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Intro duCtiOn to Taus » Leptonically decaying taus look like light leptons

others

* Hadronic taus decay predominantly to one (1-prong) or three
(multi-prong) charged pions, a neutrino and additional neutral
pions

* Important signatures for searches ey’

for the Higgs Boson, SUSY, Exotics 3m %

and SM Measurement 1t 20y

* Heaviest lepton at 1.8 GeV

* Short proper decay length
(ct = 87 pm)

I+

leptonic
mode

* Since 1,4 decays consist of a specific mix of charged and
neutral pions, energy scale is derived independently of the jet
energy scale
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