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A bstract

W e investigate the little hierarchy between Z boson m assand the SU SY breaking scale in the
context of Jandscape of electroweak sym m etry breaking vacua. W e consider the radiative sym —
m etry breaking and found that the scale where the electroweak sym m etry breaking conditions
are satis ed and the average stop m ass scale is preferred to be very close to each other in soite
of the fact that their origins depend on di erent param eters of the m odel. If the electroweak
symm etry breaking scale is xed at about 1 TeV by the supersym m etry m odel param eters then
the little hierardhy seem s to be preferred am ong the elkectroweak symm etry breaking vacua.
W e characterize the little hierarchy by a probability function and them SUGRA m odel isused
as an exam ple to show the 90% and 95% probability contours In the experim entally allowed
region. W e also nvestigate the size of the H iggsho mass by considering the distrioution of
electroweak symm etry breaking scale.
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1 Introduction

O ne ofthe key m otivations for supersym m etric (SU SY ) extension ofthe Standard M odel (SM ) is
the stabilization of the Jarge hierarchy between the P Janck scale and the weak scale. A though
the SM particle spectrum gets doubled in the SUSY extension, these new particlkes around
the weak scale add an additional attraction for SUSY theordes by unifying gauge couplings
at the grand uni ed scake [1]. However, the new particles are not yet to be ssen. Neither
the LEP nor the Tevatron is successfill so far In their attem pts to discover these particlkes,
and the search attem pts have already exceeded the 2 boson m ass scale. The SUSY extension
which is invoked to explain the electroweak scale seem s to require m ost of the superpartners
above the electroweak scale. In the SUSY breaking m odels m ediated by m nin al supergraviy
m SUGRA) ,13], where the squarks and skptons m asses are uni ed at the GUT scal, the
average stop m ass scak isabout 1 TeV orabove. Q uestion now arises regarding the jasti cation
of the heavy superpartnerm asses. Can this little hierarchy between the Z boson m ass and the
superpartner m asses be rationalized in these m odels?

W e need to understand rst the relation between the SUSY breaking m asses and the Z
boson m ass. T he electroweak symm etry breaking relates the SUSY breaking m ass scale to the
Z boson mass, M ; . At the tree Jevel, the m Inin ization of the H iggs potential gives rise to
M;=2' mj  ‘ihthelargetan lini, wheremy isthe SUSY breakingm ass forup-type
Higgs boson, and  is the H iggsino m ass which is the coe cient of the bilnear term in the
superpotential. Since dn g, Jis of the order of the stop m ass scale, the natural expectation is
that M ; is as Jarge as stop m ass, unlkss there is a cancellation. O ne can quantify the am ount
of cancellation by a sensitivity finction and ndsthat snaller (and therefore analliny, J is
needed [4l]. O ne can then conclude that the hierarchy between the SUSY breaking m ass scale
and Z boson mass is not preferred unlss * and m;  are related in a given SUSY breaking
m odel. This is called naturahess of the electroweak sym m etry breaking.

In order to detem ine the possbl location of the SUSY breaking m ass scale, we need to
go back to the origin of the SUSY m odels. The SUSY m odels are expected to arise from well
m otivated string theory. String theory has m any vacua and one expects to have w ide range
of possibilities of the SUSY m odel param eters in these vacua B]. The SUSY param eters can
be the vacuum expectation values VEV s) ofthem oduli elds. M any of these vacua can give
rise to the SUSY extension of the SM where the electroweak symm etry is broken. One can
then ask about the distribution of the m odel param eters in these vacua once the requirem ent
ism ade that the electroweak symm etry has to be broken. Can one understand the hierarchy
between the SUSY breaking m ass scale and the Z boson m ass from the distrbution of the

m odel param eters? One can also ask whether the sam e conclusion as naturalness holds if a



distrbbution function ofthe M ; =my, jhierarchy is considered. T he distribution functions are
needed m ore than the sensitivity finction in the context of statistics of vacua.

So farwe did not include the features of radiative sym m etry breaking [6] In our discussion.
Since the theory is not nite, one needs to care about large log correction in the symm etry
breaking conditions. The SUSY breaking m ass squared, m 3 ,r s driven to be negative at low
energy by the renom alization group ow and that leadsusto satisfy the electroweak sym m etry
breaking condition. The radiative symm etry breaking connects the stop m ass scale to the Z
boson m ass in the ollow ing way. The symm etry breaking condition (ie., mj_ 2> 0) is
satis ed at a scak Q. The treedevel Z boson mass, M 2 Q) ’ 2fm; + ?)Q), depends
on the renom alization scale, Q . The proper Z boson m ass is given approxin ately at the
averaged stop m ass scale Q. where the correction from 1-loop H iggs potential is negligible.
Those two scales, Q ¢y and Q,, are unrelated In general, and the electroweak symm etry is broken
when Q¢ > Q.. Now expanding the treelevel Z boson mass, M ; Q ), around the scale Qq,
one gets M Zz / nQ,=0,.). Consequently, the scales Q¢ and Q. need to be close by when the
average stop m ass isabout 1 T€V . So instead of looking for a reason to explain the am allness of
M z=my, j we nead to understand the proxin ity of the scales Q¢ and Q.. W e therefore direct
our Investigation to the distrbution of the scales Qy and Q. in the context of the statistics of
vacua.

W e consider the distribution of the hierarchy between M ; and Q ., and determ Ine the dis-
trbution function assum ing that the any SUSY breaking vacuum is equally probablk. W e
determ Ine whether the proxin ity ofQ( and Q. is natural n a large number of vacua. If this
closeness is enough probable in the landscape of the electrow eak sym m etry breaking vacua, the
hierarchy between the SUSY breaking scale and M ; can easily be rationalized when Qg is at
TeV scale due to am odel param eter. Ik is also interesting to detemm ine the sensitivity finction
of the Q y=0Q, hierarchy and com pare it with the distrbution function. W e also detemm ine the
probability of a given hierarchy between the Q. and M ; In m SUGRA model and show 90%
and 95% probability contour in the experim entally allowed param eter space. T he average of
the n Q =0 .) is considered In a recent reference [/] n the context ofm ultiple vacua and it was
shown that the Q( should be close to Q. scale. W e propose to use the probability function to
describe the am ount of little hierarchy in this paper.

It is not only interesting to investigate the distrbution of Q. to understand the little hi-
erardhy, but also In portant to investigate the size of other param eters, egoecially the size of

, which is clain ed to be an all for naturahess. To investigate the size of , there is another
in portant scale Qy in addition to the scales Qg and Q.. The Qy is the scale where mﬁu
becom es negative. By de nition, Q . < Q¢ < Qy forthe electroweak sym m etry breaking vacua.



T he hierarchy between Q o and Qy determm ines the preferred size of and therefore the size of

can be understood for the distribution of Q =0y . To obtain \natural vacua" (r small ),
all three scales need to be close by. It is also interesting to inquire about whether there are
lots of natural vacua am ong the landscape of electroweak breaking vacua varying the m odel
param eters.

T he paper is organized as follow s. In section 2, we address the little hierarchy problem . In
section 3, we discuss the conditions of the electroweak symm etry breaking and detemm ine the
sensitivity function of little hierarchy. In section 4, we describe the little hierarchy problem in
the landscape of electroweak vacua and determm ine the probability function of little hierardhy.
W e also determm ine the 90% and 95% probability contours in them SUGRA m odel ncluding the
experin ental constraints. In section 5, we discuss the Jandscapes of di erent scale associated
w ith the electroweak sym m etry breaking vacua and study the possble size of , and section 6

contains our conclusion.

2 Little H ijerarchy P roblem

The little hierarchy problm is often descrbed by using a sensitivity function [4]. One can
quantify the netuning In the m inin ization condition of H iggs potential by the sensitivity
function and concludes that sm allH iggsinom ass  isneeded for naturalelectrow eak symm etry
breaking. However, distrioution functions are m ore appropriate rather than the sensitivity
function In the context of statistics of vacua. In this section, we discuss the distribution
function of the hierarchy for the treelevel condition to see whether the sam e conclusion also
holds.
T he treedevel H iggs potential is given as

_ 2 2 2 g+ g” 2 7% y y
V=miHsF+mifA ., F+ m3H,4 H+hac:>+T<;de ﬁuf>+3aaqu>a{dHu>:(1>

The quartic term isobtained by D -temm and thus the coupling is related to the gauge couplings.
T he quadratic tem s are given by SUSY breaking Higgsmasses, m; andmj , Higgsino m ass
and SUSY breaking bilnearHiggsmassB :mf=mg + *mi=m{ + “andm?=B

M inin izing the H iggs potentialby HiggsVEV s (vy = M (i, v, = H %i), we obtain

MZ m?7 mjtan? . 230 %3
= 3 ; sh2 = ———; @)
2 tan 1 mij+ms

where tan = v;=vy. The conditions of electroweak symm etry breaking at treeJlevel are
m’mi< m3)?*; 3)

mi+ms;> 23 33; @)
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which corresponds to the conditionsM ? > 0O and sn2 < 1 in Eq.[). The second condition is
obtained by the stabilization of the H iggs potential along the at direction, jv,j= 53 The Z
boson m ass can be expressed as

M 2 mj mf  tan®

& = + d
2 tan? 1

% mp o (5)

Tn the radiative electrow eak sym m etry breaking scenario [6], the condition Eq.[3) is satis ed
at the weak scale by renom alization group equation RGE).The SUSY breaking scalarm ass
squared for up-type H iggs, m 12“ , Is driven to a negative value by large top Yukawa coupling.
N aively, mfl , is of the sam e order as the stop and gluino m asses at weak scale (epecially,
when the SUSY breaking scalarm asses are assum ed to be universal), and consequently, the Z
boson m ass is of the sam e order as the SU SY particles. T he colored particles are expected to be
heavier than skptons, wno and bino due to the RGE e ects using naive boundary conditions
atthePlanck orthe GUT scale. In otherword, the uncolored SU SY particles should have been
cbserved in LEP 2 experin ent. N on-observation of the uncolored superparticles leads stop and
gliino m asses to be m uch heavier than the Z boson m ass (esgpecially when the gaugino m asses
are uni ed at the GUT scak). M oreover, the lightest Higgsm ass bound m, > 1144 G&V)
pushes up the stop m ass or the trilinear scalar coupling for stop A+.

Surely, there is a freedom of cancellation In Eq.[5), and there is no problm with the
electroweak symm etry breaking even if SUSY particles are m uch heavier than the m ass of the
Z boson. However, the cancellation seam s unnaturalas can be seen in the ollow ing discussion.

T he sensitivity function to m easure the ne-tuning is de ned as [4]

@mnf

£
[ )] Thx

©)

W hen [f (x)]is an all, the function f is sensitive to x and the degree of ne-tuning is large.
The sensitivity for the Z boson mass is calulated from Eq.f@) as M ; ()1 = M =@ ?).
The param eter needs to be an all to generate less sensitivity. This is the usual naturalness
statem ent. W hen
M7 @ —mi tan® )=(ar’ 1) 7)

ismuch lJarger than the Z boson m ass, the ne-tuning is severe. Forexam pl, when M 5y = 500
GeV,the sensitivity M ; ( )] isabout 2% .

In order to describe the SUSY param eters in tem s of the statistics of vacua, In this paper,
we suggest that the distribution function and the probability finction are m ore approprate
rather than the sensitivity function.



Let us calculate the distrbution function oftheM ; M y hierarchy (g My;=M gy ).Assume
that any H iggsinom ass isequally probabl © [ ]= const). Then one obtains the distribution
function of r;; as

D Iy 1= = ®)

21

N |:I:HN

by usjn% the relation dP = D [y dyy = D [ Id . The distrdoution fiinction is nom alized to
253

m ake D gy dm = 1. Since the distrdbution function looks di erent by m easure, we should
0
use the probability function by integrating the distrdoution function to avoid a bias for the

choice of m easure. T he probability forr; > 1y isgiven as

S

ZPE
Py > nl= D dmy = 1
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So, the probability forM 5y < 2M ; iscalculated tobe 93% . The probability forM y > 200 G &V
(500 GeV) isonly about 5% (1% ).

Sihce the param eter is com plex in general, the proper distrbution function of may
beD [ §1= const (orD [ 1/ ) ifany complex valie is equally probable. Tn this case, the
distrdoution function isD [y 1= 1 and the probability function isP [y < 1yl = r§=2. The
probability finction can be written as M =@M ?) which naively corresponds to M 5 ( ) 1.
T he probability for ne-tuning is relaxed than before: T he probability forM 5 > 200 G&V (500
GeV) isabout 105 (2% ). W e note that the complex doesnot mean CP violation directly
since thephass of can be rotated out by the eld rede nition ofH iggs eldswhen B param eter
isreal.

M ore generically, the probability function is

Py < ppl=1 1 ; 10)

NP W
ng

when D [™] = const, and the probability can be written approxin ately mM 2=(4M g Y i
the netune region, which naively corresponds to the sensitivity function of M ; ( m=2)1.
T herefore, naturalness statem ent holds and the little hierarchy is not rationalized even if we
use the probability finction when  is distributed.

There arem alnly two directions to solve the little hierarchy problem . In one direction one
needs to selkct a suitable m ass soectrum of SUSY particles at low energy. For exam ple, if
squark, skptons and wino are naturally heavier than the SUSY breaking HiggsmassM y in
a SUSY model, the LEP2 experin ents do not con ict wih the netuning. In this case, a

favorable SU SY breaking scenario w illbe chosen such asm irage m ediation m odel [8,19].



T he other direction is to reconsider the distrlbution of param eter and to see what is a
suitable param eter to distribute In order to discuss the netuning in electroweak symm etry
breaking. In this paper, we Investigate this direction.

3 ConditionsofR adiative E lectrow eak Sym m etry B reak—
ing

In the previous section, we only study treelevel conditions, Eq.[2), which do not include the

conditions that the symm etry breaking is radiatively lnduced. Let us describe the conditions

of the radiative electroweak sym m etry breaking.

A swe discussed, it seem s that the nestuning is needed In Eq.(3) and the ne+tuning has
less probability. At what scale do we need the netuning? Since the m ass param eters are
running, we have to x the scale where we need netuning. The m inin ization conditions,
Eqg.[2), are given in the tree level ora given scale Q . There exists a 1-doop corrected potential
[L0], |
1 X mZ 3

4 3
64 2 | ( lfJ 2J + l)mJ ]rla 5 H 11)

1
v bbop _

where J isa spin ofthem atter. Sincem ; depends on the Higgs VEV s, we need to Include the
derivatives of 1-loop potential in m Inin ization of the H iggs potential. W e can use a schem e
that the scale Q is chosen to m ake the derivatives of 1-loop potential @ V=Qv ,,4 to be anall
[[1]. One can nd that the scale is a geom etrical average of the stop mass, Q. (mym,, )2
As a result, the treedevel relations Eq.[d) are approxin ately satis ed at the scale Q., and
the electroweak symm etry breaking conditions Egs.(3[4) need to be satis ed at Q.. De ning
the scale where the electroweak symm etry is broken Eqg.[3) is satis ed) as Q o, and the scake
w here the stability condition Eq.[4) is violated as Q &, we can obtain the window of radiative
electroweak symm etry breaking as
Q< Q< Qop: 12)
To express the above statem ents explicitly, we w illm ake the M ; function as (in lJarge tan
J‘brs'mp)
M7@)=2( % mi)Q)= 2m;Q): (14)

! Forgeneraltan ,we obtain

dm% . 2 dm% sz dm% . Qo

M7cos2 ! sih® + co sin
dlhQ dhoQ dlnQ Qe
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Figure 1: RGE evolutionsof *and mf areplotted as functions ofthe scale Q GeV).The
Higgshomass ischosen tomakeQy= 1 TeV.The proper Z boson m ass is evaluated at the
scake Q..

The true Z boson mass isgiven asM /7 / M 2 Q,.). By de nition, M 7 Q,) = 0. Therefre,
expanding the function around Q (, we obtain

dm2
MZZ ’ % M 22 Q) = T % 2 (15)
QodInQ 0=0 Qr dhoO
€ 0=0,
The 1-Joop RGE ofmj=mj + 2 isgiven in an appropriate notation as
2dmflu 2,2 2 2 2 2 2 1o
—d]nQ = 3yt(th+mt§+mHu)+At ((szl+392M2)+§gS’. (16)
d 2
2 2 2 2 2
dmg - Gwrswmry & 39 % a7
where S is a trace of scalarm asses w ith hypercharge weight. A pproxin ately, we obtain
|
2
3 Q
MZZIFméL+m§R+A§]n—Z ; 18)

neglecting gauge couplings g% g,, and bottom , tau Yukawa couplings vi,, v -

The Interpretation of Eq.[19) is illustrated in Figl. I Fig.l, the SUSY breaking m ass
param eters n m SUGRA are made to be dinensionless unit shoe the RGE evolution does
not depend on overall scale factor. As it is cbvious from the gure, the little hierarchy is
characterized by the an allness of the triangle. The little hierarchy problem can be rephrased
In tem s of the question why the size of the triangl is an all. T here are two ways to m ake the
triangle an all. The vertical tuning corresoonds to the tuning of parameterwih xed My



as In the previous section. The param eter tuning is equivalent to tuning Q¢ affer xig Q ..
T he horizontal ad jastm ent of the trianglk corresponds to the tuning of In Q ¢=0+) .

W e stressthat the sn allnessof  isnot crucial orthe little hierarchy due to the fact thatm §
and ?arecancelked atQ . In that sense, theusual netunequantity M , ( )]= M 7=2 ?does
notplay a key role to describe ne-tuning in radiative electroweak sym m etry breakingwhen Q
is xed ata TeV scale. W e point out that the horizontal ad jisting quantity h Q ¢=Q.) ism ore
In portant to discuss the little hierarchy in radiative electroweak sym m etry breaking. A ctually,
one can calculate the sensitivity function of M ; Q.)]to be

n QO ’
Mo Qo] 19)
Q_O

©

’_l
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IfFNhQo=0Q,) 0,then M ; Q) ]lisanalland Z boson m ass is sensitive to Q..

T he question isnow whether h Q (=0 t)2 < 0 (1) isnatural. Apparently, there is no reason
that Q. is related to Q OH For exam ple, kt us assum e that all the m ass param eters (ihcluding

and B ) to be proportional to a sihgle mass scale M 5. Namely, the m ass param eters In
the m odel are w ritten asmé = m\éM 2,mg=mMg,A, = A,Ms, = "Mg and 0 on.
The din ensionless coe cients m é, M 4, K, etc are determ ned when we x a SUSY breaking
senario. The  param eter is also proportional to SUSY breaking scal In G iudiceM asiero
m echanisn [L3] in which the -tem is forbidden in the superpotentialby a symm etry and the
H iggsino m ass originates from the H iggsbilinearterm in K ahlerpotential. In thiscase, Q g does
notdepend on M g since RG E sare hom ogeneous di erential equations. T he averaged stop m ass
Q ¢, on the other hand, of course depends on M g . Since the scale Q ¢ is detem ined radiatively,
it is hierarchically am aller than the grand uni ed scale or the Planck scale M p . Nam ely, the
scale Q. is a dim ensionfl param eter, while the scale Q( is expressed as Qg et M p by a
din ensionless O (1) param eter t. How can those two scales be related? A ctually, In any SUSY
breaking scenario, the detem nation of the coe cients and the overall scale are com pltely
di erent issues. W hy Q  and Q, are so close tom ake In Q y=Q,)* < O (1)? This is an essential
question of radiative electroweak symm etry breaking and the origih of SUSY breaking. In
addition, when Q4 < Q, the electroweak symm etry does not break. Ik is just Ike living on the
edge ofa cli .

2 Wecomment that N (Q,=0,.)? ’ 1 is satis ed in the scenario of noscak supergravity [12] in which the
scale Q. is determ ined dynam ically.



4 Landscape of E lectrow eak Sym m etry B reaking Vacua

A nthropic principle teaches us that we need not worry about the fact that Q. appears within
the w indow for electroweak symm etry breaking, Eq.[12) . So, the question is whether the little
hierarchy is naturalam ong the electroweak sym m etry breaking vacua. To see that, we exam Ine
the Jandscape of the electroweak sym m etry breaking vacua.

A s we have mentioned In the previous section, ket us assum e that all m ass param eters
are proportional to single SUSY breaking m ass scale such thatmé = rﬁéM Zymy =M Mg,
A, = PfuM sy = "Mg and soon. Then, the radiative electroweak sym m etry breaking scale Q g
does not depend on M 5 when the din ensionless coe cients are xed. On the other hand, Q .
is naively proportionalto M 5. The SUSY breaking m ass scale M g is speci ed by the F —tem
ofa SUSY breaking spurion eld X ,asM g5 / Fx 3 p . Ifany com plkx valie ofFx is equally
probable, the distrbbution function of M g isD M 5]/ M 5. Therefore, as one of the sin plest
exam pl, we calculate the distribution finction when the distribution ofQ . is proportional to
Qpaffer xingQy.

Now, we caloulate the distrbution function of the Z boson and the stop m ass hierarchy
using Eq.[18). The hierarchy R, M =m. isgiven as

= h—; 20)

wherem . is an averaged stop mass,m2 = @mZ + m
v 2 epy 2t oag 1)
4

U sing the relation, D R.]= D R .ld0 ~=dR., we cbtain the distrdbbution finction ofR, as
4 2!
D R= —R.exp 2—=% ; 22)
Z 1
where we nom alize the distrbution finction to m ake D R.JdR. = 1. W hen Q. Qoy
the stability condition w ill break, but we neglect the oo%djtjon to calculate the distribbution
function since the distrbution orQ, Qo R, 1) isexponentially suppressed.
W e plot the distrbution finction D R.] n the case A;:=m .= 1 amely = 9=@ ?)) !
Fig2. The peak of the distrbution is R, = p_=2 " 024:From the distrbution, one can
nd that a little hierarchy between the stop and the Z boson m asses are probable am ong
the electroweak symm etry breaking vacua. W hen we look at the distrdoution finction ong
@R D RI=DRI, |

2
D Ril= —

i)

exp @3)
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Figure 2: The distrbution functionsD R.] (eft) and D [Rg] (right) are shown.

it becom es m ore clear that there is a strong probability Hr nQ =0, " 0.
U sually, it is said that a smallvalue of [f x)] isunwanted since £ is sensitive for x and a
netuning is needed. In fact, or the distrbution in the section 2, the probability function
naively corresoonds to the sensitivity finction. However, we have encountered an exam ple
w here the probability and the sensitivity have di erent qualitative features. Nam ely, the ne-
tuning becom es m ost probable.

Onem ay think that it looksaw kward that ne-tuning ispreferable. H owever, i can happen
when we consider a distrbution. Let us illustrate it for the distrbution of £ x) = an (1=x).
A ssum e that any x is equally probable for 0 < x < 1. Then y = f (xX) is distributed for
y > 0 and the distribbution function is obtained asD ] / exp( y=a). On the other hand,

f ®)]= Ih(1=x) = y=a. Therefore, y 0 isthe m ost prcbable, while the sensitivity fiinction
becom es zero at the point. Ik can be understood ntuiively from the sam Hog graph such as in
the Figl. The vertical lines are dense for Jarger values of horizontal logarithm ic axis. Surely,
y < 0ismoreprobablethany > 0 ifx > 1 isallowed. However, ifwe com pare thisexam plew ih
ourm odelofooncem, y < 0 corresponds to the vacua w here the electrow eak sym m etry breaking
would not happen. Am ong the electroweak sym m etry breaking vacua, therefore, the ne-tuned
vacua are more probable. Furthem ore, the distrbution for less hierarchy is exponentially
suppressed due to the loop factor

As sen in the Fig2, the shape of the distrbution function looks di erent in di erent
m easures, dR, or ng . So it is better to use the probability function for a num erical quantity
of little hierarchy instead of the distribution fiinction. T he probability orR,. > R is given by
zZ !

P R¢> Rol= D RyldR,: = exp
0

R

ket

24)
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So, we obtain the probability form,.> 2M , (3M ;) is89% (62% ), and
S

m,.< (830 GeV)

3

2% Bom,)? ; @5)

at 90% probabiliy.

W e have assum ed that the distrlbution function ofM ¢ is proportionalto M g because the
SUSY breaking order param eter is com plex. W hen the order param eter is real In the case of
D —temm breaking, the distrdbbution function ofM g is constant. In general, if n real com ponents
cooperate the overall SUSY breaking scal, the distrbution fiinction isD Mg] / Mg ! or
D M ¢ ]= oconst), and we cbtain the probability function as

RZ
P R.> Rol= exp 2 26)
In Refl[/], the authors use an average ong,
Z
R2i= O RZD R R, = —i @7)

to clain the closeness of the Q. and Q. T he probability that it ism ore hierarchical than the
average is 63% = 1  1=e), nam ely, it is about two tim es m ore probabl rather than that of
Jess hierarchy. T herefore, we propose to use the probability to describe the little hierarchy.

Since the sensitivity fiinction isnot the proper quantity in the lJandscape picture distributing
the overall SU SY breaking scale, we suggest to use the probability fiinction Eq.[26) to charac-
terize the little hierarchy. W e plot the 90% and 95% probability contours (in the case ofn = 2)
In them Inim al supergravity with Ag = 0 and tan = 10;40. To calculate the probability, we
only distribute the overall SUSY breaking scale oreach m o=m -, ratio.

As calculated in Eq.[25), the averaged stop mass is kess than 1 TeV at 90% probabiliy.
W e can see from the gure that the 95% probability region can be tested at the LHC and the
future dark m atter detection experin ents since the SUSY particle m asses are not very large.
This region lies n the allowed param eter space. T he param eter space is constrained by the
dark m atter constraint [14], the Jower Ilin it on H iggsm ass, LEP bounds on SU SY particles [15],
b! s bound [l6] and themuon g 2 datall7].

5 Several Landscapes in M inim al Supergravity

In them inin al supergravity m odel ,13], the param eters are given as (m g;m 1—5;A¢; ;B).One
usually uses B to determ ine tan , and uses to solve M ; using Eq.[9) at the weak scale. So
far, the param eter set is M ¢;m 15;Aq;tan ;son( )). In solving the equation for the Z boson
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Figure 3: 90% and 95% probability contours (olack lines) are shown in the allowed param eter
gace fortan = 10 (left) and tan = 40 (rght). The blue narrow bands are allowed by
dark m atter constraints. The lightest H iggsm assm g 114 G &V is In the pink shaded region.
The red shaded region is disallowed by the LEP data. T he lightest supersym m etry particle is
charged in the green region. a 11  10'% in the light blue shaded region. The brick red
hatched region obeysthe 22 10 < Brpb! s ]< 45 10? constraint. The blue vertical
and horizontal Iine show the ILC (800 GeV) reach ;n ~J~) and ~~ nal states. The black
region is not allowed by radiative electroweak symm etry breaking. W eusem = 1727 GeV for
this graph.

massby ,onemayneed netuning and the probability of netuning is an allaswe have seen
In section 2.

In the Jandscape, aswe have seen 1n the previous section, the din ensionless param eters @ o,
AAO, ~,tan ) are given and one din ensionfiil scale m -, is distrbuted, wheremt g = m g=m 1-,,
AAO = Ag=M1,, ~ = =m;-,. The electroweak symm etry breaking scale Q, is the function
of these four din ensionless param eters up to a cuto scale, M p orM gyr . Once these four
param etersare xed,m 1, isconsum ed to solve Z boson m assand a ne-tuningm ay be needed.
However, the netuning for the little hierarchy has enough probability am ong the landscape
of electrow eak symm etry breaking vacua.

The di erence In above two resuls depends on what param eter is distrdouted in the lJand-
scape. In the rst case, M g, Ag, M1, tan ) is xed and  is distrdbuted, and in the latter
cass, (mo,pfo, ~,tan ) is xed and m -, is distrbuted. In the Jandscape distrbbuted by , the

ne-tuning vacua is less probable, and thusthe sn all isdem anded as in the usualnaturalness

12



statem ent. W e en phasize that the usualnaturahess statem ent is not necessarily applied in the
Jlandscape distributed by m 1, .

In the anthropic picture, the Jandscape m ostly prefers a little hierarchy irrespective of Q.
W e are Interested in the vacua where Q( is at TeV scale In our universe. In the param eter
goace where Q isat TeV scale, © is not necessarily small. Actually, © is alm ost determm ined
irrespective ofrty when Q isat a TeV scale in them inin al supergravity sihce M 2 hasa focus
point around the TeV scake [18]. As a resul, the param eter and the CP odd H iggs boson
m ass can be lJarge w ith enough probability in the landscape contrary to the usual naturalness
statem ent.

W e have xed the scalk Q (¢ In our discussion of landscape In the previous section. W hat
happens when Q( is also distributed? To see that, ket us study the distribution ofQy aswell
as the other param eters.

5.1 Landscape of the scale Qg
Let us 1rst see the landscape ofthe scale Q ( distrdbuted by . The scale isgiven as
Qo)=M; Q0" mi Qo): (28)

The scale dependence of can bewritten as > Qo) = 3IQo). Therefore, when any com plkex
value of | is equally probable O [ oF]= const), the distrbution oft, nQp is

d d Mg
D fol= D [ 2152 = i B 29)
dto dty I(w)
where c isa constant. The param eterm ay be a function ofm oduli, eg. = f (z). Then the
distrbution isD [ ]= D If '=d .In thecasswhereD [ J ]= const, we cbtain
I'm 2
M2 t T2 dMZ
D kl=c — — (30)
I d, I
The m axin al value of Q ( is the sca]ewhereMg = 0. W e de ne this scale Qy , namely

M2 Qy)= 0.Surely, 0y doesnotdepend on and the overallm ass scake. Since the RGE of
mflu becom es larger at Iower scale, the large Q Oy hierarchy Qg Qg ) ism ore probablk for
m 2. However, the little hierarchy between Z boson m ass and SUSY breaking m asses is not
very probable as we have seen In section 2.

5.2 Landscape of the scale Qy

How about the Qy landscape? The scalke Qy is function ofm\o,Pfo (in the unit ofm ;-,) and
tan . For sinplicity, ket us choose Ay = 0 and neglect tan dependence. W e param eterize

13
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Figure 4: The distrbution ofQy is shown when My = m (=m -, isdistrlbuted. Q4 isthe scale
where SUSY breaking H iggsm ass squared becom es negative.

My=tan r andany r 0< 1 < =2) isequally probablk. The : can be identi ed to the
m ixing between dilaton and m oduliwhich breaks SUSY . T he scale dependence ofmﬁu can be
w ritten as

mi Q)=miKoQ)+mi KipQ): (31)

u

T hen the distrbution function of the scale ty hQy wheremy, Q)= 01is

v
u
u K K dKq-
DRy = ct —° SR 32)
Ko, Kog+ KlzzdtKo
In the m inin al supergravity, Oy has a m axin al value Q1 #* 10° Gev orm, = 0 and
K1, QEF*) = 0, and a m inin al value ngn 5TeV (when tan = 40) for large My and

Ko (ng“) = 0. W e plt the distrbution function In Fig4. The scalke t; does not have strong
preference except for the scales to be around them Inin aland m axin alvalues. T he probability
around them inin aland m axin alvalies arising from the integration ofthe distribbution finction
is not very large. Therefore, in the landscape, we do not obtain a typical preference of the
hierarchy.

5.3 Landscapes of Q. and Qg

W e distrbute both m;_; and ~ with D m?_,]= D [*?*]= const. The distrbution function is
given asdP = D m?,D [**ldm{_,d"*. W e note that d and d* is the sam e m easure up to
nom alization when m ;_, is xed, but ifm -, is also distrbuted, those two m easures need to
be distinguished.
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W henm ;-, and * are distributed, both Q. and Q ; are distributed. T he distrdbbution function
2
oftyandt InQ.canbewritten asD ;8= c t)ethitM?Hj_:to,where isa step function.
De ning t £ & > 0),weobtain
dM 2

D bty ]= ce 22t — 2 ; 33)

a I

and the distroution finction can be decomposed asD 1/ e ?* and D kol/ € 35M 2 =I3.
T he hierarchy between the Z boson and stop m ass is given as M 22=mt = t, as i Eq.[20).
The little hierarchy ofM ; -m ., is probabl from the distribution function D &1/ e 2% 1 the
sam e way when we jast usem -, distribution.

Sihce the large ty is strongly probabl due to the exponential factor in the distribution
function D o]/ €™ 35M £ =13 the scale Q ism ost probably jist below the m axin alvalue of
Qo which isthe scake Qy . Therefore, allthree scales, Q,, Q¢ and Qy are close by. Slhce Q is
Just below the scale Qy , the param etermust be anallby de nition:

Qg d
2Q0)’ JnQ—"gtM;: (34)
H

In fact, the an all isthem ost probable as one can see from the distribbution function which is
calculated as | |

2 : 2
D[*Q0]’ c 1+ exp 2—— ; (35)

3 M3
w here dot represents fort= I Q derivative. T herefore, this Jandscape m ostly prefers the little

hierarchy w ith sn allH iggsino m ass, which is a dem and from naturalness. For our universe, we
have to choose the SUSY breaking scenario tom ake the Qy to be TeV scale. In them inimal
supergravity, Mt o needs to be large to make Qy to be at the TeV scale, which corresoonds to
the focus point solution [18]. W e stress that naturalness is not required in this Jandscape, but
the naturahess vacua are m ost probable.

W e ram ark that Qy must not be distrdbuted In this Jandscape, otherw ise SUSY breaking
scale becom es Just below them axin alvalue ofQy , which is 10'° G eV in m inin al supergraviy.

54 Summary ofdi erent Landscapes

W e have studied several Jandscapes to distribbute param eters m ;—,, *~, M) In m inin al super—
graviy. The inportant scals to describe the landscape of electroweak symm etry breaking
vacua are stop m ass Q ., symm etry breaking scale Q (at *= M ?), and the scak Qy where
My = 0. ThescalesQ o and Qy do not depend on the overallm ass scale which we choosem 1-,,
and Qy does not depend on .

W e consider the follow Ing typical landscapes:
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1. If we distribute the overallm ass scale that is chosen to bem ;-,, we can obtain a little
hierarchy with enough probability irrespective of the sensitivity function. Naturahess

(en allness of ) isnot necessary in the landscape.

2. Ifwedistrbute and x the overallscale, the little hierarchy between Z boson m ass and
SUSY breaking scale is not probable, but the hierarchy between Q (Qy is probablk ie.,
a large oould exist.

3. Ifwe distrbbute only M, we do not obtain any particular probable hierarcy.

4., Tfwe distrbute both m 1, and *, it is probabl that all three scales are close. T herefore,
naturalness vacua w ith little hierarchy isthem ost probable. The SU SY breaking scenario
needstobe xedtomakeQy (orQjp* ifi isdistrbuted) tobe TeV scal in ouruniverse.
Inthem SUGRA model,m, ’ O (10) isrequired. O ne can consider soeci ¢ SU SY breaking
m odels such as in Refl[19,120].

6 Conclusion

T he absence of the SUSY signalsat LEP and Tevatron has pushed up the SUSY particle m ass
scale com pared to the M ; scale. The ocolored SUSY particlkes are now around 1 TeV scale in
the m SUGRA m odels and therefore created a little hierarchy between this scale and the Z
boson m ass scale. It is said that naturahess of the electroweak symm etry breaking requires
the an allness of the H iggsino m ass

W e Investigated this situation in the context of landscape ofelectroweak sym m etry breaking
vacua. W e Incluide radiative symm etry breaking and found that in order to ocbtain a little
hierarchy between Z boson m ass and SUSY breaking scale w ith enough probability, we need
to distrbute the overall SUSY breaking m ass scak. In this lJandscape, the naturalness (an all
value of ) isnot required. The H iggsinom ass can be large or an all and the scale Q where
the electroweak symm etry breaking conditions are satis ed needs to be chosen around 1 TeV
In our universe as one of the vacua In the landscape of little hierarchy. In this socenario, the
SUSY breaking m ass is preferred to be jast below the scale Q(, in the electroweak symm etry
breaking vacua and therefore the little hierarchy can be rationalized.

If isalso distrbuted along with the overall SUSY breaking m ass, naturalvacua (snall )
is found to be probabl am ong the electroweak symm etry breaking vacua. In this landscape,
the scale Qy , where the SUSY breaking H iggsm ass squared tums negative, has to be sslected

ata TeV scale In our universe by choosing a SUSY breaking soenario.
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Ifweonly distrbute , the little hierarchy is less probable, and the naturahess is dem anded
as usually discussed.

W e note that the Jandscape w ith overall scale distribution supports the little hierarchy w ith
enough probability, but do not support huge hierarchy between SUSY breaking scale and the
Z boson m ass, such as split SUSY R1] or non-SUSY standard m odel at low energy where all
SUSY partickes are decoupled. A ctually, the stop m ass is less than 3 TeV at 99% probability.
W e also com m ent that the vacua w ith all scalar particles (incuding H iggs elds) and gauginos
being decoupled are enom ously probable rather than low energy SUSY vacua in this lJandscape
picture. The proper statem ent is that the little hierarchy is m ostly probable am ong the low
energy SUSY vacua w ih radiative electroweak symm etry breaking by H iggsm echanian .
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