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A bstract

W e exam ine various predictions ofthe m inim alsupersym m etric standard

m odelcoupled to m inim alsupergravity.Them odelischaracterised by a sm all

setofparam eters at the uni�cation scale. The supersym m etric particle spec-

trum atlow energy and the spontaneousbreaking ofthe standard m odelitself

are then generated radiatively. The previously considered predictions ofthe

m odelnow include the neutralino relic density which in turn providesbounds

on the scale param eters. W e �nd a rem arkable consistency am ong severaldif-

ferent constraints which im ply allsupersym m etric particle m asses preferably

within 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 providesa lowerbound on the spectrum ofsupersym m etricparticles

beyond thereach ofLEP,and m ostlikely also the Tevatron and LEP 200.
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1 Introduction

Them inim alextension ofthestandard m odel[1]which correspondstoasoftly-broken
supersym m etricSU(3)� SU(2)L � U(1)Y atthescaleM X wherethegaugecouplings
unify (as recently con�rm ed by LEP [2]) provides a very attractive and econom ic
description ofphysics beyond the standard m odel. Itis possible to specify a sm all
num berofparam etersatthe uni�cation scale and the low energy e�ective theory is
then determ ined sim ply by the radiative corrections. In particularthe spontaneous
breaking ofelectroweak sym m etry isradiately generated due to the presence ofsu-
persym m etry soft-breaking term sthrough the m asssquared ofone ofthe two Higgs
doubletsbeingdriven negativeatthescaleQ ’ O (m Z)bytheYukawatop quarkcou-
pling [3].In term softhestarting param etersattheGUT scale a detailed spectrum
ofthesupersym m etric(SUSY)statesiscom pletely determ ined.Even in thesim plest
SUSY scenarioonem eetsconsiderableuncertainty related tothepresenceofboth the
superheavy statesaround theGUT scaleand,m oreim portantly,new supersym m etric
statesabovem Z [4,5,6].Clearly thecorrespondingthreshold correctionsaround M X

depend on which uni�ed group orsuperstring scenario the m inim alSUSY m odelis
em bedded into.Thisinherentuncertainty would weaken thepredictive powerofthe
theory and,asin apreviouspaper[6],weperform am inim alanalysiswheresuch cor-
rectionsareignored butcorrectionsfrom supersym m etricstatesabovem Z aretreated
with particularcare [6]. Sim ilarly,the im portantconstraintcom ing from the lim its
on theproton decay [7]dependson thechoice ofa speci�c GUT m odeland willnot
bediscussed here.

In thisletter,weextend thepreviousanalysis[6]toincludethepredictionsforthe
relicabundanceofthelightestneutralino � which istypically thelightestsupersym -
m etric particle (LSP)ofthem odel.The neutralino LSP haslong been identi�ed [8]
asone ofthe leading candidates fordark m atterin the Universe [9,10]. Itisneu-
tral,weakly interacting,stable (ifR-parity isvalid)particle and itsrelic density is
typically consistentwith presentcosm ologicalexpectations.W eexam inethepredic-
tionsfor� from them inim alsupersym m etricstandard m odel(M SSM )and com pute
the annihilation cross sections which requires the detailed knowledge ofthe whole
SUSY spectrum .Consequently wecan relatevaluesoftheneutralinorelicabundance
to valuesofthe param etersm 1=2;m 0;�0 | the com m on gaugino m ass,the com m on
scalarm assand thehiggsino m assatM X .Thelowerlim iton theageoftheUniverse
providesan upperbound on therelicabundanceofm atter,and in particularofdark
m atterwhich isbelieved to bea dom inantm asscom ponentoftheUniverse.W ecan
therefore use the dark m atterabundance constraintto derive boundson the ranges
ofm 1=2;m 0;�0 and in turn getconstraintson them assesofalltheSUSY particles.
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In factwe can com bine the dark m atterconstraintwith otherswhich are either
phenom enological(valuesof�s(m Z);m t;m b)ortheoretical(avoiding m asshierarchy
problem )and exam inetheconsistency oftrying tosatisfy severaloftheseconstraints
sim ultaneously.W econcludethatonecan indeed achievesuch consistency quitenat-
urally.M oreinterestingly,we�nd thatthishappensfortherangesofthefundam ental
param etersm 1=2,m 0,�0,and thusalso m asses ofthe supersym m etric particles,all
preferably within thefew hundred GeV m assrangeand thuswellwithin the reach of
the SSC and theLHC buttypically above the reach ofLEP,theTevatron,and LEP
200.Thelowerlim iton supersym m etricparticlem assescom esfrom thedark m atter
constraintaswillbediscussed in section 3.

The LSP forwhich we �nd su�ciently large valuesofthe relic abundance to ex-
plain at least DM in the galactic halos (
h 2

0
>
� 0:025) invariably com es out to be

alm ostgaugino-like(bino-like)consistentwith theconclusionsofsom epreviousanal-
yses[11,12,13].Itwas�rstnoticed in Ref.[11]thatahiggsino-likeLSP issom ewhat
disfavoured as it corresponds to a high scale ofsupersym m etry breaking,typically
exceeding 1 TeV,and thusa gaugino-likeLSP wasselected asa uniquecandidatefor
DM .M ore recently,ithasbeen shown [13,14]thatforthe higgsino-like neutralinos
additionale�ects(co-annihilation with the next-to-lightestneutralino and the light-
estchargino,seesect.3)havea dram atice�ectofreducing theLSP relicabundance
below any interesting level. Here we �nd that higgsino-like LSPs are also largely
excluded by thecurrentlowerbound on them assofthetop quark.

Overall,theLSP relicabundanceconstraint,com bined with theotherconstraints
narrows down the allowed ranges of m 1=2;m 0;�0 considerably. W e �nd that the
region m 1=2 � m 0 is excluded by the lower bound on the top m ass,while in the
region m 1=2 � m 0 theLSP relicabundanceistoo large(
h 2

0
> 1).Furtherm ore,the

requirem entthattheLSP provide enough m issing m assin the
at(
 = 1)Universe
can beful�lled only in a relatively narrow band ofcom parablevaluesofm 1=2 and m 0

and for1< �0=m 0
<
� a few.

In the nextsection we brie
y review and update the procedure used in deriving
the low-energy spectrum from a lim ited num ber ofbasic param eters at the GUT
scale.In section 3wecalculatetheneutralino relicdensity and com pareitwith other
constraintson theparam eterspace.W econcludewith �nalrem arksin section 4.

2 Solutions ofthe M SSM

W e considerthe M SSM in the contextofa uni�ed theory. Atthe com pacti�cation
scaleM X wherethethreecouplingsofSU(3);SU(2);U(1)havea com m on value�X
the SUSY param eter space is characterised by the com m on values ofthe gaugino
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m assesm 1=2,the com m on value ofthe softm assterm softhe squarks,sleptonsand
Higgsbosonsm 0,and by �0,them assparam eteroftheHiggs/higgsino bilinearterm
in thesuperpotential.(Thesu�x 0 denotesvaluesatM X .) In addition therearetwo
param eterscharacterisingthesoftterm sproportionaltothesuperpotentialterm s:B 0

in thebilinearterm B 0�0,and acom m on trilinearsoftparam eterA 0 which m ultiplies
theYukawa term s.Also oneshould includeatleasttheYukawacouplingsht0;hb0;h� 0
atM X to considerasparam etersin principle.

However we can reduce this apparently unm anageable hostofparam etersdown
to a m anageable setasfollows.Firstly the coe�cientsA 0 and B 0 are setto zero,in
the spiritofstring-derived versionsofthe m odel[6]. Below the scale M X ,B grows
to a �nitepositivevalueand generally reachesa m axim um and m ay even decreaseto
negative values. The valuesofM X and �X aredeterm ined by the uni�cation ofthe
gaugecouplings.Theirprecise valuesforeach solution arecom puted by an iterative
procedure discussed in Ref.[6]since the running ofthe gauge couplingsdependson
knowing theindividualSUSY thresholdswhich in turn depend on alltheparam eters
including M X and �X them selves. This procedure requires the m easured values of
�1(m Z);�2(m Z) from LEP but the value of�3(m Z) m ust be adjusted to achieve
the required uni�cation foreach solution. Anotheradjustm entisto choose ht0 such
thattherunning Higgsm asssquared m 2

2
(Q)takeson theprecisevalue(negativeand

O (m 2

Z))atQ = m Z needed to givetherequired spontaneousbreaking ofelectroweak
sym m etry,i.e.,

(m 2

1
� m

2

2
)+ (m 2

1
+ m

2

2
)cos2� = � m

2

Z cos2� (1)

where m 1;m 2 are the running m asses ofthe Higgsdoublets coupling to down-and
up-typequarksrespectively.Heretheratio oftheHiggsv.e.v.sv2=v1 = tan� = cot�
with � related to � and B by sin2� = 2B �=(m2

1
+ m 2

2
). The running ofm 2

2
and

thereforethesatisfying ofeq.(1)iscontrolled by thevalueofht0.Actually theother
signi�cantYukawa couplingshb;h� should be included in thisrunning ofm 2

2
butin

orderto achieveeq.(1)in a controllableway wedrop them which isjusti�ed aslong
astan� isnottoo large(tan� � m t=m b).

Thus each solution is speci�ed by the values ofthe three param eters m 1=2,m 0,
�0. Each solution then provides at low energies speci�c values for the quantities
�s(m Z),tan�;�,gaugino m assesM 1;M 2;M 3,squark m asses,slepton m asses,Higgs
m asses, Higgsino m asses and top quark m ass m t = (

p
2htm W =g)sin�. Relaxing

the constraintsA 0 = 0;B 0 = 0 a�ectsthe resulting value oftan� m ostly | see the
analysisofRef.[6],and soquantitieswhich depend sensitively on tan� atlow energies
are,in principle,lessprecise,in ourprocedure.From Ref.[6]weseethat,in general,
tan� > 2 even when A0;B 0 areallowed to vary within valuesofO (m 0).

Anotherquantity associated with each solution istheratiom b=m �,assum ing that
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this ratio is unity at M X . Thus we include also hb0 = h� 0 as another param eter
in the running ofthe Yukawa couplings,and obtain a speci�c value form b foreach
solution. Apart from the above phenom enologicalconstraints on the solutions we
havethestandard constraintsthattheHiggspotentialbebounded,i.e.,

jsin2�j< 1; m
2

1
m

2

2
< �

2
B
2 (2)

and thatallthephysicalm asssquared bepositive.
The strongestconstraintforinsisting thatthe SUSY spectrum isrelatively light

com es from the ‘naturalness’argum ent [6,15]which regards the need to tune the
value ofht0 to a very high precision in order for m 2

2
to take the exact value given

by eq.(1)atthe scale Q = m Z. A m easure ofthis‘�ne tuning’problem isthe �ne
tuning constantcde�ned by [6]

c=
�m2

W

m 2

W

=
�h2t

h2t
(3)

so thatabsenceof�netuning m eansc� 1.Approxim ately wehave[6]

c�
m 2

0
+ �2

0
+ km 2

1=2

m 2

Z

(4)

A reasonable lim itto the degree ofprecision needed would bec<� O (10)and conse-
quently thetypicalSUSY m asscannotbem any tim esgreaterthan m Z.

W eillustratethevariousconstraintsby showingthevaluesofm tand m b in Fig.1a
and �s(m Z)and cin Fig.1b asa function ofm 1=2 and m 0 fora �xed ratio �0=m 0 =
2. The variation with �0=m 0 willbe discussed later. The regions m arked CDF
and LEP are excluded by the CDF searches for the top (m t

>
� 91 GeV) and the

LEP searchesforcharginos(m
�
�
1

>
� 46 GeV),respectively.W esee from Fig.1a that

the current ‘experim ental’value form b (in the M S schem e),m b(2m b)= 4:25� 0:1
GeV [16],im plies a rather heavy top quark (m t

>
� 150 GeV) for the values ofthe

input param eters m 1=2;m 0 and �0 roughly within the 1 TeV lim it. On the other
hand,beyond thatrangetheresulting valueofm b isconsistentwith m t

<
� 150 GeV.

Larger values ofthe input m ass param eters are,however,disfavoured by the �ne-
tuning constraintand the currentboundson �s = 0:122� 0:010 (based on analysis
ofjetsatLEP)[17]aswecan seefrom Fig.1b.W ealso notethattheuncertainty on
tan� arising from allowing A0 and B 0 to benon-zero (discussed above)would im ply
thatm t could besm allerby a further10% .

One can see im m ediately thatdem anding c<� O (10)forcesone to consideronly
valuesofm 1=2;m 0 up to a few hundred GeV.Thiswastheconclusion oftheprevious
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analysis [6]. Thus uni�cation ofthe couplings dem ands a value of�s(m Z)close to
thevaluesextracted from jetanalysesatLEP.

To sum m arise so far,the solutionsobtained forthe M SSM with the inclusion of
electroweak sym m etry allow a fairly restricted region ofthe param etersm 1=2;m 0;�0

which isconsistent with allthe above constraints,i.e.,m 1=2;m 0
<
� 200 GeV,�0 <�

400 GeV.W ewillcom m enton therestrictionson theratio �0=m 0 later.

3 T he N eutralino R elic A bundance

Theknowledgeofthewholem assspectrum ofboth theordinary and supersym m etric
particlesallowsonetoreliably com putetherelicabundanceofthelightestsupersym -
m etricparticle(LSP)asa candidateforthedark m atterin theUniverse.

Attheoutsetwenotethat,in theparam eterspacenotalready excluded by LEP
and CDF,we�nd thatitisthelightestofthefourneutralinosthatisalwaystheLSP.
AnotherpotentialcandidatefortheLSP,thesneutrino,hasbeen now constrained by
LEP to be heavier than about 42 GeV and,ifitwere the LSP,its contribution to
therelicabundancewould beoftheorderof10� 4,and thusuninterestingly sm all.In
the analysispresented here,the sneutrino istypically signi�cantly heavierthan the
lightestneutralino.Typically,itisnoteven thelightestsferm ion.

The actualprocedureofcalculating therelicabundance hasbeen adequately de-
scribed in theliteratureand willnotrepeated here.W eusethetechnique developed
in Ref.[18]which allowsforareliable(exceptnearpolesand thresholds)com putation
ofthe therm ally averaged annihilation crosssection in the non-relativistic lim itand
integrating theBoltzm ann equation.

In the early Universe the LSP pair-annihilated into ordinary m atter with total
m assnotexceeding 2m �.In calculating theLSP relicdensity oneneedstoincludeall
possible �nalstates. Lighter�sannihilate only (exceptforrare radiative processes)
into pairsofordinary ferm ionsvia theexchange oftheZ and theHiggsbosons,and
therespectivesferm ions.Asm � growsnew �nalstatesopenup:pairsofHiggsbosons,
gaugeand Higgsbosons,ZZ and W W ,and t�t.W eincludeallofthem in ouranalysis.

Generally oneconsiders
h 2

0
> 1asincom patiblewith theassessed lowerbound of

about10Gyrson theageoftheUniverseor,in m orepopularterm s,ascorresponding
totoom uch m assin theUniverse[10].M any astrophysicistsstrongly favourthevalue

 = 1 (or very close to one),corresponding to the 
atUniverse,either because of
cosm icin
ation orforaestheticalreasons.M oreover,thereisgrowing evidence that,
on a globalscale,them assdensity indeed approachesthe criticaldensity,aswellas
thatm ostofthem atterin theUniverse isnon-shining and non-baryonic[10].Ifone
assum esthattheLSP isthedom inantcom ponentofdark m atterin the
at(
= 1)
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Universe then onetypically expects

0:25<� 
h 2

0
<
� 0:5; (5)

where thebiggestuncertainty liesin ourlack ofknowledge oftheHubbleparam eter
h0 tobetterthan afactoroftwo.Aswewillseeshortly,varyingsom ewhatthebounds
in eq.(5)willnotsigni�cantly alterourconclusions.

W e present in Fig.1c the relic abundance ofthe LSP and com pare it with the
otherresultsshown before in Figs.1a and 1b. Severalfeaturescan be im m ediately
noticed.

Firstly,m ostoftheregion correspondingtolargervaluesofm 0 (roughlym 0
>
� 500

GeV)iscosm ologically excluded asitcorrespondsto 
h 2

0
> 1.The relic abundance

generally decreases with decreasing m 0 reaching very low values of
h 2

0
(0.025,or

less)form 0 roughly below 200GeV,especially form 1=2 > m 0.Itisworth notingthat
theregion favoured by cosm ology,eq.(5),takesa shape ofa relatively narrow band
running roughly parallelto theborderofthearea excluded by 
h 2

0
> 1.Thecontour


h 2

0
= 0:1 showshow quickly 
h 2

0
decreaseswith decreasing m 0 butalso lim itsfrom

below theregion wheretheLSP relicabundanceisreasonably large.
It is interesting to see what m ass and com positions ofthe LSP correspond to

itsrelic abundance favoured by cosm ology. W e rem ind the readerthat,in m inim al
supersym m etry,thelightestneutralino and itsthreeheavierpartners�0i (i= 1;:::;4)
arethephysical(m ass)superpositionsofhiggsinosfH 0

1
and fH 0

2
,theferm ionicpartners

oftheneutralHiggsbosons,and oftwo gauginos eB 0 and fW 0

3
,theferm ionicpartners

oftheneutralgaugebosons

� � �
0

1
= N 11

fW
3 + N 12

eB + N 13
fH

0

1
+ N 14

fH
0

2
: (6)

In distinguishing thegaugino-likeand higgsino-likeregionsitisconvenientto usethe
gaugino purity p = N 2

11
+ N 2

12
. In particular,the LSP isalm osta pure bino where

pbino � N2

12
is close to one. In Fig.1d we show the bino purity ofthe LSP.(The

gaugino purity isalm ostidentical.) Rem arkably,we �nd thatthe band favoured by
cosm ology correspondstotheLSP beingalm ostapurebino(� 95% )up tovery large
values ofm 1=2. W e also �nd that that higgsino-like LSPs are incidentally alm ost
entirely excluded by the lowerbound on the top quark of91 GeV.(The contourof
equalgaugino and higgsino contributionsalm ostcoincideswith thecontourm t = 91
GeV.)Itwasalso noticed in Ref.[13]thatfora heavy top constraintsfrom radiative
gaugesym m etry breaking exclude higgsino-like LSPs. (W ith theexpectation form t

tobeactually m uch heavierthan 91GeV alargercosm ologically uninteresting region
islikely to beruled out.) TheLSP m asscontoursarealm ostverticalin thegaugino
region with m � growing with m 1=2,and alm osthorizontalin thehiggsino region with
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m � increasingwith m 0.Again,thelinesm eetin thenarrow sub-diagonalregion where
theLSP isboth a gaugino and a higgsino.

Sincehiggsino-likeLSPsin ouranalysisnotonly givevery littleDM butalso are
practically excluded by the CDF top searches,we need not worry about the addi-
tionale�ectofthe higgssino-like LSP ‘co-annihilation’[19]with the next-to-lightest
neutralino and the lightestchargino which hasbeen recently shown to signi�cantly
reduce the LSP relic density [13,14]. W e have explicitly veri�ed thatallsolutions
forwhich co-annihilation ofthe LSP with �2 and �

�
1
isim portantlie in the region

excluded by m t � 91 GeV.Thusneglecting thee�ectsofco-annihilation isjusti�ed.
The LSP relic abundance in the allowed region is m ostly dom inated by its an-

nihilation into ferm ionic �nalstates,although in a few cases the Higgs �nalstates
contributed com parably.W ethusdo notexpectthattheradiativecorrectionsto the
Higgsm assesdueto theheavy top [20]would noticeably m odify ourresults[12].W e
also found thatthe lightestsferm ion iseither etR or elR ,in agreem entwith Ref.[13],
exceptin the(m ostly excluded by LEP)region ofsm allm 0 and m 1=2 whereitisthe
sneutrino.

W enow passto com binetheband favoured by cosm ology with them asscontours
ofthe top and the bottom quarks. Thisisshown in Fig.2. W e see thatthe region
where the LSP gives the dom inant contribution to the m atter density ofthe 
at
Universe (m arked 
 = 1) crosses the estim ated value ofthe bottom quark m ass
(m b = 4:25� 0:1 GeV)formt broadly between 160 GeV and 180 GeV.Rem arkably,
thishappensfor150 GeV <

� m 1=2;m 0
<
� 400 GeV,the range also strongly favoured

by constraintsfrom �s and �netuning.
W hen theratio �0=m 0 isdecreased,therelicabundance contoursgenerally m ove

towardslargervaluesofm 0 asdo the contoursform t and m b. For�0=m 0 = 1 the
favoured rangeofthebottom quark m assofabout4.25 GeV liesentirely within the
cosm ologically excluded region 
h 2

0
> 1. It also becom es harder to reconcile this

region with the�netuning constraintand with a valueof�s(m Z)closeto 0.122.On
the other hand as �0=m 0 increases,m b = 4:25 takes us to a region oflarger m 1=2

and lowerm 0 while the contoursrelic abundance rem ain relatively unchanged. The
area consistentwith theconstraintsofm b,m t correspond to lowervaluesoftherelic
abundance,
h 2

0
<
� 0:25.Ifweincrease�0=m 0 stillfurthertheregion ofoverlap forthe

constraintsofm b,m t,and 
= 1 shrinksand leadsustheregion oflarger�netuning
and sm aller�s.W e thusconclude thatthe com bination ofallthe above constraints
selectstherange1<� �0=m 0

<
� a few.

In the selected range allthe Higgs bosons,squarks and sleptons,aswellas the
gluino,are signi�cantly lighter than 1 TeV and thus are bound to be found atthe
LHC and SSC.
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However,the expectation thatthe LSP dom inatesthe dark m atterrelic density
isa naturalone.(In m inim alsupersym m etry no otherparticlecan even signi�cantly
contribute to the m issing m ass.) It then im plies a signi�cant lower bound on the
spectrum ofsupersym m etric particle m asses. W e see from Figs.1d and 2 thatthe
LSP m assesfavoured by alltheconstraintsliein therange

60 GeV <
� m �

<
� 200 GeV; (7)

theupperlim itbeing also expected in them inim alsupersym m etricm odel[11,15]on
thebasisofnaturalness.Sim ilarly,we�nd

150 GeV <
� m

�
�
1

<
� 300 GeV (8)

200 GeV <
� m

el
<
� 500 GeV (9)

250 GeV <
� m

eq
<
� 850 GeV (10)

350 GeV <
� m eg

<
� 900 GeV: (11)

The heavy Higgs bosons are roughly in the m ass range between 250 GeV and 700
GeV.Ofcourse,lowervaluesofallthese m asses correspond to less�ne tuning and
larger values of�s. The lightest Higgs boson tree-levelm ass invariably com es out
closeto m Z;itsone-loop-corrected value[20]isthen roughly in therange120 to 150
GeV.By com paring Figs.1b and 2 we also �nd 0:116 <� �s(m Z)<� 0:120. (Larger
values of�s are also disfavoured by considering threshold corrections at the GUT
scale[5].)

Thus,ifthe LSP isindeed the dom inantcom ponentofDM in the 
atUniverse,
supersym m etric particles are probably beyond the reach not only ofLEP but also
theTevatron and LEP 200 [21,12,13,22].W enote,on theotherhand,thatsm aller
rangesofsupersym m etric particlesarenot�rm ly excluded butwould correspond to
theLSP contributing only a fraction ofthecriticaldensity.W ealso notethatwedo
notclaim tohavedoneafullyexhaustivesearch ofthewholeparam eterspace.In fact,
Dreesand Nojiri[13]havefound in certain extrem ecases(ratherlargevaluesofA 0)
squarkseven som ewhatlighterthat200GeV and alowerlim itm 0 > 40GeV.W e�nd
thatthecondition 
= 1 requiresin ourcasesigni�cantly largervaluesofm 0 (m 0

>
�

150 GeV),in agreem ent with Refs.[12,22]. However,we do not consider it to be
in contradiction with them entioned resultsofRef.[13]buta re
ection ofsom ewhat
di�erentassum ptionsattheGUT scaleand m ethodsofderiving thesupersym m etric
m ass spectra. W e do not expect that the procedure adopted here would produce
substantially m odi�ed resultsby perform ing a �nersearch oftheparam eterspace.
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4 C onclusions

Ourbasicconclusionsfortheneutralino relicabundanceand theassociated im plica-
tionsforthesupersym m etricm assspectra aregenerally consistentwith severalother
recentanalyses.W edo�nd thatcosm ologically attractiveLSP isalm ostpurely bino-
like(� 95% )and liesin therange60GeV <� m �

<
� 200GeV.M oreover,as�rstnoted

in Ref.[21]and con�rm ed in Refs.[12,13,22],iftheLSP dom inatesthedark m atter
in the(
at)Universe then theexpected rangesofchargino,slepton and Higgsboson
m assesliebeyond thereach ofLEP 200.Theassociated rangesofgluino and squark
m asses then exceed the reach ofthe Tevatron butshould be discovered atthe SSC
and/ortheLHC.

Generally,we �nd it very reassuring that,in the sim plest and m ost econom ic
supersym m etric scenario,a carefulanalysis ofthe im plications ofseveraldi�erent
(and independent) constraints,including the DM constraint,which result from the
grand uni�cation conditions,leads to a supersym m etric spectrum accessible to the
nextgeneration ofaccelerators.
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Figure C aptions

Figure1:In theplane(m 1=2;m 0)forthe�xed ratio �0=m 0 = 2 we show:in window
a)them asscontoursofthetop and thebottom quarks(solid and short-dashed lines,
respectively); in window b) the contours of�s(m Z) (solid) and the m easure c of
�ne-tuning (dots),as discussed in the text;in window c) the relic abundance 
h 2

0

ofthe LSP;and in window d)the m asscontoursofthe LSP (solid)and the lightest
chargino(dashed)at50,100,150,200,500,and 1000GeV,startingfrom left,and the
contribution(dots)ofthebinototheLSP com position(binopurity,asdiscussed inthe
text). In allthe windowsthick solid linesdelineate regionsexperim entally excluded
by theCDF (m arked CDF)wherem t < 91 GeV and by theLEP experim ents(LEP)
where the lightest chargino is lighter than 46 GeV.In window c) we also m ark by

h 2

0
> 1 the region cosm ologically excluded (too young Universe). The thin band

between thethick dashed linesin window c)correspondstothe
atUniverse(
= 1),
asdiscussed in thetext.In window d)theregion excluded by CDF alm ostcoincides
with thebino purity of50% orless.

Figure 2:W e show a blow-up ofthe down-leftportion ofthe plane (m 1=2;m 0)from
the previous�gure forthe sam e �xed ratio �0=m 0 = 2. W e com bine the m asscon-
toursofthetop and thebottom quarkswith theonesoftheLSP relicm assdensity.
W e use the sam e textures as in Fig.1 but we also show (two m edium -thick short-
dashed lines)thecontoursm b = 4:15 GeV and 4.35 GeV which re
ectthecurrently
favoured range ofthe m assofthe bottom quark (see text). W e see thatthey cross
thecosm ologically favored region (thick long-dashed lines)m arked 
= 1 atroughly
150GeV <

� m 1=2;m 0
<
� 400GeV and form t broadly between 150GeV and 180GeV.
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