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A bstract

W e �nd that re-analyzing the LEP/SLC data with light superpartners and low

�s(m
2

Z
)’ 0:112 yields a better �tto the data than the Standard M odel,givesa sat-

isfactory description ofthe R b m easurem ent,and gives a better �t to A L R . A large

body oflow energy (q2 � m 2

Z
) data and analyses provide com pelling evidence for

�s(m
2

Z
)’ 0:112. G lobal�tsto LEP/SLC data in the Standard M odel,however,con-

verge on a value of�s(m
2

Z
) ’ 0:126. Recently it has becom e increasingly clear that

these should be viewed asincom patible ratherthan valuesthatcan be averaged. W e

investigatethe possibility thatnew physicsiscausing the LEP high value.To thisend

wehaveconducted a globalanalysisofLEP/SLC data in theStandard M odeland also

in theM inim alSupersym m etricStandard M odel.Severalpredictionscould con�rm (or

rule out) the results ofthis paper: lightchargino and stop,top decays into stop and

neutralino,largeR b,largeA L R ,and a higherM W .W e brie
y discussthe im plications

oflow �s form orefundam entalhigh-scalesupersym m etrictheories.
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Introduction

Recently ithasbecom eincreasinglylikely thatthereexistsagenuineand tantalizingdiscrep-

ancy between low energy (q2 � M 2
Z
) determ inations of�s and the value of�s extracted

from LEP/SLC data at the Z-peak. Shifm an [1]has argued persuasively that the high

value of�s(m
2
Z
) ’ 0:126 obtained by �ts to q2 = m 2

Z
data is incom patible with the val-

uesof�s(m
2
Z
)’ 0:112 extracted from low energy observables and run up to the Z scale.

Indeed,graphicaldem onstrations [2]ofallthe various determ inations of�s clearly show

an apparentsystem aticseparation of�s(m
2
Z
)between thelow energy data and theZ-peak

data.

In thisletterwe willassum eascorrectthe plethora ofextrem ely precise [3]low energy

determ inationsof�s(m
2
Z
)’ 0:112.Then theextracted �s(m

2
Z
)from LEP/SLC m usteither

settletoalowercentralvaluewith m orestatistics,orthereisasystem atice�ectwhich causes

LEP/SLC to �tto an inaccurately high valueof�s(m
2
Z
).O urprim ary goalin thisletteris

to investigate whether�s(m
2
Z
)extraction in a supersym m etric m odelcan be substantially

lower than the value of�s(m
2
Z
)determ ined from Standard M odel�tting procedures,thus

reconciling low energy and Z-peak determ inationsof�s(m
2
Z
).

O neway to think ofthisisasfollows.TheLEP/SLC data hasbeen analyzed assum ing

the Standard M odeliscorrect. Ifinstead lightsuperpartnersexist,then a new analysisof

the data isrequired.Alloutputquantitieswillchange.In particular,we �nd that�s(m
2
Z
)

isallowed to decreaseby about0.01;R b isnow m oreconsistentwith theexperim entaldata;

agreem entwith A LR isbetter;and in generaltheglobal�tto thedata isgood.A num berof

otherauthorshave also noted thatifR b isexplained by new physics,then �s willdecrease

(See for exam ple Refs.[1,4,5]). Before such an argum ent can be taken seriously,it is

necessary to show thatitisquantitatively largeenough and also thatitdoesnotcontradict

otherobservablessuch asleft-rightasym m etries,forward-backward asym m etriesand M W .

W e have explicitly dem onstrated thesefeatures.

G auge coupling uni�cation and low �s

Beforecontinuing further,weshould digresson a related question:Is�s(m
2
Z )� 0:112 com -

patible with sim ple grand uni�ed theories? O ne ofthe early successes ofsupersym m etric

grand uni�ed theories was their ability to unify the gauge couplings (e.g.,in SU (5)) and

predictvalues ofsin2�W and �s(m
2
Z )which were in accord with experim ent. Asthe data

and analyses got better,and the errors severaltim es sm aller,m ost upperlim its on m ea-

2



sured �s(m
2
Z
)started to drop.Sim ultaneously,supersym m etry m odelbuildersre�ned their

calculations and the theoreticallower lim its on the predicted �s(m
2
Z
) rose. As it stands

today,thelowerlim iton �s(m
2
Z
)is0:126 in a sim pleSUSY G UT theory [6](no G UT scale

threshold e�ects,interm ediatescales,ornon-renorm alizableoperatore�ects)with com m on

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

com patible with the quoted [7]�s(m
2
Z
) from LEP/SLC data,it is not com patible with

�s(m
2
Z
)’ 0:112.

An �s(m
2
Z
)crisisisactually welcom e because itdem onstratesthatwe can learn about

high{scale physics from weak{scale data. It leads us away from m inim alm odels such as

theCM SSM [8]which assum ecom m on scalarm asses,com m on gaugino m asses,and precise

gauge coupling uni�cation with a desertbetween the weak scale and the uni�cation scale.

This m inim alconstrained supersym m etric m odelcannot produce �s(m
2
Z
) below 0.126 or

R b aboveabout0:2168;itisa very predictivem odel.G UT scalethreshold e�ectsand non-

renorm alizable operators both m odify [9,10]sim ple notions ofgauge coupling uni�cation

based on a continuous running ofbeta-functions from the low scale to the high scale,as

do e�ects at interm ediate scales that do not a�ect the perturbative uni�cation [15]. As

low energy data gets better it starts to resolve gauge coupling palpitations near the uni-

�cation scale. Severalauthors [6,11]have used the lower �s(m
2
Z
) values to get insight

into the form ofpossible supersym m etric G UT theories. Thisisin stark contrast to non-

supersym m etric G UTs which have extrem e di�culty rectifying the very large �rst-order

problem s of gauge coupling uni�cation and proton decay constraints with second-order

threshold corrections[12],aswellaskeeping the weak scale and uni�cation scale naturally

separate.

Ithas been suggested [13]thatifone sim ply abandons the com m on gaugino m ass as-

sum ption then low valuesof�s(m
2
Z
)can be obtained. W hile we fully agree with Ref.[13]

on the im portanceofresolving this�s \crisis",thisisa dram atic approach,and a testable

one. Itisdisquieting because in a sim ple G UT theory the gauginosm ustunify in a single

adjoint representation ofthe G UT gauge group to preserve the gauge sym m etry. Ifcom -

m on gaugino m assesare discarded then gauge coupling uni�cation also seem sto be gone.

In string theory,however,itispossible to have gauge coupling uni�cation withouthaving

a grand uni�ed group in fourdim ensions[14].Usually itisassum ed thatthe gauginoswill

unify aswellbutthisisnotnecessarily required.W hatisrequired istheraising oftheuni-

�cation scalefrom thetypicalscaleof1016G eV wheresim pleSUSY theorieswantto unify,

up to thestring scale� 1018G eV.Thisisa non-trivialtask [15],requiring theintroduction
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ofadditionalstates which a�ect the running ofthe gauge couplings. For these reasons,

resultsbased on sim ple G UT gauge coupling uni�cation withoutgaugino m assuni�cation

are di�cultto obtain in a theory.

In this letter it is not our purpose to prom ote any speci�c notions ofthe G UT scale

theory,and we do not attem pt to provide any additionalinsight into how a m ore funda-

m entalhigh-scale SUSY theory could predict a low �s(m
2
Z
). W e shallfocus instead on

thelow energy data,and dem onstrate how �tsto LEP/SLC Z-peak observableswith light

superpartnerscould give lower�s(m
2
Z
)than �tswithoutsuperpartners.W e know thatby

com bining interm ediate scales [15],which do not hurtperturbative uni�cation,with high

scale threshold e�ects [6,11]we can construct a theory with the couplings and spectrum

thatwe �nd in thiswork.

Extracting �s in the Standard M odel

Thevaluesof�s(m
2
Z )attheZ-peak areextracted,m ainly,from two classesofobservables:

�had and jet event shapes. The m ost im portant observables in the �had class are �Z ,

R lept � �had=�lept,and �had.The�tsfor�s(m
2
Z )in the two approachesyield [7,16,17],

�s(m
2
Z ) = 0:126� 0:005 from �had observables; and

�s(m
2
Z ) = 0:119� 0:006 from jeteventshapes:

The error in the �s(m
2
Z
) determ ination from �had observables is statistics lim ited. The

error associated with the jet event shape m easurem ents is m ostly theoretical, since the

non-perturbativee�ectsofhadronization m ustbefolded into theperturbativeparton level

jetcorrelations.Furtherm ore,theperturbativeQ CD calculationsfortheeventshapem ea-

surem ents[18,19]are notuniversally agreed upon,which com poundsthe uncertainty.W e

therefore cautiously ignore the jet event shape determ ination,which are in any case only

1� from thelow values,and concentrate on the �had observables.

In an e�ort to analyze allobservables at LEP sim ultaneously in the Standard M odel

and in them inim alsupersym m etricm odelwehave im plem ented supersym m etricloop cor-

rectionsin Z0POLE [20]and interfaced itwith the CERN library m inim izerMINUIT [21]for

a com plete �2 �tter.The observablesthatwe use in our�2 �tare O i= �Z,�had,R b,R c,

A LR ,A
b
F B

,A c
F B

,R lept � �had=�lept,and A
lept

F B
.Nextwe �x the Higgsm assto a low value

consistentwith supersym m etry (m h = 100G eV ),and letMINUIT �nd the m inim um �2 for
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M t and �s(m
2
Z
).The�2 isde�ned as

�
2 =

X

i

(O
theory

i � O
expt

i )2

(�O
expt

i
)2

:

Allthe values ofO
theory

i
are calculated within a speci�c m odeland the better the m atch

between theory and data the lowerthe�2.Using theStandard M odelwe �nd

M t = 167� 15G eV

�s(m
2
Z ) = 0:123� 0:005

as the results ofour �2 �t to the observables. These results are consistent with the �ts

obtained by the LEP Electroweak W orking G roup [7]corrected fora lightHiggs.

Extracting a lower �s in supersym m etry

Now weset�s(m
2
Z )to a sm allervalue(wechoose0:112)consistentwith thenum erouslow

energy observables,and m ap outthesupersym m etricparam eterspacewhich yieldsa better

�2 with superpartnersin loopsand �s(m
2
Z )= 0:112 �xed than doesthe Standard M odel,

whose�2 m inim um isatM t= 167G eV and �s(m
2
Z)= 0:123.

The idea thatlightsuperpartnersm ightresolve the �s(m
2
Z )discrepancy between high

scaleand low scaledata ishinted atby thelargem easured valueofR b � �(Z ! �bb)=�(Z !

had) which is approxim ately 2:3� from the Standard M odelprediction. It was found in

Ref.[22]that ifm ~t1
and m

�
+

1

were both less than about 110G eV then the discrepancy

between theory and data for this one observable could go away. Since R b had the high-

est \pull" on the Standard M odel�2 for LEP data,resolving this 2:3� deviation could

substantially im prove theglobal�t.

Ifthetheoreticalprediction forR b israised by increasing the��bb partialwidth,then for

a �xed �s the totalhadronic decay width isalso increased. To a good approxim ation the

hadronicwidth ofthe Z isseparable into an electroweak piece and a Q CD correction:

�
theory

had
= �

theory

E W ;had

 

1+
�s(m

2
Z
)

�
+ � � �

!

( ) �
expt

had

Although R b isratherinsensitive to the Q CD corrections,the partialwidths��bb and �had

are quite sensitive. Itisclearfrom the above equation thatifwe obtain a higher�
theory

E W ;had

in supersym m etry than wasfound in the Standard M odelthen the Q CD correctionsm ust

besm allerin thesupersym m etrictheory to m atch theexperim entaldeterm ination of�
expt

had
;
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that is,�s(m
2
Z
) m ust be lowered to best�t the data. Therefore,it qualitatively appears

thatwecan sim ultaneously increaseR b and lower�s,whileatthesam etim ekeeping�
theory

had

�xed.

O ur next step then is to hone in on the region of supersym m etric param eter space

which willsubstantially increase R b [22]and check to see thatthe�
2 �tto LEP/SLC data

isconsistentwith low �s(m
2
Z
)and allother observablessuch asA F B ,�Z,R lept,etc.W ith

light superpartners having a large e�ect on observables such as R b,one would expect a

priorithat these sam e superpartnerswilla�ect other observables at LEP and potentially

could yield a worse �2 �t to the data than the Standard M odel. It is im perative that

allobservablesbe analyzed sim ultaneously to con�dently state thata lower �s extraction

at LEP is possible in supersym m etry. To be precise about our procedure,we have �xed

�s(m
2
Z
)= 0:112 and searched through theM SSM param eterspaceforsolutionswhich yield

better�2,at�xed �s(m
2
Z
),than thelowest�2 �tin theStandard M odelwhere�s(m

2
Z
)was

allowed to vary to itsbest-�tm inim um value of0.123.

W e have �xed �s(m
2
Z
) = 0:112 for two reasons. O ne,we want to see if�2

SU SY
at a

low value of�s(m
2
Z
)’ 0:11 can give a better�2 than the Standard M odel. And,we have

determ ined that �s(m
2
Z
)= 0:112 is near the bestm inim um �2

SU SY
in this analysis (with

heavy �rstand second generation squarksand sleptons).Dueto theextrem ely com plicated

m inim ization procedure with allthe free M SSM param eterswe do notyetclaim with cer-

tainty thattheglobalm inim um ofthe�2
SU SY

�tisat�s(m
2
Z
)= 0:112,butonly thatthere

are atleastlocalm inim a with �s(m
2
Z
)= 0:112� 0:004 and �2

SU SY
< �2

SM
. Furtherm ore,

we have �xed tan� at its lowest possible value,which is determ ined by the top Yukawa

rem aining perturbative below the G UT scale,since thisvalue givesthe best�2
SU SY

in the

region oftan� < 30. For tan� > 30 the lightpseudo-scalarHiggs can becom e im portant

and we have notyetincorporated itinto Z0POLE.

W e have included into Z0POLE allvectorboson self-energy diagram sand vertex correc-

tionswhich involve the charginos,neutralinos,stopsand sbottom s. The only lightsquark

orslepton expected in thespectrum which willa�ectouranalysisisthe ~tR ,which becom es

lightthrough m ixing in the stop m assm atrix. Since the sbottom sare isospin partnersto

the stopsthey m ustbe explicitly included in the calculation. W e expectand assum e that

allothersparticleshave m assestoo large to have a signi�cantim pacton the �nalanswer.

Although we work basically in a m inim alsupersym m etric theory,our results are largely

independentofthegluino m ass,and of�rstand second fam ily squark m assesifthey areat

allheavy. Resultsdo assum e M 1 = M 2 (bino and wino m asses)atthe G UT scale. O ther
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Figure1:Region ofsupersym m etricparam eterspacewith a better�2 �twith �s(m
2

Z
)= 0:112than

the beststandard m odel�2 �twhich wasat�s(m
2

Z
)= 0:123.

Figure2:Fourobservablesversusthelightestcharginom ass.Thedotted lineisthem easured central

valueoftheobservable,and thedashed linesarethe1� lim its.Thesolid straightlineistheStandard

M odelbest�tvalue obtained from Z0POLE with m h = 100G eV,and the shaded region thatwhich

yields�2
SU SY

< �2
SM

asotherparam etersarevaried.Asexpected in abetter�2 �t,theR b and A L R

predictions �t the experim entalvalues asm easured by LEP/SLC better than the SM does. Note

also thatthe W m assprediction in supersym m etry ishigherthan the Standard M odelprediction.

And,thetop isexpected to decay intothelighteststop and lightneutralinoswith branchingfraction

ashigh as60% .

param etersare varied overallowed values(ratherthan guessed),to give the regionsin the

�gures.

O urcalculations ofthe one-loop diagram swere checked in Z0POLE by exactnum erical

cancellationsofthelog(�2)which accom pany alldivergencesin counterterm softheon-shell

renorm alization schem e.Theseexactcancellationsofthelog(�2)in allobservablesand �r

are crucialrequirem entsfora trustworthy calculation.

Figure 1 isa sum m ary ofthem ain resultin thisletter.Theenclosed area in the m
�
+

1

{

m ~t1
plane isthe region ofparam eter space which yields a better�2 �tto LEP/SLC data

using supersym m etry and �s(m
2
Z
) = 0:112 than the absolute lowest �2 obtained in the

Standard M odel(with �s(m
2
Z
) = 0:123). The SUSY �2=d:o:f are as m uch as 1/3 better

than the Standard M odelbest �t,and this m inim um occurs when the chargino is near

80G eV and thestop isnear60G eV .Interestingly,thelowerbound on thelightestchargino

is about58G eV although high R b values were obtained for m
�
+

1

< 58G eV . The reasons

for this are clear. The lightest neutralino in this region ofparam eter space is too light,

and the Z decay width becom estoo large.The truncated section in the lowerrightcorner

hasa straightforward explanation aswell.Here thestop isalwayslighterthan the lightest

neutralino and therefore becom estheLSP,which weexclude.

Itisvery interestingtoseethee�ectofsupersym m etryon otherobservables.In Figure2

weplotthreeobservables,R b,M W ,and A LR versusthelightestchargino m ass.Thedotted

linein each graph isthecentralm easured valueofeach oftheseobservables,and thedashed

lines are the 1� errors associated with the m easurem ents. The m easured value for Rb is

taken from Ref.[7],M W from [23],and A LR from [24]. The solid straightline isZ0POLE’s

best�tStandard M odelvaluewith m h �xed at100G eV (theStandard M odelvalueswould

disagreem orewith experim entifm h
>
� 300G eV ).Theshaded region istherangeofvalues

7



obtained (versuslightestchargino m ass),asotherparam etersvary,which yield a better�2

with lightsuperpartnersand �s(m
2
Z
)= 0:112 than the best�2 in the Standard M odel.

SeveralaspectsofFigure2 areim portant.TheR b region issigni�cantly higherthan in

theStandard M odel.M W isalsohigher.Itisam usingthatearliervaluesofM W would have

preferred theStandard M odelto supersym m etry,butthenew value[23](80:33� 0:17G eV )

does not. The SUSY A LR value is closer to the SLC A LR m easurem ent. These results

translateto sin2�W = 0:2312� 0:0004.ThevaluesofM tthatwefound with �
2
SU SY

< �2
SM

range between 162G eV and 190G eV . The upper lim it on M t com es about m ostly from

the inability to get low tan� and high M t sim ultaneously,and stillkeep the top Yukawa

perturbative at the high scale. W ith very light charginos we run the risk ofhaving top

decays into the lightest stop and light neutralinos be too num erousto be consistent with

top quark production and decay data atFerm ilab [25].Figure 2 showsthatthe branching

fraction ofthese supersym m etric top decays can be as high as 60% ,and in generalm uch

ofthe param eterspace hasa signi�canttop decay branching fraction into supersym m etric

stateswhich could bedetected when m any m oretop eventsaredetected atahigh lum inosity

collider.

It should be re-em phasized that the m ost im portant phenom enologicalim plication of

lowering theextracted �s(m
2
Z
)islightsuperpartners.M ostoftheallowed param eterspace

in Figure 1 willbe detectable atLEP IIand an upgraded FNAL collider. W ith su�cient

lum inosity LEP IIwillbeableto detectallcharginosand stopswith m assesto within a few

G eV of
p
s=2. An upgraded Tevatron collidershould be able to reach charginosand stops

with considerably higherm asses [26]than LEP.However,FNAL,and to a lim ited extent

LEP,hassom e di�culty cleanly detecting a signalforHiggsino-like charginos.In thelim it

ofpureHiggsino the LSP m assgetscloserand closerto the lightestchargino m ass.W hen

thechargino decaysinto LSP plusleptons,theleptonsm ay havetoo littleenergy to trigger

on,so the signalisreduced. Thisregion ofchargino param eterspace islargely the region

we are in.

C onclusion

W e have dem onstrated that the extracted value of�s(m
2
Z
) from LEP/SLC data can be

lowered to agree with other �s(m
2
Z
) determ inations when superpartnersare added to the

�t. An essentialaspect of this work is the inclusion ofallrelevant LEP/SLC data, so

thatthe resultsare known to be consistentwith allobservables.W e have found thatlight

charginos and stops(with m assesbelow � 100G eV )are required ifthe total�2
SU SY

with
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�s(m
2
Z
)= 0:112 isbetterthan the �2

SM
with �s(m

2
Z
)atitsStandard M odelbest-�tvalue

of0:123.O urapproach islargely independentofSUSY assum ptions.

TheSUSY spectrum and couplingsrequired to obtain ourresultscannotbeobtained in

a fully m inim alsupersym m etricm odel.They can beobtained by adding thee�ectsofhigh

scale thresholds,and/or Planck scale operators,and/or perturbatively valid interm ediate

scales.Itisvery encouraging thatdata attheelectroweak scaleseem sto betelling usabout

physicsnearthe Planck scale.

Theresultantsupersym m etry param eterspacehasseveralim portantphenom enological

im plications: The W m ass is higher than the expected Standard M odelbest �t. R b and

A LR should also be larger than their Standard M odelvalues. Light superpartners below

about100G eV m ustexist.LEP IIand FNAL willprobably �nd thesesuperpartnersifthey

are thislight;ifthey don’t,very precise determ inationsofthe W m ass,R b,orA LR could

ruleoutorfurthersupportthisexciting possibility.
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