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A bstract

In the fram ework ofa particularsupergravity m odelwhich providesa naturalsolu-

tion to the �{problem we show how the discovery ofa chargino at LEP2 and the

m easurem ent ofits m ass and production cross{section,togetherwith the m easure-

m ent ofthe m ass ofthe lightest neutralino,would determ ine the entire Higgs and

SUSY spectrum .W egivedetailed predictionsfortheHiggsand SUSY spectrum asa

function ofthe chargino production cross{section,forconstantvaluesofthe lightest

chargino and gluino m asses.
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Recently LEP1.5hassetanew lowerbound on thelightestcharginom assofabout

65GeV ifm
~�
�
1

� m
~�0
1

>
� 10GeV [1].In generalLEP2willbeabletobound ordiscover

charginos up to the kinem atic lim it ofthe m achine. In this paper we explore the

possible consequencesofchargino discovery atLEP2 within thefram ework ofa well

m otivated supergravity m odel.

It is wellknown that,with the assum ption ofa universalgaugino m ass M 1=2,

the chargino ~��i (i= 1;2)and neutralino ~�0i (i= 1:::4)m assesand m ixing angles

only depend on threeunknown param eters:thegluinom assm ~g,� and tan� [2].In a

recentpaper[3]wehaveshown how thediscoveryofthelightestcharginoatLEP2and

the m easurem entofitsm ass,m
~�
�
1

,and production cross-section,�(e+ e� ! ~�+
1
~��
1
),

togetherwith them easurem entofthem assofthelightestneutralino,m
~�0
1

,willenable

the basic param eters m ~g,� and tan� to be determ ined,up to certain am biguities

(seealso ref.[4]).

In thepresentpaperweshallextend theaboveanalysisfrom thegauginosectorof

theM inim alSupersym m etricStandard M odel(M SSM )[5]totheentiresupersym m et-

ric(SUSY)and Higgsspectrum .However,whereasthegaugino sectoriscom pletely

speci�ed by three param eters,the rem aining spectrum depends on very m any pa-

ram eters and without som e sim plifying principle it is im possible to m ake progress.

Thereforein thepresentpaperweshallexploretheconsequencesofa speci�c super-

gravity (SUGRA) m odelwhich has su�cient predictive power to enable the entire

Higgs and SUSY spectrum to be deduced from just the LEP2 m easurem ents m
~�
�
1

,

�(e+ e� ! ~�+
1
~��
1
),and m

~�0
1

{ a resultwhich underlinesboth theim portanceofLEP2

and thepowerofsupergravity.

Thephenom enologically sim plestSUGRA m odelstypically involve universalsoft

param eters(atthe uni�cation scale 1):m 0,M 1=2,A,B in the usualnotation corre-

sponding to theuniversalscalarm ass,gaugino m ass,trilineardim ensionfulcoupling

and B �H 1H 2 term ,respectively. Thusthe squark and slepton softm asses are pro-

portionalto unit m atrices in avor space,and trilinear couplings are proportional

to Yukawa m atrices at the uni�cation scale. Speci�c SUGRA m odels m ay involve

further relationships between the soft param eters,for exam ple the so-called m ini-

m alSUGRA m odelpredictsthatB = A � m 0 [6]. Howeverthism odelinvolves an

unnaturally sm alldim ensional� param eterappearing in the superpotential{ the �

problem .Recently therehavebeen severalalternativem echanism sproposed to solve
1W e shalltake apply these boundary conditions at the gauge coupling uni�cation scale M X ,

neglecting any e�ectsdue to running between the Planck scaleand M X .
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the � problem [7]and itisa com m on tendency ofsuch m odelsto predictB = 2m 0,

although itisnotclearwhy such di�erenttheoriesshould lead to thesam eboundary

condition. Therefore in the present paperwe shallfocuson SUGRA m odelswhich

predictB = 2m 0 which havea strongertheoreticalm otivation.

According to the above discussion, the 5 independent param eters at M X are:

B = 2m 0,M 1=2,A,�,ht0,where ht0 isthe top quark Yukawa coupling atM X . W e

shallrequire radiative electroweak sym m etry breaking,and im pose the usualHiggs

m inim isation conditions at low energy. W e consider allthe supersym m etric m ass

param etersto besm allerthan M SU SY =1 TeV.Theorderofm agnitudeofthisscale

em ergesnaturally when them odelisem bedded into aGUT [8].In addition,tobreak

radiatively the electroweak sym m etry without �ne{tunning the initialparam eters

M SU SY cannotbetoo large[9].Our4 inputparam etersarechosen to be:m t,m ~�
�
1

,

� and m ~g which aresu�cientto specify the5 independentparam etersatM X ,given

the requirem ent ofcorrect electroweak sym m etry breaking. The idea behind this

choice ofinputparam etersisthatthe top quark m assism easured atthe Tevatron,

and the chargino m assm ay be m easured atLEP2. Thisonly leavesthe param eters

� and m ~g which can in principle be determ ined at LEP2 from a m easurem ent of

�(e+ e� ! ~�+
1
~��
1
)and m

~�0
1

,asdiscussed in ourpreviousanalysis[3]exceptthatnow

the electron sneutrino contribution to the cross-section willbe taken into account.

The m ain di�erence is ofcourse that now these LEP2 m easurem ents willserve to

determ inetheentire Higgsand SUSY spectrum ,notjustthegaugino sector.

Our detailed procedure is to �rst �x values oftop quark m ass,chargino m ass

and gluino m ass. For a given choice of �, knowledge of m
~�
�
1

and m ~g enables a

determ ination oftan�. W ith m t and tan� speci�ed we have a determ ination ofht

(atlow energy)and hence ht0 (athigh energy). W ith ht0 known,we choose values

ofm 0 and A and run allthe param etersdown to low energy (the RG equationsdo

notdepend on B ).W edo nottakeinto accountthreshold corrections.Thetree{level

m inim isation condition on theHiggsm assesatlow energy 2

(m 2

1
+ �

2 +
1

2
M

2

Z cos2�)(1+ cos2�)= (m 2

2
+ �

2
�
1

2
M

2

Z cos2�)(1� cos2�) (1)

where m 2

1
and m 2

2
are the softSUSY breaking Higgsm asses,willnotin generalbe

satis�ed,and so we vary m 0 untilitis. Som etim esthere willbe no solution forany

valueofm 2

0
> 0,and thiscondition hasabige�ectin reducing theallowed param eter

space. Eq.(1)describesthe m inim ization ofthe Higgspotentialwhen the one-loop
2Each ofthese term sisequalto 1

2
m

2

A
(1� cos2 2�),wherem A isthe CP-odd scalarm ass.
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contributionstothee�ectivepotentialareneglected.Having consistently determ ined

m 0 we then �nd the low energy value ofB using B � = 1

2
m 2

A sin2�,and run it up

to �nd the high energy value ofB . In generalthe condition B = 2m 0 willnot be

satis�ed,and weiteratetheprocedurefordi�erentvaluesofA untilthiscondition is

m et,which e�ectively serves to determ ine A. Ifwe have chosen a suitable value of

� we willthen have a successfuldata pointfrom which the entire Higgsand SUSY

spectrum m ay becalculated,and �(e+ e� ! ~�+
1
~��
1
)com puted.W enotethatthereis

no am biguity in thesign ofthesupersym m etric Higgsm assparam eter�,asopposed

toglobalsupersym etry analyzed in ref.[3],becausethehigh energy relation B = 2m 0

together with the low energy constraint m 2

A = 2B �=sin(2�)> 0 im plies thatonly

� > 0 solutionsaresatisfactory [7](seealso [10]).

Using the above procedure,contoursin the �(e+ e� ! ~�+
1
~��
1
){ m ~�0

1

plane fora

�xed valuesofm t,m ~�
�
1

and m ~g areproduced by varying � overitssuccessfulrange.

These contoursare shown in Figure 1. W e see fourgroupsofcurves corresponding

to the choices m
~�
�
1

= 60,70,80,and 90 GeV.W e have taken m t = 176 GeV and

�s = 0:116. W e do not�nd acceptable solutionsform
~�
�
1

= 50,consistentwith the

LEP1 experim entallowerbound on the chargino m assm
~�
�
1

> 45 GeV [11,12,13].

Foreach value ofthe chargino m ass,the di�erentcurvesare labeled by the value of

the gluino m ass. Itis clear from the �gure thatheavier charginos produce sm aller

totalcrosssectionsand,atthesam etim e,they areassociated with heavierneutralino

1,~�0
1
.Thisneutralino isthelightestsupersym m etricparticle,orLSP.SincetheLSP

should be neutral,som e curves for the case m
~�
�
1

= 90 GeV are truncated at high

valuesoftan� becausebeyond thatpointthe~��
1
becom eslighterthan ~�0

1
.Itcan also

beappreciated from Fig.1 thatlargerm ~g produce,in general,sm allercrosssections.

The reason here is thatthe sneutrino becom es lighter atlargergluino m asses,and

sincethesneutrino contribution to thetotalcrosssection isnegative,thetotalcross

section decreases.Notethatcontoursin Fig.1 aretruncated attheupperend (large

cross{section end) where tan� is sm all,and at the lower end (sm allcross{section

end) where tan� is large,for reasons which willbecom e apparent. Fig.1 clearly

dem onstrates that for a given m t,LEP2 m easurem ents ofm
~�
�
1

,�(e+ e� ! ~�+
1
~��
1
)

and m
~�0
1

aresu�cientto com pletely specify alltheparam etersin thetheory.

To em phasise that allthe basic param eters ofthe theory,and with them ,the

whole Higgsand SUSY spectrum ,are determ ined foreach pointofeach contourin

Fig.1,weshallpresenta seriesofcontourswith �(e+ e� ! ~�+
1
~��
1
)along thevertical

axis and som e other determ ined quantity along the horizontalaxis. In Figure 2
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we show the set ofm
~�
�
1

,m ~g contours corresponding to Fig.1 but with the basic

param eters(a)m 0,(b)A,(c)tan� and (d)� along thehorizontalaxes.Fora given

chargino m ass,the gluino m asses we have taken are bounded from above because

gluinosheavierthan som evalueproducesolutionswith m 2

0
< 0 [Fig.2(a)],and from

below because gluinos lighter than som e value need values ofA larger than 1 TeV

[Fig.2(b)].W edo notconsiderconstraintsform chargeand colorbreaking [14].The

param etertan� isplotted in Fig.2(c),and them ostnoticeablefeatureisthatm any

curvesaretruncated attan� � 2.Thereason isthatwearecloseto the�xed point

ofthe top quark Yukawa coupling,and sm allervaluesoftan� m akes thiscoupling

divergeatscalessm allerthan theuni�cation scale.In thecaseofthelightestgluino

choice,the�xed pointofhtisnotreached,and thecurveistruncated athighervalues

oftan� because the param eter A becom es largerthan 1 TeV.Fora �xed value of

m
�
�
1

and m ~g,the param eter� isdeterm ined by the value oftan� and itisplotted

in Fig.2(d). Typically,the sm allerthe chargino m assis,the sm allerthe param eter

� is.Nevertheless,itneverreachesvaluessm allerthan 150 GeV.

InFigure3weshow thecontourscorrespondingtoFigure1butwith(a)thesecond

lightestneutralinom ass,(b)thesneutrinom ass,(c)thelightestcharged slepton m ass

and (d)the lightestup-type squark m assalong the horizontalaxis. In Fig.3(a)we

seetheproduction crosssection asafunction ofm �0
2

.Thism assisstrongly correlated

with thelightestchargino m ass,satis�esm �0
2

>
� m

�
�
1

,and receivessm allincreasesas

we increase the gluino m ass. Sim ilarly to the lightest neutralino case,the groups

ofcurves corresponding to di�erent values ofm
�
�
1

are welldi�erentiated,im plying

thatwe willhave a very good idea ofthe m assofthisparticle even ifwe have large

experim entalerrorson theLEP m easurem entsm entioned before.Thesneutrinom ass

ispresented in Fig.3(b).Note thatitisthe electron sneutrino thatisofinterestto

usbecauseitcontributesto thechargino production crosssection.Nevertheless,the

threesneutrinoavorsarepracticallydegenerated inm ass.Thesneutrinom assalways

satis�estheexperim entalconstraintm ~� > 41:8GeV [11,15]and isrepresented in the

�gureby averticaldotted line.In can beappreciated thatthesneutrino contribution

to thetotalchargino production crosssection ism oreim portantwhen charginosare

light,and thatitdecouplesasm ~� increases.In Fig.3(c)weplotthelightestcharged

slepton m ass,which in allcasesis~��
1
.The experim entalLEP1 constraintm

~�
�
1

> 45

GeV [11,12,16]restrictstheallowed param eterspace,and consequently som eofthe

curves (the ones with lighter gluino) are truncated at large tan�. The reason for

that lies in the left{right m ixing ofthe m ass m atrix,because it is proportionalto

m �� tan�,and large valuesoftan� produce a large m asssplitting between �
�
1
and
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�
�
2
.Thelightestoftheup{typesquarksisplotted inFig.3(d),which ispredom inantly

the lighteststop,~t1,with a sm allcom ponentofscharm (in allcasessm allerthan a

percent).Atsm allvaluesoftheuniversalscalarm assparam eterm 0,wherethetotal

cross section is sm all,the m ass ofthe lightest up{type squark increases with this

param eterm 0. Nevertheless,forlarge valuesofm 0 the trilinearm assparam eterA

also islarge,producing a large top squark m assm ixing and consequently,a lighter
~t1.Thism akesthecurvesin Fig.3(d)toturn towardsthesm allvaluesofthelightest

up{type squark as the totalcross section increases. Lighter ~t1 are obtained when

sm allchargino m assesareconsidered,a com bination thatproduceslargecorrections

to the Z ! b�b decay. Nevertheless,we do not �nd top squarks lighter than about

180 GeV,claim ed to be necessary to explain the discrepancy between theory and

experim ent(seeforexam ple[17]).

The Higgs sector ofthe M SSM [18]is com pletely speci�ed at tree levelby the

CP-odd Higgs m ass m A and tan�. Nevertheless,a strong dependence on m t and

m ~t is introduced through radiative corrections to the charged Higgs m ass [19,20]

and to the lightest neutralCP-even Higgs m ass [20,21]. In Figure 4 we show the

corresponding contours ofFig.1 with (a) the lightest CP-even Higgs boson m ass,

(b) the CP-odd Higgs boson m ass,(c) the charged Higgs boson m ass and (d) the

value ofcos(� � �) along the horizontalaxes. In this scenario,the lightest Higgs

m assplotted in Fig.4(a)isalwayssm allerthan 103 GeV,with obviousrelevancefor

LEP2 [22].Thehighervaluesofm h areobtained when tan� islarge,wherethetree

levelcontribution to m h ism axim um . On the otherhand,attan� � 2 the lightest

Higgsm assism inim um ,with a lowerbound ofabout80 GeV.In the calculation of

m h we include the exactone-loop radiative correctionsfrom top and bottom quarks

and squarks and leading logarithm s from the rest ofthe particles, working in an

on-shellschem e where the param eter tan� is de�ned through the A�+ �� coupling

[23]. W e also include the dom inant two-loop QCD corrections [24]and we sum all

the leading and next-to-leading logarithm swith a RGE technique. The m assofthe

CP-odd Higgsm A is plotted in Fig.4(b). Itis obtained from eq.(1)which com es

from the m inim ization ofthe Higgs potential. This particle is in allcases heavier

than about130 GeV,whatm akesitdi�cultto be observed atLEP2. The charged

Higgsm ass,plotted in Fig.4(c),isstrongly correlated to the value ofm A,because

attreeleveltherelation m 2

H � = m 2

W + m 2

A holds.W eincludetheone-loop radiative

correction tothism ass,nevertheless,in theregion ofparam eterspaceconsidered here,

thecorrection issm allerthan � 2 GeV in allcases.Finally,in Fig.4(d)weplotthe

param eter� cos(� � �)which controlsthe ZZH coupling. One-loop correctionsto
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thisanglearealready taken into account[25].Thefactthatthisparam eterrem ains

sm allim pliesthatthe heavy Higgsboson H isweakly coupled to the Z{boson. At

thesam etim ethelightestHiggsh,with a ZZh coupling proportionalto sin(� � �),

has couplings that approach the corresponding Standard M odel(SM ) Higgs boson

couplings. Nevertheless,itisworth m entioning that,ifwe considerthe SM with no

new physics below � 1010 GeV and the M SSM with M SU SY
<
� 1 TeV,the allowed

values ofm H S M
are always greater than m h providing the top quark is su�ciently

heavy [26].

Finally we return to ouroriginalquestion:whatcan we learn from thisSUGRA

m odelwith thedetection ofcharginosatLEP2? Theanswerissum m arised in Fig.1.

In this�gure a group ofcurvescorresponding to a particularvalue ofm
�
�
1

are well

di�erentiated from a group corresponding to a di�erent value. This perm its us to

checkthevalidityofthem odeleven iftheexperim entalerrorsaresolargethatitisnot

possible to precisely di�erentiate thecurveslabeled by thevalueofthegluino m ass.

Assum ing thatprecisem easurem entsofthetotalcrosssection �(e+ e� ! ~�+
1
~��
1
),the

chargino m assm
~�
�
1

,and the lightestneutralino m assare available,itispossible to

predictthe value ofm ~g,and from Figs.2{4 the restofthe param etersofthe m odel

and the m assesofthe physicalparticlescan be predicted within thisparticularwell

m otivated SUGRA m odel.Forexam plea�rm prediction ofthism odelisthatifLEP2

discoversa chargino then thelightestCP-even Higgsboson m ustbelighterthan 103

GeV and haveSM {likecouplings.
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FigureCaptions:

Fig. 1. Totalcross section ofchargino pairproduction from e+ e� annihilation as

a function ofthe m ass ofthe lightest neutralino forconstant values ofthe lightest

chargino and the gluino m asses. Fourgroupsofcurves are shown corresponding to

m
~�
�
1

= 60GeV (dotdash),70GeV (solid),80GeV (dashes),and 90GeV (dots),with

each linelabelled by thegluino m assin GeV.

Fig. 2. Totalchargino pairproduction crosssection asa function offourdi�erent

param etersthatcharacterize the supergravity m odel. (a)The universalscalarm ass

m 0,(b) the universaltrilinear coupling A,(c) the ratio ofthe two Higgs vacuum

expectation valuestan�,and (d)theHiggsm assparam eter�.Thereisaone{to{one

correspondencebetween thelinesin thisFigureand thosein Figure1.Thelinestyles

forthechargino m assesareasin Figure1.Foreach chargino m assthegluino m asses

also correspond to thosein Figure1.Although wehavenotlabelled thegluino m ass,

itshould be possible to distinguish which line correspondsto which gluino m assby

com paringthetotalcross{section forcharginoproduction plotted heretothatplotted

in Figure1.

Fig. 3.Totalchargino pairproduction crosssection asa function ofthem assof(a)

thesecond lightestneutralino,(b)thesneutrino,(c)thelightestcharged slepton,and

(d)the lightestup{type squark. There isa one{to{one correspondence between the

linesin thisFigureand thosein Figure1.Thelinestylesforthechargino m assesare

asin Figure 1. Foreach chargino m ass the gluino m asses also correspond to those

in Figure 1. Although we have not labelled the gluino m ass,it should be possible

to distinguish which line corresponds to which gluino m ass by com paring the total

cross{section forchargino production plotted hereto thatplotted in Figure1.

Fig. 4. Totalchargino pairproduction crosssection asa function offourdi�erent

param etersin the Higgssector. (a)The lightestHiggsm ass,(b)the CP-odd Higgs

m ass,(c)the charged Higgsm ass,and (d)the param eter� cos(� � �)whose m ag-

nitude isthe coupling ofthe heavy CP-even Higgsto a pairofZ{bosons. There is

a one{to{onecorrespondence between thelinesin thisFigureand thosein Figure1.

Thelinestylesforthechargino m assesareasin Figure1.Foreach charginom assthe

gluino m assesalso correspond to those in Figure 1. Although we have notlabelled

thegluino m ass,itshould bepossibleto distinguish which linecorrespondsto which

gluinom assbycom paringthetotalcross{section forcharginoproduction plotted here

to thatplotted in Figure1.
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