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A bstract

In the fram ework of a particular supergravity m odel which provides a natural solu—
tion to the {problem we show how the discovery of a chargino at LEP2 and the
m easuram ent of s m ass and production cross{section, together w ith the m easure-
m ent of the m ass of the lightest neutralino, would determm ine the entire H iggs and
SUSY goectrum . W e give detailed predictions for the H iggs and SUSY spectrum asa
function of the chargino production cross{section, for constant values of the lightest

chargino and ghiino m asses.
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Reoently LEP 1.5 hasset a new lowerbound on the lightest chargino m ass ofabout
65 G eV ifm L Mo > 10GeV {I]. In generalLEP 2 w illbe able to bound or discover
charginos up to the kinam atic 1 it of the m achine. In this paper we explore the
possble consequences of chargino discovery at LEP 2 w ithin the fram ework ofa well
m otivated supergraviy m odel.

Tt is well known that, with the assum ption of a universal gaugino mass M -,
the chargino ~; (A= 1;2) and neutralino ~S (1= 1:::4) masses and m xing angles
only depend on three unknow n param eters: the gluinom assm4, and tan 2. ma
recent paper 3]wehave shown how the discovery ofthe lightest chargino at LEP 2 and
the m easuram ent of tsm ass, m . and production crosssection, (e ! ~Jlr ~1 )y
togetherw ith them easurem ent ofthem ass ofthe lightest neutralino, m 0y W illenable
the basic parametersm4, and tan to be determ ined, up to certain ambiguities

(see also ref. H)).

In the present paperwe shallextend the above analysis from the gaugino sector of
theM inin alSupersym m etric Standard M odel M SSM ) H]to the entire supersym m et—
ric (SUSY ) and H iggs spectrum . H owever, w hereas the gaugino sector is com pletely
soeci ed by three param eters, the ram alning soectrum depends on very m any pa-—
ram eters and w ithout som e sin plifying principle it is in possble to m ake progress.
T herefore in the present paper we shall explore the consequences of a speci ¢ super—
graviy (SUGRA) model which has su cient predictive power to enable the entire
Higgs and SUSY spectrum to be deduced from just the LEP 2 m easuram ents m o

e ! ~I ~1),andm - { a resul which underlnes both the in portance of LEP 2

and the pow er of supergravisy.

T he phenom enoclogically sim plest SUGRA m odels typically involve universal soft
param eters (at the uni cation scale &): my, M 1—,, A, B in the usualnotation corre—
goonding to the universal scalar m ass, gaugino m ass, trilinear din ensionfiil coupling
and B H{H, tem , respectively. Thus the squark and skpton soft m asses are pro—
portional to unit m atrices In  avor space, and trilinear couplings are proportional
to Yukawa m atrices at the uni cation scale. Speci ¢ SUGRA models may Involve
further relationships between the soft param eters, for exam ple the socalled m ini-
malSUGRA modelpredicts that B = A  m, [6]. However this m odel involves an
unnaturally sm alldim ensional param eter appearing in the superpotential { the
problam . Recently there have been several altemative m echanian s proposed to solve

W e shall take apply these boundary conditions at the gauge coupling uni cation scale M ,
neglecting any e ects due to running between the P Janck scale and M x .



the problm [l]land i isa comm on tendency of such m odels to predict B = 2m g,
although it isnot clear why such di erent theories should lad to the sam e boundary
condition. Therefore in the present paper we shall focus on SUGRA m odels which
predict B = 2m ¢ which have a stronger theoretical m otivation.

A ccording to the above discussion, the 5 independent param eters at M y  are:

B =2mq, M 1,,A, ,hy,where hy is the top quark Yukawa couplingatM x . W e
shall require radiative electroweak symm etry breaking, and in pose the usual H iggs
m Inin isation conditions at low energy. W e consider all the supersymm etric m ass
param eters to be an aller than M sysy =1 TeV . The order ofm agniude of this scale
em erges naturally when them odel isembedded nto a GUT 1. In addition, to break
radiatively the electroweak symm etry wihout ne{tunning the initial param eters
M sysy cannot be too large [9]. O ur 4 input param eters are chosen to be: m ¢, m .
and m 4 which are su cient to specify the 5 Independent param etersat M y , given
the requirem ent of correct electroweak symm etry breaking. The idea behind this
choice of nput param eters is that the top quark m ass ism easured at the Tevatron,
and the chargino m assm ay be m easured at LEP 2. This only laves the param eters
and m4 which can in principle be determ ined at LEP2 from a measurement of

! ~]~)andm 0y as discussed in our previous analysis [3] except that now

€ e
the electron sneutrino contribution to the cross—section will be taken into account.
The mann di erence is of course that now these LEP 2 m easurem ents w ill serve to

determm ine the entire H iggs and SU SY spectrum , not just the gaugino sector.

Our detailed procedure is to st x values of top quark m ass, chargino m ass
and gluino mass. For a given choice of , knowledge of m - and m 4 enables a
determm ination oftan . W ih m. and tan speci ed we have a detem ination of h;
(at Jow energy) and hence hy (@t high energy). W ith hyy known, we choose values
ofm gy and A and run all the param eters down to low energy (the RG equations do
not depend on B ). W e do not take nto acoount threshold corrections. T he tree{level

m Inim isation condition on the H iggsm asses at low energyﬁ
2 2 :_L 2 _ 2 2 :_L 2
mi+ + 2MzoosZ )@+ cos2 )= 3+ 2MzoosZ )1 ©os2 ) @)

wherem ? and m 3 are the soft SUSY breaking H iggs m asses, w ill not in generalbe
satis ed, and so we vary m o until i is. Som etin es there w illbe no solution for any
value ofm 3 > 0, and this condition hasa big e ect in reducing the allow ed param eter
space. Eq. (1) describes the m inim ization of the H iggs potential when the one-loop

’Each ofthese tem sisequalto m2 (I cos2 ), wherem, isthe CP-odd scalarm ass.



contrbutions to the e ective potential are neglected. H aving consistently determ ined
my we then nd the Iow energy value of B using B = %mi sin2 , and mun i up
to nd the high energy valie of B . In general the condition B = 2m o will not be
satis ed, and we ierate the procedure for di erent values of A until this condition is
m et, which e ectively serves to determ ine A . If we have chosen a suiablk value of
we will then have a sucoessfill data point from which the entire H iggs and SU SY
spectrum m ay be calculated, and € e ! ~] ~; ) computed. W e note that there is
no ambiguiy In the sign of the supersym m etric H iggsm ass param eter , as opposed
to global supersym etry analyzed in ref. [3], because the high energy relation B = 2m
together w ith the low energy constraint m2 = 2B =sin(2 ) > 0 inplies that only
> 0 solutions are satisfactory [1] (see also {10]).

U sing the above procedure, contours n the € e ! ~Jlr ~){m -9 plne Pra
xed values ofm , m - and m 4 are produced by varying over its successful range.
These contours are shown In Figure 1. W e see four groups of curves corresponding
to the choices m - = 60, 70, 80, and 90 G&V .W e have taken m = 176 G&V and
s = 04116. W e do not nd acosptable solutions form . = 50, consistent w ith the
LEP 1 experin ental Iower bound on the chargiho massm _ > 45 Gev [T, 12, 13].
For each value of the chargino m ass, the di erent curves are labeled by the value of
the gluino m ass. It is clear from the gure that heavier charginos produce an aller
total cross sections and, at the sam e tin g, they are associated w ith heavier neutralino
1, ~§ . This neutralino is the lightest supersym m etric particlke, or LSP . Since the LSP
should be neutral, som e curves for the case m - = 90 G&V are truncated at high
valuesoftan because beyond that point the ~4 becom es lighter than ~§ . kcan also
be appreciated from Fig. 1 that largerm 4 produce, In general, sm aller cross sections.
The reason here is that the sneutrino becom es lighter at larger gluino m asses, and
since the sneutrino contrlbution to the total cross section is negative, the total cross
section decreases. N ote that contours in F ig. 1 are truncated at the upper end (large
cross{section end) where tan is anall, and at the lower end (an all cross{section
end) where tan is large, for reasons which will becom e apparent. Fig. 1 clearly

denonstjﬁtesthatbragjyenmt,LEPZmeasurenentsofmﬁ, e ! ~I~l)

and m -0 are su cient to com pletely specify all the param eters in the theory.

To em phasise that all the basic param eters of the theory, and with them , the
whole H iggs and SUSY spectrum , are determ ined for each point of each contour in
Fig.1l,we shallpresent a serdes of contourswith (e ! ~] ~ ) along the vertical
axis and som e other detem Ined quantity along the horizontal axis. In Figure 2



we show the st ofm . Mg contours corresponding to Fig. 1 but wih the basic
parameters @) mg, ) A, (©) tan and (d) along the horizontal axes. For a given
chargino m ass, the gluino m asses we have taken are bounded from above because
gluiinos heavier than som e value produce solutions w ith m (2) < 0 Fi.2@)], and from

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

Fig.2({)]. W e do not consider constraints form charge and color breaking {14]. The
param etertan isplotted In Fig. 2 (c), and the m ost noticeable feature is that m any
curves are truncated at tan 2. The reason is that we are close to the xed point
of the top quark Yukawa coupling, and am aller values of tan m akes this coupling
diverge at scales an aller than the uni cation scale. In the case of the lightest gluino
choice, the xed point ofh, isnot reached, and the curve is truncated at higher values
oftan because the param eter A becom es larger than 1 TeV .Fora xed valie of
m and m 4, the param eter  is determ ined by the value of tan and i is plotted
In Fig.2d). Typically, the an aller the chargino m ass is, the an aller the param eter

is. N evertheless, it never reaches values an aller than 150 G &V .

In Figure 3we show the contours corresoonding to F igure 1 butw ith @) the second
lightest neutralinom ass, (o) the sheutrinom ass, (c) the lightest charged skepton m ass
and (d) the lightest up-type squark m ass along the horizontal axis. In Fig. 3 (@) we
see the production cross section asa function ofm 0. T hism ass is strongly correlated
w ith the lightest chargino m ass, satis esm 0 Zm L and receives an all Increases as
we Increase the gluino mass. Sim ilarly to the lightest neutralino case, the groups
of curves corresponding to di erent values of m | are well di erentiated, in plying
that we w ill have a very good idea of the m ass of this partick even if we have large
experin ental errors on the LEP m easurem entsm entioned before. T he sneutrino m ass
ispresented In Fig. 3 (o). Note that it is the electron sneutrino that is of interest to
us because it contrbutes to the chargino production cross section. N everthelss, the
three sheutrino avorsare practically degenerated inm ass. T he sneutrinom assalways
satis es the experin ental constraintm . > 418 Gev [11,15] and is represented in the

gure by a verticaldotted line. In can be appreciated that the sheutrino contribution
to the total chargino production cross section ism ore im portant when chargios are
light, and that it decouples asm . Increases. In F ig. 3 (¢) we plot the lightest charged
slepton m ass, which In allcases is ~ . The experimental LEP 1 constraint m o> 45
Gev [i1,14,16] restricts the allowed param eter space, and consequently som e of the
curves (the ones w ith lighter gliino) are truncated at lJarge tan . The reason for
that lies in the keft{right m xing of the m ass m atrix, because i is proportional to
m tan ,and large values oftan produce a large m ass splitting between ; and



» . The Iightest ofthe up {type squarks isplotted n F ig. 3 (d), which ispredom inantly
the Iightest stop, &, wih a sn all com ponent of scham (in all cases sn aller than a
percent) . At an allvalues of the universal scalar m ass param eterm (, w here the total
cross section is an all, the m ass of the lightest up{type squark Increases with this
param eter m 3. Neverthelss, for large values of m ¢ the trilinear m ass param eter A
also is lJarge, producing a large top squark m ass m ixing and consequently, a lighter
%1 . Thism akes the curves In Fig. 3 (d) to tum towards the an all values of the lightest
up{type squark as the total cross section Increases. Lighter § are obtained when
an all chargino m asses are considered, a com bination that produces large corrections
to the Z ! kb decay. Neverthelkss, we do not nd top squarks lighter than about
180 GeV, clamm ed to be necessary to explain the discrepancy between theory and
experin ent (see orexample {17]).

The H Iggs sector of the M SSM 18] is com pletely speci ed at tree level by the
CP-odd Higgsmassm, and tan . Neverthelss, a strong dependence on m. and
m, is ntroduced through radiative corrections to the charged Higgs mass 19, 20]
and to the lightest neutral CP-even Higgsmass £0, 21]. In Figure 4 we show the
corresponding contours of Fig. 1 wih (a) the lightest CP-even H iggs boson m ass,
() the CP-odd H iggs boson m ass, (c) the charged H iggs boson m ass and (d) the
value of cos( ) along the horizontal axes. In this scenario, the lightest H iggs
massplotted n Fig. 4 (@) isalways an aller than 103 G &V, w ith cbvious relkevance for
LEP2 P2]. The higher values ofm , are obtained when tan is Jarge, where the tree
Jevel contrlution tom, ismaxinum . On the other hand, at tan 2 the lightest
Higgsmass ism nimum , wih a lower bound of about 80 G €V . In the calculation of
m, we Inclide the exact one-loop radiative corrections from top and bottom quarks
and squarks and lading logarithm s from the rest of the particlkes, working In an
on-shell schem e where the param eter tan  is de ned through the A coupling
R3]. W e also include the dom inant twoJdoop QCD corrections 4] and we sum all
the lrading and next-to—Jeading logarithm s wih a RGE technique. The m ass of the
CP-odd Higgsm , is plotted in Fig. 4 ). It is obtained from eg. {I) whih comes
from the m nim ization of the H iggs potential. This particlke is in all cases heavier
than about 130 G &V, what m akes it di cult to be cbserved at LEP 2. T he charged
Higgsm ass, plotted in Fig. 4 (¢), is strongly correlated to the value ofm , , because
at tree kvelthe relationm? = mj + m: holds. W e include the onedoop radiative
correction to thism ass, nevertheless, in the region ofparam eter space considered here,
the correction isanallerthan 2 G&V in allcases. Finally, n Fig.4 (d) we plot the
param eter cos( ) which controls the ZZH ooupling. O nedoop corrections to



this angle are already taken into acocount R5]1. The fact that this param eter rem ains
an all in plies that the heavy H iggsboson H is weakly coupled to the Z {boson. At
the sam e tim e the lightest H iggsh, with a Z Z h coupling proportional to sin ( )r
has ocouplings that approach the corresponding Standard M odel (SM ) H iggs boson
couplings. Nevertheless, it is worth m entioning that, if we consider the SM w ith no
new physics below  10'° GeV and the M SSM with M qysy < 1 TeV, the allowed
values ofmy,, are always greater than m, providing the top quark is su ciently

heavy P6].

Finally we retum to our origihal question: what can we leam from this SUGRA
m odelw ih the detection of charghosat LEP2? The answer issumm arised n Fig. 1.
In this gure a group of curves corresponding to a particular valie ofm | are well
di erentiated from a group corresponding to a di erent value. This pem its us to
check the validity ofthem odeleven ifthe experim entalerrors are so Jarge that it isnot
possible to precisely di erentiate the curves labeled by the value of the gluino m ass.
A ssum Ing that precise m easurem ents of the totalcross section (€ e ! ~J1r ~1 ), the
chargino m ass m o and the lightest neutralino m ass are available, it is possible to
predict the value ofm 4, and from Figs. 2{4 the rest of the param eters of the m odel
and the m asses of the physical particles can be predicted w ithin this particular well
m otivated SUGRA model. Forexam plea m prediction ofthism odelisthat f LEP 2
discovers a chargino then the lightest CP -even H iggsboson m ust be lighter than 103
G &V and have SM {lke couplings.
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Figure C aptions:

Fig. 1. Total cross section of chargino pair production from e"e annihilation as
a function of the m ass of the lightest neutralino for constant values of the lightest
chargino and the gluino m asses. Four groups of curves are shown corresoonding to
m. = 60 GeV (dotdash), 70 GV (s0lid), 80 G&V (dashes), and 90 G&V (dots), with
each line labelled by the gluinomass in G&V .

Fig. 2. Total chargino pair production cross section as a function of four di erent
param eters that characterize the supergravity m odel. (@) The universal scalar m ass
mg, () the universal trilinear coupling A, (c) the ratio of the two H iggs vacuum

expectation valuestan ,and (d) the H iggsm assparam eter . There isa one{to{one
corresoondence betw een the lines In thisF igure and those in Figure 1. T he line styles
for the charginom asses are as In Figure 1. Foreach chargino m ass the gluino m asses
also corresoond to those in Figure 1. A though we have not labelled the gluino m ass,
it should be possibl to distinguish which line corresponds to which gluino m ass by
com paring the totalcross{ section for chargino production plotted here to that plotted
n Figure 1.

Fig. 3. Totalchargino pair production cross section as a function ofthem ass of @)

the second lightest neutralino, (o) the sneutrino, (c) the lightest charged skpton, and
@) the Iightest up{type squark. There is a one{to{one correspondence between the
Iines in thisF igure and those in F igure 1. T he line styles for the chargino m asses are
as In Figure 1. For each chargino m ass the gluino m asses also corresoond to those
In Figure 1. A though we have not labelled the gliino m ass, i should be possble
to distinguish which line corresoonds to which gluino m ass by com paring the total
cross{section for chargino production plotted here to that plotted in F igure 1.

Fig. 4. Total chargino pair production cross section as a function of four di erent
param eters In the H iggs sector. (@) The lightest H iggsm ass, () the CP-odd H iggs
m ass, () the charged H iggsm ass, and (d) the param eter cos( ) whose m ag—
nitude is the coupling of the heavy CP-even H iggs to a pair of Z {bosons. There is
a one{to{one correspondence between the lines in this F igure and those in Figure 1.
T he line styles for the charginom asses are as In F igure 1. Foreach charginom ass the
gliino m asses also correspond to those In Figure 1. A though we have not labelled
the gluino m ass, it should be possibl to distinguish which line corresponds to which
gliino m ass by com paring the totalcross{section for chargino production plotted here
to that plotted In Figure 1.
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