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A bstract

W e nd that reanalyzing the LEP /SLC data with light superpartners and low
s m % )’ 0:{112 yields a better t to the data than the Standard M odel, gives a sat—
isfactory description of the Ry, m easurem ent, and gives a better tto Apr . A large
body of low energy (&F mZ) data and analyses provide com pelling evidence for
s m % )’ 0:112. Global tsto LEP/SLC data In the Standard M odel, how ever, con—
verge on a valie of ¢ (m% ) 7 0:126. Recently i has becom e Increasingly clear that
these should be viewed as incom patible rather than valies that can be averaged. W e
Investigate the possibility that new physics is causing the LEP high value. To this end
w e have conducted a globalanalysis of LEP /SLC data in the Standard M odel and also
in theM Inim al Supersym m etric Standard M odel. Severalpredictions could con m (or
rule out) the resuls of this paper: light chargino and stop, top decays into stop and
neutralino, large Ry, large Arr , and a higherM y . W e brie y discuss the in plications
oflow 5 form ore findam entalhigh-scale supersym m etric theories.
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Introduction

R ecently ithasbecom e Increasingly likely that there exists a genuine and tantalizing discrep—
ancy between Iow energy (o M 22) determm inations of ¢ and the value of ¢ extracted
from LEP /SLC data at the Z peak. Shifm an E] has argued persuasively that the high
valie of s % )’ 0:26 obtained by tsto g° = m% data is ncom patdble w ith the val-
ues of sMm % ) 7 0112 extracted from low energy cbservables and run up to the Z scale.
Indeed, graphical dem onstrations EZ.] of all the various determ nations of ¢ clearly show
an apparent system atic separation of g m % ) between the low energy data and the Z peak
data.

In this letter we w ill assum e as correct the plthora of extrem ely precise B] low energy
detem inationsof smZ)’ 0:12. Then theextracted s@mZ) from LEP /SLC musteither
settle to a low er centralvalie w ith m ore statistics, orthere isa system atice ect which causes
LEP/SLC to ttoan haccurately high value of % ). Our prin ary goal in this letter is
to Investigate whether m % ) extraction In a supersym m etric m odel can be substantially
lower than the value of ¢ m % ) determ ined from Standard M odel tting procedures, thus
reconciling low energy and Z -peak determm nations of s % ).

Oneway to think ofthis isas follow s. The LEP /SLC data hasbeen analyzed assum ing
the Standard M odel is correct. If instead light superpartners exist, then a new analysis of
the data is required. A 1l output quantities w ill change. In particular, we nd that s % )
is allow ed to decrease by about 0.01; Ry, isnow m ore consistent w ith the experin entaldata;
agream ent w ith A g isbetter; and in generalthe global tto the data isgood. A numberof
other authors have also noted that ifRy, is explained by new physics, then ¢ willdecrease
(See Por exam ple Refs. E}, ::4, 5]) . Before such an argum ent can be taken seriously, it is
necessary to show that it is quantitatively large enough and also that it does not contradict
other observables such as keftright asym m etries, forward-backward asymm etries and M y .
W e have explicitly dem onstrated these features.

G auge coupling uni cation and low g

Before continuing further, we should digress on a related question: Is ¢ @m % ) 0112 com —
patble w ith sim ple grand uni ed theories? O ne of the early successes of supersym m etric
grand uni ed theories was their ability to unify the gauge couplings (€g. In SU (5)) and
predict values of sin® y and s m % ) which were In accord w ith experim ent. A s the data

and analyses got better, and the errors several tim es sn aller, m ost upper lim its on m ea—



sured s (m % ) started to drop. Sin ulaneously, supersym m etry m odelbuilders re ned their

calculations and the theoretical lower lin its on the predicted < % ) rose. As it stands

today, the ower Iim t on 5 m % ) is0:126 In a sinple SUSY GUT theory E_G] Mo GUT scak

threshold e ects, interm ediate scales, or non—renom alizable operator e ects) w ith com m on

scalar and gaugino m asses, and squarks bounded below 1TeV . W hike this lower lim it is

com patibble with the quoted U] s m % ) from LEP /SLC data, it is not com patible with
sm2)’ 0d12.

An < % ) crisis is actually weloom e because it dem onstrates that we can lam about
high {scale physics from weak{scale data. It leads us away from m Inin alm odels such as
the CM SSM ﬁj] which assum e com m on scalarm asses, com m on gaugino m asses, and precise
gauge ocoupling uni cation with a desert between the weak scale and the uni cation scale.
Thism Inin al constrained supersym m etric m odel cannot produce s % ) below 0.126 or
R above about 02168; it is a very predictive m odel. GUT scal threshold e ects and non—
renom alizable operators both m odify -Q, :_1-(_1] sin ple notions of gauge coupling uni cation
based on a continuous running of beta-finctions from the low scale to the high scal, as
do e ects at Intemm ediate scales that do not a ect the perturbative uni cation [_L5_:] As
low energy data gets better it starts to resolve gauge coupling palpitations near the uni-

cation scale. Several authors [_'6, Q-]_J'] have used the lower <M % ) values to get insight
Into the form of possible supersymm etric GUT theories. This is In stark contrast to non-—
supersymm etric GUT s which have extrem e di culty rectifying the very large rstorder
problem s of gauge coupling uni cation and proton decay constraints with second-order
threshold corrections '[__L-g], as well as keeping the weak scale and uni cation scale naturally
Separate.

It has been suggested t_l-;’z] that if one sim ply abandons the com m on gaugino m ass as—
sum ption then low values of ¢ m % ) can be obtained. W hilke we fully agree w ith Ref. i_l-j]
on the In portance of resolving this ¢ \crisis", this is a dram atic approach, and a testable
one. It is disquieting because in a sinplke GUT theory the gaugihos m ust unify in a single
ad pint representation of the GUT gauge group to preserve the gauge symm etry. If com —
m on gaugino m asses are discarded then gauge coupling uni cation also seem s to be gone.
In string theory, however, it is possible to have gauge coupling uni cation w ithout having
a grand uni ed group in four din ensions [:;-é_l:]. U sually it is assum ed that the gauginos w ill
unify as wellbut this is not necessarily required. W hat is required is the raising of the uni-

cation scale from the typical scale of 101° G &V where sin ple SUSY theories want to unify,
up to the string scale 10® Gev . This is a non-trivial task t_l-ﬁ], requiring the introduction



of additional states which a ect the running of the gauge couplings. For these reasons,
results based on smple GUT gauge coupling uni cation without gaugino m ass uni cation
are di cukt to obtain in a theory.

In this letter it is not our purpose to prom ote any speci c notions of the GUT scale
theory, and we do not attem pt to provide any additional insight into how a m ore funda—
m ental high-scale SUSY theory could predict a Iow s % ). W e shall focus instead on
the low energy data, and dem onstrate how tsto LEP /SLC Z -peak cbservables w ith light
superpartners could give lower ¢ fm % ) than tsw ithout superpartners. W e know that by
com bining Interm ediate scales [}3], which do not hurt perturbative uni cation, w ith high
scale threshold e ects ['6, 1-]_]] we can construct a theory w ith the couplings and spectrum
that we nd in thiswork.

E xtracting < in the Standard M odel

Thevaluesof sm % ) at the Z peak are extracted, m ainly, from two classes of observables:
hag and £t event shapes. The most In portant cbservables n the juq class are g3,
R ot had= lptrand paq. The tsfor sm % ) In the two approaches yield [],-'_l-_é,-'_l-j.],

s Z)
smz)

0126 0005 from pag Observables; and

0:119 0:006 from Ft event shapes:

The ervror In the s % ) determm ination from .q Observables is statistics lim ted. The
error associated w ih the gt event shape m easurem ents is m ostly theoretical, since the
non-perturbative e ects of hadronization m ust be f©lded into the perturbative parton level
Bt correlations. Furthem ore, the perturbative Q CD calculations for the event shapem ea—
suram ents [_l-g, :}-g] are not universally agreed upon, w hich com pounds the uncertainty. W e
therefore cautiously ignore the Ft event shape determ nation, which are in any case only
1 from the low values, and concentrate on the j,q Observables.

In an e ort to analyze all observables at LEP sin ultaneously in the Standard M odel
and in them inin al supersym m etricm odelw e have in plem ented supersym m etric loop cor-
rections in ZOPOLE £0] and interfaced it w ith the CERN lbrary m inin izer MINUIT P1] for
acomplte ? tter. The observablesthat weuseinour 2 tareO;i= 2, hadrRosrRes
A"

ALR/A?B/AEB/RJept had= Ipts aNd .Next we x theHiggsmassto a low value

consistent w ith supersymmetry (mp = 100G eV ), and let MINUIT nd them ninum ? for



M ¢ and s(m%).The 2 isde ned as

X © itheory Oiexpt)z .
expt
i (0 70)?

A 1l the values of O Eheory are calculated within a speci ¢ m odel and the better the m atch
between theory and data the lower the 2. Using the Standard M odelwe nd

M, = 167 15Gev

sm?2) 0423  0:005

2

as the resuls of our t to the observables. These resuls are consistent with the ts

obtained by the LEP E lectroweak W orking G roup E?.] corrected for a light H iggs.

E xtracting a lower 4 in supersym m etry

Now wesst s % ) to a am aller value We choose 0:112) consistent w ith the num erous low
energy cbservables, and m ap out the supersym m etric param eter space which yields a better

2 with superpartners in Ioops and s (m % ) = 0412 xed than does the Standard M odel,
whose 2 minimum isatM = 167GeV and S(m% )= 0:123.

T he idea that light superpartnersm ight resolve the s % ) discrepancy between high
scale and low scale data ishinted at by the largem easured value ofR Z ! b= @z !
had) which is approxin ately 2:3 from the Standard M odel prediction. It was found In
Ref. [_22] that ifm, and m + were both Iess than about 110G eV then the discrepancy
between theory and data for this one cbservable could go away. Since Ry, had the high—
est \pull" on the Standard M odel 2 for LEP data, resolving this 2:33 deviation could
substantially in prove the global t.

If the theoretical prediction for Ry, is raised by increasing the  partialw idth, then for
a xed g the totalhadronic decay width is also ncreased. To a good approxin ation the

hadronic w idth ofthe Z is separable Into an electroweak piece and a Q CD correction:
|

sm?2)

theory _ theory 1+ + 0)

had - EW ;had

expt
had

A Tthough Ry, is rather insensitive to the Q CD corrections, the partialw idths y, and pag

theory

are quite sensitive. It is clear from the above equation that ifwe obtain a higher 734

In supersym m etry than was found in the Standard M odel then the QCD corrections m ust

expt |

be an aller in the supersym m etric theory to m atch the experin ental determ nation of | _,7;



that is, sm % ) must be Iowered to best t the data. Therefore, it qualitatively appears
that we can sin ultaneously ncrease Ry, and lower , whilk at the sam e tin e keeping hmaiory
xed.

Our next step then is to hone in on the region of supersym m etric param eter space
which w ill substantially increase Ry, 4] and check to see that the ? tto LEP/SLC data
is consistent with Iow g % ) and all other observablkes such asArg, 3z, Ripe,etc. W ith
light superpartners having a large e ect on observables such as Ry, one would expect a
priori that these sam e superpartners w ill a ect other observables at LEP and potentially
could yield a worse 2 t to the data than the Standard M odel. It is in perative that
all cbservables be analyzed sin ultaneously to con dently state that a lower ¢ extraction
at LEP is possbl in supersymm etry. To be precise about our procedure, we have xed

s m % ) = 0:112 and searched through theM SSM param eter space for solutionswhich yield
better ?,at xed smZ),than thelowest ? tintheStandardM odelwhere s(mZ) was
allowed to vary to itsbest—t m inimum value of 0.123.

W e have xed s(m% ) = 0112 for two reasons. One, we want to see if gusy at a
low value of s m % )/ 0:1 can give a better 2 than the Standard M odel. And, we have
detem ined that sm % ) = 0:112 is near the best m Inin um éusy In this analysis (w ih
heavy st and second generation squarks and sleptons). D ue to the extram ely com plicated
m inin ization procedure w ith all the free M SSM  param eters we do not yet clain w ith cer—
tainty that the globalm inim um ofthe gu sy tisat s % ) = 0:112, but only that there
are at kast bcalmininawith  @mZ)= 0112 0:004 and 2,4, < 3, . Furthem ore,
we have xed tan at is lowest possbl value, which is detemm ined by the top Yukawa
ram aining perturbative below the GUT scale, since this value gives the best éu sy 1In the
region oftan < 30. Fortan > 30 the light pseudo-scalar H iggs can becom e in portant
and we have not yet Incorporated it into ZOPOLE.

W e have included Into ZOPOLE all vector boson selfenergy diagram s and vertex correc—
tions which involve the charginos, neutralinos, stops and soottom s. The only light squark
or skpton expected in the spectrum which willa ect our analysis is the t;z , which becom es
lJight through m ixing in the stop m ass m atrix. Since the soottom s are isosoin partners to
the stops they m ust be explicitly included In the calculation. W e expect and assum e that
all other sparticles have m asses too large to have a signi cant im pact on the nalanswer.
A lthough we work basically In a m inim al supersym m etric theory, our resuls are largely
Independent of the gluino m ass, and of rst and second fam ily squark m asses if they are at

allheavy. Results do assumeM ; = M, (oino and wino m asses) at the GUT scale. O ther



Figure 1: Region of supersym m etric param eter spacew ith abetter ? twith @2 )= 0:112 than
the best standardmodel ? twhich wasat ofm2)= 0:123.

Figure 2: Four observables versus the lightest charginom ass. T he dotted line isthem easured central
value ofthe cbservable, and the dashed linesarethe 1l Il its. T he solid straight line is the Standard
M odelbest t value obtained from ZOPOLE wih my, = 100G &V, and the shaded region that which
yieds Z,4, < 2, asotherparam etersarevaried.Asexpected ;n abetter ? t,theRyandArx
predictions t the experin ental values as m easured by LEP /SLC better than the SM does. Note
also that the W m ass prediction in supersymm etry is higher than the Standard M odel prediction.
A nd, the top is expected to decay into the lightest stop and light neutralinosw ith branching fraction
ashigh as 60% .

param eters are varied over allowed values (rather than guessed), to give the regions in the
gures.

O ur calculations of the one-loop diagram s were checked In ZOPOLE by exact num erical
cancellations ofthe Iog ( ?) which accom pany alldiergences in counter tem s ofthe on-shell
renom alization schem e. T hese exact cancellations of the log ( 2) in allobservables and r
are crucial requirem ents for a trustw orthy calculation.

}?J'gure:-;I isa summ ary ofthem ain result in this ketter. The enclosed area In them : {
m . plne is the region of param eter space which yields a better 2 tto LEP/SLC data
using supersymm etry and s %) = 0:112 than the absolite Iowest 2 obtained i the
Standard M odel (with s@mZ) = 0:123). The SUSY “=dwoif are asmuch as 1/3 better
than the Standard M odel best t, and thism nimnum occurs when the chargino is near
80G eV and the stop isnear 60G €V . Interestingly, the lower bound on the lightest chargino
is about 58G &V although high Ry values were cbtained form + < 58G eV . The reasons
for this are clear. The lightest neutralino in this region of param eter space is too light,
and the Z decay width becom es too large. T he truncated section In the lower right comer
has a straightforw ard explanation as well. H ere the stop is always lighter than the lightest
neutralino and therefore becom es the LSP, which we exclude.

Tt isvery Interesting to see the e ect of supersym m etry on other cbservables. In Fjgure:g:
we plot three cbservables, Ry, M y , and A g versus the lightest chargino m ass. T he dotted
line in each graph is the centralm easured value ofeach ofthese observables, and the dashed
lines are the 1 errors associated w ih the m easurem ents. The m easured value or Ry is
taken from Ref. {1, My from R3], and Apr from P4]. The solid straight line is ZOPOLE’s
best tStandard M odelvaluiewihm, xed at 100Ge&V (the Standard M odelvalues would
disagree m ore w ith experin ent ifm , ~ 300G &V ). T he shaded region is the range of values



obtained (versus lightest chargino m ass), as other param eters vary, which yield a better 2
w ith light superpartnersand s % ) = 0:112 than the best ? in the Standard M odel.

Several aspects of F jgure:g are in portant. The Ry, region is signi cantly higher than in
the Standard M odel. M  isalso higher. It isam using that earlier values ofM y would have
preferred the Standard M odel to supersym m etry, but the new value 2-3] 8033 017Ge&V)
does not. The SUSY Apr value is closer to the SLC Ar measurem ent. These resuls
transhte to sin® y = 02312 0:0004. ThevaliesofM thatwe undwith 2,4y < 32y
range between 162G &V and 190G &V . The upper lin it on M + com es about m ostly from
the nability to get low tan and high M sim ultaneously, and still keep the top Yukawa
perturbative at the high scale. W ih very light charginos we run the risk of having top
decays into the lightest stop and light neutralinos be too num erous to be consistent w ith
top quark production and decay data at Fem ilab i_2-5]. Fjgure:_Z show s that the branching
fraction of these supersym m etric top decays can be as high as 60% , and iIn generalmuch
of the param eter space has a signi cant top decay branching fraction into supersym m etric
states w hich could be detected when m any m ore top events are detected at a high lum nosity
collider.

Tt should be reem phasized that the m ost im portant phenom enological in plication of
lowering the extracted < m % ) is light superpartners. M ost of the allow ed param eter space
In Figure 1 willbe detectabk at LEP IT and an upgraded FNAL collider. W ih su cient
Jum nosity LEP ITw illbe able to detect all charginos and stopsw ith m asses to w thin a few
Gev ofp s=2. An upgraded Tevatron collider should be able to reach charginos and stops
w ith considerably higher m asses [_2-_6] than LEP.However, FNAL, and to a lin ited extent
LEP, has som e di culty cleanly detecting a signal for H iggsino-lke charginos. In the 1m it
of pure H iggsino the LSP m ass gets closer and closer to the lightest chargino m ass. W hen
the chargino decays Into LSP plus kptons, the leptonsm ay have too little energy to trigger
on, so the signal is reduced. T his region of chargino param eter space is largely the region

we are In.

C onclusion

W e have dem onstrated that the extracted valie of smZ) from LEP/SLC data can be
lowered to agree w ith other M % ) determ Inations when superpartners are added to the

t. An essential aspect of this work is the inclusion of all relevant LEP /SLC data, so
that the results are known to be consistent w ith all cbservables. W e have found that light
charginos and stops (W ith m asses below 100G &V ) are required if the total éu sy Wih



stm2)= 0:112 isbetter than the %, wih <@ Z) at its Standard M odelbest- t value

0f 0:123. O ur approach is largely independent of SUSY assum ptions.

The SUSY spectrum and couplings required to obtain our resuls cannot be cbtained in
a fully m Inin al supersym m etricm odel. T hey can be obtained by adding the e ects ofhigh
scale thresholds, and/or P lanck scale operators, and/or perturbatively valid interm ediate
scales. It is very encouraging that data at the electrow eak scale seem s to be telling us about
physics near the P Janck scale.

T he resultant supersym m etry param eter space has several in portant phenom enological
In plications: The W m ass is higher than the expected Standard M odelbest t. Ry and
A1r should also be larger than their Standard M odel values. Light superpartners below
about 100G &V mustexist. LEP ITand FNAL w illprobably nd these superpartners ifthey
are this light; if they don't, very precise determm inations ofthe W mass, Ry, orApg could
rule out or further support this exciting possibility.
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