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A bstract

W e considera realistic exam ple ofsupersym m etric grand uni� ca-

tion based on SU (3)c � SU (3)L � SU (3)R in which the electroweak

(EW )higgsdoubletsare ‘light’asa consequence ofthe ‘pseudogold-

stone’m echanism . W e discussradiative EW breaking in thism odel,

exploringin particularthe‘sm all’(orderunity)and ‘large’(� m t=m b)

tan� regionsbystudyingthevariationsofr(�

q

�
2
1;2=�

2
3
),where�21;2;3

arethewellknown M SSM param etersevaluated attheG UT scale.For

r su� ciently close to unity the quantity tan� can be oforderunity,

butthe converse isnotalwaystrue.

1Presentaddress:Institutf�urTheoretische Physik,Universit�atBern,CH 3012,Bern,

Switzerland

http://arxiv.org/abs/hep-ph/9512345v1


1 Introduction

Understanding how the electroweak higgs doublets ofthe m inim alsuper-

sym m etric standard m odel(M SSM ) rem ain ‘light’(� 102GeV ) within the

fram ework ofsupersym m etricgrand uni�ed theories(SUSY GUTS)posesan

im portantchallengeform odelbuilders.In supersym m etrictrini�cation with

gaugegroup G � SU(3)c� SU(3)L � SU(3)R ,by im posing suitablediscrete

sym m etriesforinstance,itispossible to protectthe EW doubletsfrom be-

com ing superheavy without�ne tuning [1]. The supersym m etric �-term of

M SSM arisesfrom a higherorder(non-renorm alizable)term in thesuperpo-

tential.Thisapproach leadstoanum beroftestablepredictions.Theproton

turnsouttobeessentiallystable,whiletheM SSM param etertan� � mt=m b.

Itis interesting to recallthatin this case,by �xing m b(m b)= 4:25� 0:10

GeV and �s(M z)= 0:12� 0:01,the top quark m asswaspredicted [2]to lie

in a range which isin very good agreem entwith the subsequent CDF/DO

m easurem ents.

A som ewhatdi�erentapproach forobtaining thelightdoubletsrelieson

theidea ofan accidental‘pseudo-sym m etry’[3]which isspontaneously bro-

ken.[Italsom aybebroken bothexplicitlyaswellasbyradiativecorrections.]

Exam ples[4,5]based on SU(6)(SU(5)and SO(10)donotseem towork)and

m ore recently [6]on G(� (SU(3))3)have been presented. In thispaperwe

wish to focuson thepseudogoldstone m echanism in G and study the im pli-

cationsofm erging itwith the radiative EW breaking scenario.In section 2

we provide the detailsofthism echanism within the fram ework ofG.W hat

partiallydistinguishesthisexam plefrom som epreviousworkbased on SU(6)
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can beexplained in term softheparam eterr�
q

�21=�
2
3 (�

q

�22=�
2
3),where

�2
1
;�2

2
;�2

3
arethewellknown m asssquared param etersofthetreelevelscalar

potentialofM SSM ,evaluated attheGUT scaleM G .In thesim plestSU(6)

m odelr isequalto unity,up to correctionsoforder(1TeV=M G )
2,where 1

TeV speci�es the supersym m etry breaking scale. In the (SU(3))3 case,r

deviatesfrom unity even in thesupersym m etric lim itdueto thepresenceof

a superpotentialterm which breakspseudosym m etry attreelevel.Nonethe-

less,this leads to the desired higgsdoublets [6]. Indeed,in the absence of

thisadditionalterm risunity,butthen thetop quark turnsoutto bem ass-

less attree levelwhich is unacceptable. In section 3 we consider radiative

EW breakingaswellastheensuingsparticlespectroscopy,focusingon rvery

closetounitysuch thattan� isoforderunity.W e�nd interestingconstraints

on the param eters,nam ely jM 1=2 j<

� m 0
<

� jA j,where M 1=2(m 0)denote

the universalgaugino (scalar) m ass,and A is the universaltrilinear scalar

coupling. Figures1-6 highlightthisregion ofthe param eterspace. In Figs.

7-10 we show how by varying the ratio A=m 0,the quantity r � 1 without

tan� becom ing large.In section 4 webriey sum m arizethelargetan� case

obtained by varying r furtheraway from unity (Fig.11).

2 T he (SU(3))3 Pseudogoldstone M odel

W econsiderasupersym m etricgrand uni�ed m odelbased on thegaugegroup

G � SU(3)c � SU(3)L � SU(3)R .The m atter(lepton,quark,antiquark)

�eldsofthem odeltransform as(1;�3;3);(3;3;1)and (�3;1;�3)underG:
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Thesuper�eldsH 1;H 2;L areSU(2)L doublets,whereSU(3)L (SU(3)R )acts

along the colum ns (rows) ofthe m atrices in (1). Under SU(2)L � U(1),

H 1i;H 2i have the sam e quantum num bers as the EW doublets, while Li

denotethelepton doublets.

In order to break the gauge group G down to M SSM ,we need higgs

super�eldsthattransform asthe �i’sin (1). The m inim um num berthatis

needed istwo which wedenoteas

�(��)and �0(��0) (2)

The conjugate super�elds �� and ��0 are needed to preserve SUSY when G

breaksto the standard m odelgauge group. The scalarcom ponentsof�(��)

acquire large non-zero vevs along the N (�N )directions such thatG breaks

to SU(3)c� SU(2)L � SU(2)R � U(1)B � L.W ith �0(��0)acquiring largevevs

alongthe�c0(��c0)direction,theresultingunbroken sym m etrywillbeSU(3)c�

SU(2)L � U(1).

Let us begin by specifying the part ofthe superpotentialthat involves

thechiralsuper�elds�;��:
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W � = S(��� � �
2) + a�

3 + b��3 (3)

Here� standsfor�A�;�
3 � �A B C ��� �A��

B
� �

C
 (etc:),and S denotesa gauge

singlet�eld S.Toseehow thepseudogoldstonem echanism operates,consider

a situation in which weincludean analogousterm W �0 forthe�
0sector,but

thereisno �� �0m ixing [fordetailsseeRef.[6]].In thislim itthereappears

a largerglobalsym m etry (\pseudo-sym m etry")

G gl = [SU(3)c� SU(3)L � SU(3)R ]� 
 [SU(3)c� SU(3)L � SU(3)R ]�0 (4)

underwhich W � + W �0+ h.c.isinvariant.Ithasbeen shown [5]thatwhen G

breakstoSU(3)c� SU(2)L � U(1),thereem ergeapairof‘m assless’doublets

with thequantum num bersoftheEW higgs:

P = Lh�c0i � H0

2
hN i

�P = �Lh��c0i � �H 0

2
h�N i (5)

W eobservethattheH 0

2
com ponentofP hasthecorrectquantum num bersto

couple(attreelevel)to thedown quarksand thecharged leptons.However,

thecorresponding com ponent �H 0

2
of �P cannotserveasthesecond (‘up’type)

higgsdoubletsince itisforbidden from having a renorm alizablecoupling to

thequark super�elds.In particular,thetop quark ism asslessattreelevel!

The resolution ofthisliesin extending the�eld contentofthem odelby

including an additionalhiggssuperm ultiplet�00(��00). Considerthe superpo-

tentialcouplings(M � MG U T)

M �
00��00 + f��0����00 (6)
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The second term in (6) explicitly breaks G gl but in such a way that the

desired ‘m assless’pair survives. A straightforward calculation shows that

thecom bination

� sin� H 00

1
+ cos� �P (7)

isthe required ‘up-type’higgsdoublet. Here sin� = z=(M 2 + z2)1=2 (z =

f(N 2 + �c
02

)1=2)providesa m easure ofthebreaking ofthepseudosym m etry

G gl.

In ordertoevaluatethescalarpotentialinvolving theEW higgsdoublets,

weturn attention to therelevantpartofthesuperpotential

W = �i (ai Si)P �P+
�

W (Si;otherfields) + z�P �H 00

1
+ M H

00

1
�H 00

1
(8)

where Si denote the SU(2)� U(1) singlet super�elds. The scalar m ass2

m atrix,afterincluding the softsupersym m etry breaking couplings,isgiven

by (m 0 denotesthesoftSUSY breaking scalarm assparam eterand Si in (9)

and (10)denotetheappropriatevev):

P � �P �H 00�

1 H 00

1

P jaiSij
2 +m 2

0
ai

@
�

W

�

@S�
i

+ AaiSi aiSiz 0

�P � a�i
@

�

W

@Si
+ Aa�iS

�

i jaiSij
2 +m 2

0
+ z2 B z M z

�H 00

1 aiSiz B z z2 + M 2 B M

H 00�

1
0 M z B M M 2

(9)

Thepresenceofthe‘m assless’state(forz = 0)leadstothefollowingrelation
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jaiSij
2 + m

2

0
= ai

@
�

W

@S�

i

+ AaiSi

= m
2

0
(b2 + 1) (10)

with b = C � A

2m 0

,where A;B ;C denote the com m on tri-linear,bi-linear and

linearscalarcouplingsfrom thesoftSUSY breakingatM G .NotethathSii=

0(= bm 0)before(after)SUSY breaking.

The 4� 4 m atrix in (9)can be sim pli�ed in a relatively straightforward

m anner and we willfocus on the ‘light higgs’sector which is given by the

following 2� 2 subm atrix:

P � H u

P m 2
0
(b2cos2� + 1) m 2

0
(b2 + 1)cos�

H �

u m 2
0
(b2 + 1)cos� m 2

0
(b2cos2� + 1)

(11)

whereH u standsforthestategiven in eq.(7).

Thefollowing rem arksarein order:

i. W ith � = 0thepseudosym m etry G glisunbroken attreelevelin thescalar

sectorand wehavea pairof‘m assless’stateswith �21 = �22 = �23 (at

M G ).

ii. Therealisticcaserequires� 6= 0 so that,atM G ,

�
2

1 = �
2

2 = m
2

0(b
2 cos2� + 1)

�
2

3 = m
2

0(b
2 + 1)cos� (12)

The deviation from unity (atM G )ofthe ratio r
�

�
q

�21;2=�
2
3

�

,which

can besigni�cantasa consequenceof(12),willbeused in conjunction
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with radiativeelectroweak breaking,to exploretheparam eterspaceof

M SSM .

iii. In m inim alsupergravity,B = A � m0;C = A � 2m0,such thatb= � 1.

3 R adiative Electrow eak B reaking and r� 1

In this section we wish to explore how close to unity r can get without

running into conictwith the radiative electroweak breaking scenario. For

r su�ciently close to unity the wellknown param eter tan� turns out to

be oforderunity. The converse,however,isnotnecessarily true aswe will

latersee. The procedure we follow restson m inim izing the renorm alization

group im proved tree-levelpotentialat a scale Q 0 � 0:5 � 1 TeV . The

soft SUSY breaking param eters at this scale are estim ated through their

one-loop evolution equations. The reliability ofm inim izing the tree-level

potentialin this m anner has previously been studied [2]and yields results

thatareconsistentwith m inim izing theone-loop e�ectivepotential.

A knowledge of�s and theelectroweak couplingsatpresentenergiesen-

ables us to estim ate M G through their one loop evolution equations,with

supersym m etry breaking scale assum ed to be oforder Q 0. By specifying

ht and hb(= h�)atM G ,one evolves the coupled system forthe gauge and

third generation Yukawa couplings down to Q 0,and solves for tan� from

the known value ofm � (= 1:78 GeV). [W e rem ark that in the (SU(3))3

fram ework the asym ptotic relation hb = h� m ay be expected to hold near

the Planck scale where the fullE 6 theory is e�ective.] Furtherm ore,given

M 1=2; m 0 and A one obtains the values ofm 2
H 2

and m 2
H 1

atQ 0,and from

7



the m inim ization conditions and knowledge oftan�,solves for �(Q 0) and

B (Q 0). [Note that at one-loop level,� and B do not enter the evolution

equationsoftherem aining param eters.]Knowing �(Q 0)and B (Q 0),wecan

com pute the physicalspectrum since the rem aining param etersare already

known via their evolution equations. Ifthe result is a consistent, stable

SU(2)� U(1)breaking vacuum [onethatdoesnotconictany phenom eno-

logicalconstraint]weevolve �(Q 0)and B (Q 0)back to M G and evaluatethe

param eterr.Theprocedurewefollow givesresultsthatarewithin 1� 2% of

a one-loop calculation [7]which explicitly reportsthe valuesof�(M X )and

B (M X )in orderto im plem enta successfulradiativebreaking scenario.

W ehaveperform ed a search in theparam eterspacespanned by

(ht;hb;M 1=2;m 0;A) (13)

�xing M G ’ 2� 1016 GeV,Q 0 � 350 GeV,�s(M Z) = 0:12; �G =

1=25 (�em (M Z) = 1=128). W e illustrate the behaviourofthe solutionsin

the desired regionsofthe param eterspace through several�guresto bring

outthe salientfeatures. W e begin by specifying a convention in which the

Yukawa couplings,M 1=2 and tan� are positive,allowing A and � to be of

eithersign. W e shallsee thatifr isto be asclose to unity aspossible,the

param etersA and � willberequired tohaveacom m on sign.[Thequalitative

trendsaresim ilarwhen �;A < 0 isreplaced by �;A > 0.]In particular,

the hierarchy which em erges,M 1=2 � m 0 � jA j,favoursthe sign ofA

to be +(� )when � > 0(< 0). The num ericalchoicesfor(13)correspond

tothosethatyield phenom enologically acceptablesolutonsoften lying in the

rangesreviewed in Ref.[2].Such solutionsaretypicaland thegrossfeatures

8



ofthesolutionsareperturbed in only a m inorway when thesearem odi�ed.

In Fig. 1 we illustrate the dependence ofr on tan�,varying the input

value ofht(M G ). Notice that as ht increases it becom es harder to achieve

r� 1.

In Fig.2 weillustratethecorrelation between theinputvalueofA with

the value ofthe param eter r. Here we have chosen � < 0 and one �nds

thatA = � 3m0 m akesrclosetounity than say A = � 2m0,with allother

param etersheld �xed.[For� > 0,itisA = 3m 0 versussay A = 2m 0.]

Thustherequirem entofr � 1 favorsa largerratio forjA j=m0.

In Fig.3,weshow thecorrelationsbetween M 1=2 andm 0 when risplotted

asa function oftan� fordi�ering ratiosm 0=M 1=2.Thenetconclusion to be

drawn isthatther � 1 scenario enforcesthecorrelation

M 1=2 � m 0 � jA j

and sign (A) = sign (�) (14)

In Fig.4wefurtherdevelop them essagefound in Fig.1forlargervalues

ofht,with M 1=2=m 0 and A=m 0 in the regim essingled outby the scenario,

to estim ate how close to unity r can get. W e see thatto obtain r � 1:05

with � < 0 one requiresm 0 to be aslarge as2M 1=2. Note thatiftan� is

too closeto unity,therelation

m t(m t) = ht(m t)(174)sin� (15)

m ay cause the top quark m assin the theory to com e into conictwith the

CDF/D0 values[8].

9



W ith � > 0 a plotofr asa function oftan� isillustrated in Fig.5.

The resultsabove essentially em erge due to the correlationsenforced by

thewellknown evolution equationsfortheparam eters� and B [see Ref.9]

and aregiven hereforcom pleteness:

d�

dt
=

�

16�2
(� 3g22 �

3

5
g
2

1 + h
2

� + 3h2b + 3h2t)

dB

dt
=

1

8�2
(� 3g2

2
M 2 �

3

5
g
2

1
M 1 + h

2

�A � + 3h2bA b+ 3h2tA t) (16)

wheret= logQ=M X .

So farwe have considered the variation ofr asa function oftan� in a

region where m t(m t)dependslinearly on sin�,nam ely where hb(= h�) �

ht and is therefore neglected. Nevertheless,as tan� increases,hb begins

to grow in relative im portance and eventually plays a role in arresting the

growth ofm t(m t)astan� growsfor�xed ht,eventually causing itto turn

around.Thisisthereason why thequasi‘infrared �xed point’prediction for

m t (with tan� ’ m t=m b)is signi�cantly sm aller than the corresponding

prediction with tan� ’ 1.Foreach valueofht,with thefavoured hierarchy

corresponding to r � 1,one can plotr asa function ofmt(m t). The result

ispresented in Fig.6 describing thecorrelation between m t(m t)and r.The

cross-overforthetwo contoursht = 2and 1showsthat,provided thetop is

heavy enough,m erely lowering ht willnotsu�ceto enforcer in thevicinity

ofunity. Furtherm ore,from the preceding discussion,with ht = 1 one

cannothavea top quark heavierthan 182 GeV.

The conclusion to be desired from Fig. 6 is that should the top weigh

m orethan 180 GeV,r
<
� 1:12 would beruled out.Ifmt(m t)

>
� 191 GeV ,

10



we would beforced to have ht(M G )
>
� 2 and r

>
� 1:24.In thisregion the

infrared prediction beginsto berealized,whereby everlargerht(M G )would

be im plied with a rapidly increasing lower bound on r. W e also note here

thatwith tan� ’ 1:2 and with thechoiceofparam etersofFig.6,ther� 1

solution also satis�estheboundary condition ofthe‘m inim al’K�ahlerm odel,

viz.,B = A � m0.

The m ain result to be drawn from Figs. 1-6 is that with r su�ciently

closetounity,thehierarchy M 1=2
<

� m 0

<

� jA jissingled out.In particular

forr su�ciently closeto unity (� 1:15),one�ndsthat1
<
� tan�

<
� 5.

Itisreasonabletoenquireifthe‘sm all’(orderunity)tan� region requires

thatralsobeclosetounity.Thisturnsouttobenotthecase.In Figs.7a,b,c

weshow plotsofrversusA=m 0 fora typicalchoiceofM 1=2;m 0 and ht,with

tan� varying between ‘orderunity’to ‘interm ediate’values.Theparam eter

� > 0. W e see from 7b,forinstance,that r can be large with tan� = 3.

This is a result ofthe fact that the param eter B (M G ) estim ated through

its one-loop evolution equation su�ers a change in sign as the ratio A=m 0

is varied from its phenom enologically allowed lower bound of-3 for such

valuesoftan�.Forsm allervaluesoftan�,forinstance1.2,such a sign shift

occursatvaluesofthisratio sm allerthan {3,which arephenom enologically

excluded. Furtherm ore,in orderto dem onstrate thatthese featuresare not

a resultofaccidentalcorrelationsbetween theinputparam eters,wepresent

in Figs. 8 and 9 system atic studies ofthe variations ofr as a function of

A=m 0 fordi�ering choicesofinputparam eters.Thesetrendspersistif� < 0

and A=m 0 ! � A=m0.An exam pleispresented in Fig.10.
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4 Large tan� versus r

The phenom enologicalconsiderations are som ewhat di�erent in the event

oflarge tan� since the e�ects ofhb and h� are no longer negligible which

tends to m ake the lighter stau approach the m ass ofthe LSP.Naturally

we require thisscalartau to be heavierthan the LSP.Furtherm ore,in this

lim it,due to the essentialdegeneracy ofm 2
H 1

and m 2
H 2
,m A also tends to

rem ain low. In fact in the lim it that tan� � mt=m b,such considerations

play a crucialrole in constraining regionsofthe param eterspace[11]. Itis

nolongerpossibletochoosem 0 tobe(m uch)largerthan M 1=2,and theratio

A=m 0 is also forced to rem ain rather low. W e have perform ed a search in

the param eter space to m inim ize r under these conditions. The result is

displayed in Fig.11.Herewepresentthevariation oftan� with r,obtained

by varying hb(= h�)from 0:5ht to ht,with ht chosen to besu�ciently large

(=1:5),such that m t(m t) lies between 185 and 181 GeV . The universal

gaugino m ass M 1=2 is chosen to be 800 GeV (and Q 0 � 1 TeV ) in order

to saturate the upper bound on the (bino-like) lightest neutralino m ass of

350 GeV:Forthis�gureweobtain them inim um valueofr with � > 0,with

the m axim um realizable values ofm 0 and the ratio A=m 0 consistent with

the phenom enologicalrequirem ents m A � mZ and m ~�1 � m ~N
. W hat we

�nd isthatr cannotbe sm allerthan about1:5 aswe nearthe condition of

exactYukawa uni�cation (ht= hb = h� atM G ).Indeed iftheexactYukawa

uni�cation condition is relaxed,there is considerable freedom in the ratio

A=m 0 aswell,and even in the largetan� case r can be justaboutaslarge

asonewantslikein the‘interm ediate’tan� case.

12



5 C onclusions

The idea thatthe electroweak higgsdoubletsofM SSM m ay arise as‘pseu-

dogoldstones’ofan underlying supersym m etric grand uni�ed theory can be

neatly realized within thefram ework ofSU(3)c� SU(3)L � SU(3)R .In this

work we have studied the im plications when this idea is m erged with that

ofradiative electroweak breaking. In particular,we have explored the con-

straintson the‘universal’param etersM 1=2;m 0 and A.An im portantlesson

isthatthelow energy param etertan� can vary alltheway from orderunity

to m t=m b in thisclassofm odels.Depending on thetop quark m ass,certain

lowerboundson theparam eterr havebeen identi�ed.

A cknow ledgem ents

W e thank Gia Dvaliforim portantdiscussionson the pseudogoldstone phe-

nom enon in SUSY GUTS.B.A.thanksthe SwissNationalScience Founda-

tion forsupportduringthecourseofthiswork.TheworkofQ.S.issupported

in partby theUS Departm entofEnergy,GrantNo.DE{FG02{91ER 40626.

N ote A dded

The results ofthis paper were briey discussed at the SUSY ’95 m eeting

in Parisand atthe\European High Energy Physics" conference in Brussels.

Afterthispaperwascom pleted we cam e acrossa recentpaperby C.Cs�aki

andL.Randall(hep-ph/9512278)in which sim ilarideasarediscussed.W here

ourwork overlapstheresultsarein broad agreem ent.

13

http://arxiv.org/abs/hep-ph/9512278


R eferences

[1]G.Dvaliand Q.Sha�,Phys.Lett.B 326 (1994)258;ibid 339 (1994)

241.

[2]B.Ananthanarayan, G.Lazarides and Q.Sha�, Phys. Rev.D 44

1613 (1991); for a recent review with additionalreferences,see B.

Ananthanarayan and Q.Sha�,\Predicting the top quark,sparticle

and higgs m asses in supersym m etric grand uni�ed m odels," Proc.

ofthe 2nd I.F.T.W orkshop on Yukawa Couplings,P.Ram ond ed.,

InternationalPublishing House,Boston,USA (1994).

[3]K.Inoue,A.Kakuto and T.Takano,Prog.Th.Phys.75 (1986)664;

A.Anselm and A.Johansen,Phys.Lett.B200 (1988)331.

[4]Z.Berezhianiand G.Dvali,Sov.Phys.Lebedev Inst.Rep.5 (1989)

55;R.Barbieri,G.Dvaliand M .M oretti,Phys.Lett B 312 (1993)

137;Z.Berezhiani,C.Csakiand L.Randall,hep{ph/9501336(1995);

Fora recentreview seeZ.Berezhiani,hep-ph/9503366 and references

therein.

[5]G.F.Guidiceand E.Roulet,Phys.Lett.B 315 (1993)107.

[6]G.Dvaliand Q.Sha�,BartolpreprintBA{94{42.

[7]M .Bando,etal.,M od.Phys.Lett.A7 (1992)3379.

[8]S.Abachietal.,D0 Collaboration,Phys.Rev.Lett.74 (1993)2422.

14

http://arxiv.org/abs/hep-ph/9501336
http://arxiv.org/abs/hep-ph/9503366


[9]SeeforinstanceM .Dreesand M .M .Nojiri,Nucl.Phys.B359 (1992)

54.

[10]B.Ananthanarayan,K.S.Babu and Q.Sha�,Nucl.Phys.B428(1994)

19;M .Carena etal.,Nucl.Phys.B369 (1992)33.

[11]B.Ananthanarayan,G.Lazarides and Q.Sha�,Phys.Lett.B 300

(1993)245;B.Ananthanarayan,Q.Sha�and X-M .W ang,Phys.Rev.

D50 (1994)5980.

15



Figure C aptions

1.Plotofr versus tan� forht = 1 and 0.8,with m 0 = 1:5M 1=2; A =

� 2m0;� < 0

2.Plotofr vs. tan� forA = � 3m0 and � 2m0,with m 0 = 1:5M 1=2

and ht = 1;� < 0

3.Plotofr vs.tan� form 0 = 1:5M 1=2 and 0:75M 1=2,with A = � 3m0

and ht = 1;� < 0

4.Plotofr vs. tan� forht = 2:5 and 1:5; m 0 = 2 M 1=2 and A =

� 3 m0;� < 0

5.Plotofr vs. tan� forht = 1:5; M 1=2 = 270GeV; m 0 = 340GeV

forA = � 3m0;� < 0 and A = 3 m 0;� < 0

6.Plot ofr vs. m t(m t) for ht = 1;2;3; M 1=2 = 270GeV; m 0 =

340GeV;A = 3m 0;� > 0.

7.(a)Plotofr vs. A=m 0,forM 1=2 = 280GeV,m 0 = 340GeV,ht = 2:5,

tan� = 1:2,� > 0,(b)Asin (a)with tan� = 3:0,and (c)asin (a)

with tan� = 7:8.

8.Asin Fig.7 with m 0 = 170GeV.

9.Asin Fig.7 with M 1=2 = 420GeV and m 0 = 510GeV.

10.Asin Fig.9cwith � < 0.
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11.Plotofrvs.tan� in thelargetan� regim ewith m 0 and A=m 0 chosen

optim ally so asto m inim izerand saturatetherequirem entthatm A �

m Z and m ~�1 � m ~N
.
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