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A bstract

W eexam inesom ephysicallyrelevantim plicationsofpotentiallydangerouscharge

and color breaking m inim a for supersym m etric m odels. First,we analyze the

stability ofthecorresponding constraintswith respectto variationsoftheinitial

scalefortherunning ofthesoftbreaking term s,�nding thatthelargerthescale

is,the stronger the bounds becom e. In particular,by taking M P rather than

M X forthe initialscale,which isa m ore sensible election,we �nd substantially

strongerand very im portantconstraints.Second,we�nd generalboundson the

universalgaugino m ass,the universalscalarm ass,m � 55 G eV,and the Higgs

bilinearcoe�cient,jB j <
� 3m .Finally,westudy theinfrared �xed pointsolution

ofthe top quark m ass. Again,the constraintson the param eterspace turn out

to bevery im portant,including theanalytically derivable bound jM =m j<� 1.
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1 Introduction

Recently there hasbeen som e activity in trying to constrain thesoftparam eterspace

ofsupersym m etric (SUSY) m odels[1{7]through the possible existence ofdangerous

charge and colorbreaking m inim a [8{11]. In ref.[2]a system atic discussion ofallthe

potentially dangerousdirectionsin the�eld spaceofthem inim alsupersym m etricstan-

dardm odel(M SSM )wascarried out.Im posingthattheSUSY standardvacuum should

be deeperthan the charge and colorbreaking m inim a,the corresponding constraints

are very strong. Im portantbounds,notonly on the value ofthe trilinearscalarterm

(A),butalso on thevaluesofthebilinearscalarterm (B )and thescalarand gaugino

m asses(m ;M respectively),areproduced on thesegrounds1.

In the present paper we discuss som e issues related to this kind ofrestrictions,

which arerelevantforsupersym m etric m odel-building,since they o�era m oreprecise

realization oftheconstraintsundervery com m on circum stances.

The analysis ofref.[2]was perform ed assum ing universality ofthe soft breaking

term s at the uni�cation scale, M X , as it is usually done in the M SSM literature.

However,in thestandard supergravity (SUGRA)fram ework,whereSUSY isbroken in

a \hidden" sector,the naturalinitialscale to im plem entthe boundary conditionsfor

the softterm sisM P � MP lanck=
p
8� ratherthan M X (M P isthe scale in which the

standard SUGRA Lagrangian is written). Hence,it is naturalto wonder how m uch

thestandard chargeand colorbreakinganalysis(and in particulartheresultsofref.[2])

willgetm odi�ed by taking M P instead ofM X forthe initialscale ofthe softterm s2.

Thisisoneofthepurposesofthepresentpaperwhich willbecarried outin section 2.

The second one isto obtain explicitboundson the supersym m etric param eters. W e

willshow that the charge and color breaking constraints put im portant bounds not

only on thevalueofA,butalso on thevaluesofM ,B and m .Concerning thelatter,

in ref.[2]wasm entioned thefactthatin thelim iting casem = 0 thewholeparam eter

spaceturnsouttobeexcluded.Now,wewillbem oreprecise,obtainingagenerallower

bound on m . These taskswillbe accom plished in section 3. Finally,in section 4,we

apply thechargeand colorbreakingconstraintstoaparticularregion oftheparam eter

spaceoftheM SSM ,nam ely thatcorresponding to theinfrared �xed pointsolution for

thetop quark m ass.Theconclusionsareleftforsection 5.

Ofcourse,weareawareofthepossibility oflivingin am etastablevacuum ,provided

that its lifetim e is longer than the present age ofthe universe [9,4,6]. Although

this possibility poses som e cosm ologicalquestions,as discussed in ref.[5],it is clear

thatcould help to rescue som e regionsofthe param eterspace. Thism eansthatthe

bounds we consider here are the m ost conservative ones (in the sense ofsafe ones).

Besides,the identi�cation ofthe dangerouscharge and colorbreaking m inim a isthe

�rstnecessary step forthe cosm ologicalanalysis. On the otherhand,there are m any

1Very strong boundscan also be obtained in a SO (10)G UT [7].In the contextofString Theory,

in particularwhen SUSY isbroken by the dilaton,the whole param eterspace isessentially excluded

[5].
2This question was�rst pointed out in ref.[12]for a di�erenttype ofanalysis. In particularthe

authorsstudied them odi�cationson thelow-energy predictionsofa SUSY G UT when non-universal

correctionsto the softparam etersarisefrom theirevolution between M P and M X .
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possiblecosm ologicalscenarios,which requiresseparateanalyses.In particularonecan

considerscenarioswheretheinitialconditionsaredictated by therm ale�ects(seee.g.

refs.[4,6])orinationary scenarios.Thelattersituation m ay bem uch m oredangerous

and involved dueto thelargeuctuationsofallthescalar�elds,thatcould bedriven

in thisway to thedangerousm inim a.

Letusreview theconstraintsassociated with theexistenceofdangerousdirections

in the�eld space.Aswasm entioned above,a com pleteanalysisofthisissue,including

in a proper way the radiative corrections to the scalar potential,was carried out in

ref.[2].Them ostrelevantresultsobtained thereforourpresenttask arethefollowing.

There are two types ofconstraints: the ones arising from directions in the �eld-

spacealongwhich the(tree-level)potentialcan becom eunbounded from below (UFB),

and those arising from the existence ofcharge and colorbreaking (CCB) m inim a in

thepotentialdeeperthan thestandard m inim um .

Concerning theUFB directions(and corresponding constraints),therearethreeof

them ,labelled asUFB-1,UFB-2,UFB-3 in [2]. It isworth m entioning here thatin

generaltheunboundednessisonly trueattree-levelsinceradiativecorrectionseventu-

ally raise the potentialforlarge enough valuesofthe �elds,thusdeveloping m inim a.

Stillthesem inim a can bedeeperthan therealisticone(i.e.theSUSY standard m odel

vacuum ) and thus dangerous. The UFB-3 direction,which involves the scalar �elds

fH 2;�Li
;eLj

;eR j
g with i 6= j and thus leads also to electric charge breaking,yields

the strongestbound am ong allthe UFB and CCB constraints. Forthe sake oflater

discussions,letusbriey expose theexplicitform ofthisbound.By sim pleanalytical

m inim ization itispossibleto writethevalueofalltherelevant�eldsalong theUFB-3

direction in term softheH 2 one.Then,forany valueofjH 2j< M P satisfying

jH 2j>

v
u
u
t

�2

4�2ej
+

4m 2
Li

g02 + g22
�

j�j

2�ej
; (1)

thevalueofthepotentialalong theUFB-3 direction issim ply given by

VU FB� 3 = (m 2
2 � �

2 + m
2
Li
)jH 2j

2 +
j�j

�ej
(m 2

Lj
+ m

2
ej
+ m

2
Li
)jH 2j�

2m 4
Li

g02 + g22
: (2)

Otherwise

VU FB� 3 = (m 2
2� �

2)jH 2j
2+

j�j

�ej
(m 2

Lj
+ m

2
ej
)jH 2j+

1

8
(g02+ g

2
2)

"

jH 2j
2 +

j�j

�ej
jH 2j

#2

:(3)

In eqs.(2,3)�ej istheleptonicYukawa coupling ofthej� generation and m22 isthesum

oftheH 2 squared softm ass,m
2
H 2
,plus�2.Then,theUFB-3 condition reads

VU FB� 3(Q = Q̂)> Vrealm in ; (4)

where Vrealm in = � 1

8
(g02 + g22)(v

2
2 � v21)

2
, with v1;2 the VEVs of the Higgses H 1;2,

is the realistic m inim um evaluated at M S (see below) and the Q̂ scale is given by

Q̂ � M ax(g2jej;�topjH 2j;g2jH 2j;g2jLij;M S) with jej=
q

jH 2jj�j=�ej and jLij
2=jH 2j

2 +
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jej2 �
4m 2

L i

g02+ g2
2

.Finally,M S isthetypicalscaleofSUSY m asses(norm ally a good choice

forM S isan average ofthe stop m asses,form ore detailssee refs.[11,13,2]). Notice

from (2,3)thatthenegativecontribution to VU F B � 3 isessentially given by them
2
2� �2

term ,which can be very sizeable in m any instances. On the otherhand,the positive

contribution isdom inated by theterm / 1=�ej,thusthelarger�ej them orerestrictive

the constraintbecom es. Consequently,the optim um choice forthe e{type slepton in

eqs.(2{4)isthethird generation one,i.e.ej = stau.

ConcerningtheCCB constraints,letusm ention thatthe\traditional"CCB bounds

[8],when correctly evaluated (i.e.including theradiativecorrectionsin a properway),

turn outto be extrem ely weak. However,the \im proved" setofanalytic constraints

obtained in ref.[2],which represent the necessary and su�cient conditions to avoid

dangerousCCB m inim a,ism uch stronger.Itisnotpossibleto giveherean accountof

theexplicitform oftheCCB constraintsused in thepresentpaper.Thiscan befound

in section 5 ofref.[2],to which werefertheinterested reader.

2 C C B and U FB C onstraints and the InitialScale

As m entioned in the introduction, the initialboundary conditions for the running

M SSM softterm sare usually understood ata scale M X . Aswe willsee now,bigger

initialscales,asforexam ple M P ,willim ply strongercharge and colorbreaking con-

straints. Thiscan be understood,forexam ple,from ourdiscussion aboutthe UFB-3

direction above:thelargertheinitialscalefortherunning is,them oreim portantthe

negativecontribution m 2
2 � �2 to thepotential(seeeqs.(2,3))becom es.

On the other hand,as discussed in the introduction,the naturalinitialscale for

the soft SUSY-breaking term s triggered by the spontaneous breaking ofSUGRA is

M P . In Fig.1 we show the UFB and CCB constraintsusing M P asthe initialscale.

M ore precisely,we plot the case3 B = 2m ,with m = 100,300 and 500 GeV,but

sim ilar conclusions willbe obtained forothervalues. W e take M
phys
top = 174 GeV as

the physical(pole)top m ass. Asa m atteroffact,itisnotalwayspossible to choose

the boundary condition ofthe top Yukawa coupling �top so that the physical(pole)

m ass is reproduced because the renorm alization group (RG) infrared �xed point of

�top putsan upperbound on therunning top m assM top,nam ely M top
<
� 197sin� GeV

[14],where tan�=v2=v1. The corresponding restriction in the param eterspace (black

region in Fig.1)iscertainly substantial. The region excluded by the CCB boundsis

denoted in the �gure by circles. The restrictions com ing from the UFB constraints

(sm all�lled squares)are very strong in allthe cases. M ostofthe param eterspace is

in factexcluded by the UFB-3 constraint. Finally,we have also plotted in Fig.1 the

regionexcluded bytheexperim entalboundsonSUSY particlem asses(�lled diam onds).

Quiteconservatively,wehaveim posed

M ~g � 120 GeV ; M ~�� � 45 GeV ; M ~�o � 18 GeV ;

M ~q � 100 GeV ; M ~t � 45 GeV ; M~l
� 45 GeV ; (5)

3ThisvalueofB isparticularly interesting sinceitisobtained in severalSUG RA theories.Seee.g.

[2,5]and referencestherein.
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in an obvious notation. The ants indicate regions which are excluded by negative

squared m asseigenvalues. Notice from Fig.1 thatthere are areasthatare sim ultane-

ously constrained by di�erent types ofbounds. At the end ofthe day,the allowed

region left(white)isquitesm all.

This result is to be com pared with the one ofref.[2],where the assum ption of

universalsoft term s at M X was taken. From Fig.3 ofthat paper we see that the

constraintsarenow substantially increased and in factregionsoflargeM which were

previously allowed becom e now com pletely excluded (see Fig.1 ofthispaper). Note

alsothattheUFB boundsarethem ostsensibleonestom odi�cationsoftheinitialscale

(forthe reasonscom m ented atthe beginning ofthissection),while the CCB bounds

arealm ostinsensitive to them .

3 B ounds on M SSM param eters

From Fig.1 we see that for a given value ofm the values ofA and M are both

bounded from below and abovein a correlated way.E.g.for� M = m = 500 GeV,we

get1 � A=m � 3:5;while forA=2 = m = 500 GeV,we get� 1:75 � M =m � 1.This

restriction ofM =m to a �niteand rathernarrow rangeisa novelfact4.

W e willshow now thatthe CCB and UFB constraintsputim portantboundsnot

only on the value ofA and M ,butalso on the valuesofB and m ,which isalso an

interesting novelfact.

In Fig.2 wegeneralizethepreviousanalysisby varying thevalueofB fordi�erent

valuesofm ,nam ely m = 100 GeV,m = 300 GeV.The �nalallowed regionsfrom all

typesofboundsin theparam eterspaceoftheM SSM areshown.Both �guresexhibita

sim ilartrend.Foraparticularvalueofm ,thelargerthevalueofB =m is,thesm allerthe

allowed region becom es.M oreprecisely,them axim um allowed valueofB form = 100

GeV isB = 2:8 m ,while form = 300 GeV isB = 2:9 m . Fornegative valuesofB

the corresponding �gures can easily be deduced from the previous ones,taking into

account that they are invariant under the transform ation B ;A;M ! � B ;� A;� M .

In general,form <
� 500 GeV,B hasto satisfy thebound

jB j<� 3 m : (6)

This behaviour com es m ainly from the enhancem ent ofthe forbidden areas by the

UFB-3 constraint and the requirem ent ofM
phys

top = 174 GeV.Both facts are due to

the decreasing oftan� asthe low-energy value ofB grows. Then highertop Yukawa

couplings are needed in order to reproduce the experim entaltop m ass. On the one

hand,thiscannotbealwaysaccom plished dueto theinfrared �xed pointlim iton the

top m ass.On theotherhand,thelargerthetop Yukawa coupling is,thestrongerthe

UFB-3 bound becom es. The sam e two e�ects are obtained when M
phys

top is increased

and therefore,thelargerthetop m assis,thestrongertheconstraintsbecom e.

On theotherhand,�gures1,2 show a cleartrend in thesensethatthesm allerthe

valueofthesoftscalarm asses,m ,them orerestrictivetheconstraintsbecom e.Thisis

4Thishas obviousim plicationsforgaugino dom inance scenarios(see e.g. ref.[15]),where a large

ratio M 2
=m

2 isfound to be usefulin orderto solvethe FCNC problem .
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m ainly dueto thee�ectoftheUFB-3 constraint(notethealm ostexactm invariance

oftheCCB bounds).

In fact,doing the sam e type ofanalysis asin Fig.2 itispossible to �nd a value

ofm forwhich the whole param eterspace turnsoutto be excluded. Thisinteresting

lowerbound on m is

m � 55 GeV : (7)

From the above discussion itisevidentthatthe lim iting case m = 0 isalso excluded.

Ofcourse,thishasobvious im plicationsforno-scale m odels [16]. Asan exam ple we

haveplotted in Fig.3 thecaseB = A.

From allthe�gures,itisclearthattheCCB and UFB boundsputalso im portant

constraints on A (ashasbeen traditionally considered) and M ,although the precise

form ofthese constraints depends on the values ofthe otherM SSM param eters and

cannotbecastin sim plegeneralform ulaeaseqs.(6,7).

Finally,letusm ention thatthe previousboundswould be weakerifone usesM X

asinitialscale(seeref.[2]).In particular,eq.(7)would then changeto m � 50 GeV.

4 Infrared Fixed Point M odel

Letusnow apply theUFB and CCB constraintsto a particularand attractiveM SSM

scenario,nam ely when thetop Yukawacouplingathigh energy islargeenough tobein

theinfrared �xed pointregim e5.Then therunning top m assisapproxim ately given by

M top ’ 197sin� and thereforetan� is�xed oncea particularvalueforM
phys

top ischosen

(in ourcase M
phys

top = 174 GeV).Thusthe num ber ofindependent softparam etersis

reduced sinceforgiven valuesofm ,M and A,thevalueofB is�xed through tan�.In

addition,thevalueofA tatlow energiesisalso�xed inaninfrared�xed pointvalue(this

isnotthe case forthe othertrilinearcouplings),and therefore isnotan independent

param eterfortheelectroweak breaking process.Consequently,therequired valueof�

in orderto getthe correctam ountofbreaking isdeterm ined only by the valuesofm

and M .

Asa consequenceofthepreviouscharacteristics,itiseasy to check thattheUFB-3

constraint,eqs.(1{4),doesnotdepend on thevalueofA in thestrict�xed pointlim it,

whiletheCCB boundsdo.

In Fig.4weshow theUFB and CCB constraintsforthecasesm =100and 500GeV.

The �gurecorrespondsto positive sign of� which correspondsto negative valueofB

atlow energy.Theresultsfornegativesign of� can bededuced by takingintoaccount

theinvarianceofalltheresultsunderthetransform ation B ;A;M ! � B ;� A;� M .

Noticethealm ostexactindependenceoftheUFB constraintson thevalueofA,as

announced.Actually,theslightdeparturefrom thisindependenceism ainly duetothe

contribution oftheUFB-1 and UFB-2 constraintsin addition to theUFB-3 one.Itis

clearfrom the�gurethattheUFB-3 constraintisvery wellapproxim ated by

jM =m j<� 1 : (8)

5Fora review seee.g.[17]and referencestherein.
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Itisinteresting to notethatan approxim ateform ofthisbound can beobtained in an

analyticalway asfollows.

Although the UFB-3 bound m ust be satis�ed for any possible value ofH 2 (see

eqs.(1{4)) a weaker bound arises by �xing H 2 (and thus Q̂ ’ jH 2j) at a convenient

value. To do this,notice from eq.(2)thatsince m 2
2 + m 2

Li
> 0,VU FB� 3 can only take

negative valuesforjH 2j>� O (102)� m2L=�. A particularsim ple form forthe bound is

obtained fora largeenough valueofjH 2j.Forexam ple,taking jH 2j= 106 GeV (which

correspondsto t= log(M 2
P =jH 2j

2)= 57)VU FB� 3 becom es

VU F B � 3 ’ m
2jH 2j

�

0:5� 106
�

1� 0:67x2
�

+ 3

�
�
�
�

�

��

�
�
�
�

�

1+ 0:32x2
��

; (9)

wherewehaveapplied theRG equationsofm 2
H 2

= m 2
2 � �2,m 2

L and m
2
e to writetheir

valuesat Q̂,and x = M =m .Taking into accountthatform ostoftheparam eterspace

j�=��j� 106 GeV,the second term within brackets in eq.(9) is negligible and the

UFB-3 bound becom essim ply x2 = (M =m )2 < 1=0:67= 1:49,i.e.jM =m j< 1:22.

A m ore re�ned bound com es by carefully adjusting jH 2jand Q̂ to lower values.

However,then the bound becom esslightly dependenton the value of�,and thuson

thevalueofm sinceboth arecorrelated,asitisapparentin Fig.4.

Concerning theexperim entalboundson SUSY particlem asses,letusm ention that

the region excluded in Fig.4 ism ainly due to charginosand neutralinos. Since their

m assesareindependentofthevalueofA,sothecorrespondingexperim entalconstraints

are.Attheend oftheday,theallowed region (white)leftisquitesm all.

Finally,letuspointoutthatFig.4wasobtained im posing thesoftterm sboundary

conditionsatthem ostsensible(Planck)scale.Had wechosen M X instead ofM P ,the

constraintswould havebeen lessstrong.Forexam ple,form = 500 GeV theem pirical

form oftheUFB-3 bound would bejM =m j<� 1:3 instead ofjM =m j<� 1.

5 C onclusions

In thispaperwe have analyzed som e physically relevant im plications ofthe possible

existence ofdangerouschargeand colorbreaking m inim a forsupersym m etric m odels.

First,wehavenoted thatthestrengthofthecorresponding(CCB andUFB)constraints

isquite sensitive to the value ofthe initialscale forthe running ofthe softbreaking

term s. The larger the scale is,the stronger the bounds becom e. In particular,by

taking M P ratherthan M X forthe initialscale,which isa m ore sensible election,we

�nd substantially strongerand very im portantconstraints.

W ehavealso shown thattheCCB and UFB constraintsputim portantboundsnot

only on the valueofA butalso on thevaluesofM ,B and m ,which isan interesting

novelfact. M ore precisely,the valuesofA and M are both bounded from below and

above in a correlated way and we get the bounds jB j<
� 3m and m � 55 GeV.The

lowerbound on m hasobviousim plicationsforno-scalem odels.

Finally,wehavestudied theinteresting caseoftheinfrared �xed pointsolution for

thetop quark m ass.Again,theconstraintson theparam eterspaceturn outtobevery

im portant,including theanalytically derivablebound jM =m j<� 1.
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Figure C aptions

Fig.1 Excluded regionsin theparam eterspaceoftheM SSM with B =2m .Theblack

region isexcluded becauseitisnotpossibleto reproducetheexperim entalm ass

ofthetop.Thesm all�lled squaresindicateregionsexcluded byUFB constraints.

The circlesindicate regionsexcluded by CCB constraints. The �lled diam onds

correspond to regions excluded by the experim ental lower bounds on SUSY-

particle m asses. The antsindicate regionsexcluded by negative scalarsquared

m asseigenvalues.

Fig.2 Contoursofallowed regionsin theparam eterspaceoftheM SSM ,fordi�erent

valuesofB and m ,by thewholesetofconstraints.

Fig.3 Thesam easFig.1 butwith m =0,B =A.

Fig.4 Excluded regions,with thesam e conventionsthan in Fig.1,in theparam eter

spaceoftheinfrared �xed pointm odel.
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Fig. 1
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Fig. 2
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Fig. 3
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Fig. 4
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