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W estudytheim plicationsforthem inim alsupersym m etricstandard m odel(M SSM )oftheabsence

ofa directdiscovery ofa Higgsboson atLEP.Firstweexhibit15 physically di�erentwaysin which

one orm ore Higgsbosonslighterthan the LEP lim itcould stillexist. Foreach ofthese cases{ as

wellas the case that the lightest Higgs eigenstate is at,or slightly above,the current LEP lim it

{ we provide explicit sam ple con�gurations ofthe Higgs sector as wellas the soft supersym m etry

breaking Lagrangian param eters necessary to generate these outcom es. W e argue that allofthe

casesseem �ne-tuned,with the least �ne-tuned outcom e being thatwith m h ’ 115 G eV . Seeking

to m inim izethistuning weinvestigatewaysin which the\m axim al-m ixing" scenario with largetop-

quark trilinear A-term 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

with m inim alim provem entin �ne-tuning.

PACS num bers:

The M inim alSupersym m etric Standard M odelis de-

�ned as the sim plest supersym m etric extension of the

Standard M odel(SM ).Every SM particle has a super-

partner,thebasicLagrangianissupersym m etric,and the

gauge group isthe sam e SU (3)� SU (2)� U (1)asthat

ofthe SM .The fullsupersym m etry is softly broken by

certain dim ension two and threeoperators.Thereiscon-

siderableindirectevidencethatthistheory islikely to be

part ofthe description ofnature. Ifit is,a Higgs bo-

son with m asslessthan about130 G eV m ustexist,and

superpartnersm ustbe found with m assesnottoo m uch

larger than those of the W ,Z and top quark. W hile

the Higgs boson m ass can be as heavy as 130 G eV in

the M SSM ,ithasbeen known forsom e tim e thatm ost

naive m odelsim ply a lighterstate,usually below about

110 G eV,when constraintsfrom non-observation ofsu-

perpartners(realorvirtual)are im posed,and including

theconstraintthattheindirectargum entsforsupersym -

m etry arevalid without�ne-tuning.

W hile itisnotim possible thatperhapsLEP hasseen

a Higgs boson with m h ’ 115 G eV,the data collected

up through center-of-m assenergy of209 G eV [1]yields

no unam biguoussignalforsuch a lightHiggseigenstate.

O neobviousexplanation forthisfactisthatthelightest

Higgsboson isheavierthan 115G eV.Anotheristhatone

orm oreeigenstatesarelighterthan thekinem aticcut-o�

butthatthey do notcouplesigni�cantly to theZ-boson.

Thusitisnaturalto ask whethertheHiggssectorofthe

M SSM could be such thatLEP would nothave found a

signalbecauseofreduced Higgscrosssectionsorreduced

branching ratiosin som e partofthe generalM SSM pa-

ram eter space. Using the reported LEP lim its on the

cross-section � branching ratio for Higgs eigenstatesas

a guide,itispossibleto �nd 15 logically distinctwaysin

which thiscould indeed have been the case atLEP.To-

getherwith the possibility thatthe lightestHiggsboson

isat115 G eV,and the possibility thatitism uch larger

in m ass,thereare17distinctcon�gurationsoftheM SSM

Higgssectorconsistentwith theLEP results.Thesecases

are sum m arized in Table IofSection IIbelow,with an

explicitexam plecon�guration foreach casegiven in Ta-

ble II. The results in Table Iare not the outcom e ofa

com plete param eter scan,but instead represent a gen-

eralclassi�cation oflogicalpossibilities for the M SSM

Higgssector.Allofourexam plepointsallowed by other

data.Allsatisfy the constraintsforelectroweak sym m e-

try breaking,though som etim esin unconventionalways.

Allofthe exam ple con�gurations are detectable at the

Ferm ilab Tevatron colliderwith su�cientlum inosity.1 If

theM SSM isthecorrectdescription ofnaturejustabove

the electroweak scale then one ofthese 17 cases is the

trueHiggssectorofthe M SSM .

In Section Iwereview thedata collected atLEP,with

particular attention paid to what is strictly m easured

and how these m easurem ents are converted into lim its

on Higgseigenstate m asses. As m entioned above,there

isno clearindication forthe presenceofHiggsbosonsin

1 W e have not perform ed a detailed study ofthe detectability of

these exam ples at the LH C,but based on generalresults in the

literature(see,forexam ple[2])itseem slikely thatform ostorall

ofthese m odels either the neutralor charged H iggs bosons { or

both { can be seen in som e m ode. For cases where the � ! b;�b

m ode for the neutralscalars is suppressed the � ! ; m ode is

usually som ewhat enhanced.

http://arxiv.org/abs/hep-ph/0407001v1
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theLEP data.Neverthelesstherearethreedistinctcases

wherean excessofobservedeventsin aparticularchannel

resulted in an experim entalbound on thecrosssection �

branching ratio thatwasweakerthan theexpected lim it

atthe2� level[3,4,5,6].In these\excessregions" care

m ustbetaken in extractingam assbound on thepossible

Higgseigenstatesinvolved.Usingtheseregionsasaguide

weclassify thepossibleconsistentHiggscon�gurationsin

Section II.In thatsection we providea generaldescrip-

tion ofeach ofthe17 logically distinctcasesaswellasa

concreteexam plecon�guration to illustrate each case.

W ith these 17 casesin hand itisnaturalto then ask

whetherany ofthem areless�ne-tuned than theothers,

and thus m ight be m ore likely to point to a particular

underlying theory. To address this issue it is necessary

to constructa softsupersym m etry breaking Lagrangian

capable ofgiving rise to each ofthe 17 possible con�gu-

rations. Since notall105 param etersofthe M SSM are

relevantfor determ ining the Higgs sectorofthe theory,

there is som e inevitable arbitrariness in this construc-

tion. It is for this reason that LEP results are often

interpreted in the light ofcertain \benchm ark" m odels

to reduce thisarbitrariness. W e have chosen to work in

a lessrestrictiveenvironm entand providecandidatesoft

Lagrangian param etersatboth theelectroweakscaleand

the high-energy (in thiscase G UT)scale in Section III.

Interestingly,only 4 ofthe17 casescan beobtained from

a m odelsuch asm inim alsupergravity (m SUG RA)with

a universalgaugino m ass,universalscalarm assand uni-

versalsofttrilinearcoupling atthe G UT scale.Thisin-

cludesthe caseswhere the lightestHiggsboson isat,or

m uch largerthan,115G eV.Despitethe15distinctways

the Higgscould havebeen lighterthan 115 G eV and es-

caped detection,the m ostnaturalconclusion within the

M SSM isstillthattheHiggsisat,orjustslightly above,

115 G eV in m ass. This conclusion is arrived at in Sec-

tion III through a variety ofm eans: investigating the

low energy param eterspace,exam ining the high energy

softLagrangian aswellasa�ne-tuninganalysisusingthe

sensitivity param etersofBarbieriand G iudice [7].

Achieving such a large Higgsm ass in the M SSM will

necessitate at least som e levelofuncom fortable tuning

because the tree levelHiggs m ass is bounded by M Z

and thusthe one loop correctionshave to supply about

�m 2

h
’ (70 G eV)2 when added in quadrature.Thistun-

ing ism ostm itigated in the so-called \m axim al-m ixing"

regim e,which im pliesa very largesofttrilinearcoupling

involving the stop and where the gluino can be m ade as

lightaspossible.W hilewidely used asa benchm ark case

in low-energystudiesoftheHiggssectorofSUSY m odels,

such a regim e doesnotseem to be a robustoutcom e of

any ofthestandard SUSY breaking/transm ission m odels

typically considered in theliterature.W estudy thegen-

eralim provem entin �ne-tuningwhen m axim al-m ixingin

the stop sectoris obtained in Section IV. In Section V

wefocuson string-based m odelsand look atwaysto en-

gineersuch largem ixing in thestop sector.W e�nd that

the m ostobviouswaysto approach m axim alm ixing re-

sultin eitherheavy gauginosoraproblem aticlow energy

phenom enology.ThusexplainingtheLEP resultwithout

excessive tuning in these sim ple m odels seem s di�cult.

W e conclude with som e speculation on how extending

thesestring-based m odelsin theoretically well-m otivated

directionscould alleviatethe problem .

I. O V ERV IEW O F T H E LEP R ESU LT S

In order to appreciate the theoreticalim plication of

the LEP Higgs search on high energy m odels it is nec-

essary to understand the way in which data iscollected

and interpreted by theLEP experim entalcollaborations.

This,in turn,requires a briefreview ofthe salient fea-

tures ofthe Higgs sector in the M SSM .In this section

we aim to providesu�cientbackground to m otivate the

classi�cation schem e for low-energy m odels adopted in

Section II.

A . W hat is m easured at LEP

There are three neutralHiggs states in the M SSM .

If there is no CP violating phases then these neutral

Higgs m ass eigenstates are also CP eigenstates: two of

them are CP-even and one is CP-odd. IfHiggs bosons

are produced at LEP then the relevant process willbe

e+ e� ! Z � ! �iZ ore+ e� ! Z � ! �i�j,where�i rep-

resentsany ofthe three neutralHiggsm asseigenstates.

Itisthereforeconvenienttode�nethefollowingHiggs/Z-

boson couplings

ZZ�i :
g2m Z

cos�W
Ci and Z�i�j :

g2

2cos�W
Cij: (1)

Since the Standard M odelHiggsboson hasthe coupling

ZZH sm : g2m Z =cos�W ,theCi’saretobeinterpreted as

ratiosofthetruecouplingsto thoseoftheSM .W hen CP

isconserved wem ay useh,H and A todenotethelighter

CP-even,heavierCP-even and CP-odd Higgsstates,re-

spectively.In thisCP-conservingcaseonly Ch,CH ,ChA

and CH A arenon-zero and wehavethe relations

jChj
2 + jCH j

2 = 1; ChA = CH : (2)

The Ci can be related to the Higgsm ixing angle � and

the ratio ofthe vevsofthe up-type to down-type Higgs

�eld de�ned by tan� = vu=vd. For exam ple, in the

CP-conserving casethe oneindependentvariablecan be

written as Ch = sin(� � �). In addition to the pro-

portionality factor Cij, when a CP-even Higgs boson

is produced in association with the CP-odd state there

is a kinem atic p-wave suppression factor �� such that

�(e+ e� ! A�i)/ ���sm where

�� =
�
3=2

A �i

�
1=2

Z �i
(12m 2

Z
=s+ �Z �i

)
;�ij =

1� (mi+ m j)
2=s

1� (mi� mj)
2=s

:

(3)
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Alloftheseproportionality factorsarem odel-dependent,

asarethe m assesofthe variousHiggseigenstates.

O nce produced, Higgs eigenstates are identi�ed

through theirdecay products.In m ostoftheM SSM pa-

ram eterspace the three neutralHiggseigenstatesdecay

predom inantlyintotheheaviestaccessibleferm ion {typi-

cally eithera b;�bor�+ ;�� pair.In som eareasofparam -

eter space decays into other quark/antiquark pairs are

im portant,particularlytocharm quarks.In stillotherre-

gionsoftheM SSM param eterspaceaheavy Higgseigen-

state m ay decay into lightereigenstates(though only in

thepresenceofCP violation)and/ordecayintolightneu-

tralinoswhich can escapethedetector.W eshallreferto

thelattercaseasan \invisibledecay," though such event

signaturescan be and havebeen analyzed atLEP.

In both production processes Z�i and �i�j, a cru-

cialelem entin reconstructing the eventasoneinvolving

a Higgs eigenstate is the reconstruction of the associ-

ated partner{ whetheritbea Z-boson oranotherHiggs

eigenstate. Thus the m ost im portant category ofevent

signature isa four-jetevent,with both the Higgseigen-

stateand theassociatedproduction partnerdecayinginto

quark/anti-quark pairs.To reduce the background from

processessuch ase+ e� ! ZZ;W + W � b-tagging istyp-

ically used to require thatatleastone pairofjets arise

from a b;�b pair. As the Higgs states tend to decay to

b quarks m ore frequently than Standard M odelgauge

bosons,this data set willtend to have a largerpropor-

tion ofHiggsevents.

Thus we m ight crudely think ofclassifying events at

LEP in term s of a set of topologies. Som e of these

topologies,such as b�b‘+ ‘� (with ‘� either an electron

or a m uon) ,are m ore likely to com e from the process

e+ e� ! Z�i than from e+ e� ! �i�j. O thers, such

as b�b�+ �� , m ay �t quite well with either production

m echanism . To account for this am biguity,each event

that passes the initialcuts is assigned a m easure ofits

\signal-like" propertiesunderthe hypothesisofthe pro-

cess e+ e� ! Z�i and the process e+ e� ! �i�j. An

event where the invariant m ass ofa lepton pair closely

m atches the Z-boson m ass, for exam ple, will then be

m ore\signal-like" undertheform erhypothesisthan un-

derthe latter. Thisweightisa function notonly ofthe

experim entally reconstructed Higgsm assforthestate�i
butalso ofthetrueHiggsm assm �i

forthatstate.Thus

asking whethera given event\lookslike a Higgsevent"

is com plicated by the need to ask this question only in

the context ofa given hypothesis about how this Higgs

state was created and what its true m ass is. Equally

challenging isasking thequestion ofhow m any eventsof

a given topology LEP should haveseen fora given Higgs

m ass.W hat’sm ore,thelikelihood thataparticularevent

representsa signalism odel-dependent,and willvary de-

pending on whether we assum e CP is conserved in the

Higgs sector,or whether we assum e a certain hierarchy

ofHiggsm assesam ong the eigenstates.

It is therefore m ore usefulto think ofa lim it on the

production cross-section � branching ratio for the pro-

cess e+ e� ! Z�i and the process e+ e� ! �i�j as a

function oftheHiggseigenstatem assesinvolved,bearing

in m ind thatthislim itwillcontain som e residualm odel

dependence.SincetheStandard m odelproduction rateis

known fora given Higgsm assm �i
,wecan norm alizethe

lim itto thisquantity (and theknown Z-boson branching

ratios)to obtain the param eter�2 reported by LEP

�
2

Z �i
= C

2

i Br(�i ! f �f)=Br(H sm ! f �f) (4)

�
2

A �i
= C

2

A i
�� Br(A ! f �f)Br(�i ! f �f): (5)

Foreach ofthetwo production m echanism s,and each of

the �nalstate signatures,the e�ective num berofevents

observed at LEP can be translated into a lim it on the

e�ectivecoupling �2 fora given Higgsm assm �i
.

Deciding whether a given point in the M SSM pa-

ram eter space is \ruled out" by the LEP data is then

m ore involved than sim ply calculating the m asses of

the Higgs eigenstates. O f key im portance is the ex-

pected lim it on �2 for a particular channel. This is

the bound that would be placed ifallobserved events

that received som e non-zero weight as \signal" events

were in factm erely Standard M odelbackground events.

W hile the actual bound obtained by the LEP collab-

orations is consistent with this expected bound, there

are three distinctexcesseswhere the experim entally ob-

tained bound was weaker than the expectation by ap-

proxim ately 2� [3,4,5,6].Them ostcelebrated ofthese

is in the channele+ e� ! Zh which shows an excess

around m h ’ 115 G eV. The two others occur in the

channele+ e� ! Zh with m h ’ 98 G eV and in thechan-

nele+ e� ! Ah with m h + m A = 187 G eV.Any M SSM

m odelthatyieldsa Higgscon�guration nearoneofthese

areasisgoverned by constraintsfrom LEP thatarequite

di�erent from those that yield a Higgs sector far from

theseareas.

B . H ow are m ass lim its obtained at LEP

Therelativecouplingsgiven by theCi in (1)arefunc-

tions ofthe Higgs m ass spectrum . Thus,lim its on the

e�ective couplings �2 can be translated into lim its on

these m asses. The Higgs m ass spectrum , in the CP-

conserving lim it,isdeterm ined attree levelby justtwo

inputparam etersatthe electroweak scale. These could

be two eigenstate m asses such as m h and m A ,or two

angles such as the Higgs m ixing angle � and the ratio

ofHiggsvevsgiven by tan�,orsom ecom bination ofthe

two.Notethattheseelectroweakscaleinputsarederived

quantitiesand arenotfundam entalfrom thehigh-energy,

underlying theory pointofview.

Attheloop leveltheHiggsm assspectrum requiressev-

eralm ore inputs from the softsupersym m etry-breaking

Lagrangian.Am ong thesearetherunningsquark m asses

for the third generation left-handed doublet m 2

eQ 3

=

m 2
~tL

= m 2
~bL

and the right-handed third generation sin-

gletsm 2
~tR

and m 2
~bR
,the trilinearscalarcouplingsassoci-
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ated with the top quark Yukawa A t and bottom quark

YukawaA b,andthe(supersym m etric)Higgsbilinearcou-

pling �.Atthenextorderthegluino m assisalso im por-

tant,not only in determ ining the Higgs m ass spectrum

butalsoforitscontribution to thebottom quark Yukawa

coupling which determ inesthe Higgsbranching fraction

tob;�bpairs.Ifweallow forCP violation in theHiggssec-

torwewillalso involvetherelativephasebetween � and

A t,which a�ectsthe m assesofthe variousHiggsstates

aswellastheircouplingsto the Z-boson.

In the presence ofa CP violating phase (forexam ple,

therelativephase�A � between the� param eterand the

softsupersym m etrybreakingtrilinearcouplingofthetop

squark)the m ass m atrix for the neutralHiggs states is

a 3 � 3 m atrix. In the basis fRe(hd)� vd; Re(hu)�

vu;sin� Im (hd)+ cos� Im (hu)g thisisgiven by

M
2 =

0

@

m 2
Z cos

2 � + em 2
A sin

2
� + e�� 11 � (em2A + m 2

Z )sin� cos� +
e�� 12 re��

� (em2A + m 2
Z )sin� cos� +

e�� 12 m 2
Z sin

2
� + em 2

A cos
2 � + e�� 22 se��

re�� s e�� em 2
A + e��

1

A (6)

where e� = 3�2t=16�
2 [8]. The m ass em 2

A is proportional

to the tree levelvalue m 2
A of the CP conserving case

and reduces to it in the lim it of �A � ! 0. W e have

chosentousethepairm A andtan� asourtreelevelinput

variablesforthe m om ent. The quantities� ij represent

radiative corrections to the tree levelvalues ofthe CP

even subsector.Explicitexpressionsforthese quantities

can befound in [9,10,11,12].Thequantity �represents

radiative corrections that are only present in the case

ofCP violation. Its value,as wellas the dim ensionless

proportionality factorsr and s,can be found in [8].

W hen we neglect the LR entries ofthe squark m ass

m atrix (which isthecaseof\m inim alm ixing"),wehave

the following leading radiativecorrections

� 11 = 2

�
�b

�t

� 2

m
2

b ln
m 2

~b1
m 2

~b2

m 4

b

; � 22 = 2m 2

t ln
m 2

~t1
m 2

~t2

m 4
t

r� = 0 ; s� =
sin�A �

sin�

j�jjA tjm
2
t

(m 2
~t2
� m2

~t1
)
ln
m 2

~t2

m 2
~t1

(7)

and � 12 = 0. Note that the sizes of� 11 and � 22 are

quite di�erent: even in the large tan� regim e, where

�t � �b,the ratio � 22=� 11 ’ 400. G iven thatthe one-

loop correction� 22 from thestop sectorhasatypicalsize

on theorderof30 G eV,itfollowsthatthe one-loop cor-

rection � 11 from the scalarbottom sectorhasa typical

size� 11 � 0:1 G eV and isthereforenegligible.

A particularly sim pleform fortheabovem atrix which

isoften assum ed isobtained undertheassum ptionsthat

(i)thereisno CP violation (ii)thetreelevelo�-diagonal

entries in (6) can be ignored and that (iii) m A sin� �

m Z cos�. Then the approxim ate m ass eigenvalues are

m 2
A ,m

2
H = m 2

A sin
2
� and m 2

h = m 2
Z sin

2
� + m 2

A cos
2 � +

e�m 2
t ln[(m

2
~t1
m 2

~t2
)=m 4

t]. A m ore usefulapproxim ation to

the lightest CP-even Higgs m ass is obtained when the

stop left-rightm ixing isrestored.In thiscasetheappro-

priateexpression in thelargetan� lim itism 2

h
’ m 2

Z + �
2

h

where

�
2

h =
3g2m 4

t

8�2m 2
W

�

ln

�
m ~t1

m ~t2

m 2
t

�

+ X
2

t

�

1�
X 2
t

12

��

: (8)

The additional contributions from the second term

in (8) are m axim ized for particular values ofthe stop

m ixing param eterX t � (At� �cot�)=M susy.Thisprop-

ertyhasbeen used tode�netheso-called \m h0-m ax"sce-

nario [13]which generatesthe m axim um possible Higgs

m assfora given value oftan� and typicalHiggsm ass.

W ewillreferto thisregim eby itsm orecom m on (though

m isleading) nam e of the \m axim al m ixing" scenario.2

Thespeci�cpointde�ned in [13]isgiven by thefollowing

com bination ofparam eters:

8
<

:

m ~tL
= m ~bL

= m ~tR
= m ~bR

� M susy = 1 TeV

� = � 200 G eV; Xt � (At� �cot�)=M susy = 2

M 2 = 200 G eV; M ~g = 800 G eV; A b = A t

9
=

;

(9)

and the value of tan� restricted to lie in the range

0:4 < tan� < 50.W ithin thisparadigm ,the constraints

on the various �2 can be translated into the lim its dis-

played in Figure 1 for the (m h0;m A ) plane [1]. The 95

% exclusion contour is represented by the dashed line

in Figure 1: com binations of m h and m A above and

to the left ofthis line would require a coupling �2 for

som e process excluded at the 95% con�dence level. In

other words,within the context ofthe \m h0-m ax" sce-

nariothesecom binationswould haveproduced too m any

signal-like events at LEP.The utility of the m h0-m ax

scenario is that the lim its on the Standard M odel-like

Higgs eigenstate of the M SSM are the m ost conserva-

tivepossible.Itm ustbe rem em bered,however,thatthe

lim its,the con�dence levelregionsand the theoretically

2 In this nam e the \m ixing" refers to m ixing in the stop sector,

though the \m axim al" refersto the H iggs m ass.
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excluded areaswillallchangeifthem h0-m ax scenario is

replaced with a di�erentinterpretiveparadigm .
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FIG .1: D istribution of con�dence level in the (m h;m A )

plane for the m 0

h
-m ax scenario [1]. The white area m arked

< 1� the observed num berofevents shows a de�cit orislessthan

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 ofobserved events above the Stan-

dard M odelbackground over 1� and 2�, respectively. The 95%

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

pointsto theleftofthislineareexcluded.W ehavehighlighted two

areas ofparticular interest: one centered around m h = 114 G eV

(A )and one centered around m h = 98 G eV (B).

II. LO W -EN ER G Y C LA SSIFIC A T IO N

W e have learned from the preceding section that one

can identify three distinct 2� excesses in the LEP data

consistent with the hypothesis that one or m ore Higgs

eigenstates is produced. These correspond to the pro-

duction ofa(m ostly)CP-even eigenstateofm ass98G eV

and/or 115 G eV, as well as the production of two

Higgs eigenstates with one being (m ostly) CP-odd. By

\m ostly" we m ean thatin the presence ofCP violating

e�ectsin theHiggssectorthewavefunction forthestate

in question isdom inated by thecom ponentwith theap-

propriate CP quantum num ber. W e willsee below that

som e interpretationsofthese excesseswillrequire a de-

greeofCP violation.

Fortherem ainderofthissection wewillreferto these

as2� \signals,"bearing in m ind thatsom eorallofthese

excessesm ay be sim ply the resultofuctuations in the

background rate.Logically speaking,one can divide the

M SSM param eterspaceintoclassescapableofproducing

one,two orthreesignals{ aswellasa m uch largerclass

thatwould giverisetonoexcesseventsatall.G iven that

properly applying the LEP constraintson Higgsm asses

depends on whether those m assesfallnearone ofthese

excessregions,webelievethisisa usefulsystem forclas-

sifying possibleM SSM m odels.

In allwe �nd seventeen physically distinct scenarios

com patible with the LEP results. In �fteen cases the

lightestHiggsm assiskinem atically accessibleatLEP II

butno signalisproduced due to a reduction in the pro-

duction crosssection and/orbranching ratiosto bottom

quarks. In addition there isthe case where the lightest

Higgs eigenstate is indeed Standard M odellike with a

m assm h = 115 G eV (No. 10)and the case where itis

heavier than about 115 G eV (No. 17). These di�erent

con�gurationsaresum m arized in TableI.

As m entioned in the previoussection,the low-energy

param eter space that determ ines the properties ofthe

Higgs sector relevant for the LEP search is large. W e

have not attem pted a com plete scan of this space so

the rangeswe present for each case in m ass values and

tan� should be regarded asrepresentative. Forinvesti-

gating the Higgssectoratlow energiesweusethe FO R-

TRAN codeCPsuperH[14]which usesan e�ectivepoten-

tialm ethod for com puting Higgs m ass eigenvalues and

couplings. To keep the survey m anageable we scanned

over the low-energy quantities tan�, m H � , A t = A b,

m 2
Q 3
,m 2

U 3
= m 2

D 3
,� and the relative phase between A t

and them u param eterin generatingTableI.Forthecase

where the lightestHiggseigenstate decaysinto neutrali-

nos(no.15)we included thegaugino m assvariablesM 1

and M 2 in the scan.

Note that the ranges presented in the table do not

assum e any particularm odelforthe softLagrangian at

eitherthelow orhigh scale,such asthem axim alm ixing

scenario. W e willdiscuss possible im plications for the

softsupersym m etry breaking Lagrangian in Section III.

Fortherem ainderofthissection,however,wewilldiscuss

som egeneralfeaturesoftheentriesin TableIand inves-

tigate in furtherdetailsom e speci�c pointsrepresenting

caseswith three,two,oneand zero excesses.

Letusbegin with adescriptionofthevariousquantities

in TableI.Aftergiving theentry num berweprovidethe

neutralHiggsm assspectrum .W hen CP isconserved we

callthe statesby the usualnam esh,H and A;one can

show here that m h is always less than m ax(M Z ;m A ),

even allowing one-loop correctionsform h,so any m odel

with m A and M Z < m h requires a non-trivialphase.

Thisconclusion doesnotinclude loop e�ectsform A ,so

one can have m A a few G eV less than m h for certain

param etersiftan� is large. The reader should keep in

m ind thatin theCP violating casesthem asseigenstates

are not CP eigenstates. The colum n headed � has a Y

ifa non-trivialphase (not zero or �) plays a role for a

given m odel. Because the one loop top/stop radiative

correction to the Higgspotentialisratherlarge,a large

phase (speci�cally the relative phase of� and A t) can

enter, and lead to a relative phase between the Higgs

vevs at the m inim um of the potential. This phase is

physicaland cannotbe rotated away.Itleadsto m ixing

between them asseigenstates,and a�ectstheproduction

ratesand decay branching ratios[16,17,18,19,20].
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TABLE I: Possible explanations consistent w ith LEP H iggs search results. Ranges ofneutraland charged Higgs

m asses consistent with background only hypotheses as wellas 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. Q ualitative tan� and Higgs coupling

rangesforeach individualparam eterspace isgiven.Allrangesshould be understood asindicative oftheallowed region atthe

roughly 10% accuracy level:�nescansoftheparam eterspacehavenotbeen perform ed.ForHiggsstate ’ i theZZ’i coupling

is (g2M Z =cos�W )C i,approxim ate values are given in the table. The colum n m arked � indicates a non-trivialphase ��A t is

needed.W hen thereisnontrivialphase,m A isunderstood asthem assoftheneutralHiggswith sm allestC Z Z H i
coupling.The

colum n � indicatesthe presence ofa large � term . The colum n m arked U indicatesthisscenario iscom patible with a uni�ed

SUSY breaking scenario such asm SUG RA.W e believe allothersuch scenariose�ectively reduce to one ofthese.

No. m h m A m H m H � Signals tan� C
2

h C
2

H U � �

1 98 89 115 112-123 98,115,187 6-12 0.2 0.8 Y Y

2 98 < m h 115 106-127 98,115 4-13 0.2 0.8 Y Y

3 98 � m h 115 121-136 98,115 5-50 0.2 0.8

4 98 115-130 115 112-124 98,115 10-24 0.2 0.8 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 0.2 0.8 Y Y

7 82-110 < m h 115 � m A 115 7-50 0.0 1.0 Y Y

8 82-110 � m h 115 � m A 115
c

5-50 0.0 1.0 Y

9 82-110 115-140 115 � m A 115 6-24 0.0 1.0 Y

10 115 m A � m H > 115 � m A 115
c

3-50 1.0 0.0 Y

11 98 100-130 120-130 � m A 98 5-50 0.20 0.80

12 98 < 98 120-130 106-128 98 4-13 0.20 0.80 Y Y

13 65-93 94-120 116-125 110-140 187 8-50 0.0 1.0 Y

14 80-100 25-40 133-154 109-130 Nonea 2-5 0.5-0.8 0.2-0.5 Y Y

15 111-114.4 m A � m H > 114:4 � m A Noneb 2.1-4 1.0 0.0

16 70-114.4 90-140 > 114:4 � m A None 4-50 0.0 1.0 Y

17 > 114:4 m A � m H > 114:4 � m A None
c

4-50 1.0 0.0 Y

a
D om inantdecay isCP violating processH 2 ! H 1H 1.Thiscase wasstudied in Ref.18.

b
The \invisible" decay h ! ~N 1

~N 1 and h ! b�b decaysare com parable (i.e.Br(h ! ~N 1
~N 1)rangesfrom 30 to 60% ).

c
These scenarioswere studied in Ref.15.

The fourth colum n is the charged Higgs m ass and it

can be schem atically written as m 2

H � = m 2
W + m 2

A +

loop corrections.Forsom erows,thecharged Higgsm ass

isalm ost�xed and wegivethenum ericalvaluein theta-

ble forthese cases.Forthe rem aining caseswhere there

is a range forthe m H � we m erely indicate m H � � mA
since it does not di�er from m A signi�cantly. In m ost

casesthe charged Higgsm ass m H � is less than the top

quark m ass,so the decay t! b+ H � isallowed.Exist-

ingdatafrom D0excludesm H � below about125G eV for

tan� largerthan about50 with m ild m odeldependence,

so no m odelisfully excluded { though partsofthe pa-

ram eterrangeofsom em odelsareprobably excluded by

non-observation ofH � .W ith m oreand betterdata from

Run IItheH � ofm ostofthesem odelscould beobserved

or excluded [21]. These sm allvalues for m H � can also

exceed lim itsfrom Br(b! s),butusing lightchargino

and gluino contributions provides signi�cant exibility.

However,cases8 and 16 exceed thelim itson Br(b! s)

by m orethan afactoroftwoand arethuslikely to beex-

cluded,though weshould notethatthisisbased on using

a uni�ed m SUG RA m odelfor these cases and m ay not

hold when departuresfrom universality areentertained.

Thelistofpossibleexcessesthatcan beobtained with

a particularscenario,the allowed rangein tan� and the

Higgs ZZH i couplings follow. Again, in CP violating

casesCh isthe coupling ofthelighterofthem ostly CP-

even neutralHiggsstateswhileCH isthecoupling ofthe

heavier such state. W e have lim ited the range oftan�

surveyed to a m axim um value oftan� � 50. For each

pointin the low energy param eterspace the production

crosssection relativetotheStandard M odelHiggscan be

com puted from thecouplingsCh and CH .Decay widths

forHiggsdecaystobottom ,charm and tau arecom puted

to determ ineBr(h ! b�b).From thesethevariable�2 can

be determ ined for com parison to the LEP bounds. As

LEP reportsboundsin thelim itwherem h ’ m A wecan

takethe param eter� ’ 1.

The colum n m arked \U" indicates a low-energy sce-

nario that can be reached by a point in the m SUG RA

param eterspace athigh energies.W e willhave m ore to

sayaboutthiscolum n in Section III.Thecolum n headed

by � has a Y if� is very large,say wellabove several

hundred G eV.This is particularly relevant because of
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TABLE II: Exam ple H iggs C on�guration for Each Entry ofTable I.A particularpointcontained in theallowed ranges

shown in Table Iisdisplayed in greaterdetailforall17 possible Higgssectorcon�gurations.Note the relatively lightcharged

Higgsm assesforthe m ajority ofthese m odels,placing them within the physicsreach ofRun IIatthe Tevatron.

No. m h m A m H C
2

h C
2

A C
2

H Br(h ! b�b) m H � tan� � �A �

1 97.4 88.9 115.3 0.206 0.036 0.758 0.94 119.0 6.0 -1700 135

2 97.6 92.8 115.4 0.213 0.001 0.786 0.94 121.0 8.0 -1500 130

3 98.0 101.2 114.9 0.227 0.000 0.773 0.93 128.0 10.0 -500 180

4 97.8 126.8 114.3 0.193 0.000 0.807 0.98 117.0 11.0 -2000 180

5 90.7 96.8 115.0 0.008 0.000 0.992 0.98 129.5 32.0 2000 0

6 98.5 89.2 117.7 0.236 0.002 0.762 0.94 121.0 7.0 -1600 130

7 103.9 93.9 115.2 0.041 0.008 0.951 0.97 121.0 13.0 -1500 160

8 94.4 98.0 114.4 0.042 0.000 0.958 0.94 126.8 39.5 -569 180

9 93.1 118.4 115.0 0.014 0.000 0.986 0.98 123.0 12.0 -1700 180

10 114.5 686.3 687.6 1.000 0.000 0.000 0.80 692.8 25.0 530 0

11 98.2 101.5 118.2 0.212 0.000 0.788 0.90 129.0 14.0 500 0

12 98.0 93.1 119.3 0.237 0.013 0.750 0.93 123.0 7.0 -1700 125

13 88.0 99.7 118.2 0.041 0.000 0.959 0.99 118.0 19.0 -2000 180

14 81.5 32.1 139.0 0.666 0.009 0.325 0.03 115.0 2.5 2000 0

15 110.7 493.7 501.0 0.999 0.000 0.001 0.30 500.0 2.1 200 0

16 100.3 104.1 115.9 0.068 0.000 0.932 0.94 131.6 39.5 -722 180

17 116.8 819.7 820.8 1.000 0.000 0.000 0.83 828.4 25.0 730 0

the question of�ne-tuning needed to obtain electroweak

sym m etry breaking.Such a largevalue of� isnecessary

in som ecasesbecauseoftheneed to enhancethebottom

Yukawa coupling,and thusenhance the branching ratio

ofh ! b�b.Thiscan be seen from the following

m b = yb

p
2M W cos�

g
(1+ � b)

� b �
2�s

3�
M ~g�tan� I(M ~b1

;M ~b2
;M ~g)

+
�t

4�
A t�tan� I(M ~t1

;M ~t2
;M �); (10)

where we keep only the leading term s in tan�. Here

I(a;b;c)isa loop integraland g istheSU (2)gaugecou-

pling.Itisclearthatonce the relative sign between A t,

M ~g and � is chosen,the large value of� can m ake � b

m ore negative and consequently enhance yb for a �xed

inputbottom quark m ass.

W enextgivea detailed description oftheHiggssector

for an exam ple point that gives rise to three,two,one

orno excessesatLEP,respectively. Sam ple low-energy

con�gurationsforallm odelsaresum m arized in TableII

and plotted schem atically in Figure2.

A sam plepointin theparam eterspaceofEntry No.1

has m h ’ 98 G eV,m H = 115 G eV and m h + m A =

187 G eV. Its param eters are tan� = 6, � = � 1700,

m H � = 119,A t = 370,A b = 400,�� = 135o,M 1 = 100,

M 2 = 200,M 3 = 600 and m ~Q 3

= m ~bR
= m ~tR

= 500,

with allparam etersin G eV.Thisgivesforthe m assesof

the three m ass eigenstates m 1 = 88:9,m 2 = 97:4,and

m 3 = 115:3 G eV,with C 2
i respectively of0.036,0.206,

and 0.758. Allthree states have BR(’i ! b�b) � 0:94.

These give about 2� signals at 98 and 115 G eV.Since

m A � M Z the Zh and Ah channels add to give an ap-

parent187 G eV signal.

Entry No.5 is designed to �t m H = 115 G eV and

m h + m A = 187 G eV. In this case one needs a large

� value to �t the 187 G eV signal. This is because if

the Higgs decay is like the SM Higgs decay, then the

branching ratio to b;�bpairsatthism assregion isabout

80% and �2
Z A h

willbe too sm allto explain the signal.

To satisfy thecriteria forthe 187 G eV signalweneed to

enhancethebranchingratiotob;�bwhich tendstorequire

a large �. Allscanned points have �2Z A h < 0:90. O ur

sam ple point has Br(A ! b�b)Br(h ! b�b) = 0:935 with

param eters tan� = 32,� = 2000,m H � = 130,A t =

1750,A b = 1000,M 1 = 300,M 2 = 300,M 3 = � 1000,

m ~Q 3

= m ~bR
= 1000 and m ~tR

= 1380 with allm asses

in G eV.The m asses ofthe three m ass eigenstates are

m h = 90:7,m A = 96:8 and m H = 115:0 G eV,with C 2
i

respectively of0.008,0 and 0.992. Allthree stateshave

BR(’i ! b�b)� 0:98 which yieldsan apparent2� signal

at115 G eV and 187 G eV.

Entry No.8hasm H = 115G eV with theotherneutral

Higgs states having sm aller m asses. Its param eters are

tan� = 39:48,� = � 569,mH � = 126:8,A t = � 832,

A b = � 926, M 1 = 179, M 2 = 344, M 3 = 1117,

m ~Q 3

= 926,m ~bR
= 902 and m ~tR

= 857,with allm asses

in G eV.The m asses ofthe three m ass eigenstates are

then m h = 94:4,m A = 98:0 and m H = 114:4 G eV,with

C 2
i respectively of0.042,0 and 0.958. Allthree states

have BR(’i ! b�b) � 0:94 which yields an apparent2�

signalat115 G eV.

Entry No.15hasnosignalatLEP and alightestHiggs
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boson m assbelow 115 G eV. Itsparam etersare tan� =

2:1, � = 200, m H � = 500 A t = A b = 4000, M 1 =

55,M 2 = 250,M 3 = 700 and m ~Q 3

= m ~bR
= m ~tR

=

2000,with allm asses in G eV.The m asses ofthe three

m ass eigenstates are m h = 111,m A = 494 and m H =

501G eV,with C 2
i respectively of0.999,0and 0.001.The

branching ratiosofthe lighteststate are BR(h ! b�b)=

0:3 and BR(h ! ~N 1
~N 1)= 0:621,where ~N 1 isthe stable

lightestsuperpartnerand isagood candidateforthecold

dark m atterofthe universe.In the case presented here,

m ~N 1

= 43:5 G eV.
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FIG .2:Schem atic D istribution ofthe 17 cases in Table II.

The exam ple pointsin Table IIare plotted in the (m h;m A )plane.

Threepoints(N os.10,15 and 17)involve pseudoscalarm assesout-

side ofthe region shown. W e have overlaid the \theoretically dis-

allowed" region (light shading) and 95% exclusion contour from

Figure 1 for the special case of the CP-conserving m 0

h
-m ax sce-

nario [1]. These contours are shown for reference purposes only:

the boundsderived forthe m 0

h
-m ax scenario need notapply to the

17 speci�c points we investigate.

III. IM P LIC A T IO N S FO R SO FT

SU P ER SY M M ET R Y B R EA K IN G

It would be very nice ifone or m ore ofthe cases de-

scribed in Section IIpointed clearlytoasim plehigh scale

m odelwhich wecould then study and perhapsm otivate.

Unfortunately,thisdoesnotseem to occur.The�rstob-

stacleisthefactthattheHiggssectorvaluesgiven in Ta-

blesIand IIabovedo notcom pletely specify theM SSM

soft Lagrangian at the electroweak scale. Thus,trans-

lating these valuesto a high energy boundary condition

scale�uv through renorm alization group (RG )evolution

willinvolvesom earbitrariness{ forexam ple,in choosing

the low-energy values ofslepton and second-generation

squark m asses.

In som einstances,such asentry No.8described above,

the necessary low scale valuescould be obtained from a

uni�ed m SUG RA m odelatthehigh scale.In ordertode-

term inehow m any ofthelow-energy scenariosofTableI

could besim ilarlyobtained,weperform ed ascan overthe

�veparam etersofthem inim alsupergravitym odelatthe

scale �uv = �gut = 1:9� 1016 { uni�ed scalarm assm 0,

uni�ed gaugino m assm 1=2,uni�ed trilinearcoupling A 0,

tan� and the sign ofthe �-param eter. These param -

eters were evolved to the electroweak scale �ew = m Z

using the code SuSpect with ferm ion m assesand gauge

coupling setto theirdefaultvalues [22],and the result-

ing Higgssectorcom pared with the 17 casesin Table I.

O nly fourofthese possibilitieswere found to be obtain-

able from such a uni�ed m odelatthe high-energy scale,

and thesem odelsarem arked by a\Y"in theappropriate

colum n ofTableI.

The fact that so few entries can be obtained from

m SUG RA can be understood asfollows. In generalthe

value ofthe pseudoscalarm ass m A and the coupling of

the lightest CP-even Higgs to the Z-boson are related:

sm allvalues ofm A in uni�ed m odels tends to require

very large tan� which also tendsto im ply Ch ’ 0. For

casesin the table where tan� isrestricted to be signi�-

cantlybelow tan� = 50butyetC 2
h 6= 0we�nd noentries

obtainablefrom m SUG RA.In addition,caseswhere the

� term m ustbe largeyetthe pseudoscalarm assissm all

are not com m on in m SUG RA.This leaves only entries

Nos. 8,10,16 and 17 in Table I. Forthese m odels the

valuesofthe relevantparam etersin the softLagrangian

(and thevalueofthe�-param eter)aregiven in TableIII

at the input scale �gut and at the electroweak scale in

TableIV below.

Fortherem ainingcases,wherea uni�ed description at

thehigh scaleisnonexistent,weareforced to m akesom e

arbitrary choices for the undeterm ined soft Lagrangian

param eters in order to reconstruct the high-energy La-

grangian.Itiscom m on practicewhen working with low-

energy soft param eters to choose allsquark m asses to

bedegenerateforsim plicity { com pare,forexam ple,the

de�ned values ofthe squark m asses in the \m h0-m ax"

scenario of(9). O fcourse such an outcom e atthe elec-

troweak scale would require a very specialinitialcondi-

tionatthehigh energyscale{afactnotoften appreciated

in low-energy analyses. Nevertheless,�tting the Higgs

sectorsin Table IIto a low-energy softsupersym m etry-

breakingLagrangian isafareasiertask when thesquarks

are taken to be degenerate at the electroweak scale,so

we willadopt that procedure here when possible. O ur

choicesforlow energy valuesare given in Table V while

the translated valuesatthe G UT scale are displayed in

TableVI.

Naturally,entriessuch asNos.8 and 16 which can be

identi�ed with a pointin them SUG RA param eterspace

have a sim ple appearance at the high scale. By con-

trast,thosem odelswhich haveno m apping to a uni�ed-
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TABLE III: Soft term values at the G UT scale for m od-

els which can be obtained from the m inim al supergravity

paradigm .Allm assesare given in G eV .

Uni�ed M odels

Entry 8 10 16 17

M 1 450 300 560 350

M 2 450 300 560 350

M 3 450 300 560 350

A t 0 -750 0 -1300

A b 0 -750 0 -1300

A � 0 -750 0 -1300

m
2

Q 3
(450)

2
(500)

2
(300)

2
(500)

2

m
2

U 3
(450)

2
(500)

2
(300)

2
(500)

2

m
2

D 3
(450)

2
(500)

2
(300)

2
(500)

2

m
2

L 3
(450)2 (500)2 (300)2 (500)2

m
2

E 3
(450)

2
(500)

2
(300)

2
(500)

2

m
2

Q 1;2
(450)

2
(500)

2
(300)

2
(500)

2

m
2

U 1;2
(450)

2
(500)

2
(300)

2
(500)

2

m
2

D 1;2
(450)

2
(500)

2
(300)

2
(500)

2

m
2

L 1;2
(450)

2
(500)

2
(300)

2
(500)

2

m
2

E 1;2
(450)

2
(500)

2
(300)

2
(500)

2

m
2

H u
(450)2 (500)2 (300)2 (500)2

m
2

H d
(450)

2
(500)

2
(300)

2
(500)

2

� -761 533 -962 730

TABLE IV: Soft term values at the electroweak (Z-m ass)

scale for m odels which can be obtained from the m inim al

supergravity paradigm .Allm assesare given in G eV .

Uni�ed M odels

Entry 8 10 16 17

tan� 39.5 25 39.5 25

M 1 179 125 237 146

M 2 344 233 452 273

M 3 1117 695 1449 812

A t -832 -795 -1079 -1078

A b -926 -1364 -1199 -1919

A � -43 -809 -61 -1312

m
2

Q 3
(926)2 (652)2 (1160)2 (674)2

m
2

U 3
(857)

2
(491)

2
(1076)

2
(444)

2

m
2

D 3
(902)2 (734)2 (1118)2 (784)2

m
2

L 3
(519)

2
(513)

2
(491)

2
(505)

2

m
2

E 3
(413)

2
(453)

2
(329)

2
(403)

2

m
2

Q 1;2
(1129)

2
(811)

2
(1375)

2
(898)

2

m
2

U 1;2
(1094)

2
(791)

2
(1325)

2
(872)

2

m
2

D 1;2
(1089)

2
(788)

2
(1319)

2
(869)

2

m
2

L 1;2
(549)

2
(541)

2
(508)

2
(555)

2

m
2

E 1;2
(482)

2
(513)

2
(376)

2
(518)

2

m
2

H u
� (659)

2
� (533)

2
� (841)

2
� (734)

2

m
2

H d
� (569)

2
(375)

2
� (739)

2
(211)

2

� -569 530 -722 730

m assm odelshow no discernible pattern in the softLa-

grangian.W hile som esm alldegreeofim provem entm ay

be possible by varying those param etersleftunspeci�ed

at the low scale by the Higgs sector,we have found no

instances where the patterns of severe hierarchies and

negative scalar m ass-squareds can be alleviated. Note

that these non-universalcases are particularly perverse

in thatboth chargeand colorsym m etriesareradiatively

restored in these m odels as the param eters are evolved

towardsthe electroweak scale.

Even allowingforthepossibility thatsom eofthehigh-

scalevaluesin TableVIwhich appearsim ilarcan,in fact,

bem adeto unify with theappropriateadjustm entoflow

scalevalues,wearestillconfronted with a largenum ber

ofunrelated param eters in the soft Lagrangian. M ost

m odelsofsupersym m etry breaking (such asm SUG RA)

arestudied fortheirsim plicity;they tend to involvevery

few free param eters.The traditionalm odelsofm inim al

gravity,m inim algaugeand m inim alanom aly m ediation,

as studied in the Snowm ass Points and Slopes [23,24]

havetoo few param etersto possibly describe these non-

universalcases even when allthree are com bined in ar-

bitrary am ounts. Nor do string-based m odels generally

provide su�cient exibility, whether they be heterotic

based [25] or intersecting brane constructions such as

TypeIIB orientifold m odels[26].W hilehaving su�cient

free param eters in the m odelis,strictly speaking,nei-

thernecessary norsu�cientto potentially generate one

ofthe entries in Table I,we feelit is a good indication

ofthe theoreticalchallengefaced by m odelsthatcannot

com e from m SUG RA or other sim ple benchm ark m od-

els. This is particularly true when the num ber offree

param eterswithin,say,thescalarsectorand thenum ber

ofhierarchiesin the softLagrangian areconsidered.

That m any of the entries in Table I im ply high

scale soft supersym m etry breaking patterns with such

unattractive features (and no discernible theoretical

structure) can be considered one elem ent of the �ne-

tuning in such cases. It is not an autom atic corollary,

however,thatthe m odelsthatadm ita uni�ed explana-

tion arenecessarily less�ne-tuned.In TableVIIwealso

providetwo additionalquantitativem easuresofthe�ne-

tuning in these17 cases.Thenum bers�Z and �A arethe

sensitivitiesofm Z and m A ,respectively,tosm allchanges

in thevaluesoftheindependenthigh-scalevaluesai;i.e.

� =
p P

(�i)
2 where�i = j(ai=m )�m =�a ij[7].

In ordertotreatuni�ed and non-uni�edm odelsequally

we have used the average scalar m ass squared,gaugino

m assand trilinearcouplingasfreevariablesin com puting

these sensitivities,aswellasthe value ofthe bilinearB-

term (in lieu oftan�)and the �-param eteratthe G UT

scale fora totalof�ve ai foreach m odel. Forexam ple,

to calculate the �m 1=2
for the nonuniversalm odels each

gauginom asswasvaried sim ultaneously by acertain per-

centage (in this case 1% ). The RG Es were then solved

with thesethreenew gauginom assinputparam etersand

thenew Z-boson m asscom puted attheelectroweakscale.

From this �(m Z )=m Z can be determ ined. The value of
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TABLE V: Soft term values at the electroweak (Z-m ass) scale for m odels which can not be obtained from the m inim al

supergravity paradigm .Allm assesare given in G eV .

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 2.1

M 1 100 100 120 300 300 100 100 300 120 100 300 200 55

M 2 200 200 240 300 300 200 200 300 240 200 300 200 250

M 3 600 600 700 1000 -1000 600 600 1000 700 600 1000 1000 700

A t 370 430 440 500 1750 500 550 600 600 600 1750 1000 4000

A b 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

m 2

Q 3
(500)2 (500)2 (500)2 (500)2 (1000)2 (500)2 (500)2 (500)2 (800)2 (600)2 (800)2 (500)2 (2000)2

m 2

U 3

(500)2 (500)2 (500)2 (400)2 (1380)2 (500)2 (500)2 (400)2 (800)2 (600)2 (1200)2 (500)2 (2000)2

m 2

D 3

(500)2 (500)2 (500)2 (500)2 (1000)2 (500)2 (500)2 (500)2 (800)2 (600)2 (800)2 (500)2 (2000)2

m 2

L 3
(500)2 (500)2 (500)2 (500)2 (1000)2 (500)2 (500)2 (500)2 (800)2 (600)2 (800)2 (500)2 (2000)2

m 2

E 3
(500)2 (500)2 (500)2 (500)2 (1000)2 (500)2 (500)2 (500)2 (800)2 (600)2 (800)2 (500)2 (2000)2

m 2

Q 1;2
(500)2 (500)2 (500)2 (500)2 (1000)2 (500)2 (500)2 (500)2 (800)2 (600)2 (800)2 (500)2 (2000)2

m 2

U 1;2
(500)2 (500)2 (500)2 (500)2 (1000)2 (500)2 (500)2 (500)2 (800)2 (600)2 (800)2 (500)2 (2000)2

m 2

D 1;2
(500)2 (500)2 (500)2 (500)2 (1000)2 (500)2 (500)2 (500)2 (800)2 (600)2 (800)2 (500)2 (2000)2

m 2

L 1;2
(500)2 (500)2 (500)2 (500)2 (1000)2 (500)2 (500)2 (500)2 (800)2 (600)2 (800)2 (500)2 (2000)2

m 2

E 1;2
(500)2 (500)2 (500)2 (500)2 (1000)2 (500)2 (500)2 (500)2 (800)2 (600)2 (800)2 (500)2 (2000)2

m 2

H u
� (1689)2 � (1491)2 � (501)2 � (1982)2 � (1990)2 � (1590)2 � (1492)2 � (1685)2 � (491)2 � (1690)2 � (1962)2 � (1952)2 (392)2

m 2

H d
� (1679)2 � (1480)2 � (493)2 � (1947)2 � (1612)2 � (1579)2 � (1473)2 � (1227)2 � (510)2 � (1682)2 � (1991)2 � (1774)2 (403)2

� -1700 -1500 -500 -2000 2000 -1600 -1500 -1700 500 -1700 -2000 2000 200

TABLE VI: Softterm valuesattheG UT scaleform odelswhich can notbeobtained from them inim alsupergravity paradigm .

Allm assesare given in G eV .

N on-universalM odels

Entry 1 2 3 4 5 6 7 9 11 12 13 14 15

M 1 242 242 291 726 726 242 242 726 291 242 726 484 133

M 2 243 243 292 365 365 243 243 365 292 243 365 243 304

M 3 210 210 245 349 -349 210 210 349 245 210 349 349 245

A t 3156 3292 3595 4654 4157 3573 3662 5004 4135 3931 9028 9476 33453

A b 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

m 2

Q 3

� (593)2 (196)2 (935)2 � (788)2 (1322)2 (314)2 (558)2 (399)2 (1422)2 (666)2 (2589)2 (2614)2 (12962)2

m 2

U 3
� (781)2 (414)2 (1396)2 � (821)2 (2176)2 (540)2 (851)2 (1003)2 (1956)2 (933)2 (3822)2 (3777)2 (18234)2

m 2

D 3

� (196)2 � (197)2 � (355)2 � (757)2 (160)2 � (197)2 � (213)2 � (768)2 (540)2 (268)2 � (409)2 � (710)2 (1908)2

m 2

L 3

(470)2 (470)2 (454)2 (403)2 (1058)2 (470)2 (472)2 (490)2 (771)2 (575)2 (816)2 (505)2 (1989)2

m 2

E 3
(487)2 (487)2 (486)2 (419)2 (715)2 (486)2 (484)2 (146)2 (794)2 (589)2 (582)2 (359)2 (1999)2

m 2

Q 1;2
� (246)2 � (246)2 � (417)2 � (772)2 (291)2 � (246)2 � (247)2 � (789)2 (465)2 (223)2 � (494)2 � (758)2 (1890)2

m 2

U 1;2
� (179)2 � (179)2 � (371)2 � (755)2 (676)2 � (179)2 � (174)2 � (683)2 (500)2 (279)2 � (167)2 � (699)2 (1902)2

m 2

D 1;2
� (182)2 � (183)2 � (366)2 � (733)2 (273)2 � (183)2 � (185)2 � (767)2 (507)2 (277)2 � (472)2 � (750)2 (1902)2

m 2

L 1;2
(470)2 (470)2 (454)2 (404)2 (1058)2 (470)2 (472)2 (490)2 (771)2 (575)2 (816)2 (505)2 (1989)2

m 2

E 1;2
(487)2 (487)2 (486)2 (419)2 (715)2 (487)2 (484)2 (147)2 (794)2 (589)2 (582)2 (359)2 (1999)2

m 2

H u
� (1937)2 � (1398)2 (1684)2 � (2008)2 (902)2 � (1441)2 � (1062)2 � (1809)2 (2254)2 � (1304)2 (4073)2 (4271)2 (22213)2

m 2

H d
� (1690)2 � (1493)2 � (525)2 � (1983)2 � (1597)2 � (1591)2 � (1488)2 � (1231)2 � (503)2 � (1693)2 � (1934)2 � (1747)2 (390)2

� -1687 -1479 -493 -1971 2090 -1581 -1480 -1676 494 -1680 -1995 2197 237
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TABLE VII: M easures of�ne tuning with respect to high

scale param eters in Tables III and VI. The two entries are

thesensitivitiesoftheZ-m assand pseudoscalarm assto sm all

changes in the input Lagrangian param eters. For exam ple,

the entries for m odel1 im ply that a 1% shift in high scale

param etersleadsto a 956% shiftin the value ofm
2

A .

Entry �Z �A Entry �Z �A

1 1007 956 10 83.4 1.4

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 94.2 17 158 1.8

9 930 4.7

�(m 1=2)=m 1=2 is then given by the average ofthe three

individualperturbations divided by the average ofthe

threeoriginalvaluesofthe gaugino m asses.

As far as we can see,allm odels with m A � mh,or

equivalently CH � 1 are signi�cantly �ne-tuned. This

isnotclearfrom the low-scaleparam eters,butseem sto

em erge when one exam ines the high-scale m odels that

give rise to sm allm A . M odels which require specifying

m ultiple soft param eters quite precisely also im ply ad-

ditionaltuning costs relative to the m SUG RA m odels.

Thisshould be seen asevidence ofthe di�culty in �nd-

ing areas ofthe low-energy param eter space capable of

producing m any oftheentriesin TableI.W hilethe�ne-

tuning\price"oftheLEP resultsfortheM SSM hasbeen

often discussed [27],it is apparentfrom Table VIIthat

the least�ne-tuned resultcontinuesto be the case with

m h ’ 115 G eV.

IV . FO C U S O N M A X IM A L M IX IN G

It m ay not seem surprising that the least-tuned in-

terpretation oftheLEP Higgssearch isthatthe lightest

HiggseigenstateisStandardM odel-likeand verynearthe

currentlim itofm h � 114 G eV,asthisisthehypothesis

thatisso often taken when studying the constraintson

the M SSM param eterspace in the literature. It is per-

hapsm oresurprisingthatthecaseswith m A � mh � mZ
are so m uch m ore sensitive to initialconditions,given

that the m agnitude oftuning in a given m odelis com -

m onlyassociatedwith theim portanceofradiativecorrec-

tionstoHiggsm asseigenvalues.Yetradiativecorrections

arecrucialin all17 ofthepossibleM SSM con�gurations

{ a factthatshould giveuspausein itsown right.

Even the m ost\favored" possibility ofm h ’ 115 G eV

tends to require som e superpartner m asses heavier

that one m ight naively expect, in order to obtain

the (75 G eV)2 radiative correction. In the standard

m SUG RA-based studies[28,29]onetypically needshere

either squarksor gluinos in excess of1 TeV in m ass at

the low energy scale,with the latterbeing a m uch m ore

seriousproblem for�ne-tuning than the form er[30,32].

M ostofthesestudiesassum evanishingtrilinearA-term s,

however. The degree oftuning can be reduced substan-

tially ifthe so-called \m axim alm ixing" scenario can be

engineered [13]. In this case,the need for large super-

partnerm assesism itigated by m axim izing theloop cor-

rection to the lightest Higgs boson m ass from the m 2
LR

entry ofthe stop m ass m atrix. In m odels whose scalar

sectoriswellapproxim ated by an overalluniversalscalar

m ass m 0,this tends to occur when A t ’ � 2m0 at the

G UT scale [33]. In m odels with sm alldepartures from

universality thisrelation rem ainsapproxim ately correct.

To get a sense of how m uch the �ne-tuning in the

M SSM Higgssectorcan be reduced when m axim alm ix-

ingisachieved,considerthesoleconstrainton theM SSM

param eterspaceinvolving a known,m easured quantity

m 2
Z

2
= � �

2(ew )+
m 2

H D
(ew )� tan2 �m 2

H U
(ew )

tan2 � � 1
; (11)

wheretheparam eters�,m 2
H D

and m 2
H U

arem eantto be

evaluated at the electroweak scale. Through the renor-

m alization group equationstheselow-scalevaluescan be

translated into the high-scale input values ofthe entire

softsupersym m etry-breaking Lagrangian [30,31]

m 2
Z

2
=
X

i

Cim
2

i(uv)+
X

ij

Cijm i(uv)m j(uv): (12)

For exam ple, the leading term s in the sum (12) for

tan� = 10 arefound to be [32]

m
2

Z = � 1:89�2 + 5:58M 2

3 � 0:38M 2

2 � 0:003M 2

1

� 1:20m2H U
� 0:04m2H D

+ 0:82m 2

Q 3
+ 0:66m 2

U 3

+ 0:19A 2

t � 0:65AtM 3 + 0:42M 2M 3 + � � � (13)

where allsoft term s are understood to be evaluated at

the input(G UT)scalein (13).

If we were not to specialize to the case of m inim al

supergravitywheregauginoand scalarm assesareuni�ed

to the valuesm 1=2 and m 0,respectively,then the above

equation would sim plify to

m
2

Z ’ � 1:9�2 + 5:8m 2

1=2 + 0:3m 2

0 + 0:2A 2

t � 0:8Atm 1=2:

(14)

Notethesizablecoe�cientforthegauginom assterm ,es-

pecially in com parison to the relatively sm allcoe�cient

in frontofthe scalarm assterm .The bulk ofthesecoef-

�cientsarecom ing from the gluino m assand the squark

m asses,respectively,ascan beseen from theoriginalex-

pression (13). The size ofthe coe�cientsin (14)would

seem to suggestthatthe resultm Z = 91 G eV would be

a \reasonable" outcom e ifthe typicalsize ofa softterm

wason the orderoftensofG eV.Butdirectsearchesfor
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FIG .3: E conom ics plot for m SU G R A w ith A 0 = 0 and

tan � = 10. The m ost e�cient (least �ne-tuned) point in the pa-

ram eterspace consistentwith m h = 115 G eV and allobservational

constraints is the intersection of the H iggs m ass contour (heavy

solid line)and the contourofconstanttuning � = 95 (dashed line).

This point intersects the contour ofconstant gluino m ass (dotted

line)form ~g = 750 G eV .Forcom parison wehaveincluded contours

ofconstant X t evaluated at the electroweak scale. The shaded re-

gion in the lowerrightisruled out by having a stau LSP.

superpartnersputsthetypicalsizeofthesesoftterm sat

O (m Z )orhigher.And,asstated above,therequirem ent

ofa su�ciently large radiative correction to the Higgs

m ass pushes at least som e ofthese param eters to even

largervalues.Thisisthe essence ofthe M SSM �ne tun-

ing problem .

The coe�cients in (14) are related to the sensitivity

param eters�i introduced in the previoussection. How-

ever,we are m ore concerned with the cancellations im -

plied by (14) required to achieve m Z = 91 G eV than

with the sensitivity ofthisoutcom e to sm allchangesin

the m asses them selves. In particular, the crux of the

�ne-tuning problem ofthe M SSM Higgssectoristhata

supersym m etricparam eterin thesuperpotential{the�-

param eter{m ustcanceltoa high degreeofaccuracy the

largecontributionsto theZ-boson m asscom ing from the

soft supersym m etry-breaking Lagrangian. W e are thus

led to de�ne a di�erent variable to m easure this degree

oftuning.

Forany given theory ofsupersym m etry breaking and

transm ission to theobservablesector,each ofthequanti-

tieson therighthand sideof(12)willbedeterm ined.In

general,however,thevalueofthe�-param eteratthein-

putscalewillnotbe{ thequestion ofitsorigin typically

requiring som eadditionalm odelinput,such asa singlet

which can coupleto a Higgsbilinearortheinclusion ofa

200 325 450 575 700 825 950
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2000
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X t = −2.0

ε = 400
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FIG .4: E conom ics plot for m SU G R A w ith A 0 = � 2m 0

and tan � = 10. The m ost e�cient (least �ne-tuned) point in

the param eter space consistent with m h = 115 G eV and allob-

servationalconstraints is the point oftangency ofthe H iggs m ass

contour(heavy solid line)and thecontourofconstanttuning � = 75

(dashed line). Thispointintersects the contour ofconstant gluino

m ass(dotted line)form ~g = 800 G eV .Forcom parison we have in-

cluded contours ofconstant X t evaluated atthe electroweak scale.

The shaded region in the lower rightisruled outby having a stau

LSP and in theupperleftby failureto break electroweak sym m etry.

G iudice-M asiero term in the K �ahlerpotential.Thiswill

be the case,for exam ple,in the string-inspired m odels

we willconsiderin the nextsection. W e thusintroduce

the variable� de�ned schem atically by

� �
1

jc�jm
2
Z

f
�
m

2

i;M a;A i

�
; (15)

wherec� isthecoe�cientofthe� 2 term in (12)and the

function f
�
m 2

i;M a;A i

�
representstheterm sin thesum -

m ation involving the soft Lagrangian param eters. This

param eter � represents the tuning on �2 at the high-

energy scale (in units of the Z-boson m ass) necessary

to cancelthecontribution from thesoftsupersym m etry-

breaking sector.Thatis,the ratio (�=m Z )
2 would need

to be tuned to roughly one part in � to achieve the

observed value of the Z-boson m ass. This param eter

is very sim ilar to the quantity � introduced by Chan,

Chattopadhyay and Nath to quantify cancellation in the

M SSM Higgssector[34].

Arm ed with thisvariablewecan safely com paredi�er-

enttheories{ and di�erentpointswithin the param eter

spaceofa singletheory { to determ inethedegreeofcan-

cellation required to achieve the correct Z-boson m ass.

For exam ple,in Figure 3 we investigate the tuning im -

plicationsofa 115 G eV Higgsm asswithin the m inim al
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FIG .5:G luino price plotfor m SU G R A w ith m 0 = 500 G eV .

The necessary gaugino m ass m 1=2 required to achieve m h =

112 G eV and m h = 115 G eV is indicated as a function of the

G U T scale value of A 0=m 0 for tan � = 10. N ote the dram atic

reduction in this \price," and the �ne-tuning �,when X t = � 2:1

for A 0 ’ � 2m 0. The shaded region along the bottom ofthe plot

is ruled out by direct search constraints on chargino m asses from

LEP,while the darker shaded region in the lower left corner has

inconsistent electroweak sym m etry breaking.

supergravity scenario with A 0 = 0. The contourofcon-

stantHiggsm asshasthe fam iliarform ofbeing concave

toward theorigin.W ehaveoverlaid thecontoursofcon-

stant X t (determ ined at the electroweak scale),de�ned

in a m annersim ilarto thatof(9)by

X t �
A t� �cot�
q

m 2
t1
m 2

t2

; (16)

wherem 2
t1
and m 2

t2
arethevaluesofthelighterand heav-

ier stop m ass eigenvalues,respectively. As anticipated,

the case where A 0 = 0 atthe G UT scale does notgive

riseto them axim alm ixing scenarioX t ’ � 2attheelec-

troweak scale.

To get a sense of the �ne-tuning burden on the �-

param eter in this space we have drawn representative

contoursofconstanttuning �. Along the contourwhere

m h = 115 G eV,theleast�ne-tuned pointisthepointof

intersection with thecontour� = 95atthefarleftedgeof

theplot.Thisintersection occursata gluino m assof750

G eV and thecontourm ~g = 750 G eV isgiven by thedot-

ted linein Figure3.Notethatthem ost\e�cient" com -

bination ofsoftterm sforachievingm h = 115G eV occurs

forthe sm allestpossible (uni�ed)gaugino m assallowed

by LEP bounds on chargino m asses,with a large sca-

larm ass.Thisisconsistentwith the relativecoe�cients
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FIG . 6: G luino price plot for m SU G R A w ith m 0 =

1000 G eV . Sam e plot as Figure 5 but for m 0 = 1000 G eV . At

these high valuesofthe com m on scalarm assthe value ofachieving

the optim alX t iseven m oreprofound.A gain,the shaded region in

the lower center ofthe plotis excluded by the chargino m ass con-

straint while the darker shaded regions in the lower left and right

yield inconsistent electroweak sym m etry breaking.

in (12). These contours are strictly speaking functions

ofthe universalscalar m ass m 0 and universalgaugino

m assm 1=2,butwekeep in m ind thatthekey m assesare

those ofthe (running) gluino m ass M 3 and the typical

(running)squark m assm ~q by including thesein theaxis

labels. W e callthese plots \econom ics plots" for their

sim ilarity to optim ization theory in which one seeks to

producea �xed am ountofa good (in thiscasetheHiggs

m ass)whilem inim izing theaccom panying production of

a negativeexternality (in thiscase�ne-tuning).

As the value of the uni�ed trilinear coupling A 0 is

varied,the location ofthis optim alpoint willm ove in

the (m 0;m 1=2) plane, sweeping out a locus ofoptim al

points.Forexam plein Figure4 wedisplay thesituation

forA 0 = � 2m0 atthe G UT scale,again fortan� = 10.

Note thatthe optim alpointhasnow m oved to an inte-

rior solution with m oderate gaugino and scalar m asses

since the contourofconstantHiggsm asshasdeveloped

a convex form .Theoptim alpointnow occursfor� = 75

and a gluino m assof800 G eV (represented by the dot-

ted contour again). Here the typicalsize ofthe m ixing

param eterX t islargerthan in Figure3 with avaluevery

nearX t = � 2 atthe optim alpoint,asexpected.

The e�ect ofthe m ixing param eter X t is m ore dra-

m atically displayed in Figures 5 and 6 for a universal

scalar m ass ofm 0 = 500 G eV and 1000 G eV,respec-

tively.Thegaugino m assisnow on theverticalaxisand
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the ratio ofA 0 to m 0 atthe G UT scale on the horizon-

talaxis.Thistranslated into a rangeofvaluesforX t at

theelectroweak scale,given by thethin,solid contoursin

those plots. The dram atic reduction ofG UT-scale gau-

gino m asses (the gluino \price") required to achieve a

given Higgsm assvalue isclearly evidentatX t = � 2:1,

corresponding to A 0 ’ � 2m0.Thechoiceofa particular

sign for this relation isthe resultofourconventionson

de�ning the sign ofthe �-param eter(conventionsoppo-

site to those of[20]). Clearly,the �ne-tuning inherent

in a given m odelis reduced dram atically when the re-

lation A 0 ’ � 2m0 can be engineered,with im portant

im plicationsforthe accessibility ofsuperpartnerm asses

atcurrentand future colliders.

V . M A X IM A L M IX IN G IN ST R IN G

SC EN A R IO S

Thisrelation A 0 ’ � 2m0 istherefore an alluring goal

forhigh-energy m odels,though few well-m otivated m od-

elsseem tonaturallypredictthisrelation.In them inim al

supergravityfram eworkboth trilinearsand scalarm asses

are taken as independent variables so no such relation

is predicted. In m inim algauge m ediation the trilinear

couplingsarenegligiblein relation to gaugino and scalar

m asses[35].W hilearelation between thesetwovariables

ispredicted in principle in anom aly m ediation,they be-

com ee�ectively freevariablesoncea bulk scalarvalueis

added to thetheory to com pensateforthenegativeslep-

ton squared m asses[36,37].W hileothersolutionstothis

problem exist,it is this early \m inim al" version ofthe

m odelthatwasstudied aspartofthe Snowm assPoints

and Slopes[23].Herewepreferto focuson supergravity-

based scenariosofa string-theoreticorigin with thehope

that this added structure willin generalprovide som e

understanding oftherelation between scalarm assesand

softtrilinearcouplingsatthe string orG UT scale.

String-inspired m odels are identi�ed by the presence

ofcertain gauge-singletchiralsuper�elds,m oduli,whose

Planck-scale vacuum expectation values determ ine the

couplings of the low-energy four-dim ensional theory.

Thusweim aginethatthegaugeand Yukawacouplingsof

theobservablesectorarefunctionsofthesem oduli�elds

(which we willdenote here collectively by ’n). In addi-

tion,weexpecttheK �ahlerpotentialforobservablesector

m atter�eldsZ i toalsobea function ofthesem oduliand

wewillde�ne

K (Z i
;Z

i
’
n
;’

n)= �i(’
n
;’

n)jZ ij2 + O (jZ ij4): (17)

The relation between the tree-leveltrilinear coupling

(A 0)ijk and thetree-levelscalarm ass(m
2
0)iatthebound-

ary condition scaleisthen determ ined by the functional

dependence ofthe variouscouplingson the m oduli. For

any supergravity m odelwe have the fundam entalrela-

tions

(A 0)ijk = hK nF
n � F

n
@n ln(�i�j�k=W ijk)i

(m 2

0)i = m
2

3=2 �

D

F
n
F

�m
@n@�m ln�i

E

(18)

where F n is the auxiliary �eld ofthe chiralsuper�eld

associated with the m odulus ’n, m 3=2 is the gravi-

tino m ass, W ijk is the (generally m oduli dependent)

Yukawa coupling between observable sector �elds and

K n = @K =@’n.A sum m ation overallm oduli’n which

participate in com m unicating supersym m etry breaking

via hF ni6= 0 isim plied in (18). Fora fullerdescription

ofsoftterm sin a generalsupergravity theory,aswellas

the string m odels we willpresent below, the reader is

referred to the Appendix.

Neglecting possibleD-term contributionsto thescalar

potential, the value of the potentialin the vacuum is

given by

hV i=

D

K n�nF
n
F
�n
E

� 3m2
3=2; (19)

where a sum m ation over m oduli is again im plied and

K n�n = @2K =@’n@’�n. Requiring that this contribution

tothecosm ologicalvacuum energy vanish leadstoarela-

tion between thegravitino m assand thesupersym m etry

breaking scalegoverned by thevarioushF ni.Forthere-

m ainderofthissection wewillinvestigatevariousstring

scenariosusing the generalexpressionsin (17)and (18)

to search forcaseswhereA 0 ’ 2m 0 can be obtained.

A . N aive dilaton dom ination

The sim pleststring-based scenario isthe case ofdila-

ton dom ination.Forthe weakly-coupled heteroticstring

the gauge couplingsofthe low-energy theory are deter-

m ined by thevacuum valueofa singlem odulus�eld,the

dilaton S.This�eld doesnotparticipatein the Yukawa

couplingsortheobservablesectorK �ahlerm etric(17).By

dilaton dom ination we referto a situation in which this

isthe only m oduluswhoseauxiliary �eld getsa nonvan-

ishing vacuum value.Thetree levelK �ahlerpotentialfor

the dilaton is sim ply K (S;S) = � ln(S + S) and thus

the dilaton dom ination scenario is a naturalrealization

ofthe specialcase

A 2
0

(m 2
0
)i
= 3

�
K sK �s

K s�s

�

! 3: (20)

Thisstring-inspiredscenariohasbeen studied atlength

in the literature [38,39,40,41]. It is a specialcase of

them inim alsupergravityscenariowith thefollowingsoft

term s

M a =
p
3

�
g2a(uv)

g2str

�

m 3=2

A 0 = �
p
3m 3=2

m
2

0 = m
2

3=2; (21)
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FIG .7:E conom icsplotfor the dilaton dom ination scenario

w ith tan � = 10. The subsetofpointsin the m SU G R A plane that

can be obtained from the dilaton dom ination scenario are given

by the dashed line. A n optim al scenario for a 115 G eV H iggs

m ass would be the point labeled (A ),but the dilaton dom ination

paradigm only allowsusto beatpoint(B)to satisfy thisconstraint.

The di�erence in tuning param eter � is given by the dark shaded

region,bounded on the interior by � = 84 and on the exterior by

� = 100. The di�erence in gluino m asses is even m ore profound,

represented by the lightshaded region bounded by m ~g = 875 G eV

on the leftand m ~g = 1153 G eV on the right.

where we have chosen conventions such that gaugino

m assesarepositive.Ifwetaketheinputstringscale�str

to be the sam e as the G UT scale,neglecting the sm all

di�erence between these two scales[42]we arrive atthe

fam ous relation am ong the soft term s m 1=2 = � A0 =
p
3m 0.Asthism odelisa subclassofm SUG RA m odels

we can study itin the sam e way we studied the general

casesofSection IV.

Forexam ple,in Figure 7 we plotthe sam e param eter

space as Figures 3 and 4 for tan� = 10. The dilaton

dom ination assum ption requiresthe theory to lie on the

locusofpointsidenti�ed by theheavy dashed line,where

X t ’ 1:3 at the electroweak scale. In this m odel,with

A 0 = �
p
3m 0 the optim alpointthatgivesrise to m h =

115 G eV isthe pointlabeled by (A)with tuning � = 84

and gluino m assm ~g = 875 G eV (the inside contoursof

the heavy and light shaded regions,respectively). The

only way to achievethisHiggsm assvalue in the dilaton

dom ination scenario isto beatpoint(B)with a slightly

greateram ountof�ne-tuning� = 100butam uch heavier

gluino m ass m ~g = 1153 G eV (the outside contours of

theheavy and lightshaded regions,respectively).W hile

theoptim alpointcannotbereached,thetopology ofthe

Higgsm asscontouriswhatweexpectasweapproach the
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FIG .8:G luino price plotfor dilaton dom ination w ith m 0 =

280 G eV . The subsetofpoints forwhich A 0=m 0 = �
p
3 asin the

dilaton dom ination scenario are given by the verticaldashed line.

Atintersection ofthiscontourwith the contourform h = 115 G eV

we have X t ’ 1:3 and � = 100. The dotted horizontalline is a

gluino m assofm ~g = 1150 G eV .ForlowerH iggsm assesthedilaton

dom ination scenario m ovescloserto the optim alpointin the lower

leftcornerwhere X t ’ � 2:2.The excluded shaded regionsare the

sam e asFigure 5.

m axim alm ixing scenario,and this represents a general

im provem entin the �ne-tuning overallin thism odel.

Nevertheless,the dilaton dom ination scenario m oves

further from the optim alpoint as the Higgs m ass con-

straintincreases. In Figure 8 we presentthe analogous

plotto Figure5,with the restricted spaceofthe dilaton

dom ination paradigm indicated by the dashed vertical

line. At lower Higgs m ass values the necessary gluino

m assissm aller,resulting in less�ne-tuning and the op-

tim alvalueofX t needed to achievethe m axim alm ixing

scenario approachesthe value dictated by the soft-term

constraints ofthis m odel. Som e m arginalim provem ent

in �ne tuning can,ofcourse,be obtained by increasing

the value oftan� beyond the value studied in Figures7

and 8. For exam ple,in Figure 9 we display the entire

param eterspace forthism odel,de�ned asitisby tan�

and one overallm assscale,which wetaketo be the sca-

larm ass.Fortan� = 10 we see thatm h = 115 G eV re-

quiresm ~g = 1150 G eV atthe electroweak scale(the top

contour ofthe horizontalshaded region) as before. At

the m axim alvalue oftan� for this Higgs m ass allowed

by the requirem entofa neutrallightestsupersym m etric

particle (LSP),speci�cally tan� = 32,the gluino m ass

can be lowered to 975 G eV (the bottom contourofthe

horizontalshaded region).

Soweconcludethatthegenericpointin theparam eter

spaceofthisstring-m otivated scenario involveslesscan-
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nario. Increasing tan � from tan � = 10 to tan � = 32 along

the contour m h = 115 G eV allows a m arginally lighter gluino.

The horizontal shaded region is bounded above by the contour

m ~g = 1150 G eV and below by the contour m ~g = 975 G eV .

N ote that throughout the relevant param eter space ofthis m odel

X t ’ � 1:3 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 therelation (11)fora given Higgsm assthan

a generic point in the fullm SUG RA param eter space.

But the tuning is stillsizable and the m odel requires

a relatively large gluino m ass. This latter problem can

be rem edied by invoking a di�erent m odulus �eld from

thestring theory to perform theroleoftransm itting the

supersym m etry breaking from a hidden sectorto theob-

servablesector.

B . N onuniversalm odular w eights

W hilethekineticfunctionsofobservablesectorm atter

�eldsaretypically notfunctionsofthedilaton { atleast

in the caseofthe weakly coupled heteroticstring { they

typically arefunctionsoftheso-called K �ahlerm oduliT I

whose vacuum valuesdeterm ine the size ofthe com pact

space. In what follows we willassum e,for the sake of

sim plicity,thatobservablesectorquantitiesdepend only

on a single overallm odulusT. Atthe leading orderthe

functionaldependenceoftheK �ahlerm etricforthe�elds

Z i on thism odulusisgiven by

�i = (T + T)ni (22)

whereni isreferred to asthem odularweightofthe�eld

Z i. These weights depend on the sector ofthe string

Hilbertspacefrom which the�eld arisesand aretypically

negativeintegersni = � 1;� 2;etc.3

In the lim it where only this overallK �ahler m odulus

breaks supersym m etry (i.e. only


F T

�
6= 0) the scalar

m assestakethe tree-levelform

(m 2

0)i = (1+ ni)m
2

3=2 (23)

wherewehaveem ployed thesecond lineof(18)and again

assum ed vanishingvacuum energyatthem inim um .Note

thatin this K �ahlerm odulus-dom inated lim it,when the

m odularweightofa �eld takesthe value ni = � 1,then

the scalarm ass vanishesat this order. Forvalues ni =

� 2;� 3,etc.thescalarm assesareim aginaryattheinput

scale.W hen thescalarm assvanishesatthetreelevelwe

m ust com pute the one-loop correction to the tree-level

value in the supergravity theory. This calculation has

been perform ed [44,45]and theleadingcorrection in this

lim itisgivenby(m 2
1)i = (m 2

0)i+ �m
2
i with �m

2
i = im

2

3=2
.

In order to determ ine the trilinear A-term s in this

fram ework wem ustknow thedependenceoftheYukawa

couplingsoftheobservablesectoron theK �ahlerm oduli.

Thesecan beobtained from sym m etry argum entsinher-

ited from the underlying string theory and have been

veri�ed by directcom putation [46,47].They involvethe

Dedekind function

�(T)= e
� �T =12

1Y

n= 1

(1� e
� 2�nT ) (24)

in a particularcom bination determ ined by the m odular

weightsofthe �eldsinvolved in the coupling

W ijk = �ijk [�(T)]
� 2(3+ ni+ nj+ nk ): (25)

TheK �ahlerpotentialforthe(overall)m odulusT isgiven

by K (T;T)= � 3ln(T + T)so thatthetwo term sin the

�rstline of(18)com bineto form

(A 0)ijk = (3+ ni+ nj + nk)hG 2 (t;�t)im 3=2 (26)

whereG 2 (t;�t)isthe Eisenstein function

G 2 (t;�t)�

�

2
1

�(t)

d�(t)

dt
+

1

t+ �t

�

(27)

and tisthe lowestcom ponentofthechiralsuper�eld T.

The last quantity we need is the soft gaugino m ass

for the three observable sector gauge groups. As m en-

tioned above,attheleadingorderthegaugekineticfunc-

tion forallgaugegroupsin theweakly coupled heterotic

string issim ply the dilaton S. Therefore,in the K �ahler

m odulus-dom inated regim ethegauginom assesvanish at

3 It isnot im possible forthese 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 A belian orbifolds such as the m odels we

have in m ind in this section [43].
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FIG .10: P aram eter space for the m odulidom ination sce-

nario w ith nH u
= nH u

= � 2 and tan� = 10. The large shaded

area m arked m 2

A
hasan im aginary pseudoscalar m assand isruled

out. The shaded area in the upperrightm arked m 2

~f
hasan im agi-

nary running m assforoneorm orethird-generation scalarferm ions.

Theshaded area in between thesetwo regionsisruled outasatleast

one physicalm ass eigenstate for the scalar ferm ions is im aginary

due to m ixing e�ects.The region ofthe param eterspace exam ined

in Figure 11 ism arked by the verticalarrow at hR eTi= 2:8.

the leading order at the string scale. At the one-loop

levelthe corrections to the gaugino m asses involve the

K �ahlerm oduliand takethe form [48]

M a =
g2a

16�2
m 3=2 [ba + ka h(t+ �t)G 2 (t;�t)i] (28)

where

ka = �gs+ ba � 2
X

i

C
i
a(1+ ni); (29)

ba isthe beta-function coe�cientforthe group G a with

ba = 3Ca �
P

i
C i
a, and �gs is the coe�cient of the

G reen-Schwarz counterterm introduced to restore m od-

ular invariance to the theory [49,50,51]. For the pur-

poses ofthis section it is only necessary to know that

thisparam eteriscalculablefrom theunderlying orbifold

com pacti�cation and is a negative integer in the range

�gs 2 [0;� 90].Detailson the origin ofthese expressions

can be found in the Appendix.

The appearance ofnew free param eters,such as �gs
and the variousm odularweightsni,aswellasthe m od-

ular functions G 2 (t;�t) and (t+ �t)G 2 (t;�t),would seem

to indicate a greater degree offreedom in relating the

scalarm assesto the trilinearscalarcouplings. O ften in

theliteraturethis\m oduli-dom inated" regim eisstudied

in the lim it where ni = � 1 for all�elds. This would

be the case,for exam ple,ifallobservable sector m at-

ter were untwisted states ofthe underlying string the-

ory. This lim it was referred to as the \O -II" m odel

in [38].In fact,explicitsurveysofsem i-realisticorbifold

m odels[52]indicate thatatleastsom e subsetofM SSM

�elds m ust be given by twisted-sector states for which

ni = � 2;� 3;:::.Thiscasewasreferred to asan \O -I"

m odelin [38].

But when jnij> 1 in this m odulus-dom inated lim it

the corresponding scalar m ass squared is negative. W e

m ightnotconsiderthisa troubling feature ofthe m odel

ifit is one or m ore ofthe Higgs scalar m asses that are

im aginary at the string scale. For exam ple,ifwe con-

siderthecasenH u
= � 2;nQ 3

= nU 3
= � 1,then the�eld

H u willhave a negative squared m ass ofO (m 2

3=2
),the

top quark trilinearcoupling A t willalso benegativeand

ofO (m 3=2)whilethegaugino m assesand squark m asses

willbe sm allerby roughly an orderofm agnitude. Can

such a setofboundary conditionsgive rise to a reason-

able low-energy spectrum ofsoft term s? W e surveyed

the three cases (nH u
;nH d

) = (� 2;� 1); (� 1;� 2),and

(� 2;� 2)butfound only thelastcasehad any viablepa-

ram eterspace. This is hardly surprising,since the �rst

twocasesgiveriseto largehyperchargeD-term contribu-

tions to the RG evolution ofscalarquarksand leptons,

causing atleastsom esetofthese �eldsto develop nega-

tivesquared m assesattheelectroweak scaleand thereby

presum ably triggering thespontaneousbreaking ofcolor

and electric charge. The viable param eter space in the

(�gs;hReTi)planeforthecase(nH u
;nH d

)= (� 2;� 2)is

given in Figure10.4 Thelargeshaded region labeled m 2
A

givesrisestoan im aginary pseudoscalarm assattheelec-

troweak scale. In the upperrightshaded region labeled

m 2
~f
one ofthe third-generation running scalarm assesis

im aginary atthelow-energy scale.A representativeslice

ofthe rem aining allowed param eter space,represented

by the verticaldouble-arrow in Figure 10 is plotted in

Figure11.

Despite the factthatthe top-quark trilinearcoupling

(and indeed,allthird-generation trilinearcouplings)are

largerelativetothetypicalsquarkand slepton m ass,this

m odelowsin theinfrared to a m inim al-m ixing scenario

at low energies. The typicalsize ofX t in Figure 11 is

� 0:3 � Xt � 0:3. The contoursofconstantHiggsm ass

nearly track those ofconstantgluino m ass:forexam ple,

the contour m h = 115 G eV lies very near the contour

m ~g = 2400 G eV.Asthevalueof�gs increases,theabso-

lute value ofthe gluino m assincreasesaswell,allowing

thesam evalueofm h foraloweroverallscaleofsoftterm s

{ and hence a sm alleram ountof�ne-tuning atthe elec-

troweak scale. Yet given the string/G UT scale relation

m 2
H u

� � m2
3=2

,the large m assscale necessary to ensure

su�ciently largegaugino m assesputsenorm ouspressure

on thehigh-scalevalueofthe� param etertocom pensate

4 For sim plicity we willonly consider realvacuum values for the

K �ahler m odulusT.
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FIG .11: E conom ics plot for the m oduli dom ination sce-

nario w ith nH u
= nH u

= � 2. D espite the relatively large tri-

linear coupling A t the low-energy soft Lagrangian for this m odel

is essentially a m inim al-m ixing scenario. The dotted line repre-

sents the contour m ~g = 2400 G eV . D epending on the value ofthe

G reen-Schwarz coe�cient, the cancellation coe�cient lies in the

range 375 � �1200 for m h = 115 G eV . The shaded region at the

bottom ofthe plot is ruled out by direct search lim its for gluinos

and/or charginos.

the large positive contribution to m 2
Z in (13). Farfrom

im proving the situation ofthe generic m SUG RA m odel,

this lim it in the string m odulispace is as �ne-tuned as

the worstofthe m odelsin Table VII.

C . A m odelbased on D -branes at intersections

The previoustwo string-based scenariosderived from

theweakly coupled heteroticstring.Itm ightbethought

that the inability to easily obtain the m axim alm ixing

scenarioin theHiggssectoristheresultoftherestrictive

natureofthesem odels.Them odulisectorofopen string

m odelsisfarricherthan the heterotic string,with m ore

�eldsappearingin each ofthethreefunctionsrelevantto

the low energy supergravity Lagrangian:the observable

sectorgaugekineticfunctions,the K �ahlerm etricforthe

M SSM �eldsand theYukawa couplingsoftheobservable

sectorsuperpotential.

For exam ple,in orientifold com pacti�cations ofType

I/TypeIIB string theory { closerelativesto theorbifold

com pacti�cation ofthe heterotic string studied above {

K �ahlerm odulinow appearattheleading orderin gauge

kinetic functions,while the dilaton �eld can appear in

the K �ahlerpotentialfor the M SSM �elds [53,54]. The

study offour-dim ensionale�ective supergravity Lagran-

giansrepresenting these theoriesisa subjectofongoing

research. M any ofthe early studies,such as [26],were

ultim ately based on thewell-known resultsoftheweakly-

coupled heteroticstringwith duality sym m etriesinvoked

to m ap those results to the open string theory in the

caseTypeIand TypeIIB m odels.Notsurprisingly,then,

thesee�ectiveLagrangianssharem anyofthesam estruc-

turesand featuresoftheirheteroticcounterparts.W hile

itisnow possibleto study in greaterdetailthe fullrich-

nessofopen string m odels,wepreferto restrictourselves

to a particularly sim ple con�guration which closely re-

sem bles the m odels we studied above and leave a m ore

com pletesurvey to future work.

Letusconsidera particularcon�guration ofTypeIIB

theory com pacti�ed on an orientifold with intersecting

D 5-branes.The world volum e ofthese extended objects

issix-dim ensionaland isassum ed to span 4D M inkowski

space plus two ofthe six com pact dim ensions. The six

dim ensionalcom pact space is assum ed to factorize into

three com pacttorii,each with a radius dictated by the

vacuum value ofan associated K �ahlerm odulusT I. W e

then associateeach ofthesetsofD 5 braneswith apartic-

ulartorusin thecom pactspacespanned by itsworld vol-

um ewith associated m odulusT I.Asthegaugecoupling

on eachstackofD 5 branesisdeterm ined bythevevofthe

associated T I,wewillassum e,forthe sakeofsim plicity,

thattheinverseradiiofallthecom pacttoriiarethesam e

and that allthree m oduliparticipate equally in super-

sym m etry breaking.Then gauginom asseswillbeuni�ed

attheboundary-condition scaleaswell:M 1 = M 2 = M 3.

So far this is sim ilar to the dilaton-dom inated sce-

nario ofthe heterotic string theory. The novelty in this

caseisthatthe M SSM m attercontentisrepresented by

open strings which can connect sets of5-branes whose

world volum es span di�erent com plex com pact dim en-

sions.Fieldsrepresented by the m asslessm odesofthese

stringswillbe denoted by two subscripts. Forexam ple,

a �eld Z i which is the m assless m ode ofa string that

stretchesfrom a setofbranes5I to a non-parallelset5J
willbewritten Z i

IJ.Forthese�eldstheK �ahlerpotential

isgiven by (17)where

�
IJ
i =

1

2
(S + S)� 1=2(T K + T

K
)� 1=2; (30)

andtheparticularK �ahlerm odulusT K isidenti�ed bythe

requirem entthatI 6= J 6= K 6= I [26]. The K �ahlerpo-

tentialforthem oduli�eldscontinuesto begiven by the

leading-orderform K = � ln(S + S)�
P 3

I= 1
ln(T I+ T

I
).

Following [26]we take the Yukawa couplings ofthe ob-

servable sectorto be independentofthese m oduli�elds

atthe leading order.A particularly sim ple m odelisob-

tained when all M SSM �elds are represented by such

stretched strings { a case we willcallthe \universally

stretched" regim e. W hen the K �ahlerm odulihave equal

vacuum values (as we assum ed above) and participate

equally in supersym m etry breaking,the soft term s for
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FIG .12: E conom ics plot for the T ype IIB brane m odel

w ith universally stretched strings. The subspace of the

m SU G R A m odelwith the soft term s given in (31) is denoted by

the labeled dashed line. The sim ilarity ofthis plot to the dilaton-

dom inated m odelofFigure 7 is the result ofour insistence upon

gauge coupling uni�cation atthe string scale.A n optim alscenario

for a 115 G eV H iggs m ass would be the point labeled (A ), but

this brane m odelonly allows 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 lightshaded region bounded by

m ~g = 750 G eV on the leftand m ~g = 1050 G eV on the right.

the m odelare

M a =

�
g2a(uv)

g2str

�

m 3=2

A 0 = �
3

2
m 3=2

m
2

0 =
1

2
m

2

3=2: (31)

To obtain (31)we once again used the assum ption that

the scalar potentialhas vanishing vacuum value. Note

that this is a special case of the general m SUG RA

paradigm ,but in this case A 0 = � 3=
p
2m 3=2 and thus

the universally stretched regim e represents a potential

im provem entin tuning overthedilaton dom inated lim it.

Com paring the econom ics plot ofthis m odelin Fig-

ure12 with thatofthedilaton dom ination m odelofFig-

ure7 itisclearthatthereisan im provem entin the�ne-

tuning,but that this im provem ent is sm all. The locus

ofpointsin them SUG RA param eterspacethatarecon-

sistent with (31) are given by the labeled dashed line.

The optim alpoint for m h = 115 G eV in Figure 12 is

in nearly the sam e location in the (m 1=2;m 0) plane as

in Figure 7,with � = 70 and m~g = 750 G eV. But the

contoursofconstanttuning param eter� havem oved in-

wards towards the origin,reecting the increased value

ofX t atthe electroweak scale.Asa result,the required

low-scalegluino m assatthepointwherethedashed line

and m h = 115 G eV contourintersectism ~g = 1050 G eV

with � = 90 there.

Asin thedilaton dom inated caseweconcludethattun-

ingin theelectroweak sectorisgenerally m itigated in the

universally stretched m odelrelativeto a genericpointin

the m SUG RA param eter space due to the relation be-

tween trilinearscalarcouplingsand scalarm assesatthe

high scale.Yetwearestillleftwith uncom fortably heavy

gauginos(especially gluinos)and the constrained nature

oftheparadigm willnotallow usto reach the\optim al"

pointforachieving m h = 115 G eV while sim ultaneously

ensuring m Z = 91 G eV.

D . M ore sophisticated m odels

Sofarwehavechosen tolook atthreeparticularlysim -

ple directionsin the string m odulispace.W e havedone

so in partto keep theleveloftechnicaldetaillow { a be-

ginningapproachwefeelisjusti�ed in a�rstexam ination

ofthe theoreticalim plication ofthe LEP Higgs search.

But there is also a reason ofanalyticalsim plicity: the

key variable in achieving the m axim alHiggs m ass with

theleastcancellation in (11)isthevalueofthestop m ix-

ing param eterX t attheelectroweak scale.O n theother

hand,m odelsofsupersym m etry breaking and transm is-

sion to the observable sectordescended from string the-

ory giverelationsam ongsoftterm satavery high energy

scale.The two can be related in a straightforward m an-

ner(i.e.A 0 ’ � 2m0 atthe G UT scale im pliesX t ’ � 2

attheZ-m ass)only in certain restrictiveregim es,such as

am odelwith ahigh degreeofuniversalityam ongsoftsca-

larm asses.Departuresfrom thesim plifying assum ptions

m ade above willnecessarily lead to nonuniversalitiesin

the scalarsectorand a m uch fulleranalysisisnecessary

to determ inehow readily X t ’ � 2 isachieved atthelow

scale.W edo notwish to perform thatanalysishere,but

we do wish to com m enton whattypesofm odelsm ight

allow thefreedom necessarytoreach them axim alm ixing

scenario.

In subsectionsB and C weim agined scenariosin which

K �ahlerm odulidom inatethesupersym m etry breaking in

theobservablesector{ m oduliwhich appearin thetree-

levelK �ahler m etric for m atter �elds. W hen we study

top-down m odels directly tied to the underlying string

theory weim aginethisfunctionaldependenceto bethat

of(22) with ni = � 1; � 2; � 3 for weakly coupled het-

eroticm odelson orbifoldsorni = 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 optim alscenario. However,ifit were possible to

treatthesem odularweightsasarbitrary { even continu-

ousparam eters{ itwould notbe atalldi�cultto con-

struct situations with the desired properties. To what

extentissuch a treatm entjusti�ed?

Asm entioned previously,the m odularweightsare re-
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lated to what sector of the string Hilbert space each

light�eld arisesfrom .Justbelow the string scale,when

thefourdim ensionale�ectiveLagrangian is�rstde�ned,

these weightsare indeed constrained to the valuesm en-

tioned above. However,in the weakly coupled heterotic

string we are com pelled to m ake sure thatoure�ective

Lagrangian respectsm odularinvariance.Thissym m etry

should continue to hold even after any anom alousU(1)

factorisintegrated outofthetheory.Thus,�eldswhich

takevacuum valuestocanceltheanom alousU(1)FIterm

m ust be rem oved from the theory in m odular invariant

(and U(1) invariant)com binations. For exam ple,ifthe

�eld Y carriesanom alousU(1)chargeqXY and acquiresa

vacuum valuehY i6= 0,then theappropriatecom bination

to integrateoutofthe theory is[55,56]

D

e
2q

X

Y
V

X

(T + T)nY jY j2
E

; (32)

whereVX isthevectorsuper�eld representingtheanom a-

lousU(1)and nY isthe m odularweightofthe �eld Y .

Theresultofrem oving thiscom bination of�eldsfrom

the theory isto shiftthe e�ective m odularweightofthe

rem aininglight�elds,ifthose�eldsalsocarry an anom a-

lousU(1)charge.The am ountofthisshiftisgiven by

ni ! (ni)
0= ni� q

X
i �

�
nY

qX
Y

�

(33)

whereqXi istheanom alousU(1)chargesofthelight�eld

in question.G iven the typicalsizesofthese charges[52]

thereiseveryreason toexpectthattheresultingm odular

weights,ifm odi�ed atall,willtakequiteunorthodoxand

generally non-integralvalues. The question ofwhether

this e�ect willproduce the desired relation between A-

term sand scalarm asses{ and indeed,whetheritoccurs

atall{ isa m odel-dependentone.

Anotherway to generalize the above casesisto m od-

ify the functionaldependence ofthe Yukawa couplings

and K �ahler m etrics ofthe M SSM �elds on the various

string m oduli. For exam ple,strongly coupled heterotic

stringsbring the dilaton into play even atthe tree level

for these quantities,while the K �ahlerm oduliappear at

theleading orderin gaugekineticfunctions.Even in the

weakly coupled caseitispossibleto introducesom enon-

trivialdilatondependenceintoA-term sand scalarm asses

ifobservablesectorm attercouplesto theG reen-Schwarz

anom aly-cancellation term [57]. Ifthe G S counterterm

depends on the radiiofthe three com pact toriivia the

com bination (T I + T
I
�
P

i
jZ I

ij
2),whereZ I

i isa m atter

�eld which carriesa m odularweightunderthe m odulus

T I,then even in the dilaton-dom inated lim itthere isan

e�ecton the softsupersym m etry breaking term sdue to

the kinetic m ixing induced by the G reen-Schwarz coun-

terterm .

Finally, we m ight expand the space ofpossible out-

com esby considering m odelswith a richerm odulispec-

trum to begin with. The orbifold m odels that inspired

the casesA and B above werebased on the Z3 orbifold,

for which the com plex structure ofthe com pact space

iscom pletely �xed by the supersym m etry requirem ents.

As such, it does not have free param eters that would

be represented in the low-energy four dim ensionalthe-

ory ascom plex structurem oduli.Such �eldsdo appear,

however,in the leading order supergravity e�ective La-

grangiandescribingotherorbifold m odelsoftheheterotic

string [43],as wellas m odels based on open string the-

ories. For exam ple,in the Type IIA m odels the gauge

kinetic functions depend on com plex structure m oduli,

with the K �ahlerm oduliappearing only atthe loop level

to cancelanom alies [58,59]. This is analogous to the

introduction ofK �ahler m oduliinto the form ula for the

gauginom assesattheloop levelin theheteroticstringby

thepresenceofa G reen-Schwarzcounterterm (c.f.equa-

tion 28 above). The open string m odelstudied in case

C above waschosen foritsextrem e sim plicity,asa �rst

departure from the con�nes ofthe weakly-coupled het-

erotic case. But m uch m ore com plicated structures are

likely to appear in m ore realistic constructions. At the

loop levelin TypeI/IIB m odelsanom aly cancellation re-

quirem entsintroducenew twisted m oduliinto thegauge

kineticfunctions:the\blowing-up"m odeswhich param -

eterize the transition from the singular m anifold repre-

sented by the orientifold to the presum ably m ore realis-

tic sm ooth m anifold itism eantto approxim ate[60,61].

Thusin open stringm odelswem ightexpectgreaterfree-

dom to �nd caseswhere A 0 ’ � 2m0 isa robustpredic-

tion.Itwould beofgreatinteresttosearch the(generally

non-universal)m odelsbased on orientifold com pacti�ca-

tion ofType I/Type II string theory for points where

m Z = 91 G eV appearsasa naturaloutcom e ofthe su-

persym m etry breaking as the e�ective Lagrangians de-

scribing these m odelsbecom em orerealistic.

C onclusion

W ebegan thisworkaskingthequestion,\W heredowe

stand afterLEP II?" Accepted wisdom followingthelack

ofa Higgsdiscovery atLEP hasbeen thatifthe M SSM

is the correctdescription ofnature just above the elec-

troweakscalethen thelightestHiggsboson isatleast115

G eV in m assand very Standard M odel-like in itsprop-

erties. Itis further generally accepted that this im plies

an uncom fortable levelof�ne-tuning in the underlying

supersym m etricLagrangian,though precisely how m uch

and how unsettling isa som ewhatsubjective m atter. Is

thispost-LEP conclusion inevitable?

Toanswerthiswelooked atthedatato�nd allthelog-

ically distinctwaysthatthe M SSM can be a correctde-

scription yetproducenoHiggsdiscovery atLEP.In total

wefound 17 such possibilities{ representing theprim ary

purpose behind this work. The m ajority ofthese cases

involve Higgs bosons with m asses below the 115 G eV

lim it,though theparam eterspaceforeach ofthesem od-

elsaregenerally notofthesam esize.W hileallcasesare

logically on an equal,a priorifooting notallareequally
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\tuned." W hen the issue oflarge cancellationsbetween

softLagrangian param etersand the � param eterarein-

cluded in thecom parison,theconventionalwisdom ofthe

post-LEP electroweak sectorisseen asthem ost\plausi-

ble" outcom e.

G iven thishypothesis{ based asitison �ne-tuning as

a tool{ whatarethe LEP resultstelling usabouthigh-

scale theories? 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

A 0 ’ � 2m0 arises at high energy scale. The di�culty

is in �nding such a construction that is also m otivated

by an underlying theory such asstring theory. Starting

here with som e sim ple top-down approaches it appears

thatthispreferred m odelisnotyetobvious.So ifweare

com m itted to weak scalesupersym m etry asa low-energy

e�ective Lagrangian derived ultim ately from som e sort

ofstring theory,then we �nd ourselvesata fork in the

road.Should nature really be described by the m inim al

supersym m etricversion oftheStandard M odelthen LEP

m ay besuggestingam orecom plicated stringm odelthan

the sim ple oneswe typically study { orperhaps special

pointsin them odulispaceofthesetheories.O n theother

hand,itm ay sim ply be thatthe ultim ate supersym m et-

ric Standard M odelis notm inim al{ see,for exam ple,

Ref.[67]. Thiswould notbe surprising aswe often �nd

precisely such extended theories from top-down studies

ofstring m odels.

If�ne-tuningisreallyaworthwhileconceptforthethe-

oreticalphysicist,then itsutility liesin directing ourfo-

custowardsthosetheoriesthatarem ostcom patiblewith

nature when data is lacking or am biguous. In this role

the LEP data can stillserve a valuable purpose,despite

the lack ofa Higgsdiscovery. Assum ing thatan appro-

priately de�ned m easureof�ne-tuning istruly telling us

som ething aboutnature,then studieswhich probe well-

de�ned departures from the m inim alm odelcan 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 term s at the tree levelin

string-derived supergravity theories.W eprovidespeci�c

expressions for m odular invariant supergravity theories

from weakly-coupled heteroticstrings,aswellasexpres-

sions for m odels based on orientifold com pacti�cation

ofType-I/Type-IIB open string theories. M ore details

and loop correctionsto theseexpressionsfortheweakly-

coupled heterotic string can be found in [45].

O fparticularim portanceforthequestion ofsupersym -

m etry breaking arethetypesofstring m odulipresentin

thelow-energy theory and theircouplingsto theobserv-

able�eldsoftheM SSM [49,62,63].G auginom asseswill

depend on auxiliary �eldsrelated to m oduliappearingin

the gaugekinetic function,while scalarm asses,trilinear

A-term s and bilinear B-term s willdepend on auxiliary

�eldsrelated tothosem odulithatappearin thesuperpo-

tentialcouplingsand/orK �ahlerpotentialforthe M SSM

�elds[38,64]. The precise form ofthese softterm scan

be obtained by working out the com ponent Lagrangian

fortheobservablesectorby standard techniques[65,66].

W ebegin with theweakly coupled heteroticstringand

taketheK �ahlerpotentialforthem oduli�eldstobegiven

by the leading-orderresult

K (S;S;T I
;T

I
)= K (S + S)�

X

I

ln(T I + T
I
): (34)

Forthe observablesectorm atter�eldsZ i with m odular

weightsnIi,wewillassum eadiagonalK �ahlerm etricgiven

by K i�j = �i(Z
n)�ij + O (jZ ij2),with

�i(Z
n)=

Y

I

(T I + T
I
)n

I

i: (35)

In the interests of sim plicity we shallim m ediately as-

sum ethatthethreeK �ahlerm oduliT I can be treated as

equivalentso that

K (S;T)= K (S + S)� 3ln(T + T); �i = (T + T)ni;

(36)

whereni =
P

I
nIi.Thetree-levelgaugekineticfunctions

fa(Z
n),one for each gauge group Ga,are given in the

weak coupling regim eby

f
0

a(Z
n)= S: (37)

Their vacuum expectation values give the associated

gaugecouplings< Refa > = 1=g2a.

The scalar potential, written in term s of auxiliary

�elds,isgiven by the expression5

V = K
IJ
F
I
F

�J
�
1

3
M M ; (38)

with K
IJ

= @2K =@Z I@Z
�J
being the K �ahler m etric.

Solving the equations ofm otion for the auxiliary �elds

yields

F
M = � e

K =2
K

M N
�
W
N
+ K

N
W
�
; (39)

M = � 3eK W ; (40)

with K M N being the inverseofthe K �ahlerm etric.Note

that these expressions are given in term s of reduced

Planck m assunitswherewehavesetM pl=
p
8� = 1.The

auxiliary�eld ofthesupergravitym ultiplet,M ,isrelated

to the gravitino m assby

m 3=2 = �
1

3
< M > = < e

K =2
W > : (41)

5 W e willassum e vanishing D -term sin what follows.
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W ewilladopttheansatzofBrignoleetal.[38]in which

one assum esthatthe com m unication ofsupersym m etry

breaking from the hidden sector to the observable sec-

toroccursthrough the agency ofone ofthe m oduli{ in

this case either the dilaton S or the (universal) K �ahler

m odulusT { by thepresenceofa non-vanishing vacuum

expectation value oftheirauxiliary �eldsF S orF T . In

principleboth typesofm odulicould participatein super-

sym m etry breaking,and so onem ightintroducea G old-

stino angle � to param eterize the degree to which one

sectororthe otherfeelsthe supersym m etry breaking.

Ifthese arethe only sectorswith non-vanishing auxil-

iary �elds in the vacuum ,then the further requirem ent

that the overallvacuum energy at the m inim um ofthe

potential(38)be zero allowsusto im m ediately identify

(up to phases,which wewillsetto zero in whatfollows)6

F
S = �

1
p
3
M K

� 1=2

s�s sin� =
p
3m 3=2(s+ �s)sin�;

F
T = �

1
p
3
M K

� 1=2

t�t
cos� = m 3=2(t+ �t)cos�: (42)

Thedilaton dom inated lim itisthen recovered forsin� !

1whilecos� ! 1isthe(K �ahler)m oduli-dom inated lim it.

Thesoftsupersym m etry breakingterm sdepend on the

m odulidependence ofthe observablesectorsuperpoten-

tialand this is,in turn,determ ined by m odular invari-

ance.The diagonalm odulartransform ations

T !
aT � ib

icT + d
; ad� bc= 1; a;b;c;d 2 Z; (43)

leavetheclassicale�ectivesupergravitytheory invariant.

A m atter �eld Z i ofm odular weight ni transform s un-

der(43)as

Z
i ! (icT + d)niZ

i (44)

while the K �ahler potentialof(36) undergoes a K �ahler

transform ation under(43)ofK ! K + 3(F + F ),with

F = ln(icT + d). Therefore the classicalsym m etry will

be preserved provided the superpotentialtransform sas

W ! W (icT + d)
� 3

: (45)

To ensure this transform ation property the superpoten-

tialofstring-derived m odelshasa m odulidependenceof

the form

W ijk = wijk [�(T)]
� 2(3+ ni+ nj+ nk ): (46)

where W ijk = @3W (zN )=@zi@zj@zk. The function �(T)

isthe classicalDedekind eta function

�(T)= e
� �T =12

1Y

n= 1

(1� e
� 2�nT ) (47)

6 W e willnot distinguish with separate notation �elds and their

vacuum expectation values in these expressions.

and ithasawell-de�ned transform ation under(43)given

by

�(T)! (icT + d)
1=2

�(T): (48)

Thissym m etry isperturbatively valid to allordersin

theunderlying theory,butisanom alousattheloop level

in thee�ectivesupergravityLagrangian.Torestorem od-

ularinvariancethee�ectivetheorym ustcontain aG reen-

Schwarzcounterterm .In thechiralm ultipletform ulation

we are using to describe the dilaton this am ounts to a

m odi�cation ofthedilaton K �ahlerpotentialfrom in (34)

to read instead

K (S;S)! K (S + S � �gsVgs): (49)

Therealvectorsuper�eld Vgs required torestorem odular

invarianceis

Vgs =
X

I

ln(T I + T
I
); (50)

though in thetextm ention isalsom adeofthepossibility

that this counterterm is generalized to include m atter

�eldsso that

Vgs =
X

I

ln

�

T
I + T

I
�

+
X

i

pi

X

I

�

T
I + T

I
�nI

i

jZij
2

(51)

W e are now in a position to give the tree levelsoft

supersym m etry breaking term s. The tree levelgaugino

m assforcanonically norm alized gaugino �eldsissim ply

M
0

a =
g2a

2
F
n
@nf

0

a: (52)

W e de�ne our trilinear A-term s and scalar m asses for

canonically norm alized �eldsby

VA =
1

6

X

ijk

A ijke
K =2

W ijkz
i
z
j
z
k + h:c:

=
1

6

X

ijk

A ijke
K =2(�i�j�k)

� 1=2
W ijkẑ

i
ẑ
j
ẑ
k + h:c:;(53)

where ẑi = �
� 1=2

i zi isa norm alized scalar�eld,and by

VM =
X

i

m
2

i�ijz
ij2 =

X

i

m
2

iĵz
ij2: (54)

W ith these conventionsourtreelevelexpressionsare

(A 0)ijk =


F
n
@n ln(�i�j�ke

� K
=W ijk)

�
: (55)

(m 2

0)i =

�
M M

9
� F

n
F

�m
@n@�m ln�i

�

: (56)

Ifwe specialize now to the case of(42)with m odulide-

pendencegiven by (36),(37)and (25),then thetreelevel
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gauginom asses(52),A-term s(55)and scalarm asses(56)

becom e

M
0

a =
g2a

2
F
S

A
0

ijk = (3+ ni+ nj + nk)G 2 (t;�t)F
T � KsF

S

�
M

0

i

�2
=

M M

9
+ ni

jF T j2

(t+ �t)2
: (57)

HereG 2 (t;�t)isthe m odi�ed Eisenstein function

G 2 (t;�t)�

�

2�(t)+
1

t+ �t

�

(58)

which vanishesattheself-dualpointst= 1and t= ei�=6.

The correction to the gaugino m asses at the one-loop

levelaregiven by

M
1

a =
g2a (�)

16�2

�
1

3
baM � b

0

aK sF
S + kaG 2 (t;�t)F

T

�

(59)

wherewehavede�ned the quantities

ka = �gs+ ba � 2
X

i

C
i
a(1+ ni); (60)

b
0

a = Ca �
X

i

C
i
a ; ba = 3Ca �

X

i

C
i
a: (61)

The K �ahler potentialfor the system of�elds on D 5-

branesis

K = � ln(S + S)�
X

i

ln(Ti+ Ti)

+ �i(S;S;Ti;Ti)j(Z
i)JK j

2 + ::: (62)

whereZ i
JK arechiralsuper�eldsarisingfrom open strings

that start and end on two di�erent sets ofD 5-branes.

These two setsofbraneshave world volum esthat span

the com pact directions associated with m oduliT J and

T K ,respectively.Thekineticfunctionsaregiven by �i =
1

2
(S + S)� 1=2(T I + T

I
)� 1=2 ifI 6= J 6= K 6= I and �i = 0

otherwise.

Ifeach ofthe three K �ahlerm odulicontribute equally

to the scalarpotentialthe tree levelsoftm assesforthis

casearegiven by

M i =
g2i(M X )

2
(K ti�ti)

� 1=2
m 3=2 cos�

�
m

2

0

�

i
= m

2

3=2

�

1�
1

2
(3sin2 � + cos2 �

�

(A 0)ijk =

p
3

2
m 3=2

�

sin� �
3
p
3
cos�

�

: (63)
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