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W e study the in plications forthem inin alsupersym m etric standard m odel M SSM ) ofthe absence
of a direct discovery ofa H iggsboson at LEP . F irst we exhibit 15 physically di erent ways in which
one orm ore H iggs bosons lighter than the LEP lim it could still exist. For each of these cases { as
well as the case that the lightest H iggs eigenstate is at, or slightly above, the current LEP lim it
{ we provide explicit sam ple con gurations of the H iggs sector as well as the soft supersym m etry
breaking Lagrangian param eters necessary to generate these outcom es. W e argue that all of the
cases seem ne-tuned, w ith the least ne-tuned outcom e being that with m , * 115 GeV . Seeking
tom inim ize this tuning we investigate ways in which the \m axin alm ixing" scenario w ith large top—
quark trilinear A -tem can be obtained from sim ple string-inspired supergravity m odels. W e nd
these obvious approaches lead to heavy gauginos and/or problem atic low -energy phenom enology

wih m inim al in provem ent in ne-tuning.

PACS num bers:

The M inin al Supersym m etric Standard M odel is de—
ned as the sin plest supersymm etric extension of the
Standard M odel (SM ). Every SM particle has a super—
partner, the basic Lagrangian is supersym m etric, and the
gauge group isthe same SU 3) SU ) U (1) asthat
of the SM . The full supersym m etry is softly broken by
certain dim ension two and three operators. T here is con—
siderable Indirect evidence that this theory is lkely to be
part of the description of nature. If it is, a H iggs bo-—
son w ith m ass less than about 130 Ge&V m ust exist, and
superpartners m ust be ound w ith m asses not too m uch
larger than those of the W , Z and top quark. W hilke
the H iggs boson m ass can be as heavy as 130 GeV in
the M SSM , it has been known for som e tim e that m ost
naive m odels in ply a lighter state, usually below about
110 GeV, when constraints from non-observation of su—
perpartners (realor virtual) are Im posed, and including
the constraint that the indirect argum ents for supersym —

m etry are valid w ithout netuning.

W hilke i is not in possible that perhaps LEP has seen

a Higgsboson with my ’ 115 G&V, the data collected
up through center-ofm ass energy of 209 G &V @] yields
no unam biguous signal for such a light H iggs eigenstate.
O ne obvious explanation for this fact is that the lightest
H iggsboson isheavierthan 115G €V . Anocther isthat one
orm ore eigenstates are lighter than the kinem atic cut-o

but that they do not couple signi cantly to the Z-boson.
T hus i is naturalto ask whether the H iggs sector of the
M SSM could be such that LEP would not have found a
signalbecause of reduced H iggs cross sections or reduced
branching ratios In som e part of the generalM SSM pa-—
ram eter space. Usihg the reported LEP Iim its on the
cross-section branching ratio for H iggs eigenstates as

a guide, it ispossble to nd 15 logically distinct ways in
which this could indeed have been the case at LEP.To—
gether w ith the possibility that the lightest H iggs boson
isat 115 G &V, and the possbility that it ismuch larger
Inm ass, there are 17 distinct con gurationsoftheM SSM
H iggs sector consistent w ith the LEP results. T hese cases
are summ arized in Table il of Section I below , w ith an
eprJCJt exam ple con g‘uratjon for each case given in Ta—
ble :]:[ The results in Table 'I are not the outcom e of a
com plete param eter scan, but Instead represent a gen-
eral classi cation of logical possibilities for the M SSM
H iggs sector. A Il of our exam ple points allow ed by other
data. A 1l satisfy the constraints for electroweak symm e~
try breaking, though som etin es In unconventionalways.
A1l of the exam ple con gurations are detectable at the
Fem ilab Tevatron colliderw ith su cient lum inostty.' If
theM SSM is the correct description ofnature just above
the electroweak scale then one of these 17 cases is the
true H iggs sector of the M SSM .

Tn Section Twe review the data collected at LEP, w ith
particular attention paid to what is strictly m easured
and how these m easurem ents are converted into Il its
on H iggs eigenstate m asses. A s m entioned above, there
isno clear ndication for the presence of H iggs bosons in

1 W e have not perform ed a detailed study of the detectability of
these exam ples at the LHC,, but based on general results in the
literature (see, forexam ple h 1) it seem s likely that form ost orall
of these m odels either the neutral or charged H iggs bosons { or
both { can be seen in som e m ode. For cases where the ! b;b
m ode for the neutral scalars is suppressed the ! ; mode is
usually som ew hat enhanced.
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the LEP data. N evertheless there are three distinct cases
w here an excess ofobserved events in a particular channel
resulted in an experim entalbound on the cross section

branching ratio that was weaker than the expected Im it
atthe2 level B -4' -d In these \excess regions" care
mustbe taken In eanct:ng am assbound on the possible
H iggseigenstates involved. U sing these regionsasa guide
we classify the possible consistent H iggs con  gurations in
Section :_II In that section we provide a general descrip—
tion ofeach ofthe 17 logically distinct casesaswellas a
concrete exam ple con guration to illustrate each case.

W ith these 17 cases n hand i is natural to then ask
w hether any ofthem are less netuned than the others,
and thus m ight be m ore lkely to point to a particular
underlying theory. To address this issue it is necessary
to construct a soft supersym m etry breaking Lagrangian
capabl of giving rise to each ofthe 17 possibl con gu—
rations. Since not all 105 param eters of the M SSM  are
relevant for determ ining the H iggs sector of the theory,
there is som e mnevitabl arbitrariness in this construc—
tion. It is for this reason that LEP resuls are often
Interpreted in the light of certain \benchm ark" m odels
to reduce this arbirariness. W e have chosen to work in
a less restrictive environm ent and provide candidate soft
Lagrangian param eters at both the electrow eak scale and
the high-energy (in this case GUT) scale In Section -]Il:
Interestingly, only 4 ofthe 17 cases can be obtained from
a modelsuch asm inim al supergraviy m SUGRA) wih
a universalgaugino m ass, universal scalarm ass and uni-
versal soft trilinear coupling at the GUT scale. This in—
cludes the cases w here the lightest H iggs boson is at, or
much largerthan, 115 G &V . D espite the 15 distinct ways
the H iggs could have been lighter than 115 G€V and es—
caped detection, the m ost natural conclusion w ithin the
M SSM is still that the H iggs is at, or just slightly above,
115 GeV in mass. This conclusion is arrived at in Sec-
tion :p_i through a variety of m eans: investigating the
low energy param eter space, exam ining the high energy
soft Lagrangian aswellasa ne-tuning analysisusing the
sensitivity param eters of Barbieri and G iudice f_'/:].

A chieving such a large Higgsm ass in the M SSM w ill
necessitate at least som e level of uncom fortable tuning
because the tree level Higgs m ass is bounded by M 4
and thus the one loop corrections have to supply about

m2 ’ (70 GeV)? when added in quadrature. This tun—
ing ism ost m itigated in the so-called \m axin alm xing"
regin e, which im plies a very large soft trilinear coupling
nvolving the stop and where the gluino can be m ade as
light aspossbl. W hilk widely used asa benchm ark case
n low -energy studies ofthe H iggs sector of SU SY m odels,
such a regin e does not seem to be a robust outcom e of
any ofthe standard SU SY breaking/transan ission m odels
typically considered in the literature. W e study the gen—
eralin provem ent In ne-tuning when m axim akm ixing in
the stop sector is cbtained in Section \Ii. Tn Section ¥!
we focus on stringbased m odels and ook at ways to en—
gineer such Jargem ixing In the stop sector. W e nd that
the m ost ocbvious ways to approach m axin alm ixing re—

sult in etther heavy gauginosor a problem atic low energy
phenom enology. Thus explaining the LEP result w ithout
excessive tuning In these sinmple m odels seem s di cuk.

W e conclude wih some speculation on how extending
these stringbased m odels in theoretically welkm otivated
directions could alleviate the problem .

I. OVERVIEW OF THE LEP RESULTS

In order to appreciate the theoretical in plication of
the LEP H iggs search on high energy m odels it is nec—
essary to understand the way in which data is collected
and interpreted by the LEP experin entalcollaborations.
This, n tum, requires a brief review of the salient fea-
tures of the H iggs sector In the M SSM . In this section
we aln to provide su cient background to m otivate the
classi cation schem e for low -energy m odels adopted in
Section If.

A . W hat ism easured at LEP

There are three neutral H iggs states in the M SSM .
If there is no CP violating phases then these neutral
H iggs m ass eigenstates are also CP eigenstates: two of
them are CP-even and one is CP-odd. If H iggs bosons
are produced at LEP then the relevant process w ill be
ete ! 2 ! Zorete ! Z ! ; j,where ;rep-
resents any of the three neutral H iggs m ass eigenstates.
Tt is therefore convenient to de ne the ©ollow ing H iggs/Z—
boson couplings
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Since the Standard M odel H iggs boson has the coupling
ZZH g : gomg=c0s y ,theC;’saretobe Interpreted as
ratios of the true couplings to those ofthe SM .W hen CP
isconserved wem ay useh, H and A to denote the lighter
CP-even, heavier CP -even and CP -odd H iggs states, re—
spectively. In this CP -conserving caseonly C,,Cy ,Cha
and Cy p are non-zero and we have the relations

Taf+ £uf=1;

The C; can be related to the H iggsm ixing angle and
the ratio of the vevs of the up-type to down-type H iggs
eld de ned by tan = vy=vgq. For example, In the
CP -oconserving case the one independent variable can be
written as C, = sin( ). In addition to the pro—
portionality factor C;5, when a CP-even Higgs boson
is produced In association w ith the CP-odd state there

Cha = Cyg : @)

is a kinem atic p-wave suppression factor such that
€e ! A )/ q where
3=2 5
_ A A o 1 (m-1+mj) :S.
P azmi=s+ 5 ) 1 Wi my?’=s’
3)



A llofthese proportionality factors arem odeldependent,
as are the m asses of the vardous H iggs eigenstates.

Once produced, Higgs eigenstates are identi ed
through their decay products. In m ost ofthe M SSM pa-—
ram eter space the three neutral H iggs eigenstates decay
predom nantly into the heaviest accessible ferm ion { typi-
cally eitherab;bor *; pair. In som e areas of param —
eter space decays into other quark/antiquark pairs are
In portant, particularly to cham quarks. In stillother re—
gionsoftheM SSM param eter space a heavy H iggs eigen—
state m ay decay into lighter eigenstates (though only n
the presence of CP violation) and/ordecay into light neu—
tralnos which can escape the detector. W e shall refer to
the latter case as an \Invisble decay," though such event
signatures can be and have been analyzed at LEP.

In both production processes Z ; and ; j, a cru-—
cialelem ent In reconstructing the event as one involving
a Higgs eigenstate is the reconstruction of the associ-
ated partner { whether it be a Z-boson or another H iggs
eigenstate. Thus the m ost in portant category of event
signature is a our—gt event, w ith both the H iggs eigen—
state and the associated production partnerdecaying into
quark/antiquark pairs. To reduce the background from
processes such ase'e | ZZ;W W b-taggihg is typ-
ically used to require that at least one pair of Fts arise
from a b;b pair. As the Higgs states tend to decay to
b quarks m ore frequently than Standard M odel gauge
bosons, this data set will tend to have a larger propor—
tion of H iggs events.

Thus we m ight crudely think of classifying events at
LEP in temm s of a set of topologies. Some of these
topologies, such as b ' (with ' either an electron
or a muon) , are m ore likely to com e from the process
ete ! 7 , than from e'e ! i 3. Others, such
astb* , may t quite well with either production
mechanisn . To account for this am biguiy, each event
that passes the initial cuts is assigned a m easure of its
\signal-Hike" properties under the hypothesis of the pro—
cesse"e ! 7Z ; and the process et e ! i 5. An
event where the nvariant m ass of a lepton pair closely
m atches the Z-boson mass, for exam ple, will then be
m ore \signal-lke" under the form er hypothesis than un-
der the Iatter. This weight is a function not only of the
experim entally reconstructed H iggsm ass for the state ;
but also ofthe true Higgsm assm ;| for that state. Thus
asking whether a given event \looks like a H iggs event"
is com plicated by the need to ask this question only In
the context of a given hypothesis about how this H iggs
state was created and what its true m ass is. Equally
challenging is asking the question ofhow m any events of
a given topology LEP should have seen for a given H iggs
m ass. W hat’sm ore, the likellhood that a particularevent
represents a signal ism odeldependent, and w illvary de—
pending on whether we assum e CP is conserved in the
H iggs sector, or whether we assum e a certain hierarchy
of H iggs m asses am ong the eigenstates.

It is therefore m ore usefuil to think of a lin it on the
production cross-section branching ratio for the pro—

cessete ! Z ; and the processefe | 5 asa
function ofthe H iggs eigenstate m asses Involved, bearing
In m ind that this lim i w ill contain som e residualm odel
dependence. Since the Standard m odelproduction rate is
known fora given Higgsm assm ,, we can nom alize the
Iim i to this quantity (@nd the known Z-boson branching
ratios) to obtain the param eter 2 reported by LEP
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For each of the two production m echanian s, and each of
the nal state signatures, the e ective num ber of events
observed at LEP can be translated into a lim it on the
e ective coupling ? fora given Higgsm assm

Deciding whether a given point In the M SSM pa—
ram eter space is \ruled out" by the LEP data is then
more Involved than sinply calculating the m asses of
the Higgs eigenstates. O f key importance is the ex—
pected linit on 2 for a particular channel. This is
the bound that would be placed if all observed events
that received som e non—zero weight as \signal" events
were in fact m erely Standard M odel background events.
W hile the actual bound cbtamned by the LEP collab—
orations is consistent w ith this expected bound, there
are three distinct excesses w here the experim entally ob—
tained bound was weaker than the expectation by ap-—
proxim ately 2 E,:ﬁl, -'5, :_6]. T hem ost celkebrated of these
is .n the channele'e ! Zh which shows an excess
around my / 115 GeV. The two others occur in the
channele'e ! Zhwihmy, ’ 98GeV and in the chan—
nele"e ! Ahwihmy,+ma = 187Ge&V.Any M SSM
m odelthat yieldsa H iggs con guration near one ofthese
areas is govemed by constraints from LEP that are quite
di erent from those that yield a Higgs sector far from
these areas.

B. How arem ass lim its obtained at LEP

T he relative couplings given by the C; In (-'14') are func—
tions of the H iggs m ass spectrum . Thus, 1m its on the
e ective couplings 2 can be translated Into lin its on
these masses. The Higgs m ass spectrum , in the CP -
conserving lim it, is determ ned at tree levelby just two
Input param eters at the electroweak scale. These could
be two eigenstate m asses such asmy and mp, or two
angles such as the Higgs m ixing angle and the ratio
ofH iggs vevs given by tan , or som e com bination of the
tw 0. N ote that these electrow eak scale Inputs are derived
quantities and are not fundam ental from the high-energy,
underlying theory point of view .

Atthe oop kvelthe H iggsm ass spectrum requires sev—
eralm ore Inputs from the soft supersym m etry-breaking
Lagrangian. Am ong these are the running squark m asses

r the third generation lft-handed doublet m; =
3

m?2 = m; and the right-handed third generation sin-

o
gletsm ﬁR and m gR , the trilinear scalar couplings associ-



ated w ith the top quark Yukawa A+ and bottom quark
Yukawa Ay, and the (supersym m etric) H iggsbilinear cou—
pling . At the next orderthe gluinom ass is also in por—
tant, not only in detem ining the H iggs m ass spectrum

but also for its contribution to the bottom quark Yukawa
coupling which determ ines the H iggs branching fraction
to b;bpairs. Ifwe allow forCP violation in the H iggs sec—
torwe will also involve the relative phase between and

where © = 3 2=16 2 [{]. Themassre?2 is proportional
to the tree kvel valie m2 of the CP conserving case
and reduces to it in the limit of o ! 0. W e have
chosen tousethepairm , andtan asourtree levelinput
variables for the m om ent. The quantities i; represent
radiative corrections to the tree level values of the CP
even subsector. E xplicit expressions for these quantities
can be found in i_ﬁ,:_l-(_j,:_l-]_;,:_l-gi]. Thequantity represents
radiative corrections that are only present in the case
of CP violation. Its value, as well as the din ensionless
proportionality factors r and s, can be found in B].

W hen we neglect the LR entries of the squark m ass
m atrix which is the case of \m Inin alm ixing"), we have
the follow ng leading radiative corrections

2 m?m? m?2m?

=2 2]1,1 B B, =9 2]11 B
11 = my, 7 7 22 = £ ¢ Z
t mb m ¢

" . " . 2 m
sin
r=0; s = —o szj%t]n; n—=
sn (mtg tl) [}
and 1, = 0. Note that the sizesof 1; and 5, are

quite di erent: even in the large tan regine, where

t by the ratio .= 11’ 400. G iven that the one—
loop correction ,, from the stop sectorhasa typicalsize
on the order of 30 G &V, it ollow s that the one-Joop cor-
rection 1; from the scalar bottom sector has a typical
size 11 01 GeV and is therefore negligble.

A particularly sin ple form for the abovem atrix which
is often assum ed is cbtained under the assum ptions that
(i) there isno CP violation (i) the tree levelo -diagonal
entries in ) can be ignored and that (ifi) m » sin
my cos . Then the approxin ate m ass eigenvalies are
mi,mﬁ = mi sin? andmf]: m% sin® +m§ g+
em 2 In[m ilm iz )=m !]. A more usefil approxin ation to
the lightest CP-even H iggs m ass is obtained when the
stop leftright m ixing is restored. In this case the appro—

priate expression In the largetan lmitismi ' m3 + 7

A, which a ects the m asses of the various H iggs states
as well as their couplings to the Z-boson.

In the presence of a CP violating phase (or exam ple,
the relative phase . between the param eter and the
soft supersym m etry breaking trilinear coupling ofthe top
squark) the m ass m atrix for the neutral H iggs states is
a3 3 matrix. In the basis fRe(y) v; Rehy)
Vvy; sih I (hg)+ cos Im (y)g this is given by

1
@ +mZ)sin cos +€ i, re
2sin® +mlcod +© o se A 6)
e 2 4 e
s w2+
w here
4 2
. 3m} mem, ) X 2
e —= + X 1 — ®)
8 “mg m ¢ 12

The additional contrbutions from the second temm
n é'_é) are m axin ized for particular values of the stop
m xing param eterX ¢ A cot ) Mgusy - T his prop-
erty hasbeen used to de ne the socalled \m o -m ax" sce—
nario t_l-;u'] w hich generates the m axin um possible H iggs
m ass for a given value of tan and typical H iggsm ass.
W e w ill refer to this regim e by itsm ore comm on (though
m isleading) nam e of the \m axin al m ixing" scenario ?
T he speci cpoint de ned in [{3] is given by the Hlow ing
com bination of param eters:

8 9
< Me =My = Mg = My Mgy = 1 TeV =
= 200G ev; X (12 oot ) Masy = 2
M,=200GeV; Mg=800GeV; Ap=A. '

©)

and the valie of tan restricted to lie in the range
04 < tan < 50.W ihin this paradigm , the constraints
on the various 2 can be translated into the lin its dis-
played in Figure il for the mo;m 4 ) plane {i]. The 95
% exclusion contour is represented by the dashed line
n Figure -'!4': com binations of m, and m, above and
to the left of this lne would require a coupling ? for
som e process exclided at the 95% con dence kevel. In
other words, w ithin the context of the \m po-m ax" sce—
nario these com binationswould have produced too m any
signal-ike events at LEP. The utility of the mo-m ax
scenario is that the lim its on the Standard M odellike
H iggs eigenstate of the M SSM are the m ost conserva—
tive possible. It m ust be rem em bered, how ever, that the
Iim is, the con dence level regions and the theoretically

2 In this nam e the \m ixing" refers to m ixing in the stop sector,
though the \m axim al" refers to the H iggs m ass.



excluded areas w ill all change if the m 0 -m ax socenario is
replaced w ith a di erent interpretive paradigm .
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FIG.1: D 1sterutlon of con dence level in the Mmy;ma )
plane for the m —m ax scenario EL] The white area m arked
< 1 the observed num ber of events show s a de cit or is less than
1 above the background prediction for this scenario. Sim ilarly,
the green shaded region m arked > 1 and the blue shaded region
m arked > 2 showed an excess of observed events above the Stan—
dard M odel background over 1 and 2 , respectively. The 95%

con dence level exclusion contour is given by the dashed line {

points to the left ofthis line are excluded. W e have highlighted two
areas of particular interest: one centered around my = 114 GeV

(A ) and one centered aroundmy = 98 GeV (B).

II. LOW ENERGY CLASSIFICATION

W e have leamed from the preceding section that one
can identify three distinct 2 excesses in the LEP data
consistent w ith the hypothesis that one or m ore H iggs
eigenstates is produced. These corresoond to the pro—
duction ofa (m ostly) CP -even eigenstate ofm ass 98 G &V
and/or 115 GeV, as well as the production of two
H iggs eigenstates w ith one being (m ostly) CP-odd. By
\m ostly" we m ean that in the presence of CP violating
e ects in the H iggs sector the wavefunction for the state
In question is dom nated by the com ponent w ith the ap—
propriate CP quantum number. W e w ill see below that
som e Interpretations of these excesses w ill require a de—
gree of CP violation.

For the rem ainder of this section we w ill refer to these
as2 \signals," bearing In m ind that som e or allofthese
excesses m ay be sin ply the result of uctuations in the
background rate. Logically speaking, one can divide the
M SSM param eter space into classes capable ofproducing
one, two or three signals { aswellas a much larger class
that would give rise to no excess eventsat all. G iven that
properly applying the LEP constraints on H iggs m asses
depends on whether those m asses fall near one of these

excess regions, we believe this is a usefiil system for clas—
sifying possble M SSM m odels.

In allwe nd seventeen physically distinct scenarios
com patble wih the LEP results. In fleen cases the
lightest H iggsm ass is kinem atically accessible at LEP IT
but no signal is produced due to a reduction in the pro—
duction cross section and/or branching ratios to bottom
quarks. In addition there is the case where the lightest
H iggs eigenstate is indeed Standard M odel lke wih a
massmy = 115GeV No. 10) and the case where it is
heavier than about 115 GeV No. 17). These di erent
con gurations are summ arized in Table :;F

A smentioned in the previous section, the low -energy
param eter space that determm ines the properties of the
H iggs sector relevant for the LEP search is hrge. W e
have not attem pted a com plete scan of this space so
the ranges we present for each case in m ass values and
tan should be regarded as representative. For investi-
gating the H iggs sector at low energieswe use the FOR -
TRAN code CPsuperH [14 which usesan e ective poten-—
tial m ethod for com puting H iggs m ass eigenvalies and
couplings. To keep the survey m anageable we scanned
over the low-energy quantities tan , my , A¢ = Ay,
m? ,mj =mj , andthe relative phase between A
and them u param eter in generating Table, I Forthe case
w here the Iightest H iggs elgenstate decays nto neutrali-
nos (no. 15) we inclided the gaugino m ass variables M ;
and M ; In the scan.

Note that the ranges presented In the table do not
assum e any particular m odel for the soft Lagrangian at
either the Iow or high scale, such as them axin alm ixing
scenario. W e will discuss possible in plications for the
soft supersym m etry breaking Lagrangian in Section -]It
Forthe rem ainder ofthis section, how ever, we w illdiscuss
som e general features of the entries in Table :'I and inves—
tigate in further detail som e soeci ¢ points representing
cases w ith three, two, one and zero excesses.

Letusbegin w ith a description ofthe various quantities
In Table :_i A fter giving the entry num ber we provide the
neutralH iggsm ass spectrum . W hen CP is conserved we
call the states by the usualnames h, H and A ; one can
show here that my is always less than max™ z ;ma ),
even allow Ing one-loop corrections form y, so any m odel
wih ma and M ; < mp requires a non-trivial phase.
T his conclusion does not include loop e ects form 5 , so
one can havem, a few Ge&V less than m, for certain
param eters if tan is Jarge. T he reader should keep In
m ind that in the CP violating cases the m ass eigenstates
are not CP eigenstates. The coluimn headed hasa Y
if a non-trivial phase (ot zero or ) plays a rolk for a
given m odel. Because the one loop top/stop radiative
correction to the H iggs potential is rather large, a large
phase (gpeci cally the relative phase of and A) can
enter, and lead to a relative phase between the H iggs
vevs at the m inimum of the potential. This phase is
physical and cannot be rotated away. It leads to m ixing
betw een them ass eigenstates, and a ects the productJon

rates and decay branching ratios [_16, 17, .1§ .19 -20]



TABLE I: Possible explanations consistent w ith LEP H iggs search results. Ranges of neutral and charged H iggs
m asses consistent w ith background only hypotheses as well as one, two or three \signal" hypotheses are listed. The colum n
headed by \Signals" indicates what signals m ight have appeared for a given m odel. Qualitative tan and H iggs coupling
ranges for each individualparam eter space is given. A 1l ranges should be understood as indicative of the allowed region at the
roughly 10% accuracy lkvel: ne scans of the param eter space have not been perform ed. For H iggs state ’ ; the Z Z ' ; coupling
is (@M z=cos y )Ci, approxin ate values are given in the table. The column m arked indicates a non-trivialphase ., is
needed. W hen there isnontrivialphase, m » isunderstood as them ass ofthe neutralH iggsw ith sm allest Cz z 5 ; coupling. The

colum n

indicates the presence of a large

tem . The colum n m arked U indicates this scenario is com patdble w ith a uni ed

SU SY breaking scenario such asm SUGRA .W e believe all other such scenarios e ectively reduce to one of these.

o .

(o] [ |

ma my my Signals tan c? ok

1 98 89 115 112-123 98,115,187 6-12 02 08 Y |Y
2 98 <my 115 106-127 98,115 4-13 02 08 Y |Y
3 98 mn 115 121-136 98,115 5-50 02 08

4 98 115130 115 112124 98,115 1024 02 038 Y

5 70-91 96-116 115 110-140 115,187 10-50 0.0 1.0 Y

6 98 89 > 115 118-127 98,187 6-10 02 08 Y |Y
7 82-110 <my 115 ma 115 7-50 0.0 1.0 Y |Y
8 82-110 mn 115 ma 115° 5-50 0.0 1.0 Y

9 82-110 115140 115 ma 115 624 0.0 10 Y

10 115 ma my > 115 ma 115° 3-50 1.0 0.0 Y

11 98 100-130 120-130 ma 98 5-50 020 0.80

12 98 < 98 120-130 106-128 98 4-13 020 0.80 Y |Y
13 65-93 94-120 116-125 110-140 187 8-50 0.0 1.0 Y

14 80-100 2540 133-154 109-130 N one® 2-5 0508 0205 Y | Y
15 111114 4 ma my > 1144 ma N onée® 214 1.0 0.0

16 70-114 4 90-140 > 1144 ma N one 4-50 0.0 1.0 Y

17 > 1144 ma mgyg > 1144 ma N one” 4-50 1.0 0.0 Y

¢ D om inant decay is CP violating processH, ! H1H . This case was studied in Ref.is:.
® The \mnvisblk" decay h ! NN73 and h ! kb decaysare com parable (i.e.Br(h ! N1N7) ranges from 30 to 60% ).

¢ These scenarios were studied in Ref.113.

The fourth coluim n is the charged H iggs m ass and it
can be schem atically written asm? = m{ + mj +
loop corrections. For som e row s, the charged H iggsm ass
isalm ost xed and we give the num ericalvalie in the ta—
bl for these cases. For the ram aining cases w here there
isa range orthemy wemerely indicatemy mp
since it does not di er from m 5 signi cantly. In m ost
cases the charged Higgsmassmy  is less than the top
quark mass, so thedecay t! b+ H isallowed. Exist—
ingdata from D0 excludesmy; below about 125G &V for
tan larger than about 50 w ith m ild m odel dependence,
so no m odel is ully exclided { though parts of the pa—
ram eter range of som e m odels are probably exclided by
non-observation ofH . W ith m ore and better data from
Run ITtheH _ofm ostofthesem odels could be observed
or exclided ﬁ_Z]_J'] These anall values ormy can also
exceed Im its from Brp ! s ), but using light chargino
and gluino contrbutions provides signi cant exibility.
However, cases 8 and 16 exceed the Imitson Brpo! s )
by m ore than a factor oftwo and are thus likely to be ex—
clided, though we should note that this isbased on using
a unied m SUGRA model for these cases and m ay not

hold when departures from universality are entertained.

T he list ofpossble excesses that can be obtained w ith
a particular scenario, the allowed range in tan  and the
Higgs ZZH; couplings follow . Again, in CP violating
cases Cy, is the coupling of the lighter of them ostly CP —
even neutralH iggs stateswhile Cy is the coupling ofthe
heavier such state. W e have lin ited the range of tan
surveyed to a maxinum valie of tan 50. For each
point n the low energy param eter space the production
cross section relative to the Standard M odelH iggs can be
com puted from the couplingsCy and Cy . D ecay w idths
for H iggs decays to bottom , chamm and tau are com puted
to detem ineBrh ! kb). From these the variabke 2 can
be determ ined for com parison to the LEP bounds. As
LEP reportsbounds in the lin t wheremy " ma wecan
take the parameter 7 1.

The colum n m arked \U" indicates a low-energy sce—
nario that can be reached by a point in the m SUGRA
param eter space at high energies. W e w ill have m ore to
say about this colum n in Section 'ITf. The colum n headed
by hasayY if isvery large, say well above several
hundred Ge&V . This is particularly relevant because of



TABLE II: E xam ple H iggs C on guration for Each Entry ofTable :ﬁ A particular point contained In the allow ed ranges
shown in Tabl .I is digplayed in greater detail for all 17 possbl H iggs sector con gurations. N ote the relatively light charged
H iggs m asses for the m a prity of these m odels, placing them w ithin the physics reach of Run II at the Tevatron.

ol mo [ ma [ma [ cf [cf [ci [Brmtmy[ma Jean | [ & |
1 974 88.9 | 1153 | 0206 | 0.036 | 0.758 0.94 1190 6.0 -1700 135
2 97.6 928 | 1154 | 0213 | 0.001 | 0.786 0.94 1210 8.0 -1500 130
3 98.0 | 1012 | 1149 | 0227 | 0.000 | 0.773 0.93 128.0 100 -500 180
4 978 | 1268 | 1143 | 0.193 | 0.000 | 0.807 0.98 1170 11.0 | 2000 180
5 90.7 96.8 | 115.0 | 0.008 | 0.000 | 0.992 0.98 1295 320 2000 0
6 98.5 892 | 117.7 | 0236 | 0.002 | 0.762 0.94 1210 7.0 -1600 130
7 || 1039 | 93.9 | 1152 | 0.041 | 0.008 | 0.951 0.97 1210 13.0 | 1500 160
8 94 4 98.0 | 1144 | 0.042 | 0.000 | 0.958 0.94 126.8 395 -569 180
9 931 | 1184 | 1150 | 0.014 | 0.000 | 0.986 0.98 1230 12.0 | 1700 180
10| 1145 | 6863 | 687.6 | 1.000 | 0.000 | 0.000 0.80 692 .8 250 530 0
11 982 | 1015 | 1182 | 0212 | 0.000 | 0.788 0.90 1290 140 500 0
12 98.0 93.1 | 1193 | 0237 | 0013 | 0.750 0.93 1230 7.0 -1700 125
13| 88.0 99.7 | 1182 | 0.041 | 0.000 | 0.959 0.99 118.0 190 | 2000 180
14 815 321 | 1390 | 0.666 | 0.009 | 0.325 0.03 1150 25 2000 0
15| 110.7 | 493.7 | 501.0 | 0.999 | 0.000 | 0.001 0.30 500.0 21 200 0
16| 1003 | 1041 | 1159 | 0.068 | 0.000 | 0.932 0.94 1316 395 =122 180
17 || 1168 | 819.7 | 820.8 | 1.000 | 0.000 | 0.000 0.83 828 4 25.0 730 0

the question of netuning needed to obtain electrow eak
symm etry breaking. Such a large valie of is necessary
In som e cases because of the need to enhance the bottom
Yukaw a coupling, and thus enhance the branching ratio
ofh ! Ib. This can be seen from the follow ng

EMW COs
g

Yb @+ v

Mg tan I0M, M,

2.

3 M g)

+ 4—tAt
where we keep only the leading tem s in tan Here
I@;b;c) isa loop integraland g is the SU (2) gauge cou—
pling. It is clear that once the relative sign between Ay,
M 4 and  is chosen, the large value of can make
m ore negative and consequently enhance y, for a xed
nput bottom quark m ass .

W e next give a detailed description ofthe H iggs sector
for an exam pl point that gives rise to three, two, one
or no excesses at LEP, respectively. Sam ple low —energy
con gurations for allm odels are summ arized in Tablk [
and plotted schem atically in FJguJ:e-Z

A sam pl point In the param eter space of Entry No. 1

tan IM ;MM ); 10)

hasmy 7 98 GeV, my = 115GeV andmy + my =
187 GeV . TIts parameters are tan = 6, = 1700,
my = 119,A.= 370,A, = 400, = 135°,M ; = 100,
M, = 200,M 3 = 600 andmQB =My = Mg = 500,

w ith allparam eters In G €V . T his gives for the m asses of
the three m ass elgenstatesm; = 889, m, = 974, and
mj3; = 1153 GeV, with C? respectively of 0.036, 0206,
and 0.758. A1l three states have BR (" ; ! kb) 0:94.

These give about 2 signals at 98 and 115 G&V . Since
ma Mgz the Zh and Ah channels add to give an ap—
parent 187 G&V signal.

Entry No. 5 isdesigned to tmy = 115 Ge&V and
mp+ma = 187 GeV. In this case one needs a large

valie to t the 187 G&V signal. This is because if
the Higgs decay is lke the SM H iggs decay, then the
branching ratio to b;b pairs at thism ass region is about
80% and Z,, willbe too smnall to explain the signal
To satisfy the criterda for the 187 G eV signalwe need to
enhance the branching ratio to b;bw hich tends to require

a large . All scanned points have Z,, < 0:90. Our
sam ple point hasBr@ ! I)Brh ! o) = 0935 wih
parameterstan = 32, = 2000, myz = 130,A. =

1750, A, = 1000,M; = 300,M, = 300, M 3 = 1000,
mg = my = 1000 and m,, = 1380 wih allmasses
In GeV . The masses of the three m ass eigenstates are
my= 907, ma = 968 andmy = 1150 GeV,with C?
respectively of 0.008, 0 and 0.992. A 1l three states have
BR( ;! kb 098 which yields an apparent 2 signal
at 115GeV and 187 GeV .

Entry No.8hasmy = 115G €&V wih the otherneutral
H iggs states having an aller m asses. Its param eters are

tan = 3948, = 569, my = 1268,A. = 832,
Ay = 926, M; = 179, M, 344, M3 = 1117,
my. = 926,mbR = 902 andm.CR = 857, with allm asses

In GeV . The masses of the three m ass eigenstates are
thenmy = 944, m, = 980 andmy = 1144 G&V, wih
Ci2 regpectively of 0.042, 0 and 0.958. A 1l three states
have BR ("; ! 1) 0:94 which yields an apparent 2
signalat 115 G&V .

Entry No.15 hasno signalat LEP and a lightest H iggs



boson m ass below 115 G &V . Its param eters are tan
24, = 200, myz = 500 Ay = Ap = 4000, M 1
55, M, = 250, M3 = 700 andmQB =my =m, =
2000, wih allm asses in Ge&V . The m asses of the three
mass eigenstates aremy, = 111, ma = 494 andmy =
501 GeV,wih Ci2 respectively 0£0.999, 0 and 0.001. The
branching ratios of the lightest state are BR h ! Ib) =
03and BR b ! N';N;) = 0621, where N'; is the stable
lightest superpartner and is a good candidate for the cold
dark m atter of the universe. In the case presented here,

m = 435GeV.

Ny
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FIG .2: Schem atic D istribution ofthe 17 cases in Table Ii

T he exam ple points in Table'It are plotted in the my, ;m » ) plane.

T hree points N os.10, 15 and 17) involve pseudoscalar m asses out—
side of the region shown. W e have overlaid the \theoretically dis—
allow ed" region (light shading) and 95% exclision contour from

Flgureé for the special case of the CP -conserving m —m ax sce—
nario @]. T hese contours are shown for reference purposes only:

the bounds derived for the m g—m ax scenario need not apply to the
17 speci c points we investigate.

ITII. M PLICATIONS FOR SOFT
SUPERSYMMETRY BREAKING

&t would be very nice if one or m ore of the cases de-
scribed in Section -I[pomted clearly to a sin ple high scale
m odelw hich we could then study and perhapsm otivate.
Unfortunately, this does not seem to occur. The st ob—
stack is the fact that the H iggs sector values given in Ta-
bles 'I and EI above do not com plktely specify the M SSM
soft Lagrangian at the electroweak scale. Thus, trans-
lating these values to a high energy boundary condition
scale vy through renom alization group RG) evolution
w il involve som e arbitrariness { for exam ple, In choosing

the low-energy values of skepton and second-generation
squark m asses.

In som e instances, such asentry N o. 8 described above,
the necessary low scale values could be obtained from a
uni edm SUGRA m odelat thehigh scale. In orderto de—
term Ine how m any of the low -energy scenarios ofTabJe:_i
could be sim ilarly obtained, we perform ed a scan overthe

ve param eters ofthem Inin alsupergravity m odelat the
scal uw = gur = 19 10° {unied scalarmassm o,
uni ed gauginom assm 1-,, uni ed trilinear coupling A o,
tan and the sign of the -parameter. These param —
eters were evolved to the electroweak scale oy = my
using the code SuSpect w ith ferm jon m asses and gauge
coupling set to their defaul values [_Zé], and the result-
ing H iggs sector com pared w ith the 17 cases in Table ..T
Only four of these possibilities were found to be obtain—
able from such a uni ed m odel at the high-energy scale,
and thesem odels arem arked by a \Y " in the appropriate
column of Table T.

The fact that so few entries can be obtained from
m SUGRA can be understood as follow s. In general the
value of the pseudoscalarm assm p and the coupling of
the lightest CP-even H iggs to the Z-boson are related:
an all values ofma in uni ed m odels tends to require
very large tan which also tendsto inpl C,, * 0. For
cases In the table where tan  is restricted to be signi —
cantly below tan = 50butyetC? 6 Owe ndno entries
obtainable from m SUGRA . In addition, cases where the

term must be large yet the pseudoscalarm ass is sm all
are not common In m SUGRA . This laves only entries
Nos. 8, 10,16 and 17 In Tabl :'I For these m odels the
values of the relevant param eters In the soft Lagrangian
(and the value ofthe -param eter) are given in Table ﬂIt
at the input scale gur and at the elkectroweak scale in
Tablke V) below .

For the rem aining cases, where a uni ed description at
the high scale is nonexistent, we are forced tom ake som e
arbitrary choices for the undetem ined soft Lagrangian
param eters in order to reconstruct the high-energy La-—
grangian. It is com m on practice when working w ith low —
energy soft param eters to choose all squark m asses to
be degenerate for sim plicity { com pare, for exam ple, the
de ned values of the squark m asses In the \m ,o-m ax"
scenario of ('@') . O f course such an outcom e at the elec—
troweak scale would require a very special initial condi-
tion at thehigh energy scale { a fact not often appreciated
In low-energy analyses. Nevertheless, tting the Higgs
sectors in Tab]e:j:{to a low -energy soft supersym m etry—
breaking Lagrangian isa fareasiertask w hen the squarks
are taken to be degenerate at the electroweak scale, so
we will adopt that procedure here when possble. Our
choices for Iow energy values are given in Tab]e:y-: while
the translated values at the GUT scal are displayed in
TablkeW .

N aturally, entries such asNos. 8 and 16 which can be
denti ed w ith a point in them SUGRA param eter space
have a sinple appearance at the high scal. By con—
trast, those m odels which have no m apping to a uni ed-



TABLE III: Soft termm values at the GUT scale for m od-
els which can be obtained from the m inim al supergraviy
paradigm . Allm asses aregiven In Ge&V .

Uni ed M odels

Entry s | 10 | 16 | 17

M 450 300 560 350

M 450 300 560 350

M 5 450 300 560 350
A 0 =750 0 -1300
Ay 0 =750 0 -1300
A 0 =750 0 -1300
m3, (450)? | (500)* | (300)* | (500)°
3, (450)* | (500)* | (300)* | (500)*
m3, (450)* | (500)* | (300)* | (500)
7, 450)* | (500)* | (300)* | (500)
m2 450)* | (500)* | (300)* | (500)
6., || @507 | (500)* | (300)* | (500)
5., || @50? | G007 | 300)* | (500)°
. @50)* | (500)* | (300)* | (500)
m? . || @450 | (500)* | (300)* | (500)
2., || @507 | (500)* | (300) | (500)
i, (4507 | (500)* | (300)* | (500)°
i (450)* | (500)* | (300)* | (500)

761 533 962 730

TABLE IV: Soft tetmm valies at the electroweak (Z-m ass)

scale for m odels which can be obtained from the m inimal
supergravity paradigm . Allm asses are given In G&V .

Uni ed M odels
Entry s | 10 | 16 | 17
tan 395 25 395 25
M ; 179 125 237 146
M, 344 233 452 273
M 3 1117 695 1449 812
A 832 <795 | -1079 | -1078
Ay 926 | -1364 | -1199 | -1919
A 43 -809 61 | 312
mj, (926)” | (652)* | (1160)* | (674)
7, (857)" | (491)* | (1076)* | (444)
z, (902)* | (734)* | (1118)* | (784)°
m7, (519)* | (13)* | @91)* | (505)°
m 2 413)* | @53)% | (329)° | (403)?
o, || @129? | @117 | 1375)* | (898)°
., || @094)* | (791)* | (1325)° | (872)°
mp ., | @089)* | (788)* | (1319)* | (869)°
m?, (549)* | (541)* | (508)* | (555)
mz, ., || @827 | 613)? | 376)° | (518)°
my, 659)*| (633)7| (841)*| (734)
mi (569)°| 375)° | (739°| @11)°
569 530 <122 730

m ass m odel show no discemible pattem in the soft La-
grangian. W hile som e an all degree of in provem ent m ay
be possibl by varying those param eters left unspeci ed
at the Iow scal by the H iggs sector, we have found no
Instances where the pattems of severe hierarchies and
negative scalar m asssquareds can be alleviated. Note
that these non-universal cases are particularly perverse
In that both charge and color sym m etries are radiatively
restored in these m odels as the param eters are evolved
tow ards the electrow eak scale.

Even allow ing forthe possibility that som e ofthe high—
scale values in Tab]e-'y-_f[whjdd appear sin ilarcan, in fact,
bem ade to unify w ith the appropriate ad justm ent of low
scale values, we are still confronted w ith a large num ber
of unrelated param eters in the soft Lagrangian. M ost
m odels of supersym m etry breaking (such asm SUGRA)
are studied for their sim plicity; they tend to involve very
few free param eters. T he traditionalm odels ofm inin al
graviy, m inin algauge and m inin alanom aly m edJatJon,
as studied in the Snowm ass Points and Slopes l23 .24
have too few param eters to possbly describe these non—
universal cases even when all three are com bined in ar-
bitrary am ounts. Nor do stringbased m odels generally
provide su cient exibility, whether they be heterotic
based [_25] or intersecting brane constructions such as
T ype IIB ordentifold m odels [26 W hilke having su cient
free param eters in the m odel is, strictly speaking, nei
ther necessary nor su cient to potentially generate one
of the entries in Tablk i, we feel i is a good indication
of the theoretical challenge faced by m odels that cannot
com e from m SUGRA or other simn ple benchm ark m od—
els. This is particularly true when the number of free
param etersw ithin, say, the scalar sector and the num ber
ofhierarchies in the soft Lagrangian are considered.

That many of the entries in Tabl ..'I Imply high
scale soft supersymm etry breaking pattems wih such
unattractive features (@nd no discemible theoretical
structure) can be considered one elem ent of the ne-
tuning in such cases. It is not an autom atic corollary,
how ever, that the m odels that adm it a uni ed exp]ana—
tion are necessarily less netuned. In TabJeVHwe also
provide tw o addiional quantitative m easures ofthe ne-
tuning in these 17 cases. Thenumbers ; and , arethe
sensittivitiesofm ; andm » , respectively, to sm allchanges
n t}f? ﬁa]ues of the Independent high-scale values a;; ie.

(1)? where ;= j@=m) m=a ;3 {1

In orderto treat uni ed and non-uni ed m odels equally
we have used the average scalar m ass squared, gaugino
m assand trilinear coupling as free variables in com puting
these sensitivities, as well as the value of the bilinear B —
term (in Lieu oftan ) and the -parameterattheGUT
scale for a totalof ve a; for each m odel. For exam ple,
to calculate the ,_, for the nonuniversalm odels each
gauginom assw as varied sin ultaneously by a certain per-
centage (in this case 1% ). The RGE s were then solved
w ith these three new gauginom ass input param etersand
thenew Z-boson m ass com puted at the electrow eak scale.
From this f(my)=m; can be detem ined. T he value of
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TABLE V: Soft tetmm values at the electroweak (Z-m ass) scale for m odels which can not be obtained from the m ininal
supergraviy paradigm . Allm asses aregiven In GeV .
N on-universalM odels
Entry 1 2 3 4 5 6 7 9 11 | 12 13 14 15
tan 6 8 10 11 32 7 13 12 14 7 19 2.5 21
M1 100 100 120 300 300 100 100 300 120 100 300 200 55
M2 200 200 240 300 300 200 200 300 240 200 300 200 250
M ;3 600 600 700 1000 -1000 600 600 1000 700 600 1000 1000 700
A 370 430 440 500 1750 500 550 600 600 600 1750 1000 4000
Ay 400 430 440 500 1000 400 500 500 600 500 1000 10000 | 4000
A 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
mg (500)? (500) | (500)% | (500)2 | (1000)® | (500)? (500)? (500)% | (800)% | (600)2 (800)2 (500)? | (2000)?
m, (500)2 (500)2 | (500)2 | (400)2 | (1380)% | (500)2 (500)2 400)2 | (800)% | (600)2 | (1200)2 | (500)% | (2000)?
m (500)2 (500)2 | (500)2 | (500)2 | (1000)% | (500)2 (500)2 (500)2 | (800)2 | (600)2 (800)2 (500)2 | (2000)2
m?, (500)? (500) | (500)% | (500)% | (1000)® | (500)? (500)? (500)* | (800)% | (600)2 (800)? (500)% | (2000)?
m 2 (500)? (500) | (500)% | (500)% | (1000)® | (500)? (500)? (500)* | (800)% | (600)2 (800)? (500)% | (2000)?
m g L (500)2 (500)2 (500)2 (500)2 (1000)? (500)? (500)? (500)? (800) (600)2 (800)? (500)% | (2000)?
m gm (500)2 (500)2 | (500)2 | (500)2 | (1000)% | (500)2 (500)2 (500)% | (800)2 | (600)2 (800)2 (500)% | (2000)2
m2 i (500)? (500)? | (500)2 | (500)> | (1000)? | (500)2 (500)? (500)% | (800)? | (600)? (800)2 (500)% | (2000)?
Z. | ®00? (500)2 | (500)2 | (500)2 | (1000)2 | (500)2 (500)? (500)% | (800)% | (600)2 (800)2 (500)% | (2000)?
2., || B00? (500)2 | (500)2 | (500)2 | (1000)2 | (500)2 (500)? (500)% | (800)% | (600)2 (800)2 (500)% | (2000)?
i (1689)% | (1491)%| (501)2| (1982)%| (1990)%| (1590)%| (1492)%| (1685)%| (491)%| (1690)%| (1962)%| (1952)%| (392)?
i 1679)2| (1480)%| @93)2| @94n)?| (612)%| (@579)%| (1473)%| (@227)%| (510)*| (1682)%| (1991)*| (1774)?| (403)?
-1700 -1500 -500 2000 2000 -1600 -1500 -1700 500 -1700 -2000 2000 200

TABLE VI: Soft tetm valuesatthe GUT scale form odels which can not be obtained from them Inin al supergravity paradigm .
Allmassesaregiven n GeV.

N on-universalM odels

Entry 1 2 3 4 5 6 7 9 11 | 12 13 14 15
M1 242 242 291 726 726 242 242 726 291 242 726 484 133
Mo 243 243 292 365 365 243 243 365 292 243 365 243 304
M 3 210 210 245 349 349 210 210 349 245 210 349 349 245
At 3156 3292 3595 4654 4157 3573 3662 5004 4135 3931 9028 9476 33453
Ay 1564 1612 1798 1345 798 1614 1746 2418 2049 1758 3509 12514 9728
A 171 174 212 314 402 173 186 330 226 173 388 215 186
mg . (593)% | (196)* | (935) (788)% | (1322)% | (314)2 (558)2 (399)2 | (1422)% | (666)2 | (2589)? | (2614)% | (12962)°
m, (781)2 | 414)* | (1396)? | (821)% | (2176)? | (540)% | (851)% | (1003)2 | (1956)% | (933)* | (3822)% | (3777)* | (18234)2
m3 (196)2 @9n? | @552 (757)2 | (160)2 1972 (@13)2 (768)2 | (540)% | (268)2 (409)2 (710)2 | (1908)2
m?. 4702 | @702 | @454)% | (403)% | (1058)% | @470)% | (472)% | (490)* | (771)? | (575)% | (816)* | (505)% | (1989)?
m2 487)2 487)% | 486)% | (419)? (715)2 (486)? (484)? 146)% | (794)% | (589)2 (582)2 (359)2 | (1999)?
mg (246)2 @46)2 | @17m?| (772)% | (291)2 (246)2 @4a7)? (789)% | (@65)2 | (223)? (494)2 (758)% | (1890)2
mg 179)? @79)? | @71)?| (755)% | (676)? 179)? 174)? (683)% | (500)% | (279)2 167)? (699)% | (1902)?
m3 (182)2 (183)2 | (366)2| (733)2 | (273)? (183)2 (185)2 (7672 | (507)2 | (277)? 472)2 (750)2 | (1902)2
m 2 470)2 470)% | @454)% | (404)% | (1058)% | (470)? 472)? 490)2 | (771)% | (575)2 (816)2 (505)2 | (1989)2
Li;2
m 2 s 487)2 487)? | 486)2 419)2 (715)2 487)2 (484)2 147)2 (794)2 | (589)2 (582)2 (359)% | (1999)2
mg (1937)2| (1398)%| (1684)2 | (2008)2| (902)? (1441)%| (1062)%| (1809)%| (2254)2 | (1304)%| (4073)? | (4271)% | (22213)?
mi (1690)% | (1493)%| (525)%| (1983)2| (1597)%| (1591)%| (1488)2| (1231)?| (503)?| (1693)%| (1934)%| (1747)%| (390)2
-1687 -1479 -493 -1971 2090 -1581 -1480 -1676 494 -1680 -1995 2197 237




TABLE VII: M easures of e tumng w ith respect to high
scale param eters in Tables tII and VI The two entries are
the sensitivities of the Z-m ass and pseudosca]arm ass to am all
changes in the nput Lagrangian param eters. For exam ple,
the entrdes for model 1 In ply that a 1% shift In high scale
param eters leads to a 956% shift n the value ofm i .

[Eooy | o | o [Eoey] . | . |

1 1007 956 10 834 14
2 733 731 11 451 186
3 363 135 12 956 931
4 1250 632 13 2258 837
5 1117 6.3 14 3065 6.8
6 848 829 15 45573 367
7 700 718 16 196 138
8 119 942 17 158 18
9 930 4.7

(m,_,)=m 1_, is then given by the average of the three
Individual perturbations divided by the average of the
three original values of the gaugino m asses.

As far aswe can see, allmodels wih m » my, or
equivalently Cy 1 are signi cantly netuned. This
is not clear from the low -scale param eters, but seem s to
em erge when one exam ines the high-scale m odels that
give rise to smallm , . M odels which require specifying
multiple soft param eters quite precisely also mply ad-
ditional tuning costs relative to the m SUGRA m odels.
This should be seen as evidence of the di culty in nd-
Ing areas of the low-energy param eter space capable of
producing m any ofthe entries In Tab]e:i W hile the ne-
tuning \price" ofthe LEP results fortheM SSM hasbeen
often discussed 27 it is apparent from Tabl V H that
the least netuned result continues to be the case w ith
my ' 115Gev.

IV. FOCUSON MAXIMALM IXING

Tt may not seem surprising that the last-tuned in—
terpretation of the LEP H iggs search is that the lightest
H iggseigenstate is Standard M odellike and very nearthe
current 1im it ofm y, 114 G &V, as this is the hypothesis
that is so often taken when studying the constraints on
the M SSM param eter space in the literature. It is per—
hapsm ore surprising that the caseswith m » mp my
are so much more sensitive to initial conditions, given
that the m agniude of tuning in a given m odel is com —
m only associated w ith the in portance of radiative correc—
tionsto H iggsm asseigenvalues. Y et radiative corrections
are crucialin all17 ofthe possble M SSM con gurations
{ a fact that should give us pause In its own right.

Even the m ost \favored" possibility ofmy, / 115 GeV
tends to require some superpartner m asses heavier
that one m ight naively expect, In order to obtain
the (75 GeV)? radiative correction. In the standard
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m SUG RA -based studies [_2-§, :_2-9] one typically needs here
either squarks or gliinos in excess of 1 TeV in mass at
the low energy scale, w ith the latter being a m uch m ore
serious problam for ne-tuning than the form er BO :32|]
M ost ofthese studies assum e vanishing trilinearA -tem s,
however. T he degree of tuning can be reduced substan—
tially if the so-called \m axin alm ixing" scenario can be
engineered l_l-;’:] In this case, the need for large super—
partnerm asses ism itigated by m axin izing the loop cor-
rection to the lightest H iggs boson m ass from the m fR
entry of the stop m ass m atrix. In m odels whose scalar
sector iswell approxin ated by an overalluniversal scalar
massm g, this tends to occur when A '/ 2mgy at the
GUT scak Eé] In m odels w ith am all departures from
universality this relation rem ains approxin ately correct.
To get a sense of how much the netuning in the
M SSM H iggs sector can be reduced when m axin alm ix—
Ing isachieved, consider the sole constraint on theM SSM
param eter space involving a known, m easured quantity

m2 5 mi w) taf mi_ (ew)

— = ew )+ > ; (11)
2 tan 1

where the param eters ,mﬁD andmfIU arem eant to be

evaluated at the electroweak scale. Through the renor-
m alization group equations these low —scale values can be
translated into the high-scale lnput values of the entire
soft supersym m etry-breaking Lagrangian [30 ,31]

m2 X X
722 cim?@v)+ Cymi@vimy@v): (12)

i 13
For exampl, the lading temm s in the sum {ig‘) or

tan = 10 are found to be [_3-’2_5]
189 %+ 558M 2 0:38M7  0:003M;]
120mf,  004mj_ + 082mj + 0:66m 7,

+0:19A2  065AM 3+ 0:42M ;M 5 +

2 _
m, =

where all soft tem s are understood to be evaluated at
the input GUT) scak in ([3).

If we were not to goecialize to the case of m inin al
supergraviy where gaugino and scalarm assesare uni ed
to the valuesm ;_, and m o, respectively, then the above
equation would sin plify to
m2’ 197+ 5:8m§:2+ 03m3+ 02AZ 0B8AmM_,:

14)

N ote the sizable coe cient for the gauginom asstem , es—
pecially In com parison to the relatively an all coe cient
In front of the scalarm ass tem . The buk of these coef-
clents are com ing from the gluino m ass and the squark
m asses, respectively, as can be seen from the orighalex-—
pression @-Zi) . The size of the coe cients in (]:_zl_i would
seam to suggest that the resutm; = 91 GeV would be
a \reasonable" outcom e if the typical size of a soft term
was on the order of tens 0of G €V . But direct searches for
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FIG. 3: Econom ics plot for m SUGRA with Ag = 0 and

tan = 10. Themost e cient (least netuned) point in the pa—

ram eter space consistent withmy = 115 G eV and allobservational
constraints is the intersection of the H iggs m ass contour (heavy
solid line) and the contour of constant tuning = 95 (dashed line).
T his point intersects the contour of constant gluino m ass (dotted
line) form 4 = 750 G eV . For com parison w e have included contours
of constant X + evaluated at the electroweak scale. T he shaded re—
gion in the lower right is ruled out by having a stau LSP.

superpartners puts the typical size of these soft term s at
O (m 3 ) orhigher. And, as stated above, the requirem ent
of a su ciently large radiative correction to the H iggs

m ass pushes at least som e of these param eters to even
larger values. T his is the essence ofthe M SSM  ne tun-
ng problam .

The coe cients in (}4) are related to the sensitivity
param eters ; introduced in the previous section. How—
ever, we are m ore concemed w ith the cancellations in —
plied by (l4) required to achievem; = 91 GeV than
w ith the sensitivity of this outcom e to an all changes in
the m asses them selves. In particular, the crux of the

ne-tuning problem oftheM SSM H iggs sector is that a
supersym m etric param eter in the superpotential { the -
param eter { m ust cancelto a high degree ofaccuracy the
large contributions to the Z-boson m ass com ing from the
soft supersym m etry-breaking Lagrangian. W e are thus
Jkd to de ne a di erent variable to m easure this degree
of tuning.

For any given theory of supersym m etry breaking and
transm ission to the observable sector, each ofthe quanti-
ties on the right hand side of {14) w illbe determ ined. In
general, how ever, the value ofthe -param eter at the in—
put scale w illnot be { the question of its origin typically
requiring som e additionalm odel Input, such as a singlt
w hich can couple to a H iggs bilinear or the Inclusion ofa
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FIG. 4: Econom ics plot for m SUGRA with Ay = 2m g
and tan = 10. The most e cient (least ne-tuned) point in

the param eter space consistent with my, = 115 GeV and all ob-
servational constraints is the point of tangency of the H iggs m ass
contour (heavy solid line) and the contour ofconstant tuning = 75
(dashed line). T his point intersects the contour of constant gliino
m ass (dotted line) form 4 = 800 G €V . For com parison we have in—
cluded contours of constant X + evaluated at the electrow eak scale.
T he shaded region in the lower right is ruled out by having a stau
LSP and in the upper left by failure to break electrow eak sym m etry.

G udiceM asiero term in the K ahler potential. Thiswill
be the case, or exam ple, In the string-nspired m odels
we will consider in the next section. W e thus Introduce
the variable de ned schem atically by

7fm M LA 5)
P]nz

where ¢ is the coe cient ofthe 2 term in {14) and the
function £ m%;M 4;A; representsthe tem s in the sum -
m ation involving the soft Lagrangian param eters. This
param eter  represents the tuning on ? at the high—
energy scak (in units of the Z-boson m ass) necessary
to cancel the contribution from the soft supersym m etry—
breaking sector. That is, the ratio ( =m 5 )*> would need
to be tuned to roughly one part in to achieve the
observed value of the Z-boson mass. This param eter
is very sim ilar to the quantiy  introduced by Chan,
C hattopadhyay and N ath to quantify cancellation in the
M SSM H iggs sector B4l.

A m ed w ith thisvariable we can safely com pare di er—
ent theordes { and di erent points w ithin the param eter
space of a single theory { to determ ine the degree of can—
cellation required to achieve the correct Z-boson m ass.
For exam ple, In Figure d we investigate the tuning im -
plications of a 115 GeV Higgsm ass within the m inim al
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FIG .5:G luino priceplot form SUGRA withmg= 500GeV.
The necessary gaugino mass m -, required to achieve m, =
112 GeV and my, = 115 GeV is indicated as a function of the
GUT scale value of Ag=m o for tan = 10. Note the dram atic
reduction in this \price," and the netuning , when Xt = 21
foraAg ’ 2m o . T he shaded region along the bottom of the plot
is ruled out by direct search constraints on chargino m asses from
LEP, while the darker shaded region in the lower left comer has
inconsistent electrow eak sym m etry breaking.

supergraviy scenario with Ay = 0. T he contour of con—
stant H iggs m ass has the fam iliar form ofbeing concave
toward the origin. W e have overlaid the contours of con—
stant X + (detem ined at the electroweak scale), de ned
in a m anner sin ilar to that of (:_d) by

A cot
Xt s a————lH

2
1'1'1t1mt2

16)

wherem { andm { are the valuesofthe lighter and heav-

jer stop m ass eigenvalues, resoectively. A s anticipated,
the casewhere Ay = 0 at the GUT scale does not give
rise to them axin alm ixing scenario X« / 2 at the elec—
trow eak scale.

To get a sense of the netuning burden on the -
param eter In this space we have drawn representative
contours of constant tuning . A long the contour where
my = 115G eV, the least ne-tuned point is the point of
Intersection w ith the contour = 95 at the far left edge of
the plot. T his intersection occurs at a gliinom ass of 750
G eV and the contourm 4 = 750 GV isgiven by the dot-
ted line in F igure'd. Note that them ost \e cient" com —
bination ofsoft term s forachievingm, = 115G &V occurs
for the am allest possble (uni ed) gaugino m ass allowed
by LEP bounds on chargino masses, wih a large sca-—
larm ass. T his is consistent w ith the relative coe cients
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FIG. 6: G luino price plot for m SUGRA with mo =
1000 GeV . Same plot as Figure ',f_j but orm o = 1000 GeV. At

these high values of the com m on scalarm ass the value of achieving
the optin alX t is even m ore profound. A gain, the shaded region in
the lower center of the plot is excluded by the chargino m ass con-—
straint w hile the darker shaded regions in the lower left and right
yield inconsistent electrow eak sym m etry breaking.

n I_l-gi) . These contours are strictly speaking functions
of the universal scalar mass m o and universal gaugino
massm ;_,, but we keep in m ind that the key m asses are
those of the (running) gliino mass M 3 and the typical
(unning) squark m assm 4 by incliding these in the axis
labels. W e call these plots \econom ics plots" for their
sin ilarity to optim ization theory In which one seeks to
produce a xed am ount ofa good (in this case the H iggs
m ass) whilem inin izing the accom panying production of
a negative extemality (in this case netuning).

A s the value of the uni ed trilnear coupling A is
varied, the location of this optim al point will m ove in
the @ o;m ;-,) plane, swesping out a locus of optim al
points. For exam ple in Fjgure:_4 we digplay the situation
forAg = 2my at the GUT scale, again ortan = 10.
N ote that the optin al point has now m oved to an Inte—
rior solution with m oderate gaugino and scalar m asses
since the contour of constant H iggs m ass has developed
a convex form . The optim alpoint now occurs or = 75
and a gluino m ass 0£ 800 G &V (represented by the dot-
ted contour again). Here the typical size of the m ixing
param eter X ¢ is larger than in Fjgurel'_i' w ith a value very
nearX = 2 at the optin alpoint, as expected.

The e ect of the m ixing param eter X ; is m ore dra—
m atically displayed in Figures 5 and -d for a universal
scalarmass ofmy = 500 GeV and 1000 GeV, respec—
tively. T he gaugino m ass isnow on the vertical axis and



the ratio of Ay tom g at the GUT scalk on the horizon—
talaxis. This translated into a range of values for X + at
the electrow eak scale, given by the thin, solid contours in
those plots. T he dram atic reduction of GUT -scale gau—
gino m asses (the gluino \price") required to achieve a

given H iggsm ass value is clearly evident at X = 241,

corresponding to Ag 2mg . T he choice ofa particular
sign for this relation is the result of our conventions on
de ning the sign of the -param eter (conventions oppo—
site to those of P0]). Clearly, the netuning inherent
In a given m odel is reduced dram atically when the re-
lation Aq ’ 2mg can be engineered, w ith im portant
In plications for the accessibility of superpartner m asses
at current and future colliders.

V. MAXIMALM IXING IN STRING
SCENARIOS

This relation Ay ’ 2mg is therefore an alluiring goal
for high-energy m odels, though few welkm otivated m od—
els seam to naturally predict thisrelation. In them inim al
supergraviy fram ew ork both trilinears and scalarm asses
are taken as Independent variables so no such relation
is predicted. In m Inin al gauge m ediation the trilinear
couplings are negligble in relation to gaugino and scalar
m asses [35] W hile a relation betw een these tw o variables
is predicted in principle in anom aly m ediation, they be-
com e e ectively free variables once a buk scalar value is
added to the theory to com pensate for the negative skep—
ton squared m asses [36 -37l W hile other solutions to this
problem exist, it is this ear]y \m Inin al" version of the
m odel that was studied as part of the Snowm ass Points
and Slopes 123 Here we prefer to focus on supergraviy—
based scenarios of a string-theoretic origin w ith the hope
that this added structure will In general provide som e
understanding of the relation between scalarm asses and
soft trilinear couplings at the string orGUT scale.

String-inspired m odels are identi ed by the presence
of certain gauge-singlet chiral super elds, m oduli, whose
P lanck-scale vacuum expectation values determ ine the
couplings of the low-energy furdin ensional theory.
T huswe In agihe that the gauge and Y ukaw a couplingsof
the observable sector are functions of these m oduli elds
(which we w ill denote here collectively by ' ™). In addi-
tion, we expect the K ahlerpotential for observable sector
matter eldsZ * to also be a fiinction ofthese m oduliand
wewillde ne
i s ;-,—n ) =

K z452 sz +o @t an

T he relation between the tree-level trilinear coupling
(B 0)i5x and the treedevelscalarm ass (n 3); at thebound-
ary condition scale is then detem ined by the functional
dependence of the various couplings on the m oduli. For
any supergraviy m odel we have the fundam ental rela—
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tions
@o)ik = HK,F?
M3 = m3,

5 F'@In( ;i kTEW 15k )1
F'F @@, I ; s8)

where F" is the auxiliary eld of the chiral super eld
associated with the modulus '™, m;., is the gravi-
tino mass, W ;5 is the (generally m oduli dependent)
Yukawa ocoupling between observable sector elds and

= @K =Q’".A summ ation over allm oduli’ " which
participate in com m unicating supersym m etry breaking
vialF?i6 0 isimplied in {{§). For a filler description
of soft term s In a general supergraviy theory, aswellas
the string m odels we will present below, the reader is
referred to the A ppendix.

N eglecting possible D -term contributions to the scalar
potential, the value of the potential In the vacuum is
given by

D E
: ng 1 2

Wi= K,,F"F 3m5_,; 19)
where a summ ation over m oduli is again inplied and
Knon = @?K=Q'"@"™. Requirhg that this contribution
to the cosn ologicalvacuum energy vanish leadsto a rela—
tion between the gravitino m ass and the supersym m etry
breaking scale govemed by the various i  i. For the re-
m ainder of this section we w ill investigate various string
scenarios using the general expressions in C_l-j) and {_ig')
to search forcaseswhere Ay / 2m  can be cbtained.

A . N aive dilaton dom ination

T he sin plest string-based scenario is the case of dila—
ton dom nation. For the weakly-coupled heterotic string
the gauge couplings of the low -energy theory are deter—
m Ined by the vacuum value ofa singlem odulus eld, the
dilaton S. This eld does not participate In the Yukawa
couplings or the ocbservable sectorK ahlerm etric C_l-]') .By
dilaton dom ination we refer to a situation in which this
is the only m odulus whose auxiliary eld gets a nonvan-—
ishing vacuum value. T he tree levelK ahler potential or
the dilaton is sinply K (S; S) nh@© + S) and thus
the dilaton dom nation scenario is a natural realization
of the special case

Ag K oK
(mg) =3 == 1 3: 20)
0’1

K Ss
This stnng—JnspJJ:ed soenano has been studied at length
in the literature B8 :39 .40 Al- Tt is a special case of
them Inin al supergravity scenario w ith the follow ng soft
tem s

o 92 av)
a 3 < > m 3=p
gstr

Ay = 3m 5y

mg = m3_,; @1)
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FIG .7:Econom icsplot for the dilaton dom ination scenario
w ith tan = 10. The subset of points in them SUG RA plane that
can be obtained from the dilaton dom ination scenario are given
by the dashed line. An optim al scenario for a 115 G&V Higgs
m ass would be the point labeled @), but the dilaton dom ination
paradigm only allow susto be atpoint B) to satisfy this constraint.
T he di erence in tuning param eter is given by the dark shaded
region, bounded on the interiorby = 84 and on the exterior by

= 100. The di erence in gluino m asses is even m ore profound,
represented by the light shaded region bounded by m 4 = 875 G &V
on the left and m 4 = 1153 G eV on the right.

where we have chosen conventions such that gaugino
m asses are positive. Ifwe take the nput string scale  &tr
to be the same as the GUT scale, neg]ect:mg the an all
di erence between these two scales MZ ] we arrive at the
Ii;amousre]atzonamongthesoﬁ:tennsml,z— Ay =

3m 0. Asthismodel is a subclass ofm SUGRA m odels
we can study it in the sam e way we studied the general
cases of Section -_l\f: .

For exam ple, In Figure :j we plot the sam e param eter
space as Figures 'é" and :f.' fortan = 10. The dilaton
dom nation assum ption requires the theory to lie on the
locus ofpoints identi ed by the heavy dashed line, where
X! lg_at the electroweak scale. In this m odel, w ith
Ay = 3m o the optin alpoint that gives risetom y, =
115 GeV is the point labeled by @) wih tuning = 84
and glulnomassm 4 = 875 GeV (the inside contours of
the heavy and light shaded regions, respectively). The
only way to achieve this H iggsm ass value in the dilaton
dom ination scenario is to be at point B) wih a slightly
greateram ount of netuning = 100butamuch heavier
gluino massmg = 1153 GeV (the outside contours of
the heavy and light shaded regions, resoectively). W hilke
the optin alpoint cannot be reached, the topology ofthe
H iggsm ass contour iswhat we expect asw e approach the
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FIG .8:G luino price plot for dilaton dom jnatjonpw_jth mo =

280 G eV . The subset of points for which A g=m ¢ = 3 as in the
dilaton dom ination scenario are given by the vertical dashed line.
At intersection of this contour w ith the contour form,, = 115 G &V

we have X+ / 13 and = 100. The dotted horizontal line is a
glhiinom assofm 4 = 1150 G eV . For low er H iggsm asses the dilaton
dom ination scenario m oves closer to the optim alpoint in the lower
left comerwherreI X! 22. The excluded shaded regions are the
sam e as F igure .

maxin alm ixing scenario, and this represents a general
In provem ent In the netuning overallin thism odel

N evertheless, the dilaton dom ination scenario m oves
further from the optim al point as the H iggs m ass con—
straint increases. In Figure -8 we present the analogous
plt to FJgure-E; w ith the restricted space of the dilaton
dom nation paradigm indicated by the dashed vertical
Iine. At lower Higgs m ass values the necessary gluino
m ass is an aller, resulting in less ne-tuning and the op—
tin alvalue of X + needed to achieve the m axin alm ixing
scenario approaches the value dictated by the soft-term
constraints of this m odel. Som e m arginal in provem ent
In ne tuning can, of course, be obtained by increasing
the value of tan  beyond the value studied in F igures
and -é For exam pl, In FJgure:_gﬁ we display the entire
param eter space for thism odel, de ned as it is by tan
and one overallm ass scale, which we take to be the sca—
larmass. Fortan = 1l0weseethatmy = 115G&V re—
quiresm ¢ = 1150 G &V at the electroweak scale (the top
contour of the horizontal shaded region) as before. At
the m axin alvalue of tan for this H iggs m ass allowed
by the requirem ent of a neutral lightest supersym m etric
particle (LSP), speci cally tan = 32, the gluino m ass
can be Iowered to 975 GeV (the bottom contour of the
horizontal shaded region).

So we conclude that the generic point in the param eter
space of this string-m otivated scenario involres less can—
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FIG.9: Param eter space for the dilaton dom ination sce-
nario. Increasing tan from tan = 10 to tan = 32 along
the contour my = 115 Ge&V allows a m arginally lighter gliino.
T he horizontal shaded region is bounded above by the contour
mg = 1150 GeV and below by the contour mg = 975 GeV.
N ote that throughout the relevant param eter space of this m odel
Xe ! 133 at the electroweak scale. The lighted shaded region
is ruled out by the requirem ent that the LSP be neutral, while
the darker shaded region has inconsistent electroweak sym m etry
breaking.

cellation in the relation C_l-l:) for a given H iggsm ass than
a generic point n the fillm SUGRA param eter space.
But the tuning is still sizable and the m odel requires
a rebtively large gluino m ass. This Jatter problem can
be rem edied by invoking a di erent m odulus eld from
the string theory to perform the role of transm iting the
supersym m etry breaking from a hidden sector to the ob—
servable sector.

B . Nonuniversalm odular weights

W hil the kinetic functions of cbservable sectorm atter
elds are typically not fiinctions of the dilaton { at least
In the case ofthe weakly coupled heterotic string { they
typically are fiinctions of the so—called K ahlerm oduliT !
whose vacuum values determ ine the size of the com pact
space. In what ©llow s we w ill assum e, or the sake of
sim plicity, that observable sector quantities depend only
on a single overallm odulus T . At the leading order the
finctional dependence ofthe K ahlerm etric for the elds
Z1 on thism odulus is given by

i= T+ T)™ ©2)

where n; is referred to as the m odular weight ofthe eld
Z*. These weights depend on the sector of the string
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H ibert space from which the eld arisesand are typically
negative ntegersn; = 1; 2;etc.

In the lin it where only this overall K ahler m odulus
breaks supersymm etry (ie. only FT 6 0) the scalar
m asses take the tree-level form

m3)i= L+ n)mi, @3)

w here w e have em ployed the second line of C_l-i_B') and again
assum ed vanishing vacuum energy atthem ininum . N ote
that in this K ahler m odulus-dom inated lim it, when the
m odular welght ofa eld takes the value n; = 1, then
the scalar m ass vanishes at this order. For values n; =

2; 3,etc. the scalarm assesare in aginary at the nput
scale. W hen the scalarm ass vanishes at the tree levelwe
must com pute the oneloop correction to the tree-level
value in the supergravity theory. This calculation has
been perform ed {44, 45] and the kading correction in this
linitisgivenby f7)i= @)+ miwih m?= mZ,.

In order to determ ine the trilinear A-term s in this
fram ew ork we m ust know the dependence of the Yukawa
couplings of the observable sector on the K ahlerm oduli.
T hese can be obtained from sym m etry argum ents inher-
ited from the underlying string theory and have been
veri ed by direct com putation {46, §7]. They ivolve the
D edekind function

T)=e T @ e?nh ©4)

In a particular com bination determ ined by the m odular
weights of the elds involed In the coupling

Wi = i [ (T)] 2Ernarnst e (25)
TheK ahlkerpotential for the (overall) m odulus T isgiven
by K (T;T)= 3In(T + T) so that the two term s in the

rst Jhne of (:_18:') com bine to om
PAo)isk = B+ ni+ ny+ ng) G, GHim s, (26)
where G, (t;t) is the E isenstein fiinction

1d® 1
S
t+ t

G2 GY 0 at

@7

and t is the lowest com ponent of the chiralsuper ed T .

The last quantity we need is the soft gaugiho m ass
for the three observable sector gauge groups. A s men—
tioned above, at the leading order the gauge kinetic func—
tion for allgauge groups in the weakly coupled heterotic
string is sin ply the dilaton S. Therefore, n the Kahler
m odulis-dom nated regim e the gaugihom asses vanish at

3 It is not im possible for these weights to be zero or positive, but
this is an extrem ely rare outcom e for m odels of the heterotic
string com pacti ed on Abelign orbifolds such as the models we
have in m ind in this section M3].
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FIG .10: Param eter space for the m oduli dom ination sce—
nario with ny , = ny, = 2 and tan = 10. The large shaded
area m arked m i has an im aginary pseudoscalar m ass and is ruled
out. The shaded area in the upper right m arked m i has an im agi-
nary runningm ass for one orm ore third-generation scalar ferm ions.
T he shaded area in betw een these tw o regions is ruled out as at least
one physical m ass eigenstate for the scalar ferm jons is im aginary
due tom ixing e ects. T he region of the param eter space exam ined
in Figure g].' ism arked by the verticalarrow at hlReTi= 2:38.

the leading order at the string scale. At the one-loop
Jevel the corrections to the gaugjn_o m asses involve the
K ahlerm oduliand take the form {§]

- % . 35 b + ka hit+ ©)G 2 (Bl
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k, = cla+ ny); 29)

b, is the betaEﬁmctJon coe cient for the group G ; wih
b, = 3C, ;Ca, and 4 is the coe cient of the
G reen-Schw arz oountertem Introduced to restore m od-
ular nvariance to the theory El@', :_59', :51:] For the pur-
poses of this section it is only necessary to know that
this param eter is calculable from the underlying orbifold
com pacti cation and is a negative Integer in the range

gs 2 0; 90]. Details on the ordgin of these expressions
can be found in the A ppendix.

The appearance of new free param eters, such as s
and the variousm odular weights ni, as well as the m od—
ular functions G, (t;t) and &+ t)G, (t), would seem
to indicate a greater degree of freedom in relating the
scalar m asses to the trilinear scalar couplings. O flen In
the literature this \m odulidom inated" regim e is studied
In the lim it where n; = 1 for all elds. This would
be the case, for exam ple, if all observable sector m at—
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ter were untw isted states of the underlying string the-
ory. This lin it was referred to as the \O -II" m odel
n B8 In fact, explicit surveys of sam irealistic orbifold
m odels 52 indicate that at Jeast som e subset of M SSM
elds must be given by tw isted-sector states for which
n;= 2; _3; :::. This case was referred to asan \O -I"
modeln [38].
But when $1;3> 1 iIn this m odulisdom inated lim it
the corresponding scalar m ass squared is negative. W e
m ight not consider this a troubling feature of the m odel
if it is one or m ore of the H iggs scalar m asses that are
In agihary at the string scale. For exam ple, if we con—
siderthe caseng , = 2;h, = ng, = 1, then the eld
H, willhave a negative squared mass of O m3_,), the
top quark trilinear coupling A w ill also be negative and
0of0 (m 3-,) while the gaugino m asses and squark m asses
w ill be am aller by roughly an order of m agnide. Can
such a set of boundary conditions give rise to a reason—
able low-energy spectrum of soft term s? W e surveyed
the three cases (g, inu,) = ( 2; 1); ( 1; 2), and
( 2; 2)but found only the last case had any viable pa—
ram eter space. This is hardly surprising, since the rst
tw o cases give rise to large hypercharge D -temm contribu-—
tions to the RG evolution of scalar quarks and lptons,
causing at least som e set ofthese elds to develop nega—
tive squared m asses at the electrow eak scale and thereby
presum ably triggering the spontaneous breaking of color
and electric charge. The viable param eter space In the
(gsiTReTi) p]ane forthecase g, ;nu,)= ( 2; 2) is
given In F igure :10 * The large shaded region labeled m A
gives rises to an In aginary pseudoscalarm ass at the elec—
troweak scale. In the upper right shaded region labeled
m Zf one of the third-generation running scalarm asses is
In aginary at the low -energy scale. A representative slice
of the rem aining allowed param eter space, represented
by the vertical double-arrow in Figure 10 is plotted in
F Jg‘u]:e:l-Ll
D espite the fact that the top-quark trilinear coupling
(and indeed, all third-generation trilinear couplings) are
large relative to the typical squark and skpton m ass, this
model owsin the nfrared to am inin akm xing scenario
at low energies. The typical size of X+ In Figure :_I]_: is
03 X 0:3. The contours of constant H iggs m ass
nearly track those of constant gluino m ass: or exam ple,
the contourmy = 115 G€&V lies very near the contour
= 2400 GeV . Asthe value of 5 Increases, the abso—
ute value of the gluino m ass Increases as well, allow Ing
the sam evalue ofm , ora loweroverallscal ofsoft term s
{ and hence a an aller am ount of ne-tuning at the elec-
troweak scale. Yet given the string/GUT scak relation
mg. nt_,, the Jarge m ass scale necessary to ensure
su ciently large gaugino m asses puts enom ous pressure
on the high-scale value ofthe param eterto com pensate

4 For sin plicity we w ill only consider real vacuum valies for the
Kahlerm odulus T .
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FIG.1l: Econom ics plot for the m oduli dom ination sce-
nario with ny, = ng, = 2. Despite the relatively large tri-
linear coupling A+ the low-energy soft Lagrangian for this m odel
is essentially a m inim alm ixing scenario. T he dotted line repre-
sents the contourm 4 = 2400 G eV . D epending on the value of the
G reen-Schwarz coe cient, the cancellation coe cient lies in the
range 375 1200 formy = 115 GeV . The shaded region at the
bottom of the plot is ruled out by direct search lim its for gluinos
and/or charginos.

the large positive contrbution tom 2 in {_1-2_1‘]) . Far from
In proving the situation of the genericm SUGRA m odel,
this lim i in the string m oduli space is as netuned as
the worst of them odels in Tab]e’\/]I.

C. A modelbased on D -branes at intersections

T he previous two string-based scenarios derived from
the weakly coupled heterotic string. Tt m ight be thought
that the mability to easily obtain the m axin al m ixing
scenario In the H iggs sector is the result of the restrictive
nature ofthese m odels. Them oduli sector ofopen string
m odels is far richer than the heterotic string, w ith m ore

elds appearing in each ofthe three functions relevant to
the low energy supergravity Lagrangian: the observable
sector gauge kinetic fiinctions, the K ahler m etric for the
M SSM elds and the Yukaw a couplings ofthe cbservable
sector superpotential.

For exam ple, In ordentifold com pacti cations of T ype
I/Type IIB string theory { close relatives to the orbifold
com pacti cation of the heterotic string studied above {
Kahlerm odulinow appear at the kading order in gauge
kinetic functions, whilk the dilaton eld can appear in
the K ahler potential or the M SSM  elds [53, 54]. The
study of four-dim ensionale ective supergravity Lagran—
gians representing these theordies is a sub Ect of ongomg
research. M any of the early studies, such as f26], were
ultim ately based on the welltknow n results ofthe weakly—
coupled heterotic string w ith duality sym m etries invoked
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to map those results to the open string theory in the
case Type Iand T ype IIB m odels. N ot surprisingly, then,
these e ective Lagrangians sharem any ofthe sam e struc—
tures and features of their heterotic counterparts. W hile
it isnow possible to study in greater detail the full rich—
ness of open string m odels, we prefer to restrict ourselves
to a particularly sinple con guration which closely re—
sam bles the m odels we studied above and leave a m ore
com plete survey to future work.

Let us consider a particular con guration of T ype IIB
theory com pacti ed on an orientifold with intersecting
D sbranes. The world volum e of these extended ob fcts
is six-din ensionaland is assum ed to span 4D M inkow ski
space plus two of the six com pact dim ensions. The six
din ensional com pact space is assum ed to factorize into
three com pact tordi, each with a radius dictated by the
vacuum valie of an associated Kahlermodulus T!. W e
then associate each ofthe setsofD 5 branesw ith a partic—
ulartorus in the com pact space spanned by itsworld vol-
um e w ith associated m odulus T *. A s the gauge coupling
on each stack ofD 5 branes isdeterm ned by the vev ofthe
associated T 1!, we will assum e, for the sake of sin plicity,
that the nverse radiiofallthe com pact toriiare the sam e
and that all three m oduli participate equally In super—
symm etry breaking. T hen gauginom assesw illbe uni ed
at theboundary-condition scakaswelbM 1 = M, = M 3.

So far this is sim ilar to the dilaton-dom inated sce—
nario of the heterotic string theory. The novelty in this
case is that the M SSM m atter content is represented by
open strings which can connect sets of 5-branes whose
world volum es span di erent com plex com pact din en—
sions. F ields represented by the m asslessm odes of these
strings w ill be denoted by two subscripts. For exam ple,
a eld z' which is the m assless m ode of a string that
stretches from a set ofbranes 5; to a non-parallel set 55
willbe written Z ; l . Forthese eldstheK ahlerpotential
is given by Clﬂ) where

1 — _ — _
M= S6+8) PPk eT ) 30)

and the particularK ahlerm odulus T* isidenti ed by the
requirement that 16 J 6 K 6 I 6]. The Kahler po-
tential for the m oduli elds continues Eo be given by the
kadingorerom K =  W(©S+85) o, h@I+T ).

Follow iIng 126l ] we take the Yukawa couplings of the ob—
servable sector to be Independent of these m oduli elds
at the leading order. A particularly sin ple m odel is ob—
tained when all M SSM  elds are represented by such
stretched strings { a case we will call the \universally
stretched" regin e. W hen the K ahler m oduli have equal
vacuum values (as we assum ed above) and participate
equally In supersymm etry breaking, the soft temm s for
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FIG.12: Econom ics plot for the Type IIB brane m odel
w ith universally stretched strings. The_gubspace of the
m SUGRA modelw ith the soft tem s given in (311) is denoted by
the labeled dashed line. T he Isjm ilarity of this plot to the dilaton—
dom inated m odel of F igure :7| is the result of our insistence upon
gauge coupling uni cation at the string scale. A n optim al scenario
for a 115 GeV Higgs m ass would be the point labeled (&), but
this brane m odel only allow s us to be at point B) to satisfy this
constraint. The di erence in tuning param eter is given by the
dark shaded region, bounded on the interior by = 70 and on
the exterior by = 90. The di erence in gluino m asses is even
m ore profound, represented by the light shaded region bounded by
mg = 750 GeV on the left and m 4 = 1050 GeV on the right.

the m odel are

M, = 3=2
ggtr
2 3
=  -—ms
0 oM 3=2
1
mj = Sm i, (1)

To obtain {_5]_:) we once again used the assum ption that
the scalar potential has vanishing vacuum valie. Note
that this is a special case of the neral m SUGRA
paradigm , but In this case Ay = 3= 2m 3, and thus
the universally stretched regin e represents a potential
In provem ent in tuning over the dilaton dom inated 1im it.
C om paring the econom ics plot of this m odel in Fig—
ure :12 w ith that of the dilaton dom ination m odel ofF ig-
ure-7 it is clear that there is an In provem ent in the ne—
tuang, but that this In provem ent is small. The locus
ofpoints In them SUGRA param eter space that are con—
sistent w ith {3]1) are given by the labeled dashed Iine.
The optimal point ormy = 115 GeV i Figure 32
In nearly the sam e location in the m ;_,;m o) plane as
in Figure i}, with = 70 and mgq = 750 GeV . But the
contours of constant tuning param eter have m oved in-—
wards tow ards the origin, re ecting the Increased value
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ofX + at the electroweak scal. A s a resul, the required
Jow scale gluino m ass at the point w here the dashed line
andmy = 115 G€V contour intersect ism 4 = 1050 G &V
wih = 90 there.

A sin the dilaton dom Inated case we conclude that tun—
Ing in the electrow eak sector is generally m itigated in the
universally stretched m odel relative to a generic point in
the m SUGRA param eter space due to the relation be-
tween trilinear scalar couplings and scalarm asses at the
high scale. Yet we are still left w ith uncom fortably heavy
gauginos (especially gluinos) and the constrained nature
ofthe paradigm w illnot allow us to reach the \optin al"
point for achievingmy = 115 G eV while sin ulaneously
ensuringm ; = 91 GeV .

D . M ore sophisticated m odels

So farwe have chosen to look at three particularly sin —
ple directions in the string m oduli space. W e have done
so in part to keep the leveloftechnicaldetaillow { a be-
ghhning approach we feelis justi ed in a rst exam nation
of the theoretical in plication of the LEP H iggs search.
But there is also a reason of analytical sin plicity: the
key variable in achieving the m axin alH iggs m ass w ith
the least cancellation in Cll- ) isthe value ofthe stop m ix—
Ing param eter X  at the electroweak scale. O n the other
hand, m odels of supersym m etry breaking and tranam is—
sion to the observable sector descended from string the—
ory give relations am ong soft termm s at a very high energy
scale. The two can be related In a straightforward m an—
ner (ie.Agq ' 2mg at the GUT scale mpliessX . 2
at the Z-m ass) only in certain restrictive regin es, such as
am odelw ith a high degree ofuniversality am ong soft sca—
larm asses. D epartures from the sin plifying assum ptions
m ade above w ill necessarily lead to nonuniversalities n
the scalar sector and a m uch filller analysis is necessary
to determm ine how readily X’ 2 isachieved at the low
scale. W e do not w ish to perform that analysis here, but
we do wish to comm ent on what types of m odels m ight
allow the freedom necessary to reach them axin alm ixing
scenario.

In subsectionsB and C we in agined scenarios in which
K ahlerm odulidom inate the supersym m etry breaking in
the observable sector { m oduliw hich appear in the tree—
kvel K ahler metric for m atter elds. W hen we study
top-down m odels directly tied to the underlying string
theory we in agine this finctional dependence to be that
of £3) withn; = 1; 2; 3 Prweakly coupkd het-
eroticm odels on orbifoldsorn; = 0; 1=2; 1 forType
I/IIB m odels on orientifolds. The restrictive nature of
these choices kept us from realizing a phenom enologi-
cally optin al scenario. However, if i were possible to
treat these m odular weights as arbirary { even continu—
ous param eters { it would not be at alldi cult to con-
struct situations w ith the desired properties. To what
extent is such a treatm ent justi ed?

A s m entioned previously, the m odular weights are re—



lated to what sector of the string H ibert space each
light eld ardises from . Just below the string scale, when
the four din ensionale ective Lagrangian is rst de ned,
these weights are Indeed constrained to the valies m en—
tioned above. However, in the weakly coupled heterotic
string we are com pelled to m ake sure that our e ective
Lagrangian respectsm odular nvariance. T his sym m etry
should continue to hold even after any anom alous U (1)
factor is Integrated out of the theory. Thus, eldswhich
take vacuum valuesto cancelthe anom alousU (1) F Itemm
must be rem oved from the theory in m odular nvariant
(and U (1) nvariant) com binations. For exam ple, if the
eld Y carriesanom alousU (1) charge q)y( and acquires a
vacuum valieht i€ 0, then the appropriate com bination
to integrate out of the theory is {_55, :_5-§]
D . E
SEV Ty § o (32)

whereVy isthe vector super eld representing the anom a—
IousU (1) and ny isthemodularweight ofthe eld Y .
T he resul of rem oving this com bination of elds from
the theory is to shift the e ective m odular weight of the
rem aining light elds, ifthose eldsalso carry an anom a—
IousU (1) charge. T he am ount of this shift is given by

§ = 33)

%

where ¢ isthe anom alousU (1) chargesofthe light eld
In question. G iven the typical sizes of these charges [_S-g]
there is every reason to expect that the resultingm odular
weights, ifm odi ed at all, w ill take quite unorthodox and
generally non-integral values. The question of whether
this e ect will produce the desired relation between A -
termm s and scalarm asses { and indeed, whether it occurs
at all { is a m odeldependent one.

A nother way to generalize the above cases is to m od—
ify the finctional dependence of the Yukawa couplings
and K ahler m etrics of the M SSM  elds on the various
string m oduli. For exam ple, strongly coupled heterotic
strings bring the dilaton into play even at the tree level
for these quantities, while the K ahler m oduli appear at
the leading order in gauge kinetic functions. Even in the
weakly coupled case it ispossble to Introduce som e non—
trivialdilaton dependence into A ~term sand scalarm asses
if observable sectorm atter oo_u|p]es to the G reen-Schwarz
anom aly-cancellation tem [54]. If the G S countertem
depends on the radii of the three com pact tordii via the
ocom bination (II+TI ,¥%iF), where Z{ isamatter

eld which carries a m odular weight under the m odulus
T, then even in the dilaton-dom fnated lim it there is an
e ect on the soft supersym m etry breaking tem s due to
the kinetic m ixing induced by the G reen-Schwarz coun—
tertem .

Finally, we m ight expand the space of possible out-
com es by considering m odels w ith a richer m oduli spec—
trum to begin with. The orbifold m odels that inspired
the cases A and B above were based on the Z3 orbifold,

0
n; ! @) =ny
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for which the com plex structure of the com pact space
is com plktely xed by the supersymm etry requirem ents.
A s such, i does not have free param eters that would
be represented in the low-energy four din ensional the—
ory as com plex structure m oduli. Such elds do appear,
however, in the lrading order supergravity e ective La—
grangian describing other orbifold m odels ofthe heterotic
string {_ZIQ;], as well as m odels based on open string the-
ories. For exam ple, n the Type TTA m odels the gauge
kinetic functions depend on com plex structure m oduli,
w ith the K ahlerm oduli appearing only at the loop level
to cancel anom alies 1;5-_8, :_5?] This is analogous to the
Introduction of K ahler m oduli into the formula for the
gaugihom asses at the loop level in the heterotic string by
the presence of a G reen-Schw arz counterterm (c.f. equa—
tion :_ég above). The open string m odel studied In case
C above was chosen for its extrem e sin plicity, asa rst
departure from the con nes of the weakly-coupled het-
erotic case. But much m ore com plicated structures are
likely to appear in m ore realistic constructions. At the
Joop lkevelin Type I/TIB m odels anom aly cancellation re—
quirem ents Introduce new tw isted m oduli into the gauge
kinetic functions: the \blow Ing-up" m odes w hich param —
eterize the transition from the sihhgular m anifold repre—
sented by the orientifold to the presum ably m ore realis-
tic sm ooth m anifold it ism eant to approxin ate ﬁ_6C_)‘, :_6]_;]
T hus in open stringm odelswem ight expect greater free—
dom to nd caseswhere A, '’ 2m, is a robust predic—
tion. It would be ofgreat Interest to search the (generally
non-universal) m odels based on ordentifold com pacti ca—
tion of Type I/Type IT string theory for points where
mgy = 91 GeV appears as a natural outcom e of the su—
persym m etry breaking as the e ective Lagrangians de—
scribing these m odels becom e m ore realistic.

C onclusion

W ebegan thiswork asking the question, \W heredowe
stand affter LEP IT?" A cospted w isdom follow ing the lack
of a H iggs discovery at LEP has been that if the M SSM
is the correct description of nature jist above the elec—
trow eak scale then the lightest H iggsboson isat least 115
G eV In mass and very Standard M odeHike In its prop—
erties. It is further generally acoepted that this in plies
an uncom fortable level of netuning in the underlying
supersym m etric Lagrangian, though precisely how much
and how unsettling is a som ew hat sub ctive m atter. Is
this post-LEP conclusion inevitable?

To answerthiswe looked at the data to nd allthe log—
ically distinct ways that the M SSM can be a correct de—
scription yet produce no H iggs discovery at LEP . In total
we found 17 such possibilities { representing the prin ary
purpose behind this work. The m aprity of these cases
nvolve H iggs bosons with m asses below the 115 Ge&V
Iim i, though the param eter space for each ofthese m od—
els are generally not ofthe sam e size. W hik allcases are
Jogically on an equal, a priori footing not all are equally



\tuned." W hen the issue of large cancellations betw een
soft Lagrangian param eters and the param eter are in—
clided in the com parison, the conventionalw isdom ofthe
postLEP electroweak sector is seen as the m ost \plaust-
ble" outcom e.

G iven this hypothesis { based as it ison netuning as
a tool { what are the LEP resuls telling us about high—
scale theordes? Can we follow our nose and light upon
a preferred outcom e? From the bottom -up approach it
is quite easy to engineer situations where the relation
Aoy’ 2mg arises at high energy scale. The di culty
is in nding such a construction that is also m otivated
by an underlying theory such as string theory. Starting
here with som e sin ple top-down approaches it appears
that this preferred m odel is not yet obvious. So ifwe are
com m itted to weak scale supersym m etry as a low -energy
e ective Lagrangian derived ultim ately from som e sort
of string theory, then we nd ourselves at a fork In the
road. Should nature really be descrbed by the m inim al
supersym m etric version ofthe Standard M odelthen LEP
m ay be suggesting a m ore com plicated string m odelthan
the sin ple ones we typically study { or perhaps special
points in them oduli space ofthese theordes. O n the other
hand, it m ay sin ply be that the ultin ate supersym m et—
ric Standard M odel is not m Inin al { see, for exam ple,
Ref. [_6-j] This would not be surprising aswe often nd
precisely such extended theories from top-down studies
of string m odels.

If netuning is really a worthw hile concept forthe the—
oretical physicist, then its utility lies In directing our fo—
cus tow ards those theories that arem ost com patible w ith
nature when data is Jacking or am biguous. In this rok
the LEP data can still serve a valuable purpose, despie
the lack of a H iggs discovery. A ssum ing that an appro—
prately de ned m easure of netuning is truly telling us
som ething about nature, then studies which probe well-
de ned departures from the m inin alm odel can utilize
the LEP data to identify prom ising avenues for further
research

A ppendix

In this appendix we present the derivation of the
soft supersym m etry breaking tem s at the tree level n
string-derived supergravity theories. W e provide spoeci ¢
expressions for m odular nvariant supergraviy theories
from weakly-coupled heterotic strings, as well as expres—
sions for m odels based on orientifold com pacti cation
of TypeI/TypeTIIB open string theories. M ore details
and loop corrections to these expressions for the weakly—
coupled heterotic string can be found In t45]

O fparticular in portance for the question of supersym —
m etry breaking are the types of string m oduli present in
the low -energy theory and theJr oouphngs to the observ—
able eldsoftheM SSM §9, 62, 63]. G augino m assesw ill
depend on auxiliary eldsrelated to m oduliappearing in
the gauge kinetic function, while scalar m asses, trilinear
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A -tem s and bilinear B-tem s w ill depend on auxiliary
elds related to thosem odulithat appear in the superpo—
tential oouphngs and/or K ahler potential for the M SSM
elds IB8|, .64] T he precise form of these soft tem s can
be obtained by working out the com ponent Lagrangian
frthe cbservable sector by standard techniques 65, 56].
W e begin w ith the weakly coupled heterotic string and
take theK ahlerpotential forthem oduli eldsto be given
by the kading-order result

X

K S;S;THLT )=K S+ 9) nTi+T): (34)

I

For the observable sector m atter elds Z * w ith m odular
weightsn], wew illassum e a diagonalK ahlerm etric given
byKiy= 1@") 15+ 0 (£'F), with
Y o
i@") = T+ T ) (35)
I
In the interests of simplicty we shall nm ediately as-

sum e that the three K ahlerm oduliT ! can be treated as
equivalent so that

i= T+ T
(36)

K S;T)=K S+S) 3nT+T);

wheren; = ni . T he tree-levelgauge kinetic functions
f, @"), one for each gauge group G,, are given In the
weak coupling regim e by
£2@")=s: 37)
Their vacuum expectation valies give the associated
gauge couplings < Ref, >= 1=g.
The scalar potential, written In tem s of auxiliary
elds, is given by the expression®

1=J 1
V=KGFF MM (38)

with K 7 = @?K=QZ ez’ being the Kahler m etric.
Solving the equations of m otion for the auxiliary elds
yields

" = We—+ KW ; (39)

M = 3¢w; (40)
with KM ¥ being the inverse of the K ahlerm etric. N ote
that these expressions are given in s of reduced
P lanck m assunitswherewe have set M ;1= 8 = 1.The
auxiliary eld ofthe supergravity m ultiplet,M , is related
to the gravitino m ass by

1 —
ms,= <M >=< &KW > 1)

5 W e willassum e vanishing D ~tem s in what follow s.



W ew illadopt the ansatz ofB rignolk et al. §§'] n which
one assum es that the com m unication of supersym m etry
breaking from the hidden sector to the ocbservable sec—
tor occurs through the agency of one of the m oduli { in
this case either the dilaton S or the (universal) K ahler
modulis T { by the presence of a non-vanishing vacuum
expectation value of their auxiliary edsF S orFT. In
principle both types ofm oduli could participate in super—
sym m etry breaking, and so one m ight introduce a G old-
stino angle  to param eterize the degree to which one
sector or the other feels the supersym m etry breaking.

If these are the only sectors w ith non-vanishing auxik
iary elds in the vacuum , then the further requirem ent
that the overall vacuum energy at the m ininum of the
potential {38) be zero allow s us to inm ediately identify

(up to phases, which we w ill set to zero in what follow s)°

s 1 — 1= . | S .
F° = p—3M Kg sh = 3ms,(s+ s)sh ;
T 1 — 12
F = p—3MK s = ms3, &+ t)cos 0 (42)

T he dilaton dom inated 1m it isthen recovered forsin !
lwhilkecos ! 1isthe (K ahler) m odulidom inated lim it.
T he soft supersym m etry breaking term sdepend on the
m oduli dependence of the observable sector superpoten—
tial and this is, in tum, detem ined by m odular invari-
ance. T he diagonalm odular transform ations
aT ib
T! —; ad kc=1; a;bjc;d2 7Z; 43)
icT + d
leave the c]assjcale ective supergravity theory nvariant.
A matter eld Z* ofm odular weight n; transform s un-—
der €43) as

zt1 @GcT + izt (44)
while the K ahlr potentjal of (:36}) undergoes a K ahlr
transform ation under @43) of K | K + 3F + F ), with
F = In(3cT + d). Therefore the classical symm etry will
be preserved provided the superpotential transform s as

3

W ! W (T +d) ~: 45)

To ensure this transform ation property the superpoten—
tialof string-derived m odels has a m oduli dependence of
the fom

2B+ ni+ny+ny) .

Wi = Wi [ (T)] (46)

where W 5 = @°W (2" )=@z'@zI@z*. The function (T)
is the classical D edekind eta function

T)=e T712 @ e?nT) @7)

® W e will not distinguish w ith separate notation elds and their
vacuum expectation valies in these expressions.
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and it has a wellde ned transfom ation under (:fl-S_:) given
by
T)! GT+ad)” @): (48)
This symm etry is perturbatively valid to all orders in
the underlying theory, but is anom alous at the loop level
In the e ective supergraviy Lagrangian. To restorem od—
ular nvariance the e ective theory m ust contain a G reen—
Schw arz countertermm . In the chiralm ultiplet form ulation
we are using to describe the dilaton this am ounts to a
m odi cation ofthe dilaton K ahlerpotential from in (34)
to read instead
K (S;S)! K S+ S  4aVge): 49)
T he realvector super eld V4 required to restorem odular
Invariance is
X —I
Vge= W@ +T); (50)
I

though In the text m ention is also m ade ofthe possbility
that this countertermm is generalized to Inclide m atter
elds so that

X X X

I
—I —1 T
Vgs = h T+ T + pi TI+ T %7

1)

W e are now in a posiion to give the tree level soft
supersym m etry breaking tem s. T he tree level gaugino
m ass for canonically nom alized gaugino elds is sinply

M£=%Fn@nf§: (52)
W e de ne our trilinear A -tem s and scalar m asses for

canonically nom alized eldsby

1% _ .
Va = % AijkeK"ZW iijleZk+ h«ec:
ik
1X K =2 1=2 35K
= % Aijke (3 3 k) Wijkzlzjz + hd53)
ik
where 2t = . '"2z% isa nom alized scalar eld, and by
X : .
Vyu =  m:sEf= mip'f: (54)

W ih these conventions our tree level expressions are

A o0)isk F '@ In(: 5 xe “=Wix) :  (55)
MM

(mé)i = FYF @Ry In ; (56)

If we specialize now to the case of {42: w ith m oduli de-
pendence given by (36 Cﬂ and C25) then the tree level



gaugihnom asses C_éz_i),A—tenn s C_5-§) and scalarm asses Eg)
becom e

M2 = %FS
Afjk = @B+ ni+ nj+ ng)Gy GOHF T KF*®
2 MM FTF
My = + 0y 57
) 9 t+ t)2 67

Here G, (t;t) isthem odi ed E isenstein function

1
G2 &Y 2 ©+ PR (58)

which vanishes at the selfdualpointst= landt= e" =%,
The correction to the gaugino m asses at the one-loop
level are given by

. g() 1 —
Ma= gz 30M

BK F° + k.G, GOFT  (59)

w here we have de ned the quantities

X

kKa= gs+t b 2 Cl@a+ny; (60)

cl; b=3C. cl: (61)
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The K ahlr potential for the system of eldson D 5-—
branes is

X

K = h({S+5S) In(T;+ Ts)

i

+ 16G;S;TTH)IC gk T+ 21t 62)

whereZ jK are chiralsuper eldsarising from open strings
that start and end on two di erent sets of D s-branes.
These two sets of branes have world volum es that span
the com pact directions associated with m oduli TY and
T¥ , respectively. T he kinetic finctions are given by ; =
1S+38) 2 @'+T) " I6 J6K 6 Tand ;=0
otherw ise.

If each of the three K ahler m oduli contribute equally
to the scalar potential the tree level soft m asses for this
case are given by

M, - %K%) Moy o8
mgi= mgzz 1 5(38:]1’12 + cof
P_
3 . 3
A o)ix 7m 3=z sin p—§ s (63)
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