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A bstract

W einvestigatethelittlehierarchybetween Z bosonm assand theSUSY breakingscaleinthe

contextoflandscapeofelectroweak sym m etry breaking vacua.W econsidertheradiativesym -

m etry breaking and found thatthescalewheretheelectroweak sym m etry breaking conditions

aresatis�ed and theaveragestop m assscaleispreferred to bevery closeto each otherin spite

ofthe factthattheiroriginsdepend on di�erentparam etersofthe m odel. Ifthe electroweak

sym m etry breakingscaleis�xed atabout1TeV by thesupersym m etry m odelparam etersthen

the little hierarchy seem s to be preferred am ong the electroweak sym m etry breaking vacua.

W echaracterizethelittlehierarchy by a probability function and them SUGRA m odelisused

asan exam ple to show the 90% and 95% probability contours in the experim entally allowed

region. W e also investigate the size ofthe Higgsino m ass� by considering the distribution of

electroweak sym m etry breaking scale.
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1 Introduction

Oneofthekeym otivationsforsupersym m etric(SUSY)extension oftheStandardM odel(SM )is

thestabilization ofthelargehierarchy between thePlanck scaleand theweak scale.Although

the SM particle spectrum gets doubled in the SUSY extension,these new particles around

the weak scale add an additionalattraction for SUSY theories by unifying gauge couplings

at the grand uni�ed scale [1]. However,the new particles are not yet to be seen. Neither

the LEP nor the Tevatron is successfulso far in their attem pts to discover these particles,

and thesearch attem ptshave already exceeded theZ boson m assscale.TheSUSY extension

which isinvoked to explain the electroweak scale seem s to require m ostofthe superpartners

abovetheelectroweak scale.In theSUSY breaking m odelsm ediated by m inim alsupergravity

(m SUGRA)[2,3],where the squarks and sleptons m asses are uni�ed atthe GUT scale,the

averagestop m assscaleisabout1TeV orabove.Question now arisesregardingthejusti�cation

oftheheavy superpartnerm asses.Can thislittlehierarchy between theZ boson m assand the

superpartnerm assesberationalized in thesem odels?

W e need to understand �rst the relation between the SUSY breaking m asses and the Z

boson m ass.Theelectroweak sym m etry breaking relatestheSUSY breaking m assscaleto the

Z boson m ass,M Z. At the tree level,the m inim ization ofthe Higgs potentialgives rise to

M 2
Z=2’ � m2H u

� �2 in thelargetan� lim it,wherem H u
istheSUSY breaking m assforup-type

Higgs boson,and � is the Higgsino m ass which is the coe�cient ofthe bilinear term in the

superpotential. Since jm H u
jisofthe orderofthe stop m assscale,the naturalexpectation is

thatM Z isaslargeasstop m ass,unlessthereisa cancellation.Onecan quantify theam ount

ofcancellation by a sensitivity function and �ndsthatsm aller� (and thereforesm alljm H u
j)is

needed [4].One can then conclude thatthe hierarchy between the SUSY breaking m assscale

and Z boson m assisnotpreferred unless �2 and m 2
H u

are related in a given SUSY breaking

m odel.Thisiscalled naturalnessoftheelectroweak sym m etry breaking.

In orderto determ ine the possible location ofthe SUSY breaking m assscale,we need to

go back to the origin ofthe SUSY m odels.The SUSY m odelsareexpected to arise from well

m otivated string theory. String theory has m any vacua and one expects to have wide range

ofpossibilitiesofthe SUSY m odelparam etersin these vacua [5]. The SUSY param eterscan

bethe vacuum expectation values(VEVs)ofthe m oduli�elds.M any ofthese vacua can give

rise to the SUSY extension ofthe SM where the electroweak sym m etry is broken. One can

then ask aboutthe distribution ofthe m odelparam etersin these vacua once the requirem ent

ism ade thatthe electroweak sym m etry hasto be broken. Can one understand the hierarchy

between the SUSY breaking m ass scale and the Z boson m ass from the distribution ofthe

m odelparam eters? One can also ask whether the sam e conclusion as naturalness holds ifa
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distribution function ofthe jM Z=m H u
jhierarchy isconsidered. The distribution functionsare

needed m orethan thesensitivity function in thecontextofstatisticsofvacua.

So farwedid notincludethefeaturesofradiativesym m etry breaking [6]in ourdiscussion.

Since the theory is not �nite,one needs to care about large log correction in the sym m etry

breaking conditions. The SUSY breaking m asssquared,m 2
H u
,isdriven to be negative atlow

energy by therenorm alization group 
ow and thatleadsustosatisfy theelectroweak sym m etry

breaking condition. The radiative sym m etry breaking connects the stop m assscale to the Z

boson m assin the following way. The sym m etry breaking condition (i.e.,� m2H u
� �2 > 0)is

satis�ed at a scale Q 0. The tree-levelZ boson m ass,M 2
Z(Q) ’ � 2(m2H u

+ �2)(Q),depends

on the renorm alization scale,Q. The proper Z boson m ass is given approxim ately at the

averaged stop m ass scale Q ~t where the correction from 1-loop Higgs potentialis negligible.

Thosetwo scales,Q 0 and Q ~t,areunrelated in general,and theelectroweak sym m etry isbroken

when Q 0 > Q ~t. Now expanding the tree-levelZ boson m ass,M Z(Q),around the scale Q 0,

one getsM 2
Z / ln(Q 0=Q ~t). Consequently,the scalesQ 0 and Q ~t need to be close by when the

averagestop m assisabout1TeV.Soinstead oflookingforareason toexplain thesm allnessof

jM Z=m H u
j,weneed to understand theproxim ity ofthescalesQ 0 and Q ~t.W ethereforedirect

ourinvestigation to thedistribution ofthe scalesQ 0 and Q ~t in the contextofthestatisticsof

vacua.

W e considerthe distribution ofthe hierarchy between M Z and Q ~t,and determ ine the dis-

tribution function assum ing that the any SUSY breaking vacuum is equally probable. W e

determ ine whetherthe proxim ity ofQ 0 and Q ~t isnaturalin a large num berofvacua. Ifthis

closenessisenough probablein thelandscapeoftheelectroweak sym m etry breaking vacua,the

hierarchy between the SUSY breaking scale and M Z can easily be rationalized when Q 0 isat

TeV scaledueto a m odelparam eter.Itisalso interesting to determ inethesensitivity function

ofthe Q 0=Q ~t hierarchy and com pare itwith the distribution function.W e also determ ine the

probability ofa given hierarchy between the Q ~t and M Z in m SUGRA m odeland show 90%

and 95% probability contourin the experim entally allowed param eterspace. The average of

theln(Q 0=Q ~t)isconsidered in arecentreference[7]in thecontextofm ultiplevacua and itwas

shown thatthe Q 0 should beclose to Q ~t scale.W e propose to use the probability function to

describetheam ountoflittlehierarchy in thispaper.

It isnotonly interesting to investigate the distribution ofQ ~t to understand the little hi-

erarchy,butalso im portantto investigate the size ofotherparam eters,especially the size of

�,which isclaim ed to be sm allfornaturalness. To investigate the size of�,there isanother

im portant scale Q H in addition to the scales Q 0 and Q ~t. The Q H is the scale where m 2
H u

becom esnegative.By de�nition,Q ~t< Q 0 < Q H fortheelectroweak sym m etry breaking vacua.
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Thehierarchy between Q 0 and Q H determ inesthepreferred sizeof� and thereforethesizeof

� can be understood forthe distribution ofQ 0=Q H . To obtain \naturalvacua" (orsm all�),

allthree scales need to be close by. Itis also interesting to inquire aboutwhether there are

lots ofnaturalvacua am ong the landscape ofelectroweak breaking vacua varying the m odel

param eters.

Thepaperisorganized asfollows.In section 2,weaddressthelittlehierarchy problem .In

section 3,we discussthe conditionsofthe electroweak sym m etry breaking and determ ine the

sensitivity function oflittlehierarchy.In section 4,wedescribethelittlehierarchy problem in

the landscape ofelectroweak vacua and determ ine the probability function oflittle hierarchy.

W ealsodeterm inethe90% and 95% probability contoursin them SUGRA m odelincluding the

experim entalconstraints. In section 5,we discussthe landscapesofdi�erentscale associated

with theelectroweak sym m etry breaking vacua and study thepossiblesizeof�,and section 6

containsourconclusion.

2 Little H ierarchy Problem

The little hierarchy problem is often described by using a sensitivity function [4]. One can

quantify the �ne-tuning in the m inim ization condition ofHiggs potentialby the sensitivity

function and concludesthatsm allHiggsino m ass� isneeded fornaturalelectroweak sym m etry

breaking. However, distribution 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 ofthe hierarchy forthe tree-levelcondition to see whetherthe sam e conclusion also

holds.

Thetree-levelHiggspotentialisgiven as

V = m
2
1jH dj

2+ m 2
2jH uj

2+ (m 2
3H d� Hu+ h:c:)+

g22 + g02

8
(jH dj

2� jHuj
2)2+

g22

2
(H y

uH d)(H
y

dH u):(1)

Thequarticterm isobtained by D -term and thusthecouplingisrelated tothegaugecouplings.

Thequadraticterm saregiven by SUSY breaking Higgsm asses,m 2
H d

and m 2
H u
,Higgsino m ass

� and SUSY breaking bilinearHiggsm assB � :m 2
1 = m 2

H d
+ �2,m 2

2 = m 2
H u
+ �2 and m 2

3 = B �.

M inim izing theHiggspotentialby HiggsVEVs(vd = hH 0
di,vu = hH 0

ui),weobtain

M 2
Z

2
=
m 2

1 � m22tan
2�

tan2� � 1
; sin2� =

2jm 2
3j

m 2
1 + m 2

2

; (2)

wheretan� = vu=vd.Theconditionsofelectroweak sym m etry breaking attree-levelare

m
2
1m

2
2 < (m 2

3)
2
; (3)

m
2
1 + m

2
2 > 2jm 2

3j; (4)
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which correspondsto theconditionsM 2
Z > 0 and sin2� < 1 in Eq.(2).Thesecond condition is

obtained by thestabilization oftheHiggspotentialalong the
atdirection,jvuj= jvdj.TheZ

boson m asscan beexpressed as

M 2
Z

2
= � �

2 +
m 2

H d
� m2H u

tan2�

tan2� � 1
’ � �

2 � m
2
H u

: (5)

In theradiativeelectroweak sym m etry breakingscenario[6],thecondition Eq.(3)issatis�ed

atthe weak scale by renorm alization group equation (RGE).The SUSY breaking scalarm ass

squared forup-type Higgs,m 2
H u
,isdriven to a negative value by large top Yukawa coupling.

Naively,� m2H u
is ofthe sam e orderasthe stop and gluino m asses atweak scale (especially,

when theSUSY breaking scalarm assesareassum ed to beuniversal),and consequently,theZ

boson m assisofthesam eorderastheSUSY particles.Thecolored particlesareexpected tobe

heavierthan sleptons,wino and bino dueto theRGE e�ectsusing naive boundary conditions

atthePlanck ortheGUT scale.In otherword,theuncolored SUSY particlesshould havebeen

observed in LEP2 experim ent.Non-observation oftheuncolored superparticlesleadsstop and

gluino m assesto bem uch heavierthan theZ boson m ass(especially when thegaugino m asses

are uni�ed atthe GUT scale). M oreover,the lightest Higgs m ass bound (m h > 114:4 GeV)

pushesup thestop m assorthetrilinearscalarcoupling forstop A t.

Surely, there is a freedom of cancellation in Eq.(5), and there is no problem with the

electroweak sym m etry breaking even ifSUSY particlesarem uch heavierthan them assofthe

Z boson.However,thecancellation seem sunnaturalascan beseen in thefollowing discussion.

Thesensitivity function to m easurethe�ne-tuning isde�ned as[4]

�[f(x)]�

�
�
�
�
�

@lnf

@lnx

�
�
�
�
�

� 1

: (6)

W hen �[f(x)]issm all,the function f issensitive to x and the degree of�ne-tuning islarge.

The sensitivity for the Z boson m ass is calculated from Eq.(5) as �[M Z(�)]= M 2
Z=(2�

2).

The � param eterneedsto be sm allto generate lesssensitivity. Thisisthe usualnaturalness

statem ent.W hen

M
2
H � (m2H d

� m
2
H u

tan2�)=(tan2� � 1) (7)

ism uch largerthan theZ boson m ass,the�ne-tuning issevere.Forexam ple,when M H = 500

GeV,thesensitivity �[M Z (�)]isabout2% .

In orderto describetheSUSY param etersin term softhestatisticsofvacua,in thispaper,

we suggest that the distribution function and the probability function are m ore appropriate

ratherthan thesensitivity function.
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Letuscalculatethedistribution function oftheM Z-M H hierarchy (rH � MZ=M H ).Assum e

thatanyHiggsinom ass� isequally probable(D [�]= const).Then oneobtainsthedistribution

function ofrH as

D [rH ]=
rH

2

r

1�
r2
H

2

; (8)

by using the relation dP = D [rH ]drH = D [�]d�. The distribution function is norm alized to

m ake

Z
p
2

0

D [rH ]drH = 1.Sincethedistribution function looksdi�erentby m easure,weshould

use the probability function by integrating the distribution function to avoid a bias for the

choiceofm easure.Theprobability forrH > r0 isgiven as

P[rH > r0]=

Z
p
2

rH

D [rH ]drH =

s

1�
r20

2
: (9)

So,theprobability forM H < 2M Z iscalculated tobe93% .Theprobability forM H > 200GeV

(500 GeV)isonly about5% (1% ).

Since the � param eter is com plex in general,the proper distribution function of� m ay

be D [j�j2]= const(orD [�]/ �)ifany com plex value isequally probable. In thiscase,the

distribution function isD [rH ]= rH and the probability function isP[rH < r0]= r20=2. The

probability function can be written as M 2
Z=(2M

2
H ) which naively corresponds to �[M Z(�)].

Theprobability for�ne-tuning isrelaxed than before:Theprobability forM H > 200GeV (500

GeV)isabout10% (2% ). W e note thatthe com plex � doesnotm ean CP violation directly

sincethephaseof� can berotated outbythe�eld rede�nition ofHiggs�eldswhen B param eter

isreal.

M oregenerically,theprobability function is

P[rH < r0]= 1�

 

1�
r20

2

! m

2

; (10)

when D [�m ] = const, and the probability can be written approxim ately m M 2
Z=(4M H

2) in

the �ne-tune region,which naively corresponds to the sensitivity function of�[M Z (�
m =2)].

Therefore,naturalness statem ent holdsand the little hierarchy isnotrationalized even ifwe

usetheprobability function when � isdistributed.

There arem ainly two directionsto solve the littlehierarchy problem .In onedirection one

needs to select a suitable m ass spectrum ofSUSY particles at low energy. For exam ple,if

squark,sleptons and wino are naturally heavier than the SUSY breaking Higgsm ass M H in

a SUSY m odel,the LEP2 experim ents do not con
ict with the �ne-tuning. In this case,a

favorableSUSY breaking scenario willbechosen such asm iragem ediation m odel[8,9].
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The other direction is to reconsider the distribution of� param eter and to see whatis a

suitable param eter to distribute in orderto discuss the �ne-tuning in electroweak sym m etry

breaking.In thispaper,weinvestigatethisdirection.

3 C onditionsofR adiativeElectrow eak Sym m etry B reak-

ing

In the previoussection,we only study tree-levelconditions,Eq.(2),which do notinclude the

conditionsthatthe sym m etry breaking isradiatively induced. Letusdescribe the conditions

oftheradiativeelectroweak sym m etry breaking.

Aswe discussed,itseem sthatthe �ne-tuning isneeded in Eq.(5)and the �ne-tuning has

less probability. At what scale do we need the �ne-tuning? Since the m ass param eters are

running,we have to �x the scale where we need �ne-tuning. The m inim ization conditions,

Eq.(2),aregiven in thetreelevelfora given scaleQ.Thereexistsa 1-loop corrected potential

[10],

�V 1� loop =
1

64�2

X

J

(� 1)2J(2J + 1)m 4
J

 

ln
m 2

J

Q 2
�
3

2

!

; (11)

whereJ isa spin ofthem atter.Sincem J dependson theHiggsVEVs,weneed to includethe

derivatives of1-loop potentialin m inim ization ofthe Higgs potential. W e can use a schem e

thatthe scale Q ischosen to m ake the derivativesof1-loop potential@�V=@v u;d to be sm all

[11].One can �nd thatthe scale isa geom etricalaverage ofthe stop m ass,Q ~t � (m~t1m ~t2
)1=2.

As a result,the tree-levelrelations Eq.(2) are approxim ately satis�ed at the scale Q ~t,and

the electroweak sym m etry breaking conditionsEqs.(3,4)need to be satis�ed atQ ~t. De�ning

the scale where the electroweak sym m etry isbroken (Eq.(3)issatis�ed)asQ 0,and the scale

where the stability condition Eq.(4)isviolated asQ st,we can obtain the window ofradiative

electroweak sym m etry breaking as

Q st < Q ~t< Q 0: (12)

To expresstheabovestatem entsexplicitly,wewillm aketheM Z function as(in largetan�

forsim plicity1)

M
2
Z(Q)= 2(� �

2 � m
2
H u
)(Q)= � 2m22(Q): (14)

1 Forgeneraltan�,weobtain

M
2

Z
cos

2
2� ’

�
dm

2

2

dlnQ
sin

2
� +

dm
2

1

dlnQ
cos

2
� �

dm
2

3

dlnQ
sin2�

�

ln

�
Q 0

Q ~t

�2

: (13)
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Figure1: RGE evolutionsof�2 and � m2H u
areplotted asfunctionsofthescaleQ(GeV).The

Higgsino m ass� ischosen to m akeQ 0 = 1 TeV.TheproperZ boson m assisevaluated atthe

scaleQ ~t.

The true Z boson m ass is given as M 2
Z ’ M 2

Z(Q ~t). By de�nition,M 2
Z(Q 0) = 0. Therefore,

expanding thefunction around Q 0,weobtain

M
2
Z ’ ln

Q ~t

Q 0

d

dlnQ
M

2
Z(Q)

�
�
�
�
�
Q = Q ~t

= ln

 

Q 0

Q ~t

!2
dm 2

2

dlnQ

�
�
�
�
�
�
Q = Q ~t

: (15)

The1-loop RGE ofm 2
2 = m 2

H u
+ �2 isgiven in an appropriatenotation as

8�2
dm 2

H u

dlnQ
= 3

�

y
2
t(m

2
~tL
+ m

2
~tR
+ m

2
H u
)+ A

2
t

�

� (g02M 2
1 + 3g2M 2

2)+
1

2
g
02
S ; (16)

8�2
d�2

dlnQ
= (3y2t + 3y2b + y

2
� � g

02 � 3g22)�
2
; (17)

whereS isa traceofscalarm asseswith hyperchargeweight.Approxim ately,weobtain

M
2
Z ’

3

8�2

�

m
2
~tL
+ m

2
~tR
+ A

2
t

�

ln

 

Q 0

Q ~t

!2

; (18)

neglecting gaugecouplingsg0,g2,and bottom ,tau Yukawa couplingsyb,y�.

The interpretation ofEq.(15) is illustrated in Fig.1. In Fig.1,the SUSY breaking m ass

param eters in m SUGRA are m ade to be dim ensionless unit since the RGE evolution does

not depend on overallscale factor. As it is obvious from the �gure,the little hierarchy is

characterized by the sm allnessofthe triangle. The little hierarchy problem can be rephrased

in term softhequestion why thesizeofthetriangleissm all.Therearetwo waysto m akethe

triangle sm all. The verticaltuning corresponds to the tuning of� param eterwith �xed M H

7



asin the previoussection.The � param etertuning isequivalentto tuning Q 0 after�xing Q ~t.

Thehorizontaladjustm entofthetrianglecorrespondsto thetuning ofln(Q 0=Q ~t).

W estressthatthesm allnessof� isnotcrucialforthelittlehierarchyduetothefactthatm 2
H u

and �2 arecanceled atQ 0.In thatsense,theusual�ne-tunequantity�[M Z (�)]= M 2
Z=2�

2 does

notplay akey roletodescribe�ne-tuningin radiativeelectroweak sym m etry breakingwhen Q 0

is�xed ata TeV scale.W epointoutthatthehorizontaladjusting quantity ln(Q 0=Q ~t)ism ore

im portantto discussthelittlehierarchy in radiativeelectroweak sym m etry breaking.Actually,

onecan calculatethesensitivity function of�[M Z(Q ~t)]to be

�[M Z(Q ~t)]’
ln
�
Q 0

Q ~t

�2

�
�
�
�1� ln

�
Q 0

Q ~t

�2
�
�
�
�

: (19)

Ifln(Q 0=Q ~t)� 0,then �[M Z (Q ~t)]issm alland Z boson m assissensitive to Q ~t.

Thequestion isnow whetherln(Q 0=Q ~t)
2 <� O (1)isnatural.Apparently,thereisno reason

thatQ ~t isrelated to Q 0
2.Forexam ple,letusassum e thatallthem assparam eters(including

� and B ) to be proportionalto a single m ass scale M S. Nam ely, the m ass param eters in

the m odelare written as m 2
~Q
= m̂ 2

~Q
M 2

S,m ~g = m̂ ~gM S,A u = Â uM S,� = �̂M S and so on.

The dim ensionless coe�cients m̂ 2
~Q
,m̂ ~g,Â u etc are determ ined when we �x a SUSY breaking

scenario. The � param eter is also proportionalto SUSY breaking scale in Giudice-M asiero

m echanism [13]in which the�-term isforbidden in thesuperpotentialby a sym m etry and the

Higgsinom assoriginatesfrom theHiggsbilinearterm in K�ahlerpotential.In thiscase,Q 0 does

notdepend on M S sinceRGEsarehom ogeneousdi�erentialequations.Theaveraged stop m ass

Q ~t,on theotherhand,ofcoursedependson M S.SincethescaleQ 0 isdeterm ined radiatively,

itishierarchically sm allerthan the grand uni�ed scale orthe Planck scale M P . Nam ely,the

scale Q ~t isa dim ensionfulparam eter,while the scale Q 0 isexpressed asQ 0 � e� 4�
2tM P by a

dim ensionlessO (1)param etert.How can thosetwo scalesberelated? Actually,in any SUSY

breaking scenario,the determ ination ofthe coe�cients and the overallscale are com pletely

di�erentissues.W hy Q 0 and Q ~t areso closeto m ake ln(Q 0=Q ~t)
2 <� O (1)? Thisisan essential

question ofradiative electroweak sym m etry breaking and the origin ofSUSY breaking. In

addition,when Q 0 < Q ~t,theelectroweak sym m etry doesnotbreak.Itisjustlikeliving on the

edgeofa cli�.

2 W e com m ent that ln(Q 0=Q ~t
)2 ’ 1 is satis�ed in the scenario ofno-scale supergravity [12]in which the

scaleQ ~t
isdeterm ined dynam ically.
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4 Landscape ofElectrow eak Sym m etry B reaking Vacua

Anthropic principle teachesusthatwe need notworry aboutthe factthatQ ~t appearswithin

thewindow forelectroweak sym m etry breaking,Eq.(12).So,thequestion iswhetherthelittle

hierarchy isnaturalam ongtheelectroweak sym m etry breaking vacua.To seethat,weexam ine

thelandscapeoftheelectroweak sym m etry breaking vacua.

As we have m entioned in the previous section, let us assum e that allm ass param eters

are proportionalto single SUSY breaking m ass scale such that m 2
~Q
= m̂ 2

~Q
M 2

S,m ~g = m̂ ~gM S,

A u = Â uM S,� = �̂M S and soon.Then,theradiativeelectroweak sym m etry breaking scaleQ 0

doesnotdepend on M S when the dim ensionlesscoe�cientsare �xed. On the otherhand,Q ~t

isnaively proportionalto M S. The SUSY breaking m assscale M S isspeci�ed by the F-term

ofa SUSY breaking spurion �eld X ,asM S / jFX j=M P .Ifany com plex valueofFX isequally

probable,the distribution function ofM S isD [M S]/ M S. Therefore,asone ofthe sim plest

exam ple,we calculate the distribution function when the distribution ofQ ~t isproportionalto

Q ~t after�xing Q 0.

Now,we calculate the distribution function ofthe Z boson and the stop m ass hierarchy

using Eq.(18).Thehierarchy R ~t � MZ=�m ~t isgiven as

R
2
~t
= � ln

Q 0

Q ~t

; (20)

where �m ~t isan averaged stop m ass, �m
2
~t
= (m 2

~tL
+ m 2

~tR
)=2 and � isthecoe�cient

� ’
3

4�2

0

@ 2+

 

A t

�m ~t

! 2
1

A : (21)

Using therelation,D [R ~t]= D [Q ~t]dQ ~t=dR ~t,weobtain thedistribution function ofR ~t as

D [R ~t]=
4

�
R ~t exp

 

� 2
R 2
~t

�

!

; (22)

where we norm alize the distribution function to m ake

Z
1

0

D [R ~t]dR ~t = 1. W hen Q ~t � Q 0,

the stability condition willbreak,but we neglect the condition to calculate the distribution

function sincethedistribution forQ ~t� Q 0 (R ~t� 1)isexponentially suppressed.

W e plot the distribution function D [R ~t]in the case A t=�m ~t = 1 (nam ely � = 9=(4�2))in

Fig.2. The peak ofthe distribution is R ~t =
p
�=2 ’ 0:24:From the distribution,one can

�nd that a little hierarchy between the stop and the Z boson m asses are probable am ong

the electroweak sym m etry breaking vacua. W hen we look atthe distribution function ofR 2
~t

(2R � D [R2]= D [R]),

D [R 2
~t
]=

2

�
exp

 

� 2
R 2
~t

�

!

; (23)
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Figure2:Thedistribution functionsD [R ~t](left)and D [R
2
~t
](right)areshown.

itbecom esm oreclearthatthereisa strong probability forlnQ 0=Q ~t ’ 0.

Usually,itissaid thata sm allvalueof�[f(x)]isunwanted sincef issensitive forx and a

�ne-tuning isneeded. In fact,forthe � distribution in the section 2,the probability function

naively corresponds to the sensitivity function. However,we have encountered an exam ple

where theprobability and thesensitivity have di�erentqualitative features.Nam ely,the�ne-

tuning becom esm ostprobable.

Onem ay think thatitlooksawkward that�ne-tuningispreferable.However,itcan happen

when we considera distribution. Letusillustrate itforthe distribution off(x)= aln(1=x).

Assum e that any x is equally probable for 0 < x < 1. Then y = f(x) is distributed for

y > 0 and the distribution function is obtained as D [y]/ exp(� y=a). On the other hand,

�[f(x)]= ln(1=x)= y=a.Therefore,y � 0 isthem ostprobable,whilethesensitivity function

becom eszero atthepoint.Itcan beunderstood intuitively from thesem i-log graph such asin

the Fig.1.The verticallinesare dense forlargervaluesofhorizontallogarithm ic axis. Surely,

y < 0ism oreprobablethan y > 0ifx > 1isallowed.However,ifwecom parethisexam plewith

ourm odelofconcern,y < 0correspondstothevacuawheretheelectroweak sym m etry breaking

would nothappen.Am ong theelectroweak sym m etry breaking vacua,therefore,the�ne-tuned

vacua are m ore probable. Furtherm ore, the distribution for less hierarchy is exponentially

suppressed dueto theloop factor�.

As seen in the Fig.2, the shape ofthe distribution function looks di�erent in di�erent

m easures,dR ~t ordR
2
~t
.So itisbetterto use the probability function fora num ericalquantity

oflittlehierarchy instead ofthedistribution function.Theprobability forR ~t > R 0 isgiven by

P[R ~t> R 0]=

Z 1

R 0

D [R ~t]dR ~t= exp

 

� 2
R 2
0

�

!

: (24)

10



So,weobtain theprobability for �m ~t > 2M Z (3M Z)is89% (62% ),and

�m ~t < (830 GeV)

s

3

2+ (A t=�m ~t)
2
; (25)

at90% probability.

W e have assum ed thatthe distribution function ofM S isproportionalto M S because the

SUSY breaking orderparam eteriscom plex. W hen the orderparam eterisrealin the case of

D -term breaking,thedistribution function ofM S isconstant.In general,ifn realcom ponents

cooperate the overallSUSY breaking scale,the distribution function is D [M S]/ M
n� 1
S (or

D [M n
S ]= const),and weobtain theprobability function as

P[R ~t> R 0]= exp

 

� n
R 2
0

�

!

: (26)

In Ref.[7],theauthorsusean averageofR 2
~t
,

hR 2
~t
i=

Z 1

0

R
2
~t
D [R ~t]dR ~t =

�

n
; (27)

to claim the closenessofthe Q ~t and Q 0.The probability thatitism ore hierarchicalthan the

average is63% (= 1� 1=e),nam ely,itisabouttwo tim esm ore probable ratherthan thatof

lesshierarchy.Therefore,weproposeto usetheprobability to describethelittlehierarchy.

Sincethesensitivity function isnottheproperquantityin thelandscapepicturedistributing

theoverallSUSY breaking scale,wesuggestto usetheprobability function Eq.(26)to charac-

terizethelittlehierarchy.W eplotthe90% and 95% probability contours(in thecaseofn = 2)

in the m inim alsupergravity with A 0 = 0 and tan� = 10;40.To calculate the probability,we

only distributetheoverallSUSY breaking scaleforeach m 0=m 1=2 ratio.

As calculated in Eq.(25),the averaged stop m ass is less than 1 TeV at 90% probability.

W ecan seefrom the�gurethatthe95% probability region can betested attheLHC and the

future dark m atterdetection experim ents since the SUSY particle m assesare notvery large.

This region lies in the allowed param eter space. The param eter space is constrained by the

dark m atterconstraint[14],thelowerlim iton Higgsm ass,LEP boundson SUSY particles[15],

b! s
 bound [16]and them uon g� 2 data [17].

5 SeveralLandscapes in M inim alSupergravity

In them inim alsupergravity m odel[2,3],theparam etersaregiven as(m 0;m 1=2;A 0;�;B ).One

usually usesB to determ ine tan�,and uses� to solve M Z using Eq.(5)attheweak scale.So

far,theparam etersetis(m 0;m 1=2;A 0;tan�;sgn(�)).In solving the equation fortheZ boson
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Figure3:90% and 95% probability contours(black lines)areshown in theallowed param eter

space for tan� = 10 (left) and tan� = 40 (right). The blue narrow bands are allowed by

dark m atterconstraints.ThelightestHiggsm assm H � 114 GeV isin thepink shaded region.

The red shaded region isdisallowed by theLEP data.The lightestsupersym m etry particle is

charged in the green region. a� � 11� 10� 10 in the lightblue shaded region. The brick red

hatched region obeysthe 2:2� 10� 4 < Br[b! s
]< 4:5� 10� 4 constraint. The blue vertical

and horizontalline show the ILC (800 GeV) reach in ~�02~�
0
1 and ~�1~�1 �nalstates. The black

region isnotallowed by radiativeelectroweak sym m etry breaking.W eusem t = 172:7 GeV for

thisgraph.

m assby �,onem ay need �ne-tuning and theprobability of�ne-tuning issm allaswehaveseen

in section 2.

In thelandscape,aswehaveseen in theprevioussection,thedim ensionlessparam eters(m̂ 0,

Â 0,�̂,tan�)are given and one dim ensionfulscale m 1=2 isdistributed,where m̂ 0 = m 0=m 1=2,

Â 0 = A 0=m 1=2, �̂ = �=m 1=2. The electroweak sym m etry breaking scale Q 0 is the function

ofthese four dim ensionless param eters up to a cuto� scale,M P or M G U T. Once these four

param etersare�xed,m 1=2 isconsum ed tosolveZ boson m assand a�ne-tuningm ay beneeded.

However,the �ne-tuning forthe little hierarchy hasenough probability am ong the landscape

ofelectroweak sym m etry breaking vacua.

The di�erence in above two resultsdependson whatparam eterisdistributed in the land-

scape. In the �rstcase,(m 0,A 0,m 1=2,tan�)is�xed and � isdistributed,and in the latter

case,(m̂ 0,Â 0,�̂,tan�)is�xed and m 1=2 isdistributed.In thelandscapedistributed by �,the

�ne-tuningvacuaislessprobable,and thusthesm all� isdem anded asin theusualnaturalness

12



statem ent.W eem phasizethattheusualnaturalnessstatem entisnotnecessarily applied in the

landscapedistributed by m 1=2.

In the anthropicpicture,the landscape m ostly prefersa littlehierarchy irrespective ofQ 0.

W e are interested in the vacua where Q 0 is at TeV scale in our universe. In the param eter

space where Q 0 isatTeV scale,�̂ isnotnecessarily sm all. Actually,�̂ isalm ostdeterm ined

irrespectiveofm̂ 0 when Q 0 isata TeV scalein them inim alsupergravity sinceM 2
H hasa focus

pointaround the TeV scale [18]. Asa result,the � param eterand the CP odd Higgsboson

m asscan belargewith enough probability in the landscape contrary to theusualnaturalness

statem ent.

W e have �xed the scale Q 0 in ourdiscussion oflandscape in the previous section. W hat

happenswhen Q 0 isalso distributed? To see that,letusstudy the distribution ofQ 0 aswell

astheotherparam eters.

5.1 Landscape ofthe scale Q 0

Letus�rstseethelandscapeofthescaleQ 0 distributed by �.Thescaleisgiven as

�
2(Q 0)= M

2
H (Q 0)’ � m

2
H u
(Q 0): (28)

Thescaledependenceof� can bewritten as�2(Q 0)= �20I(Q 0).Therefore,when any com plex

valueof�0 isequally probable(D [j�0j
2]= const),thedistribution oft0 � lnQ0 is

D [t0]= D [�20]
d�20

dt0
= c

d

dt0

M 2
H (t0)

I(t0)
; (29)

wherecisa constant.The� param eterm ay bea function ofm oduli,e.g.� = f(z).Then the

� distribution isD [�]= D [z]df� 1=d�.In thecasewhereD [�m0 ]= const,weobtain

D [t0]= c

 

M 2
H

I

! m � 2

2 d

dt0

M 2
H

I
: (30)

The m axim alvalue ofQ 0 is the scale where M
2
H = 0. W e de�ne this scale Q H ,nam ely

M 2
H (Q H )= 0.Surely,Q H doesnotdepend on � and theoverallm assscale.SincetheRGE of

m 2
H u

becom eslargeratlowerscale,thelargeQ 0-Q H hierarchy (Q 0 � Q H )ism oreprobablefor

m � 2.However,thelittlehierarchy between Z boson m assand SUSY breaking m assesisnot

very probableaswehaveseen in section 2.

5.2 Landscape ofthe scale Q H

How aboutthe Q H landscape? The scale Q H isfunction ofm̂ 0,Â 0 (in the unitofm 1=2)and

tan�. Forsim plicity,let us choose A0 = 0 and neglect tan� dependence. W e param eterize

13
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Figure4:Thedistribution ofQ H isshown when m̂ 0 = m 0=m 1=2 isdistributed.Q H isthescale

whereSUSY breaking Higgsm asssquared becom esnegative.

m̂ 0 = tan�T and any �T (0 < �T < �=2)isequally probable. The �T can be identi�ed to the

m ixing between dilaton and m oduliwhich breaksSUSY.Thescaledependence ofm 2
H u

can be

written as

m
2
H u
(Q)= m

2
0K 0(Q)+ m

2
1=2K 1=2(Q): (31)

Then thedistribution function ofthescaletH � lnQH wherem H u
(Q H )= 0 is

D [tH ]= c

v
u
u
t

K 0

K 1=2

K 0

K 0 + K 1=2

d

dt

K 1=2

K 0

: (32)

In the m inim alsupergravity, Q H has a m axim alvalue Q m ax
H � 1010 GeV for m̂ 0 = 0 and

K 1=2(Q
m ax
H ) = 0,and a m inim alvalue Q m in

H � 5 TeV (when tan� = 40) for large m̂0 and

K 0(Q
m in
H )= 0. W e plotthe distribution function in Fig.4. The scale tH doesnothave strong

preferenceexceptforthescalestobearound them inim aland m axim alvalues.Theprobability

around them inim aland m axim alvaluesarisingfrom theintegration ofthedistribution function

is not very large. Therefore,in the landscape,we do not obtain a typicalpreference ofthe

hierarchy.

5.3 Landscapes ofQ ~t and Q 0

W e distribute both m 1=2 and �̂ with D [m 2
1=2
]= D [̂�2]= const. The distribution function is

given as dP = D [m 2
1=2
]D [̂�2]dm 2

1=2
d�̂2. W e note that d� and d�̂ is the sam e m easure up to

norm alization when m 1=2 is�xed,butifm 1=2 isalso distributed,those two m easuresneed to

bedistinguished.
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W hen m 1=2 and �̂ aredistributed,both Q ~tand Q 0 aredistributed.Thedistribution function

oft0 and ~t� lnQ~tcan bewritten asD [t0;~t]= c�(t0� ~t)e
2~t d

dt

M 2

H

I
jt= t0,where� isastep function.

De�ning tZ � t0 � ~t(tZ > 0),weobtain

D [t0;tZ]= ce
� 2tZ e

2t0
d

dt

M 2
H

I

�
�
�
�
�
t= t0

; (33)

and the distribution function can be decom posed asD [tZ]/ e� 2tZ and D [t0]/ e2t0jd
dt
M 2

H =Ij.

The hierarchy between the Z boson and stop m ass is given as M 2
Z=�m ~t = �tZ as in Eq.(20).

The little hierarchy ofM Z-�m ~t isprobable from the distribution function D [tZ]/ e� 2tZ in the

sam eway when wejustusem 1=2 distribution.

Since the large t0 is strongly probable due to the exponentialfactor in the distribution

function D [t0]/ e2t0jd
dt
M 2

H =Ij,thescale Q 0 ism ostprobably justbelow them axim alvalueof

Q 0 which isthescaleQ H .Therefore,allthreescales,Q ~t,Q 0 and Q H arecloseby.SinceQ 0 is

justbelow thescaleQ H ,the� param eterm ustbesm allby de�nition:

�
2(Q 0)’ ln

Q 0

Q H

d

dt
M

2
H : (34)

In fact,thesm all� isthem ostprobableasonecan seefrom thedistribution function which is

calculated as

D [�2(Q 0)]’ c

 

1+
_�2

j_M 2
H j

!

exp

 

� 2
�2

j_M 2
H j

!

; (35)

wheredotrepresentsfort= lnQ derivative.Therefore,thislandscapem ostly prefersthelittle

hierarchy with sm allHiggsino m ass,which isa dem and from naturalness.Forouruniverse,we

have to choose the SUSY breaking scenario to m ake the Q H to be TeV scale. In the m inim al

supergravity,m̂ 0 needsto be large to m ake Q H to be atthe TeV scale,which correspondsto

thefocuspointsolution [18].W estressthatnaturalnessisnotrequired in thislandscape,but

thenaturalnessvacua arem ostprobable.

W e rem ark thatQ H m ustnotbe distributed in thislandscape,otherwise SUSY breaking

scalebecom esjustbelow them axim alvalueofQ H ,which is10
10 GeV in m inim alsupergravity.

5.4 Sum m ary ofdi�erent Landscapes

W e have studied severallandscapesto distribute param eters(m 1=2,�̂,m̂ 0)in m inim alsuper-

gravity. The im portant scales to describe the landscape ofelectroweak sym m etry breaking

vacua are stop m assQ ~t,sym m etry breaking scale Q 0 (at�
2 = M 2

H ),and the scale Q H where

M H = 0.ThescalesQ 0 and Q H donotdepend on theoverallm assscalewhich wechoosem 1=2,

and Q H doesnotdepend on �̂.

W econsiderthefollowing typicallandscapes:
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1.Ifwe distribute the overallm assscale thatischosen to be m 1=2,we can obtain a little

hierarchy with enough probability irrespective ofthe sensitivity function. Naturalness

(sm allnessof�)isnotnecessary in thelandscape.

2.Ifwedistribute� and �x theoverallscale,thelittlehierarchy between Z boson m assand

SUSY breaking scale isnotprobable,butthe hierarchy between Q 0-Q H isprobable i.e.,

a large� could exist.

3.Ifwedistributeonly m̂ 0,wedo notobtain any particularprobablehierarchy.

4.Ifwedistributeboth m 1=2 and �̂,itisprobablethatallthreescalesareclose.Therefore,

naturalnessvacuawith littlehierarchy isthem ostprobable.TheSUSY breakingscenario

needstobe�xed tom akeQ H (orQ m ax
H ifitisdistributed)tobeTeV scalein ouruniverse.

Inthem SUGRA m odel,m̂ 0 ’ O (10)isrequired.Onecanconsiderspeci�cSUSY breaking

m odelssuch asin Ref.[19,20].

6 C onclusion

TheabsenceoftheSUSY signalsatLEP and Tevatron haspushed up theSUSY particlem ass

scale com pared to the M Z scale. The colored SUSY particlesare 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 issaid that naturalness ofthe electroweak sym m etry breaking requires

thesm allnessoftheHiggsino m ass�.

W einvestigated thissituation in thecontextoflandscapeofelectroweak sym m etry breaking

vacua. W e include radiative sym m etry breaking and found that in order to obtain a little

hierarchy between Z boson m assand SUSY breaking scale with enough probability,we need

to distribute the overallSUSY breaking m assscale. In thislandscape,the naturalness(sm all

valueof�)isnotrequired.TheHiggsino m ass� can belargeorsm alland thescaleQ 0 where

the electroweak sym m etry breaking conditionsare satis�ed needsto be chosen around 1 TeV

in ouruniverse asone ofthe vacua in the landscape oflittle hierarchy. In thisscenario,the

SUSY breaking m assispreferred to be justbelow the scale Q 0,in the electroweak sym m etry

breaking vacua and thereforethelittlehierarchy can berationalized.

If� isalso distributed along with theoverallSUSY breaking m ass,naturalvacua (sm all�)

isfound to be probable am ong the electroweak sym m etry breaking vacua. In thislandscape,

thescaleQ H ,wheretheSUSY breaking Higgsm asssquared turnsnegative,hasto beselected

ata TeV scalein ouruniverse by choosing a SUSY breaking scenario.
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Ifweonly distribute�,thelittlehierarchy islessprobable,and thenaturalnessisdem anded

asusually discussed.

W enotethatthelandscapewith overallscaledistribution supportsthelittlehierarchy with

enough probability,butdo notsupporthuge hierarchy between SUSY breaking scale and the

Z boson m ass,such assplitSUSY [21]ornon-SUSY standard m odelatlow energy where all

SUSY particlesaredecoupled. Actually,the stop m assislessthan 3 TeV at99% probability.

W ealso com m entthatthevacua with allscalarparticles(including Higgs�elds)and gauginos

beingdecoupled areenorm ously probableratherthan low energy SUSY vacuain thislandscape

picture. The properstatem ent isthatthe little hierarchy ism ostly probable am ong the low

energy SUSY vacua with radiativeelectroweak sym m etry breaking by Higgsm echanism .
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