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Search in diphoton and dielectron final states for displaced production of
Higgs or Z bosons with the ATLAS detector in

ffiffi

s
p

= 13 TeV pp collisions

G. Aad et al.
*

(ATLAS Collaboration)

(Received 27 April 2023; accepted 1 June 2023; published 19 July 2023)

A search is presented for displaced production of Higgs bosons or Z bosons, originating from the decay
of a neutral long-lived particle (LLP) and reconstructed in the decay modes H → γγ and Z → ee. The
analysis uses the full Run 2 dataset of proton-proton collisions delivered by the LHC at an energy of
ffiffiffi

s
p ¼ 13 TeV between 2015 and 2018 and recorded by the ATLAS detector, corresponding to an
integrated luminosity of 139 fb−1. Exploiting the capabilities of the ATLAS liquid argon calorimeter to
precisely measure the arrival times and trajectories of electromagnetic objects, the analysis searches for the
signature of pairs of photons or electrons which arise from a common displaced vertex and which arrive
after some delay at the calorimeter. The results are interpreted in a gauge-mediated supersymmetry
breaking model with pair-produced Higgsinos that decay to LLPs, and each LLP subsequently decays into
either a Higgs boson or a Z boson. The final state includes at least two particles that escape direct detection,
giving rise to missing transverse momentum. No significant excess is observed above the background
expectation. The results are used to set upper limits on the cross section for Higgsino pair production, up to
a χ̃0

1
mass of 369 (704) GeV for decays with 100% branching ratio of χ̃0

1
to Higgs (Z) bosons for a χ̃0

1

lifetime of 2 ns. A model-independent limit is also set on the production of pairs of photons or electrons
with a significant delay in arrival at the calorimeter.

DOI: 10.1103/PhysRevD.108.012012

I. INTRODUCTION

The Standard Model (SM) of particle physics is a
renormalizable quantum field theory that provides a frame-
work for understanding fundamental particles and their
interactions. Predictions of the SM have been substantiated
by experimental results over decades, one highlight being
the 2012 discovery of the Higgs boson by the ATLAS and
CMS experiments [1,2] at the Large Hadron Collider
(LHC) at CERN. However, the SM does not describe
gravity, does not contain a dark matter candidate, or
provide a solution to the hierarchy problem, pointing to
the need for new fundamental physics.

Supersymmetry (SUSY) [3–9] is a well-motivated
theoretical extension to the SM that offers possible answers
to many of these questions. The theory predicts the
existence of SUSY partners (sparticles) for particles in
the SM. Each sparticle has identical quantum numbers to its
SM partner, differing only by half a unit of spin. A new
symmetry called R-parity acts on supersymmetric fields,

and assigns a quantum number of þ1 to all SM particles
and −1 to sparticles. In R-parity-conserving SUSY models
[10–14], the lightest SUSY particle (LSP) is stable. At
colliders, sparticles would be produced in pairs, which
would then decay in cascades involving other sparticles and
SM particles until two final state LSPs are produced.
The weak eigenstates of the SUSY partners of the Higgs

and gauge bosons mix to form mass eigenstates called
electroweakinos that can be electrically neutral or charged
fermions. These are respectively referred to as neutralinos
(χ̃0

1
, χ̃0

2
, χ̃0

3
, χ̃0

4
), and charginos (χ̃�

1
, χ̃�

2
), with the subscripts

indicating increasing mass. These mass eigenstates are
model-dependent combinations of the individual electro-
weakino degrees of freedom. Of the many new particles
predicted in SUSY, existing exclusions from the LHC are
generally weaker for these electroweak sparticles as com-
pared to sparticles produced via strong interactions, due in
part to the low electroweak process cross sections in pp
collisions [15–20].
In gauge-mediated SUSY breaking (GMSB) models

[21–26], the superpartner of the graviton called the grav-
itino (G̃) is the LSP for typical model parameter values. The
weak coupling of the next-to-lightest SUSY particle
(NLSP) to the gravitino LSP could generate a lifetime of
the NSLP that is non-negligible on the detector length
scale, leading to displaced NLSP decay vertices [25]. In
GMSB models, the lightest neutralino χ̃0

1
is often the NLSP.

*Full author list given at the end of the article.

Published by the American Physical Society under the terms of
the Creative Commons Attribution 4.0 International license.
Further distribution of this work must maintain attribution to
the author(s) and the published article’s title, journal citation,
and DOI. Funded by SCOAP

3
.

PHYSICAL REVIEW D 108, 012012 (2023)

2470-0010=2023=108(1)=012012(32) 012012-1 © 2023 CERN, for the ATLAS Collaboration



If the combination of weak eigenstates in the χ̃0
1
mass

eigenstate is mostly composed of the supersymmetric
Higgs eigenstate (Higgsino), then the most likely decay
modes will be χ̃0

1
→ H=Z þ G̃.

This search considers GMSB models with the χ̃�
1
, χ̃0

2
and

χ̃0
1
forming an almost degenerate triplet of SUSY partners

of the SM electroweak bosons, and with the heavier
charginos and neutralinos sufficiently massive to be essen-
tially decoupled. As shown in the example Feynman
diagrams in Fig. 1, the search focuses on direct pair
production of members of the nearly degenerate triplet.
Each χ̃0

2
and χ̃�

1
that is produced decays to the NLSP plus

two light SM fermions (denoted by x), followed by the
subsequent NLSP decay via χ̃0

1
→ H=Z þ G̃. The small

mass splitting between electroweakinos results in final state
SM fermions with very low pT, making them challenging
to reconstruct and thus not useful for event selection.
The Feynman diagrams shown include both H → γγ and
Z → ee final states.
The analysis exploits the precision spatial and timing

capabilities of the ATLAS liquid argon (LAr) electromag-
netic (EM) calorimeter to achieve sensitivity to the dis-
placed production of the SM Higgs or Z boson by
reconstructing the resultant H → γγ or Z → ee decays.
The main characteristic of such events is the presence of
two electromagnetic (EM) objects, either photons or
electrons, that originate from the decay of the same LLP
parent. The EM objects are reconstructed using only EM
calorimeter information, so no attempt is made to separate
between the diphoton and dielectron final states. These EM
objects are detected with some delay compared to prompt
objects in the final state. Given the size of the ATLAS
detector and the LAr timing resolution, the requirement of
LAr calorimeter measurements of the delayed EM objects
restricts the sensitivity of the analysis to NLSP lifetimes of
OðnsÞ. In addition, due to the opening angle between the

H=Z boson and the gravitino LSP produced in the NLSP
decay, the EM objects would have flight paths that are
inconsistent with originating from the primary vertex (PV),
and hence are called nonpointing. Hereafter, the daughter
particles will be referred to as photons, and the signature as
a displaced diphoton vertex (DDV), covering both electron
and photon final states. Precise LAr timing and spatial
information is used to enhance sensitivity to this signature,
and this result represents the first application of a new
method to localize a displaced decay vertex position using
only LAr measurements.
This analysis utilizes the full Run 2 ATLAS dataset of

13 TeV pp collisions and is the first LHC search optimized
for the DDV signature. Previous ATLAS analyses searched
for nonpointing and delayed photons produced in long-
lived NLSP decays in the datasets of pp collisions
collected at center-of-mass energies of 13 TeV [27] during
Run 2 of the LHC, and at both 7 [28] and 8 TeV [29] during
Run 1. No search found an excess above the SMbackground
expectation, and results were interpreted in the context of a
particular set of GMSB SUSYmodels. A recent Run 2 CMS
result searching for such models also found data agreeing
with theSMprediction [30]. Theseprevious searchesprovide
generic sensitivity to events containing one or more non-
prompt photons that do not necessarily originate from a
common vertex, making this result the first to exploit the
correlation between e=γ measurements expected from the
GMSB delayed Higgsino signal.
The analysis considers a simplified model for signals,

where the mass and lifetime of the NLSP are treated as
independent parameters. A branching ratio (BR) of unity is
considered for the combination of the two NLSP decay
modes considered, namely χ̃0

1
→ H=Z þ G̃, though the

relative probability of the two modes is considered a free
parameter. TheH and Z are assumed to have their Standard
Model branching ratios. Both H → γγ and Z → ee signals
are reconstructed as final state photons, as electrons and
photons have the same EM shower shape and thus the same
EM calorimeter reconstruction. Furthermore, both prompt
and displaced track reconstruction efficiencies are low for
highly displaced electrons, and the application of calorim-
eter-based selection can recover sensitivity to these sig-
natures. The photons should have a delay compared to
prompt objects, and as t ¼ 0 is defined as the expected
value for a prompt photon from the PVof the hard collision,
the photons are required to have t > 0. Measurements of
the trajectories of the two photons, as determined by their
EM shower shapes, are used to determine a common origin.
The separation distance between this secondary vertex
candidate and the PV is calculated in the (R, z) plane,
and used to categorize the events according to the degree of
displacement. This procedure is shown diagrammatically in
Fig. 2 and described in detail in Sec. IV B.
The signal region (SR) is defined by the presence of at

least two photons, as well as a high value of missing
transverse momentum (Emiss

T ) resulting from the escaping

FIG. 1. Feynman diagrams of the signal process considered,
targeting pair production of electroweak sparticles decaying to
two light SM fermions x (including all leptons and quarks except
top and bottom) and a χ̃0

1
particle, which then decays to either a Z

or Higgs boson along with a G̃. Each of the χ̃0
1
particles is

required to decay to a Higgs (Z) boson as shown on the left (right)
which decays to a diphoton (dielectron) final state. The other χ̃0

1
is

not used in the analysis, and the Higgs=Z boson decays with its
Standard Model branching ratio.
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gravitinos. In addition, a few optimized kinematic selec-
tions, designed to enhance the signal-to-background ratio,
are applied. The events in the SR were kept blinded until
the analysis design was finalized. The background estima-
tion procedure assesses the contribution of SM processes
that populate the SR selection and is fully data-driven due
to non-Gaussian tails in the timing and vertexing LAr
measurements. The predicted background is determined
using a control region (CR) with low values of Emiss

T , which
is validated using two different orthogonal validation
regions (VR). The first VR requires intermediate values
of Emiss

T and is denoted VRðEmiss
T Þ, while the second,

denoted VRðtÞ, imposes the same Emiss
T requirement as

the SR but reverses the photon timing requirements by
requiring tγ < 0 for each photon. By construction the
various analysis regions are orthogonal, and any signal
contamination in the CR, VRðEmiss

T Þ, or VRðtÞwas found to
be negligible. The development of the background model-
ing using the CR, and its validation using the VRs, were
finalized before analyzing the data in the SR. A simulta-
neous likelihood fit of the background model to SR data is
performed using the average photon timing distribution in
categories of the photon secondary vertex displacement.

II. ATLAS DETECTOR

The ATLAS detector [31] at the LHC covers
nearly the entire solid angle around the collision

point.1 It consists of an inner tracking detector surrounded
by a thin superconducting solenoid, electromagnetic and
hadron calorimeters, and a muon spectrometer incorporat-
ing three large superconducting air-core toroidal magnets.
The inner detector system is immersed in a 2 T axial

magnetic field and provides charged-particle tracking in the
range jηj < 2.5. The high-granularity silicon pixel detector
covers the vertex region and typically provides four
measurements per track, the first hit normally being in
the insertable B-layer (IBL) installed before Run 2 [32,33].
It is followed by the silicon microstrip tracker (SCT), which
provides typically eight measurements per track. These
silicon detectors are complemented by the transition
radiation tracker (TRT), which enables radially extended
track reconstruction up to jηj ¼ 2.0. The TRT also provides
electron identification information based on the fraction of
hits (typically 30 in total) above a higher energy-deposit
threshold corresponding to transition radiation.
The calorimeter system covers the pseudorapidity range

jηj < 4.9. Within the region jηj < 3.2, electromagnetic

FIG. 2. Illustration of the two-dimensional calo-vertexing procedure to calculate the VR and Vz discriminating variables used in the
analysis, with R on the y-axis and z on the x-axis. The three layers of the LAr calorimeter are highlighted, along with the energy deposits
left by the passage of the two daughter photons γ1 and γ2 of the LLP. The location of the secondary vertex (SV) is determined by the
pointing measurements of the two photons. VR is defined as the distance in R from the SV to the beamline, and Vz as the distance in z
from the SV to the PV.

1ATLASuses a right-handed coordinate systemwith its origin at
the nominal interaction point (IP) in the centre of the detector and
the z-axis along the beam pipe. The x-axis points from the IP to the
center of the LHC ring, and the y-axis points upward. Cylindrical
coordinates ðr;ϕÞ are used in the transverse plane, ϕ being the
azimuthal angle around the z-axis. The pseudorapidity is defined in
terms of the polar angle θ as η ¼ − ln tanðθ=2Þ. Angular distance is
measured in units of ΔR≡

ffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffi

ðΔηÞ2 þ ðΔϕÞ2
p

.
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(EM) calorimetry is provided by barrel (EMB) and end cap
(EMEC) high-granularity lead/liquid-argon (LAr) calorim-
eters, with an additional thin LAr presampler covering
jηj < 1.8 to correct for energy loss in material upstream of
the calorimeters. For jηj < 2.5, the LAr EM calorimeter is
segmented into three layers in depth that can be used to
measure the longitudinal profile of the shower. The first
layer uses highly granular “strips” segmented in the η

direction, with a typical transverse segmentation of Δη ×
Δϕ ¼ 0.003 × 0.1 in the barrel, allowing for efficient
discrimination between single photon showers and two
overlapping showers from the decay of a π0 meson. The
second layer has a typical transverse segmentation of
Δη × Δϕ ¼ 0.025 × 0.025, and collects most of the energy
deposited in the calorimeter by EM showers initiated by
electrons or photons. Very high energy EM showers can
leave significant energy deposits in the third layer, which
can also be used to correct for energy leakage beyond the
EM calorimeter. These features of the LAr calorimeter
allow it to make precise measurements of photon direction
and timing, which are used to build key discriminants in the
analysis as described in Section IV. Hadron calorimetry is
provided by the steel/scintillator-tile calorimeter, seg-
mented into three barrel structures within jηj < 1.7, and
two copper/LAr hadron end cap calorimeters. The solid
angle coverage is completed with forward copper/LAr and
tungsten/LAr calorimeter modules, optimized for electro-
magnetic and hadronic energy measurements, respectively.
The muon spectrometer (MS) comprises separate trigger

and high-precision tracking chambers measuring the
deflection of muons in a magnetic field generated by the
superconducting air-core toroidal magnets. The field inte-
gral of the toroids ranges between 2.0 and 6.0 T m across
most of the detector. Three layers of precision chambers,
each consisting of layers of monitored drift tubes, covers
the region jηj < 2.7, complemented by cathode-strip cham-
bers in the forward region, where the background is
highest. The muon trigger system covers the range jηj <
2.4 with resistive-plate chambers in the barrel, and thin-gap
chambers in the end cap regions.
The ATLAS trigger and data acquisition system [34]

consists of a hardware-based first-level (L1) trigger fol-
lowed by a software-based high-level trigger (HLT) that
reduces the rate of events selected for offline storage to
1 kHz. An extensive software suite [35] is used in the
reconstruction and analysis of real and simulated data,
monitoring the detector during operation, and the trigger
and data acquisition systems of the experiment.

III. DATA AND MONTE CARLO SAMPLES

This search was performed with the full Run 2 LHC
dataset, collected by the ATLAS detector between 2015 and
2018. After the application of data quality requirements
[36] that ensure good working condition of all detector
components, the dataset corresponds to an integrated

luminosity of 139.0� 2.4 fb−1 [37,38]. The recording of
events used for this search was triggered by the presence of
two high-pT photons, where the full-rate trigger with the
lowest available pT threshold is used across data-taking
years [34,39]. For 2015 and 2016, the trigger used requires
the two photons to pass LOOSE identification (ID) selec-
tion, defined in Sec. VA. A trigger based on MEDIUM ID

photons became available in 2017 and 2018, and is thus
used here for the data collected in those years due to its
lower pT threshold. Kinematic selections were imposed on
the photons to ensure that the selected events lie in the fully
efficient regime of the trigger, namely for the leading
(subleading) photon pT to be greater than 40 (30) GeV.
Monte Carlo event generators were used to simulate the

signal targeted by this search. Signal matrix elements were
generated at leading order (LO) using MadGraph2.7.3 [40]
with showering and hadronization performed by PYTHIA8

[41]. The A14 tune [42] and the NNPDF2.3LO PDF set [43]
were used in the event generation. Each event has two long-
lived NLSPs and two final stateH=Z boson bosons. Events
were filtered such that only one H=Z boson is required to
decay to the desired di-γ=e resonance, and the other takes
its SM branching ratios. Therefore, four separate processes
are simulated: H → γγ þH → SM, Z → eeþH → SM,
H → γ γ þ Z → SM, and Z → eeþ Z → SM. The gener-
ated signals are parameterized by the mass of the NLSP,
which ranges from 100 GeV to 725 GeV, and its lifetime.
The mass of the gravitino LSP is set at 1 MeV, and
the lightest chargino and next-to-lightest neutralino have
the same mass which is set to be 1 GeV heavier than the
lightest neutralino.
For each NLSP mass value, at least two different NLSP

lifetimes, typically 2 ns and 10 ns, were simulated. Since
the distribution of particle decays follows an exponential
decay curve, it is possible to reweight the shape of that
curve and thus generalize to other lifetime values. Each
event was assigned a weight according to a source signal
lifetime, target signal lifetime, and the decay of the event in
question. Weights for target lifetimes between 0.25 and
1000 ns were calculated using the generated signal point
with the closest lifetime as the source distribution. The
signal model MC events were passed through a Geant4 [44]
simulation of the ATLAS detector [45] and reconstructed
with the same software [35] as used for the data. The
generation of the simulated event samples includes the
effect of multiple pp interactions in the same or neighbor-
ing bunch crossings (pileup). The effect is assessed with the
inclusion of overlaid minimum-bias events, as well as the
effect on the detector response due to interactions from
bunch crossings before or after the one containing the hard
interaction. Events in the simulation were weighted in order
to reproduce the amount of pileup observed in the Run 2
data-taking period.
As the background estimation is fully data-driven, no

simulation is required of the background processes. Prompt
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SM Z → eeMonte Carlo was used to study the modeling of
the specialized e=γ variables described in Sec. IV. These
samples were generated using POWHEG_V1 [46] interfaced
to PYTHIA8 with the AZNLOCTEQ6L1 PDF/tune [47,48].

IV. PHOTON VARIABLES

The capability of the ATLAS LAr calorimeter to provide
precision spatial and timing information for EM objects is
essential for the reconstruction of and sensitivity to DDV
events. In addition to standard four-vector information, two
key variables are used to characterize photons: the timing of
the photon signal, and the pointing of its trajectory back to
the beamline. These measurements are almost completely
uncorrelated for prompt backgrounds, but the signal is
expected to populate higher values of both quantities than
the SM expectation, making them excellent variables to
discriminate between signal and prompt backgrounds.
Since the targeted final state has two photons that share
a common secondary vertex, the two pointing measure-
ments are algorithmically combined into two novel vertex-
ing variables, which describe the position of the diphoton
vertex in the two-dimensional ðR; zÞ plane. Details of the
timing and vertexing calculations and their use in the
analysis are provided below. The photons and electrons
used in this section are selected with the criteria enumerated
in Sec. VA.

A. Timing

Photons from long-lived NLSP decays reach the LAr
calorimeter with a slight delay compared to prompt photons
produced directly in the hard scattering. This delay results
mostly from the flight time of the heavy NLSP, which
would have a relativistic speed (β ¼ v=c) that is less than 1.
In addition, the opening angle in the NLSP decay, which
causes the photon to be nonpointing, results in the
geometrical path to the calorimeter being longer than that
for a prompt photon from the PV.
The LAr calorimeter has an accordion geometry and

excellent timing resolution, with a readout which incorpo-
rates fast shaping, and a clock jitter on the readout board
that is less than 20 ps. The energy deposited by an EM
object in the LAr calorimeter is measured using samples
read out from the calorimeter channel at 25 ns intervals.
The arrival time is determined using the energy deposit
from the second-layer calorimeter cell with the maximum
energy deposit among cells in the associated EM cluster
(Ecell). For the EM shower of an electron or photon with an
energy in the range of interest, this cell typically contains
about 20%–50% of the total energy deposited in the EM
shower. The energy and timing for each cell are recon-
structed by applying the optimal filtering coefficient (OFC)
algorithm [49] to four samples of the signal shape.
The time resolution σðtÞ improves as the Ecell increases,

reaching a lower plateau at Oð10Þ GeV above which the

resolution is flat at approximately 200 ps. More specifi-
cally, it follows the form σðtÞ ¼ p0=Ecell ⊕ p1, where Ecell
is the cell energy, ⊕ denotes addition in quadrature, and
parameters p0 and p1 are the coefficients of the so-called
noise term and constant term, respectively, determined by a
fit to data. The time measurements are observed to include a
correlated contribution of ≈190 ps, which agrees well with
the expected spread of times from a single vertex due to
their spatial distribution along the beamline.
An offline calibration procedure is necessary to obtain

the best possible resolution on each timing measurement.
Offline corrections are determined for each interval of
validity of the LAr online calibrations, of which there are
13 in the Run 2 dataset. Timing calibration corrections are
determined with a dedicated procedure that uses a large
sample of W → eν data. This procedure defines a time of
zero as the expected measurement from a prompt photon
originating at the PV, and includes corrections for offsets
between channels, energy dependence, electronic crosstalk,
and the position of the PV. The calibration is validated over
an independent sample of Z → ee events, which also
provide a measurement of the expected resolution that is
obtained by performing Gaussian fits to the time distribu-
tions in bins of cell energy. Application of the calibration
constants offline achieves a final resolution ofOð100Þ ps in
response to high-energy e=γ objects [27].
A source of early and delayed photons in data emerges

through satellite bunches of protons that, due to the radio-
frequency structure of the LHC accelerator and injection
complex, are present in the LHC beams but separated from
the main bunches by multiples of �5 ns. These contribute
as a background process to the signal region of interest,
while also allowing for an assessment of the OFC
reconstruction method in data that more closely matches
the expected timing distribution of the signal. The typical
population of a satellite bunch is about a factor of one
thousand lower than that of the nearby nominal bunch, so
collisions between two satellite bunches are suppressed by
roughly a factor of a million. Despite their low rate, such
satellite collisions are nonetheless observable in the
ATLAS data. Figure 3 shows the timing distribution of
the electrons with the highest (e1) and second highest (e2)
pT in data events that are subject to a selection, defined
in Sec. V B, that isolates the prompt Z → ee process. In
addition to the bulk of events clustered around times of
zero, satellite collisions are seen with both electron times
around �5 ns and also at þ10 ns. Known features of the
LHC bunch structure cause a slight asymmetry between the
positive and negative populations.
The shape of the signal timing distribution is constructed

using the timing variable of the simulated signal samples.
The photon time resolution is not modeled precisely in the
MC simulation, which underestimates the time resolution
observed in data. Additional resolution uncertainties are
assigned to cover the observed discrepancy between
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radiative Z → llγ events in data and those from MC
simulation. In addition to a contribution applied independ-
ently to each photon, the additional smearing includes a
correlated event-level contribution to account for the
impact of the spread of the actual time of the pp collision,
which results from the longitudinal profiles of the proton
bunches along the LHC beamline. The combined smearing
contributions are tuned to match the time performance
observed in data using electrons since, due to their similar
EM shower developments, electrons have the same timing
performance as photons. The correlated and uncorrelated
contributions to the time measurement are de-convolved by
studying the times of electron-positron pairs in events from
the Z → ee selection.
In order to exploit the correlation of the timing between

two photons produced in the same parent decay, the final
analysis variable is the average of the times of the two
leading photons (γ1 and γ2), defined as tavg ¼ ðtγ1 þ tγ2Þ=2.
The distribution of tavg that is expected in the signal region
as defined in Sec. V, for data and several representative
simulated signals, is shown in Fig. 4. TheH decay channels
have longer timing tails due to themγγ window discussed in
Sec. V B. Because the calculation of mγγ is dependent on
the opening angle between the photons and thus highly
displaced signals have underestimated values of the recon-
structed mγγ , the Z signals with a lower truth mγγ are more
likely to be cut away by the lower bound.

B. Displaced vertex finding

The precise spatial resolution and segmentation of the
LAr calorimeter provides geometrical information about
the origin and direction of travel of EM objects. In contrast
to standard displaced vertex finding methods which rely on

tracking information from charged particles passing
through the inner detector, this analysis uses a novel
method called calo-vertexing, where the di-e=γ production
vertex is localized using only information from the LAr
calorimeter. Calo-vertexing is the only way that uncon-
verted photons can be vertexed, while also providing
enhanced acceptance for highly displaced electrons that
do not have associated tracks.
The calo-vertexing method developed for this search

uses well-established pointing variables to localize the
DDV in two dimensions. The granularity of the LAr
calorimeter in ϕ is insufficient for unambiguous localiza-
tion in this dimension, so the algorithm first rotates all
photon measurements onto ϕ ¼ 0. It then finds each
photon’s pointing value, defined as the position on the
beamline (x ¼ y ¼ 0) with respect to the PV that its
trajectory “points” back to. Pointing is determined using
the signals in the first two calorimeter layers, each of which
has an associated distance from the beamline R and η. A
line can be drawn through the measurements from the first
two calorimeter layers, (R1, η1) and (R2, η2), and extrapo-
lated back to the beamline to determine the origin of the
photon in z. The resolution on the pointing measurement is
≈15 mm for a photon with energy of ≈50–100 GeV in the
barrel, with good agreement between simulation and data
over the observable pointing distribution [27]. Figure 5
shows the resolution of the pointing variable jZoriginj as a
function of jZoriginj, comparing Z → ee -selected data, Z →

ee simulation, and signal simulation for several benchmark
points. The resolution of the predicted signal, Z → eeMC,
and Z → ee data agrees well over the range that is well
populated with events from prompt data, confirming that
data and simulation are similarly modeled. Further, the
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FIG. 3. Distribution of leading versus subleading electron LAr
timing values for a Z → ee analysis selection where at least two
electrons are required that have 68 GeV < mee < 108 GeV and
jΔηðe1; e2Þj > 0.1. Populations of electrons from satellite colli-
sions are visible at �5 ns and þ10 ns.

FIG. 4. Distribution of the average timing (tavg) for the expected
background in the signal region, obtained by transforming data
templates from the CR according to the background estimation
procedure. Superimposed are the expected distributions for
representative signal models in the SR, labeled by the χ̃0

1
mass

(in GeV) and lifetime (in ns), as well as the decay channel
to H or Z.
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agreement of the signal and Z → ee MC across higher
pointing values confirms the use of the pointing variable to
describe both signal and background processes.
The intersection of the two photon paths as determined

by the pointing procedure then defines the location of the
reconstructed secondary vertex candidate. The variables VR
and Vz refer to the location of the vertex along the R and z
axis respectively, measured with respect to the PV of the
event. Figure 2 diagrammatically illustrates an LLP that is
produced at the PV and decays after some travel distance
into two photons, whose pointing measurements are used to
reconstruct the SV location and thus the two vertexing
variables.
As the pointing value will tend to be larger for photons

that are produced in the decay of an LLP, and the pointing
for two photons that share a common vertex will be
correlated, the VR and Vz measurements are highly
discriminating against prompt background. Furthermore,
the correlation between VR and Vz can be exploited by
summing them in quadrature, generating the variable ρ ¼
ffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffi

V2

R þ V2
z

p

that is used in the analysis. The distribution of ρ
that is expected in the signal region for data and several
representative simulated signals is shown in Fig. 6.

V. EVENT SELECTION

Events are selected based on object quality requirements,
event-level features and kinematics, as well as the timing
and displacement of the two photon objects. The selection
criteria are defined based on optimization procedures that
maximize signal sensitivity.

A. Object selection

Electrons and photons are reconstructed from calorim-
eter signals using a dynamical, topological cell clustering-
based algorithm [50]. While the signal is reconstructed only
with photons, prompt electron objects are used to define the
prompt Z → ee selection.
Photons are required to satisfy pT > 10 GeV and

jηj < 2.37, excluding the region 1.37 < jηj < 1.52 which
corresponds to the transition region between the EM barrel
and end cap calorimeters. To reduce the background of jets
misreconstructed as photons, they are also subject to track-
and calorimeter-based isolation requirements. The calorim-
eter isolation variable is defined as the energy of calorimeter
clusters around thephoton candidate in theEMcalorimeter in
a radius of ΔR < 0.2. Additional corrections based on the
leakage of photon energy outside this window, pileup, and
the underlying event contribution are applied [50]. The track-
based isolation variable is defined as the scalar sum of the
pT of all tracks with pT > 1 GeV within ΔR < 0.2 of the
photon candidate. The calorimeter (track) isolation is
required to be less than 6.5% (5%) of the photon transverse
energy.

FIG. 5. Resolution of the photon pointing variable jZoriginj as a
function of jZoriginj in units of mm. Shown are promptZ → ee data
and simulation in a selection of events with at least two electrons
that have 68 GeV < mee < 108 GeV, and jΔηðe1; e2Þj > 0.1.
Overlaid for comparison are representative signals in the SR
selection, labeled by the χ̃0

1
mass in GeV, the χ̃0

1
lifetime in ns,

and the decay channel to H or Z.

FIG. 6. Distribution of the displacement ρ for the expected
background in the signal region, obtained by transforming data
templates from the CR according to the background estimation
procedure. Superimposed are the expected distributions for
representative signal models in the SR, labeled by the χ̃0

1
mass

(in GeV) and lifetime (in ns), as well as the decay channel toH or
Z. Signals with an H decay have a slightly broader distribution
due to sculpting of the ρ distribution by the lower bound of mγγ

imposed at 60 GeV (The reconstruction of the invariant mass of
the di-e=γ system is biased by displacement, as the calculation of
the opening angle between the two objects assumes they originate
at the beamline. Decays with larger displacement leads to a
greater underestimation of the mγγ value, leading to a population
of events reconstructed below the truth boson mass. As the Z
boson mass is lower than the Higgs boson mass, more mis-
reconstructed Z boson invariant masses are removed by the
60 GeV lower bound).
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A set of photon ID selections uses shower shape
variables that describe the energy profiles of the EM
showers in the calorimeter, and further enhance the photon
efficiency while providing rejection against the back-
ground. Three working points are employed in this analy-
sis. Loose ID uses only variables pertaining to the second
layer of the EM calorimeter and leakage into the hadronic
calorimeter, which minimizes its bias against the identi-
fication of nonpointing photons. It is applied to all baseline
photon objects, including those used to calculate the Emiss

T ,
and in an overlap removal procedure that prohibits the
double-counting of overlapping objects in an event. The
second working point, Medium ID, shares all Loose
requirements with the addition of an η-dependent selection
on a first-layer shower shape variable Eratio. While this
selection decreases signal efficiency by a few percent
across the expected range of displacement values, it also
offers a lower pT threshold by way of the medium ID-based
diphoton triggers, which was found to enhance the signal-
to-background ratio overall. Therefore, photons that are
considered as potential signal objects are required to pass
medium ID. The discrepancy between data and simulation
related to the medium identification selection is found to be
negligible across displacement values, thus no systematic
uncertainty on the efficiency is added. Finally, Tight ID is
used to define the photon-enriched background template
described in Sec. VI. It includes a variety of additional
selections to ensure good rejection of fake photons. All ID
working points are defined in Ref. [50].
Electron candidates must pass the same isolation and

identification criteria as the photons (where the electron
track is excluded from the track isolation calculation.) The
reconstructed track associated to the electron candidate
must be consistent with originating at the PV, in that its
longitudinal impact parameter z0 and transverse impact
parameter d0 must satisfy jz0 · sin θj < 0.5 mm and
jd0j=σd0 < 5, respectively. Finally, electron objects are
required to have pT > 10 GeV and jηj < 2.47, excluding
the crack region (1.37 < jηj < 1.52).
Muons and jets only enter the analysis via overlap

removal and contributions to the calculation of the missing
transverse momentum Emiss

T . Muons are reconstructed by
matching tracks from the inner detector and MS subsys-
tems. Muons without an inner detector track in the range
2.5 < jηj < 2.7 but with a MS track that is compatible with
the interaction point are also considered. Muon candidates
are required to have pT > 10 GeV and jηj < 2.7, and must
satisfy Medium muon identification requirements [51].
Muons are further required to satisfy calorimeter- and
track-based isolation requirements [51] that are 95%–97%
efficient for muons with pT ∈ ½10; 60� GeV and 99%
efficient for pT > 60 GeV. Finally, muon tracks must
satisfy jz0 · sin θj < 0.5 mm and jd0j=σd0 < 3.
Jets are reconstructed with FastJet [52] using a particle

flow algorithm [53] from noise-suppressed positive-energy

topological clusters [54,55] in the calorimeter using the
anti-kt algorithm [56] with a radius parameter R ¼ 0.4.
Energy deposited in the calorimeter by charged particles
is subtracted and replaced by the momenta of tracks that
are matched to those topological clusters. The jet four-
momentum is corrected for the noncompensating calorim-
eter response, signal losses due to noise threshold effects,
energy lost in noninstrumented regions, and contributions
from the pileup. Jets are required to have pT > 25 GeV and
rapidity jyj < 4.4. A jet-vertex-tagger (JVT) multivariate
discriminant [57] is applied to jets with pT < 60 GeV and
jηj < 2.4, to suppress jets from the pileup.
An overlap removal procedure is performed in order to

avoid double-counting objects, with photons given the
highest priority. The procedure is as follows: remove
electrons overlapping with photons (ΔR < 0.4); remove jets
overlapping with photons (ΔR < 0.4) and those closely
overlapping with electrons (ΔR < 0.2); remove electrons
“close to” the remaining jets (0.2 < ΔR < 0.4); and remove
muons overlapping with photons or jets (ΔR < 0.4).
The magnitude of the Emiss

T is the absolute value of the
negative vector sum of the transverse momenta of the entire
event and is calculated via the track-based soft term (TST)
approach [58]. It uses selected photon, electron, muon, and
jet objects surviving the overlap removal procedure as well
as the remaining “soft” tracking terms that were not
assigned to any of the remaining physics objects.

B. Analysis regions

Selected events are required to have a candidate PV for
the hard scatter, reconstructed from at least two charged
tracks, each with pT > 500 MeV. In case of multiple
reconstructed vertices, the PV is selected as the one with
the largest sum of the p2

T values of the associated tracks. No
photon pointing information is taken into consideration for
PV assignment.
As the primary feature of the signal events is the presence

of the DDV, at least two photons are required in all analysis
events. Therefore, all events are subject to the offline
selection of at least two photons that are matched to the
triggers described in Section III. The leading and subleading
photon pT must be greater than 40 and 30 GeV respectively,
and their invariantmassmγγ must be>60 GeV, to ensure the
trigger is used in its efficiency plateau. At least one photon
must be in the barrel (jηj < 1.37),while the othermust satisfy
jηj < 1.37 or 1.52 < jηj < 2.37. An event cleaning pro-
cedure is applied to reject events from calorimeter noise
bursts or other noncollision background, which has a
negligible impact on the signal efficiency.
The SR is designed to select events that are consistent

with the presence of a DDV. As the DDV selections are
sufficient to provide essentially background-free signal
regions, the other SM boson produced by the NLSP decay
is not used in the analysis in order to mitigate model-
dependence of the result. The DDV is assumed to come
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from the two photons that have the highest momenta in the
event, whose pointing values are thus used to compute VR
and Vz. The two leading photons must both have tγ > 0, for
consistency with a delayed signal, as well as tγ < 12 ns, to
avoid contamination from adjacent bunch crossings. They
are additionally required to have an Ecell measurement that
is read out on HIGH or MEDIUM LAr gain [59], to ensure
good performance of the offline calibration. Further, the
Ecell must be at least 5 GeV, a selection that balances signal
acceptance with the rejection of very low-energy deposits
that contaminate the timing resolution. Selections on 0 <
VR < 1500 mm and jVzj < 3740 mm ensure that the DDV
is produced within the boundaries of the inner detector. To
ensure good resolution on the VR and Vz reconstruction,
jΔηj between the two photons is required to be greater than
0.1. As the resonance producing the DDV is assumed to be
a Higgs or Z boson, mγγ < 135 GeV is required. The
presence of gravitinos in the final state motivates a selection
of Emiss

T > 30 GeV. Finally, two additional selections are
imposed in the SR only, on kinematic variables that were
found to help isolate the signal, specifically p

γγ
T > 70 GeV

and the azimuthal angle difference Δϕðγ1; γ2Þ < 2.4.
The data-driven background estimation, described in

Sec. VI, is derived from a CR that is orthogonal to the SR
by requiring Emiss

T < 20 GeV. Due to correlations between
the photon times in the data, the timing shapes in the
regions where both photons have opposite-sign timing

values are slightly narrower than those in the regions with
photons of same-sign times. To ensure that the timing
correlations and their impact on the analysis variable
shapes match what is expected in the SR, the two photons
in CR events are required to have same-sign timing values,
though both “positive-positive” and “negative-negative”
combinations are allowed in order to increase the CR
sample size by a factor of two. The selection of mγγ >

135 GeV in the CR is inverted with respect to the SR
requirement. Signal contamination in the control region is
calculated to be less than 0.1% for all simulated signal
points.
Two VRs, which are defined to be orthogonal to both the

SR and CR as well as to each other, are used to validate the
background prediction. VRðEmiss

T Þ is defined in the inter-
mediate region of the Emiss

T spectrum, namely 20 GeV <
Emiss
T < 30 GeV, providing a region of kinematic phase

space that is close to that of the SR. The inverted mγγ

selection used in the CR is kept for this region. VRðtÞ uses
the same Emiss

T and mγγ selection as the SR, but inverts the
timing selection such that only events that have two
photons with negative times are allowed. An additional
prompt Z → ee -enriched region is defined to study the
timing and vertexing variables, where events have at least
two electrons with an invariant mass that satisfies
68 GeV < mee < 108 GeV, and jΔηðe1; e2Þj > 0.1. As
this region is defined with electron objects and the overlap

TABLE I. Optimized requirements defining the preselection, SR, CR, and both VRs. Also included are the
optimized binnings for the photon vertexing (ρ ¼

ffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffi

V2

R þ V2
z

p

) and average timing (tavg) variables.

Parameter Preselection requirements

Photon multiplicity >1

Photon η jηj < 1.37 or 1.52 < jηj < 2.37 (≥ 1 with jηj < 1.37)
EcellðγÞ [GeV] Ecellðγ1Þ, Ecellðγ2Þ > 5

pTðγÞ [GeV] pTðγ1Þ > 40, pTðγ2Þ > 30

Δηγγ >0.1
mγγ [GeV] >60

VR [mm] [0, 1500]
jVzj [mm] <3740

tγ [ns] tγ1 ; tγ2 ∈ ½−12; 12�

Analysis region requirements

Parameter CR VRðEmiss
T Þ VRðtÞ SR

Emiss
T [GeV] <20 20–30 >30

mγγ [GeV] >135 [60, 135]
Sign of tγ tγ1 × tγ2 > 0 tγ1 × tγ2 < 0 tγ1 × tγ2 > 0

p
γγ
T [GeV] � � � >70

Δϕðγ1; γ2Þ � � � <2.4

Vertexing and timing bins

ρ bin edges [mm] [0, 80, 160, 300, 520, 2000]
tavg bin edges [ns] [0, 0.2, 0.4, 0.6, 0.9, 12]
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removal procedure prioritizes photons, this selection is
orthogonal to all other analysis regions. Signal contami-
nation in the CR is less than 0.1% across all generated
signal mass and lifetime hypotheses, and less than 0.2% in
both VRs and the Z → ee selection.
As both signal and background have a distinct shape in

tavg and ρ, a shape fit is performed to exploit the entire
spectrum of both variables. The final likelihood fit is
performed over the binned tavg distribution, for several
categories of ρ. Dedicated optimization studies were used
to determine the binning in both variables that maximizes
signal exclusion significance, while ensuring sufficient
background statistics for all bins. The projected signifi-
cance of a signal hypothesis incorporating all bins was
calculated for each binning considered, and optimization
was performed separately for each signal point to ensure
that all SR phase space is considered. The final binning was
chosen based on the discovery reach across the signal grid
and is given in Table I, along with a summary of all region
selections discussed above.

VI. BACKGROUND ESTIMATION

SM processes do not produce a DDV with a significant
invariant mass. Background events in the SR are therefore a
result of processes with either real photons that are
misreconstructed to pass the DDV selection criteria (includ-
ing those from satellite collisions), or other objects that fake
photons. Due to non-Gaussian tails in the LAr timing
distribution, Monte Carlo generators do not give suffi-
ciently good modeling of the data for this variable.
Therefore, a fully data-driven background estimation is
used to predict the size and shape of these two background
sources in the SR.
The low-Emiss

T CR is used to extract templates of the tavg
shape from data. It is known [27,29] that the measured
pointing and timing distributions of genuine photons are
narrower than those of other physics objects (specifically
jets) that can be misreconstructed as photons. To capture
this shape difference, two templates are defined, one
enriched in real photons and the other enriched in fake
photons. The real-enhanced photon template is defined by
the CR selection given in Table I, in addition to a
requirement that both photons satisfy the tight identifica-
tion criteria as discussed in Sec. VA. Similarly, the fake-
enhanced photon template is defined as the set of events
where at least one photon fails tight ID.
The background in the high-Emiss

T SR is predicted by
transforming and mixing these two templates in the
following way. The two templates are scaled to match
the observed purity in the SR, derived from the fTT value
obtained from data events in the SR. The real photon CR
template is multiplied by the fraction of SR events where
both photons pass tight (fTT), and the fake photon template
is weighted by 1 − fTT. The observed fTT in the SR
ranges from approximately 0.8 in the lowest ρ bin to

approximately 0.5 in the highest ρ bin. This is done
separately in each ρ category. Prior to purity scaling, the
largest deviation in purity across the analysis regions is on
the order of 10%, and after scaling the fTT distributions of
all regions agree within error. Due to the dependence of
calorimeter performance on the magnitude of the energy
deposit, the photon timing resolution is correlated with its
kinematics, specifically its energy. A reweighting pro-
cedure is next applied to the templates that match each
photon’s Ecell distribution to that of the SR, which mitigates
this correlation and ensures the validity of extrapolating
over Emiss

T in the background estimation. Ecell-reweighting
is done inclusively in timing and exclusively in ρ catego-
ries, separately for each template. The Ecell shape
differences between the CR and SR before reweighting
are on the order of 20%, and after reweighting the
distributions agree within error. Finally, a mean correction
is imposed on all data distributions to correct for small
nonzero means [OðpsÞ] introduced by the application of
timing corrections derived from electrons to photon objects.
The correction is derived and applied separately in each
Ecell-reweighting region. This procedure requires two
features of the SR data events to be unblinded, namely
the fTT fraction and the Ecell distribution. As neither of
these variables discriminates between signal and back-
ground in the region of interest and the signal contamina-
tion in the CR is below 0.1%, this procedure doesn’t affect
the potential detection of signal events in the SR. The final
background template after these transformations is shown
in Figs. 4 and 6 as a function of tavg and ρ, respectively.

VII. SYSTEMATIC UNCERTAINTIES

While the sensitivity of this search is dominated by the
statistical uncertainties in the dataset, several sources of
systematic uncertainty are considered. These are modeled
via dedicated studies and accounted for as nuisance
parameters in the final statistical treatment, as described
in Sec. VIII. The systematic uncertainties can be either
evenly distributed variations that affect only the signal
normalization, or uncertainties that impact the distribution
shape of the signal and/or the background. Systematic
uncertainties are not needed on the background normali-
zation in each ρ category, since these normalizations are
implemented as nuisance parameters that are free to float in
the fit. As expected given the limited statistical precision of
the analysis region, the expected sensitivity with and
without systematic uncertainties agrees to within 1% for
all mass and lifetime signal points considered.

A. Background shape uncertainties

Background shape systematic uncertainties are related to
the data-driven background estimation, and are assessed
through variations on the estimation procedure.

G. AAD et al. PHYS. REV. D 108, 012012 (2023)

012012-10



An uncertainty exists on the purity fraction used to
weight the real and fake templates to construct an SR
prediction. Since the selection criteria of an analysis region
require both photons to either pass or fail TIGHT ID

selection, a binomial error is assigned to the photon purity
fraction. This photon purity fraction error is then used to
define maximum deviations in the up and down directions
of the photon purity fraction in bins of ρ. These range from
<1% for small tavg and ρ values, and are <10% at their
largest values in the higher bins. A similar uncertainty
exists on the Ecell-reweighting. The reweights are calcu-
lated from the ratio of the two-dimensional histograms
between the target and the source photon Ecell spectra.
Therefore, the error on the reweighting is the statistical
error of the ratio of the two histograms, which define the
envelope of variation considered. This effect ranges from
Oð1Þ% in the smallest tavg and ρ bins to Oð10Þ% for the
highest.
Finally, a systematic uncertainty is needed to account for

the extrapolation from a low-Emiss
T to a high-Emiss

T pileup
profile. This is necessary as the timing resolution for
photon objects degrades with increasing pileup, due to
the increased contribution of jets from pileup interactions.
To estimate this effect, the up and down variations are
constructed from CR photons based on whether the average
number of simultaneous interactions is less than or greater
than a specified ρ-dependent threshold value. These thresh-
old values are all approximately 33, which is the average
value of pileup for Run 2, and they agree within 10% across
the ρ categories. Given the limited background statistics, a
smoothing procedure is applied to the pileup variation in
the highest ρ category by merging neighboring bins to
reduce statistical fluctuations. The size of this uncertainty is
∼10% across all five ρ categories.

B. Signal uncertainties

Both normalization and shape uncertainties on the signal
prediction are considered. These arise from experimental
conditions, theoretical modeling, or analysis methodologies.
The instrumental systematic uncertainties which affect the

signal yield are uncertainties on the photon reconstruction
efficiencies, reconstruction ofEmiss

T , trigger object matching,
pileup reweighting, and the integrated luminosity measure-
ment. The uncertainty in the integrated luminosity is�1.7%,
evaluated using themethodology described in Ref. [37]. The
total uncertainty on the signal normalization comes from
these instrumental effects and is calculated as the quadrature
sum of the detector uncertainties, yielding a value of 2.5–3%
depending on the signal model. The impact of these
normalization systematic uncertainties on the CLs value,
with respect to the fit with all background shape systematic
uncertainties, is less than 0.2%.
Theoretical uncertainties exist on the choice of the strong

coupling constant (αS), the renormalization and the fac-
torization scale variations, as well as the choice of PDFs.

Uncertainties are evaluated by comparing the tavg distri-
bution after varying each of the parameters by a factor of
two and taking an envelope of the resulting distributions.
An overall �12.6% normalization uncertainty is applied to
all signals as a result of these theoretical modeling effects.
Additional uncertainties are considered that affect the

distribution of relative event yields across tavg bins, namely
on the timing resolutions in data as compared to simulation.
The impact is measured by implementing an alternate
timing smearing, adopting the same procedure of previous
nonpointing photon analyses [27]. This procedure has a
negligible effect on the results.

VIII. STATISTICAL ANALYSIS

The compatibility of the data with the background-only
hypothesis is evaluated with a binned profile likelihood fit
of the tavg distribution of the background prediction to that
observed in the data, performed simultaneously across all
five ρ categories. Similarly, to evaluate the compatibility of
the data under the signal presence assumption, a fit of both
signal and background templates to data is performed.
The likelihood function is constructed as a product of

Poisson probabilities P for each bin of the average timing
distribution for each category. It depends on the signal
strength μ, as well as the set of all nuisance parameters
(NPs) with Gaussian constraints. The μ parameter multi-
plies the expected signal cross section σ and is fully
correlated across ρ categories. The normalization factor
for the background in each category is modeled as a
floating NP that is uncorrelated to other ρ bins.
A profile likelihood ratio was used to perform frequentist

hypothesis tests. The p0-value, defined as the probability of
statistical fluctuations making the background distributions
appear to contain at least as much signal as the data
distributions, was calculated for different signal models.
The statistical fit procedure, as well as the background
estimation as derived from the CR, was validated through
background-only fits to the data in the two VRs, which
each have negligible signal contamination. Figure 7 shows
the post-fit tavg distribution of data and background in the
five ρ categories for VRðtÞ, showing good agreement
between data and background estimation.
The validity of the fit setup and background model was

additionally assessed with generated pseudodatasets.
500 pseudodatasets were generated by drawing events
from the CR, and applying the background estimation
transformations described in Sec. VI to match the pseu-
dodataset timing shape to that of the targeted VR. The
number of events for each pseudodataset was fixed to the
expected yield in the signal region. This process was
performed separately for both VRðtÞ and VRðEmiss

T Þ, and
a background-only fit was performed for each of the
500 pseudodatasets to obtain a distribution of p0 values
for the background-only hypothesis. The mean of the
obtained p0 distribution was 0.53 and 0.54 for VRðtÞ
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FIG. 7. Average timing distributions for VRðtÞ data and the estimated background as determined by the background-only fit, in each of
the five exclusive ρ categories.
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FIG. 8. Average timing distributions for SR data and the estimated background as determined by the background-only fit, in each of
the five exclusive ρ categories. For comparison, the expected timing shapes for a few different signal models are superimposed, with
each model labeled by the values of the χ̃0

1
mass and lifetime, as well as decay mode. To provide some indication of the variations in

signal yield and shape, three signal models are shown for each of the χ̃0
1
decay modes, namely χ̃0

1
→ H þ G̃ and χ̃0

1
→ Z þ G̃. The

models shown include a rather low χ̃0
1
mass value of 135 GeV for lifetimes of either 2 ns or 10 ns, and a higher χ̃0

1
mass value which is

near the 95% C.L. exclusion limit for each decay mode for a lifetime of 2 ns. Each signal model is shown with the signal normalization
corresponding to a BR value of unity for the decay mode in question.
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and VRðEmiss
T Þ respectively, reflecting good behavior of the

background model in each fit.
Further validation was achieved via signal-plus-

background fits for spurious signal and signal injection
tests. The spurious signal was studied via fits of the back-
ground expectation to data in the signal-depleted VRs,
ensuring that the fit does not find a signal if none is present.
A conservative upper bound on the spurious signal was
obtained using the signal point in the grid to which the
analysis is most sensitive, which is χ̃0

1
(135 GeV, 2 ns). The

maximum fitted significance of the aforementioned signal
point across all three VRs is 0.8σ. In the signal injection
tests, the fit was performed to a pseudodataset consisting of
CR events transformed to match the SR timing distribution
shape, to which a signal template was added with varying
significance. The fitted signal μ is compared to the injected
μ and they are found to be the same within statistical error
across the signal grid. The relatively similar shape of the

various signal points in both tavg and ρ leads to similar
signal-plus-background results across the grid, which also
serves as validation that the systematic uncertainties are
appropriate for the fit.

IX. RESULTS

Figure 8 shows the tavg distributions of SR data and
predicted background as determined by a background-only
fit with all systematic uncertainties. The observed data are
generally found to be in good agreement with the expected
background. The largest deviation occurs in the highest ρ
category and highest tavg bin, where a single event is
observed with ρ ¼ 560 mm, a leading photon time of
5.82 ns, and a subleading photon time of 0.45 ns. Such
an event is highly incompatible with the signal hypothesis
of this search, which should have similarly delayed times
for both photons.

FIG. 9. The 95% C.L. limits on σðpp → χ̃0
1
χ̃0
1
Þ in fb as a function of χ̃0

1
mass (left) and χ̃0

1
lifetime (right), for the different decay modes

of Bðχ̃0
1
→ H þ G̃Þ ¼ 1 (top) and Bðχ̃0

1
→ Z þ G̃Þ ¼ 1 (bottom). For the limits as a function of mass (lifetime), several signal models

with varying lifetime (mass) are overlaid for comparison. Included are the theoretical expectations from Higgsino production for each
mass hypothesis, calculated from a GMSB SUSY model that assumes nearly degenerate χ̃0

1
, χ̃�

1
, and χ̃0

2
.
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The timing of the leading photon around 5 ns and the
subleading photon closer to 0 ns makes this event a likely
satellite collision candidate, with the leading photon
coming from a satellite collision and the second photon
arising from an overlaid in-time collision. As a known
source of background, events with photons arising from
satellite collisions are covered by the data-driven back-
ground estimation described in Sec. VI, and are thus
included in the prediction of the event yield in the SR.
A simple estimate for the specific contribution of satellite
collisions to the total predicted background in the SR is
obtained by determining the number of satellite events
present in the CR, defined by requiring photon times to be
between 4.5 and 6.5 ns inclusively in ρ. Since the presence
of satellite collisions is uncorrelated to photon kinematics, a
prediction for the SR can be calculated by scaling this
number by the ratio of events in the SR to CR. This
procedure predicts that 0.5� 0.3 satellite events should be
observed in the ρ-inclusive SR, where no systematic
uncertainties are considered, thus providing further context
for the likelihood of this single event observation.
As no significant excess above the background predic-

tion is observed in the SR data, signal-plus-background fits
are performed to set upper limits at 95% confidence on the
signal production cross section via the CLs technique
[60,61] under the asymptotic approximation [62]. Limits
are presented as a function of the two parameters of the
signal grid, the χ̃0

1
mass and lifetime, under the assumption

of 100% BR (B) to either Higgs or Z bosons, as well as the
BR of the χ̃0

1
to the SM Higgs boson for specific mass and

lifetime hypotheses. For the signal points with insufficient
statistical precision where the asymptotic approximation
breaks down, no limit is provided.
Limits on the cross section σðpp → χ̃0

1
χ̃0
1
Þ in fb are

shown in Fig. 9, as a function of both χ̃0
1
mass and lifetime,

for both H and Z decay modes. Figure 10 shows the
95% C.L. exclusion for the signal hypothesis in the two-
dimensional ðmχ̃0

1

; τχ̃0
1

Þ plane. In these results, the limits for

Z → ee decaying signals are more stringent than the H →

γγ decays, as the BR of the Z boson to the dielectron final
state is higher than that of the Higgs boson to two photons,
so more events are able to pass the analysis selection
criteria. χ̃0

1
masses up to 369 (704) GeVare excluded for the

pure di-Higgs boson (di-Z) decay modes assuming a χ̃0
1

lifetime of 2 ns, which corresponds to a production cross
section of 124.5 (6.69) fb.
Limits as a function of the χ̃0

1
BR can also be computed

by combining samples with both Higgs and Z boson decays
of the χ̃0

1
, as well as the decay of the other χ̃0

1
in the event

that does not produce the DDV. In these interpretations, the
sum of the χ̃0

1
BR to the Higgs and Z bosons is assumed to

be 1. Figure 11 shows an example of these limits as a
function of Bðχ̃0

1
→ H þ G̃) for several mass hypotheses

with a fixed χ̃0
1
lifetime of 2 ns.

In addition to the signal cross-section limits, an addi-
tional test is performed using only the final timing bin
(tavg > 0.9 ns) and no vertexing categorization. This region
enables a less model-dependent search for generic DDV

FIG. 10. The 95% C.L. exclusion limits on the target signal
hypothesis, for χ̃0

1
lifetime in ns as a function of χ̃0

1
mass in GeV.

The overlaid curves correspond to different decay hypotheses,
where the assumed cross section is for Higgsino production,
and the χ̃0

1
decays to H þ G̃ or Z þ G̃ such that BðH þ G̃Þþ

BðZ þ G̃Þ ¼ 100%. The curve shown in red represents the decay
hypothesis where the χ̃0

1
decays to Z þ G̃ with 100% branching

ratio. The curve shown in blue represents the decay hypothesis
where the χ̃0

1
decays to H þ G̃ with 100% branching ratio.

FIG. 11. The 95% C.L. limits on σðpp → χ̃0
1
χ̃0
1
Þ in fb as a

function of χ̃0
1
branching ratio to the SM Higgs boson, where the

assumed cross section is for Higgsino production, and
Bðχ̃0

1
→ Z þ G̃Þ ¼ 1 − Bðχ̃0

1
→ H þ G̃Þ. Several signal hypoth-

eses are overlaid that are labelled by the χ̃0
1
mass, all with a fixed

χ̃0
1
lifetime of 2 ns. Included are the theoretical expectations for

each mass hypothesis, calculated from a GMSB SUSY model
that assumes nearly degenerate χ̃0

1
, χ̃�

1
, and χ̃0

2
.

SEARCH IN DIPHOTON AND DIELECTRON FINAL STATES … PHYS. REV. D 108, 012012 (2023)

012012-15



signatures in data. The results of this model-agnostic test
are summarized in Table II. In this bin, 10.2� 3.0
background events are expected and 4 are observed. The
compatibility of the observed events under the background-
only hypothesis (p0-value) and its significance (Z) are
calculated. Based on the observed and expected number of
events, a 95% C.L. upper limit on the number of excluded
events (Nexcl) under the background-only hypothesis is
calculated.

X. CONCLUSION

The first search for displaced diphoton vertices origi-
nating from the decay of a massive LLP is presented. The
dataset used was recorded by the ATLAS detector at the
LHC and corresponds to an integrated luminosity of
139 fb−1 of pp collisions at a center-of-mass energy of
ffiffiffi

s
p ¼ 13 TeV. Precise measurements from the ATLAS
LAr calorimeter are used to select these events based on the
delayed timing and displaced vertices of the final state
photons. No significant deviations are observed in the data
with respect to the predicted background. One event is
observed in the highest timing bin and highest vertexing
category, whose features are consistent with a source of
expected background from satellite collisions. Results are
interpreted in a GMSB SUSY model as 95% C.L. upper
limits on the cross section of di-Higgsino production
scanning the χ̃0

1
mass, lifetime, and branching ratio to

the Higgs boson, under the assumption of Bðχ̃0
1
→ H þ

G̃Þ þ Bðχ̃0
1
→ Z þ G̃Þ ¼ 1 and nearly degenerate χ̃0

1
, χ̃�

1
,

and χ̃0
2
. Limits are set across the two-dimensional space of

χ̃0
1
mass and lifetime τ, where the χ̃0

1
mass is between 100

and 725 GeV and τ is between 0.25 and 1000 ns. For a
branching fraction of 100% of χ̃0

1
to H or Z bosons, the

highest excluded χ̃0
1
masses are 369 GeV for Higgs bosons

and 704 GeV for Z bosons. Those limits are obtained for a
χ̃0
1
lifetime of 2 ns where the analysis is most sensitive.
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C. D. Booth ,94 A. G. Borbély ,59 H.M. Borecka-Bielska ,107 L. S. Borgna ,95 G. Borissov ,90 D. Bortoletto ,125

D. Boscherini ,23b M. Bosman ,13 J. D. Bossio Sola ,36 K. Bouaouda ,35a N. Bouchhar ,161 J. Boudreau ,128

E. V. Bouhova-Thacker ,90 D. Boumediene ,40 R. Bouquet ,5 A. Boveia ,118 J. Boyd ,36 D. Boye ,29 I. R. Boyko ,38

J. Bracinik ,20 N. Brahimi ,62d G. Brandt ,169 O. Brandt ,32 F. Braren ,48 B. Brau ,102 J. E. Brau ,122

K. Brendlinger ,48 R. Brener ,167 L. Brenner ,113 R. Brenner ,159 S. Bressler ,167 B. Brickwedde ,99 D. Britton ,59

D. Britzger ,109 I. Brock ,24 G. Brooijmans ,41 W. K. Brooks ,136f E. Brost ,29 T. L. Bruckler ,125

P. A. Bruckman de Renstrom ,85 B. Brüers ,48 D. Bruncko ,28b,a A. Bruni ,23b G. Bruni ,23b M. Bruschi ,23b

N. Bruscino ,74a,74b L. Bryngemark ,142 T. Buanes ,16 Q. Buat ,137 P. Buchholz ,140 A. G. Buckley ,59

I. A. Budagov ,38,a M. K. Bugge ,124 O. Bulekov ,37 B. A. Bullard ,61 S. Burdin ,91 C. D. Burgard ,48

A.M. Burger ,40 B. Burghgrave ,8 J. T. P. Burr ,32 C. D. Burton ,11 J. C. Burzynski ,141 E. L. Busch ,41 V. Büscher ,99

P. J. Bussey ,59 J. M. Butler ,25 C.M. Buttar ,59 J. M. Butterworth ,95 W. Buttinger ,133 C. J. Buxo Vazquez,106

A. R. Buzykaev ,37 G. Cabras ,23b S. Cabrera Urbán ,161 D. Caforio ,58 H. Cai ,128 Y. Cai ,14a,14d V.M.M. Cairo ,36

O. Cakir ,3a N. Calace ,36 P. Calafiura ,17a G. Calderini ,126 P. Calfayan ,67 G. Callea ,59 L. P. Caloba,81b D. Calvet ,40

S. Calvet ,40 T. P. Calvet ,101 M. Calvetti ,73a,73b R. Camacho Toro ,126 S. Camarda ,36 D. Camarero Munoz ,26

P. Camarri ,75a,75b M. T. Camerlingo ,76a,76b D. Cameron ,124 C. Camincher ,163 M. Campanelli ,95 A. Camplani ,42

V. Canale ,71a,71b A. Canesse ,103 M. Cano Bret ,79 J. Cantero ,161 Y. Cao ,160 F. Capocasa ,26 M. Capua ,43b,43a

A. Carbone ,70a,70b R. Cardarelli ,75a J. C. J. Cardenas ,8 F. Cardillo ,161 T. Carli ,36 G. Carlino ,71a J. I. Carlotto ,13

B. T. Carlson ,128,j E.M. Carlson ,163,155a L. Carminati ,70a,70b M. Carnesale ,74a,74b S. Caron ,112 E. Carquin ,136f

S. Carrá ,70a,70b G. Carratta ,23b,23a F. Carrio Argos ,33g J. W. S. Carter ,154 T. M. Carter ,52 M. P. Casado ,13,k

A. F. Casha,154 E. G. Castiglia ,170 F. L. Castillo ,63a L. Castillo Garcia ,13V. Castillo Gimenez ,161N. F. Castro ,129a,129e

SEARCH IN DIPHOTON AND DIELECTRON FINAL STATES … PHYS. REV. D 108, 012012 (2023)

012012-19



A. Catinaccio ,36 J. R. Catmore ,124 V. Cavaliere ,29 N. Cavalli ,23b,23a V. Cavasinni ,73a,73b E. Celebi ,21a F. Celli ,125

M. S. Centonze ,69a,69b K. Cerny ,121 A. S. Cerqueira ,81a A. Cerri ,145 L. Cerrito ,75a,75b F. Cerutti ,17a A. Cervelli ,23b

S. A. Cetin ,21d Z. Chadi ,35a D. Chakraborty ,114 M. Chala ,129f J. Chan ,168 W. Y. Chan ,152 J. D. Chapman ,32

B. Chargeishvili ,148b D. G. Charlton ,20 T. P. Charman ,93 M. Chatterjee ,19 S. Chekanov ,6 S. V. Chekulaev ,155a

G. A. Chelkov ,38,l A. Chen ,105 B. Chen ,150 B. Chen ,163 H. Chen ,14c H. Chen ,29 J. Chen ,62c J. Chen ,26

S. Chen ,152 S. J. Chen ,14c X. Chen ,62c X. Chen ,14b,mY. Chen ,62a C. L. Cheng ,168 H. C. Cheng ,64a S. Cheong ,142

A. Cheplakov ,38 E. Cheremushkina ,48 E. Cherepanova ,113 R. Cherkaoui El Moursli ,35e E. Cheu ,7 K. Cheung ,65

L. Chevalier ,134 V. Chiarella ,53 G. Chiarelli ,73a N. Chiedde ,101 G. Chiodini ,69a A. S. Chisholm ,20 A. Chitan ,27b

M. Chitishvili ,161 Y. H. Chiu ,163 M. V. Chizhov ,38 K. Choi ,11 A. R. Chomont ,74a,74b Y. Chou ,102

E. Y. S. Chow ,113 T. Chowdhury ,33g L. D. Christopher ,33g K. L. Chu,64a M. C. Chu ,64a X. Chu ,14a,14d

J. Chudoba ,130 J. J. Chwastowski ,85 D. Cieri ,109 K.M. Ciesla ,84a V. Cindro ,92 A. Ciocio ,17a F. Cirotto ,71a,71b

Z. H. Citron ,167,n M. Citterio ,70a D. A. Ciubotaru,27b B.M. Ciungu ,154 A. Clark ,56 P. J. Clark ,52

J. M. Clavijo Columbie ,48 S. E. Clawson ,100 C. Clement ,47a,47b J. Clercx ,48 L. Clissa ,23b,23a Y. Coadou ,101

M. Cobal ,68a,68c A. Coccaro ,57b R. F. Coelho Barrue ,129a R. Coelho Lopes De Sa ,102 S. Coelli ,70a H. Cohen ,150

A. E. C. Coimbra ,70a,70b B. Cole ,41 J. Collot ,60 P. Conde Muiño ,129a,129g M. P. Connell ,33c S. H. Connell ,33c

I. A. Connelly ,59 E. I. Conroy ,125 F. Conventi ,71a,o H. G. Cooke ,20 A.M. Cooper-Sarkar ,125 F. Cormier ,162

L. D. Corpe ,36 M. Corradi ,74a,74b E. E. Corrigan ,97 F. Corriveau ,103,p A. Cortes-Gonzalez ,18 M. J. Costa ,161

F. Costanza ,4D. Costanzo ,138 B.M. Cote ,118G. Cowan ,94 J. W. Cowley ,32K. Cranmer ,116 S. Crépé-Renaudin ,60
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S. Jézéquel ,4 J. Jia ,144 X. Jia ,61 X. Jia ,14a,14d Z. Jia ,14c Y. Jiang,62a S. Jiggins ,52 J. Jimenez Pena ,109 S. Jin ,14c

A. Jinaru ,27b O. Jinnouchi ,153 P. Johansson ,138 K. A. Johns ,7 D.M. Jones ,32 E. Jones ,165 P. Jones ,32

R.W. L. Jones ,90 T. J. Jones ,91 R. Joshi ,118 J. Jovicevic ,15 X. Ju ,17a J. J. Junggeburth ,36 A. Juste Rozas ,13,w

S. Kabana ,136eA. Kaczmarska ,85M. Kado ,74a,74bH. Kagan ,118M. Kagan ,142A. Kahn,41A. Kahn ,127 C. Kahra ,99

T. Kaji ,166 E. Kajomovitz ,149 N. Kakati ,167 C.W. Kalderon ,29 A. Kamenshchikov ,154 S. Kanayama ,153

N. J. Kang ,135 Y. Kano ,110 D. Kar ,33g K. Karava ,125 M. J. Kareem ,155b E. Karentzos ,54 I. Karkanias ,151,bb

S. N. Karpov ,38 Z. M. Karpova ,38 V. Kartvelishvili ,90 A. N. Karyukhin ,37 E. Kasimi ,151,bb C. Kato ,62d J. Katzy ,48

S. Kaur ,34 K. Kawade ,139 K. Kawagoe ,88 T. Kawamoto ,134 G. Kawamura,55 E. F. Kay ,163 F. I. Kaya ,157

S. Kazakos ,13 V. F. Kazanin ,37 Y. Ke ,144 J. M. Keaveney ,33a R. Keeler ,163 G. V. Kehris ,61 J. S. Keller ,34

A. S. Kelly,95 D. Kelsey ,145 J. J. Kempster ,20 K. E. Kennedy ,41 P. D. Kennedy ,99 O. Kepka ,130 B. P. Kerridge ,165

S. Kersten ,169 B. P. Kerševan ,92 S. Keshri ,66 L. Keszeghova ,28a S. Ketabchi Haghighat ,154 M. Khandoga ,126

A. Khanov ,120 A. G. Kharlamov ,37 T. Kharlamova ,37 E. E. Khoda ,137 T. J. Khoo ,18 G. Khoriauli ,164

J. Khubua ,148b Y. A. R. Khwaira ,66 M. Kiehn ,36 A. Kilgallon ,122 D.W. Kim ,47a,47b E. Kim ,153 Y. K. Kim ,39

N. Kimura ,95 A. Kirchhoff ,55 D. Kirchmeier ,50 C. Kirfel ,24 J. Kirk ,133 A. E. Kiryunin ,109 T. Kishimoto ,152

D. P. Kisliuk,154 C. Kitsaki ,10 O. Kivernyk ,24 M. Klassen ,63a C. Klein ,34 L. Klein ,164 M. H. Klein ,105 M. Klein ,91

S. B. Klein ,56 U. Klein ,91 P. Klimek ,36 A. Klimentov ,29 F. Klimpel ,109 T. Klingl ,24 T. Klioutchnikova ,36

F. F. Klitzner ,108 P. Kluit ,113 S. Kluth ,109 E. Kneringer ,78 T. M. Knight ,154 A. Knue ,54 D. Kobayashi,88

R. Kobayashi ,86 M. Kocian ,142 P. Kodyš ,132 D.M. Koeck ,145 P. T. Koenig ,24 T. Koffas ,34 M. Kolb ,134

I. Koletsou ,4 T. Komarek ,121 K. Köneke ,54 A. X. Y. Kong ,1 T. Kono ,117 N. Konstantinidis ,95 B. Konya ,97

R. Kopeliansky ,67 S. Koperny ,84a K. Korcyl ,85 K. Kordas ,151,bb G. Koren ,150 A. Korn ,95 S. Korn ,55

I. Korolkov ,13 N. Korotkova ,37 B. Kortman ,113 O. Kortner ,109 S. Kortner ,109 W.H. Kostecka ,114

V. V. Kostyukhin ,140 A. Kotsokechagia ,134 A. Kotwal ,51 A. Koulouris ,36 A. Kourkoumeli-Charalampidi ,72a,72b

C. Kourkoumelis ,9 E. Kourlitis ,6 O. Kovanda ,145 R. Kowalewski ,163 W. Kozanecki ,134 A. S. Kozhin ,37

V. A. Kramarenko ,37 G. Kramberger ,92 P. Kramer ,99 M.W. Krasny ,126 A. Krasznahorkay ,36 J. A. Kremer ,99

T. Kresse ,50 J. Kretzschmar ,91 K. Kreul ,18 P. Krieger ,154 F. Krieter ,108 S. Krishnamurthy ,102 A. Krishnan ,63b

M. Krivos ,132 K. Krizka ,17a K. Kroeninger ,49 H. Kroha ,109 J. Kroll ,130 J. Kroll ,127 K. S. Krowpman ,106

U. Kruchonak ,38 H. Krüger ,24 N. Krumnack,80 M. C. Kruse ,51 J. A. Krzysiak ,85 O. Kuchinskaia ,37 S. Kuday ,3a

D. Kuechler ,48 J. T. Kuechler ,48 S. Kuehn ,36 T. Kuhl ,48 V. Kukhtin ,38 Y. Kulchitsky ,37,l S. Kuleshov ,136d,136b

M. Kumar ,33g N. Kumari ,101 A. Kupco ,130 T. Kupfer,49 A. Kupich ,37 O. Kuprash ,54 H. Kurashige ,83

L. L. Kurchaninov ,155a Y. A. Kurochkin ,37 A. Kurova ,37 M. Kuze ,153 A. K. Kvam ,102 J. Kvita ,121 T. Kwan ,103

K.W. Kwok ,64a N. G. Kyriacou ,105 L. A. O. Laatu ,101 C. Lacasta ,161 F. Lacava ,74a,74b H. Lacker ,18 D. Lacour ,126

N. N. Lad ,95 E. Ladygin ,38 B. Laforge ,126 T. Lagouri ,136e S. Lai ,55 I. K. Lakomiec ,84a N. Lalloue ,60

G. AAD et al. PHYS. REV. D 108, 012012 (2023)

012012-22



J. E. Lambert ,119 S. Lammers ,67 W. Lampl ,7 C. Lampoudis ,151,bb A. N. Lancaster ,114 E. Lançon ,29

U. Landgraf ,54 M. P. J. Landon ,93 V. S. Lang ,54 R. J. Langenberg ,102 A. J. Lankford ,158 F. Lanni ,36

K. Lantzsch ,24 A. Lanza ,72a A. Lapertosa ,57b,57a J. F. Laporte ,134 T. Lari ,70a F. Lasagni Manghi ,23b M. Lassnig ,36

V. Latonova ,130 T. S. Lau ,64a A. Laudrain ,99 A. Laurier ,34 S. D. Lawlor ,94 Z. Lawrence ,100 M. Lazzaroni ,70a,70b

B. Le,100 B. Leban ,92 A. Lebedev ,80 M. LeBlanc ,36 T. LeCompte ,6 F. Ledroit-Guillon ,60 A. C. A. Lee,95

G. R. Lee ,16 L. Lee ,61 S. C. Lee ,147 S. Lee ,47a,47b T. F. Lee ,91 L. L. Leeuw ,33c H. P. Lefebvre ,94 M. Lefebvre ,163

C. Leggett ,17a K. Lehmann ,141 G. Lehmann Miotto ,36 M. Leigh ,56 W. A. Leight ,102 A. Leisos ,151,cc

M. A. L. Leite ,81c C. E. Leitgeb ,48 R. Leitner ,132 K. J. C. Leney ,44 T. Lenz ,24 S. Leone ,73a C. Leonidopoulos ,52

A. Leopold ,143 C. Leroy ,107 R. Les ,106 C. G. Lester ,32 M. Levchenko ,37 J. Levêque ,4 D. Levin ,105

L. J. Levinson ,167 M. P. Lewicki ,85 D. J. Lewis ,4 A. Li ,5 B. Li ,14b B. Li ,62b C. Li,62a C-Q. Li ,62c H. Li ,62a

H. Li ,62b H. Li ,14c H. Li ,62b J. Li ,62c K. Li ,137 L. Li ,62c M. Li ,14a,14d Q. Y. Li ,62a S. Li ,14a,14d S. Li ,62d,62c,dd

T. Li ,62b X. Li ,103 Z. Li ,62b Z. Li ,125 Z. Li ,103 Z. Li ,91 Z. Li ,14a,14d Z. Liang ,14a M. Liberatore ,48 B. Liberti ,75a

K. Lie ,64c J. Lieber Marin ,81b K. Lin ,106 R. A. Linck ,67 R. E. Lindley ,7 J. H. Lindon ,2 A. Linss ,48 E. Lipeles ,127

A. Lipniacka ,16 A. Lister ,162 J. D. Little ,4 B. Liu ,14a B. X. Liu ,141 D. Liu ,62d,62c J. B. Liu ,62a J. K. K. Liu ,32

K. Liu ,62d,62c M. Liu ,62a M. Y. Liu ,62a P. Liu ,14a Q. Liu ,62d,137,62c X. Liu ,62a Y. Liu ,48 Y. Liu ,14c,14d Y. L. Liu ,105

Y.W. Liu ,62a M. Livan ,72a,72b J. Llorente Merino ,141 S. L. Lloyd ,93 E.M. Lobodzinska ,48 P. Loch ,7

S. Loffredo ,75a,75b T. Lohse ,18 K. Lohwasser ,138 M. Lokajicek ,130 J. D. Long ,160 I. Longarini ,74a,74b

L. Longo ,69a,69b R. Longo ,160 I. Lopez Paz ,36 A. Lopez Solis ,48 J. Lorenz ,108 N. Lorenzo Martinez ,4

A.M. Lory ,108 A. Lösle ,54 X. Lou ,47a,47b X. Lou ,14a,14d A. Lounis ,66 J. Love ,6 P. A. Love ,90

J. J. Lozano Bahilo ,161 G. Lu ,14a,14d M. Lu ,79 S. Lu ,127 Y. J. Lu ,65 H. J. Lubatti ,137 C. Luci ,74a,74b

F. L. Lucio Alves ,14c A. Lucotte ,60 F. Luehring ,67 I. Luise ,144 O. Lukianchuk ,66 O. Lundberg ,143

B. Lund-Jensen ,143 N. A. Luongo ,122 M. S. Lutz ,150 D. Lynn ,29 H. Lyons,91 R. Lysak ,130 E. Lytken ,97 F. Lyu ,14a

V. Lyubushkin ,38 T. Lyubushkina ,38 H. Ma ,29 L. L. Ma ,62b Y. Ma ,95 D.M. Mac Donell ,163 G. Maccarrone ,53

J. C. MacDonald ,138 R. Madar ,40 W. F. Mader ,50 J. Maeda ,83 T. Maeno ,29 M. Maerker ,50 V. Magerl ,54

H. Maguire ,138 D. J. Mahon ,41 C. Maidantchik ,81b A. Maio ,129a,129b,129d K. Maj ,84a O. Majersky ,28a

S. Majewski ,122 N. Makovec ,66 V. Maksimovic ,15 B. Malaescu ,126 Pa. Malecki ,85 V. P. Maleev ,37 F. Malek ,60

D. Malito ,43b,43a U. Mallik ,79 C. Malone ,32 S. Maltezos,10 S. Malyukov,38 J. Mamuzic ,13 G. Mancini ,53

G. Manco ,72a,72b J. P. Mandalia ,93 I. Mandić ,92 L. Manhaes de Andrade Filho ,81a I. M. Maniatis ,151,bb

M. Manisha ,134 J. Manjarres Ramos ,50 D. C. Mankad ,167 A. Mann ,108 B. Mansoulie ,134 S. Manzoni ,36

A. Marantis ,151 G. Marchiori ,5 M. Marcisovsky ,130 L. Marcoccia ,75a,75b C. Marcon ,70a,70b M. Marinescu ,20

M. Marjanovic ,119 E. J. Marshall ,90 Z. Marshall ,17a S. Marti-Garcia ,161 T. A. Martin ,165 V. J. Martin ,52

B. Martin dit Latour ,16 L. Martinelli ,74a,74b M. Martinez ,13,w P. Martinez Agullo ,161 V. I. Martinez Outschoorn ,102

P. Martinez Suarez ,13 S. Martin-Haugh ,133 V. S. Martoiu ,27b A. C. Martyniuk ,95 A. Marzin ,36 S. R. Maschek ,109

L. Masetti ,99 T. Mashimo ,152 J. Masik ,100 A. L. Maslennikov ,37 L. Massa ,23b P. Massarotti ,71a,71b

P. Mastrandrea ,73a,73b A. Mastroberardino ,43b,43a T. Masubuchi ,152 T. Mathisen ,159 N. Matsuzawa,152 J. Maurer ,27b

B. Maček ,92 D. A. Maximov ,37 R. Mazini ,147 I. Maznas ,151,bb M. Mazza ,106 S. M. Mazza ,135 C. Mc Ginn ,29,h

J. P. Mc Gowan ,103 S. P. Mc Kee ,105 W. P. McCormack ,17a E. F. McDonald ,104 A. E. McDougall ,113

J. A. Mcfayden ,145 G. Mchedlidze ,148b R. P. Mckenzie ,33g T. C. Mclachlan ,48 D. J. Mclaughlin ,95

K. D. McLean ,163 S. J. McMahon ,133 P. C. McNamara ,104 C.M. Mcpartland ,91 R. A. McPherson ,163,p T. Megy ,40

S. Mehlhase ,108 A. Mehta ,91 B. Meirose ,45 D. Melini ,149 B. R. Mellado Garcia ,33g A. H. Melo ,55 F. Meloni ,48

E. D. Mendes Gouveia ,129a A.M. Mendes Jacques Da Costa ,20 H. Y. Meng ,154 L. Meng ,90 S. Menke ,109

M. Mentink ,36 E. Meoni ,43b,43a C. Merlassino ,125 L. Merola ,71a,71b C. Meroni ,70a G. Merz,105 O. Meshkov ,37

J. K. R. Meshreki ,140 J. Metcalfe ,6 A. S. Mete ,6 C. Meyer ,67 J-P. Meyer ,134 M. Michetti ,18 R. P. Middleton ,133

L. Mijović ,52 G. Mikenberg ,167 M. Mikestikova ,130 M. Mikuž ,92 H. Mildner ,138 A. Milic ,36 C. D. Milke ,44

D.W. Miller ,39 L. S. Miller ,34 A. Milov ,167 D. A. Milstead,47a,47b T. Min,14c A. A. Minaenko ,37 I. A. Minashvili ,148b

L. Mince ,59 A. I. Mincer ,116 B. Mindur ,84a M. Mineev ,38 Y. Mino ,86 L.M. Mir ,13 M. Miralles Lopez ,161

M. Mironova ,125 M. C. Missio ,112 T. Mitani ,166 A. Mitra ,165 V. A. Mitsou ,161 O. Miu ,154 P. S. Miyagawa ,93

Y. Miyazaki,88 A. Mizukami ,82 J. U. Mjörnmark ,97 T. Mkrtchyan ,63a T. Mlinarevic ,95 M. Mlynarikova ,36

T. Moa ,47a,47b S. Mobius ,55 K. Mochizuki ,107 P. Moder ,48 P. Mogg ,108 A. F. Mohammed ,14a,14d S. Mohapatra ,41

SEARCH IN DIPHOTON AND DIELECTRON FINAL STATES … PHYS. REV. D 108, 012012 (2023)

012012-23



G. Mokgatitswane ,33g B. Mondal ,140 S. Mondal ,131 K. Mönig ,48 E. Monnier ,101 L. Monsonis Romero,161

J. Montejo Berlingen ,36 M. Montella ,118 F. Monticelli ,89 N. Morange ,66 A. L. Moreira De Carvalho ,129a

M. Moreno Llácer ,161 C. Moreno Martinez ,56 P. Morettini ,57b S. Morgenstern ,165 M. Morii ,61 M. Morinaga ,152

A. K. Morley ,36 F. Morodei ,74a,74b L. Morvaj ,36 P. Moschovakos ,36 B. Moser ,36 M. Mosidze,148b T. Moskalets ,54

P. Moskvitina ,112 J. Moss ,31,ee E. J. W. Moyse ,102 O. Mtintsilana ,33g S. Muanza ,101 J. Mueller ,128

D. Muenstermann ,90 R. Müller ,19 G. A. Mullier ,159 J. J. Mullin,127 D. P. Mungo ,154 J. L. Munoz Martinez ,13

D. Munoz Perez ,161 F. J. Munoz Sanchez ,100 M. Murin ,100 W. J. Murray ,165,133 A. Murrone ,70a,70b J. M. Muse ,119

M. Muškinja ,17a C. Mwewa ,29 A. G. Myagkov ,37,l A. J. Myers ,8 A. A. Myers,128 G. Myers ,67 M. Myska ,131

B. P. Nachman ,17a O. Nackenhorst ,49 A. Nag ,50 K. Nagai ,125 K. Nagano ,82 J. L. Nagle ,29,h E. Nagy ,101

A.M. Nairz ,36 Y. Nakahama ,82 K. Nakamura ,82 H. Nanjo ,123 R. Narayan ,44 E. A. Narayanan ,111 I. Naryshkin ,37

M. Naseri ,34 C. Nass ,24 G. Navarro ,22a J. Navarro-Gonzalez ,161 R. Nayak ,150 A. Nayaz ,18 P. Y. Nechaeva ,37

F. Nechansky ,48 L. Nedic ,125 T. J. Neep ,20 A. Negri ,72a,72b M. Negrini ,23b C. Nellist ,112 C. Nelson ,103

K. Nelson ,105 S. Nemecek ,130 M. Nessi ,36,ff M. S. Neubauer ,160 F. Neuhaus ,99 J. Neundorf ,48 R. Newhouse ,162

P. R. Newman ,20 C.W. Ng ,128 Y. S. Ng,18 Y.W. Y. Ng ,48 B. Ngair ,35e H. D. N. Nguyen ,107 R. B. Nickerson ,125

R. Nicolaidou ,134 J. Nielsen ,135 M. Niemeyer ,55 N. Nikiforou ,36 V. Nikolaenko ,37,l I. Nikolic-Audit ,126

K. Nikolopoulos ,20 P. Nilsson ,29 H. R. Nindhito ,56 A. Nisati ,74a N. Nishu ,2 R. Nisius ,109 J-E. Nitschke ,50

E. K. Nkadimeng ,33g S. J. Noacco Rosende ,89 T. Nobe ,152 D. L. Noel ,32 Y. Noguchi ,86 T. Nommensen ,146

M. A. Nomura,29 M. B. Norfolk ,138 R. R. B. Norisam ,95 B. J. Norman ,34 J. Novak ,92 T. Novak ,48

O. Novgorodova ,50 L. Novotny ,131 R. Novotny ,111 L. Nozka ,121 K. Ntekas ,158

N.M. J. Nunes De Moura Junior ,81b E. Nurse,95 F. G. Oakham ,34,e J. Ocariz ,126 A. Ochi ,83 I. Ochoa ,129a

S. Oerdek ,159 A. Ogrodnik ,84a A. Oh ,100 C. C. Ohm ,143 H. Oide ,82 R. Oishi ,152 M. L. Ojeda ,48 Y. Okazaki ,86

M.W. O’Keefe,91 Y. Okumura ,152 A. Olariu,27b L. F. Oleiro Seabra ,129a S. A. Olivares Pino ,136e

D. Oliveira Damazio ,29 D. Oliveira Goncalves ,81a J. L. Oliver ,158 M. J. R. Olsson ,158 A. Olszewski ,85

J. Olszowska ,85,a Ö. O. Öncel ,54 D. C. O’Neil ,141 A. P. O’Neill ,19 A. Onofre ,129a,129e P. U. E. Onyisi ,11

M. J. Oreglia ,39 G. E. Orellana ,89 D. Orestano ,76a,76b N. Orlando ,13 R. S. Orr ,154 V. O’Shea ,59 R. Ospanov ,62a

G. Otero y Garzon ,30 H. Otono ,88 P. S. Ott ,63a G. J. Ottino ,17a M. Ouchrif ,35d J. Ouellette ,29,h F. Ould-Saada ,124

M. Owen ,59 R. E. Owen ,133 K. Y. Oyulmaz ,21a V. E. Ozcan ,21a N. Ozturk ,8 S. Ozturk ,21d J. Pacalt ,121

H. A. Pacey ,32 K. Pachal ,51 A. Pacheco Pages ,13 C. Padilla Aranda ,13 G. Padovano ,74a,74b S. Pagan Griso ,17a

G. Palacino ,67 A. Palazzo ,69a,69b S. Palestini ,36 M. Palka ,84b J. Pan ,170 T. Pan ,64a D. K. Panchal ,11

C. E. Pandini ,113 J. G. Panduro Vazquez ,94 H. Pang ,14b P. Pani ,48 G. Panizzo ,68a,68c L. Paolozzi ,56

C. Papadatos ,107 S. Parajuli ,44 A. Paramonov ,6 C. Paraskevopoulos ,10 D. Paredes Hernandez ,64b T. H. Park ,154

M. A. Parker ,32 F. Parodi ,57b,57a E.W. Parrish ,114 V. A. Parrish ,52 J. A. Parsons ,41 U. Parzefall ,54

B. Pascual Dias ,107 L. Pascual Dominguez ,150V. R. Pascuzzi ,17a F. Pasquali ,113 E. Pasqualucci ,74a S. Passaggio ,57b

F. Pastore ,94 P. Pasuwan ,47a,47b P. Patel ,85 J. R. Pater ,100 T. Pauly ,36 J. Pearkes ,142 M. Pedersen ,124 R. Pedro ,129a

S. V. Peleganchuk ,37 O. Penc ,36 E. A. Pender,52 C. Peng ,64b H. Peng ,62a K. E. Penski ,108 M. Penzin ,37

B. S. Peralva ,81d A. P. Pereira Peixoto ,60 L. Pereira Sanchez ,47a,47b D. V. Perepelitsa ,29,h E. Perez Codina ,155a

M. Perganti ,10 L. Perini ,70a,70b,a H. Pernegger ,36 S. Perrella ,36 A. Perrevoort ,112 O. Perrin ,40 K. Peters ,48

R. F. Y. Peters ,100 B. A. Petersen ,36 T. C. Petersen ,42 E. Petit ,101 V. Petousis ,131 C. Petridou ,151,bb

A. Petrukhin ,140 M. Pettee ,17a N. E. Pettersson ,36 A. Petukhov ,37 K. Petukhova ,132 A. Peyaud ,134 R. Pezoa ,136f

L. Pezzotti ,36 G. Pezzullo ,170 T. M. Pham ,168 T. Pham ,104 P.W. Phillips ,133 M.W. Phipps ,160 G. Piacquadio ,144

E. Pianori ,17a F. Piazza ,70a,70b R. Piegaia ,30 D. Pietreanu ,27b A. D. Pilkington ,100 M. Pinamonti ,68a,68c

J. L. Pinfold ,2 B. C. Pinheiro Pereira ,129a C. Pitman Donaldson,95 D. A. Pizzi ,34 L. Pizzimento ,75a,75b A. Pizzini ,113

M.-A. Pleier ,29 V. Plesanovs,54 V. Pleskot ,132 E. Plotnikova,38 G. Poddar ,4 R. Poettgen ,97 L. Poggioli ,126

I. Pogrebnyak ,106 D. Pohl ,24 I. Pokharel ,55 S. Polacek ,132 G. Polesello ,72a A. Poley ,141,155a R. Polifka ,131

A. Polini ,23b C. S. Pollard ,125 Z. B. Pollock ,118 V. Polychronakos ,29 E. Pompa Pacchi,74a,74b D. Ponomarenko ,37

L. Pontecorvo ,36 S. Popa ,27a G. A. Popeneciu ,27d D.M. Portillo Quintero ,155a S. Pospisil ,131 P. Postolache ,27c

K. Potamianos ,125 I. N. Potrap ,38 C. J. Potter ,32 H. Potti ,1 T. Poulsen ,48 J. Poveda ,161 M. E. Pozo Astigarraga ,36

A. Prades Ibanez ,161 M.M. Prapa ,46 D. Price ,100 M. Primavera ,69a M. A. Principe Martin ,98 R. Privara ,121

M. L. Proffitt ,137 N. Proklova ,127 K. Prokofiev ,64c G. Proto ,75a,75b S. Protopopescu ,29 J. Proudfoot ,6

G. AAD et al. PHYS. REV. D 108, 012012 (2023)

012012-24



M. Przybycien ,84a J. E. Puddefoot ,138 D. Pudzha ,37 P. Puzo,66 D. Pyatiizbyantseva ,37 J. Qian ,105 D. Qichen ,100

Y. Qin ,100 T. Qiu ,93 A. Quadt ,55 M. Queitsch-Maitland ,100 G. Quetant ,56 G. Rabanal Bolanos ,61

D. Rafanoharana ,54 F. Ragusa ,70a,70b J. L. Rainbolt ,39 J. A. Raine ,56 S. Rajagopalan ,29 E. Ramakoti ,37

K. Ran ,48,14d N. P. Rapheeha ,33g V. Raskina ,126 D. F. Rassloff ,63a S. Rave ,99 B. Ravina ,55 I. Ravinovich ,167

M. Raymond ,36 A. L. Read ,124 N. P. Readioff ,138 D.M. Rebuzzi ,72a,72b G. Redlinger ,29 K. Reeves ,45

J. A. Reidelsturz ,169 D. Reikher ,150 A. Reiss,99 A. Rej ,140 C. Rembser ,36 A. Renardi ,48 M. Renda ,27b

M. B. Rendel,109 F. Renner ,48 A. G. Rennie ,59 S. Resconi ,70a M. Ressegotti ,57b,57a E. D. Resseguie ,17a S. Rettie ,36

J. G. Reyes Rivera ,106 B. Reynolds,118 E. Reynolds ,17a M. Rezaei Estabragh ,169 O. L. Rezanova ,37 P. Reznicek ,132

E. Ricci ,77a,77b R. Richter ,109 S. Richter ,47a,47b E. Richter-Was ,84b M. Ridel ,126 P. Rieck ,116 P. Riedler ,36

M. Rijssenbeek ,144 A. Rimoldi ,72a,72b M. Rimoldi ,48 L. Rinaldi ,23b,23a T. T. Rinn ,29 M. P. Rinnagel ,108

G. Ripellino ,143 I. Riu ,13 P. Rivadeneira ,48 J. C. Rivera Vergara ,163 F. Rizatdinova ,120 E. Rizvi ,93 C. Rizzi ,56

B. A. Roberts ,165 B. R. Roberts ,17a S. H. Robertson ,103,p M. Robin ,48 D. Robinson ,32 C.M. Robles Gajardo,136f

M. Robles Manzano ,99 A. Robson ,59 A. Rocchi ,75a,75b C. Roda ,73a,73b S. Rodriguez Bosca ,63a

Y. Rodriguez Garcia ,22a A. Rodriguez Rodriguez ,54 A.M. Rodríguez Vera ,155b S. Roe,36 J. T. Roemer ,158

A. R. Roepe-Gier ,119 J. Roggel ,169 O. Røhne ,124 R. A. Rojas ,163 B. Roland ,54 C. P. A. Roland ,67 J. Roloff ,29

A. Romaniouk ,37 E. Romano ,72a,72b M. Romano ,23b A. C. Romero Hernandez ,160 N. Rompotis ,91 L. Roos ,126

S. Rosati ,74a B. J. Rosser ,39 E. Rossi ,4 E. Rossi ,71a,71b L. P. Rossi ,57b L. Rossini ,48 R. Rosten ,118 M. Rotaru ,27b

B. Rottler ,54 D. Rousseau ,66 D. Rousso ,32 G. Rovelli ,72a,72b A. Roy ,160 A. Rozanov ,101 Y. Rozen ,149

X. Ruan ,33g A. Rubio Jimenez ,161 A. J. Ruby ,91 V. H. Ruelas Rivera ,18 T. A. Ruggeri ,1 F. Rühr ,54

A. Ruiz-Martinez ,161 A. Rummler ,36 Z. Rurikova ,54 N. A. Rusakovich ,38 H. L. Russell ,163 J. P. Rutherfoord ,7

K. Rybacki,90 M. Rybar ,132 E. B. Rye ,124 A. Ryzhov ,37 J. A. Sabater Iglesias ,56 P. Sabatini ,161 L. Sabetta ,74a,74b

H. F-W. Sadrozinski ,135 F. Safai Tehrani ,74a B. Safarzadeh Samani ,145 M. Safdari ,142 S. Saha ,103 M. Sahinsoy ,109

M. Saimpert ,134 M. Saito ,152 T. Saito ,152 D. Salamani ,36 G. Salamanna ,76a,76b A. Salnikov ,142 J. Salt ,161

A. Salvador Salas ,13 D. Salvatore ,43b,43a F. Salvatore ,145 A. Salzburger ,36 D. Sammel ,54 D. Sampsonidis ,151,bb

D. Sampsonidou ,62d,62c J. Sánchez ,161 A. Sanchez Pineda ,4 V. Sanchez Sebastian ,161 H. Sandaker ,124

C. O. Sander ,48 J. A. Sandesara ,102 M. Sandhoff ,169 C. Sandoval ,22b D. P. C. Sankey ,133 A. Sansoni ,53

L. Santi ,74a,74b C. Santoni ,40 H. Santos ,129a,129b S. N. Santpur ,17a A. Santra ,167 K. A. Saoucha ,138

J. G. Saraiva ,129a,129d J. Sardain ,7 O. Sasaki ,82 K. Sato ,156 C. Sauer,63b F. Sauerburger ,54 E. Sauvan ,4

P. Savard ,154,e R. Sawada ,152 C. Sawyer ,133 L. Sawyer ,96 I. Sayago Galvan,161 C. Sbarra ,23b A. Sbrizzi ,23b,23a

T. Scanlon ,95 J. Schaarschmidt ,137 P. Schacht ,109 D. Schaefer ,39 U. Schäfer ,99 A. C. Schaffer ,66 D. Schaile ,108

R. D. Schamberger ,144 E. Schanet ,108 C. Scharf ,18 M.M. Schefer ,19 V. A. Schegelsky ,37 D. Scheirich ,132

F. Schenck ,18 M. Schernau ,158 C. Scheulen ,55 C. Schiavi ,57b,57a Z.M. Schillaci ,26 E. J. Schioppa ,69a,69b

M. Schioppa ,43b,43a B. Schlag ,99 K. E. Schleicher ,54 S. Schlenker ,36 J. Schmeing ,169 M. A. Schmidt ,169

K. Schmieden ,99 C. Schmitt ,99 S. Schmitt ,48 L. Schoeffel ,134 A. Schoening ,63b P. G. Scholer ,54 E. Schopf ,125

M. Schott ,99 J. Schovancova ,36 S. Schramm ,56 F. Schroeder ,169 H-C. Schultz-Coulon ,63a M. Schumacher ,54

B. A. Schumm ,135 Ph. Schune ,134 A. Schwartzman ,142 T. A. Schwarz ,105 Ph. Schwemling ,134 R. Schwienhorst ,106

A. Sciandra ,135 G. Sciolla ,26 F. Scuri ,73a F. Scutti,104 C. D. Sebastiani ,91 K. Sedlaczek ,49 P. Seema ,18

S. C. Seidel ,111 A. Seiden ,135 B. D. Seidlitz ,41 T. Seiss ,39 C. Seitz ,48 J. M. Seixas ,81b G. Sekhniaidze ,71a

S. J. Sekula ,44 L. Selem ,4 N. Semprini-Cesari ,23b,23a S. Sen ,51 D. Sengupta ,56 V. Senthilkumar ,161 L. Serin ,66

L. Serkin ,68a,68b M. Sessa ,76a,76b H. Severini ,119 S. Sevova ,142 F. Sforza ,57b,57a A. Sfyrla ,56 E. Shabalina ,55

R. Shaheen ,143 J. D. Shahinian ,127 D. Shaked Renous ,167 L. Y. Shan ,14a M. Shapiro ,17a A. Sharma ,36

A. S. Sharma ,162 P. Sharma ,79 S. Sharma ,48 P. B. Shatalov ,37 K. Shaw ,145 S. M. Shaw ,100 Q. Shen ,62c,5

P. Sherwood ,95 L. Shi ,95 C. O. Shimmin ,170 Y. Shimogama ,166 J. D. Shinner ,94 I. P. J. Shipsey ,125 S. Shirabe ,60

M. Shiyakova ,38 J. Shlomi ,167 M. J. Shochet ,39 J. Shojaii ,104 D. R. Shope ,124 S. Shrestha ,118,gg E. M. Shrif ,33g

M. J. Shroff ,163 P. Sicho ,130 A.M. Sickles ,160 E. Sideras Haddad ,33g A. Sidoti ,23b F. Siegert ,50 Dj. Sijacki ,15

R. Sikora ,84a F. Sili ,89 J. M. Silva ,20 M. V. Silva Oliveira ,36 S. B. Silverstein ,47a S. Simion,66 R. Simoniello ,36

E. L. Simpson ,59 N. D. Simpson,97 S. Simsek ,21d S. Sindhu ,55 P. Sinervo ,154 V. Sinetckii ,37 S. Singh ,141

S. Singh ,154 S. Sinha ,48 S. Sinha ,33g M. Sioli ,23b,23a I. Siral ,36 S. Yu. Sivoklokov ,37,a J. Sjölin ,47a,47b A. Skaf ,55

E. Skorda ,97 P. Skubic ,119 M. Slawinska ,85 V. Smakhtin,167 B. H. Smart ,133 J. Smiesko ,36 S. Yu. Smirnov ,37

SEARCH IN DIPHOTON AND DIELECTRON FINAL STATES … PHYS. REV. D 108, 012012 (2023)

012012-25



Y. Smirnov ,37 L. N. Smirnova ,37,l O. Smirnova ,97 A. C. Smith ,41 E. A. Smith ,39 H. A. Smith ,125 J. L. Smith ,91

R. Smith,142 M. Smizanska ,90 K. Smolek ,131 A. Smykiewicz ,85 A. A. Snesarev ,37 H. L. Snoek ,113 S. Snyder ,29

R. Sobie ,163,p A. Soffer ,150 C. A. Solans Sanchez ,36 E. Yu. Soldatov ,37 U. Soldevila ,161 A. A. Solodkov ,37

S. Solomon ,54 A. Soloshenko ,38 K. Solovieva ,54 O. V. Solovyanov ,37 V. Solovyev ,37 P. Sommer ,36 A. Sonay ,13

W. Y. Song ,155b A. Sopczak ,131 A. L. Sopio ,95 F. Sopkova ,28b V. Sothilingam,63a S. Sottocornola ,72a,72b

R. Soualah ,115c Z. Soumaimi ,35e D. South ,48 S. Spagnolo ,69a,69b M. Spalla ,109 F. Spanò ,94 D. Sperlich ,54

G. Spigo ,36 M. Spina ,145 S. Spinali ,90 D. P. Spiteri ,59 M. Spousta ,132 E. J. Staats ,34 A. Stabile ,70a,70b

R. Stamen ,63a M. Stamenkovic ,113 A. Stampekis ,20 M. Standke ,24 E. Stanecka ,85 M. V. Stange ,50

B. Stanislaus ,17a M.M. Stanitzki ,48 M. Stankaityte ,125 B. Stapf ,48 E. A. Starchenko ,37 G. H. Stark ,135 J. Stark ,101

D.M. Starko,155b P. Staroba ,130 P. Starovoitov ,63a S. Stärz ,103 R. Staszewski ,85 G. Stavropoulos ,46 J. Steentoft ,159

P. Steinberg ,29 A. L. Steinhebel ,122 B. Stelzer ,141,155a H. J. Stelzer ,128 O. Stelzer-Chilton ,155a H. Stenzel ,58

T. J. Stevenson ,145 G. A. Stewart ,36 M. C. Stockton ,36 G. Stoicea ,27b M. Stolarski ,129a S. Stonjek ,109

A. Straessner ,50 J. Strandberg ,143 S. Strandberg ,47a,47b M. Strauss ,119 T. Strebler ,101 P. Strizenec ,28b

R. Ströhmer ,164 D.M. Strom ,122 L. R. Strom ,48 R. Stroynowski ,44 A. Strubig ,47a,47b S. A. Stucci ,29 B. Stugu ,16

J. Stupak ,119 N. A. Styles ,48 D. Su ,142 S. Su ,62a W. Su ,62d,137,62c X. Su ,62a,66 K. Sugizaki ,152 V. V. Sulin ,37

M. J. Sullivan ,91 D.M. S. Sultan ,77a,77b L. Sultanaliyeva ,37 S. Sultansoy ,3b T. Sumida ,86 S. Sun ,105 S. Sun ,168

O. Sunneborn Gudnadottir ,159 M. R. Sutton ,145 M. Svatos ,130 M. Swiatlowski ,155a T. Swirski ,164 I. Sykora ,28a

M. Sykora ,132 T. Sykora ,132 D. Ta ,99 K. Tackmann ,48,hh A. Taffard ,158 R. Tafirout ,155a J. S. Tafoya Vargas ,66

R. H.M. Taibah ,126 R. Takashima ,87 K. Takeda ,83 E. P. Takeva ,52 Y. Takubo ,82 M. Talby ,101 A. A. Talyshev ,37

K. C. Tam ,64b N.M. Tamir,150 A. Tanaka ,152 J. Tanaka ,152 R. Tanaka ,66 M. Tanasini ,57b,57a J. Tang,62c Z. Tao ,162

S. Tapia Araya ,80 S. Tapprogge ,99 A. Tarek Abouelfadl Mohamed ,106 S. Tarem ,149 K. Tariq ,62b G. Tarna ,101,27b

G. F. Tartarelli ,70a P. Tas ,132 M. Tasevsky ,130 E. Tassi ,43b,43a A. C. Tate ,160 G. Tateno ,152 Y. Tayalati ,35e

G. N. Taylor ,104 W. Taylor ,155b H. Teagle,91 A. S. Tee ,168 R. Teixeira De Lima ,142 P. Teixeira-Dias ,94 J. J. Teoh ,154

K. Terashi ,152 J. Terron ,98 S. Terzo ,13 M. Testa ,53 R. J. Teuscher ,154,p A. Thaler ,78 O. Theiner ,56

N. Themistokleous ,52 T. Theveneaux-Pelzer ,18 O. Thielmann ,169 D.W. Thomas,94 J. P. Thomas ,20

E. A. Thompson ,48 P. D. Thompson ,20 E. Thomson ,127 E. J. Thorpe ,93 Y. Tian ,55 V. Tikhomirov ,37,l

Yu. A. Tikhonov ,37 S. Timoshenko,37 E. X. L. Ting ,1 P. Tipton ,170 S. Tisserant ,101 S. H. Tlou ,33g A. Tnourji ,40

K. Todome ,23b,23a S. Todorova-Nova ,132 S. Todt,50 M. Togawa ,82 J. Tojo ,88 S. Tokár ,28a K. Tokushuku ,82

R. Tombs ,32 M. Tomoto ,82,110 L. Tompkins ,142 K.W. Topolnicki ,84b P. Tornambe ,102 E. Torrence ,122H. Torres ,50

E. Torró Pastor ,161 M. Toscani ,30 C. Tosciri ,39 M. Tost ,11 D. R. Tovey ,138 A. Traeet,16 I. S. Trandafir ,27b

T. Trefzger ,164 A. Tricoli ,29 I. M. Trigger ,155a S. Trincaz-Duvoid ,126 D. A. Trischuk ,26 B. Trocmé ,60
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CPPM, Aix-Marseille Université, CNRS/IN2P3, Marseille, France

102
Department of Physics, University of Massachusetts, Amherst, Massachusetts, USA

103
Department of Physics, McGill University, Montreal QC, Canada

104
School of Physics, University of Melbourne, Victoria, Australia

105
Department of Physics, University of Michigan, Ann Arbor, Michigan, USA

106
Department of Physics and Astronomy, Michigan State University, East Lansing, Michigan, USA

107
Group of Particle Physics, University of Montreal, Montreal QC, Canada

108
Fakultät für Physik, Ludwig-Maximilians-Universität München, München, Germany

109
Max-Planck-Institut für Physik (Werner-Heisenberg-Institut), München, Germany

110
Graduate School of Science and Kobayashi-Maskawa Institute, Nagoya University, Nagoya, Japan

111
Department of Physics and Astronomy, University of New Mexico, Albuquerque, New Mexico, USA

112
Institute for Mathematics, Astrophysics and Particle Physics,

Radboud University/Nikhef, Nijmegen, Netherlands
113

Nikhef National Institute for Subatomic Physics and University of Amsterdam, Amsterdam, Netherlands
114

Department of Physics, Northern Illinois University, DeKalb, Illinois, USA
115a

New York University Abu Dhabi, Abu Dhabi, United Arab Emirates
115b

United Arab Emirates University, Al Ain, United Arab Emirates
115c

University of Sharjah, Sharjah, United Arab Emirates
116

Department of Physics, New York University, New York, New York, USA
117

Ochanomizu University, Otsuka, Bunkyo-ku, Tokyo, Japan
118

The Ohio State University, Columbus, Ohio, USA
119

Homer L. Dodge Department of Physics and Astronomy, University of Oklahoma,

Norman, Oklahoma, USA
120

Department of Physics, Oklahoma State University, Stillwater, Oklahoma, USA
121

Palacký University, Joint Laboratory of Optics, Olomouc, Czech Republic
122

Institute for Fundamental Science, University of Oregon, Eugene, Oregon, USA
123

Graduate School of Science, Osaka University, Osaka, Japan
124

Department of Physics, University of Oslo, Oslo, Norway

G. AAD et al. PHYS. REV. D 108, 012012 (2023)

012012-30



125
Department of Physics, Oxford University, Oxford, United Kingdom

126
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