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A bstract

W e calculate the low -lying spectrum ofnew particles expected in am inim al
m odelw herein supersym m etry breaking at < 100TeV is ndirectly transam itted
to the Standard M odel. W e calculate the couplings of these particles relevant
to their m ost nearly accessble experim ental signatures, and estin ate those
signatures quantitatively. Running of various couplings plays a crucial roke in
the phenom enology, speci cally In generating an adequate ¥, & splitting.

1 Introduction

Since the w idesoread realization that successfiiluni cation of gauge couplings can be
achieved in m odels ncluding the m Inin al supersym m etric extension of the standard
m odel (perhaps augm ented w ith com plete SU (5) multiplets) {I], anticipation of the
Inm nent discovery of direct evidence for real { as opposed to virtual { supersym —
m etry hasbecom e aln ost palpable. O n the other hand, there has been no consensus
regarding the form this discovery m ight take. T heoretical control over the m any new

param eters that arise even In m inin al supersym m etric extensions of the standard
m odel is not adequate to guide one through a bew ildering num ber of choices that
substantially a ect the predictions for observable phenom ena.

Reoently a class ofm odels that potentially en py great predictive pow er has been
identi ed B]. The kading idea ofthesem odels is that the fiindam entalbreaking of su—
persym m etry occurs in a \hidden sector" and ischaracterized by a scale < 100TeV .
T hisbreaking is supposed to be conveyed to our cbservable sector, ncluding them ini-
m alsupersym m etric standard m odel, by a speci ¢, highly sym m etric interaction term
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(to be discussed m ore precisely below ). T his is to be contrasted w ith the situation in
a class ofm odels, comm only referred to as supergravity m odels, that has been much
m ore popular. In supergravity m odels the fundam ental sym m etry breaking scale is

10° TeV, and the hidden sector comm unicates w ith the cbservable sector by
graviationalstrength interactions. A decisive phenom enological di erence between
these classes of m odels arises because of the di erent rok played by the gravitino

&, which is essentially the N am bu-G oldstone ferm ion of spontaneous supersym m etry
breaking. tsm ass is generically given asM ¢ = Mol w hereas its couplings to ordi-
nary m atter scale as % Bl. In m ost supergravity m odels the gravitino ism assive and
very weakly coupled, and although it could be signi cant cosn ologically, it plays no
very direct role In ordinary phenom enology. In the (relatively) low energy m essenger
m odels the gravitino is exceedingly light, and although its couplings are very fecble
they can be such as to cause the next lightest, photino-lke partick §; to decay via
¥, ! + ¢ wihin a distance that m ight be di cult to resolve experim entally 1.
G enerically, then, In these m odelsone w ill nd that pairproduction of supersym m et—
ric R-odd) particles w ill lead eventually, perhaps after a cascade of decays, to nal
states containing ~ and m issing energy. The recent cbservation [5] of a dram atic
event w ith a nalstate containing hard e* e and m issing transverse energy by the
CDF oollaboration therefore lends special interest to these m odels.

In thispaperwe shall calculate the low -lying spectrum and interactions in a m in—

In alm essenger m odel of the kind m entioned, In su cient detail to estin ate them ost
nearly accessble processes. W e nd a ram arkably tight and speci ¢ pattem of con-—
sequences. In the course of the analysis we shall nd that som e apparent di culties
of the m odel are resolved by carefuil attention to the running of various couplings.
Speci cally, thetiny ¥; & m ass splitting one nds using bare couplings, and w hich
if correct would render the interpretation of the cbserved e' e event problem —
atic [§], is found to be greatly enhanced by their running (and by the inclusion of
D-tem e ects). Sinilarly a possbl di culty with the apparent an allness of the
B param eter, which if valid would inply the existence of a weak scale axion, is
autom atically repaired.

2 Spectrum

In them Inin alm essengerm odel M M M ) supersym m etry breaking is conveyed to the
standard m odel particles by the matter elds % ) + (Ef;_‘o) having the quantum
numbers 5 + 5 under SU (5). These elds are assum ed to acquire supersymm etry
breaking m asses through their couplings to a standard m odel singlet eld X which
develops vacuum expectation values along its scalar as well as its F {com ponents.
E xplicit m odels where this occurs dynam ically have been constructed PJ. Typically
these m odels contain the superpotential couplings

W = gd% + Y% @)



which renders a non{supersym m etric spectrum forthe ;%) eldsthrough Fyx 6 0.
The ;Y% elds, through their standard m odel gauge interactions, induce SUSY
breaking m asses for the R-odd scalars (g;€) and gaugihos & ;W ;9) . The gaugino
m ases arise through one{loop diagram s and are given (in the approxin ation Fy
N ¢ i2) as

i()

4
Here Fyx =hX i is the e ective SUSY breaking scale, which is close to the m ass
scale ofthe 5+ 5 elds. The scalarm asses arise through two{lop diagram s and are
given as

Mi()= @)

Y ()
5 3)

W e have adopted the usual SU (5) nom alization of the hypercharge coupling, 1
2 y anddenedY asQ = T3+ £ . nEq. @), C3 = 4=3 for colored scalars and zero
for skeptons, C, = 3=4 for SU (2) doublkts and zero for singlets.

The m ass relations of Egs. @2){ @) will arise ;n a large class of m odels which
m Ight di er in the details of supersymm etry breaking; it is su cient that SUSY
breaking is conveyed to the standard m odel particles through the 5+ 5 elds as in
Eg. {I). Thus the m ass relations would hold even if SUSY is broken spontaneously
by the O 'R aifearteigh m echanisn  {type breaking). The 5+ 5 elds is of course
the sim plest extension of the standard m odel sector that preserves the sucoessfiil
uni cation of the gauge couplings.

The relations .n Egs. @) { @) in ply that there isa clean separation of scales am ong
the SUSY particles, as their m asses scale w ith the interaction strength. Thus the
squarks are the heaviest, ©llowed by the gluino, keft{handed skptons (%), W , right{
handed skptons (5 ), and the B {ino, which is the next-to-lightest R-odd particle
(the lightest is the gravitino &). Theirm asses (neglecting RG E+unning) are in the
ratios 116 : 70 :25 :2 :11 :10. From an inm ediate experin ental perspective
the m ost interesting particles are the lightest ones, % , the chargino (which we shall
denote by W ) and the two neutralinos ¢§; and ¥ ,). The latter are essentially pure
gaugino eigenstates since theirm ixing w ith the H iggsinos are suppressed by the large

param eter required in the m odel.

The relations n Egs. @){ @) receive signi cant corrections from the renom aliza—
tion group evolution. T his evolution has several Interesting consequences:

It drives the m asssquared ofH,, the M SSM H iggs doublt that couples to the
top quark, which is positive at the scale , to a negative value near M ; and thus
facilitates electroweak symm etry breaking. The m asssplitting between H , and H 4 is
given by !

—m’m — @)
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Figure 1: (a) Boundaries of interesting regions in the M ,;tan ) plane: the region
above the dark, solid line does not have a Q ED -preserving potentialm ininum ; in the
region above the light solid line, the g is the NLSP ; in the region to the right of the
dashed Iline, thedecay W ! W ¥, is kinem atically allowed; to the right of the dotted
line the decay 1§ 5 ! 1§ 1h? is kinem atically allowed. (o) Contours ofm m
Gev, for < 0.

e, I

O bsarve that H , receives a m ass correction proportionalto m é, which ismuch larger
thanm

Tt owers the m asses of the ;W ), and raises the masses of & (@aswellas €
and g), from their bare values at . Consequently, the m ass splitting between B
and §& is enhanced at the weak scale. W e nd that a mass splitting of 100G eV at

typically becom es (20 25)G&V at M, . Upon ncluding, as well, the positive

D {term correction to the m ass of % , the m ass splitting becom es about 35G &V for
M,’ 200G&V. (Forde nitivenesswe havetaken = 100G eV forthe num bers given
here.) Contours ofthis splitting are shown in Figure,. Thisdi erence has signi cant
In pact on the Interpretation of the observed ee  event at CDF'.

Tt suppliesa su ciently lJargem ass to the would{be axion ofthem odel. T he soft
bilnearmassterm B fortheHiggs ed, B H  H4+ H x:) i the H iggs potential,
Isextram ely anallat . Ifnot for the e ect of munning (@nd in the absence of other

contrbutionstoB ( )),onewould ndaweak scal axion, n con ictw ith observation.
However, we nd that a lJarge enough B isgenerated in the process of running so that
mi = 2B =sin2 (400G eV ¥.

A fter including the e ects of renom alization group evolution and D -tem s, the
m ass spectrum of the m odel looks as follows. The gaugiho m asses ocbey a sinple



scaling w ith the the gauge couplings, so that

i

Mi=M;() ©)
i()
Themasses of &, § and H 4 are given by
| |
3 2() 1 20)
2 _ 2 Sa2 2 L2 1
Mg o = meL,_Hd()+ 2M2 2 1 +22M1 2 1 (6)
1
M = & oo
2 |
m 2 =mz()+3M2 1 0) 1  MZs: o2 7)
& & 11 1 % ZSW

w here the last temm s are the D term  contrdbutions, and should be om itted form IZ{d .
The A and B param eters are given by

n #
Y
Ac’ Ac()+M,() 185+ 0:943{—t
" f#
1 Y
B’ B () 5At()+M 2 () 05L2+0:47Y— ; 8)
f

which hold for low to intermm ediate values of tan . Here Y, = h? is the top Yukawa
coupling squared, and Y¢ ’ 2:79. A, are cbtained from A by setting Y. = 0. The
nalmassratosorg:g:8 W :% N, aregiven by 93 :64 :2:6 :1:9 :1:35 :10.
(A 1l of our num erical resuls are derived using the com plte one{loop RGE's.)

In the m inin al m essenger m odel w thout any m odi cation of the H iggs sector,
one expects A and B param eters to be negligbl at , sihce they arise only from
higher Ioops (see however Ref. [1]). However, in the process of running, signi cant A
and B can be induced. Furthem ore, in this constrained version, the param eter tan
and the sign of are determ ined. These results follow from m inin izing the H iggs
potential, which leads to

o 2B
sm =
mi +mi +22
2 _ mﬁd mﬁutanz }MZ . ©)
tan? 1 2 77
The last relation inplies that is large In themodel. IfB ( ) = 0, we can Infer is
e ective valueatM ; . Tan isthen detem ned through the RG E-In proved tree-level
potential of Eq. (9) to lie at tan 30; estin ates of the full 1-loop contributions
appear to push tan up to values near tan 40 to 50. In this m ost econom ical

version, one also nds the sign of to be negative.



A further constraint arises from dem anding that the & m ass{squared not tum
negative (otherw ise the vacuum will be superconducting). In Figured, we show the
oontourofm; = 0 in the tan M, plane; tan ~ 50 isexclided. A m ore stringent
constraint along these lnes is to require, in the spirit of the phenom enclogy we are
attem pting to address, thatmg > m e otherw ise N; will decay dom mantly into

+ e, destroying the signature. The contour where e mass equals that of ¥ ;
is also shown in Figurel; above that line the & is the lighter. Because the bound
corresoonds roughly to tan 25, we shall focus only on the range tan 25 1
presenting our num erical results.

3 P roduction and D ecay of Sparticles

G ven the physical param eters M ,, tan and sgn  all crosssections and branching
ratios within the MMM can be calculated. Ik is particularly in portant that within
theM M M there are three w idely ssparated m ass scales: light particlesw ith only U (1)
hypercharge interactions, Interm ediate m ass particlkes wih SU (2); interactions, and
heavy particlkesw ith SU (3)c interactions. T he heavy states (squarks and gluinos) are
typically around 1TeV for light particle m asses consistent w ith LEP bounds; there-
fore their production rates even at the upgraded FNAL w ill be orders of m agnitude
below cbservabl signal kevels. F hally, the electroweak breaking constraint usually
xes such that M , 39 < M 3, pushing sparticles whose m asses com e from

(ie., higgsinos and the second doublkt of H iggs bosons) out of the reach of current
accelkerators.

On the other hand, the light and intem edjateRm ass sparticles can have non-—
neglighble production rates even in Run Iof FNAL (L ’ 120pb ). For this study
oftheM MM , we consider a pp collider/detectorwith =~ s= 18TeV,asat FNAL Run
I, with 100% e ciency for tagging all relevant nal states. Because the spartickes
are always produced in pairs, and because the gliinos and squarks are too heavy
to be produced at reasonabl x, we need only consider D rell-Yan (DY) production
processes. Ead process iscalculated at the parton level for§ = x;x,s, then Integrated
over the proton parton distribution functions, £, (x;), in this case using those of the
CTEQ3M st B]. Previous calculations of DY sparticke production were used or
altered for the parton level processes studied here @]. The param eter space studied
is spanned by the three param eters M ,;tan ;son ) n the ranges50 M, 400,
1< tan 25 and taking both signs.

There are a Iim ited num ber of sparticle DY processes which can be expected to



be observable at the current generations of hadron colliders:

8
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where i; 7= 1;2. N ot surprisingly, In order for production rates of the heavier skepton
modes (ee, € %) to be observable, rates for the lighter sparticles would be much
larger, already providing an unam biguous signal at a collider. Since a large signal
has in fact not been ocbserved we w illnot consider the DY production of left-handed
sleptons further.

One also expects (and we have explicitly veri ed) that the rate for double neu—
tralino production & if@ 5) is sm all com pared to the others, since in the Iim i+ 1§ =B
and §, = W ° there are no z ¥ ¥ ; interaction term s in the M SSM . (This fact alo
In plies that the calculation of N 1 m assbounds from non-obsarvation ofZ ! 1§ 1f§ 1 at
LEP 1.5 need not colncide w ith the kinem atic lim it of approxin ately 65G &V ; .n fact
we nd the appropriate m ass bound from OPAL fi0llto be 10 15G eV below this
lin it.) Likew ise, the ;W channel is suppressed due to the lack ofaW *W I inter-
action. W e nd the production rate of ¥, to be at least two orders ofm agnimude
below the rates for com peting processes, m aking it inaccessble at current colliders.

Thedom nantD Y production channels are then % § 1§ zﬁ ,andW W . In Fjgureiz
we have shown ocontours of crosssections for the three production channels in the
M ,;tan ) plane, where we have summ ed over skepton avors and gaugino charges.
T he contours are Jabelled In fam tobams (b), and one should recallthat = 10
corresoonds to 1 event n 100 pb ! of data. One notes some general features: (i)
T here is little or no dependence on sgn  In the m ost in portant channels, the largest
dependence on sgn  com ing in the W M ; channel, which is several orders ofm agnitude
below those shown; (ii) the crosssections are only weakly dependent on tan ; (iii) at
large M ,, the slepton production is Jargest, whik it is the gaugino production which
dom inates at an allM ,; In particular, when the cross-sections are near 10 b, allthree
cross—sections are w ithin a factor of four of each other; () orM , < 160G &V, the
production rate for gaugihos would be very lJarge even now at the Tevatron.

T he exact signature of each channel w ill depend on how its constituents decay.
Consistent wih the MMM and the CDF event, we take the gravitino to be the
lightest R -odd particle, to which the next-lightest R -odd particke (the %) decays via
K, ! &. Then essentially all sparticles produced w ill eventually decay to M ; and in
tum to +E,;thus +F&, isamandatory ingredient ofthe nalstate n allMM M
Soarticle production processes.

W ithin the MMM , the & = e;;er and the & can only decay directly to the
2oody nalstate g 1 Or 1§ 1,where Y= ¢; Wetmwat Iepotons sparately for later
convenience) . Since the production cross-section foreach avor ofskpton isthe sam e,
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F igure 2: C ross-sections at the Tevatron for & & (solid), W §, dashed), and W W
(dotted) production. (Skpton avors and gaugino charges summ ed over.) The con-—
tours are labelled In b; the Jabels at the top ofthe plot Jabelboth gaugino production
channels, whil those at the bottom label the slepton production. T he contours for 1
event n 100pb ' are in bod.

one cbserves a signal * +E, 1/3ofthetine,and ¥ ' +E, 2/3ofthetime.
Such a nalstate describbestheee + B, event atCDF'.

T here has been som e discussion in the literature as to whether the MMM could
descrbe the CDF event through § & production given the sm allm ass splitting be—
tween % and ¥, [@]. The authors of Ref. ] were concemed because one of the
electrons In the CDF event is highly energetic £, ' 59G&V) whil they assum ed
me ! 1:1m1€1,whichjnthemassmngeofjnterestooﬂespondsto% Iﬁl m ass
solitting of only about 10G eV . The required boost for the Iniial pairs of sleptons
seam ed to reduce signi cantly the probability of interpreting this event as com Ing
from MMM $ production. This may be too pessim istic given the analysis of the
& (1§ 1 mass di erence In the previous Section. From that analysis, we nd for the
appropriate m ass range that m e Me " 35G &V and the required boost is an all
(" 13).However, aspointed out In [6], largerm assdi erences In tum in ply sm aller
rates or & & production w ith respect to the W ¥, and W W channels. Fora 35G &V
m ass splitting, this suppression is about a factor oftwo relative to a 10G &V solitting.
G ven the current pauciy of data, this is com pletely consistent w ith cbservation.

Because §, and ® are nearly degenerate In m ass, the preferred decay of the
heavier ofthe two to the ]jghtervjaW 1o oW ,cannot occur. Ifm e e, > My

then the2body decay® ! §;W willbeallbwed. InF igureil (@) the contouralong
which the decay becom es kinem atically allowed is displayed. H owever, the coupling

m



is suppressed by the lack ofany W W I interaction in theM SSM , so unsuppressed
3-body decays can com pete w ith the 2-body m ode. (Calculations of all relevant 2—
and 3-body decay widths exist in the literature {11].) The 3-body decays proceed
through t-channel exchange of & ore: W ! " ;. (In this way i m ight be
possbl to account or the CDF event using W W production, without having to
nvoke coincidence against a % % suppression in the W decay branching ratios. A
signal for this possibility is the existence of equal num bers of lke and unlke lepton
pair events, eg.,bothe'e +EBE, and e’ +E, )

At large tan there is a strong enhancem ent in the 3-body decay into .
This arises because at large tan the -Yukawa ocoupling becom es O (1) and couples
to the i , com ponent of § , which can be relatively large. Forexam pk, or positive
(negative) and tan greater than 5 (10), the branching ratio of w o 1§ 1 exceeds
50% .

T he decay channels oflf , are sin ilarly am ix of 2-body decays suppressed by an all
couplings and 3-body decays suppressed by phase space. T he three 2-body decays are
to,h°%, ®¥,Z and &, nalstates. The rsttwo can be either allowed or disliowed
In altemative large regions of the param eter space; the third isalways allowed. Each
2-body process su ers from an all couplings which go to zero in the Imit §, = § °
and 1§, = B°. For snall gaugino-higgsino m ixing the lading 2-body coupling is
through the -Yukawa coupling so that even at relatively snalltan , decaysto ’s
predom nate.

W hen i is kinem atically allowed, the decay §, ! ¥.h® hasa large (  50%)
branching fraction. Such a process could provide an interesting route tow ard pursuing
H iggs physics at the Tevatron, with H iggs production neatly tagged by the hard
photon pair. B ecause the lightest H iggs boson, h?, receives Jarge radiative corrections
to is mass, there is considerable uncertainty about the precise prediction of m o
for each point In our param eter space. Further, myo is sensitive to deviations from
m Inin alm essenger m odels, or exam ple to nclusion ofa snglkt Higgs eld (perhaps
usefulforgeneratinga -tem ). T herefore n presenting our resuls, we have pretended
that the H iggs decay m ode isdisallowed; if it isallowed at all it isappreciable. W ew ill
highlight where applicabl the swath through param eter space where the H iggsm ode
isopen n thetruly-m nimalM M M .W hen on-shellH iggsproduction isdisallowed, the
coupling suppression serves tom ake any 3-body decay through the H iggsuncbservably
an all. The contour along which the H iggs decay m ode becom es accessible is shown

n Figure d @).
The two 3-body decays off@z are via t-channel § and e: Iﬁz [ Iﬁl and
i, ! §,. At hrgetan the N, nal state receives substantial enhancem ent

from the i, ocomponent of N, coupling to &, via the large -Yukawa coupling, as
discussed in the case of W above. Thism eans that ©r large tan , the production
of W "1, willgive a signalof * * +E, nearly 1005 ofthe tine, whike W W
production w ill ook the sam e w th one fewer nalstate -lepton.

In Figure 3 we have lded the branching ratios into the production cross-sections



to show the expected production rates for various sets of \ nal" states in the detector.
Here we have de ned on<hellW , Z, and h® to be nal states; the reader can
dentify the observed nalstates associated w ith production of these particles sin ply
by m ultiplying by their wellknown branching ratios. By kesping the gauge bosons in
the nal state, one also leams about the invariant m asses of their decays products.
Speci cally, Figure § displays the BR ofnihe nalstates orM = 200G &V and
varying tan . The two pairs of plots show the results for both signs of .

Figure 3 (@) shows the vemost rekvant channels at snalltan and > 0 (Il
channels that ollow Include +E&,): ‘" (s0olid), W ‘' (dotted), W (short-dashed),
W W (bngdashed), and W Z (dot-dashed). Figure 3(c) is the same for < 0.
Figure :3 ) shows the four m ost relevant channels at arge tan and > 0 (not
Including “Y): (solid), (dotted), ‘' (chortdashed), and W (long-dashed).
Figure 3(d) showsthe same ve curves or < 0. In all our plots, the shaded region
is the portion of param eter space that would allow the decay 1§, ! §,h°.

From this analysis, it clearly em erges that if one is to Interpret the CDF event
to suggest BREp! &%)’ 6 10)b,then the MMM implies that there are
several other channels which should also be accessble at the Tevatron. Iftan < 5
or 10 (depending on sgn ), then the largest avaibbl channel isW ‘' (for ‘= e; )
with W decaying into 2 ¥ts (2/3 of the tin e) or a single kpton (1/3 of the time):
pe! Y'Y 3] +E, orpp! Y ' ' +E,.SecondtothismtewillbeW W +E,
channels (w ih theusualW decay branching ratios) and W +E,.Thereisaloa
anallwindow around 3< tan < 5and > OinwhihW 2 +E , isan inportant

nal state.

For large tan , production of all kinds dom -nates. Iftan ~ 5(10), then the
Tevatron should be producing (h )X + E, at rates com parabl (or larger than)
ee +E,,forn= 1;2;3.

4 D iscussion

W e have described a m inin al In plem entation of a low -energy m essenger m odel for
supersym m etry breaking. O utstanding features of the m odel inclide: generic pro—
duction of nalstates ncluding  and m issing energy; clkan ssparation of scales in
the R “parity odd spectrum , w ith the squarks and gluinosm uch heavier than the elec—
trow eak gauginos and sleptons; and very am allm ixing ofthe SU (2) U (1) neutralinos
w ith H iggsinos and w ith each other. M any speci ¢ features are predicted In temm s
of very few param eters, so that the m odel could be rigorously tested, or elim nated,
w ith quite a an all am ount of relevant data. Ifthe CDF e'e event represents a
rst indication, such data is not far beyond current reach.

O f course In insisting upon the absolitely m nim al m odel we m ay have over—
reached. W e have shown that som e apparent di culties w ith the m inim alm odel are
rem oved upon carefiil treatm ent of coupling renom alization and proper inclision of
D —temm s. N evertheless, onem ust ram ain open to such possbilities as di erent overall

10
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Figure 3: Cross-section tin es branching ratio forM , = 200G &V wih tan vared
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m ass scales for the skptons as against the gauginos, or additional contribbutions to
the param eters of the H iggs sector.

Finally ket usbrie y m ention another possibility for physics capable of generating
the CDF e'e event, which if nothing else m ight serve as a useful foil. If there
were heavy pion-lke particles whose decay m odes were dom inantly ' W o+
and %! ZZ orZ or ,theirproduction and decay could induce m any of the
sam e nal states as we have analyzed above, ncluding the CDF event. The m issihg
energy In this event would be carried o by neutrinos; but in other cases one m ight
have w ithout signi cant m issing energy, so that this altemative w ill be readily
distinguishable.
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