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A bstract

W epresenta com prehensiveanalysisoftheNon-M inim alSupersym m etricStan-

dard M odel(NM SSM )forlargevaluesoftan�,theratio ofthevacuum expectation

values ofthe two Higgs doublets,which arise when we im pose the constraint of

the uni�cation ofYukawa couplings in the m odel. In this lim it we show that the

vacuum expectation valueofthesingletisforced to belarge,oftheorderof10 TeV.

The singletdecouplesfrom the lightestCP-even neutralHiggsboson and the neu-

tralinos. W e com pare ourresultswith the corresponding particle spectrum ofthe

M inim alSupersym m etricStandard M odelin thesam elim it.W ith theexception of

thelightestHiggsboson,theparticlespectrum in them odelturnsoutto beheavy.

TheHiggsboson m ass,aftertheinclusion ofradiativecorrections,isfound to bein

theneighbourhood of� 130 G eV.
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1 Introduction.

The recent determ ination ofthe coupling constants ofthe SU(3)C � SU(2)L � U(1)Y

m odelofstrong and electroweak interactionsiscom patiblewith thesupersym m etricuni-

�cation [1]ofthese couplingswith a supersym m etry [2]breaking scale ofthe orderof1

TeV.In supersym m etric (SUSY)m odels,atleasttwo higgsdoublets(H 1 and H 2)with

oppositehyperchargearerequired to givem assesto theup-and down-typequarks(and

charged leptons),andtocancelgaugeanom alies.Theratioofthevacuum expection values

ofthe neutralcom ponents(< H 0
1
>= v1 and < H 0

2
>= v2)ofthese two Higgsdoublets,

tan� � v2
v1
,is a crucialparam eter for the predictions from supersym m etric grand uni-

�ed theories.Oneparticularly predictive fram ework isbased on theassum ption thatthe

heaviestgeneration ferm ionsliein aunique16-dim ensionalrepresentation oftheunifying

gauge group SO (10),with the Higgsdoubletsin a 10-dim ensionalrepresentation ofthe

group[3]. Furtherm ore,ifone m akesthe additionalassum ption thatthe ferm ion m asses

are generated by a single com plex 10-pletofSO (10)through a h:16:16:10 term in the

superpotentialatthe uni�cation scale M X ,determ ined from gauge coupling uni�cation,

onewould havetheprediction [3]:

ht = hb = h� = h (1.1)

where ht;b;� are the Yukawa couplings oft; b and �. The coupled system ofgauge and

Yukawa couplingsarethen evolved from M X down to theweak scale,and tan� isdeter-

m ined from theaccurately m easured valueofm � = 1:78 GeV.W hen h ischosen in such

a m annerasto yield a value form b(m b)in itsobserved range of4:25� 0:10 GeV [4],a

rathergood prediction forthetop-quark m assisobtained,which,with thepresentcentral

valueof�S(M Z)= 0:12,liesin therangefavored by theexperim entaldata [5].In such a

situation,tan� isfound to saturate whatisconsidered to be a theoreticalupperbound
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on itsvaluesofm t=m b,and theYukawacouplingh isfound tocom eouttoberatherlarge

O (1� 3),with a certain insensitivity to the exactvalue,since itisneara �xed pointof

itsevolution.

At the weak scale,the m inim alparticle content ofsuch a grand uni�ed theory is

that ofthe m inim alsupersym m etric standard m odel[2],with each bosonic (ferm ionic)

degreeoffreedom ofthestandard m odelcom plem ented by ferm ionic(bosonic)one,apart

from having two Higgs doublets as m entioned earlier. However,it does not involve in

any great detailthe rem aining aspects ofthe em bedding ofthe standard m odelinto a

supersym m etric grand uni�ed fram ework. W ith the particle content ofthe M SSM and

an additionaldiscrete sym m etry,called R-parity [2],which forbids couplings that can

lead to rapid nucleon decay,it is possible to construct a self-consistent and successful

fram ework.In particular,theHiggssectoroftheM SSM contains�vephysicaldegreesof

freedom : two CP even (h0 and H 0)and one CP-odd (A 0)neutraland com plex charged

Higgsbosons(H � ).The spectrum oftheHiggsbosonsisstrongly a�ected by the grand

uni�ed theory assum ptions such as the ones described above. For instance,the m ass

ofthe lightest higgs boson m h0,which is related through the D-term in the potential

to the m ass ofthe Z-boson (m Z), after inclusion ofradiative corrections is found to

be
<
� 140 GeV [6]. Furtherm ore,supersym m etry breaking is understood to arise from

em bedding the M SSM into a supergravity fram ework and writing down allthe possible

softsupersym m etry breaking term sconsistentwith gauge and discrete sym m etries that

de�ne the m odel. It isususally assum ed thatm any ofthe param eters describing these

term sare in factequalatthe uni�cation scale in orderto have a predictive fram ework,

which ism otivated by such argum entsastheweak principleofequivalence when applied

to coupling ofthe SUSY breaking hidden sector to the known sector via gravitation.

Such universalboundary conditionshavehad to bem odi�ed som ewhatin orderto avoid
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�ne tuning and to m inim ize the e�ects ofpossible radiative corrections to the b-quark

m assinduced through the supersym m etry breaking sectorofthe theory atthe one-loop

level[6,7,8,9].

In SU(5) type uni�cation where tan� is free,the region tan� ’ 1 is also a region

which isfavoured fortheuni�cation oftheb-quark and �-lepton Yukawa couplingsfrom

theobserved data [10].Onecrucialdi�erence between thetwo extrem esisthatforlarge

valuesoftan�,the Yukawa couplingsofthe b-quark (and thatofthe �-lepton)always

rem ain com parable to thatofthe top-quark,with the observed hierachy in theirm asses

arisingfrom thelargevalueoftan�;when tan� ’ 1,theYukawacouplingsoftheb-quark

and thatofthe�-lepton arem uch sm allerthan thatofthetop-quark.

Despite itsm any successes,itm ay beprem ature to con�neourattention only to the

M SSM ,especially because ofthepresence ofdim ensionfulHiggsbilinearparam eter� in

the superpotential. An alternative to the M SSM thathasbeen widely considered isthe

Non-M inim alSupersym m etricStandard M odel(NM SSM ),wheretheparticlecontentof

theM inim alSupersym m etricStandardM odel(M SSM ) isextended [11]bytheadditionof

agaugesingletchiralsuper�eld S,and onein which dim ensionfulcouplingsareelim inated

through theintroduction ofadiscreteZ3 sym m etry.W hiletheexplicitcoupling�H 1H 2 is

forbidden,an e�ective� term isgenerated by thevacuum expectation value< S > (� s)

ofthesingletHiggs�eld.

TheNM SSM ischaracterised by thesuperpotential [12]

W = htQ � H2t
c
R + hbQ � H1b

c
R + h�L � H1�

c
R + �SH 1:H 2 +

1

3
kS

3
; (1.2)

where we have written the interactions ofonly the heaviest generation and the Higgs

sectorofthe theory. In addition,one m ustadd to the potentialobtained from eq.(1.2),

them ostgeneralsoftsupersym m etry breaking term s.Theseare:

(htA t
~Q � H2 ~t

c
R + hb~Q:H 1

~bcR + h�A �
~L � H1 ~�

c
R + �A�H 1 � H2S +

1

3
kA kS

3)+ h:c:

4



+m 2

H 1
jH 1j

2 + m
2

H 2
jH 2j

2 + m
2

SjSj
2 + m

2
~Q
j~Qj2 + m

2
~t
j~tcR j

2 + m
2
~b
j~bcR j

2 + m
2

~�j~�
c
Rj

2

(1.3)

in thestandard notation.In addition,therearesoftSUSY breakingm assterm sforU(1)Y ,

SU(2)L and SU(3)C gauginos(�0;�a;a = 1;2;3;�i;i= 1;::::;8),which weshalldenote

by M 1,M 2 and M 3,respectively. W e note thatifk = 0,the Lagrangian obtained from

(1.2)hasaglobalU(1)sym m etry correspondingtoN ! N ei�,H 1H 2 ! H 1H 2e
� 2i�,which

isbroken by thevacuum expectation values(VEVs)oftheHiggs�elds.In orderto avoid

axion associated with thissym m etry werequirek 6= 0.

In thispaperwepresentastudy oftheparticlespectrum oftheNM SSM ,characterized

by eq.(1.2)and eq.(1.3),forlarge valuesoftan� [13]in detail,and com pare itwith the

corresponding spectrum in theM SSM .W ecarry outa renorm alization group analysisof

thism odelwith universalboundary conditionsand analyze the RG im proved tree-level

potentialat the scale Q 0. The cut-o� scale for the renorm alization group evolution is

chosen to be the geom etric m ean ofthe scalartop quark m asseswhich isroughly equal

to the corresponding m ean ofthe scalar b-quark m asses as well,since the evolution of

the Yukawa couplingsofthe t-and b-quarksare equalupto theirhyperchargesand the

relatively m inor contribution ofthe �-lepton Yukawa coupling [we note here that this

feature is crucialin justifying ouruse ofthe tree-levelpotentialsince with large tan�,

the Yukawa coupling ofthe b-quark is large,inuencing the contributions ofthe large

logarithm sin theone-loop potential].W hereasin theM SSM theparam eters� and B (the

softSUSY breaking param etercorresponding to the bilinearterm in the superpotential

oftheM SSM )donotenterinto theevolution oftheotherparam etersofthem odelatthe

one-loop level,the situation encountered here is drastically di�erent with a system atic

search in theparam eterspace having to be perform ed with allparam eterscoupled from

theoutset.Ouranalysisofthem inim ization conditionsthatensurea vacuum giveriseto
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severe �netuning problem sthatareworsein theNM SSM in com parison to thosein the

M SSM .The problem isfurthercom pounded by ourhaving to satisy three m inim ization

conditionsin contrastto thetwo thatoccurin theM SSM .In studiesofthem odelwhere

tan� isa freeand adjustableparam eter,thetuning ofparam etersispossiblein orderto

m eetalltherequisitecriteria,viz.,m inim ization conditions,requirem entthatthevacuum

preserve electric charge and color,etc. Howeverin the presentcase where tan� is�xed

and large,whatwe�nd isa highly correlated system .

The plan ofthe paperisasfollows: In Section 2,we review the basic fram ework of

theM SSM atlargetan� so asto setup thestageforouranalysisoftheNM SSM in the

sam elim it,and thereby enableusto com pareand contrastthetwo m odels.In Section 3

a detailed analysisoftheNM SSM in thislim itispresented.An im portantconclusion of

ouranalysisisthatthe vacuum expectation value ofthe singletisforced to be large in

thislim it.In Section 4 wepresenta num ericalstudy ofthem odeland theconclusions.

2 M SSM at Large tan�

Asm entioned in theintroduction,in them inim alsupersym m etric extension ofthestan-

dard m odel,theratio ofthevacuum expectation valuesofthetwo Higgsdoublets,tan�,

isan im portantparam eterthatdeterm inesthe spectrum in an essentialway. The uni�-

cation ofthethird fam ily Yukawa couplings,eq.(1.1),leadsto tan� being determ ined in

the M SSM ,thus,reducing the param eterspace signi�cantly. The analysisofthe M SSM

startswith the scalarpotential,where the param etersare evolved according to the one-

looprenorm alization groupequationsfrom M X tothelow energyscaleQ 0 [6].Attree-level

itispossible to analytically �nd them inim um ofthepotential,and wesim ply quotethe

resultshere[14].W estartwith thede�nitions:

�
2

1
= m

2

H 1
+ �

2
; �2

2
= m 2

H 2
+ �2; �

2

3
= �B
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wherem 2
H i
;i= 1;2 arethesoft-supersym m etry breaking m assparam etersfortheHiggs

�elds,and B isthesoft-supersym m etry breaking bilinearparam etercorresponding to the

�H 1H 2 term in thesuperpotentialofM SSM .In orderthatthem inim um ofthepotential

break SU(2)� U(1) gauge sym m etry to U(1)em ,we m ust have �
2
1�

2
2 < �43,whereas to

preventthepotentialfrom beingunbounded from below werequire�2
1
+ �2

2
� 2j�3j

2 (note

thattheleft-hand sideofthisisnothing butthesquareofthem assoftheCP-odd Higgs

boson,m 2
A ). These requirem ents tend to favora situation when only one of�21 or�

2
2 is

negative,orwhere both are positive and one issom ewhatsm allerthan the other. From

here we see that radiative electroweak sym m etry breaking via the e�ects ofht m ay be

im plem ented in the M SSM in general[15],asitdrives�22 to sm aller(possibly negative)

valuesin relation to �2
1
,while�2

3
can beeasily setnegative.

In the attractive scenario ofradiative electroweak sym m etry breaking,the m asspa-

ram eters�21 and �
2
2 startoutattheGUT scalewith a universalpositivevalue

�
2

1
= �

2

2
= m

2

0
+ �

2
;

where m 0 isthe universalscalar m ass. Thus the sym m etry isnotbroken atthisscale.

However,in theRG evolution to theelectroweak scale,thelargeYukawa coupling ofthe

top quark to H 2,which gives the top itsm ass,also drives the m ass-squared param eter

�2
2
ofH 2 negative (com peting againstthe QCD coupling),while the absence ofa large

Yukawa in thedown sectorkeepsthem asssquared ofH 1 positive.Theaboveconditions

are easily satis�ed fora large range ofinitialconditionsifh � O (1),resulting in a very

naturalpicture ofelectroweak sym m etry breaking. Thispicture isessentially lostin the

largetan� scenario,forthereasonsdiscussed below.

Firstly,since allthe Yukawa couplings are com parable,the two higgsdoublets tend

to run in the sam e way,so eitherboth �2
1
and �2

2
stay positive atthe electroweak scale

and the sym m etry doesnotbreak,orboth becom e negative and the potentialbecom es
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unbounded from below. The e�ects which di�erentiate between their running,such as

di�eringhyperchargeassignm ents,aresm all,andapoorreplacem entfortheusualht � hb

condition. Furtherm ore,an O (1)splitting between ht and hb;� here is stilloflittle use

sinceitisquickly reduced in im portanceby theproxim ity to the�xed point.

Secondly,even when the electroweak sym m etry isbroken,a large hierarchy ofVEVs

m ustbegenerated between thetwosim ilarlyevolvingHiggs�elds.Toseetheim plications

ofthis,letusrecallthatthem inim ization ofthetreelevelpotentialyields

sin2� =
� 2�23

�21 + �22
: (2.1)

From here we see that large tan� willrequire �2
3
to be sm allin m agnitude relative to

�21 + �22.Thesecond m inim ization condition is

tan2� =
�21 + m 2

Z=2

�22 + m 2
Z=2

; (2.2)

or,equivalently,

m
2

Z =
2(�2

1
� �2

2
tan2�)

tan2� � 1
=
2(m 2

H 1
� m2H 2

tan2�)

tan2� � 1
� 2�2; (2.3)

which in turn im plies thatfortan� � 1 the solution we are looking forrequires �2
2
’

� m2Z=2,thus setting the scale. W e,thus,see that a large hierarchy ofVEVs requires

thelargehierarchy �2
3
� �2

1
+ �2

2
.This,asiswellknown,im pliesa degreeof�netuning

between som e ofthe param etersin the Lagrangian. Knowledge ofm 2
H 1

and m 2
H 2

atQ 0

determ ines�2(Q 0)from theapproxim aterelation

�
2(Q 0)’ � m

2

H 2
�
m 2

Z

2
+

m 2
H 1

tan2�
(2.4)

and then B =
�2
3

�
is also determ ined. Note that j�2

3
jhas to be sm allat large values

oftan�,so that B m ust also be sm all. In num ericalstudies it has been found that

electroweak sym m etry workswellforreasonably largeht so long ashb isneglected.Upon
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itsinclusion,therealization ofelectroweak sym m etry breakingengenders�nd tuning.The

dependenceof� issom ewhatcom plicated,although itm ay seem from eq.(2.1)thatsm all

� giveslarge tan�. On the otherhand A (the trilinearsoftSUSY breaking param eter)

seem s to be relatively less im portant in absolute term s (i.e.,one does not obtain any

signi�cant restriction on its m agnitude),although it does inuence the running ofthe

soft-param eters. In the NM SSM on the other hand,it plays an im portant role as we

shallsee in the next section. W e note here that the M SSM spectrum is unchanged if

M 1=2 ! � M1=2 (whereM 1=2 istheuniversalgaugino m ass)when A = 0.

The m ain features ofthe sparticle spectrum turn out to be governed by (a) strong

� � M1=2 correlation,(b) large values ofM 1=2

>
� 400 GeV,and (c) M1=2

>
� m0 (uni-

versalsoftSUSY breaking scalarm ass). Thisim pliessm allm ixing in the chargino and

neutralino sectors. The lightest supersym m etric particle is m ainly a bino,with a m ass

’ 0:4 M 1=2. The second lightest neutralino and lightest chargino are winos and hence

alm ostdegeneratein m ass.Theheaviestneutralinoand charginoareDirac(pseudo-Dirac

in the case ofneutralino) particles,with m asses approxim ately equalto the param eter

j�(Q 0)j. An im portanttree levelrelation isobtained forlarge tan� > 10,forwhich the

tree-levelvalueofthelightestCP-even higgsm ass(m h)isequaltom Z,whenevertheCP-

odd boson m ass(m A)islargerthan m Z,while form A � mZ; m h = m A.Thistree level

relation isapproxim ately stableunderradiativecorrections,with theonly di�erencethat

therangeforwhich m h = m A holds,extendsto valuesofm A som ewhatlargerthan m Z.

Therefore,large valuesoftan� and valuesofCP-odd Higgsin the desired range im ply

m h < m Z. W e note thatlarge valuesoftan� and valuesCP-odd higgsm assm A < 70

GeV arepreferred toim provetheagreem entwith thevalueofR b �
�(Z ! bb)

�(Z ! hadrons)
m easured

atLEP [16].
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3 N M SSM at Large tan�

ThepotentialfortheHiggs�eldsoftheNM SSM canbeobtainedfrom eq.(1.2)andeq.(1.3)

through a standard procedure [12]. The m inim ization conditions(evaluated atQ 0 after

alltheparam etersareevolved via theirone-loop RG equationsdown to thisscale),that

determ inethesoftSUSY breaking Higgsm assesin term softheotherparam eters,are

m
2

H 1
= � �

v2

v1
s(A � + ks)� �

2(v2
2
+ s

2)+
1

4
(g2 + g

02)(v2
2
� v

2

1
); (3.1)

m
2

H 2
= � �

v1

v2
s(A � + ks)� �

2(v2
1
+ s

2)+
1

4
(g2 + g

02)(v2
1
� v

2

2
); (3.2)

m
2

S = � �
2(v2

1
+ v

2

2
)� 2k2s2 � 2�sv1v2 � kAks�

�A�v1v2

s
: (3.3)

The�rsttwo m inim ization conditionscan berewritten as:

tan2� =
m 2

Z=2+ m 2
H 1
+ �2s2

m 2
Z=2+ m 2

H 2
+ �2s2

; (3.4)

sin2� =
(� 2�s)(A� + ks)

m 2
H 1
+ m 2

H 2
+ �2(2s2 + v2)

: (3.5)

[Ournorm alization issuch thatv2 � v2
1
+ v2

2
(= 174GeV)2 and m 2

Z = 1

2
(g2 + g02)v2,where

g and g0 are the gauge couplingsofSU(2)and U(1),respectivly.] These two equations

give us som e insight into the m anner in which our solutions are likely to behave. Eq.

(3.4) guarantees that tan� m ust lie between 1 and m t=m b. The proof,as in the case

ofthe M SSM ,reliesonce m ore on the RG equationsthatgovern the behaviourofm ass

param eters and m ay be proved sim ply by reductio ad absurdum . For this purpose we

need only considerthe following equation expressing the m om entum dependence ofthe

di�erenceoftwo supersym m etry breaking scalarm assparam eters:

d

dt
(m 2

H 1
� m

2

H 2
)=

1

8�2
(� 3h2tX t+ 3h2bX b+ h

2

�X �) (3.6)
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where t= log(�),the logarithm ofthem om entum scale,and X i,i= t; b; �,arecom bi-

nationsofscalarm assesand trilinearcouplings:

X t= m
2
~Q
+ m

2
~t
+ m

2

H 2
+ A

2

t;

X b = m
2
~Q
+ m

2
~b
+ m

2

H 1
+ A

2

b; (3.7)

X � = m
2
~L
+ m

2

~� + m
2

H 1
+ A

2

�:

It m ust be noted that in order to prove that tan� > 1 we neglect hb and h�,and for

proving tan� < m t=m b weretain them .

From eq.(3.4) it is clear that,as in M SSM ,in order to have large tan� with m 2
H 1

and m 2
H 2

being essentially degenerate,becausethetop and bottom Yukawa couplingsare

com parablein theRG evolution,thedenom inatoroftheequation hasto besm allatthe

weak scale.Thisim pliesthe�netuning condition

m
2

H 2
+ �

2
s
2
� � m

2

Z =2: (3.8)

From this condition it follows that the correspondence with the M SSM willoccur in a

certain wellde�ned m anner with the identi�cation of�s with �. Sim ilarly,we m ust

identify A � + ks with B , the bilinear soft supersym m etry breaking param eter ofthe

M SSM .W e willshow below thatforlarge valuesoftan� thisidenti�cation occursin a

novelm anner,not generic to the m odel,say,for tan� ’ 1. For large values oftan�,

eq.(3.5)im plies

A � � � ks (3.9)

Thisisanalogoustothecondition B � 0 oftheM SSM .Thesituation hereiscom plicated

becauseA � isnota param eterthatis�xed atQ 0 butispresentfrom theoutset.Thisis

the�rstofthe�netuning problem sweencounterin theNM SSM .

A rearrangem entofeq.(3.5)equation yields

�s(A� + ks)= tan�(� m
2

H 2
� �

2
s
2)
m 2

Z

2

(tan�2 � 1)

(tan�2 + 1)
�
�2v2sin2�

2
: (3.10)
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In thisequation wecan discard thelastterm when tan� islarge.Then,with theidenti�-

cation oftheappropriateparam etersin term softhoseoftheM SSM asdescribed earlier,

werecoveralltheM SSM relationsoftheprevioussectionswithouthavingto go through a

lim iting procedurethatisrequired in thegeneralcase.Thethird m inim ization condition,

eq.(3.3),can berewritten as:

m
2

S = � �
2
v
2
� 2A2� +

�v2sin2�A�

k
+ A �A k +

�kv2sin2�

2
: (3.11)

In orderto satisfy thiscondition,one m usthave large cancellationsbetween the fourth

and the�rsttwoterm s,sincetheterm sproportionaltosin2� arenegligible.Thisrequires

thatA � and A k com eoutwith thesam esign and thattheirproductbesu�cientlylarge.It

isthis�netuningcondition thatleadstoproblem swith �nding solutionswith su�ciently

sm alltrilinearcouplingsin m agnitude[13].

ThestartingpointofouranalysisoftheNM SSM istheestim ation ofthescaleM X with

thechoiceoftheSUSY breaking scaleQ 0 � 1TeV .For�S(m Z)= 0:12,Q 0 = 1TeV and

� = 1=128,we�nd upon integrating theone-loop beta functions,M X = 1:9� 1016 GeV ,

and theuni�ed gaugecoupling �G (M X )= 1=25:6.W ethen choosea valuefortheuni�ed

Yukawa coupling h ofO (1). The free param etersofthe m odelare the com m on gaugino

m ass (M 1=2),the com m on scalar m ass (m 0),the com m on trilinear scalar coupling (A),

and the two additionalYukawa coupligs(�; k),respectively. Note thatourconvention

requiresusto choose � > 0 and k < 0 in orderto conserve CP in the Yukawa sectorof

them odel[13].W ealso im posetheconstraintthatjAj< 3m 0 [17]in orderto guarantee

the absence ofelectric-charge breaking vacua. In the case athand thischoice m ay have

tobestrengthened furtherdueto thepresenceoflargeYukawa couplingsfortheb-quark.

The situation isconsiderably lessrestrictive when m ild non-universality isallowed and,

forinstance,ifstrictYukawa uni�cation isrelaxed.Given theseuncertainties,wechoose
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to work with thisconstraint.W ealso com putethem assofthecharged Higgsboson [12]

m
2

C = m
2

W � �
2
v
2
� �(A� + ks)

2s

sin2�
; (3.12)

where m W is the m ass ofthe W -boson. W e note that the radiative corrections to the

chargedHiggsm assaresm allform ostoftheparam eterrange,asinthecaseofM SSM [18].

The reason forthisisthata globalSU(2)� SU(2)sym m etry [19]protectsthe charged

Higgsm assfrom obtaining largeradiative corrections.Ifthisquantity were to com e out

to benegative,then theresulting vacuum would break electric-chargespontaneously and

thecorresponding pointin theparam eterspacewould beexcluded.

Choosing a particular set ofvalues for the input param eters (M 1=2; m 0; A; �; k),

satisfying theaboveconstraints,we calculatethecrucialparam eterstan�,r(� s=v),A�

and A k and ks,thatdeterm ine the physicalspectrum ,from theirrenorm alization group

evolution to Q 0. W e choose these input param eters in such a m anner so as to ensure

that we are in the neighborhood ofa vacuum that breaks SU(2)� U(1) [13]. W ith

the boundary condition (1.1) at the uni�cation scale,we �nd jM 1=2j� 500 GeV for a

wide range ofvalues of� � 0:4� 0:6 with k = � 0:1,leading to values oftan� � 60.

These m agnitudes em erge when we choose � in a m anner that does not lead to very

sm allvaluesofk,and furtherm ore,we note thatthe solutionsdepend only on the ratio

�=k [13]. Once the sign ofk is�xed [from requirem entsofCP invariance],a solution is

found only when the sign ofM 1=2 is negative. Phenom enologicalrequirem ents enforce

m 0 also to be rather large in order to guarantee that the lighter scalar tau be heavier

than the lightest neutralino. The m inim ization condition (3.3) or its equivalent (3.11)

enforces a large ratio jA=m 0j� 3. It then follows from eq.(3.9) thats m ust be rather

largein com parison with m Z,theonly otherscalein theproblem .W enotethatherewe

are nearthe �xed pointof�,and assuch we expectthatthisprovidesuswith a lower

bound on the singletvacuum expectation value s.Essentially,thisim pliesthatin order

13



to have Yukawa uni�cation (1.1)in the NM SSM ,and the resulting large value oftan�,

the singlet vacuum expectation value m ust be large com pared to the doublet vacuum

expectation values. As we shallsee in Sec. 4,these conclusions are borne out by the

detailed num ericalcalculations.

W enow analyzetheim plicationsofthelargevaluesofthesingletvacuum expectation

value s,that arises in the NM SSM with eq. (1.1),on the m ass spectra. In the basis

(Im H 0
1;Im H

0
2;Im S),with neutralGoldstoneboson G

0 = cos�(Im H 0
1)� sin�(Im H02)and

theorthogonalcom bination A 0 = cos�(Im H 0
1
)+ sin�(Im H 0

2
),thetree-levelm asssquared

m atrix for the two pseudoscalar neutralHiggs �elds can be written as (in num erical

calculationswetakeinto accountone-loop radiativecorrectionsin thee�ective potential

approxim ation)

M
2

P =

0

B
B
@

2�sA �

sin2�
�v(A� + 3ks)

�v(A� + 3ks) � 3ksAk +
�v2 sin2�

2s
(A � � 3ks)

1

C
C
A ; (3.13)

whereA � = � (A� + ks).Thepseudoscalarm assesare

m
2

P1;P2
=
1

2
[M 22 + M 11 �

q

(M 22 � M11)
2 + 4M 2

12]; (3.14)

where

M 22 � M11 =
�v2sin2�

2s
(A � � 3ks)� 3ksAk �

2�sA�

sin2�
;

M 12 = �v(A� + 3ks): (3.15)

Thepseudoscalareigenstatesaredescribed through them ixing angle given by:

sin2 =
� 2M12

q

(M 22 � M11)
2 + 4M 2

12

: (3.16)

Forlargevaluesofs,thepseudoscalarHiggsm assesareapproxim ately given by

m
2

P1
’ � 3ksAk;m

2

P2
’
2�sA�

sin2�
: (3.17)
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ThisshowsthatthepseudoscalarP1 ism ainly Im S,whereasP2 isa m ixtureofIm H
0
1

and Im H 0
2
. Furtherm ore,forlarge values oftan�,P2 becom es very m assive. Thus P1

decouples from the spectrum because it is m ainly a singlet and P2 decouples from the

spectrum becauseitisvery m assivesim plying thatthepseudoscalarHiggsbosonswould

be im possible to produce in the lim itofYukawa uni�cation. These qualitative features

ofthe pseudoscalar spectrum survive the e�ects ofradiative corrections. Here we �nd

a qualitative distinction with the corresponding pseudoscalarspectrum ofthe M SSM .On

the otherhand the tree levelthe squared m assm atrix,M 2
S,forthe neutralscalarHiggs

bosonscan bewritten as
0

B
B
B
B
@

m 2

Z
cos2 � + A � stan� � �sA � + �2v2 sin2� �

m
2

Z
sin 2�

2
�v2(2�scot� + ks� A � )

� �sA � + �2v2 sin2� �
m

2

Z
sin 2�

2
m 2

Z
sin2 � + A � scot� �v1(2�stan� + ks� A � )

�v2(2�scot� + ks� A � ) �v1(2�stan� + ks� A � ) (4k2s2 + ksak)�
�A � v

2
sin 2�

2s

1

C
C
C
C
A
:

(3.18)

W eshalllabeltheCP-even Higgseigenstatesofeq.(3.18)asS1;S2,and S3,respectively

in orderofincreasing m ass.Itisnotvery illum inating to presentcom plicated analytical

expressions for them ,and so we willdefer the num ericalresults to Sec. 4. It turns

out thatin the lim it oflarge tan�,the lightest CP-even Higgs boson is alm ost a pure

Re(H 0
2),whereas the heaviest CP-even Higgs boson is predom inantly the singlet,ReS.

Furtherm ore,the lightest Higgs boson m ass has an upper bound which is close to the

upperbound in the M SSM in thesam e lim it.Thisisa consequence ofthefactthatthe

upperbound on thelightestHiggsm assin thetwom odels,includingradiativecorrections,

di�ersby a term thatisproportionalto sin2�,and is,therefore,sm all [20].

The neutralino m ass m atrix (M �0) in the Non M inim alSupersym m etric Standard

m odelcan bewritten as [21]:
0

B
B
B
B
B
B
B
B
B
B
B
@

M 1 0 � m Z cos� sin�w m Z sin� sin�W 0

0 M 2 m Z cos� cos�W � m Z sin� cos�w 0

� m Z cos� sin�w m Z cos� cos�W 0 �s �vsin�

m Z sin� sin�W � m Z sin� cos�w �s 0 �vcos�

0 0 �vsin� �vcos� 2ks

1

C
C
C
C
C
C
C
C
C
C
C
A

; (3.19)
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whereM 1 and M 2 arethem assesoftheU(1)Y and SU(2)L gauginos(�
0;�a;a = 1;2;3),

respectively,and where we have chosen the basis(� i�0;� i�3;	 H 1

1

;	 H 2

2

;	 S).The grand

uni�cation condition leadsto them assrelation M 1 = (5=3)M 2tan
2�W .Thegluino m ass

isM 3;the gluino doesnotm ix with therestofthe neutralinos.Because neutralinosare

M ajorana particles,the m assm atrix (3.19)isin generalcom plessym m etric,and hence

can bediagonalized by only oneunitary m atrix N,i.e.,N �M �0N
� 1 = M D

�0
.W eshalllabel

theneutralino m assesin theascending order(ofm agnitude)asM �0
i

,i= 1,.....,5.

In the lim itoflarge s,we have the the approxim ate expressions forthe (m agnitude

of)neutralino m assesin increasing order:

M 1;M 2;�s;�s;2ks; (3.20)

with thelightestneutralino beingapredom inantly abino,which satis�esthesim plem ass

relation

M 1 ’
�1(Q 0)

�G
M 1=2 ’ 0:45M 1=2: (3.21)

Allthe neutralinos with the exception ofthe heaviest one have negligible singlet com -

ponent;the singletdecouplesfrom the rem ainderofthe spectrum . W e note thattwo of

the neutralinos are nearly degenerate,thus leading to a pseudo-Dirac neutralino,as in

M SSM ,in thelim itoflargetan�.

Thechargino m assm atrix M �� isgiven by:
0

B
B
@

M 2

p
2m W sin�

p
2m W cos� � �s

1

C
C
A (3.22)

and issam easin M SSM with theroleof� played by �s.Them assesand thecom position

ofthecharginosareobtained by diagonalizing them atrix (3.22)via thebiunitary trans-

form ation UM �� V
� 1 = M D

��
,where U and V are 2� 2 m atrices which diagonalize the

herm etian m atricesM �� M
y

��
and M

y

��
M �� ,respectively. Sim ilarly,the m assesofother

sparticlesaresam easin M SSM with � replaced by �s.
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4 N um ericalR esults and D iscussion

Having described theNM SSM with largetan� in detailin the previoussection,we now

turn to obtaining theparticlespectrum ofthem odelnum erically.

W riting down the coupled set of the RG equations for the 24 param eters of the

m odel[22,23],and including the contributions ofhb and h� [13],the param eter space

ofthem odelisscanned by taking valuesoftheinputparam eters(M 1=2;m 0;A;h;�;k)at

M X which areevolved down to low energiesQ 0 to obtain thevaluesofoftheparam eters

tan�,r � s=v,A�,A k,ks . W e also evolve the valuesofthe softm assesappearing on

the left hand sides ofeqs. (3.1){ (3.3),and com pare their values to the com binations

oftheparam etersappearing on therighthand sidesofthese equationsasobtained from

the RG evolution. The inputparam etersare chosen so asto satisfy the constraintsde-

scribed in theprevioussection,nam ely theabsenceofelectricchargebreaking vacua,the

charged Higgsm asssquared rem ainingpositive,and theSU(2)� U(1)breakingm inim um

being energetically favorable. Itturnsoutthatthe �rstofthe m inim ization conditions,

eq.(3.1),is the one which is m ost sensitive to the choice ofinitialconditions reecting

the�ne tuning discussed in Sec.3.The param etersarechosen so asto study r1,r2 and

r3,which arede�ned asthedi�erence between theleftand righthand sidesofthethree

m inim ization eqs.(3.1){ (3.2)divided by therighthand sideofeach oftheseequations,

and study the change in sign thatthese su�erasthe param etersare varied. There are

enorm ousdi�culties in trying to achieve a sim ultaneous solution to r i = 0; i= 1;2;3.

In particularr3 = 0 requiresthepresence ofvaluesforjAj=m 0 ofalm ost3 orm ore.This

requirem enthasa profound im pacton theparticlespectrum ofthem odel.In particular,

r,the ratio ofthe singletto the doubletvacuum expectation value persistently rem ains

largeforthechoiceofparam etersconsidered with largetan�,corresponding to theVEV

ofs being oftheorderof10 TeV.Thisissubstantially di�erentfrom thesituation when
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tan� ’ 1 [12].W enotethatthesingletvacuum expectation valueisnotconstrained by

theexperim entaldata.

In Fig.1,weshow atypicalevolution ofthethreesoftSUSY breakingm assparam eters

m 2
H 1
,m 2

H 2
and m 2

S from M X down to the low scale Q 0 with a choice ofparam eterssuch

thatallconstraints are satis�ed,and we are in the neighbourhood ofan SU(2)� U(1)

breaking vacuum .W enotethatbecauseofthepossibility oflargevalueofm t(m t)= 181

GeV,we havea largevalueforh so thattheYukawa couplingsdom inateoverthegauge

couplingsin the evolution ofthese param eters. Thisin turn forcesthe m assparam eters

torem ain largeatlargem om entum scalescom pared totheirvaluesatsm allerm om entum

scales.

In supersym m etric theories with R-parity conservation,the lightest supersym m etric

particle generally turnsoutto be the lightestneutralino.In the NM SSM the neutralino

m ass m atrix is given by eq.(3.19) and its generalproperties are discussed in [21]. The

param etersthatdeterm ine the m assm atrix are �;k;s;tan�;M 1 and M 2. Choosing the

inputparam etersatM X so thatalltheconstraintsoftheSec.3 aresatis�ed,we obtain

valuesfortheseparam etersatQ 0 and then theneutralino m assm atrix m ay beevaluated

num erically. The chargino m ass m atrix eq.(3.22) m ay also be evaluated in a sim ilar

m anner.

Oneresultofthisprocedureisshown in Fig.2,whereweplotthelightestneutralino

and chargino m assesforaspeci�cchoiceofinputparam etersofTable1,asobtained from

RG evolution,asa function ofthe top quark m ass.W e have found from ourscan ofthe

param eterspace,thatthe lightestneutralino isalm osta pure bino in the lim itoflarge

tan�.Furtherm ore,allotherneutralinosexcepttheheaviestonehavea negligiblesinglet

com ponent,indicating thatthe singletcom pletely decouplesfrom the lighterneutralino

spectrum .Thesepropertiesoftheneutralino spectrum areshown in thesecond and third
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colum ns ofTable 2. The m ass ofthe lightest neutralino in this case is determ ined by

thesim plem assrelation forthebino M 1 ’
�
�1(M G )

�G

�

M 1=2 ’ 0:45M 1=2:Them assesofthe

heavierneutralinosliein therangeof0:5� 1TeV.Furtherm ore,thelightestcharginom ass

bearsa relation to M 1=2 sim ilarto theneutralino relation,with �1 in eq.(3.21)replaced

by �2,reecting thatitisprim arily a charged wino. Thisisseen from the fourth,�fth

and sixth colum ns ofTable 2. The heavier chargino m ass isfound to be ’ 1 TeV.W e

furthernotethattwooftheneutralinosarenearly degenerate,and lead toapseudo-Dirac

neutralino.Alsothesecond lightestneutralinoisprim arily awinoand degeneratein m ass

with thelightestchargino.Thesecharacteristicsaresim ilartothosefound in M SSM .The

gluinom assisfound tobe1:6TeV forthechoiceofparam etersofFig.2and followsfrom

a relation sim ilarto eq.(12)with �1 replaced by �S.

W e now com e to the spectrum of CP-even Higgs bosons of the m odel. In order

to understand the quantitative features ofthe results we have obtained forthe lightest

CP-even Higgs boson,we need to go into som e detailregarding the actualchoices of

param etersentering the com putation and the correlationsbetween the variouselem ents

ofthespectrum .W ehavealready reviewed thecorresponding situation in thecaseofthe

M SSM in Sec.2,and herewewilldiscussthecom parison oftheNM SSM with thatofthe

M SSM .In Fig.3,weplotfortypicaland reasonablevaluesoftheinputparam eters,in the

region wherethevacuum isexpected to lie,them assofthelightestCP-even Higgsboson

asafunction ofthetop-quark m assm t(m t)in therangethatism ostfavoured underthese

boundary conditions[3,6,7,8,24].Thechoiceofparam etershereisclosely related tothe

fam ily ofsolutionsstudied extensively in Ref.[13],and would serve asa typicalexam ple

ofthe num bers we have explored. In the M SSM when the m ass ofits unique CP-odd

Higgsboson m A � m Z,the substantive partofthe radiative correction ispicked up by

the lighterofthe CP-even bosons,h0. Asm A approachesm Z,the radiative corrections
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are shifted to the heavierofthe CP-even Higgsbosons,H 0. Such a feature isobserved

here as well: forthose choices ofparam eters in Table 1 that yield a som ewhat sm aller

m P1 (the m ass oflightest CP-odd Higgs boson in NM SSM ),we �nd that the radiative

corrections to the lighest CP-even Higgs,S1,are sm aller. W e note,however,that the

CP-odd Higgsbosonsherearealwaysm assivein thelim itoflargetan� in contrasttothe

situation thatprevailsin theM SSM ,wherem A even in thevicinity ofm Z isplausible[6].

Dueto thecom plexity ofthesystem underinvestigation and thedi�culty in controlling

the num ericalchoice ofthe param eter � for a given h,with allother param eters held

�xed,we do notknow how precisely close the choice ofparam eters ofTable 1 are to a

genuine ground state.Furtherm ore,we notethatthe clarity with which thecorrelations

havebeen observed between m A and m h0 in M SSM donothaveasim pleparallelheredue

to thepresenceofa largernum berofphysicalstates.A m oreprecise,albeitprohibitively

tim e consum ing,determ ination could then ensure thatthe spuriouswobble seen in Fig.

3 iselim inated,and would establish a m orereliablecorrelation between increasing h and

the rise ofthe m assofS1 and the correlationswith m P1. Furtherm ore,a re�nem ent of

the choice ofparam eters,based on the m inim ization ofthe one-loop e�ective potential,

could stablizethe�gurespresented here.

W enotethatthelightestHiggsbosonsm ass� 130 GeV fora widerangeofparam e-

terswhich nearly saturatestheupperbound of140 GeV [13],and liesin thesam erange

asin M SSM with large tan�. Thisisa consequence ofthe largenessoftan�: the con-

tribution to thetreelevelm asswhich dependson thetrilinearcoulings� issm all,being

proportionaltosin22�,sothattheupperbound on thelightestHiggsm assreducestothe

corresponding upperbound in M SSM when the appropriateidenti�cation ofthe param -

etersisperform ed [20]. W e also note thatthe upperbound on the lightestHiggsm ass

dependsonly logarithm ically on r,and henceon thesingletvacuum expectation values,
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in thelim itoflarger,which,thereforedecouplesfrom thebound [25].Furtherm ore,the

lightestHiggsboson in alm osta puredoubletHiggs(ReH 0
2
),with thesingletcom ponent

being less that 1% in the entire range ofparam eters considered. It is only the second

heavierCP even Higgsboson S2 thatispredom inantly asinglet.Itsm assrangesbetween

740 GeV and 2:3 TeV.The heaviest CP even Higgsboson S3 isagain predom inantly a

doubletHiggs(Re H 0
1
)with itsm ass varying between 4� 6 TeV.This im plies thatall

the CP-even Higgsbosons,exceptthe lightestone,decouple from the spectrum . These

featuresofthespectrum oftheCP-even HiggsbosonsofNM SSM forlargevaluesoftan�

areclearly seen from Table3,where we show them assand com position ofSi fora wide

rangeofinputparam eters.Theresultspresented above,thatthelightestHiggsboson is

alm ost purely a doublet Higgs atlarge tan�,are in contrast to the situation with low

valuesoftan�,wherethelightestCP-even Higgsboson containsa largeadm ixtureofthe

gaugesinglet�eld S [12,26,27].

In Fig. 4 we plotforthe typicalvaluesofthe inputparam etersofTable 1 the m ass

ofthe lightestCP-odd Higgsboson asa function ofm t(m t).W e note from Table 3 that

both CP-odd HiggsbosonsP1 and P2 areheavy,theirm assesbeing in therangeof2 TeV

and 6 TeV,respectively.Also,thelightestCP-odd stateispredom inatly a Higgssinglet,

thereby e�ectively decoupling from the restofthe spectrum . The charged Higgsboson

m assm C lies,form ostofthecasesthatwehavestudied,in therange1� 2 TeV.

In orderto discussthe featuresofthe the sferm ion spectrum ,we �rstrecallsom e of

the featuresofthe spectrum ofthe M SSM .In the M SSM ithasbeen observed [6]that

thepresenceoflargeYukawa couplingsfortheb-quark aswellasthe� lepton,aswellas

thepresenceoflargetrilinearcouplings,could lead to thelighterofthescalar�’stending

to becom e lighterthan the lightestneutralino,which isthe m ostfavoured candidate in

such m odelsforthelightestsupersym m etric particle.In particular,in orderto overcom e
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cosm ologicalconstraints for given values ofM 1=2,lower bounds on m 0 were found to

em erge.In turn,increasing m 0 im plieseverdecreasing m A (clearcorrelationshave been

described forthecaseofA = 0 in Ref.[6])thusleading to furtherconstraintson thepa-

ram eterspaceoftheM SSM .Forlargevaluesoftan� thecom peting tendenciesbetween

the lighter scalar tau m ass and m A play an im portant role in M SSM in establishing a

lowerbound � 450GeV on M1=2.Given thecom plexity ofthesystem ofequations,ithas

notbeen possibletoto extractsim ilarlowerboundson M 1=2 in NM SSM .Nevertheless,in

Ref.[13]the intim ate link between the ground statesofthe two m odelshasbeen estab-

lished and a m uch m oresophisticated and tim econsum ing analysisofthepresentm odel

is also likely to yield a lower bound that is unlikely to be very di�erent from the one

obtained in M SSM .Asa result,in con�ning ourselvesto num bersofthism agnitudeand

higher,we �nd a heavy spectrum . M orerecently [9]furtherexperim entalconstraintson

M SSM havebeen taken intoaccountresultingin an extension ofthem inim alassum ptions

at M X by including non-universality for scalar m asses. Indeed,in the present analysis

sim ilar problem s have been encountered with som e ofthe choice ofparam eters studied

in Ref.[13],with m ~�1 tending to lie below the m assofthe lightestneutralino dueto the

persistentpresenceoflargeYukawa couplingsand m oreso dueto thelargetrilinearcou-

plingsdictated by eq.(3.3).Nevertheless,given thefactthatthepresentwork m inim izes

the tree-levelpotentialand thatthe violations ofcosm ologicalconstraints are notseri-

ous,in thatm inoradjustm entsofjAj=m 0 solve thisproblem e�ciently,we considerthe

regionsoftheparam eterspacewehaveexplored to bereasonable.Furtherm ore,itcould

be that the extension ofm inim alboundary conditions along the lines ofRef.[9]could

provide alternative and elegantsolutionsto thisproblem ,while preserving the existence

ofrelatively lightscalar�’sasa prediction oftheuni�cation ofYukawa couplingsin the

NM SSM aswellasin theM SSM .
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Theheaviestsferm ionsin thespectrum ofNM SSM ,asin M SSM ,arethescalarquarks,

which tend to bem uch heavier,in the TeV range.The SO (10)property thatthe scalar

b-quarksareasm assive asthescalartop-quarksispreserved in theNM SSM .

To sum m arize,through a detailed analysisofNM SSM presented here,wehaveshown

thatalltheparticles,exceptthelightestCP -even Higgsboson,im pliedbysupersym m etry

are heavy forlarge values oftan�. The gauge singlet �eld S decouples,both from the

lightestHiggsboson aswellastheneutralinos.TheLSP ofthem odelcontinuesto be,as

in M SSM ,thelightestneutralino thatisprim arily a bino in com position,with thelighter

scalar � having a m ass in the neighbourhood ofthe LSP m ass. The rem ainder ofthe

spectrum tendsto beheavy,from 1 to a few TeV.W enotethattheNM SSM in thelarge

tan� regim e restson a delicately hinged system ofequationsand constraints.Although

it provides a good testing ground for the stability ofthe predictions ofthe M SSM ,in

practiceitdeservesgreatcarein itstreatm ent.
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Table C aptions

Table 1 Sam pleofvaluesofinputparam eters(M 1=2,m 0,A,h,k,�)and thecom puted

valuesofdi�erentparam eters(m t(m t),tan�,r,A�,A k and ks).Allm assparam etersare

in unitsofGeV.

Table 2 M assesand com positionsofneutralino �0i and chargino �
�
i statesforthevalues

ofinputparam etersofTable1.Allm assesarein GeV.

Table 3 M asses and com positions ofthe CP-even (Si)and CP-odd (Pi)Higgsbosons.

Thecom position ofCP-even Higgsbosonsisin term softhebasis(ReH 0
1
;ReH 0

2
;ReS),

whereasthebasisforCP-odd Higgsbosonsis(A 0;Im S).Allm assesarein GeV.

Figure C aptions

Fig. 1 The evolution ofsoftsupersym m etry breaking m assparam etersfrom the grand

uni�ed scale M X to Q 0 de�ned in thetext.The inputparam etersareM 1=2 = � 700,m0

and A = 1600 (allin GeV).Theotherparam etersareh = 1:5;� = 0:40 and k = � 0:10.

Theassociated valueofthetop quark m assis181 GeV.

Fig. 2 The lightestneutralino and chargino m assesasa function ofm t(m t).The input

param eters are M 1=2 = � 700; m0 = 800; A = 2200 (allin GeV),with the rem aining

param etersvaried to guaranteea solution.

Fig. 3 The lightest CP-even Higgs boson m ass as a function ofm t. The range of

param etersisasin Fig.2.

Fig. 4 ThelightestCP-odd Higgsboson m assasa function ofm t.Therangeofparam -

etersisasin Fig.2.
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# M 1=2 m 0 A h � k m t(m t) tan� r A� A k ks

1 � 700 800 2200 0:75 0:1 � 0:1 170:5 54 85 908 2131 � 1453

2 � 700 800 2200 1:00 0:2 � 0:1 176:5 58 58 807 2100 � 975

3 � 700 800 2200 1:25 0:3 � 0:1 179:6 60 49 745 2070 � 807

4 � 700 800 2200 1:50 0:4 � 0:1 181:4 62 44 703 2045 � 717

5 � 700 800 2200 1:75 0:4 � 0:1 182:5 63 51 698 2067 � 835

6 � 700 800 2200 2:00 0:5 � 0:1 183:3 64 47 675 2048 � 755

7 � 700 800 2200 2:25 0:6 � 0:1 183:8 64 44 657 2032 � 700

Table1
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# M �0
i

N ij M
�
�
i

Vij Uij

1 � 309 0:99;� 0:01;� 0:06;0:02;0:00 579 0:99;0:15 0:97;0:22

� 579 0:02;0:98;0:16;� 0:11;0:00

877 0:03;� 0:04;0:70;0:70;0:00

� 887 0:05;� 0:20;0:70;� 0:70;0:00

� 2906 0:00;0:00;0:00;0:00;0:99 886 � 0:15;0:99 � 0:22;0:97

2 � 309 0:99;� 0:01;� 0:05;0:02;0:00 581 0:99;0:12 0:97;0:22

� 580 0:01;0:99;0:14;� 0:09;0:00

941 0:02;� 0:04;0:70;0:70;0:00

� 949 0:05;� 0:16;0:70;� 0:70;0:01

� 1950 0:00;0:00;� 0:01;0:00;0:99 949 � 0:12;0:99 � 0:22;0:97

3 � 309 0:99;� 0:06;� 0:05;0:02;0:00 581 0:99;0:10 0:98;0:19

� 581 0:01;0:97;0:14;� 0:09;0:00

936 0:02;� 0:04;0:70;0:70;0:00

� 944 0:05;� 0:16;0:69;� 0:70;0:00

� 1613 0:00;0:00;� 0:02;0:01;0:99 945 � 0:10;0:99 � 0:19;0:98

4 � 309 0:99;0:00;� 0:05;0:02;0:00 582 0:99;0:12 0:99;0:07

� 582 0:01;0:99;0:12;� 0:07;0:00

1001 0:02;� 0:03;0:70;0:70;0:00

� 1007 0:04;� 0:14;0:70;� 0:7;0:04

� 1436 0:00;0:00;� 0:03;0:02;0:99 1008 � 0:12;0:99 � 0:07;0:99

5 � 309 0:99;0:00;� 0:05;0:02;0:00 582 0:99;0:10 0:99;0:17

� 582 0:01;0:99;0:13;� 0:08;0:00

979 0:02;� 0:03;0:70;0:70;0:00

� 986 0:05;� 0:14;0:70;� 0:7;0:00

� 1669 � 0:33;0:00;� 0:02;0:00;0:99 1018 � 0:10;0:99 � 0:17;0:98

6 � 309 0:99;0:00;� 0:05;0:02;0:00 581 0:99;0:10 0:94;0:35

� 582 0:01;0:99;0:13;� 0:08;0:00

978 0:02;� 0:04;0:70;0:70;0:00

� 984 0:05;� 0:14;0:70;� 0:7;0:00

� 1509 0:00;0:00;� 0:02;0:01;0:99 985 � 0:10;0:99 � 0:35;0:94

7 � 309 0:99;0:00;� 0:05;0:01;0:00 582 0:99;0:10 0:98;0:17

� 582 0:01;0:99;0:12;� 0:07;0:00

998 0:02;� 0:03;0:70;0:70;0:00

� 1004 0:05;� 0:14;0:70;� 0:7;0:04

� 1402 0:00;0:00;� 0:03;0:03;0:99 1004 � 0:10;0:99 � 0:17;0:98

Table2
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# m Si Com position m Pi Com position

1 131 � 0:02;0:99;0:00 3048 0:00;1:00

2314 0:00;0:00;0:99

6039 0:99;� 0:02;0:00 6918 1:00;0:00

2 132 0:02;0:99;� 0:02 2479 0:00;1:00

1326 0:00;0:02;0:99

4822 0:99;� 0:02;0:00 6216 1:00;0:00

3 130 0:02;0:99;� 0:05 2238 0:00;1:00

967 0:00;0:05;0:99

4342 0:99;� 0:17;0:00 5990 1:00;0:00

4 119 0:02;0:99;� 0:09 2099 0:00;1:00

774 0:00;� 0:9;0:99

4297 0:99;� 0:02;0:00 6394 1:00;0:00

5 133 0:02;0:99;� 0:04 2275 0:00;1:00

1031 0:00;� 0:04;0:99

5116 0:99;� 0:02;0:00 6800 1:00;0:00

6 128 0:02;0:99;� 0:07 2153 0:00;1:00

857 0:00;0:07;0:99

4823 0:99;� 0:02;0:00 6636 1:00;0:00

7 119 0:02;0:99;� 0:01 2067 0:00;1:00

739 0:00;0:10;0:99

4644 0:99;� 0:02;0:00 6557 1:00;0:00

Table3
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