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We perform global fits to the parameters of the Constrainegirivil Supersymmetric Standard
Model (CMSSM) and to a variant with non-universal Higgs ness@NUHM1). In addition to
constraints from low-energy precision observables anddisenological dark matter density, we
take into account the LHC exclusions from searches in jets plissing transverse energy signa-
tures with about 5 fo! of integrated luminosity a{/s = 7 TeV. We also include the most recent
upper bound on the branching raBg — upu from LHCb. The best fit of the CMSSM prefers a
light Higgs boson just above the experimentally excludedsnaVe find that the description of
the low-energy observableg — 2), in particular, and the non-observation of SUSY at the LHC
become more and more incompatible within the CMSSM. A paaé&8M-like Higgs boson with
mass around 126 GeV can barely be accommodated. ValudFi@, — pu) just around the
Standard Model prediction are naturally expected in thé fitaggion.
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1. Introduction

Current data being insufficient to constraint a general sypemetric model, the most widely
considered constrained model is the constrained MSSM (QW)$&th only 5 new free parameters
beyond the SMMo, My 5, Ao, tanf, sgn(u), denoting respectively the universal soft supersymme-
try breaking scalar and gaugino masses at the unificatide,4b& universal soft supersymmetry
breaking trilinear scalar coupling, the ratio of the vacuexpectation values of the two CP-even
neutral Higgs fields and the Higgs mixing parameter in theeguutential. In a minimal non-
universal Higgs mass model (NUHMZ1) [1] a universal scalagdsi mass parameté?y at the
unification scaleMy, = My, = My, is added. In this paper, we investigate the global intéapre
tion of all existing data using our framework Fitting [2].

2. The Fittino framework

The Fittino [2,:3] framework is used to perform a global Mark@hain Monte Carlo (MCMC)
scan of the supersymmetric parameter space in all paradietensions. In the frequentist inter-
pretation of the MCMC fit, assuming a Gaussian likelihoodtthe-dimensional & (20) bound-
aries are defined bfx? < 2.33(5.99), whereAx? is calculated for each point by regard to the best
fit point with the smallesk?. Using a self-optimizing chain, at least 3 million pointg abtained
within Ax? < 5.99 from the minimum for each individual fit. The SUSY partisieectrum is cal-
culated with SPheno 3.1.4 [4], and then used in micrOMEGR48].for the prediction of the dark
matter relic density, in FeynHiggs 2.8:2 [6] for the preitintof the electroweak observables, for
the Higgs masses and for the anomalous magnetic moment afubaq,,, in SuperlSO 3.1:7]
for the flavor physics observables, and in Astrofit [8] foz #valuation of the direct and indirect
detection of dark matter observables.

3. Experimental constraints

A detailled description of the experimental constraints ba found in {9]. The present and
potential experimental measurements used in this studindirect constraints through supersym-
metric loop corrections and constraints from astrophysibgervations. The available limits on
SM and non-SM Higgs bosons, including the ones presentetidoy HHC and Tevatron collabo-
rations at the Spring Conferences 2011, are evaluated tggsBounds 3.2:[10]. An extensive
database of relevant astrophysical data are added by Agdtrdfie Fittino fit process. The most
conservative chargino mass Iimitmg(li > 1025 GeV, from the direct search at LEP was included,
leading indirectly to the exclusion of light neutralinog(f < 50 GeV in the constrained models
considered here J11]. The most stringent LHC limits fromdirect searches in channels with jets
and missing transverse energy are included by emulatingghech analysis. The ATLAS analy-
sis [12] is reproduced by simulating the production of gtuand squarks with SPheno 3.1.0 and
Herwig 2.4.2 [13], together with the fast detector simaiatDELPHES 1.9:[14]. It is indeed not
sufficient to only consider the 95%CL bounds published byetterimental collaborations for spe-
cific models and particular choices of parameters. The ghtl ATLAS limits atZ;,, = 165/ pb
andL;,, = 1/fb could be precisely reproduced (see F|g. 1), the signal gaisl adapted to the AT-
LAS analysis forL;,, = 4.7/ fb by reducing the systematic uncertainties. The impact afidixip
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Figure 1: Left: x? contribution from the LHC SUSY search implementation corepiato the published
ATLAS and CMS limits [12] [16]. Right: Simulated signal ya for a different point in théMo, My /)
parameter space, with the SM background (gray), the CMS§hasexpectation for our grid (yellow) and
the systematic uncertainty of 30% (orange).

and tar3 on the grid was checked by simulating the signal for varicaisies ofAg and tar in
different regions of th¢Mo, My ;) parameter space, and was found to be negligible (seeiFig. 1).

4. Results

The results of our CMSSM and NUHML fits for various sets of inpliservables are given
in the Table 1, for all fits we require the lightest neutralimobe the LSP, consistent radiative
electroweak symmetry breaking and the absence of tachylonthe plots of fitted parameters,
the best-fit point is marked by a star, all hidden dimensicmsry been profiled. Excluding the
direct searches of super-symmetry at the LHC, the fittednpeter space points to a light sparticle
spectrum, below 1 TeV (see Fid. 2)). The focus point, Mg ~ 2 TeV andMi» ~ 150 GeV,
is allowed in the & region, due to the high Higgs massg prefered by current data. Including
the direct search at the LHC decreases the goodness of thdniiity arises from the coupling of
colored and non colored sectors in the constrained modbksloiv energy observables are indeed
mainly driven by non colored sparticles, whilst the chaaneded for the direct search at the LHC
rely mostly on the colored one. This results in a shift upwattan3 and of the masses of squarks
and gluinos (see Fig; 3), the shift in tArbeing cause by the correlation with the masses through
the muon anomaly: an increase in the mass being compensai@dalger coupling in order to
match the experimental high value @f. Contrary to the CMSSM, the NUHM1 can accomodate
a Higgs boson as heavy as 126 GeV, depending on the valBé& @, — pu™u~) (see Fig: 4).
The fit of the NUHM1 model, including all experimental comdtits, results in a larged2contour
with a prefered region at lower mass and the focus point toxctuided (see Fig.;6). Despite
a lower fit tension than for the MSSM, a tension remains dudné¢ostrong correlation between
BF (B; — Ut u~), ay andmy, in the NUHML1.

When the constraint of a Higgs massmjf = 126 GeV is included, the prefered values of
masses and tghincreases (see Fig. 4), while the quality of the fit decre&iseiser, leading to a
tension in the fit of constrained models. This tension cadlizdoe relieved by leaving the top mass
free in the fit.
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Figure 2: Left: Parameter distributions for the LEO fit of the CMSSM lwthe 1-dimensionald in red
and the 2-dimensional®in blue, and the best fit point marked by a star. Right: predictistribution of
sparticle and Higgs boson masses from the LEO fit of the CMSHM. full uncertainty band gives the
1-dimensional & uncertainty of each magsy? < 4.
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Figure 3: Left: Parameter distributions for the LHC fit of the CMSSM kihe 1-dimensionald in red
and the 2-dimensional®in blue, and the best fit point marked by a star. Right: predictistribution of
sparticle and Higgs boson masses from the LHC fit of the CMS8iW full uncertainty band gives the
1-dimensional & uncertainty of each maggy? < 4.
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Figure 4: Left: Parameter distributions for the LH@Gn,, fit of the CMSSM with the 1-dimensionaldlin
red and the 2-dimensionab2in blue, and the best fit point marked by a star. Right: The ddpece of the
minimal x2 of the fit onmy, for different input observable sets and for the CMSSM and WU1H
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Table 1: Summary of the results for the CMSSM and NUHM1 fits with diéfet sets of input observables:
"LEO" refers to all low energy observables, "LHC" includdscethe direct search for sparticles at the LHC,
and "LHC+m;," adds the constraint of a Higgs boson of 126 GeV.

Fit My [GeV My[GeV]  ME[10°GeV?]  tanB Ao X2Indf
CMSSM: LEO 84411346 375471090 X 1497185 186378314 10.3/8
CMSSM: LHC 304473237 664673333 x 3447393 884875780 13.1/9

CMSSM: LHC+m;, 11632732333 116747229 x 3937357 —29691755978  18.4/9
NUHM1: LHC+m;, 1243922  65557218° —-17795  29473% 511273721 15.3/8
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Figure 5: Predicted & ranges of Higgs branching fractions and ratios for the LHGffthe CMSSM with
my, = (1264 2+ 3) GeV, including the theoretical uncertainty of the Higgs mak3 GeV.

Various ratios between the CMSSM and the SM of branchingtifrag of the main Higgs
decay channels have been calculated with HDECAY 4.4 [16{He regions prefered by the fit
in the parameter space (see Fig. 5). One notices an enhantcefrtbe 1 — bb channel and a
decrease of — 171~ by regards to the SM. Such a sensitivity makes potential oreasents of
the branching fractions attractive to discover a deviatiom the SM and to determine the model
parameters, even for SUSY mass scales beyond the LHC regéh=a¥ TeV or 8 TeV.

5. Conclusion

We presented a global frequentist fit of the CMSSM and NUHMApeeter spaces, including
up-to-date measurements in the flavor and electroweakrseth@ muon anomaly, astrophysical
observations, the direct searches of supersymmetry at LidiCaaHiggs mass ofy, = 126 GeV.
The current LHC exclusion leads to a low goodness-of-fit iwithe CMSSM, which worsens when
requiring a Higgs mass above 125 GeV. The fit quality is insedain the non-minimal models
NUHML1, despite a remaining tension due to the high corm@tatibetween observables in such
model. The measurements of the Higgs branching fractiottseathannelé — bbandh — 17T~
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Figure 6: Left: Parameter distributions for the LHGn,, fit of the NUHM1 with the 1-dimensionald in
red and the 2-dimensionab2in blue, and the best fit point marked by a star. Right: predidistribution
of sparticle and Higgs boson masses from th&l-Hn,, fit of the NUHML1.

has the potential to indicate the deviation from the SM, deerSUSY mass scales beyond the
LHC reach.
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