within the decay chains.
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Fig. 7 The HT (top) and jet multiplicity (bottom) distributions for the
electron (left) and muon (right) channel in the on-Z SRs after hav-
ing applied the requirement��( jet1,2, Emiss

T ) > 0.4. All uncertain-
ties are included in thehatched uncertainty band. Two example GGM
(tan = 1.5) signal models are overlaid. For theHT distributions, the

last bin contains the overßow. The backgrounds due toW Z, Z Z or rare
top processes, as well as from fake leptons, are included under ÒOther
BackgroundsÓ. The negligible contribution fromZ+jets is omitted from
these distributions

8 Results

For the on-Z search, the resulting background estimates in the
signal regions, along with the observed event yields, are dis-
played in Table7. The dominant backgrounds are those due
to ßavour-symmetric andW Z andZ Z diboson processes. In
the electron and muon channel combined, 10.6 ± 3.2 events
are expected and 29 are observed. For each of these regions,
a local probability for the background estimate to produce
a ßuctuation greater than or equal to the excess observed
in the data is calculated using pseudo-experiments. When
expressed in terms of the number of standard deviations, this
value is referred to as the local signiÞcance, or simply the
signiÞcance. These signiÞcances are quantiÞed in the last
column of Table11 and correspond to a 1.7� deviation in
the muon channel and a 3.0� deviation in the electron chan-

nel, with the combined signiÞcance, calculated from the sum
of the background predictions and observed yields in the
muon and electron channels, being 3.0� . The uncertainties
on the background predictions in theee and µµ channels
are correlated as they are dominated by the statistical uncer-
tainty of theeµ data sample that is used to derive the ßavour-
symmetric background in both channels. Since this sample is
common to both channels, the relative statistical error on the
ßavour-symmetric background estimation does not decrease
when combining theee and µµ channels. No excess was
reported in the CMS analysis of theZ + jets+ Emiss

T Þnal
state based on

�
s = 8 TeV data [24]; however, the kinematic

requirements used in that search differ from those used in this
paper.

Dilepton invariant mass andEmiss
T distributions in the

electron and muon on-Z SR are shown in Fig.6, with
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Fig. 8 The distribution of the�� between the leading jet andEmiss
T

(top) and the sub-leading jet andEmiss
T (bottom) for the electron (left)

and muon (right) channel in the on-Z SRs before having applied the
requirement��( jet1,2, Emiss

T ) > 0.4. All uncertainties are included

in the hatched uncertainty band. Two example GGM (tan = 1.5)
signal models are overlaid. The backgrounds due toW Z, Z Z or rare
top processes, as well as from fake leptons, are included under ÒOther
BackgroundsÓ

HT and jet multiplicity being shown in Fig.7. For the SR
selection a requirement is imposed to reject events with
��( jet1,2, Emiss

T ) < 0.4 to further suppress the background
from Z/
 � + jets processes with mismeasured jets.

In Fig. 8, the distribution of events in the on-Z SR as
a function of��( jet1,2, Emiss

T ) (before this requirement is
applied) is shown. In these Þgures the shapes of the ßavour-
symmetric andZ/
 � + jets backgrounds are derived using
MC simulation and the normalisation is taken according to
the data driven estimate.

For the off-Z search, the dilepton mass distributions in
the Þve SRs are presented in Figs.9 and10, and summarised
in Fig. 11. The expected backgrounds and observed yields
in the below-Z and above-Z regions for SR-2j-bveto, SR-
4j-bveto, and SR-loose are presented in Tables8, 9, and10,
respectively. Corresponding results for SR-2j-btag and SR-
4j-btag are presented in Sect.1. The data are consistent with
the expected SM backgrounds in all regions. In the SR-loose

region with 20 < m�� < 70 GeV, similar to the region
in which the CMS Collaboration observed a 2.6� excess,
1133 events are observed, compared to an expectation of
1190± 40± 70 events.

9 Interpretation of results

In this section, exclusion limits are shown for the SUSY
models described in Sect.3. The asymptoticC LS prescrip-
tion [91], implemented in the HistFitter program [92], is
used to determine upper limits at 95 % conÞdence level
(CL). All signal and background uncertainties are taken into
account using a Gaussian model of nuisance parameter inte-
gration. All uncertainties except that on the signal cross
section are included in the limit-setting conÞguration. The
impact of varying the signal cross sections by their uncer-
tainties is indicated separately. Numbers quoted in the text
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Fig. 9 The observed and expected dilepton mass distributions in the
off-Z SR-loose (top), SR-2j-bveto (middle), and SR-4j-bveto (bottom).
The vertical dashed linesindicate the 80< m�� < 110 GeV region,
which is used to normalise theZ + jets background and is thus not
treated as a search region. Example signal models (dashed lines) are

overlaid, withm( �q)/ m( �g), m( �� 0
2 )/ m( �� ±

1 ), m( ��)/ m( ��) , andm( �� 0
1 ) of

each benchmark point being indicated in the Þgure legend. The last
bin contains the overßow. All uncertainties are included in thehatched
uncertainty band

are evaluated from the observed exclusion limit based on
the nominal signal cross section minus its 1� theoretical
uncertainty.

For the on-Z analysis, the data exceeds the background
expectations in theee(µµ ) channel with a signiÞcance of 3.0
(1.7) standard deviations. Exclusion limits in speciÞc models
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Fig. 10 The observed and expected dilepton mass distributions in the
SR-2j-btag (top) and SR-4j-btag (bottom) signal regions of the off-Z
search. Thevertical dashed linesindicate the 80< m�� < 110 GeV
region, which is used to normalise theZ + jets background and is
thus not treated as a search region. Example signal models of squark-

or gluino-pair production (dashed lines) are overlaid, withm( �g),
m( �� 0

2 )/ m( �� ±
1 ), m( ��)/ m( ��) , andm( �� 0

1 ) of each benchmark point being
indicated in the Þgure legend. The last bin contains the overßow. All
uncertainties are included in thehatched uncertainty band

allow us to illustrate which regions of the model parameter
space are affected by the observed excess, by comparing the
expected and observed limits. The results in SR-Z eeand
SR-Z µµ (Table7) are considered simultaneously. The sig-
nal contamination in CReµ is found to be at the� 1 % level,
and is therefore neglected in this procedure. The expected
and observed exclusion contours, in the plane ofµ ver-
susm( �g) for the GGM model, are shown in Fig.12. The
± 1� exp and± 2� exp experimental uncertainty bands indicate
the impact on the expected limit of all uncertainties con-
sidered on the background processes. The± 1� SUSY

theory uncer-
tainty lines around the observed limit illustrate the change
in the observed limit as the nominal signal cross section is
scaled up and down by the theoretical cross-section uncer-
tainty. Given the observed excess of events with respect to the
SM prediction, the observed limits are weaker than expected.
In the case of the tan = 1.5 exclusion contour, the on-Z

analysis is able to exclude gluino masses up to 850 GeV for
µ > 450 GeV, whereas gluino masses of up to 820 GeV are
excluded for the tan = 30 model forµ > 600 GeV. The
lower exclusion reach for the tan = 30 models is due to the
fact that the branching fraction for�� 0

1 � Z �G is signiÞcantly
smaller at tan = 30 than at tan = 1.5.

For the off-Z search, the limits for the squark-pair (gluino-
pair) model are based on the results of SR-2j-bveto (SR-4j-
bveto). The yields in the combinedee+µµ channels are used.
Signal contamination in theeµ control region used for the
ßavour-symmetry method is taken into account by subtract-
ing the expected increase in the background prediction from
the signal yields. For each point in the signal model parame-
ter space, limits on the signal strength are calculated using a
Òsliding windowÓ approach. The binning in SR-2j-bveto (SR-
4j-bveto) deÞnes 45 (21) possible dilepton mass windows to
use for the squark-pair (gluino-pair) model interpretation, of
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Fig. 11 The observed and expected yields in the below-Z (left) and
above-Z (right) dilepton mass regions, for the VR and Þve SRs of
the off-Z search. Here below-Z is 20 < m�� < 70 GeV for VR-
offZ and SR-loose and otherwise 20< m�� < 80 GeV; above-Z is

m�� > 110 GeV. Thebottom plotshows the difference in standard devi-
ations between the observed and expected yields. Results are shown for
theeeandµµ channels as well as for the sum

Table 8 Results in the off-Z search region SR-2j-bveto, in the below-
Z range (20< m�� < 80 GeV, top) and above-Z range (m�� > 110
GeV, bottom). The ßavour symmetric,Z/
 � + jets and fake lepton

background components are all derived using data-driven estimates
described in the text. All other backgrounds are taken from MC simu-
lation. The Þrst uncertainty is statistical and the second is systematic

SR-2j-bvetoee SR-2j-bvetoµµ SR-2j-bveto same-ßavour combined

Below-Z (20 < m�� < 80 GeV)

Observed events 30 24 54

Expected background events 26± 4 ± 3 24± 4 ± 3 50± 8 ± 5

Flavour-symmetric backgrounds 24± 4 ± 3 22± 4 ± 3 46± 8 ± 4

Z/
 � + jets 0.6 ± 0.3 ± 0.7 1.6 ± 0.6 ± 1.4 2.2 ± 0.7 ± 1.7

Rare top < 0.1 < 0.1 < 0.1

W Z/ Z Z diboson 0.6 ± 0.2 ± 0.1 0.6 ± 0.2 ± 0.2 1.2 ± 0.3 ± 0.2

Fake leptons 0.6 ± 0.9 ± 0.1 < 0.1 0.2 ± 0.9 ± 0.1

Above-Z (m�� > 110 GeV)

Observed events 26 29 55

Expected background events 35± 5 ± 4 38± 4 ± 8 73± 9 ± 9

Flavour-symmetric backgrounds 33± 4 ± 4 30± 4 ± 3 63± 8 ± 5

Z/
 � + jets 0.3 ± 0.2 ± 0.3 5.6 ± 0.6 ± 7.5 5.9 ± 0.7 ± 7.5

Rare top < 0.1 < 0.1 < 0.1

W Z/ Z Z diboson 0.3 ± 0.1 ± 0.1 0.6 ± 0.2 ± 0.1 0.8 ± 0.2 ± 0.1

Fake leptons 1.7 ± 1.1 ± 0.2 1.3 ± 1.1 ± 0.5 3.0 ± 1.5 ± 0.4

which the ten (nine) windows with the best expected sensi-
tivity are selected. For each point in the signal model param-
eter space, the dilepton mass window with the best expected
limit on the signal strength is selected. The excluded regions
in the squark-LSP and gluino-LSP mass planes are shown in
Fig. 13. The analysis probes squarks with masses up to 780
GeV, and gluinos with masses up to 1170 GeV.

The signal regions in these analyses are also used to
place upper limits on the allowed number of BSM events
(NBSM) in each region. The observed (S95

obs) and expected
(S95

exp) 95 % CL upper limits are also derived using theC LS

procedure. These upper limits onNBSM can be interpreted
as upper limits on the visible BSM cross section (� �� � 95

obs)
by normalising NBSM by the total integrated luminosity.

123



318 Page 20 of 40 Eur. Phys. J. C (2015) 75 :318

Table 9 Results in the off-Z search region SR-4j-bveto, in the below-Z range (20< m�� < 80 GeV, top) and above-Z range (m�� > 110 GeV,
bottom). Details are the same as in Table8

SR-4j-bvetoee SR-4j-bvetoµµ SR-4j-bveto same-ßavour combined

Below-Z (20 < m�� < 80 GeV)

Observed events 1 5 6

Expected background events 4.7 ± 1.6 ± 1.1 3.6 ± 1.5 ± 1.0 8.2 ± 3.1 ± 1.4

Flavour-symmetric backgrounds 4.1 ± 1.6 ± 1.1 3.5 ± 1.5 ± 1.0 7.7 ± 3.1 ± 1.3

Z/
 � + jets 0.4 ± 0.2 ± 0.3 0.0 ± 0.0 ± 0.4 0.4 ± 0.2 ± 0.5

Rare top < 0.1 < 0.1 < 0.1

W Z/ Z Z diboson < 0.1 < 0.1 < 0.1

Fake leptons 0.2 ± 0.3 ± 0.0 < 0.1 0.1 ± 0.3 ± 0.0

Above-Z (m�� > 110 GeV)

Observed events 2 9 11

Expected background events 5.7 ± 1.6 ± 1.2 4.5 ± 1.3 ± 1.7 10± 3 ± 2

Flavour-symmetric backgrounds 5.5 ± 1.6 ± 1.2 4.3 ± 1.3 ± 1.0 9.8 ± 2.9 ± 1.4

Z/
 � + jets 0.2 ± 0.1 ± 0.1 0.0 ± 0.0 ± 1.3 0.2 ± 0.1 ± 1.3

Rare top < 0.1 < 0.1 < 0.1

W Z/ Z Z diboson < 0.1 0.2 ± 0.1 ± 0.0 0.2 ± 0.1 ± 0.0

Fake leptons < 0.2 < 0.1 < 0.2

Table 10 Results in the off-Z search region SR-loose, in the below-Z range (20< m�� < 70 GeV, top) and above-Z range (m�� > 110 GeV,
bottom). Details are the same as in Table8

SR-looseee SR-looseµµ SR-loose same-ßavour combined

Below-Z (20 < m�� < 70 GeV)

Observed events 509 624 1133

Expected background events 510± 20± 40 680± 20± 50 1190± 40± 70

Flavour-symmetric backgrounds 490± 20± 40 650± 20± 50 1140± 40± 70

Z/
 � + jets 2.5 ± 0.8 ± 3.2 8± 2 ± 5 11± 2 ± 7

Rare top 0.3 ± 0.0 ± 0.0 0.4 ± 0.0 ± 0.0 0.7 ± 0.0 ± 0.0

W Z/ Z Z 1.1 ± 0.3 ± 0.1 1.2 ± 0.2 ± 0.4 2.4 ± 0.4 ± 0.4

Fake leptons 16± 4 ± 2 23± 5 ± 1 38± 6 ± 4

Above-Z (m�� > 110 GeV)

Observed events 746 859 1605

Expected background events 760± 20± 60 830± 20± 70 1600± 40± 100

Flavour-symmetric backgrounds 730± 20± 60 800± 20± 60 1500± 40± 100

Z/
 � + jets 0.9 ± 0.2 ± 1.1 21± 3 ± 24 22± 3 ± 24

Rare top 0.2 ± 0.0 ± 0.0 0.2 ± 0.0 ± 0.0 0.4 ± 0.0 ± 0.0

W Z/ Z Z diboson 0.6 ± 0.2 ± 0.2 1.0 ± 0.2 ± 0.1 1.6 ± 0.3 ± 0.2

Fake leptons 30± 5 ± 5 6.7 ± 3.7 ± 1.7 37± 6 ± 5

Here � �� � 95
obs is deÞned as the product of the signal pro-

duction cross section, acceptance and reconstruction efÞ-
ciency. The results are obtained using asymptotic formu-
lae [93] in the case of the off-Z numbers. For SR-Z, with
a considerably smaller sample size, pseudo-experiments are
used. These numbers are presented in Table11 for the on-

Z search. Model-independent upper limits on the visible
BSM cross section in the below-Z and above-Z ranges of
the Þve signal regions in the off-Z search are presented in
Tables12 and 13, respectively. Limits for the most sen-
sitive dilepton mass windows of SR-2j-bveto and SR-4j-
bveto used for the squark- and gluino-pair model interpre-
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Fig. 12 The 95 % CL exclusion
limit from the on-Z combined
same-ßavour channels in theµ
versusm( �g) plane in the GGM
model with tan = 1.5 (top)
and tan = 30 (bottom). The
dark blue dashed lineindicates
the expected limits at 95 % CL
and thegreen(yellow) bands
show the± 1� (± 2� ) variation
on the expected limit as a
consequence of the experimental
and theoretical uncertainties on
the background prediction. The
observed limits are shown by
thesolid red lines, with the
dotted red linesindicating the
limit obtained upon varying the
signal cross section by± 1� .
The region below thegrey line
has the gluino mass less than the
lightest neutralino mass and is
hence not considered. The value
of the lightest neutralino mass is
indicated by thex-axis inset
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tations, respectively, are presented in Tables14 and 15.
These tables also present the conÞdence level observed
for the background-only hypothesisC LB, and the one-
sided discoveryp-value, p(s = 0), which is the proba-
bility that the event yield obtained in a single hypothetical
background-only experiment (signal,s = 0) is greater than
that observed in this dataset. Thep(s = 0) value is truncated
at 0.5.

10 Summary

This paper presents results of two searches for supersym-
metric particles in events with two SFOS leptons, jets, and
Emiss

T , using 20.3 fbŠ1 of 8TeV pp collisions recorded by
the ATLAS detector at the LHC. The Þrst search targets
events with a lepton pair with invariant mass consistent with
that of theZ boson and hence probes models in which the
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Fig. 13 Excluded region in the
(top) squark-LSP mass plane
using the SR-2j-bveto results
and (bottom) gluino-LSP mass
plane using the SR-4j-bveto
results. The observed, expected,
and± 1� expected exclusion
contours are indicated. The
observed limits obtained upon
varying the signal cross section
by ± 1� are also indicated. The
region to theleft of thediagonal
dashed linehas the squark mass
less than the LSP mass and is
hence not considered. Three
signal benchmark points are
shown, with their SUSY particle
masses indicated inparentheses
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Table 11 From left to right: 95 % CL upper limits on the visible cross
section (� �� � 95

obs) and on the number of signal events (S95
obs); the expected

95 % CL upper limit on the number of signal events is denoted byS95
exp

and is derived from the expected number of background events (and the

± 1� uncertainty on the expectation); two-sidedC LB value, which is
the conÞdence level observed for the background-only hypothesis; the
discoveryp-value for 0 signal strengths (p(s = 0)), and the Gaussian
signiÞcance for the on-Z search

Signal region Channel � �� � 95
obs(fb) S95

obs S95
exp C LB p (s = 0) Gaussian signiÞcance

SR-Z ee+ µµ 1.46 29.6 12+ 5
Š2 0.998 0.0013 3.0

ee 1.00 20.2 8+ 4
Š2 0.998 0.0013 3.0

µµ 0.72 14.7 9+ 4
Š2 0.951 0.0430 1.7
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Table 12 Summary of model-independent upper limits for the Þve
signal regions, in the below-Z region (20 < m�� < 70 GeV for
SR-loose, 20< m�� < 80 GeV for all other signal regions), in
the combinedee+ µµ and individualee and µµ channels. Left to
right: the observed yield (Ndata), total expected background (Nbkg),
95% CL upper limits on the visible cross section (� �� � 95

obs) and on

the number of signal events (S95
obs). The Þfth column (S95

exp) shows

the 95% CL upper limit on the number of signal events, given the
expected number (and± 1� excursions on the expectation) of back-
ground events. The last two columns indicate theC LB value, i.e.
the conÞdence level observed for the background-only hypothesis,
and the discoveryp-value (p(s = 0)). For an observed number of
events lower than expected, the discovery p-value has been truncated
at 0.5

Signal region Channel Ndata Nbkg � �� � 95
obs(fb) S95

obs S95
exp C LB p (s = 0)

SR-2j-bveto ee+ µµ 54 50± 8 ± 5 1.38 28.0 24+ 8
Š5 0.66 0.35

ee 30 26± 4 ± 3 0.99 20.1 18+ 3
Š5 0.73 0.28

µµ 24 24± 3 ± 3 0.88 17.8 18+ 3
Š6 0.50 0.50

SR-2j-btag ee+ µµ 79 104± 11± 7 0.98 19.8 30+ 10
Š9 0.06 0.50

ee 40 49± 6 ± 4 0.85 17.2 20+ 8
Š3 0.19 0.50

µµ 39 56± 6 ± 5 0.63 12.8 20+ 9
Š3 0.06 0.50

SR-4j-bveto ee+ µµ 6 8.2 ± 3.1 ± 1.4 0.38 7.7 8.3+ 3.2
Š1.6 0.37 0.50

ee 1 4.7 ± 1.6 ± 1.1 0.19 3.9 5.4+ 2.0
Š1.4 0.08 0.50

µµ 5 3.6 ± 1.5 ± 1.0 0.41 8.4 6.5+ 2.9
Š1.1 0.75 0.26

SR-4j-btag ee+ µµ 31 38± 6 ± 3 0.85 17.3 19+ 7
Š4 0.25 0.50

ee 14 18± 3 ± 2 0.51 10.3 13+ 6
Š2 0.30 0.50

µµ 17 20± 4 ± 2 0.54 10.9 15+ 4
Š5 0.33 0.50

SR-loose ee+ µµ 1133 1190± 40± 70 6.82 138.4 170+ 50
Š40 0.28 0.50

ee 509 510± 20± 40 4.88 99.0 100+ 40
Š30 0.51 0.48

µµ 624 680± 20± 50 4.10 83.3 110+ 40
Š30 0.18 0.50

Table 13 Summary of model-independent upper limits for the Þve signal regions, in the above-Z (m�� > 110 GeV) dilepton mass range, in the
combinedee+ µµ and individualeeandµµ channels. Details are the same as in Table12

Signal region Channel Ndata Nbkg � �� � 95
obs(fb) S95

obs S95
exp C LB p (s = 0)

SR-2j-bveto ee+ µµ 55 73± 9 ± 9 0.96 19.4 27+ 8
Š7 0.11 0.50

ee 26 35± 5 ± 4 0.60 12.1 18+ 3
Š6 0.14 0.50

µµ 29 38± 4 ± 8 0.89 18.1 20+ 8
Š3 0.24 0.50

SR-2j-btag ee+ µµ 164 171± 14± 16 2.19 44.4 48+ 15
Š12 0.39 0.50

ee 83 81± 7 ± 7 1.45 29.5 28.3+ 10
Š8 0.56 0.43

µµ 81 90± 7 ± 14 1.49 30.2 36+ 10
Š9 0.33 0.50

SR-4j-bveto ee+ µµ 11 10± 3 ± 2 0.56 11.4 10+ 4
Š3 0.61 0.42

ee 2 5.7 ± 1.6 ± 1.2 0.20 4.1 6.0+ 2.3
Š1.8 0.13 0.50

µµ 9 4.5 ± 1.3 ± 1.7 0.61 12.3 7.7+ 2.7
Š1.6 0.91 0.08

SR-4j-btag ee+ µµ 41 36± 6 ± 5 1.27 25.7 20+ 9
Š3 0.72 0.29

ee 23 18± 3 ± 2 0.96 19.5 15+ 5
Š4 0.83 0.17

µµ 18 19± 3 ± 4 0.85 17.2 17+ 3
Š6 0.50 0.50

SR-loose ee+ µµ 1605 1600± 40± 100 10.58 214.8 210+ 30
Š40 0.62 0.40

ee 746 760± 20± 60 6.63 134.6 140+ 50
Š40 0.42 0.50

µµ 859 830± 20± 70 8.23 167.1 150+ 50
Š40 0.64 0.32
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Table 14 Summary of model-independent upper limits for SR-2j-
bveto, in the combinedee+ µµ and individualeeandµµ channels, for
the ten dilepton mass windows used for the squark-pair interpretation.
Details are the same as in Table12. The last three columns indicate the

expected signal yield for three squark-pair model benchmark points; the
Þrst (second) number indicates the squark (LSP) mass. The signal yield
in square brackets indicates the best selected dilepton mass window for
the given benchmark point

m�� range (GeV) Ndata Nbkg � �� � 95
obs(fb) S95

obs S95
exp C LB p (s = 0) N545,385

sig N665,265
sig N74,525

sig

20Ð50 35 26± 6 ± 3 1.32 26.9 20+ 7
Š4 0.85 0.15 17.1 ± 1.6 3.7 ± 0.4 0.6 ± 0.1

20Ð80 54 50± 8 ± 4 1.38 28.0 24+ 8
Š5 0.66 0.35 [38.0 ± 2.4] 10.4 ± 0.6 2.1 ± 0.2

50Ð80 19 23± 5 ± 2 0.63 12.8 17+ 3
Š7 0.30 0.50 20.9 ± 1.8 6.7 ± 0.5 1.5 ± 0.2

50Ð140 34 46± 7 ± 6 0.83 16.9 20+ 8
Š3 0.14 0.50 27.3 ± 2.0 28.5 ± 1.0 6.9 ± 0.3

50Ð200 51 75± 9 ± 8 0.89 18.1 26+ 8
Š7 0.05 0.50 28.2 ± 2.1 50.6 ± 1.4 14.2 ± 0.5

110Ð200 32 52± 7 ± 7 0.69 14.1 20+ 8
Š3 0.05 0.50 2.8 ± 0.6 [34.0 ± 1.1] 10.5 ± 0.4

170Ð260 12 24± 5 ± 2 0.40 8.2 12+ 5
Š4 0.03 0.50 0.4 ± 0.2 14.8 ± 0.7 11.9 ± 0.4

170Ð290 16 26± 5 ± 2 0.43 8.7 13+ 5
Š4 0.08 0.50 0.4 ± 0.2 16.1 ± 0.8 16.8 ± 0.5

> 170 25 34± 6 ± 3 0.68 13.9 19+ 3
Š5 0.15 0.50 0.4 ± 0.2 18.5 ± 0.8 [25.7 ± 0.6]

> 230 16 13.1 ± 3.2 ± 2.3 0.88 17.9 14+ 5
Š4 0.72 0.29 0.3 ± 0.2 5.0 ± 0.4 17.8 ± 0.5

Table 15 Summary of model-independent upper limits for SR-4j-
bveto, in the combinedee+ µµ and individualeeandµµ channels, for
the nine dilepton mass windows used for the gluino-pair interpretation.
Details are the same as in Table12. The last three columns indicate the

expected signal yield for three gluino-pair model benchmark points; the
Þrst (second) number indicates the gluino (LSP) mass. The signal yield
in square brackets indicates the best selected dilepton mass window for
the given benchmark point

m�� range(GeV) Ndata Nbkg � �� � 95
obs(fb) S95

obs S95
exp C LB p (s = 0) N825,585

sig N1,025,545
sig N118,565

sig

20Ð50 4 3.1 ± 2.3 ± 0.9 0.40 8.2 7.5+ 2.0
Š1.4 0.70 0.38 4.4 ± 0.7 0.8 ± 0.1 0.1 ± 0.0

20Ð80 6 8.2 ± 3.1 ± 1.4 0.38 7.7 8.3+ 3.2
Š1.6 0.37 0.50 [12.8 ± 1.1] 2.0 ± 0.2 0.2 ± 0.0

50Ð140 6 8.2 ± 2.7 ± 1.4 0.37 7.5 8.2+ 2.9
Š1.3 0.35 0.50 21.4 ± 1.4 4.9 ± 0.3 0.7 ± 0.1

110Ð200 9 5.6 ± 2.3 ± 1.4 0.59 12.0 8.4+ 3.5
Š2.0 0.85 0.17 4.2 ± 0.6 6.3 ± 0.3 1.0 ± 0.1

140Ð260 6 5.0 ± 2.1 ± 0.8 0.43 8.6 7.4+ 3.0
Š1.4 0.66 0.38 1.3 ± 0.4 [8.0 ± 0.4] 1.6 ± 0.1

> 20 17 18± 4 ± 3 0.63 12.8 14+ 4
Š4 0.46 0.50 27.4 ± 1.6 14.4 ± 0.5 7.4 ± 0.2

> 140 7 7.2 ± 2.4 ± 1.3 0.41 8.3 8.2+ 3.1
Š1.3 0.52 0.50 1.6 ± 0.4 8.6 ± 0.4 6.7 ± 0.2

> 200 2 4.8 ± 1.8 ± 1.1 0.21 4.2 5.9+ 2.2
Š1.7 0.23 0.50 0.4 ± 0.2 4.2 ± 0.3 6.0 ± 0.2

> 260 1 2.3 ± 1.2 ± 0.7 0.19 3.9 4.2+ 1.9
Š0.3 0.34 0.50 0.3 ± 0.2 0.7 ± 0.1 [5.1 ± 0.1]

lepton pair is produced from the decayZ � �� . In this
search 6.4 ± 2.2 (4.2 ± 1.6) events from SM processes are
expected in theµµ (ee) SR-Z, as predicted using almost
exclusively data-driven methods. The background estimates
for the major and most difÞcult-to-model backgrounds are
cross-checked using MC simulation normalised in data con-
trol regions, providing further conÞdence in the SR pre-
diction. Following this assessment of the expected back-
ground contribution to the SR the number of events in data
is higher than anticipated, with 13 observed in SR-Zµµ
and 16 in SR-Zee. This corresponding signiÞcances are 1.7
standard deviations in the muon channel and 3.0 standard

deviations in the electron channel. These results are inter-
preted in a supersymmetric model of general gauge medi-
ation, and probe gluino masses up to 900GeV. The second
search targets events with a lepton pair with invariant mass
inconsistent withZ boson decay, and probes models with the
decay chain�� 0

2 � � + � Š �� 0
1 . In this case the data are found

to be consistent with the expected SM backgrounds. No evi-
dence for an excess is observed in the region similar to that
in which CMS reported a 2.6� excess [24]. The results are
interpreted in simpliÞed models with squark- and gluino-pair
production, and probe squark (gluino) masses up to about
780 (1170) GeV.
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Appendix A: Additional results of off- Z search

This section provides additional results of the off-Z search.
The expected backgrounds and observed yields in the below-
Z and above-Z regions for VR, SR-2j-btag, and SR-4j-btag,
are presented in Tables16, 17, and18, respectively.

Table 16 Results in the off-Z validation region (VR-offZ), in the
below-Z range (20 < m�� < 70 GeV, top) and above-Z range
(m�� > 110 GeV, bottom). The ßavour symmetric,Z/
 � + jets and
fake lepton background components are all derived using data-driven

estimates described in the text. All other backgrounds are taken from
MC simulation. The Þrst uncertainty is statistical and the second is
systematic

VR-offZ ee VR-offZ µµ VR-offZ same-ßavour combined

Below-Z (20 < m�� < 70 GeV)

Observed events 465 742 1207

Expected background events 445± 15± 36 682± 23± 53 1128± 37± 69

Flavour-symmetric backgrounds 425± 15± 36 661± 22± 53 1086± 37± 68

Z/
 � + jets 1.5 ± 0.5 ± 1.6 2.7 ± 0.6 ± 3.5 4.1 ± 0.8 ± 4.7

Rare top 0.1 ± 0.0 ± 0.0 0.1 ± 0.0 ± 0.0 0.1 ± 0.0 ± 0.0

W Z/ Z Z diboson 0.6 ± 0.2 ± 0.1 0.8 ± 0.2 ± 0.1 1.4 ± 0.2 ± 0.2

Fake leptons 18± 4 ± 2 18± 4 ± 4 36± 5 ± 7

Above-Z (m�� > 110 GeV)

Observed events 550 732 1282

Expected background events 594± 18± 48 696± 21± 55 1290± 38± 79

Flavour-symmetric backgrounds 571± 17± 48 684± 21± 55 1254± 38± 79

Z/
 � + jets 1.9 ± 0.7 ± 2.0 3.8 ± 0.4 ± 6.0 5.7 ± 0.8 ± 7.5

Rare top < 0.1 < 0.1 < 0.1

W Z/ Z Z diboson 0.9 ± 0.2 ± 0.2 0.9 ± 0.2 ± 0.2 1.8 ± 0.3 ± 0.2

Fake leptons 21± 4 ± 2 7.9 ± 3.1 ± 2.9 29± 5 ± 4
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Table 17 Results in the off-Z search region SR-2j-btag, in the below-Z range (20< m�� < 80 GeV, top) and above-Z range (m�� > 110 GeV,
bottom). Details are the same as in Table8

SR-2j-btagee SR-2j-btagµµ SR-2j-btag same-ßavour combined

Below-Z (20 < m�� < 80 GeV)

Observed events 40 39 79

Expected background events 49± 6 ± 4 56± 6 ± 5 104± 11± 7

Flavour-symmetric backgrounds 45± 5 ± 4 49± 6 ± 5 94± 11± 7

Z/
 � + jets 1.8 ± 1.0 ± 0.8 3.1 ± 1.3 ± 1.9 4.9 ± 1.6 ± 2.2

Rare top 0.1 ± 0.0 ± 0.0 0.1 ± 0.0 ± 0.0 0.1 ± 0.0 ± 0.0

W Z/ Z Z diboson < 0.1 0.1 ± 0.1 ± 0.1 0.1 ± 0.1 ± 0.1

Fake leptons 2.3 ± 1.2 ± 0.3 3.4 ± 1.9 ± 0.2 5.7 ± 2.3 ± 0.6

Above-Z (m�� > 110 GeV)

Observed events 83 81 164

Expected background events 81± 7 ± 7 90± 7 ± 14 171± 14± 16

Flavour-symmetric backgrounds 78± 7 ± 7 77± 7 ± 7 155± 13± 10

Z/
 � + jets 0.8 ± 0.5 ± 0.4 11± 1 ± 13 12± 1 ± 13

Rare top < 0.1 < 0.1 0.1 ± 0.0 ± 0.0

W Z/ Z Z diboson < 0.1 < 0.1 < 0.1

Fake leptons 2.4 ± 1.6 ± 0.8 1.6 ± 1.3 ± 0.2 4.0 ± 2.1 ± 0.7

Table 18 Results in the off-Z
search region SR-4j-tag, in the
below-Z range (20< m�� < 80
GeV, top) and above-Z range
(m�� > 110 GeV, bottom).
Details are the same as in
Table8

SR-4j-btagee SR-4j-btagµµ SR-4j-btag same-ßavour
combined

Below-Z (20 < m�� < 80 GeV)

Observed events 14 17 31

Expected background events 18± 3 ± 2 20± 4 ± 2 38± 6 ± 3

Flavour-symmetric backgrounds 17± 3 ± 2 18± 3 ± 2 35± 6 ± 3

Z/
 � + jets 0.5 ± 0.3 ± 0.5 0.7 ± 0.3 ± 0.9 1.2 ± 0.4 ± 1.1

Rare top < 0.1 < 0.1 0.1 ± 0.0 ± 0.0

W Z/ Z Z diboson < 0.1 < 0.1 < 0.1

Fake leptons 0.3 ± 0.6 ± 0.0 1.3 ± 1.2 ± 0.0 1.6 ± 1.4 ± 0.2

Above-Z (m�� > 110 GeV)

Observed events 23 18 41

Expected background events 18± 3 ± 2 19± 3 ± 4 36± 6 ± 5

Flavour-symmetric backgrounds 17± 3 ± 2 16± 3 ± 2 33± 6 ± 3

Z/
 � + jets 0.2 ± 0.1 ± 0.2 2.4 ± 0.3 ± 4.0 2.7 ± 0.3 ± 4.1

Rare top < 0.1 < 0.1 < 0.1

W Z/ Z Z diboson < 0.1 < 0.1 < 0.1

Fake leptons < 0.6 0.3 ± 0.6 ± 0.1 0.0 ± 0.9 ± 0.2

References

1. H. Miyazawa, Prog. Theor. Phys.36(6), 1266 (1966). doi:10.1143/
PTP.36.1266

2. P. Ramond, Phys. Rev. D3, 2415 (1971). doi:10.1103/PhysRevD.
3.2415

3. Y.A. Golfand, E.P. Likhtman, JETP Lett.13, 323 (1971) [Pisma
Zh.Eksp. Teor. Fiz.13, 452Ð455 (1971)]

4. A. Neveu, J.H. Schwarz, Nucl. Phys. B31, 86 (1971). doi:10.1016/
0550-3213(71)90448-2

5. A. Neveu, J.H. Schwarz, Phys. Rev. D4, 1109 (1971). doi:10.1103/
PhysRevD.4.1109

6. J. Gervais, B. Sakita, Nucl. Phys. B34, 632 (1971). doi:10.1016/
0550-3213(71)90351-8

7. D.V. Volkov, V.P. Akulov, Phys. Lett. B46, 109 (1973). doi:10.
1016/0370-2693(73)90490-5

8. J. Wess, B. Zumino, Phys. Lett. B49, 52 (1974). doi:10.1016/
0370-2693(74)90578-4

9. J. Wess, B. Zumino, Nucl. Phys. B70, 39 (1974). doi:10.1016/
0550-3213(74)90355-1

123



Eur. Phys. J. C (2015) 75 :318 Page 27 of 40 318

10. E. Witten, Nucl. Phys. B188, 513 (1981). doi:10.1016/
0550-3213(81)90006-7

11. M. Dine, W. Fischler, M. Srednicki, Nucl. Phys. B189, 575 (1981).
doi:10.1016/0550-3213(81)90582-4

12. S. Dimopoulos, S. Raby, Nucl. Phys. B192, 353 (1981). doi:10.
1016/0550-3213(81)90430-2

13. N. Sakai, Zeit. Phys. C11, 153 (1981). doi:10.1007/BF01573998
14. R. Kaul, P. Majumdar, Nucl. Phys. B199, 36 (1982). doi:10.1016/

0550-3213(82)90565-X
15. S. Dimopoulos, H. Georgi, Nucl. Phys. B193, 150 (1981). doi:10.

1016/0550-3213(81)90522-8
16. P. Fayet, Phys. Lett. B64, 159 (1976). doi:10.1016/

0370-2693(76)90319-1
17. P. Fayet, Phys. Lett. B69, 489 (1977). doi:10.1016/

0370-2693(77)90852-8
18. G.R. Farrar, P. Fayet, Phys. Lett. B76, 575 (1978). doi:10.1016/

0370-2693(78)90858-4
19. P. Fayet, Phys. Lett. B84, 416 (1979). doi:10.1016/

0370-2693(79)91229-2
20. H. Goldberg, Phys. Rev. Lett.50, 1419 (1983). doi:10.1103/

PhysRevLett.50.1419
21. J. Ellis, J. Hagelin, D. Nanopoulos, K. Olive, M. Srednicki, Nucl.

Phys. B238, 453 (1984). doi:10.1016/0550-3213(84)90461-9
22. I. Hinchliffe, F. Paige, M. Shapiro, J. Soderqvist, W. Yao,

Phys. Rev. D55, 5520 (1997). doi:10.1103/PhysRevD.55.5520.
arXiv:hep-ph/9610544

23. CMS Collaboration, Phys. Lett. B716, 260 (2012).
doi:10.1016/j.physletb.2012.08.026. arXiv:1204.3774[hep-ex]

24. CMS Collaboration, JHEP04, 124 (2015).arXiv:1502.06031[hep-
ex]

25. CMS Collabration, Phys. Lett. B718, 815 (2013). doi:10.1016/j.
physletb.2012.11.036. arXiv:1206.3949[hep-ex]

26. ATLAS Collaboration, JINST3, S08003 (2008). doi:10.1088/
1748-0221/3/08/S08003

27. ATLAS Collaboration, Eur. Phys. J. C72, 1849 (2012).
arXiv:1110.1530[hep-ex]. doi:10.1140/epjc/s10052-011-1849-1

28. ATLAS Collaboration, Eur. Phys. J. C73, 2518 (2013).
arXiv:1302.4393[hep-ex]. doi:10.1140/epjc/s10052-013-2518-3

29. S. Catani, L. Cieri, G. Ferrera, D. de Florian, M. Grazzini, Phys.
Rev. Lett.103, 082001 (2009).arXiv:0903.2120[hep-ph]

30. S. Catani, M. Grazzini, Phys. Rev. Lett.98, 222002 (2007).
arXiv:hep-ph/0703012[hep-ph]

31. H.L. Lai et al., Phys. Rev. D82, 074024 (2010). doi:10.1103/
PhysRevD.82.074024. arXiv:1007.2241[hep-ph]

32. M. Czakon, P. Fiedler, A. Mitov, Phys. Rev. Lett.110, 252004
(2013).arXiv:1303.6254[hep-ph]

33. M. Czakon, A. Mitov, Comput. Phys. Commun.185, 2930.
arXiv:1112.5675[hep-ph]. doi:10.1016/j.cpc.2014.06.021

34. N. Kidonakis, Phys. Rev. D81, 054028 (2010). doi:10.1103/
PhysRevD.81.054028. arXiv:1001.5034[hep-ph]

35. N. Kidonakis, Phys. Rev. D82, 054018 (2010). doi:10.1103/
PhysRevD.82.054018. arXiv:1005.4451[hep-ph]

36. J. Pumplin et al., JHEP0207, 012 (2002).arXiv:hep-ph/0201195
37. J.M. Campbell, R.K. Ellis, JHEP1207, 052 (2012).

arXiv:1204.5678[hep-ph]
38. A. Lazopoulos, T. McElmurry, K. Melnikov, F. Petriello, Phys. Lett.

B 666, 62 (2008).arXiv:0804.2220[hep-ph]
39. J.M. Campbell, R.K. Ellis, Phys. Rev. D60, 113006 (1999).

arXiv:hep-ph/9905386[hep-ph]
40. J.M. Campbell, R.K. Ellis, C. Williams, JHEP1107, 018 (2011).

arXiv:1105.0020[hep-ph]
41. J. Alwall, M. Herquet, F. Maltoni, O. Mattelaer, T. Stelzer,

JHEP 1106, 128 (2011). doi:10.1007/JHEP06(2011)128.
arXiv:1106.0522[hep-ph]

42. T. Sjostrand, S. Mrenna, P. Skands, JHEP0605, 026 (2006).
arXiv:hep-ph/0603175

43. P. Nason, JHEP0411, 040 (2004).arXiv:hep-ph/0409146[hep-ph]
44. S. Frixione, P. Nason, C. Oleari, JHEP0711, 070 (2007).

arXiv:0709.2092[hep-ph]
45. S. Alioli, P. Nason, C. Oleari, E. Re, JHEP1006, 043 (2010).

arXiv:1002.2581[hep-ph]
46. T. Sjostrand, S. Mrenna, P. Skands, Comput. Phys. Comm.178,

852 (2008).arXiv:0710.3820[hep-ph]
47. T. Gleisberg et al., JHEP0902, 007 (2009).arXiv:0811.4622[hep-

ph]
48. ATLAS Collaboration, ATL-PHYS-PUB-2011-008 (2011).http://

cdsweb.cern.ch/record/1345343
49. B. Cooper et al., Eur. Phys. J. C72, 2078 (2011). doi:10.1140/epjc/

s10052-012-2078-y. arXiv:1109.5295[hep-ph]
50. P. Meade, M. Reece, D. Shih, JHEP1005, 105 (2010). doi:10.1007/

JHEP05(2010)105. arXiv:0911.4130[hep-ph]
51. M.L. Mangano, M. Moretti, F. Piccinini, M. Treccani,

JHEP 0701, 013 (2007). doi:10.1088/1126-6708/2007/01/013.
arXiv:hep-ph/0611129[hep-ph]

52. A. Djouadi, J.L. Kneur, G. Moultaka, Comput. Phys.
Commun. 176, 426 (2007). doi:10.1016/j.cpc.2006.11.009.
arXiv:hep-ph/0211331[hep-ph]

53. M. Muhlleitner, A. Djouadi, Y. Mambrini, Comput. Phys.
Commun. 168, 46 (2005). doi:10.1016/j.cpc.2005.01.012.
arXiv:hep-ph/0311167[hep-ph]

54. A. Sherstnev, R. Thorne, Eur. Phys. J. C55, 553 (2008). doi:10.
1140/epjc/s10052-008-0610-x. arXiv:0711.2473[hep-ph]

55. W. Beenakker, R. Hšpker, M. Spira, P. Zerwas, Nucl.
Phys. B 492, 51 (1997). doi:10.1016/S0550-3213(97)00084-9.
arXiv:hep-ph/9610490[hep-ph]

56. A. Kulesza, L. Motyka, Phys. Rev. Lett.102, 111802 (2009).
doi:10.1103/PhysRevLett.102.111802. arXiv:0807.2405[hep-ph]

57. A. Kulesza, L. Motyka, Phys. Rev. D80, 095004 (2009). doi:10.
1103/PhysRevD.80.095004. arXiv:0905.4749[hep-ph]

58. W. Beenakker et al., JHEP0912, 041 (2009). doi:10.1088/
1126-6708/2009/12/041. arXiv:0909.4418[hep-ph]

59. W. Beenakker et al., Int. J. Mod. Phys. A26, 2637 (2011). doi:10.
1142/S0217751X11053560. arXiv:1105.1110[hep-ph]

60. ATLAS Collaboration, Eur. Phys. J. C70, 823 (2010).
arXiv:1005.4568 [physics.ins-det]. doi:10.1140/epjc/
s10052-010-1429-9

61. GEANT4 Collaboration, S. Agostinelli, et al., Nucl. Instrum. Meth.
A 506, 250 (2003). doi:10.1016/S0168-9002(03)01368-8

62. ATLAS Collaboration, ATL-PHYS-PUB-2010-013 (2010).http://
cds.cern.ch/record/1300517

63. ATLAS Collaboration, ATL-PHYS-PUB-2011-014 (2011).http://
cds.cern.ch/record/1400677

64. ATLAS Collaboration, Eur. Phys. J. C74, 2941 (2014).
arXiv:1404.2240[hep-ex]. doi:10.1140/epjc/s10052-014-2941-0

65. ATLAS Collaboration, Eur. Phys. J. C74, 3034 (2014).
arXiv:1404.4562[hep-ex]. doi:10.1140/epjc/s10052-014-3034-9

66. ATLAS Collaboration, Phys. Rev. D85, 012006 (2012),
arXiv:1109.6606[hep-ex]. doi:10.1103/PhysRevD.85.012006

67. M. Cacciari, G.P. Salam, G. Soyez, JHEP0804, 063 (2008). doi:10.
1088/1126-6708/2008/04/063. arXiv:0802.1189[hep-ph]

68. ATLAS Collaboration, CERN-OPEN-2008-020 (2009).
arXiv:0901.0512[hep-ex]

69. M. Cacciari, G. Salam, G. Soyez, JHEP0804, 005 (2008).
arXiv:0802.1188[hep-ph]

70. ATLAS Collaboration, Eur. Phys. J. C73, 2304 (2013).
arXiv:1112.6426[hep-ex]

71. ATLAS Collaboration, Eur. Phys. J. C73, 2305 (2013).
arXiv:1203.1302[hep-ex]

72. ATLAS Collaboration, JINST8, P07004 (2013).arXiv:1303.0223
[hep-ex]. doi:10.1088/1748-0221/8/07/P07004

73. ATLAS Collaboration, ATLAS-CONF-2012-020 (2012).http://
cds.cern.ch/record/1430034

123



318 Page 28 of 40 Eur. Phys. J. C (2015) 75 :318

74. ATLAS Collaboration, ATLAS-CONF-2010-069 (2010).http://
cds.cern.ch/record/1281344

75. ATLAS Collaboration, ATLAS-CONF-2014-046 (2014).http://
cds.cern.ch/record/1741020

76. ATLAS Collaboration, ATLAS-CONF-2013-083 (2013).http://
cds.cern.ch/record/1570994

77. ATLAS Collaboration, ATLAS-CONF-2012-123 (2012).http://
cds.cern.ch/record/1473426

78. ATLAS Collaboration, Phys. Rev. D87, 012008 (2013).
arXiv:1208.0949[hep-ex]. doi:10.1103/PhysRevD.87.012008

79. ATLAS Collaboration, JHEP1411, 118 (2014).arXiv:1407.0583
[hep-ex]. doi:10.1007/JHEP11(2014)118

80. ATLAS Collaboration, JHEP1409, 176 (2014).arXiv:1405.7875
[hep-ex]. doi:10.1007/JHEP09(2014)176

81. ATLAS Collaboration, JHEP04, 116 (2015).arXiv:1501.03555
[hep-ex]

82. ATLAS Collaboration, Eur. Phys. J. C71, 1577 (2011).
arXiv:1012.1792[hep-ex]

83. ATLAS Collaboration, Eur. Phys. J. C73, 2306 (2013).
arXiv:1210.6210[hep-ex]. doi:10.1140/epjc/s10052-013-2306-0

84. ATLAS Collaboration, ATLAS-CONF-2014-004 (2014).http://
cds.cern.ch/record/1664335

85. ATLAS Collaboration, ATLAS-CONF-2012-043 (2012).http://
cdsweb.cern.ch/record/1435197

86. ATLAS Collaboration, ATLAS-CONF-2012-040 (2012).http://
cdsweb.cern.ch/record/1435194

87. M. Botje, et al., The PDF4LHC Working Group Interim Recom-
mendations (2011).arXiv:1101.0538[hep-ph]

88. G. Corcella et al., JHEP0101, 010 (2001).arXiv:hep-ph/0011363
[hep-ph]

89. J. Butterworth, J.R. Forshaw, M. Seymour, Z. Phys. C72, 637
(1996). doi:10.1007/s002880050286.arXiv:hep-ph/9601371[hep-
ph]

90. M. Kramer, et al., Supersymmetry production cross sections in pp
collisions at

�
s = 7TeV (2012).arXiv:1206.2892[hep-ph]

91. A. Read, J. Phys. G Nucl. Part. Phys.28(10), 2693 (2002). doi:10.
1088/0954-3899/28/10/313

92. M. Baak, et al., Eur. Phys. J. C75(4), 153 (2015).arXiv:1410.1280
[hep-ex]. doi:10.1140/epjc/s10052-015-3327-7

93. G. Cowan, K. Cranmer, E. Gross, O. Vitells, Eur. Phys. J. C71, 1554
(2011). doi:10.1140/epjc/s10052-011-1554-0. arXiv:1007.1727
[physics.data-an]

ATLAS Collaboration

G. Aad85, B. Abbott113, J. Abdallah152, O. Abdinov11, R. Aben107, M. Abolins90, O. S. AbouZeid159, H. Abramowicz154,
H. Abreu153, R. Abreu30, Y. Abulaiti147a,147b, B. S. Acharya165a,165b,a, L. Adamczyk38a, D. L. Adams25, J. Adelman108,
S. Adomeit100, T. Adye131, A. A. Affolder74, T. Agatonovic-Jovin13, J. A. Aguilar-Saavedra126a,126f, M. Agustoni17,
S. P. Ahlen22, F. Ahmadov65,b, G. Aielli134a,134b, H. Akerstedt147a,147b, T. P. A. •kesson81, G. Akimoto156, A. V. Akimov96,
G. L. Alberghi20a,20b, J. Albert170, S. Albrand55, M. J. Alconada Verzini71, M. Aleksa30, I. N. Aleksandrov65,
C. Alexa26a, G. Alexander154, T. Alexopoulos10, M. Alhroob113, G. Alimonti91a, L. Alio85, J. Alison31, S. P. Alkire35,
B. M. M. Allbrooke18, P. P. Allport74, A. Aloisio104a,104b, A. Alonso36, F. Alonso71, C. Alpigiani76, A. Altheimer35,
B. Alvarez Gonzalez90, D. çlvarez Piqueras168, M. G. Alviggi104a,104b, K. Amako66, Y. Amaral Coutinho24a, C. Amelung23,
D. Amidei89, S. P. Amor Dos Santos126a,126c, A. Amorim126a,126b, S. Amoroso48, N. Amram154, G. Amundsen23,
C. Anastopoulos140, L. S. Ancu49, N. Andari30, T. Andeen35, C. F. Anders58b, G. Anders30, K. J. Anderson31,
A. Andreazza91a,91b, V. Andrei58a, S. Angelidakis9, I. Angelozzi107, P. Anger44, A. Angerami35, F. AnghinolÞ30,
A. V. Anisenkov109,c, N. Anjos12, A. Annovi124a,124b, M. Antonelli47, A. Antonov98, J. Antos145b, F. Anulli133a,
M. Aoki66, L. Aperio Bella18, G. Arabidze90, Y. Arai66, J. P. Araque126a, A. T. H. Arce45, F. A. Arduh71, J-F. Arguin95,
S. Argyropoulos42, M. Arik19a, A. J. Armbruster30, O. Arnaez30, V. Arnal82, H. Arnold48, M. Arratia28, O. Arslan21,
A. Artamonov97, G. Artoni23, S. Asai156, N. Asbah42, A. Ashkenazi154, B. •sman147a,147b, L. Asquith150, K. Assamagan25,
R. Astalos145a, M. Atkinson166, N. B. Atlay142, B. Auerbach6, K. Augsten128, M. Aurousseau146b, G. Avolio30, B. Axen15,
M. K. Ayoub117, G. Azuelos95,d, M. A. Baak30, A. E. Baas58a, C. Bacci135a,135b, H. Bachacou137, K. Bachas155,
M. Backes30, M. Backhaus30, E. Badescu26a, P. Bagiacchi133a,133b, P. Bagnaia133a,133b, Y. Bai33a, T. Bain35, J. T. Baines131,
O. K. Baker177, P. Balek129, T. Balestri149, F. Balli84, E. Banas39, Sw. Banerjee174, A. A. E. Bannoura176, H. S. Bansil18,
L. Barak30, S. P. Baranov96, E. L. Barberio88, D. Barberis50a,50b, M. Barbero85, T. Barillari101, M. Barisonzi165a,165b,
T. Barklow144, N. Barlow28, S. L. Barnes84, B. M. Barnett131, R. M. Barnett15, Z. Barnovska5, A. Baroncelli135a,
G. Barone49, A. J. Barr120, F. Barreiro82, J. Barreiro Guimar‹es da Costa57, R. Bartoldus144, A. E. Barton72, P. Bartos145a,
A. Bassalat117, A. Basye166, R. L. Bates53, S. J. Batista159, J. R. Batley28, M. Battaglia138, M. Bauce133a,133b,
F. Bauer137, H. S. Bawa144,e, J. B. Beacham111, M. D. Beattie72, T. Beau80, P. H. Beauchemin162, R. Beccherle124a,124b,
P. Bechtle21, H. P. Beck17,f , K. Becker120, M. Becker83, S. Becker100, M. Beckingham171, C. Becot117, A. J. Beddall19c,
A. Beddall19c, V. A. Bednyakov65, C. P. Bee149, L. J. Beemster107, T. A. Beermann176, M. Begel25, J. K. Behr120,
C. Belanger-Champagne87, P. J. Bell49, W. H. Bell49, G. Bella154, L. Bellagamba20a, A. Bellerive29, M. Bellomo86,
K. Belotskiy98, O. Beltramello30, O. Benary154, D. Benchekroun136a, M. Bender100, K. Bendtz147a,147b, N. Benekos10,
Y. Benhammou154, E. Benhar Noccioli49, J. A. Benitez Garcia160b, D. P. Benjamin45, J. R. Bensinger23, S. Bentvelsen107,
L. Beresford120, M. Beretta47, D. Berge107, E. Bergeaas Kuutmann167, N. Berger5, F. Berghaus170, J. Beringer15,
C. Bernard22, N. R. Bernard86, C. Bernius110, F. U. Bernlochner21, T. Berry77, P. Berta129, C. Bertella83, G. Bertoli147a,147b,

123



Eur. Phys. J. C (2015) 75 :318 Page 29 of 40 318

F. Bertolucci124a,124b, C. Bertsche113, D. Bertsche113, M. I. Besana91a, G. J. Besjes106, O. Bessidskaia Bylund147a,147b,
M. Bessner42, N. Besson137, C. Betancourt48, S. Bethke101, A. J. Bevan76, W. Bhimji46, R. M. Bianchi125, L. Bianchini23,
M. Bianco30, O. Biebel100, S. P. Bieniek78, M. Biglietti135a, J. Bilbao De Mendizabal49, H. Bilokon47, M. Bindi54,
S. Binet117, A. Bingul19c, C. Bini133a,133b, C. W. Black151, J. E. Black144, K. M. Black22, D. Blackburn139, R. E. Blair6,
J.-B. Blanchard137, J.E. Blanco77, T. Blazek145a, I. Bloch42, C. Blocker23, W. Blum83,* , U. Blumenschein54,
G. J. Bobbink107, V. S. Bobrovnikov109,c, S. S. Bocchetta81, A. Bocci45, C. Bock100, M. Boehler48, J. A. Bogaerts30,
A. G. Bogdanchikov109, C. Bohm147a, V. Boisvert77, T. Bold38a, V. Boldea26a, A. S. Boldyrev99, M. Bomben80,
M. Bona76, M. Boonekamp137, A. Borisov130, G. Borissov72, S. Borroni42, J. Bortfeldt100, V. Bortolotto60a,60b,60c,
K. Bos107, D. Boscherini20a, M. Bosman12, J. Boudreau125, J. Bouffard2, E. V. Bouhova-Thacker72, D. Boumediene34,
C. Bourdarios117, N. Bousson114, A. Boveia30, J. Boyd30, I. R. Boyko65, I. Bozic13, J. Bracinik18, A. Brandt8, G. Brandt15,
O. Brandt58a, U. Bratzler157, B. Brau86, J. E. Brau116, H. M. Braun176,* , S. F. Brazzale165a,165c, K. Brendlinger122,
A. J. Brennan88, L. Brenner107, R. Brenner167, S. Bressler173, K. Bristow146c, T. M. Bristow46, D. Britton53, D. Britzger42,
F. M. Brochu28, I. Brock21, R. Brock90, J. Bronner101, G. Brooijmans35, T. Brooks77, W. K. Brooks32b, J. Brosamer15,
E. Brost116, J. Brown55, P. A. Bruckman de Renstrom39, D. Bruncko145b, R. Bruneliere48, A. Bruni20a, G. Bruni20a,
M. Bruschi20a, L. Bryngemark81, T. Buanes14, Q. Buat143, P. Buchholz142, A. G. Buckley53, S. I. Buda26a, I. A. Budagov65,
F. Buehrer48, L. Bugge119, M. K. Bugge119, O. Bulekov98, H. Burckhart30, S. Burdin74, B. Burghgrave108, S. Burke131,
I. Burmeister43, E. Busato34, D. BŸscher48, V. BŸscher83, P. Bussey53, C. P. Buszello167, J. M. Butler22, A. I. Butt3,
C. M. Buttar53, J. M. Butterworth78, P. Butti107, W. Buttinger25, A. Buzatu53, R. Buzykaev109,c, S. Cabrera Urb‡n168,
D. Caforio128, O. Cakir4a, P. CalaÞura15, A. Calandri137, G. Calderini80, P. Calfayan100, L. P. Caloba24a, D. Calvet34,
S. Calvet34, R. Camacho Toro49, S. Camarda42, D. Cameron119, L. M. Caminada15, R. Caminal Armadans12,
S. Campana30, M. Campanelli78, A. Campoverde149, V. Canale104a,104b, A. Canepa160a, M. Cano Bret76, J. Cantero82,
R. Cantrill126a, T. Cao40, M. D. M. Capeans Garrido30, I. Caprini26a, M. Caprini26a, M. Capua37a,37b, R. Caputo83,
R. Cardarelli134a, T. Carli30, G. Carlino104a, L. Carminati91a,91b, S. Caron106, E. Carquin32a, G. D. Carrillo-Montoya8,
J. R. Carter28, J. Carvalho126a,126c, D. Casadei78, M. P. Casado12, M. Casolino12, E. Castaneda-Miranda146b, A. Castelli107,
V. Castillo Gimenez168, N. F. Castro126a,g, P. Catastini57, A. Catinaccio30, J. R. Catmore119, A. Cattai30, J. Caudron83,
V. Cavaliere166, D. Cavalli91a, M. Cavalli-Sforza12, V. Cavasinni124a,124b, F. Ceradini135a,135b, B. C. Cerio45, K. Cerny129,
A. S. Cerqueira24b, A. Cerri150, L. Cerrito76, F. Cerutti15, M. Cerv30, A. Cervelli17, S. A. Cetin19b, A. Chafaq136a,
D. Chakraborty108, I. Chalupkova129, P. Chang166, B. Chapleau87, J. D. Chapman28, D. G. Charlton18, C. C. Chau159,
C. A. Chavez Barajas150, S. Cheatham153, A. Chegwidden90, S. Chekanov6, S. V. Chekulaev160a, G. A. Chelkov65,h,
M. A. Chelstowska89, C. Chen64, H. Chen25, K. Chen149, L. Chen33d,i , S. Chen33c, X. Chen33f, Y. Chen67, H. C. Cheng89,
Y. Cheng31, A. Cheplakov65, E. Cheremushkina130, R. Cherkaoui El Moursli136e, V. Chernyatin25,* , E. Cheu7,
L. Chevalier137, V. Chiarella47, J. T. Childers6, G. Chiodini73a, A. S. Chisholm18, R. T. Chislett78, A. Chitan26a,
M. V. Chizhov65, K. Choi61, S. Chouridou9, B. K. B. Chow100, V. Christodoulou78, D. Chromek-Burckhart30, M. L. Chu152,
J. Chudoba127, A. J. Chuinard87, J. J. Chwastowski39, L. Chytka115, G. Ciapetti133a,133b, A. K. Ciftci4a, D. Cinca53,
V. Cindro75, I. A. Cioara21, A. Ciocio15, Z. H. Citron173, M. Ciubancan26a, A. Clark49, B. L. Clark57, P. J. Clark46,
R. N. Clarke15, W. Cleland125, C. Clement147a,147b, Y. Coadou85, M. Cobal165a,165c, A. Coccaro139, J. Cochran64,
L. Coffey23, J. G. Cogan144, B. Cole35, S. Cole108, A. P. Colijn107, J. Collot55, T. Colombo58c, G. Compostella101,
P. Conde Mui–o126a,126b, E. Coniavitis48, S. H. Connell146b, I. A. Connelly77, S. M. Consonni91a,91b, V. Consorti48,
S. Constantinescu26a, C. Conta121a,121b, G. Conti30, F. Conventi104a,j , M. Cooke15, B. D. Cooper78, A. M. Cooper-Sarkar120,
K. Copic15, T. Cornelissen176, M. Corradi20a, F. Corriveau87,k, A. Corso-Radu164, A. Cortes-Gonzalez12, G. Cortiana101,
G. Costa91a, M. J. Costa168, D. Costanzo140, D. C™tŽ8, G. Cottin28, G. Cowan77, B. E. Cox84, K. Cranmer110,
G. Cree29, S. CrŽpŽ-Renaudin55, F. Crescioli80, W. A. Cribbs147a,147b, M. Crispin Ortuzar120, M. Cristinziani21,
V. Croft106, G. Crosetti37a,37b, T. Cuhadar Donszelmann140, J. Cummings177, M. Curatolo47, C. Cuthbert151, H. Czirr142,
P. Czodrowski3, S. DÕAuria53, M. DÕOnofrio74, M. J. Da Cunha Sargedas De Sousa126a,126b, C. Da Via84, W. Dabrowski38a,
A. DaÞnca120, T. Dai89, O. Dale14, F. Dallaire95, C. Dallapiccola86, M. Dam36, J. R. Dandoy31, A. C. Daniells18,
M. Danninger169, M. Dano Hoffmann137, V. Dao48, G. Darbo50a, S. Darmora8, J. Dassoulas3, A. Dattagupta61, W. Davey21,
C. David170, T. Davidek129, E. Davies120,l , M. Davies154, P. Davison78, Y. Davygora58a, E. Dawe88, I. Dawson140,
R. K. Daya-Ishmukhametova86, K. De8, R. de Asmundis104a, S. De Castro20a,20b, S. De Cecco80, N. De Groot106,
P. de Jong107, H. De la Torre82, F. De Lorenzi64, L. De Nooij107, D. De Pedis133a, A. De Salvo133a, U. De Sanctis150,
A. De Santo150, J. B. De Vivie De Regie117, W. J. Dearnaley72, R. Debbe25, C. Debenedetti138, D. V. Dedovich65,
I. Deigaard107, J. Del Peso82, T. Del Prete124a,124b, D. Delgove117, F. Deliot137, C. M. Delitzsch49, M. Deliyergiyev75,
A. DellÕAcqua30, L. DellÕAsta22, M. DellÕOrso124a,124b, M. Della Pietra104a,j , D. della Volpe49, M. Delmastro5,
P. A. Delsart55, C. Deluca107, D. A. DeMarco159, S. Demers177, M. Demichev65, A. Demilly80, S. P. Denisov130,

123



318 Page 30 of 40 Eur. Phys. J. C (2015) 75 :318

D. Derendarz39, J. E. Derkaoui136d, F. Derue80, P. Dervan74, K. Desch21, C. Deterre42, P. O. Deviveiros30, A. Dewhurst131,
S. Dhaliwal107, A. Di Ciaccio134a,134b, L. Di Ciaccio5, A. Di Domenico133a,133b, C. Di Donato104a,104b, A. Di Girolamo30,
B. Di Girolamo30, A. Di Mattia153, B. Di Micco135a,135b, R. Di Nardo47, A. Di Simone48, R. Di Sipio159, D. Di Valentino29,
C. Diaconu85, M. Diamond159, F. A. Dias46, M. A. Diaz32a, E. B. Diehl89, J. Dietrich16, S. Diglio85, A. Dimitrievska13,
J. Dingfelder21, F. Dittus30, F. Djama85, T. Djobava51b, J. I. Djuvsland58a, M. A. B. do Vale24c, D. Dobos30, M. Dobre26a,
C. Doglioni49, T. Dohmae156, J. Dolejsi129, Z. Dolezal129, B. A. Dolgoshein98,* , M. Donadelli24d, S. Donati124a,124b,
P. Dondero121a,121b, J. Donini34, J. Dopke131, A. Doria104a, M. T. Dova71, A. T. Doyle53, E. Drechsler54, M. Dris10,
E. Dubreuil34, E. Duchovni173, G. Duckeck100, O. A. Ducu26a,85, D. Duda176, A. Dudarev30, L. Dußot117, L. Duguid77,
M. DŸhrssen30, M. Dunford58a, H. Duran Yildiz4a, M. DŸren52, A. Durglishvili51b, D. Duschinger44, M. Dwuznik38a,
M. Dyndal38a, C. Eckardt42, K. M. Ecker101, W. Edson2, N. C. Edwards46, W. Ehrenfeld21, T. Eifert30, G. Eigen14,
K. Einsweiler15, T. Ekelof167, M. El Kacimi136c, M. Ellert167, S. Elles5, F. Ellinghaus83, A. A. Elliot170, N. Ellis30,
J. Elmsheuser100, M. Elsing30, D. Emeliyanov131, Y. Enari156, O. C. Endner83, M. Endo118, R. Engelmann149,
J. Erdmann43, A. Ereditato17, G. Ernis176, J. Ernst2, M. Ernst25, S. Errede166, E. Ertel83, M. Escalier117, H. Esch43,
C. Escobar125, B. Esposito47, A. I. Etienvre137, E. Etzion154, H. Evans61, A. Ezhilov123, L. Fabbri20a,20b, G. Facini31,
R. M. Fakhrutdinov130, S. Falciano133a, R. J. Falla78, J. Faltova129, Y. Fang33a, M. Fanti91a,91b, A. Farbin8, A. Farilla135a,
T. Farooque12, S. Farrell15, S. M. Farrington171, P. Farthouat30, F. Fassi136e, P. Fassnacht30, D. Fassouliotis9,
A. Favareto50a,50b, L. Fayard117, P. Federic145a, O. L. Fedin123,m, W. Fedorko169, S. Feigl30, L. Feligioni85, C. Feng33d,
E. J. Feng6, H. Feng89, A. B. Fenyuk130, P. Fernandez Martinez168, S. Fernandez Perez30, S. Ferrag53, J. Ferrando53,
A. Ferrari167, P. Ferrari107, R. Ferrari121a, D. E. Ferreira de Lima53, A. Ferrer168, D. Ferrere49, C. Ferretti89,
A. Ferretto Parodi50a,50b, M. Fiascaris31, F. Fiedler83, A. Filipÿciÿc75, M. Filipuzzi42, F. Filthaut106, M. Fincke-Keeler170,
K. D. Finelli151, M. C. N. Fiolhais126a,126c, L. Fiorini168, A. Firan40, A. Fischer2, C. Fischer12, J. Fischer176, W. C. Fisher90,
E. A. Fitzgerald23, M. Flechl48, I. Fleck142, P. Fleischmann89, S. Fleischmann176, G. T. Fletcher140, G. Fletcher76,
T. Flick176, A. Floderus81, L. R. Flores Castillo60a, M. J. Flowerdew101, A. Formica137, A. Forti84, D. Fournier117, H. Fox72,
S. Fracchia12, P. Francavilla80, M. Franchini20a,20b, D. Francis30, L. Franconi119, M. Franklin57, M. Fraternali121a,121b,
D. Freeborn78, S. T. French28, F. Friedrich44, D. Froidevaux30, J. A. Frost120, C. Fukunaga157, E. Fullana Torregrosa83,
B. G. Fulsom144, J. Fuster168, C. Gabaldon55, O. Gabizon176, A. Gabrielli20a,20b, A. Gabrielli133a,133b, S. Gadatsch107,
S. Gadomski49, G. Gagliardi50a,50b, P. Gagnon61, C. Galea106, B. Galhardo126a,126c, E. J. Gallas120, B. J. Gallop131,
P. Gallus128, G. Galster36, K. K. Gan111, J. Gao33b,85, Y. Gao46, Y. S. Gao144,e, F. M. Garay Walls46, F. Garberson177,
C. Garc’a168, J. E. Garc’a Navarro168, M. Garcia-Sciveres15, R. W. Gardner31, N. Garelli144, V. Garonne119, C. Gatti47,
A. Gaudiello50a,50b, G. Gaudio121a, B. Gaur142, L. Gauthier95, P. Gauzzi133a,133b, I. L. Gavrilenko96, C. Gay169,
G. Gaycken21, E. N. Gazis10, P. Ge33d, Z. Gecse169, C. N. P. Gee131, D. A. A. Geerts107, Ch. Geich-Gimbel21,
M. P. Geisler58a, C. Gemme50a, M. H. Genest55, S. Gentile133a,133b, M. George54, S. George77, D. Gerbaudo164,
A. Gershon154, H. Ghazlane136b, N. Ghodbane34, B. Giacobbe20a, S. Giagu133a,133b, V. Giangiobbe12, P. Giannetti124a,124b,
B. Gibbard25, S. M. Gibson77, M. Gilchriese15, T. P. S. Gillam28, D. Gillberg30, G. Gilles34, D. M. Gingrich3,d, N. Giokaris9,
M. P. Giordani165a,165c, F. M. Giorgi20a, F. M. Giorgi16, P. F. Giraud137, P. Giromini47, D. Giugni91a, C. Giuliani48,
M. Giulini58b, B. K. Gjelsten119, S. Gkaitatzis155, I. Gkialas155, E. L. Gkougkousis117, L. K. Gladilin99, C. Glasman82,
J. Glatzer30, P. C. F. Glaysher46, A. Glazov42, M. Goblirsch-Kolb101, J. R. Goddard76, J. Godlewski39, S. Goldfarb89,
T. Golling49, D. Golubkov130, A. Gomes126a,126b,126d, R. Gon•alo126a, J. Goncalves Pinto Firmino Da Costa137,
L. Gonella21, S. Gonz‡lez de la Hoz168, G. Gonzalez Parra12, S. Gonzalez-Sevilla49, L. Goossens30, P. A. Gorbounov97,
H. A. Gordon25, I. Gorelov105, B. Gorini30, E. Gorini73a,73b, A. Gori¸ek75, E. Gornicki39, A. T. Goshaw45,
C. Gšssling43, M. I. Gostkin65, D. Goujdami136c, A. G. Goussiou139, N. Govender146b, H. M. X. Grabas138, L. Graber54,
I. Grabowska-Bold38a, P. Grafstršm20a,20b, K-J. Grahn42, J. Gramling49, E. Gramstad119, S. Grancagnolo16, V. Grassi149,
V. Gratchev123, H. M. Gray30, E. Graziani135a, Z. D. Greenwood79,n, K. Gregersen78, I. M. Gregor42, P. Grenier144,
J. GrifÞths8, A. A. Grillo138, K. Grimm72, S. Grinstein12,o, Ph. Gris34, J.-F. Grivaz117, J. P. Grohs44, A. Grohsjean42,
E. Gross173, J. Grosse-Knetter54, G. C. Grossi79, Z. J. Grout150, L. Guan33b, J. Guenther128, F. Guescini49, D. Guest177,
O. Gueta154, E. Guido50a,50b, T. Guillemin117, S. Guindon2, U. Gul53, C. Gumpert44, J. Guo33e, S. Gupta120, P. Gutierrez113,
N. G. Gutierrez Ortiz53, C. Gutschow44, C. Guyot137, C. Gwenlan120, C. B. Gwilliam74, A. Haas110, C. Haber15,
H. K. Hadavand8, N. Haddad136e, P. Haefner21, S. Hagebšck21, Z. Hajduk39, H. Hakobyan178, M. Haleem42, J. Haley114,
D. Hall120, G. Halladjian90, G. D. Hallewell85, K. Hamacher176, P. Hamal115, K. Hamano170, M. Hamer54, A. Hamilton146a,
S. Hamilton162, G. N. Hamity146c, P. G. Hamnett42, L. Han33b, K. Hanagaki118, K. Hanawa156, M. Hance15, P. Hanke58a,
R. Hanna137, J. B. Hansen36, J. D. Hansen36, M. C. Hansen21, P. H. Hansen36, K. Hara161, A. S. Hard174, T. Harenberg176,
F. Hariri117, S. Harkusha92, R. D. Harrington46, P. F. Harrison171, F. Hartjes107, M. Hasegawa67, S. Hasegawa103,
Y. Hasegawa141, A. Hasib113, S. Hassani137, S. Haug17, R. Hauser90, L. Hauswald44, M. Havranek127, C. M. Hawkes18,

123



Eur. Phys. J. C (2015) 75 :318 Page 31 of 40 318

R. J. Hawkings30, A. D. Hawkins81, T. Hayashi161, D. Hayden90, C. P. Hays120, J. M. Hays76, H. S. Hayward74,
S. J. Haywood131, S. J. Head18, T. Heck83, V. Hedberg81, L. Heelan8, S. Heim122, T. Heim176, B. Heinemann15,
L. Heinrich110, J. Hejbal127, L. Helary22, S. Hellman147a,147b, D. Hellmich21, C. Helsens30, J. Henderson120,
R. C. W. Henderson72, Y. Heng174, C. Hengler42, A. Henrichs177, A. M. Henriques Correia30, S. Henrot-Versille117,
G. H. Herbert16, Y. Hern‡ndez JimŽnez168, R. Herrberg-Schubert16, G. Herten48, R. Hertenberger100, L. Hervas30,
G. G. Hesketh78, N. P. Hessey107, J. W. Hetherly40, R. Hickling76, E. Hig—n-Rodriguez168, E. Hill170, J. C. Hill28,
K. H. Hiller42, S. J. Hillier18, I. Hinchliffe15, E. Hines122, R. R. Hinman15, M. Hirose158, D. Hirschbuehl176, J. Hobbs149,
N. Hod107, M. C. Hodgkinson140, P. Hodgson140, A. Hoecker30, M. R. Hoeferkamp105, F. Hoenig100, M. Hohlfeld83,
D. Hohn21, T. R. Holmes15, T. M. Hong122, B. H. Hooberman166, L. Hooft van Huysduynen110, W. H. Hopkins116,
Y. Horii103, A. J. Horton143, J-Y. Hostachy55, S. Hou152, A. Hoummada136a, J. Howard120, J. Howarth42, M. Hrabovsky115,
I. Hristova16, J. Hrivnac117, T. HrynÕova5, A. Hrynevich93, C. Hsu146c, P. J. Hsu152,p, S.-C. Hsu139, D. Hu35, Q. Hu33b,
X. Hu89, Y. Huang42, Z. Hubacek30, F. Hubaut85, F. Huegging21, T. B. Huffman120, E. W. Hughes35, G. Hughes72,
M. Huhtinen30, T. A. HŸlsing83, N. Huseynov65,b, J. Huston90, J. Huth57, G. Iacobucci49, G. Iakovidis25, I. Ibragimov142,
L. Iconomidou-Fayard117, E. Ideal177, Z. Idrissi136e, P. Iengo30, O. Igonkina107, T. Iizawa172, Y. Ikegami66, K. Ikematsu142,
M. Ikeno66, Y. Ilchenko31,q, D. Iliadis155, N. Ilic159, Y. Inamaru67, T. Ince101, P. Ioannou9, M. Iodice135a, K. Iordanidou9,
V. Ippolito57, A. Irles Quiles168, C. Isaksson167, M. Ishino68, M. Ishitsuka158, R. Ishmukhametov111, C. Issever120,
S. Istin19a, J. M. Iturbe Ponce84, R. Iuppa134a,134b, J. Ivarsson81, W. Iwanski39, H. Iwasaki66, J. M. Izen41, V. Izzo104a,
S. Jabbar3, B. Jackson122, M. Jackson74, P. Jackson1, M. R. Jaekel30, V. Jain2, K. Jakobs48, S. Jakobsen30, T. Jakoubek127,
J. Jakubek128, D. O. Jamin152, D. K. Jana79, E. Jansen78, R. W. Jansky62, J. Janssen21, M. Janus171, G. Jarlskog81,
N. Javadov65,b, T. Javûurek48, L. Jeanty15, J. Jejelava51a,r, G-Y. Jeng151, D. Jennens88, P. Jenni48,s, J. Jentzsch43,
C. Jeske171, S. JŽzŽquel5, H. Ji174, J. Jia149, Y. Jiang33b, S. Jiggins78, J. Jimenez Pena168, S. Jin33a, A. Jinaru26a,
O. Jinnouchi158, M. D. Joergensen36, P. Johansson140, K. A. Johns7, K. Jon-And147a,147b, G. Jones171, R. W. L. Jones72,
T. J. Jones74, J. Jongmanns58a, P. M. Jorge126a,126b, K. D. Joshi84, J. Jovicevic160a, X. Ju174, C. A. Jung43, P. Jussel62,
A. Juste Rozas12,o, M. Kaci168, A. Kaczmarska39, M. Kado117, H. Kagan111, M. Kagan144, S. J. Kahn85, E. Kajomovitz45,
C. W. Kalderon120, S. Kama40, A. Kamenshchikov130, N. Kanaya156, M. Kaneda30, S. Kaneti28, V. A. Kantserov98,
J. Kanzaki66, B. Kaplan110, A. Kapliy31, D. Kar53, K. Karakostas10, A. Karamaoun3, N. Karastathis10,107, M. J. Kareem54,
M. Karnevskiy83, S. N. Karpov65, Z. M. Karpova65, K. Karthik110, V. Kartvelishvili72, A. N. Karyukhin130, L. Kashif174,
R. D. Kass111, A. Kastanas14, Y. Kataoka156, A. Katre49, J. Katzy42, K. Kawagoe70, T. Kawamoto156, G. Kawamura54,
S. Kazama156, V. F. Kazanin109,c, M. Y. Kazarinov65, R. Keeler170, R. Kehoe40, J. S. Keller42, J. J. Kempster77,
H. Keoshkerian84, O. Kepka127, B. P. Ker¸evan75, S. Kersten176, R. A. Keyes87, F. Khalil-zada11, H. Khandanyan147a,147b,
A. Khanov114, A.G. Kharlamov109,c, T. J. Khoo28, V. Khovanskiy97, E. Khramov65, J. Khubua51b,t, H. Y. Kim8,
H. Kim147a,147b, S. H. Kim161, Y. Kim31, N. Kimura155, O. M. Kind16, B. T. King74, M. King168, R. S. B. King120,
S. B. King169, J. Kirk131, A. E. Kiryunin101, T. Kishimoto67, D. Kisielewska38a, F. Kiss48, K. Kiuchi161, O. Kivernyk137,
E. Kladiva145b, M. H. Klein35, M. Klein74, U. Klein74, K. Kleinknecht83, P. Klimek147a,147b, A. Klimentov25,
R. Klingenberg43, J. A. Klinger84, T. Klioutchnikova30, P. F. Klok106, E-E. Kluge58a, P. Kluit107, S. Kluth101, E. Kneringer62,
E. B. F. G. Knoops85, A. Knue53, D. Kobayashi158, T. Kobayashi156, M. Kobel44, M. Kocian144, P. Kodys129, T. Koffas29,
E. Koffeman107, L. A. Kogan120, S. Kohlmann176, Z. Kohout128, T. Kohriki66, T. Koi144, H. Kolanoski16, I. Koletsou5,
A. A. Komar96,* , Y. Komori156, T. Kondo66, N. Kondrashova42, K. Kšneke48, A. C. Kšnig106, S. Kšnig83, T. Kono66,u,
R. Konoplich110,v, N. Konstantinidis78, R. Kopeliansky153, S. Koperny38a, L. Kšpke83, A. K. Kopp48, K. Korcyl39,
K. Kordas155, A. Korn78, A. A. Korol109,c, I. Korolkov12, E. V. Korolkova140, O. Kortner101, S. Kortner101, T. Kosek129,
V. V. Kostyukhin21, V. M. Kotov65, A. Kotwal45, A. Kourkoumeli-Charalampidi155, C. Kourkoumelis9, V. Kouskoura25,
A. Koutsman160a, R. Kowalewski170, T. Z. Kowalski38a, W. Kozanecki137, A. S. Kozhin130, V. A. Kramarenko99,
G. Kramberger75, D. Krasnopevtsev98, M. W. Krasny80, A. Krasznahorkay30, J. K. Kraus21, A. Kravchenko25,
S. Kreiss110, M. Kretz58c, J. Kretzschmar74, K. Kreutzfeldt52, P. Krieger159, K. Krizka31, K. Kroeninger43, H. Kroha101,
J. Kroll122, J. Kroseberg21, J. Krstic13, U. Kruchonak65, H. KrŸger21, N. Krumnack64, Z. V. Krumshteyn65, A. Kruse174,
M. C. Kruse45, M. Kruskal22, T. Kubota88, H. Kucuk78, S. Kuday4b, S. Kuehn48, A. Kugel58c, F. Kuger175,
A. Kuhl138, T. Kuhl42, V. Kukhtin65, Y. Kulchitsky92, S. Kuleshov32b, M. Kuna133a,133b, T. Kunigo68, A. Kupco127,
H. Kurashige67, Y. A. Kurochkin92, R. Kurumida67, V. Kus127, E. S. Kuwertz148, M. Kuze158, J. Kvita115, T. Kwan170,
D. Kyriazopoulos140, A. La Rosa49, J. L. La Rosa Navarro24d, L. La Rotonda37a,37b, C. Lacasta168, F. Lacava133a,133b,
J. Lacey29, H. Lacker16, D. Lacour80, V. R. Lacuesta168, E. Ladygin65, R. Lafaye5, B. Laforge80, T. Lagouri177, S. Lai48,
L. Lambourne78, S. Lammers61, C. L. Lampen7, W. Lampl7, E. Lan•on137, U. Landgraf48, M. P. J. Landon76, V. S. Lang58a,
J. C. Lange12, A. J. Lankford164, F. Lanni25, K. Lantzsch30, S. Laplace80, C. Lapoire30, J. F. Laporte137, T. Lari91a,
F. Lasagni Manghi20a,20b, M. Lassnig30, P. Laurelli47, W. Lavrijsen15, A. T. Law138, P. Laycock74, O. Le Dortz80,

123



318 Page 32 of 40 Eur. Phys. J. C (2015) 75 :318

E. Le Guirriec85, E. Le Menedeu12, M. LeBlanc170, T. LeCompte6, F. Ledroit-Guillon55, C. A. Lee146b, S. C. Lee152,
L. Lee1, G. Lefebvre80, M. Lefebvre170, F. Legger100, C. Leggett15, A. Lehan74, G. Lehmann Miotto30, X. Lei7,
W. A. Leight29, A. Leisos155, A. G. Leister177, M. A. L. Leite24d, R. Leitner129, D. Lellouch173, B. Lemmer54,
K. J. C. Leney78, T. Lenz21, B. Lenzi30, R. Leone7, S. Leone124a,124b, C. Leonidopoulos46, S. Leontsinis10, C. Leroy95,
C. G. Lester28, M. Levchenko123, J. Lev•que5, D. Levin89, L. J. Levinson173, M. Levy18, A. Lewis120, A. M. Leyko21,
M. Leyton41, B. Li33b,w, H. Li149, H. L. Li31, L. Li45, L. Li33e, S. Li45, Y. Li33c,x, Z. Liang138, H. Liao34, B. Liberti134a,
A. Liblong159, P. Lichard30, K. Lie166, J. Liebal21, W. Liebig14, C. Limbach21, A. Limosani151, S. C. Lin152,y, T. H. Lin83,
F. Linde107, B. E. Lindquist149, J. T. Linnemann90, E. Lipeles122, A. Lipniacka14, M. Lisovyi42, T. M. Liss166, D. Lissauer25,
A. Lister169, A. M. Litke138, B. Liu152, D. Liu152, J. Liu85, J. B. Liu33b, K. Liu85, L. Liu166, M. Liu45, M. Liu33b,
Y. Liu33b, M. Livan121a,121b, A. Lleres55, J. Llorente Merino82, S. L. Lloyd76, F. Lo Sterzo152, E. Lobodzinska42,
P. Loch7, W. S. Lockman138, F. K. Loebinger84, A. E. Loevschall-Jensen36, A. Loginov177, T. Lohse16, K. Lohwasser42,
M. Lokajicek127, B. A. Long22, J. D. Long89, R. E. Long72, K. A. Looper111, L. Lopes126a, D. Lopez Mateos57,
B. Lopez Paredes140, I. Lopez Paz12, J. Lorenz100, N. Lorenzo Martinez61, M. Losada163, P. Loscutoff15, P. J. Lšsel100,
X. Lou33a, A. Lounis117, J. Love6, P. A. Love72, N. Lu89, H. J. Lubatti139, C. Luci133a,133b, A. Lucotte55, F. Luehring61,
W. Lukas62, L. Luminari133a, O. Lundberg147a,147b, B. Lund-Jensen148, M. Lungwitz83, D. Lynn25, R. Lysak127, E. Lytken81,
H. Ma25, L. L. Ma33d, G. Maccarrone47, A. Macchiolo101, C. M. Macdonald140, J. Machado Miguens122,126b, D. Macina30,
D. Madaffari85, R. Madar34, H. J. Maddocks72, W. F. Mader44, A. Madsen167, S. Maeland14, T. Maeno25, A. Maevskiy99,
E. Magradze54, K. Mahboubi48, J. Mahlstedt107, C. Maiani137, C. Maidantchik24a, A. A. Maier101, T. Maier100,
A. Maio126a,126b,126d, S. Majewski116, Y. Makida66, N. Makovec117, B. Malaescu80, Pa. Malecki39, V. P. Maleev123,
F. Malek55, U. Mallik63, D. Malon6, C. Malone144, S. Maltezos10, V. M. Malyshev109, S. Malyukov30, J. Mamuzic42,
G. Mancini47, B. Mandelli30, L. Mandelli91a, I. Mandi«c75, R. Mandrysch63, J. Maneira126a,126b, A. Manfredini101,
L. Manhaes de Andrade Filho24b, J. Manjarres Ramos160b, A. Mann100, P. M. Manning138, A. Manousakis-Katsikakis9,
B. Mansoulie137, R. Mantifel87, M. Mantoani54, L. Mapelli30, L. March146c, G. Marchiori80, M. Marcisovsky127,
C. P. Marino170, M. Marjanovic13, F. Marroquim24a, S. P. Marsden84, Z. Marshall15, L. F. Marti17, S. Marti-Garcia168,
B. Martin90, T. A. Martin171, V. J. Martin46, B. Martin dit Latour14, M. Martinez12,o, S. Martin-Haugh131, V. S. Martoiu26a,
A. C. Martyniuk78, M. Marx139, F. Marzano133a, A. Marzin30, L. Masetti83, T. Mashimo156, R. Mashinistov96, J. Masik84,
A. L. Maslennikov109,c, I. Massa20a,20b, L. Massa20a,20b, N. Massol5, P. Mastrandrea149, A. Mastroberardino37a,37b,
T. Masubuchi156, P. MŠttig176, J. Mattmann83, J. Maurer26a, S. J. MaxÞeld74, D. A. Maximov109,c, R. Mazini152,
S. M. Mazza91a,91b, L. Mazzaferro134a,134b, G. Mc Goldrick159, S. P. Mc Kee89, A. McCarn89, R. L. McCarthy149,
T. G. McCarthy29, N. A. McCubbin131, K. W. McFarlane56,* , J. A. Mcfayden78, G. Mchedlidze54, S. J. McMahon131,
R. A. McPherson170,k, M. Medinnis42, S. Meehan146a, S. Mehlhase100, A. Mehta74, K. Meier58a, C. Meineck100,
B. Meirose41, B. R. Mellado Garcia146c, F. Meloni17, A. Mengarelli20a,20b, S. Menke101, E. Meoni162, K. M. Mercurio57,
S. Mergelmeyer21, P. Mermod49, L. Merola104a,104b, C. Meroni91a, F. S. Merritt31, A. Messina133a,133a, J. Metcalfe25,
A. S. Mete164, C. Meyer83, C. Meyer122, J-P. Meyer137, J. Meyer107, R. P. Middleton131, S. Miglioranzi165a,165c,
L. Mijovi«c21, G. Mikenberg173, M. Mikestikova127, M. Mikuº 75, M. Milesi88, A. Milic 30, D. W. Miller31, C. Mills46,
A. Milov 173, D. A. Milstead147a,147b, A. A. Minaenko130, Y. Minami156, I. A. Minashvili65, A. I. Mincer110, B. Mindur38a,
M. Mineev65, Y. Ming174, L. M. Mir 12, T. Mitani172, J. Mitrevski100, V. A. Mitsou168, A. Miucci49, P. S. Miyagawa140,
J. U. Mjšrnmark81, T. Moa147a,147b, K. Mochizuki85, S. Mohapatra35, W. Mohr48, S. Molander147a,147b, R. Moles-Valls168,
K. Mšnig42, C. Monini55, J. Monk36, E. Monnier85, J. Montejo Berlingen12, F. Monticelli71, S. Monzani133a,133b,
R. W. Moore3, N. Morange117, D. Moreno163, M. Moreno Ll‡cer54, P. Morettini50a, M. Morgenstern44, M. Morii 57,
V. Morisbak119, S. Moritz83, A. K. Morley148, G. Mornacchi30, J. D. Morris76, S. S. Mortensen36, A. Morton53,
L. Morvaj103, H. G. Moser101, M. Mosidze51b, J. Moss111, K. Motohashi158, R. Mount144, E. Mountricha25,
S. V. Mouraviev96,* , E. J. W. Moyse86, S. Muanza85, R. D. Mudd18, F. Mueller101, J. Mueller125, K. Mueller21,
R. S. P. Mueller100, T. Mueller28, D. Muenstermann49, P. Mullen53, Y. Munwes154, J. A. Murillo Quijada18,
W. J. Murray131,171, H. Musheghyan54, E. Musto153, A. G. Myagkov130,z, M. Myska128, O. Nackenhorst54, J. Nadal54,
K. Nagai120, R. Nagai158, Y. Nagai85, K. Nagano66, A. Nagarkar111, Y. Nagasaka59, K. Nagata161, M. Nagel101, E. Nagy85,
A. M. Nairz30, Y. Nakahama30, K. Nakamura66, T. Nakamura156, I. Nakano112, H. Namasivayam41, R. F. Naranjo Garcia42,
R. Narayan58b, T. Naumann42, G. Navarro163, R. Nayyar7, H. A. Neal89, P. Yu. Nechaeva96, T. J. Neep84, P. D. Nef144,
A. Negri121a,121b, M. Negrini20a, S. Nektarijevic106, C. Nellist117, A. Nelson164, S. Nemecek127, P. Nemethy110,
A. A. Nepomuceno24a, M. Nessi30,aa, M. S. Neubauer166, M. Neumann176, R. M. Neves110, P. Nevski25, P. R. Newman18,
D. H. Nguyen6, R. B. Nickerson120, R. Nicolaidou137, B. Nicquevert30, J. Nielsen138, N. Nikiforou35, A. Nikiforov16,
V. Nikolaenko130,z, I. Nikolic-Audit80, K. Nikolopoulos18, J. K. Nilsen119, P. Nilsson25, Y. Ninomiya156, A. Nisati133a,
R. Nisius101, T. Nobe158, M. Nomachi118, I. Nomidis29, T. Nooney76, S. Norberg113, M. Nordberg30, O. Novgorodova44,

123



Eur. Phys. J. C (2015) 75 :318 Page 33 of 40 318

S. Nowak101, M. Nozaki66, L. Nozka115, K. Ntekas10, G. Nunes Hanninger88, T. Nunnemann100, E. Nurse78, F. Nuti88,
B. J. OÕBrien46, F. OÕgrady7, D. C. OÕNeil143, V. OÕShea53, F. G. Oakham29,d, H. Oberlack101, T. Obermann21, J. Ocariz80,
A. Ochi67, I. Ochoa78, S. Oda70, S. Odaka66, H. Ogren61, A. Oh84, S. H. Oh45, C. C. Ohm15, H. Ohman167, H. Oide30,
W. Okamura118, H. Okawa161, Y. Okumura31, T. Okuyama156, A. Olariu26a, S. A. Olivares Pino46, D. Oliveira Damazio25,
E. Oliver Garcia168, A. Olszewski39, J. Olszowska39, A. Onofre126a,126e, P. U. E. Onyisi31,q, C. J. Oram160a, M. J. Oreglia31,
Y. Oren154, D. Orestano135a,135b, N. Orlando155, C. Oropeza Barrera53, R. S. Orr159, B. Osculati50a,50b, R. Ospanov84,
G. Otero y Garzon27, H. Otono70, M. Ouchrif136d, E. A. Ouellette170, F. Ould-Saada119, A. Ouraou137, K. P. Oussoren107,
Q. Ouyang33a, A. Ovcharova15, M. Owen53, R. E. Owen18, V. E. Ozcan19a, N. Ozturk8, K. Pachal120, A. Pacheco Pages12,
C. Padilla Aranda12, M. Pag‡ÿcov‡48, S. Pagan Griso15, E. Paganis140, C. Pahl101, F. Paige25, P. Pais86, K. Pajchel119,
G. Palacino160b, S. Palestini30, M. Palka38b, D. Pallin34, A. Palma126a,126b, Y. B. Pan174, E. Panagiotopoulou10,
C. E. Pandini80, J. G. Panduro Vazquez77, P. Pani147a,147b, S. Panitkin25, L. Paolozzi134a,134b, Th. D. Papadopoulou10,
K. Papageorgiou155, A. Paramonov6, D. Paredes Hernandez155, M. A. Parker28, K. A. Parker140, F. Parodi50a,50b,
J. A. Parsons35, U. Parzefall48, E. Pasqualucci133a, S. Passaggio50a, F. Pastore135a,135b,* , Fr. Pastore77, G. P‡sztor29,
S. Pataraia176, N. D. Patel151, J. R. Pater84, T. Pauly30, J. Pearce170, B. Pearson113, L. E. Pedersen36, M. Pedersen119,
S. Pedraza Lopez168, R. Pedro126a,126b, S. V. Peleganchuk109, D. Pelikan167, H. Peng33b, B. Penning31, J. Penwell61,
D. V. Perepelitsa25, E. Perez Codina160a, M. T. PŽrez Garc’a-Esta–168, L. Perini91a,91b, H. Pernegger30, S. Perrella104a,104b,
R. Peschke42, V. D. Peshekhonov65, K. Peters30, R. F. Y. Peters84, B. A. Petersen30, T. C. Petersen36, E. Petit42,
A. Petridis147a,147b, C. Petridou155, E. Petrolo133a, F. Petrucci135a,135b, N. E. Pettersson158, R. Pezoa32b, P. W. Phillips131,
G. Piacquadio144, E. Pianori171, A. Picazio49, E. Piccaro76, M. Piccinini20a,20b, M. A. Pickering120, R. Piegaia27,
D. T. Pignotti111, J. E. Pilcher31, A. D. Pilkington78, J. Pina126a,126b,126d, M. Pinamonti165a,165c,ab, J. L. Pinfold3,
A. Pingel36, B. Pinto126a, S. Pires80, M. Pitt173, C. Pizio91a,91b, L. Plazak145a, M-A. Pleier25, V. Pleskot129, E. Plotnikova65,
P. Plucinski147a,147b, D. Pluth64, R. Poettgen83, L. Poggioli117, D. Pohl21, G. Polesello121a, A. Policicchio37a,37b,
R. Polifka159, A. Polini20a, C. S. Pollard53, V. Polychronakos25, K. Pomm•s30, L. Pontecorvo133a, B. G. Pope90,
G. A. Popeneciu26b, D. S. Popovic13, A. Poppleton30, S. Pospisil128, K. Potamianos15, I. N. Potrap65, C. J. Potter150,
C. T. Potter116, G. Poulard30, J. Poveda30, V. Pozdnyakov65, P. Pralavorio85, A. Pranko15, S. Prasad30, S. Prell64,
D. Price84, J. Price74, L. E. Price6, M. Primavera73a, S. Prince87, M. Proissl46, K. ProkoÞev60c, F. Prokoshin32b,
E. Protopapadaki137, S. Protopopescu25, J. Proudfoot6, M. Przybycien38a, E. Ptacek116, D. Puddu135a,135b, E. Pueschel86,
D. Puldon149, M. Purohit25,ac, P. Puzo117, J. Qian89, G. Qin53, Y. Qin84, A. Quadt54, D. R. Quarrie15, W. B. Quayle165a,165b,
M. Queitsch-Maitland84, D. Quilty53, S. Raddum119, V. Radeka25, V. Radescu42, S. K. Radhakrishnan149, P. Radloff116,
P. Rados88, F. Ragusa91a,91b, G. Rahal179, S. Rajagopalan25, M. Rammensee30, C. Rangel-Smith167, F. Rauscher100,
S. Rave83, T. Ravenscroft53, M. Raymond30, A. L. Read119, N. P. Readioff74, D. M. Rebuzzi121a,121b, A. Redelbach175,
G. Redlinger25, R. Reece138, K. Reeves41, L. Rehnisch16, H. Reisin27, M. Relich164, C. Rembser30, H. Ren33a,
A. Renaud117, M. Rescigno133a, S. Resconi91a, O. L. Rezanova109,c, P. Reznicek129, R. Rezvani95, R. Richter101,
S. Richter78, E. Richter-Was38b, O. Ricken21, M. Ridel80, P. Rieck16, C. J. Riegel176, J. Rieger54, M. Rijssenbeek149,
A. Rimoldi121a,121b, L. Rinaldi20a, B. Risti«c49, E. Ritsch62, I. Riu12, F. Rizatdinova114, E. Rizvi76, S. H. Robertson87,k,
A. Robichaud-Veronneau87, D. Robinson28, J. E. M. Robinson84, A. Robson53, C. Roda124a,124b, S. Roe30, O. R¿hne119,
S. Rolli162, A. Romaniouk98, M. Romano20a,20b, S. M. Romano Saez34, E. Romero Adam168, N. Rompotis139,
M. Ronzani48, L. Roos80, E. Ros168, S. Rosati133a, K. Rosbach48, P. Rose138, P. L. Rosendahl14, O. Rosenthal142,
V. Rossetti147a,147b, E. Rossi104a,104b, L. P. Rossi50a, R. Rosten139, M. Rotaru26a, I. Roth173, J. Rothberg139, D. Rousseau117,
C. R. Royon137, A. Rozanov85, Y. Rozen153, X. Ruan146c, F. Rubbo144, I. Rubinskiy42, V. I. Rud99, C. Rudolph44,
M. S. Rudolph159, F. RŸhr48, A. Ruiz-Martinez30, Z. Rurikova48, N. A. Rusakovich65, A. Ruschke100, H. L. Russell139,
J. P. Rutherfoord7, N. Ruthmann48, Y. F. Ryabov123, M. Rybar129, G. Rybkin117, N. C. Ryder120, A. F. Saavedra151,
G. Sabato107, S. Sacerdoti27, A. Saddique3, H. F-W. Sadrozinski138, R. Sadykov65, F. Safai Tehrani133a, M. Saimpert137,
H. Sakamoto156, Y. Sakurai172, G. Salamanna135a,135b, A. Salamon134a, M. Saleem113, D. Salek107, P. H. Sales De Bruin139,
D. Salihagic101, A. Salnikov144, J. Salt168, D. Salvatore37a,37b, F. Salvatore150, A. Salvucci106, A. Salzburger30,
D. Sampsonidis155, A. Sanchez104a,104b, J. S‡nchez168, V. Sanchez Martinez168, H. Sandaker14, R. L. Sandbach76,
H. G. Sander83, M. P. Sanders100, M. Sandhoff176, C. Sandoval163, R. Sandstroem101, D. P. C. Sankey131, M. Sannino50a,50b,
A. Sansoni47, C. Santoni34, R. Santonico134a,134b, H. Santos126a, I. Santoyo Castillo150, K. Sapp125, A. Sapronov65,
J. G. Saraiva126a,126d, B. Sarrazin21, O. Sasaki66, Y. Sasaki156, K. Sato161, G. Sauvage5,* , E. Sauvan5, G. Savage77,
P. Savard159,d, C. Sawyer120, L. Sawyer79,n, J. Saxon31, C. Sbarra20a, A. Sbrizzi20a,20b, T. Scanlon78, D. A. Scannicchio164,
M. Scarcella151, V. Scarfone37a,37b, J. Schaarschmidt173, P. Schacht101, D. Schaefer30, R. Schaefer42, J. Schaeffer83,
S. Schaepe21, S. Schaetzel58b, U. SchŠfer83, A. C. Schaffer117, D. Schaile100, R. D. Schamberger149, V. Scharf58a,
V. A. Schegelsky123, D. Scheirich129, M. Schernau164, C. Schiavi50a,50b, C. Schillo48, M. Schioppa37a,37b, S. Schlenker30,

123
















	Search for supersymmetry in events containing a same-flavour opposite-sign dilepton pair, jets, and large missing transverse momentum in sqrts=8TeV pp collisions with the ATLAS detector



