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ABSTRACT
Vacuum stability and m etastability im ply lowerlim itson them assofthehiggsboson in the
Standard M odel(SM ).In contrast,wepresentan im proved calculation ofan upperlim iton
the lightesthiggsm assin supersym m etric (susy)m odels,by sum m ing to allordersin per-
turbation theory the leading and next{to{leading logarithm swith a renorm alization group
equation technique,and by including �nite two-loop QCD corrections. The im provem ent
lowerstheM inim alSusy Standard M odel(M SSM )upperlim itby about10 GeV.Them ain
uncertainty in each lim itisthevalueofthetop m ass,which isnow constrained by therecent
Ferm ilab results.W estudy thepossibility thattheseboundsdo notoverlap,and �nd that
(i)am assgap em ergesbetween theSM and theM SSM atm t � 175GeV for�s(M 2

Z)= 0:118
and atm t � 180 GeV form ore generousvalues� (0:130)of�s;and between the SM and
theM inim alplusSingletSusy M odel[(M +1)SSM ]iftheindependentscalarself{coupling of
the latterisperturbatively sm allorifthe tan� param eterislarge;these gapswiden with
increasing m t;
(ii)them assgap em ergeswith m t 10 GeV lighterifonly vacuum stability and notm etasta-
bility isim posed;
(iii)thereisno overlap between theSM and theM SSM boundsateven sm allervaluesofm t

forthetan� value(� 1{2)preferred in Supersym m etric Grand Uni�ed Theories.
Thus,am easurem entofthe�rsthiggsm asswillservetoexcludeeithertheM SSM /(M +1)SSM
higgssectorsortheSM higgssector.In addition,wediscusstheupperbound on thelightest
higgs m ass in SUSY m odels with an extended higgs sector. Finally,we com m ent on the
discovery potentialforthelightesthiggsesin thesem odels.
PACS num bers:12.60Fr,12.60Jv,12.15Lk,14.80Cp.14.80Bn
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1 Introduction

The sim plest and m ost popular possibilities for the electroweak (EW ) sym m etry break-
ing sectorare the single higgsdoubletofthe m inim alStandard M odel(SM ),and the two
higgs doublet sector of the M inim alSupersym m etric Standard M odel(M SSM ).Experi-
m entally,very little is known about the higgs sector ofthe electroweak m odel. However,
theoretically,quite a lotofhiggsphysicshasbeen calculated. The electroweak sym m etry{
breaking scaleisknown:thevacuum expectation value(vev)ofthecom plex higgs�eld � is
< 0j�j0 >= vSM =

p
2 = 175 GeV.Thisvalue isrem arkably close to the top quark m assof

176� 8� 10 GeV (which itselfisvery consistentwith thevaluesinferred from precision elec-
troweak data,assum ing theSM :m t = 164� 25GeV in [1],and m orerecently,mt= 156� 15
GeV in [2])announced by the CDF collaboration atFerm ilab [3].Higgsm assboundshave
been calculated,including loop corrections. One aspect ofthe m ass bounds [4]which we
quantify in thispaperisthefollowing:inputing theCDF valueforthetop m assinto quan-
tum loop corrections for the sym m etry{breaking higgs sector leads to m utually exclusive,
reliable boundson the SM higgsm assand on the lightestM SSM higgsm ass[5,6]. From
thisweinferthat,independentofany otherm easurem ent,the �rsthiggsm assm easurem ent
willrule outone ofthe two m ain contenders for the electroweak theory: the SM ,with no

new physicsbelow � 1010 GeV,orthe M SSM with supersym m etry breakingscaleM SU SY
<
� 1

TeV.Hereweim proveourpreviouscalculation [5]oftherenorm alized M SSM higgsm assby
including two-loop QCD correctionsand then sum m ing to allordersin perturbation theory
the leading and next{to{leading logarithm swith a renorm alization group equation (RGE)
technique[7,8].W ealsousetheim proved stability [6,9]and m etastability [10]lowerbounds
on theSM higgsm ass(which wesum m arizein x2).

In thelim itwherethem assesofthepseudoscalar,heavy and charged Higgsbosons(these
are m A,m H and m H � ,de�ned in x3)arelarge com pared to M Z (ofthe orderofa TeV for
exam ple),the Feynm an rules connecting the lightHiggsin the M SSM to ordinary m atter
are approxim ately equalto the SM Feynm an rules[11]. Therefore,in thislim it,the M SSM
lightHiggslooksvery m uch liketheSM Higgsin itsproduction channelsand decay m odes;
theonly di�erence,a vestigeoftheunderlying supersym m etry,isthattheconstrained higgs
self{coupling requires the M SSM higgs to be light,whereas SM vacuum stability requires
the SM higgsto be heavy. Thus,m ay only be possible to distinguish between the SM higgs

and the lightesthiggs ofM SSM (with M SU SY
<
� 1 TeV) by their allowed m ass values. W e

dem onstratetheseallowed m assvaluesin ourFigures1and 2.Furtherm ore,them assofthe
lightestM SSM higgsrisestoward itsupperbound asthe\other"higgsm assesareincreased.
1 Thus,form assesin the region where the SM lowerbound and the M SSM upperbound
overlap,theSM higgsand thelightestM SSM higgsm ay notbedistinguishableby branching
ratio orwidth m easurem ents [13]. Only ifthe two bounds are separated by a gap is this
am biguity avoided.

In the SM and even in supersym m etric m odels the m ain uncertainty in radiative cor-
rectionsisthe value ofthe top m ass. W ith the announcem entofthe top quark m ass,this

1The saturation ofthe M SSM upperbound with increasing \other" higgsm assesiswellknown in tree{

levelrelations(the bound m h � M Z jcos(2�)japproachesan equality as higgs m asses increase) [12]. The

M SSM upperbound stillsaturateswith increasing \other" higgsm asseseven when one{loop correctionsare

included.
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m ain uncertainty isgreatly reduced. The radiatively corrected observable m ostsensitive to
the value ofthe top m ass is the m ass ofthe lightesthiggs particle in susy m odels [14]: for
large top m ass,the top and scalar{top (~t) loops dom inate allother loop corrections,and
the lighthiggs m ass-squared grows as m 4

tln(m ~t=m t). 2 W e quantify thislarge correction,
including two-loop QCD correctionsand sum m ing to allordersin perturbation theory the
leading and next-to-leading logarithm s,in x3.

In addition to contrasting theM SSM with theSM ,wealso considerin x4 supersym m et-
ric m odels with a non-standard Higgssector,in particularthe M inim al{plus{Singlet Susy
Standard M odel[(M +1)SSM ]containing an additionalSU(2) singlet,and the low energy
e�ective theory ofSUSY m odelswith a strongly interacting electroweak sector. A discus-
sion ofsupersym m etric grand uni�ed theories(susy GUTs)isputforth in x5;susy GUTs
im poseadditionalconstraintson thelow energy M SSM ,leading to a lowerupperbound on
the lightesthiggsm ass. The discovery potentialforthe higgsboson isanalyzed in x6,and
conclusionsarepresented in x7.

2 Standard m odelvacuum stability bound

It has been shown that when the newly reported value ofthe top m ass is input into the
renorm alized e�ectivepotentialfortheSM higgs�eld,thebroken{sym m etry potentialm in-
im um rem ainsstable when the renorm alization scale istaken allthe way up to the Planck
m assonly iftheSM higgsm asssatis�esthelowerbound constraint[9]

m H > 139+ 2:1(m t� 176)� 4:5(
�s � 0:118

0:006
); �= 1019GeV: (1)

In thisequation,m assunitsarein GeV,and �s isthestrong coupling constantatthescale
ofthe Z m ass.The accuracy ofthe bound isestim ated to be� 5� 10 GeV.A sim ilarbut
slightly lowerbound isfound in ref.[6]:

m H > 136+ 1:92(m t� 176)� 4:25(
�s � 0:118

0:006
); �= 1019GeV; (2)

valid in therange150GeV < m t < 200GeV.Theseequationsaretheresultofan analysisof
theone-loop SM e�ectivepotentialusingtwoloop betafunctionsand theappropriatem atch-
ingconditions.Heretheestim ated accuracy is<

� 3GeV from thetheoreticalcalculation,and
<
� 1 GeV from thelinear�tresulting in eq.(2).

The de�nition ofthe SM which we use requires no new physics (i.e.a desert) \only"
up to the scale � � 1010 GeV.W e use the m H vs.m t curves for various cut{o� values
in ref. [6]to determ ine the coe�cient ofthe m t term at � � 1010 GeV;and we run the
SM renorm alization group equations(RGE’s)to determ inethecoe�cientofthe� s term at
�� 1010 GeV.Theresulting lowerbound for�� 1010 GeV is

m H > 131+ 1:70(m t� 176)� 3:47(
�s � 0:118

0:006
); �= 1010GeV: (3)

2Itisnothard to understand thisfourth powerdependence;the contribution ofthe top loop to the SM

higgsselfenergy also scalesasm 4

t
.However,in theSM thehiggsm assisa freeparam eterattree{level,and

so any radiativecorrection to the SM higgsm assisnotm easurable.In contrast,in the M SSM the lightest

higgsm assattree{levelis�xed by otherobservables,and so the �nite renorm alization ism easurable.
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The accuracy ofthis bound should approxim ate that ofeq.(2), <
� 4 GeV.Because the

param eterspacefora sm allerSM desertisnecessarily contained within theparam eterspace
foralargerSM desert,asm allerdesertim pliesweakerconstraintson them odel;accordingly,
we see thatthe lowerbound on the higgsm assrelaxeswhen the cut{o� fornew physicsis
reduced.In fact,ithasbeen pointed out[9,6]thatthe discovery ofa higgswith low m ass
would placean upperlim iton thescaleofnew physics.

This lowerm assbound and the related \triviality bound"[15,16,17]are based on the
physicalrequirem ent that the running higgs self{coupling rem ains positive and �nite up
to the energy scale �. Below this energy scale � the SM is supposed to be valid. Ifthe
higgs boson m ass,given by

p
2�vSM ,is too sm allcom pared to the top quark m ass,then

the running higgsself{coupling � turnsnegative ata scale below the cut-o� �[18]. On the
otherhand,ifthe higgsboson m assistoo large,then the running self{coupling � diverges
ata scale below the cut{o� �. Thus,fora given cut{o� scale � and top quark m ass m t,
the higgsm ass isbounded from below by the vacuum stability bound,and bounded from
above by the triviality bound. Forlarge valuesofthe cut{o�,� >

� 1010 GeV,these bounds
are only weakly dependenton the value of�[19,6].By com paring eqn. (3)with eqns. (1)
and (2),we see thatfora top quark m assm t = 176 GeV and �s = 0:118,an increase in �
from 1010 GeV to the Planck m ass� 1019 GeV raisesthe vacuum stability bound by only
5 to 8 GeV.To putitin sim ple term s:ifthe running self{coupling � isgoing to diverge or
becom enegative,itwilldo so ata relatively low energy scale.

Ithasbeen known forsom etim e[20]thattheSM lowerbound risesrapidlyasthevalueof
thetop m assincreasesthrough M Z;below M Z thebound isoforderoftheLinde{W einberg
value,� 7GeV [21].Sowhatisnew hereistheinferencefrom thelargereported valueformt
thatthe SM higgslowerm assbound dram atically exceeds100 GeV!Adding the statistical
and system atic errorsofthe CDF top m assm easurem entin quadrature givesa top m ass 3

with asingleestim ated errorofm t= 176� 13GeV.TheD0collaboration hasalsoannounced
discovery ofthetop quark[23],with atop m assestim ateof199� 30GeV,consistentwith the
(better{determ ined)CDF value. The m ain uncertainty in the SM vacuum stability bound
rem ainstheexactvalueofthetop quark m ass.TheCDF one{sigm a uncertainty of13 GeV
in thetop quark m asstranslatesinto a 22 GeV one{sigm a uncertainty in the bound ofEq.
(3).The bound’sdependence on the uncertainty in �s,a betterknown param eter,ism ore
m ild.

It is possible that the observed vacuum state ofour universe is not absolutely stable,
butonly m etastable with a sm allprobability to decay via therm aluctuationsorquantum
tunneling. Ifm etastability ratherthan absolute stability ispostulated,then a sim ilarbut
weakerbound results[24]. In an accurate calculation ofthism etastability bound,next{to{
leading logsareincluded in thee�ectivepotentialand one{loop ring graph contributionsto
theDebyem assaresum m ed [10].

SM m etastability boundsaregiven in ref.[10]in tabularform for�s = 0:124 and various
valuesof�,and in analyticform for�= 10 19 GeV with variousvaluesof�s.To derivethe
m etastability bound forourcut{o� value � = 10 10 GeV and various�s values,we do the
following:W e�rstobtain thebound for�s = 0:124 and �= 1010 GeV by extrapolating the

3A top m asslim itindependentofthetop decay m odesisprovided by an analysisoftheW boson width:

m t > 62 G eV at95% con�dence[22].
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valuesgiven in Table 1.of[10].The �s{dependentterm at� = 1019 GeV isobtained from
eqn.(30) in [10]. Based upon our experience with running the SM RGEs from � = 1019

GeV down to � = 1010 GeV fortheSM stability bound,we note thatthe coe�cientofthe
�s{dependentterm isrenorm alized down by 20% (com pare eqn. (3)to eqns. (1)and (2)).
So wereducethecoe�cientof� s by 20% .Thechangein theHiggsm assbound e�ected by
thisrenorm alization issm all,� 1 or2 GeV orless. The resulting m etastability bound at
�= 1010 GeV is

m H > 123+ 2:05(m t� 176)� 3:9(
�s � 0:118

0:006
)(
m t

176
); �= 1010GeV: (4)

According to eq.(2),the linear�tisvalid to betterthan one GeV form h > 60 GeV,and
theoveralltheoreticalerrorisnegligiblecom pared to theexperim entalerrorsin the�s and
m t values.

In our�gures,wewillpresentboth thestability and them etastability lowerbounds.The
m etastability bound is necessarily lower than the stability bound. A com parison ofeqns.
(3)and (4)shows thatthe ordering is m aintained in the m t{region ofinterest,below 200
GeV;beyond m t = 200 GeV the �tted equationsare no longervalid. The CDF top m ass
values including 1� allowances are 163,176,and 189 GeV.The vacuum stability bounds
following from Eq.(3) forthese top quark m asses with �s = 0:118 are 109,131,and 153
GeV,respectively,whereasthem etastability boundsare96,123,and 150 GeV,respectively
4.

Asisevidentin eqns.(1),(2),(3),and (4),thevacuum stabilityand m etastabilitybounds
on the SM higgs m ass are sensitive to the value of�s(M Z). W e have taken �s = 0:118
(the centralvalue in the work of[9]) to produce the bounds displayed in Fig. 1. The
1994 world average derived by the Particle Data Group [26]is 0:117� 0:005. The value
derived from �tting SM radiative corrections to LEP/SLC precision electroweak data is
�s(M Z)= 0:124� 0:005 in [2],and �s(M Z)= 0:122� 0:005 in [27]. OtherLEP analyses,
and deep inelasticleptoproduction (Euclidean)dataextrapolated totheM Z scalegivelower
values � 0:112;a com parison oflow Q2 deep{inelastic data to the Bjorken sum rule [28]
yields [29]�s(M Z) = 0:116+ 0:004

� 0:006. The LEP working group [30]quotes a world average of
�s(M Z)= 0:120� 0:006� 0:002,assum ing theSM .Ifweusethegenerousvalue�s = 0:130,
thestability bound on theSM higgsm assdecreasesby about9 GeV form t > 160 GeV,and
them etastability bound decreasesby about8 GeV.

The vacuum stability bound on the SM higgs m ass rises roughly linearly with m t,for
m t

>
� 100GeV,whereastheupperlim iton thelightestM SSM higgsm assgrowsquadratically

with m t. Therefore,for very large values ofthe top quark m ass m t,the two bounds will
inevitably overlap. In addition,for low values ofm t the two bounds m ay overlap. For
exam ple,forvery largeorvery sm allvaluesoftan� theM SSM upperbound isatleastM Z,
buttheSM lowerbound isonly 60 GeV form t = 130 GeV[31].However,form t heavy,but
nottooheavy,therem ay beno overlap.In whatfollows,weshow thatin factform t around
thevaluereported by theCDF collaboration,thereislittle(�s = 0:130)orno (�s = 0:118)
overlap between the SM higgsm asslower bound and the M SSM upperbound. Thus,the

4LEP experim entshaveestablished the non{existenceofthe SM higgsparticlebelow a m assvalue of64

G eV [25].
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�rstm easurem entofthe lightesthiggsm asswillprobably su�ce to exclude eitherthe SM
higgssector,ortheM SSM higgssector!

3 T he lightest higgs in the M SSM

Thespectrum ofthehiggssectorin theM SSM containstwo CP{even neutralhiggses,h and
H ,with m h < m H by convention,oneCP{odd neutralhiggsA and acharged higgspairH � .
A com m on convenienceisto param eterizethehiggssectorby them assoftheCP{odd higgs
m A and the vev ratio tan� � vT=vB .These two param eterscom pletely specify the m asses
ofthehiggsparticlesattreelevel

m
2

H ;h =
1

2
(m 2

A + m 2

Z)�
1

2

q

(m 2

A � m2Z)2cos22� + (m 2

A + m 2

Z)2sin
22�

m
2

H � = m 2

A + m 2

W (5)

im plying forexam ple thatm H � > m W ,thatthe upperbound on thelightesthiggsm assis
given by

m h � jcos(2�)jMZ; (6)

thatthelightesthiggsm assvanishesattreeleveliftan� = 1,and thatthem assesm H ;m A,
and m H � allincreasetogetherasanyoneofthem isincreased.However,radiativecorrections
stronglym odifythetreelevelpredictionsintheneutral[14,32,33,34]andcharged[35,33,36]
higgssectors.Som econsequencesarethatthecharged higgscan belighterthan theW gauge
boson [36],thatthe tan� = 1 scenario,in which m h = 0 attree level,isviable due to the
possibility ofa large radiatively generated m ass [34], and that the upper bound on the
lightesthiggsm assisincreased by term sproportionalto m 4

tln(m ~t=m t),asadvertised in our
introduction 5 [14].

An im portantm echanism forthe production ofthe neutralhiggsesin e+ e� collidersis
thebrehm sstrahlungofahiggsby aZ gaugeboson.RelativetothecouplingoftheSM higgs
totwo Z bosons,theZZH coupling iscos(� � �)and theZZh coupling issin(� � �),where
� isthe m ixing angle in theCP-even neutralhiggsm assm atrix.The angleisrestricted to
� �

2
� � � 0,and isgiven attreelevelby

tan2� =
(m 2

A + m 2

Z)

(m 2

A � m2Z)
tan2�: (7)

From Eq.(7) it is seen that the lim it m A ! 1 is im portant for three reasons. First,it
requires� ! � � �=2,im plying thatcos(� � �)! 0,i.e.,theheavy higgsdecouplesfrom
theZ gaugeboson.Secondly,itrequiresthatsin(� � �)! 1,i.e.,thelighthiggsbehaves
like the SM higgs. And thirdly,m A ! 1 isthe lim itin which the tree levelm h saturates
itsm axim alvaluegiven in Eq.(6)forany valueoftan�.

5 Note thatin the susy lim it,m t = m ~t
and the ferm ion and boson loop contributionscanceleach other.

However,in the realworld ofbroken susy,m t 6= m ~t
,and the cancellation is incom plete. The top quark

gets its m ass from its yukawa coupling to the electroweak vev,whereas the scalar top m ass arises from

three sources,from D{term s,from the top yukawa coupling,butm ainly from the insertion into the m odel

ofdim ensionfulsoftsusy{breaking param eters.The interplay ofthese diversem assesleadsto the dram atic

correction.Note thatthe correction growslogarithm ically asm ~t
getsheavy,ratherthan decoupling!
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W e use the diagram atic technique with an on-shellrenorm alization schem e to calculate
therenorm alized lightestM SSM higgsm ass,m h [7].W eincludethefullone{loop corrections
from the top/bottom quarks and squarks,the leading{log corrections from the rem aining
�elds (charginos,neutralinos,gauge bosons,and higgs bosons) 6,the dom inant two{loop
corrections,and thefullm om entum {dependenceofthehiggsself{energies.W ethen perform
a Renorm alization Group Equation (RGE)im provem ent[38]oftheseresultsin orderto in-
cludetheresum m ed leading and next{to{leading logarithm s.Theresultisahighly accurate
calculation ofthe lightest M SSM higgs m ass,perhaps the m ost accurate available in the
literature.

W e�nd therenorm alized neutralhiggsm assesbylookingforthezerosofthedeterm inant
oftheinverse propagatorm atrix,including theloop corrections[8].Thetwo solutionsto

��

11
(p2)��

22
(p2)=

h

��

12
(p2)

i
2

; (8)

are the pole higgs m asses p2 = m 2

h and p2 = m 2

H . The propagators are calculated in a
basisin which theCP-even higgs�elds�1 and �2 areunm ixed attree-level.W erenorm alize
each m atrix elem entoftheinverse propagatorm atrix �rst,and laterdiagonalizeitnonper-
turbatively. Furtherm ore,we keep the fullm om entum dependence ofthe selfenergies in
eq. (8). Thisisequivalent to de�ning a m om entum dependent m ixing angle �(p2). W ith
thisprocedure,weavoid theintroduction ofa m ixing anglecounterterm ,which allowsusto
calculatedirectly therenorm alized m ixing angleatthetwo physically relevantscales�(m 2

h)
and �(m 2

H )[8].
Two{loop correctionsare negative and decrease the upperbound ofthe higgsm assby

severalGeV [39]. W e include the dom inanttwo{loop correctionsofref. [39]which include
the leading and next-to-leading logarithm s. Finally,using an RGE technique,we extend
the results ofref.[39]by sum m ing to allorders in perturbation theory these leading and
next{to{leading logarithm term s.In orderto do this,we solve thetwo-loop RGE [40]with
a supersym m etric boundary condition atthe scale M SU SY to obtain the quartic higgsself{
coupling constantatthe weak scale. In thisway,the running higgsm asssquared isequal
to �v2,wherev2 = v2T + v2B (vT and vB arethevevsofthetwo higgsdoublets.).ThisRGE
im provem ent[34,39],

(�m 2

h)R G E = �v
2 � M

2

Z cos
22� � (�m 2

h)lnll: (9)

dependsofcourseon thevalueofthetop quark m ass.Here(�m 2

h)lnllcontainsthelogarith-
m ic part ofthe one{ and two{loop corrections,the so{called leading and next{to{leading
logarithm s.Forexam ple,atm t � 176 GeV,we�nd theRGE correction to be{2 to {3 GeV
forlarge tan� and {5 to {7 GeV iftan� issm all. W e include thiscorrection in allofour
plots.

W echoosem A and allsquark m assparam etersto belarge,equalto 1 TeV 7,in orderto
�nd the m axim um lighthiggsm ass. W ith respectto the squark m ixing,we work in three

6 Calculations of full one{loop corrections from all particles [37] have shown that �nite (i. e. non{

logarithm ic) corrections due to loops with particles other than the top/bottom quarks and squarks are

very sm all.
7 W e note that <

� 1 TeV em erges naturally for the heavier superparticle m asses when the M SSM is

em bedded into a G UT [41,42,43].
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extrem escenarios:
(a)no m ixing,i.e.,� = At= A b = 0,where� isthesupersym m etrichiggsm assparam eter
and A i,i= t;barethetrilinearsoftsupersym m etry breaking term s;and
m axim alm ixing
(b)with � = At= A b = 1 TeV,
(c)and � = � 1 TeV,At= A b = 1 TeV.
W e m ention again that our chosen de�nition forthe M SSM is the conventionalone,with
M SU SY ,allofthesoftsupersym m etry breakingterm s,and �,havingam agnitudeofatm ost
1 TeV.Oneofthem otivationsforthischoiceisthatin supergravity m odelstheelectroweak
sym m etry can bebroken radiatively without�ne{tuning theinitialparam eters,ifM SU SY is
nottoo large[44].

The resulting lightesthiggsm assasa function oftan� isshown in Fig.1 forthe CDF
centralvalue ofthe top quark m assand the � 1� m assvalues. The accuracy ofthisbound
can be estim ated to be � 10 GeV,which isthe di�erence between the one{ and two{loop
bound calculated beforetheRGE{resum m ation.Forthecasetan� � 1,theSM lowerbound
and the M SSM upperbound are separated already atm t = 163 GeV. W ere ifnotforthe
SM m etastability lower bound,the gap would exist forallvaluesoftan�. However,with
the SM m etastability bound,itisnotuntilm t � 175 GeV thata gap exists forallvalues
oftan�. In particular,forthe preferred CDF value ofm t = 176 GeV,the two boundsdo
notoverlap,m aking itpossible to distinguish the SM and the M SSM solely on thebasisof
a determ ination ofthe higgsm ass. Even form t = 189 GeV the gap isstillincreasing with
increasing top m ass,indicating that the eventualclosing ofthe gap occurs at stillhigher
valuesofm t.

Should �s turn out to be closer to 0.130 than to the value 0.118 assum ed here,then
the separation ofthe SM higgsm assregion from the M SSM higgsm assregion isnotquite
com plete.W ehave seen thatthestability and m etastability lowerboundson theSM higgs
m assdecreaseas�s isincreased.TheM SSM m assupperboundalsodecreaseswithincreasing
�s,butatam uch sm allerrate.W e�nd thatraising �s from 0:118to0:130shiftstheM SSM
higgs m ass bound by � 0:5 GeV for mt =163 and by � 0:8 GeV for mt =189 GeV.The
resultisthatthegap apparentforallvaluesoftan� in the�s = 0:118,m t = 176 GeV case
(displayed in ourFig.1b),rem ainsa gap in the �s = 0:130 caseonly in thetan� � 1 to 2
region. However,the overlapping m assregion forthe rem aining tan� valuesissm all. The
region ofoverlap isinteresting only iftheobserved higgsm assturnsoutto liein thisregion.
W ith a sm alloverlap region,such an occurence isa prioriunlikely. A further(interesting)
com plication isthatthebest�tvaluefor�s,when M SSM radiativecorrectionsareassum ed
and �tted to precision data,is[45]�s(M Z)= 0:114� 0:007.Thislowervaluesuggeststhat
itm ay bebestto com pareSM boundswith a given valueassum ed for�s to M SSM bounds
with a slightly lowervalueassum ed for�s.

In Fig.1 we can see thatscenario (c)givesusa signi�cantly largerrangeofhiggsm ass
valuesclose to tan� � 1. This can be understood in the tan� = 1 approxim ation: there
are non-leading logarithm ic contributions to the higgs m ass from loops involving the top
quark and squarksthatare proportionalto powersof(� � Ai)=m t [34]. Also in Fig. 1 we
see thatscenarios(b)and (c)o�ersa largervalueforthem h m axim um than doesscenario
(a),except forthe region tan� � 1. The reason isthatam ong the additionallighthiggs
m assterm sin (b)isa negative term proportionalto � (�mb=cos�)4,which becom eslarge
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[38]when tan� � 1.M oresigni�cantisthefactthattheextrem evaluesin (a),(b)and (c)
yield a very sim ilarabsolute upperbound in the region ofacceptable tan� values,thereby
suggesting insensitivity ofthe M SSM upper bound to a considerable range ofthe squark
m ixing param eters.

In the literature there are three popular m ethods to calculate the renorm alized higgs
m ass. These are the RGE technique,the e�ective potentialm ethod,and the diagram atic
technique.Itisinform ativeto com parethesetechniques,and to pointouttheadvantagesof
theapproach wehaveundertaken.TheRGE techniqueisused forexam plein ref.[40],where
theleadingandnext-to-leadinglogarithm saresum m ed toallordersinperturbationtheoryto
givetherunning higgsm ass.Thistechniqueisbased on thefactthattheVeltm an functions
[46]which appear in the diagram m atic m ethod can be approxim ated by logarithm s when
therearetwo di�erentscalesin theproblem .TheRGE technique sum stheselogarithm sto
allorders,butdropsallnon{logarithm ic,�niteterm s.Theseterm sareoften very im portant
[34,36].M oreover,the reliability ofthe RGE treatm entofthe logarithm ic term sdecreases
ifthetwo scalesarenotvery farapart(asisthecasehere,wherethetwo scalesaretheEW
and SUSY breaking scales). Num erically,the higgsm asscalculated with the RGE m ethod
can di�erby 10 GeV orm orecom pared to thediagram aticm ethod,even iftwo{loop RGEs
areused.

Therenorm alization group im provem ent(seeoureq.(9))weusein ourwork replacesthe
logarithm icpartofthecorrectionsobtained with thediagram m aticm ethod bytheresum m ed
logarithm ic correctionsasobtained with the renorm alization group technique. Ourresults
therefore incorporate both the im portant �nite corrections at the two-loop leveland the
resum m ed leading and next{to{leading logarithm iccorrections.

Thesecond populartechniqueisthee�ectivepotentialm ethod.In ref.[34]thee�ective
potentialm ethod is com pared with the diagram atic technique. W orking in an on{shell
schem e in both m ethods,it is shown that the two techniques reproduce the sam e answer
when thetreelevelhiggsm assiszero and when allsupersym m etricparticlesareincluded in
thee�ectivepotential.On thecontrary,ifthetreelevelhiggsm assisnon{zero,thee�ective
potentialanswerhasto becorrected using diagram aticm ethods.W ith these diagram m atic
corrections,thetwo m ethodsbecom eindistinguishable.

Thee�ectivepotentialm ethod isused in ref.[47].TheretheM S renorm alization schem e
isalso used and so the com parison with ouron{shelldiagram atic m ethod isnotsim ple. A
non{trivialam biguityforthechoiceofthearbitraryscaleispresentin thism ethod.A further
lim itation in thiscalculation isthe inclusion in the e�ective potentialofonly SM particles.
Im portantlog term s arising from susy particle loopsare therefore absent. W hen the susy
particlesareignored,theonly connection with supersym m etry isin theboundary condition
for� atthescaleM SU SY .A partialcom pensation ism adeby including thethreshold e�ects
ofsusy particlesin theform ofstep{functions.W hatwould bea fullVeltm an’sfunction in
thediagram aticm ethod isapproxim ated in thee�ectivepotentialm ethod by astep function
shift[48]in theboundary condition:� = 1

4
(g2 + g02)cos22� + ��.

In ourdiagram aticm ethod theseapproxim ationsarenotpresentsince thee�ectsofthe
non{logarithm ic term sare included in the fullexpressionsofthe Veltm an’sfunctions. For
exam ple,im portantnon{logarithm ice�ectsareincluded,such asthedecreasing ofthehiggs
m asswhen tan� ! 1 ,� � 1 TeV and A = 0,asexplained aboveand seen in Fig.1.Also,
the e�ect oflarge splitting in the m asses ofthe stop squarks is autom atically taken into
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accountin ourdiagram aticm ethod.Thesee�ectsarenotincluded in ref.[47].
Therearetwo furtherim provem entsthatwehaveachieved.The�rstim provem entisthe

use ofdi�erentRGEsabove and below the top quark m ass. Below m t the top quark m ass
decouplesand theRGE for� doesnotcontain thetop Yukawa coupling.Thise�ectcan be
im portant.In principle,theRGE forthegaugecouplingsshould also bem odi�ed.In prac-
tice,itisa negligible e�ect. (Thism odi�cation ism ore com plicated,since the electroweak
gauge sym m etry isbroken. A carefulanalysis can be found in ref. [38].) The second im -
provem entistheconsideration oftherunning oftan�.In practice,thise�ectisnum erically
sm all[38].

W e �nish thissection with som e com m entson the decay b! s. Itisknown thatthe
branchingratioB (b! s)hasastrongdependenceon thesusyhiggsparam eters[49,50,51].
However,when allsquarks are heavy,as here,the contribution from the chargino/squark
loops to B (b ! s) is suppressed. In the case ofheavy squarks,the charged{higgs/top{
quarkloopm ayseriouslyaltertherate,andstrongconstraintson thecharged higgsm inim um
m assresult[52,51].Thisconstraintdoesnota�ectthepresentwork,wherewetakem A and
thereforem H � and m H largein orderto establish thelighthiggsupperbound:in thelarge
m A,largesquark m asslim it,theratio B (b! s)approachestheSM value,consistentwith
theCLEO bound [53].

4 T he lightest higgs in non-standard susy m odels

The M SSM can be extended in a straightforward fashion by adding an SU(2) singlet S
with vanishing hypercharge to the theory [54]. As a consequence,the particle spectrum
containsan additionalscalar,pseudoscalar,and neutralino. Thisextended m odel,the so{
called (M +1)SSM ,features four possible additionalterm s in the superpotential. Two of
these term s,�SH B �HT and 1

3
�S3,enter into the calculation ofthe lightest higgs m ass;�

entersdirectly,while� entersthrough theRG equations.� istheusualantisym m etric 2 by
2 m atrix.

Attree-level,a study ofthe eigenvaluesofthe scalarm assm atrix givesan upperbound
on them assofthelightesthiggsboson:

m
2

h � M
2

Z

(

cos22� + 2
�2

g2
1
+ g2

2

sin22�

)

: (10)

The �rst term on the right hand side is just the M SSM result ofEq. (6). The second
term givesa positive contribution,and since the param eter� isa priorifree,weakens the
upperbound considerably [55,56]. However,there are two scenarios in which the bound
prooves to be very restrictive. In the �rst scenario tan� is large,and therefore cos22� is
necessarily � sin22�.In thesecond scenario thevalueof� islim ited by theassum ption of
perturbativeuni�cation.In thislatterscenario,even if� assum esa high valueattheGUT
scale,therenorm alization group equationsdrivetheevolving valueof� to a m oderatevalue
attheSUSY breaking scale.Theexacthiggsm assupperbound dependson thevalueofthe
top yukawagtattheGUT scalethrough therenorm alization group equations.AboveM SU SY

therunning ofthecoupling constantsisdescribed by the(M +1)SSM renorm alization group
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equations,whereasbelow thisscale the SM renorm alization group equationsare valid. At
M SU SY theboundary conditions

�
SM =

1

8

�

g
2

1
+ g

2

2

�
 

cos22� + 2
�2

g2
1
+ g2

2

sin22�

!

;

g
SM
t = gtsin�; (11)

incorporate the transition from the (M +1)SSM to the SM .Here �SM and gSMt are the
standard m odelhiggsself{coupling and top quark yukawa coupling respectively. The value
ofthe higgs boson m ass is determ ined im plicitly by the equation 2�SM (m h)v2SM = m 2

h.
ThisRGE procedure ofrunning couplingsfrom M SU SY down to the weak scale takesinto
account logarithm ic radiative corrections to the higgs boson m ass,including in particular
thosecaused by theheavy top quark.

In Fig. 2 we show the m axim um value ofthe higgsboson m ass asa function oftan�
forthe chosen valuesofthe top quark m assm t.W e have adopted a susy{breaking scale of
M SU SY = 1 TeV ;this value is consistent with the notion ofstabilizing the weak{to{susy
GUT hierarchy,and is the value favored by RGE analyses ofthe observables sin2�W and
m b=m �.The boundsin Fig.2 arequiteinsensitive to thechoice ofM SU SY ,increasing very
slowly asM SU SY increases[55].W ehaveassum ed thatallsuperpartnersand allhiggsbosons
exceptforthe lightestone are heavy,i.e.� MSU SY .Forlow valuesofthe top quark m ass
(� MZ),the m assupperbound on the higgsboson in the (M +1)SSM willbesubstantially
higherthan in the M SSM attan� <

� a few. Thisisbecause �(m h)islarge forlow m t,and
because sin22� >

� cos22� for tan� <
� a few. However,for a larger top quark m ass,as in

Fig.2,thedi�erencebetween theM SSM and (M +1)SSM upperboundsdim inishes.Thisis
because �(m h)fallswith increasing m t,and because there isan increasing m inim um value
forsin� = gSMt =gt [from the second ofEqs. (11)],and therefore fortan�,when m t / gSMt
is raised and gt is held to be perturbatively sm allup to the GUT scale8. This increasing
m inim um value oftan� isevidentin the curvesofFig. 2. A com parison ofFigs. 1 and 2
revealsthatthe (M +1)SSM and M SSM boundsarevery sim ilarattan� >

� 6.Form t ator
abovetheCDF value,only thistan� >

� 6 region isviablein the(M +1)SSM m odel.
In afashion very sim ilartothe(M +1)SSM ,perturbativeuni�caton yieldsabound on the

m assofthelightesthiggsbosonsin m orecom plicated extensionsofthe M SSM .In general,
the lowest eigenvalue ofthe scalar m ass m atrix is bounded by M Z tim es a factor which
depends on the dim ensionless coupling constants in the higgs sector. The renorm alizaton
group equationsforcethesecoupling constantsto assum erelatively low valuesattheSUSY
breaking scale,and asa consequence the m assbound on the lightesthiggsboson isofthe
orderofM Z.

Although a bound on the m assofthe lightesthiggsboson existsin perturbative SUSY
m odels,thisisnotthecasein SUSY m odelswith a strongly interacting sym m etry breaking
sector.Thelow energy physicsofthisclassoftheoriesisdescribed by asupersym m etricnon-
linear sigm a m odel,which is obtained by im posing the constraint H T�HB = 1

4
v2SM sin22�

on the action ofthe M SSM [57]. This constraint is the only one possible in the M SSM
8K eeping gt perturbatively sm allup to the G UT scale im plies m t � its pseudo �xed{point value of

� 200sin�. Therefore,a m easured top m ass as large as that reported by CDF requires tan� > 1 in the

G UT scenario,and suggestssaturation ofthe �xed{point.
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higgssectorthatobeyssupersym m etry,isinvariantunderSU(2)� U(1),and leavesthevev
in a globalm inim um 9. As a result ofthis constraint one ofthe scalar higgs bosons,the
pseudoscalar,and one ofthe neutralinos are elim inated from the particle spectrum . The
rem aining higgsboson hasa m ass m 2

h = M 2

Z + (m̂ 2

T + m̂ 2

B )sin
22�,and the charged higgs

bosonshave m asses m 2

H � = M 2

W + (m̂ 2

T + m̂ 2

B ). Here,m̂
2

T and m̂ 2

B are soft,dim ensionful,
susy{breaking term s;they m ay bepositiveornegative.

In order for the notion ofa supersym m etric non-linear m odelto be relevant,the susy
breakingscaleisrequired tobem uch sm allerthan thechiralsym m etry breakingscale4�vSM .
The naturalm agnitude for the param eters m̂ 2

B and m̂ 2

T is therefore ofthe order ofM 2

Z.
Consequently, both the neutraland the charged higgs bosons have m asses ofat m ost a
few m ultiplesofM Z in the non{linearm odel. Thisform alism ofthe e�ective action allows
a description ofthe low energy physics independentofthe particular strongly{interacting
underlying theory from which itderives.Thuswebelievethatthenon{linearM SSM m odel
presented here isprobably representative ofa classofunderlying strongly{interacting susy
m odels. The lesson learned then is that m easuring a value for m h at <

� 300 GeV cannot
validatetheSM ,M SSM ,(M +1)SSM ,orany otherelectroweak m odel.However,theprem ise
ofthispresentarticle rem ainsvalid,thatsuch a m easurem entshould rule outone orm ore
ofthesepopularm odels.

5 Supersym m etric G rand U ni�ed T heories

Supersym m etric grand{uni�ed theories (susy GUTs) are the only sim ple m odels in which
the three low energy gauge coupling constantsare known to m erge atthe GUT scale,and
hierarchy and param eter{naturalnessissuesaresolved.Thus,itiswellm otivated toconsider
the grand uni�cation ofthe low energy susy m odels. Atlow energies,SUSY GUT m odels
reduce to the M SSM ,butthere are additionalrelationsbetween the param eters[42]. The
additionalconstraintsm ustyield an e�ectivelow energy theory thatisa specialcaseofthe
generalM SSM wehavejustconsidered.Therefore,theupperbound 10 on m h in such SUSY
GUT m odelsisin generallowerthan in theM SSM withoutanyrestrictions.Theassum ption
ofgaugecoupling constantuni�cation (with itsim plied desertbetween M SU SY and M G U T)
presentsno signi�cantconstraintson the low energy M SSM param eters[42,58]. However,
the further assum ption that the top yukawa coupling rem ains perturbatively sm allup to
M G U T leads to the low energy constraint 0:96 � tan�. This is because the RGE evolves
a large but perturbative top yukawa coupling at M G U T down to its well{known infrared
pseudo{�xed{pointvalue atM SU SY and below,resulting in the top m assvalue � 200sin�
GeV.Ifthe bottom yukawa is also required to rem ain perturbatively sm allup to M G U T,
then tan� � 52 [59]em ergesasa second low energy constraint.

The pseudo{�xed{pointsolution isnota true �xed{point,butratheristhe low energy
9This M SSM non{linearsigm a m odelisnotthe form alheavy higgslim itofthe M SSM ,butisa heavy

higgslim itofthe (M + 1)SSM ;the M SSM doesnotcontain an independent,dim ensionless,quartic coupling

constant� in the higgssectorwhich can be taken to in�nity,whereasthe (M + 1)SSM (and the SM )does.
10In fact,the additionalrestrictionsm ay be so constraining asto also yield a lower lim iton the lightest

higgsm ass,in addition to the upperlim it.Forexam ple,m h > 85 G eV fortan� > 5 and m t = 170 G eV is

reported in ref.[42],and a sim ilarresultisgiven in [43].
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yukawa value thatrunsto becom e a Landau pole (an extrapolated singularity,presum ably
tam ed by new physics)neartheGUT scale.TheapparentCDF top m assvalueiswithin the
estim ated rangeofthepseudo{�xed{pointvalue.Thusitisattractivetoassum ethepseudo{
�xed{point solution. W ith the additionalassum ptions that the electroweak sym m etry is
radiatively broken [60](for which the m agnitude ofthe top m ass is crucial) and that the
low energy M SSM spectrum isde�ned by a sm allnum berofparam etersatthe GUT scale
(thesusy higgsm assparam eter� { which isalso thehiggsino m ass,and fouruniversalsoft
susy{breaking m assparam eters:the scalarm ass,thebilinearand trilinearm asses,and the
gaugino m ass),two com pact,disparate ranges for tan� em erge: 1:0 � tan� � 1:4 [59],
and a large tan� solution � mt=m b. 11 Reference to our Figs. 1 and 2 shows that the
gap between the SM and M SSM ism axim ized in the sm alltan� region and m inim ized in
the large tan� region,whereas just the opposite is true forthe gap between the SM and
(M +1)SSM m odels.M oreover,the(M +1)SSM m odelisan inconsistenttheory in thesm all
tan� region ifm t

>
� 160 GeV.

In fact,a highly constrained low tan� region � 1 and high tan� region>� 40{70 also
em erge when bottom {� yukawa uni�cation atthe GUT scale isim posed on the radiatively
broken m odel[61,62,63,64].Bottom {� yukawa coupling uni�cation isattractivein thatit
isnaturalin susy SU(5),SO(10),and E 6,and explainsthe low energy relation,m b � 3m�.
W ith bottom -� uni�cation,the low to m oderate tan� region requiresthe proxim ity ofthe
top m asstoits�xed{pointvalue[65],whilethehigh tan� region alsorequirestheproxim ity
ofthe bottom and � yukawasto their�xed{point;the em ergence ofthe two tan� regions
resultsfrom thesetwo possiblewaysofassigning �xed{points.

Thenete�ectoftheyukawa{uni�cation constraintin susy GUTsisnecessarily to widen
the m assgap between the lighthiggsM SSM and the heavierhiggsSM ,thusstrengthening
thepotentialforexperim entto distinguish them odels.The largetan� region isdisfavored
by proton stability [66]. Adoption ofthe favored low to m oderate tan� region leads to a
highly predictivefram ework forthehiggsand susy particlespectrum [63,64].In particular,
the�xed{pointrelation sin� � mt=(200GeV )�xestan� asafunction ofm t.Foraheavytop
m assasreported by CDF,onehastan� � (1,2)formt = (140,180)GeV.Sincetan� � 1
isthe value forwhich the m h upperbound ism inim ized (the tree{levelcontribution to m h

vanishes), the top yukawa �xed{point m odels o�er a high likelihood for h0 detection at
LEP200.Reduced m h upperboundshave been reported in [62,63].Thereduction in these
boundsisdue to the sm alltan� restriction,an inevitable consequence ofassigning thetop
m ass,butnotthebottom m ass,to the pseudo �xed{point.These boundsarebasically our
bound in Fig. 1 fortan� � 1,when allowance ism ade forsm alldi�erencesresulting from
di�erentm ethodsand approxim ations.

Even m ore restrictive susy GUTshave been analyzed. These include the \no{scale" or
m inim alsupergravity m odels [67],in which the softm ass param eters m 0 (universalscalar
m ass)and A arezero attheGUT scale;and itsnearrelative,thesuperstring GUT,in which
thedilaton vev providesthedom inantsourceofsusy breakingand som 0,A,and thegaugino
m assparam eterallscale togetheratthe GUT scale [68].Each additionalconstraintserves
to furtherwiden theSM /M SSM higgsm assgap.

11Itm ay be noteworthy thata �tofM SSM radiative correctionsto the electroweak datum R b � �(Z !

b�b)=�(Z ! hadrons)revealsa preferenceforjustthesetwo tan� regions[45].
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In radiatively broken susy GUTswith universalsoftparam eters,thesuperparticlespec-
trum em erges at <

� 1 TeV.Ifthe spectrum in fact saturates the 1 TeV value,then as we
have seen the Feynm an rulesconnecting h0 to SM particlesare indistinguishable from the
Feynm an rulesoftheSM higgs.Thus,itappearsthatifasusy GUT isthechoiceofNature,
then the m ass ofthe lightest higgs,but not the higgs production rate or dom inant higgs
decay m odes,m ay provideour�rsthintofgrand uni�cation.

6 D iscovery potentialfor the higgs boson

Thehiggsdiscovery potentialofLEPII[69,70]dependsontheenergyatwhich them achineis
run.A SM higgsm assup to105 GeV isdetectableatLEPIIwith the

p
s= 200GeV option

(LEP200),whileaSM higgsm assonly up to80GeV isdetectablewith LEP178.Aswehave
shown,with thelargevalueofm t reported by CDF,theupperlim iton theM SSM h0 m ass
is� 120 GeV.Thislim itis� 10 GeV lowerthan thatreported in ourpreviouswork[5],asa
resultoftheinclusion ofRGE{resum m ed leading and next-toleading logarithm sand 2{loop
�niteQCD corrections.Nearthisupperlim ittheM SSM higgshastheproduction and decay
propertiesoftheSM higgs.Discovery ofthislightestM SSM higgsthen arguesstrongly for
the LEP200 option over LEP178. Furtherm ore,forany choices ofthe M SSM param eters,
associated production ofeitherh0Z orh0A is guaranteed atLEP200 aslong asm ~t

<
� 300

GeV [69]. Even betterwould be LEP230,where detection ofZh0 isguaranteed aslong as
m ~t

<
� 1 TeV [69].Atan NLC300 (theNextLinearCollider),detection ofZh0 isguaranteed

forM SSM orfor(M +1)SSM [69]. Turning to hadron colliders [71,72],itisnow believed
thatwhiletheSM higgscannotbediscovered atFerm ilab’sTevatron with itspresentenergy
and lum inosity,them assrange80GeV to130GeV isdetectableatany hadron colliderwith
p
s >
� 2 TeV and an integrated lum inosity

R
dtL >

� 10fb� 1 [72];theobservablem asswindow
widens signi�cantly with increasing lum inosity,butvery little with increasing energy. For
brevity,we willreferto thisHigh Lum inosity DiTevatron hadron m achine asthe\HLDT".
IftheSM desertendsnottoo farabovetheelectroweak scale,then theSM higgsm ay beas
heavy as� 600{800GeV 12 (butnotheavier,according tothetriviality argum ent),in which
caseonly theLHC (and noteven theNLC500)guaranteesdetection.

W epresentourconclusionson detectability fortheCDF centralm tvalue,forthem t� 1�
values,and fora m t� 3� valueof137 GeV:
(i)ifm t � 137GeV,theSM higgsm asslowerbound from absolutevacuum stability isequal
to the experim entallowerbound ofm H = 64 GeV,while the m etastability bound allowsa
m assaslow as43 GeV 13;a SM m assup to (80,105,130)GeV isdetectable at(LEP178,
LEP200,HLDT);and theM SSM h0 iscertainly detectableatLEP178 fortan� � 1{2,and
certainly detectableatLEP200 foralltan�.
(ii)ifm t � 163GeV,then theabolute(m etastability)SM lowerbound risesto109(96)GeV,
so the SM higgs cannot be detected at LEP178 and probably not at LEP200,but is still
detectable attheHLDT ifitsm assisbelow 130 GeV;thelightestM SSM higgsiscertainly
detectable atLEP178 iftan� is very close to 1,and is certainly detectable at LEP200 if

12Theoristswould preferan even lowervalue of<
� 400 G eV,so thatperturbative calculationsin the SM

converge[73].
13RecallthatfortheSM vacuum stability and m etastability boundsweassum eadesertup to � 1010 G eV.
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tan� is<
� 3.

(iii)ifm t � 176GeV,then theSM higgsisabove131(123)GeV,outofreach forLEPIIand
probably the HLDT aswell;the M SSM higgsiscertainly detectable atLEP200 iftan� �

1{2.
(iv)ifm t� 189GeV,then theSM higgsisabove153(150)GeV in m ass;atany tan� value,
the M SSM higgsisnotguaranteed to be detectable atLEP200,butiscertainly detectable
attheHLDT iftan� � 1{3.
For these m ass bounds the value �s = 0:118 has been assum ed. The M SSM m ass upper
bound isrelatively insensitivetochangesin �s,whereastheSM m asslowerboundsdecrease
about3 GeV with each 0.005 increasein �s.Itisinteresting thattheh0 m assrangeism ost
accessible to experim entistan� � 1{3,justtheparam eterrangefavored by susy GUTs.

7 D iscussion and conclusions

For a top quark m ass � 176 GeV,the centralvalue reported by CDF,and an �s value
of� 0:118,a m easurem ent ofthe m ass ofthe higgsboson willdistinguish the SM with a
>
� 1010 GeV desert from the M SSM with a SUSY breaking scale ofabout1 TeV.For the
(M +1)SSM with theassum ption ofperturbativeuni�cation,conclusionsaresim ilartothose
oftheM SSM .For�s above0:120 and m t � 176 GeV,a sm alloverlap oftheSM and M SSM
m assregionsexists,butitisa prioriunlikely thatthehiggsm asswillbefound in thissm all
range. Accordingly,the �rsthiggsm assm easurem ent can be expected to elim inate one of
thesepopularm odels.

M ost ofthe range ofthe lightest M SSM higgs m ass is accessible to LEPII.The light-
est M SSM higgs is guaranteed detectable at LEP230 and at the LHC;and the lightest
(M +1)SSM higgs is guaranteed detectable at a NLC300 and at the LHC.Since there is
no lowerbound on the lightestM SSM higgsm assotherthan the experim entalbound,the
M SSM h0 ispossibly detectableeven atLEP178 foralltan�,butthereisno guarantee.In
contrast,the SM higgsis guaranteed detectable only atthe LHC;ifm t � 176 GeV,then
according to thevacuum stability (m etastability)argum ent,theSM higgsm assexceeds131
(123)GeV,and so likely willnotbeproduced untiltheLHC orNLC isavailable.

Thus,one sim ple conclusion is that LEPII has a trem endous potentialto distinguish
M SSM and (M +1)SSM sym m etry breaking from SM sym m etry breaking. If a higgs is
discovered atLEPII,thehiggssectoroftheSM with a largedesertisruled out.
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Figure C aptions:

Fig. 1 The curves revealthe upperbound on the lightestM SSM higgsparticle vs.tan�,
fortop m assvaluesof(a)163 GeV,(b)176 GeV,and (c)189 GeV.Three extrem e choices
ofsusy param etersareinvoked:thesolid curve isfor� = At = A b = 0,thedashed curveis
for� = At = A b = 1 TeV,and the dot-dashed curve isfor� = � 1 TeV,At = A b = 1 TeV.
In allcases,m A = m ~q = 1 TeV and m b(M Z)= 4 GeV are assum ed. The horizontaldotted
linesarethe (tan�{independent)SM lowerboundson the higgsm ass;the m ore restrictive
stability bound derivesfrom requiring thattheEW vev sitsin an absolutem inim um ,while
the less restrictive m etastability bound derives from requiring thatthe vev lifetim e in the
localEW m inim um exceed theageoftheuniverse.
Fig. 2

Upper bound on the lightest (M +1)SSM higgs vs.tan�,for the top m ass values (a) 163
GeV,(b)176 GeV,and (c)189 GeV.Allsuperparticlesand higgsesbeyond thelightestare
assum ed to beheavy,oforderofthechosen susy{breaking scaleof1 TeV.TheGUT scaleis
taken as1016 GeV.
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