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A bstract

W e exam Ine various predictions of the m inim al supersym m etric standard
m odel coupld to m Inin al supergravity. Them odel is characterised by a am all
set of param eters at the uni cation scale. T he supersym m etric particle spec—
trum at low energy and the spontaneous breaking of the standard m odel itself
are then generated radiatively. T he previously considered predictions of the
m odelnow Inclide the neutralino relic density which In tum provides bounds
on the scale param eters. W e nd a ram arkable consistency am ong several dif-
ferent constraints which mply all supersym m etric particke m asses preferably
wihin the reach of future supercolliders (LHC and SSC). The requirem ent
that the neutralino be the dom inant com ponent of (dark) m atter In the at
Universe provides a ower bound on the spectrum of supersym m etric particles
beyond the reach of LEP, and m ost likely also the Tevatron and LEP 200.
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1 Introduction

Them inin alextension ofthe standard m odel fIi]which correspondsto a softly-broken
supersymm etric SU 3) SU R} U (1) atthescaleM x where the gauge couplings
unify (as recently con med by LEP [P]) provides a very attractive and econom ic
description of physics beyond the standard m odel. It is possbl to soecify a an all
num ber of param eters at the uni cation scale and the lIow energy e ective theory is
then detem ined sin ply by the radiative corrections. In particular the sopontaneous
breaking of electroweak symm etry is radiately generated due to the presence of su—
persym m etry softreaking tem s through the m ass squared of one of the two H iggs
doubltsbeing driven negative at the scaleQ ’ O fm ;) by the Yukawa top quark cou—
pling B]. In tem s of the starting param eters at the GUT scak a detailed spectrum
of the supersym m etric (SU SY ) states is com pltely determ ined. Even In the sin plest
SUSY scenario onem eets considerable uncertainty related to the presence ofboth the
superheavy states around the GUT scale and, m ore In portantly, new supersym m etric
states abovem ; §,5,14]. C karly the corresponding threshold corrections around M x
depend on which uni ed group or superstring scenario the m inin al SUSY m odel is
em bedded :nto. This inherent uncertainty would weaken the predictive power of the
theory and, as In a previous paper [§], we perform am inin alanalysis where such cor-
rections are ignored but corrections from supersym m etric states abovem ; are treated
w ith particular care [§]. Sin ilarly, the in portant constraint com ing from the lin its
on the proton decay [1] depends on the choice of a speci ¢ GUT m odel and w ill not
be discussed here.

In this letter, we extend the previous analysis [§]to include the predictions for the
relic abundance of the lightest neutralino which is typically the lightest supersym —
m etric particke (LSP) ofthem odel. The neutralino LSP has long been identi ed B]
as one of the kading candidates for dark m atter in the Universe [, 10]. T is neu—
tral, weakly interacting, stable (if R -pariy is valid) particle and its relic density is
typically consistent w ith present cosn ological expectations. W e exam ine the predic—
tions for from them inin al supersym m etric standard m odel M SSM ) and com pute
the annihilation cross sections which requires the detailed know ledge of the whole
SUSY spectrum . Consequently we can relate values of the neutralino relic abundance
to values of the param etersm 1_,;m ¢; o | the comm on gaugino m ass, the comm on
scalarm ass and the higgsinom assatM x . The lIower lin it on the age ofthe Universe
provides an upper bound on the relic abundance ofm atter, and In particular of dark
m atter w hich is believed to be a dom inant m ass com ponent of the Universe. W e can
therefore use the dark m atter abundance constraint to derive bounds on the ranges
ofm ,;m; o and In tum get constraints on the m asses of all the SUSY particles.



In fact we can com bine the dark m atter constraint w ith others which are either
phenom enological (valuesof ¢ fm z );m ¢;my) or theoretical (@voiding m ass hierarchy
prcblem ) and exam Ine the consistency of trying to satisfy several of these constraints
sim ultaneously. W e conclude that one can Indeed achieve such consistency quite nat-
urally. M ore interestingly, we nd that thishappens forthe ranges ofthe fuindam ental
parametersm ;,, My, o, and thus also m asses of the supersym m etric particles, all
preferably w ithin the few hundred G €V m ass range and thus wellw ithin the wach of
the SSC and the LHC but typically alove the rach of LEP, the Tevatron, and LEP
200. The Iower lin it on supersym m etric particle m asses com es from the dark m atter
constraint as w ill be discussed In section 3.

The LSP forwhich we nd su ciently large values of the relic abundance to ex—
plin at least DM in the galactic halos ( h% > 0:025) invariably comes out to be
aln ost gaugiho-lke (oino-like) consistent w ith the conclusions of som e previous anal-
yses 11,42,13]. Twas rstnoticed in Ref. [L1}] that a higgsino-like LSP is som ew hat
disfavoured as it corresoonds to a high scale of supersym m etry breaking, typically
exceeding 1 TeV, and thus a gaugiho-lke LSP was selected as a unigue candidate for
DM .M ore recently, it hasbeen shown [13,14] that for the higgsiho-lke neutralinos
additional e ects (co-annihilation with the next-to-lightest neutralino and the light-
est chargino, see sect. 3) have a dram atic e ect of reducing the LSP relic abundance
below any Interesting kevel. Here we nd that higgsiho-lke LSPs are also largely
exclided by the current lower bound on the m ass of the top quark.

O verall, the LSP relic abundance constraint, com bined w ith the other constraints
narrow s down the allowed ranges of m ;_,;m o; o considerably. W e nd that the
region m -, m, is excluded by the lower bound on the top mass, whik In the
region m 1, m o the LSP relic abundance is too large ( h% > 1). Furthem ore, the
requirem ent that the LSP provide enough m issngm ass in the at ( = 1) Universe
can be ful lled only in a relatively narrow band of com parable valuesofm -, and m g
and Prl1< o=m, < a fow.

In the next section we brie v review and update the procedure used in deriving
the low-energy spectrum from a lin ited number of basic param eters at the GUT
scale. In section 3 we calculate the neutralino relic density and com pare it w ith other
constraints on the param eter space. W e conclide with nal rem arks In section 4.

2 Solutions ofthe M SSM

W e consider the M SSM in the context of a uni ed theory. At the com pacti cation
scale M x where the three couplings ofSU (3);SU (2);U (1) have a comm on value g
the SUSY param eter space is characterised by the comm on valies of the gaugino



massesm 1-,, the comm on value of the soft m ass temn s of the squarks, slkeptons and
Higgsbosonsm o, and by o, them ass param eter of the H iggs/higgsino bilinear term

in the superpotential. (The su x 0 denotesvaluesatM x .) In addition there are two
param eters characterising the soft term s proportionalto the superpotentialtem s: B
in thebilineartem B, (, and a comm on trilinear soft param eter A ; w hich m ultiplies
the Yukawa tem s. A 1so one should include at least the Yukawa couplings hyy;hoih o
at M x to consider as param eters In principle.

However we can reduce this apparently unm anageable host of param eters down
to a m anageabl set as follow s. Firstly the coe cients A ¢ and By are st to zero, in
the spirit of string-derived versions of the m odel [§]. Below the scaleM x , B grows
to a nite positive value and generally reaches am axinum and m ay even decrease to
negative values. The values of M y and x are detemm ined by the uni cation of the
gauge couplings. T heir precise values for each solution are com puted by an iterative
procedure discussed in Ref. [§] since the running of the gauge couplings depends on
know Ing the Individual SUSY thresholdswhich in tum depend on all the param eters
Including M x and x them sslves. This procedure requires the m easured values of

1Mmyz); »my) from LEP but the value of 3 ;) must be adjusted to achieve
the required uni cation for each solution. A nother ad-justm ent is to choose hyy such
that the running H iggsm ass squared m 5 (Q ) takes on the precise value (negative and
O mZ))atQ = m; needed to give the required spontaneous breaking of electrow eak

symm etry, ie.,
m? m)+ m’+mj)cos2 = m cos2 1)

where m ;;m , are the running m asses of the H iggs doublts coupling to down— and
up-type quarks respectively. Here the ratio ofthe Higgsvev.sw,=v; = tan = oot
with rehted to and B by sh2 = 2B =@? + m3). The running ofm % and
therefore the satisfying ofeq. () is controlled by the value ofhy, . A ctually the other
signi cant Yukawa couplings hp;h  should be included in this running ofm 5 but in
order to achieve eq. {I) in a controllable way we drop them which is justi ed as Iong
astan isnot too large (tan my=my).
Thus each solution is speci ed by the values of the three param etersm 15, m o,
0. Eadh solution then provides at low energies speci ¢ values for the quantities
sfmyz),tan ; ,gaughomassesM |;M ,;M 3, squark m asses, skpton m asses, H iggs
m asses, Higgsino m asses and top quark massm = ( 2ham g =g)sin . Relaxing
the constraints Ay = 0;By = 0 a ects the resulting value oftan m ostly | e the
analysis ofR ef. [§], and so quantitieswhich depend sensitively on tan at low energies
are, In principle, less precise, In our procedure. From Ref. E_6] we see that, In general,
tan > 2 even when A(;B are allowed to vary w ithin values ofO ).
A nother quantity associated w ith each solution isthe ratiom=m , assum ing that



this ratio isunity at M x . Thus we nclude also hyy = h ( as another param eter
in the running of the Yukawa couplings, and obtain a speci ¢ value form y, for each
solution. Apart from the above phenom enological constraints on the solutions we
have the standard constraints that the H iggs potentialbe bounded, ie.,

jsh2 < 1; mmi< “B? @)

and that all the physicalm ass squared be positive.

T he strongest constraint for Insisting that the SUSY spectrum is relatively light
com es from the haturahess’ argum ent [§, 15] which regards the need to tune the
value of hy to a very high precision in order form  to take the exact valie given
by eq. () at the scale Q = m; . A measure of this " ne tuning’ probkm is the ne
tuning constant ¢ de ned by K]

so that absence of netuningmeansc 1. Approxin ately we have (6]

2 2 2
mg+ g+ kmi,
c . 4)
my

A reasonablk lin it to the degree of precision needed would be ¢ < 0 (10) and conse—
quently the typical SUSY m ass cannot be m any tin es greaterthan m 5 .

W e illustrate the various constraintsby show ing the values ofm ¢ and my, In F i3.1a
and sfmy) andcjnFjg.Q,'b as a function ofm ;. andm, fora xed ratio =m, =
2. The varation with o¢=m, will be discussed later. The regions marked CDF
and LEP are exclided by the CDF searches for the top M.~ 91 GeV) and the
LEP searches for chargihos m . > 46 GeV), respectively. W e see from Fig.fa that
the current ¥xperim ental’ valie orm, (in the M S scheme), m, @2my) = 425 01
GeV [l6], inplies a rather heavy top quark n.~> 150 GeV) for the values of the
Input param eters m ;_,;m g and , roughly within the 1 TeV I i. On the other
hand, beyond that range the resulting valie ofm ,, is consistent with m . < 150 G&V .
Larger values of the input m ass param eters are, however, disfavoured by the ne-
tuning constraint and the current boundson ¢ = 0:122 0010 (pased on analysis
of Etsat LEP) [l7]aswe can see from Fig.lb. W e also note that the uncertainty on
tan arsing from allow ing Ay and B to be non—zero (discussed above) would inply
that m + could be an allerby a further 10% .

One can see inm ediately that dem anding ¢ < O (10) forces one to consider only
valies ofm 1_,;m o up to a Ew hundred G €V . This was the conclusion of the previous



analysis EG]. Thus uni cation of the couplings dem ands a value of ;) close to
the values extracted from £t analysesat LEP.

To summ arise so far, the solutions obtained for the M SSM w ith the inclision of
electroweak symm etry allow a fairly restricted region of the param etersm ,;m o; ¢
which is consistent w ith all the above constraints, ie., mi,;m, < 200 GeV, , <
400 GeV .W e will comm ent on the restrictions on the ratio ,=m  later.

3 The N eutralino R elic A bundance

T he know ledge of the wholem ass spectrum ofboth the ordinary and supersym m etric
particles allow s one to reliably com pute the relic abundance of the lightest supersym —
m etric particle (LSP) asa candidate for the dark m atter in the Universe.

At the outset we note that, In the param eter space not already excluided by LEP
and CDF ,we nd that i isthe lightest ofthe four neutralinos that isawaysthe LSP.
A nother potential candidate for the LSP, the sheutrino, hasbeen now constrained by
LEP to be heavier than about 42 Ge&V and, if it were the LSP, is contrbution to
the relic abundance would be of the order of 10 *, and thus uninterestingly sn all. In
the analysis presented here, the sneutrino is typically signi cantly heavier than the
lightest neutralino. Typically, it is not even the lightest sferm ion.

T he actual procedure of calculating the relic abundance has been adequately de-
scribed in the literature and w ill not repeated here. W e use the technique developed
in Ref. [18] which allow s fora reliable (exospt near poles and thresholds) com putation
of the them ally averaged annihilation cross section in the non-relativistic lim it and
Integrating the Boltzm ann equation.

In the early Universe the LSP pairanniilated into ordmnary m atter with total
m ass not exceeding 2m . In calculating the LSP relic density one needs to include all
possbl nalstates. Lighter s annihilate only (exospt for rare radiative processes)
into pairs of ordinary fermm jons via the exchange ofthe Z and the H iggs bosons, and
the respective sferm ions. Asm grow snew halstatesopen up: pairsofH iggsbosons,
gauge and H iggsbosons, ZZ andW W ,and tt. W e include allofthem in ouranalysis.

G enerally one considers h 3 > 1 as incom patible w ith the assessed lowerbound of
about 10 G yrson the age of the U niverse or, in m ore popular tem s, as corresoonding
to toomuch m ass in the Universe [I(]. M any astrophysicists strongly favour the value

= 1 (or very close to one), corresponding to the at Universe, either because of
cogn ic in ation or for aesthetical reasons. M oreover, there is grow ing evidence that,
on a glbal scale, the m ass density indeed approaches the crtical density, aswell as
that m ost of the m atter in the Universe is non-shining and non-baryonic [L{]. If one
assum es that the LSP is the dom lnant com ponent ofdark m atter in the at ( = 1)



U niverse then one typically expects
025< hZ< 05 5)

w here the biggest uncertainty lies n our lack of know ledge of the H ubble param eter
hy to betterthan a factoroftwo. A swe w ill see shortly, varying som ew hat the bounds
in eg. @) willnot signi cantly aler our conclusions.

W e present in Fig. dic the relic abundance of the L.SP and com pare it with the
other resuls shown before in Figs.da and Ib. Several features can be inm ediately
notioed.

F irstly, m ost ofthe region corresponding to Jargervaluesofm o (roughlym, > 500
G &V) is coam ologically excluded as it corresoonds to h(z) > 1. The relic abundance
generally decreases w ith decreasing m ( reaching very low valies of hj (0.025, or
Iess) form ¢ roughly below 200 G &V, especially form -, > m . Ik isworth noting that
the region favoured by cosm ology, eg. @), takes a shape of a relatively narrow band
running roughly parallel to the border of the area excluded by h % > 1. The contour

hZ= 04 showshow quickly hZ decreases w ith decreasing m , but also lin its from
below the region where the LSP relic abundance is reasonably large.

Tt is interesting to see what m ass and com positions of the LSP corresoond to
its relic abundance favoured by cosn ology. W e rem ind the reader that, In m Inin al
supersym m etry, the lightest neutralino and its three heavier partners ¢ (i= 1;::54)
are the physical fm ass) superpositions ofhiggsinos i ? and 2, the ferm fonic partners
of the neutral H iggs bosons, and of two gauginos B° and W 2, the frm ionic partmers
of the neutral gauge bosons

8=N11‘ﬁ3+N12§+N13ﬁ$+N14ﬁ§: (6)

In distinguishing the gaugino-like and higgsino-like regions it is convenient to use the
gaugino purity p = N + N7,. In particular, the LSP is alm ost a pure bino where
Poino N7, is close to one. Th Fig.1d we show the bino purity of the LSP. (The
gaugino purty is alm ost identical)) Ream arkably, we nd that the band favoured by
coam ology corresoonds to the LSP being aln ost a purebino (  95% ) up to very large
valies ofm1,. W e also nd that that higgsiho-lke LSPs are lncidentally aln ost
entirely excluded by the lower bound on the top quark of 91 G&V . (T he contour of
equal gaugino and higgsino contributions alm ost coincides w ith the contourm = 91
GeV . twasalo noticed in Ref. [i3] that for a heavy top constraints from radiative
gauge sym m etry breaking exclide higgsino-like LSPs. W ith the expectation form
to be actually m uch heavier than 91 G €V a larger coan ologically uninteresting region
is likely to be ruled out.) The LSP m ass contours are alm ost vertical n the gaugiho
region with m grow ing with m ;-,, and alm ost horizontal n the higgsino region w ith



m increasingwithm . Again, the Inesm ect In the narrow sub-diagonalregion where
the LSP isboth a gaugino and a higgsino.

Since higgsino-lke L'SP s in our analysis not only give very little DM but also are
practically excluded by the CDF top searches, we need not worry about the addi-
tionale ect of the higgssino-like LSP ‘to-annihilation’ fl9] with the next-to-lightest
neutralino and the lightest chargino which has been recently shown to signi cantly
reduce the LSP relic density {13, 14]. W e have explicitly veri ed that all solutions
for which co-annihilation of the LSP wih , and , is Inportant lie in the region
exclided by my 91 Ge&V . Thus neglecting the e ects of coannihilation is justi ed.

The LSP relic abundance In the allowed region is m ostly dom inated by is an-—
nihilation into ferm ionic nal states, although in a few cases the H iggs nal states
contributed com parably. W e thus do not expect that the radiative corrections to the
H iggsm asses due to the heavy top P(]would noticeably m odify our results 121. W e
also fund that the lightest sfemm jon is etther & or &, in agream ent with Ref. {13],
except In the (M ostly excluded by LEP ) region of an allm ¢ and m -, where it is the
sneutrino.

W e now pass to com bine the band favoured by coan ology w ith the m ass contours
of the top and the bottom quarks. This is shown In Fig.Z. W e see that the region
where the LSP gives the dom lnant contrbution to the m atter density of the at
Universe marked = 1) crosses the estin ated value of the bottom quark m ass
my,= 425 01 Gev) orm broadly between 160 G&V and 180 G&€V .Ram arkably,
this happens ©r150 GeV < m,,;m, < 400 G &V, the range also strongly favoured
by constraints from ¢ and ne tuning.

W hen the ratio ¢=m ( is decreased, the relic abundance contours generally m ove
tow ards larger values of m ¢ as do the contours form and my. For ¢=m, = 1 the
favoured range of the bottom quark m ass of about 425 G &V lies entirely w ithin the
coan ologically excluded region h% > 1. It also beoom es harder to reconcike this
region w ith the ne tuning constraint and with a valieof ;) closeto 0122.0n
the other hand as ¢=m, Ihcreases, m, = 425 takes us to a region of larger m ;-
and Iower m o whik the contours relic abundance rem ain relatively unchanged. The
area oconsistent w ith the constraints ofm y,, m + correspond to lower values of the relic
abundance, hi < 025. Ifwe increase =m , still further the region ofoverlap forthe
constraintsofm, m, and = 1 shrinks and leads us the region of arger ne tuning
and an aller . W e thus conclude that the com bination of all the above constraints
slkctstherange 1 < =m, < a fow .

In the selected range all the H iggs bosons, squarks and skptons, as well as the
gliino, are signi cantly lighter than 1 TeV and thus are bound to be found at the
LHC and SSC.



However, the expectation that the LSP dom inates the dark m atter relic density
isa naturalone. (In m inin al supersym m etry no other particle can even signi cantly
contribute to the m issing m ass.) It then inplies a signi cant lower bound on the
spectrum  of supersym m etric particle m asses. W e see from Figs.d and 2 that the
LSP m asses favoured by all the constraints lie in the range

60GeV <m < 200GeV; @)

the upper lim it being also expected in them inin al supersym m etric m odel {11, 18] on
the basis of naturahess. Sin ilarly, we nd

150 GeV < m ) < 300 Gev ®)
200Gev < mg< 500 Gev ©)
250 GeV < mg < 850 Gev 10)
350GeV S mg < 900Gev: 11)

The heavy H iggs bosons are roughly in the m ass range between 250 Ge&V and 700
G &V .0 f oourse, Iower values of all these m asses corresoond to less ne tuning and
larger values of . The lightest H iggs boson treelevel m ass nvariably com es out
close to m 5 ; its one-doop-corrected value P0] is then roughly in the range 120 to 150
GeV.By comparing Figs.1b and 2 we also nd 0116 < ;) < 0120. Larger
values of  are also disfavoured by considering threshold corrections at the GUT
scake 1)

Thus, if the LSP is indeed the dom Inant com ponent of DM in the at Universe,
supersym m etric particles are probably beyond the reach not only of LEP but also
the Tevatron and LEP 200 R1,,12,13,22]. W e note, on the other hand, that sn aller
ranges of supersym m etric particles are not m ly excluided but would correspond to
the LSP contributing only a fraction of the critical density. W e also note that we do
not clain to have done a fiilly exhaustive search ofthe whole param eter space. In fact,
D rees and N oJjiri [13] have found in certain extrem e cases (rather large values of A )
squarks even som ew hat lighterthat 200G eV anda lowerlimitm, > 40G&V.W e nd
that the condition = 1 requires in our case signi cantly lJarger values ofm o (m o ~
150 GeV), in agreem ent with Refs. {12, 22]. However, we do not consider it to be
in contradiction with the m entioned results ofRef. [[3]but a re ection of som ewhat
di erent assum ptions at the GUT scale and m ethods of deriving the supersym m etric
m ass spectra. W e do not expect that the procedure adopted here would produce
substantially m odi ed results by perform ing a ner search of the param eter space.



4 Conclusions

O ur basic conclusions for the neutralino relic abundance and the associated in plica—
tions for the supersym m etric m ass spectra are generally consistent w ith several other
recent analyses. W edo nd that coan ologically attractive LSP is alm ost purely bino—
lke ( 95% ) and liesintherange 60GeV<m < 200GeV .M oreover, as rst noted
in Ref. Plland con med in Refs. 12,13, 22], ifthe LSP dom inates the dark m atter
in the ( at) Universe then the expected ranges of chargino, skepton and H iggs boson
m asses lie beyond the reach of LEP 200. T he associated ranges of gliino and squark
m asses then exceed the reach of the Tevatron but should be discovered at the SSC
and/orthe LHC .

Generally, we nd it very reassuring that, in the simplst and m ost econom ic
supersym m etric scenario, a carefill analysis of the in plications of several di erent
(and independent) constraints, lncluding the DM constraint, which result from the
grand uni cation conditions, leads to a supersymm etric soectrum accessible to the
next generation of acoelerators.
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F igure C aptions

Figure 1: In the plane M ;—,;m o) forthe xed ratio ¢=m, = 2 we show : In w indow
a) them ass contours of the top and the bottom quarks (solid and short-dashed lines,
resoectively); n window b) the contours of ;) (solid) and the measure c of

netuning (dots), as discussed in the text; in window c) the relic abundance h%
ofthe LSP; and In window d) the m ass contours of the LSP (solid) and the lightest
chargino (dashed) at 50, 100, 150, 200, 500, and 1000 G €V, starting from lft, and the
contrbution (dots) ofthebino to the LSP com position (oino purty, asdiscussed in the
text). In all the w indow s thick solid lines delineate regions experin entally exclided
by theCDF marked CDF) wherem < 91 G&V and by the LEP experim ents (LEP)
where the Iightest chargiho is Iighter than 46 G&V . Th window c) we also mark by

h% > 1 the region cosm ologically exclided (too young Universe). The thin band
between the thick dashed lines in w indow c) correspondsto the atUniverse ( = 1),
as discussed In the text. In window d) the region exclided by CDF aln ost colncides
w ith the bino purity of 50% or less.

Figure 2: W e show a blow-up of the down-left portion of the plane m 1-,;m o) from

the previous gure forthe same xed ratioc (=my, = 2. W e combine the m ass con—
tours of the top and the bottom quarks w ith the ones of the LSP relic m ass density.
W e use the sam e textures as In Fig. 1 but we also show (wo m edium -thick short-
dashed lines) the contoursm, = 415 G&V and 435 Ge&V which re ect the currently
favoured range of the m ass of the bottom quark (see text). W e see that they cross
the coan ologically favored region (thick long-dashed lines) marked = 1 at roughly

150GeV < mi,;mg < 400Ge&V and form . broadly between 150 G &V and 180 G &V .
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