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A bstract

TheM inim alsupersym m etricextension oftheStandard M odel(M SSM )with light

stops,charginosorpseudoscalarHiggsbosonshasbeen suggested asan explanation of

thetoohigh valueofthebranching ratiooftheZ 0 boson intobquarks(R b anom aly).

A program including allradiative correctionsto the M SSM atthe sam e levelasthe

radiativecorrectionstotheSM hasbeen developed and used toperform global�tsto

allelectroweak data from LEP,SLC and theTevatron.Theprobability oftheglobal

�tim provesfrom 8% in theSM to 18% in theM SSM .Including theb! s
 rate,as

m easured by CLEO,reduces the probability from 18% to 15% . In the constrained

M SSM requiring uni�cation and electroweak sym m etry breaking no im provem entof

R b ispossible.
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1. Introduction

PresentLEP data show a too high value ofR b (3.4�)and a too low value ofRc

(2�)whereRb(c) istheratio R b(c) = �Z 0! b�b(c�c)=�Z 0! q�q.In thepastithasbeen shown

by severalgroups that it is possible to im prove R b using supersym m etric m odels

with lightcharginos,stopsorHiggses,which yield positive contributionsto the Zb�b

vertex [1]-[9].In thispaperweperform an equivalentanalysisofallelectroweak data

both in the Standard M odel(SM )and itssupersym m etric extension (M SSM ).The

conclusion isthatonly a m oderate increase in the probability can be found forthe

M SSM ascom pared to theSM ,ifallpresentlim itson supersym m etric particlesand

theratio b! s
 aretaken into account.Theanalysiswasperform ed using allactual

electroweak data from Tevatron [11,12],LEP and SLC [13,14],the m easurem ent

of
B R (b! s
)

B R (b! ce��)
from CLEO [15]and lim its on the m asses ofsupersym m etric particles

[1,16,17,18,19,20].

For low values oftan� the diagram s with charginos and right handed stops in

the vertex loop aredom inant,while forhigh tan� the exchange ofthepseudoscalar

Higgs between the outgoing b-quarks,which is proportionalto m b � tan� becom es

im portanttoo. Itshould be noted thatlightstopsand charginoswillcontribute to

theb! s
 ratewith an oppositesign astheSM diagram ofthetop -W boson loop,

so thepredicted b! s
 ratecan becom eeasily too sm all,ifthestopsand charginos

arelight.Therefore,getting R b and b! s
 rightisnoteasy,sinceRb wantssparticle

m asses near the experim entallim its,while b ! s
 needs sparticles wellabove the

experim entallim itsora su�ciently largetan�.

2. Z 0
boson on-resonance observables

AttheZ boson resonancetwo classesofprecision observablesareavailable:

a) inclusive quantities:

� thepartialleptonicand hadronicdecay width �f �f,

� thetotaldecay width �Z,

� thehadronicpeak crosssection �h,

� theratioofthehadronictotheelectronicdecay width oftheZ boson:Rh,

� theratio ofthepartialdecay width forZ ! c�c(b�b)to thehadronicwidth,

R c,R b.

b) asym m etriesand thecorresponding m ixing angles:

� theforward-backward asym m etriesA
f

F B ,

� theleft-rightasym m etriesA
f

LR ,



� the� polarization P�,

� thee�ective weak m ixing anglessin2�
f

eff.

Togetherwith the quantity �r in the correlation ofthe W m assto the electroweak

inputparam etersG �,M Z and �em ,thissetofprecision observablesisconvenientfor

a num ericalanalysis ofthe supersym m etric param eter space. In the following the

observablesde�ned aboveareexpressed with thehelp ofe�ective couplings.

2.1.The e�ective Z-f-f couplings

The coupling ofthe Z boson to ferm ionsf can be expressed by e�ective vector

and axialvectorcoupling constantsv
f

eff;a
f

eff in term softheNC vertex:

J
�

N C =
e

2s2W c
2
W



� (v

f

eff � a
f

eff
5); (1)

where theconvention isintroduced :c2W = cos2�W = 1� s2W = M 2
W =M

2
Z [21].Input

param etersarethe� decay constantG � = 1:166392� 10� 5 GeV � 2,�E M = 1=137:036

and them assoftheZ 0 boson M Z = 91:1884GeV.Them assoftheW boson isrelated

to theseinputparam etersthrough:

G �
p
2
=

��E M

2s2W M
2
W

�
1

1� �r M SSM (�E M ;M W ;M Z;m t;:::)
; (2)

wherethecom pleteM SSM one-loop contributionsareparam eterized by thequantity

�r M SSM [22].LeadinghigherorderStandardM odelcorrections[23,24]tothequantity

�r areincluded in thecalculation.

Thee�ective couplingsv
f

eff;a
f

eff can bewritten as:

v
f

eff =

q

ZZ (v
f + �v f + ZM Q f)

a
f

eff =

q

ZZ (a
f + �a f): (3)

vf and af arethetree-levelvectorand axialvectorcouplings:

v
f = I

f

3 � 2Q fs
2

W ;a
f = I

f

3: (4)

ZZ,ZM aregiven in eq.(10).Thecom pleteM SSM one-loop contributionsofthenon-

universal�nitevectorand axialvectorcouplings�v f,�a f havebeen calculated[25],

togetherwiththeleadingtwo-loopStandardM odelcontributions[23,24,26].Theyare

derived in the’tHooft-Feynm angaugeandin theon-shellrenorm alization schem e[27].

Fig. 1 showstheM SSM one-loop Z ! f �f vertex correction diagram s.
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Figure 1: M SSM one-loop Z ! f �f vertex correction diagram s. i;j;k = 1;::;2(4)

arechargino,neutralino and sferm ionsindices.No particleperm utationsareshown.

3



Figure2: M SSM ferm ion self-energies.

Figure3:Z boson wave function renorm alization.
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Thenon-universalcontributionscan bewritten in thefollowing way:

�v f = F
SM
V + �F V ;

�a f = F
SM
A + �F A:

TheStandard M odelform factorsF SM
V;A corresponding to thediagram sof�gs.1 and

2 can befound e.g in refs.[27,23].Thediagram swith a virtualphoton arelisted for

com pletenessin the�gures.They arenotpartofthee�ectiveweak couplingsbutare

treated separately in theQED corrections,togetherwith realphoton brem sstrahlung.

Thenon-standard contributionsaresum m arized by

�F V =
X

i

F
(i)

V + vf�Z
f

V + af�Z
f

A

�F A =
X

i

F
(i)

A + vf�Z
f

A + af�Z
f

V

wherethesum extendsoverthediagram sof�g.1 with internalcharged and neutral

Higgsbosons,charginos,neutralinosand scalarferm ions,each diagram contributing

F
(i)

V 
� � F
(i)

A 
�
5

to the Zff-vertex. The self-energy diagram s of�g. 2 with internalneutralHiggs,

chargino,neutralino and sferm ion linesdeterm inethe�eld renorm alization constants

�Z
f

V = ��V (m
2

f)� 2m 2

f[�
0
V (m

2

f)+ �0
s(m

2

f)]

�Z
f

A = �(m 2

f) (5)

with the scalarfunctions�V;A ;S in the decom position ofthe ferm ion self-energy ac-

cording to

�=6p� V + 6p
5�A + m f�S:

The contributions from the Higgs sector are given explicitly in ref.[28]. For the

genuine SUSY diagram s,the couplingsforcharginos,neutralinosand sferm ionsare

taken from [30],togetherwith thediagonalization m atricesgiven in section 3.

Theuniversalpropagatorcorrectionsfrom the�niteZ boson wavefunction renor-

m alization ZZ and the
Z m ixingZM arederived from the(
;Z)propagatorm atrix.

Theinverse m atrix is:

(� ��)
� 1 = ig��

 
k2 + �̂
(k

2) �̂
Z(k
2)

�̂
Z(k
2) k2 � M 2

Z + �̂Z(k
2)

!

; (6)

where �̂
,�̂Z,�̂
Z aretherenorm alized selfenergiesand m ixing.They areobtained

by sum m ing the loop diagram s,shown sym bolically in �g.3,and the counterterm s

and can befound in ref.[29].

5



Theentriesin the(
;Z)propagatorm atrix:

� �� = �ig��

 
� 
 � 
Z

� 
Z � Z

!

; (7)

aregiven by:

� 
(k
2) =

1

k2 + �̂
(k
2)�

�̂ 2


Z
(k2)

k2� M 2

Z
+ �̂ Z (k

2)

� Z(k
2) =

1

k2 � M 2
Z + �̂Z (k

2)�
�̂ 2


Z
(k2)

k2+ �̂ 
(k
2)

� 
Z(k
2) = �

�̂
Z(k
2)

[k2 + �̂
(k
2)][k2 � M 2

Z + �̂Z(k
2)]� �̂2


Z(k
2)
: (8)

Therenorm alization condition to de�nethem assoftheZ boson isgiven by thepole

ofthepropagatorm atrix (eq.6).Thepolek2 = M 2
Z isthesolution oftheequation:

R e[(M 2

Z + �̂
(M
2

Z))�̂Z(k
2)� �̂2


Z(M
2

Z)]= 0 : (9)

Eq.(8)yieldsthewavefunction renorm alization ZZ and m ixing ZM :

ZZ = ResM Z
� Z =

1

1+ R e�̂0
Z(k

2)� R e

�
�̂ 2


Z
(k2)

k2+ �̂ 
(k
2)

�0

�
�
�
�
�
�
�
�
�
k2= M 2

Z

ZM = �
�̂
Z(M

2
Z)

M 2
Z + �̂
(M

2
Z)

: (10)

2.2. Z boson observables

Theferm ionicZ boson partialdecay widths�f �f can bewritten asfollows:

1) f 6= b:

�f �f =
N C

p
2G �M

3
Z

12�
(1� �r M SSM )

"

(v
f

eff)
2 + (a

f

eff)
2(1�

6m 2
f

M 2
Z

)

#

�

�(1+
3�E M

4�
Q
2

f)(1+ �
f

Q C D ); (11)

where

�
f

Q C D =

(
0 ;f = leptons

�s
�
+ 1:405(�s

�
)2 � 12:8(�s

�
)3 �

Q 2

f

4

��s
�2

;f = quarks
: (12)
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2) f = b:

�b�b =
N C

p
2G �M

3
Z

12�
(1� �r M SSM )

h

(vbeff)
2 + (abeff)

2
i

�(1+
3�E M

4�
Q
2

b)(1+ �
b
Q C D )+ �� b�b :

(13)

In �� b�b the b quark speci�c �nite m ass term s with QCD corrections [26]are

included.�bQ C D isgiven in eq.(12).

Thetotaldecay width �Z isthesum ofthecontributionsfrom leptonsand quarks:

�Z =
X

f

�f �f : (14)

In thefollowing �had =
P

q�q�q isthehadronicdecay width oftheZ boson.

Thehadronicpeak crosssection isde�ned as

�h =
12�

M 2
Z

�ee�had

�2Z
: (15)

Theratio ofthehadronicto theelectronicdecay width isde�ned as

R e =
�had

�ee
: (16)

Theratioofthepartialdecay width forZ ! b�b(c�c)tothetotalhadronicdecay width

isgiven by

R b(c) =
�b�b(c�c)

�had
: (17)

Thefollowingquantitiesand observablesdepend on theratioofthevectortoaxial

vectorcoupling. The e�ective 
avourdependent weak m ixing angle can be written

as

sin2�
f

eff =
1

4jQ fj

0

@ 1�
v
f

eff

a
f

eff

1

A : (18)

Theleft-rightasym m etriesaregiven by

A
f

LR = A
f =

2v
f

eff=a
f

eff

1+ (v
f

eff=a
f

eff)
2
; (19)

whiletheforward-backward asym m etriescan bewritten as

A
f

F B =
3

4
A

e
A

f
: (20)
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3. T he M SSM

3.1.Higgssector

ThescalarsectoroftheM SSM iscom pletely determ ined by thevalueoftan� =

v2=v1 and the pseudoscalar m ass M A ,together with the radiative corrections. The

latteronesare taken into accountin term softhe e�ective potentialapproxim ation

with the leading term s� m 4
t,including the m ixing in the scalartop system [31].In

thisway,the coupling constantsofthe variousHiggsparticlesto gauge bosonsand

ferm ionscan be taken overfrom [30]substituting only the scalarm ixing angle � by

theim proved e�ectivem ixing anglewhich isobtained from thediagonalization ofthe

scalarm assm atrix.

3.2.Sferm ion sector

Thephysicalm assesofsquarksand sleptonsaredescribed by a2� 2m assm atrix:

M
2
~f
=

0

@
M 2

~Q
+ m 2

f + M 2
Z(I

f

3 � Q fs
2
W )cos2� m f(A f + �fcot�;tan�g)

m f(A f + �fcot�;tan�g) M 2

f~U ;~D g
+ m 2

f + M 2
ZQ fs

2
W cos2�

1

A ;

(21)

with SUSY softbreaking param etersM ~Q
,M ~U

,M ~D
,A f,and �. Itisconvenient to

usethefollowing notation fortheo�-diagonalentriesin eq.(21):

A
0
f = A f + �fcot�;tan�g : (22)

Scalar neutrinos appear only as left-handed m ass eigenstates. Up and down type

sferm ions in (21) are distinguished by setting f=u,d and the fu;dg entries in the

parenthesis. Since the non-diagonalterm sare proportionalto m f,itseem snatural

to assum eunm ixed sferm ionsforthelepton and quark caseexceptforthescalartop

sector. The ~tm assm atrix isdiagonalized by a rotation m atrix with a m ixing angle

�m ix. Instead ofM ~Q
,M ~U

,M ~D
,A 0

t for the
~b,~tsystem the physicalsquark m asses

m ~bL
;m ~bR

,m ~t2
can be used togetherwith A 0

t or,alternatively,the stop m ixing angle

�m ix. Forsim plicity we assum e m ~bL
= m ~bR

,and ~u, ~d,~c,~s to have m asses m asses

equalto the~bsquark m ass.

A possible m asssplitting between ~bL-~tL yieldsa contribution to the �-param eter

� = 1+ �� in term sof[22]: k

�� 0
~b� ~t

=
3�E M

16�s2W M
2
W

0

@ m
2
~bL
+ m

2
~tL
� 2

m 2
~bL
m 2

~tL

m 2
~bL
� m 2

~tL

log
m 2

~bL

m 2
~tL

1

A : (23)

kThesuperscript� �0 indicatesthatno left-rightm ixing ispresent.
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Asa universalloop contribution,itentersthequantity

�r’ �� E M �
c2W

s2W
�� + ::: (24)

and alltheZ boson widths

�f �f � 1+ �� + � � �

and isthussigni�cantly constrained by thedata on M W and theleptonicwidths.

3.3.Chargino/Neutralino sector

Thechargino (neutralino)m assesand them ixing anglesin thegaugino couplingsare

calculated from softbreaking param etersM 1,M 2 and � in thechargino (neutralino)

m assm atrix[30].Thevalidity oftheGUT relation M 1 = 5=3tan2�W M 2 isassum ed.

Thechargino 2� 2 m assm atrix isgiven by

M ~�� =

 
M 2 M W

p
2sin�

M W

p
2cos� ��

!

; (25)

with theSUSY softbreaking param eters� and M 2 in thediagonalm atrix elem ents.

The physicalchargino m ass states ~��i are the rotated wino and charged Higgsino

states:

~�+i = Vij 
+

j

~��i = Uij 
�
j ;i;j= 1;2 : (26)

Vij and Uij are unitary chargino m ixing m atricesobtained from the diagonalization

ofthem assm atrix eq.25:

U �
M ~�� V

� 1 = diag(m
~�
�
1

;m
~�
�
2

): (27)

Theneutralino 4� 4 m assm atrix can bewritten as:

M ~�0 =

0

B
B
B
@

M 1 0 �M Z sin�W cos� M Z sin�W sin�

0 M 2 M Z cos�W cos� �M Z cos�W sin�

�M Z sin�W cos� M Z cos�W cos� 0 �

M Z sin�W sin� �M Z cos�W sin� � 0

1

C
C
C
A

(28)

wherethediagonalization can beobtained by theunitary m atrix N ij:

N �
M ~�0N

� 1 = diag(m ~�0
i

): (29)

The elem entsUij,Vij,N ij ofthe diagonalization m atricesenterthe couplingsofthe

charginos,neutralinosand sferm ionstoferm ionsand gaugebosons,asexplicitly given

9



in ref.[30].Note thatoursign convention on theparam eter� isopposite to thatof

ref.[30].

4. R esults

4.1.Chargino M asses

Asm entioned beforethelow tan� scenariooftheM SSM needsalightrighthanded

stop and lighthiggsino-likechargino foralargevalueofR b,whereasin thehigh tan�

scenario one needsin addition a lightpseudoscalarHiggsA [1,3]. A higgsino -like

chargino can beobtained fora low valueoftheparam eter� in them assm atrix (eq.

25).Figs.4and 5show thedependenceofthecharginom asseson theparam eter� in

a region oftheparam eterspacewhich yieldsa good global�2.In caseofhigh tan�,

m ~�2 isalm ostsym m etric around zero,whereasin case oflow tan� thisdependence

ism ore com plicated,ascan be seen from �g.4. ForM 2 = 3 j� jthe lightchargino

m asspasseszero at� = �40,so thefollowing low tan� plotswerem adefor� > �40

and � � �40 GeV.Theasym m etric structure of�g.4 isre
ected in thecontoursof

constantR b in the m ~�2 versuslightscalartop m ~t2
plane (see �g.6). High valuesof

R b up to 0.2194 arepossible(see�gs.6 and 7),although thesespecialregionsofthe

param eterspacearealready experim entally excluded by thelowerlim itson sparticle

m asses.

Taking M 2 =j� jdoesnotchangetheseresultsvery m uch,ascan beseen from a

com parison ofthe�2 distributionsin �g.8 (M 2 = 3j� j)and �g.9 (M 2 =j� j).The

sm allincreaseofthe�2 atcharginom assesaround80GeV inthelefthandpartof�g.9

isdue to neutralino threshold singularities,forwhich an additional�2 contribution

has been added,ifthe sum oftwo neutralino m asses is close to the Z 0 m ass. The

sharp increaseofthe�2 function atlow chargino m assesisduetoexperim entallim its

on chargino,neutralino and stop m assesfrom LEP 1.5 [16,17,18].

4.2.Optim ization ofParam eters

An optim ization offree param etersofthe M SSM wasperform ed by m inim izing

a �2 function using M INUIT [10]. Severalcontributions to the �2 were taken into

account:

� experim entallim itson the m asses ofsupersym m etric particlesand neutralino

production from LEP 1.5 and Tevatron [16,17,18]

� precision m easurem entsofon resonanceobservablesfrom LEP [14],takingerror

correlationsinto account

� them easurem entofthebranching ratio
B R (b! s
)

B R (b! ce��)
from CLEO [15]

10



experim entallim its

~m
�
�
1;2

> 65 GeV

~m �0
1

> 13 GeV

~m �0
2

> 35 GeV

~m �0
3;4

> 60 GeV

�Z ! neutralinos < 2 M eV

~m t1;2 > 48 GeV

m h,m H ,m A,m H � > 50 GeV

Table1: M asslim itsassum ed fortheoptim ized �ts.

The experim entallim itsincluded in the �tare sum m arized in table 1 [1,16,17,

18,20]. The calculation ofthe totaldecay width ofthe Z boson into neutralinosis

based on reference[32],thecalculation oftheratio b! s
 on reference[33].

Asalready m entioned,R b m ainly dependson thestop m assand thelightchargino

m assforthelow tan� and on thepseudoscalarHiggsm assand chargino m assforthe

high tan� scenario.In orderto geta feeling forthesize ofthee�ects,we study the

dependence ofthe�2 function on theseparam eterswith optim ization oftherem ain-

ing param eters. Thishasbeen done forboth the low and the high tan� solutions.

Thebestsolutionswillbepresented in thenextchapter.

� Low tan� :

Fig.10showsthechangein thebestobtainable�2 in thechargino -stop plane.

Foreach valueofthelighterscalartop m ~t2
and m

~�
�
2

in agrid of10�10pointsan

optim ization ofm t,�s and thestop m ixingangle�m ix wasperform ed,assum ing

M 2 = 3j� jfora�xed valueoftan� =1.6.In thenextsection thisassum ption

willbe dropped. Low sparticle m asses yield a sharp increase in the �� 2 in

�g.10 because ofthe included m ass lim its. The m inim um �2 is obtained for

chargino m asses justabove the experim entallim it,although itincreases only

slowly with increasing sparticlem asses.R b increasessigni�cantly with decreas-

ing values ofthe stop and chargino m ass,ascan be seen from �g.11. M uch

lesssigni�cantistheim provem entofR c.W ithin theplaneof�g.11 itchanges

lessthan 0.0005 units.Theincrease ofR b m ustbecom pensated by a decrease

of�s (see�g.12)in orderto keep thetotalZ-width constant.Thestop m ixing

angle�m ix,shown in �g.13,ism ainly determ ined by theCLEO m easurem ent

ofb! s
. The chargino contribution to b ! s
 isproportionalto the Higgs

m ixing param eter�,which changesitssign form ~�� � 60 GeV (see �g.4),so

theb! s
 ratechangesrapidly forthesechargino m asses,asshown in �g.14.

The uncertainty in the predicted b ! s
 rate from the renorm alization scale
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hasbeen taken into accountand wasvaried between m b=2 and 2m b [34]. The

scaleitselfhasbeen chosen to bem b.

� High tan�:

Sim ilar�tscan be perform ed forthe high tan� scenario in the pseudo scalar

Higgsm A versus lightchargino plane. Asin the low tan� case M 2 = 3 j� j

wasassum ed.In �g.15 theresulting changein the�2 isgiven for�xed tan� =

50. Forsm allchargino m asses there is a sharp increase in the �2 due to the

corresponding m asslim it,see above. The best valuesforR b can be obtained

for sm allvalues ofm A and m ~�� , see �g.16. As in the low tan� case the

enhancem entofR b m ustbe com pensated by a decrease of�s,see �g.17,and

the im provem ent ofR c is sm all,less than 0.0006 within the given param eter

plane.The m ixing angle,shown in �g.18,ism ainly determ ined by the b! s


rate,which can be�tted in thewholem A -chargino plane,see�g.19.

4.3.BestSolutions

Standard M odelFits:

The input values from M W ,m t,the electroweak m ixing angle and the Z 0 line

shape observables have been sum m arized in table 2. The SM predictions were ob-

tained from theZFITTER package[35]and alltheerrorcorrelationsweretaken from

[14].The�tswerem adewith �s,m t and m H asfreeparam eters,which resulted in

�s = 0:1215� 0:0036

m t = 167:3+ 8:2� 7:6 GeV

m H = 66+ 81� 37 GeV:

The quoted errorshave been determ ined using M INOS [10]. Furtherdetails ofthe

procedure are described elsewhere,see forexam ple [36,37,38].The �2=d:o:f ofthe

SM �tis23.2/15 which correspondsto a probability of8% .Here,them ain contribu-

tionsto the�2 originatefrom R b (��
2 = 10:7),sin2�

lept

eff from SLD (�� 2 = 3:6)and

R c (��
2 = 3:3). The correlation param eterbetween m H and m t forthe best�tis

approxim ately 0.7;thisstrong correlation isshown in �g.20.Oneobservesthatthe

upperlim iton theHiggsm assisobtained form t� 175GeV;however,theupperlim it

issensitive to sin2�
lept

eff asshown by thedashed contourin �g.20,where theprecise

valueofsin2�
lept

eff from SLD wasexcluded from the�t.The dependence ofsin2�
lept

eff

on the SM Higgs m ass is approxim ately logarithm ic (see �g. 21). The LEP data

alone withoutSLD yields m H = 144+ 164� 82 GeV,SLD alone yields m H = 15+ 25� 8 GeV,

as indicated by the squares in �g. 21. The latter value is excluded by the lower
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lim itof58.4GeV from thecom bined LEP experim ents[20].In addition,theALEPH

Collaboration givesa recentlim itof63.9 GeV on theSM Higgsm ass[19].The�� 2

dependence oftheHiggsm assisshown in �g.22 forvariousconditions.

M SSM Fitsand Com parison with the SM :

In ordertoobtain thebestM SSM �tstheassum ption M 2 = 3j� jisdropped and

M 2 istreated asa freeparam eter.R b increaseswith decreasing tan�.The�tresults

fora tan� aslow asone are given in the �rstcolum n oftable 3,the corresponding

predictionsofelectroweak observablesin table2.Note thehigh value ofR b and the

corresponding low valueof�s.Theresulting �
2=d:o:f:is15.1/11,corresponding to a

probability ofabout18% .Unfortunately,thecorresponding b! s
 rateisaboutone

orderofm agnitude too sm allin thisregion ofparam eterspace.Largerratescan be

obtained eitherby heaviersparticlem assesorby largervaluesoftan�.W ith b! s


included in the�tand a freetan�,thepreferred valueoftan� waseitheraround 1.6

or50.

The�tresultsforthesevaluesoftan� aregiven in table3 too and thepredicted

valuesofallobservableswith theirpullshavebeen sum m arized in table2.Notethat

theM SSM prediction oftheW -boson m assisalwayshigherthan theStandard M odel

one.

Forthe bestsolutionsthe gluino m asswas�xed to 1500 GeV,the stau m assto

500 GeV and the sbottom m ass to 1000 GeV in both the low and the high tan�

scenario,sincethey arelesssensitiveto theLEP observablesand thereforecannotbe

�tted. Theirin
uence wasstudied by �xing them to di�erentvaluesand repeating

the�tsagain.Firstthelow tan� scenario willbediscussed.A variation ofthegluino

m assfrom 200 GeV up to 2000 GeV did notchange thebestobtainable�2,varying

thestau m assin thesam erangechanged the�2 lessthan 0.2.Furtherm ore,thebest

obtainable�2 changed lessthan 0.2when varyingthesbottom m assand pseudoscalar

Higgs m ass from 800 GeV to 2000 GeV.Forvalues ofthese two param eters below

800 GeV the �2 increased signi�cantly,m ainly because the prediction ofR b becam e

too sm all.

W ithin thehigh tan� scenario nosigni�cantchangeoftheglobal�2 wasdetected

when the gluino m ass was varied between 200 GeV and 2000 GeV,but the stau

m asswassom ewhatm oresensitive.A variation ofthisparam eterbetween 300 GeV

and 700 GeV changed the global�2 less than 0.2,butifitwas chosen higherthan

1000 GeV the �2 increased up to 1.6 units,m ainly because the prediction ofA �

becam e worse. The sbottom m asswasvaried between 800 GeV and 2000 GeV.As

in the low tan� case there was no dependence on this param eter ifit was chosen

heavy,butforlow valuesthe preferred top m assbecam e too sm all.M 2 was�xed at

1500 GeV.A variation between 1000 GeV and 2000 GeV changed thebestreachable

�2 lessthan 0.2,forsm allervaluestheglobal�2 increased up to oneunit.

Tocheck thein
uenceoftheassum ptionson M 1 forthebest�ts,theGUT relation
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M 1 = 5=3tan2�W M 2 wasdropped and the�twasrepeated with a freeM 1,butthis

did notim prove thebestobtainable�2 signi�cantly.

A direct com parison to the Standard M odel �ts is given for allthree �ts in

�gs.24-26. The resulting Standard M odel�2=d:o:f: = 23:2=15 corresponds to a

probability of8% ,the M SSM �ts correspond to probabilities of15% (tan� = 1:6,

�2=d:o:f:= 16:9=12)and 10% (tan�=50,�2=d:o:f:= 18:4=12).In counting thed.o.f

theinsensitive(and �xed)param eterswereignored.Thehigh tan� scenarioishardly

m oreprobablethan theSM ,whileforlow tan� theprobability of15% isin between

thebestM SSM �twithoutb! s
 and theSM �t.

Anotherinterestingpointarethepredictionsfor�s(M Z).Fig.27showsacom par-

ison ofdi�erentm easurem entsof�s(M Z)(asgiven in [20,39])with the�tted values

given in thispaper.The �tted M SSM �s(M Z)isslightly sm allerthan the Standard

M odelvalue and in betteragreem entwith m easurem entsfrom deep inelastic lepton

scattering (DIS)and theworld average[20].

4.4.Discovery PotentialatLEP II

The particle spectrum forthe best�ts,asshown in table 3,suggeststhatsom e

SUSY particlescould be within reach ofLEP II.Ifthey are notfound,LEP IIwill

provide stringentSUSY m asslim its[37,38].In thefollowing theconsequencesofin-

creased m asslim itson the�tsarediscussed forboth thelow and high tan� scenario.

Chargino Searches:

The �2 in the region of the best low tan� �t increases slowly for increasing

charginom asses,see�g.23.Charginom assesaboveapossibleLEP IIlim itof95GeV

willincrease theglobal�2 ofthe�tby approxim ately 2 units,which correspondsto

a probability of9% ,which ishardly betterthan the SM probability,so one cannot

considertheM SSM asa bettersolution in thatcase.Forthehigh tan� scenario the

dependence ofthe global�2 on the chargino m ass is sm all,see �g.15,so increased

lim itswillhardly changetheprobability ofabout10% forthebestpossible�tin this

scenario.

Stop and Neutralino Searches:

The besttan� = 1:6 �thasa lightstop m assofabout48 GeV,and the lightest

neutralino is about 20 GeV,so this solution is just in between the regions ofthe

param eter space which are excluded by stop searches at LEP1 and the Tevatron

[18]: LEP Ilim its for light right handed stops are about 45 GeV,while D0 lim its

exclude52(70)GeV< m ~t2
< 92(87)GeV form ~�0 = 20 (40)GeV.A �twith increased

neutralino m ass lim its of45 GeV yielded a best solution of�2=d:o:f: = 17:8=12,

corresponding to a probability of12% ,which is worse than the solution presented
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above,butstillbetterthan theStandard M odelone.A sim ilar�2=d:o:f:wasobtained

ifthelightstop wasrequired to beheavierthan 90 GeV.Thereason forthiscan be

found in the 
at�2 distribution in �g.23. This�gure issim ilarto �g.10,buthere

M 2 wastreated asa freeinputparam eter.

Thestop m assin thehigh tan� solution is53 GeV,and thelightestneutralino is

quite heavy,above 70 GeV,so there isno con
ictwith stop searches. Furtherm ore,

thehigh tan� isinsensitivetothestop m ass,soan inreased m asslim itdoesnote�ect

the�t.

HiggsSearches:

The m assofthe lightscalarHiggsisa sensitive function ofthe top m ass. Ifthe

top m assisbelow 180GeV,theHiggsm assforthelow tan� �t(seetab.3)should be

observable atLEP II,especially ifone includesthe second ordercorrections,which

willlower the Higgs m ass by 10 - 15 GeV [38]. W ithin the high tan� scenario

both neutralHiggsbosonsare lightand have practically the sam e m ass. Increasing

the Higgslim itsup to 90 GeV increasesthe �2=dof to 23.7/12,corresponding to a

probability ofonly 2% ,which ism uch worsethan theSM �t.Thesteep dependence

ofthe�2 on thepseudoscalarHiggsm ass,which ism ainly caused by atoosm allvalue

ofR b,isshown in �g.15.

5. C M SSM and R b

In ref.[37]�ts to low energy data have been perform ed within the constrained

M SSM (CM SSM ).In this case uni�cation ofgauge and b-� Yukawa couplings is

assum ed.Reproducing thelargem asssplitting in thestop sector,asgiven in tab.3,

needsavery arti�cial�netuningofthefew freeparam etersoftheCM SSM ,especially

forthetrilinearand Yukawa couplingin thestop sector,which can drivethediagonal

elem ents ofthe stop m atrix,eq.21,apart. Note that the o�-diagonalelem ents of

this m atrix are too sm allto generate a large splitting,since the left-handed stop

isconsiderably heavier than the top,im plying thatone ofthe diagonalelem ents is

considerably largerthan theo�-diagonalelem ents.

In addition,problem s arise with electroweak sym m etry breaking,since this re-

quires� > M 2,while R b requires� < M 2 fora signi�cantim provem ent. In conclu-

sion,within the CM SSM neither the high value ofR b nor the low value ofR c can

be explained,so in thisscenario the solution m ustbe soughtin com m on system atic

errorsforallexperim ents,likePDB branchingratiosin thecharm -sector[40]causing

thetoo high valueofR b and too low valueofR c.

6. C onclusions

The M SSM providesa good description ofallelectroweak data.R b valuesup to
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0.2193arepossible,buttheb! s
 rateistoolow in thiscase.W ith allm assbounds

and the b! s
 rate included in the �t,the best�2=d:o:f in the M SSM is16.9/12,

which corresponds to a probability of15% as com pared to the SM probability of

about8% . ThisbestM SSM �twith lightstopsand lightcharginosisobtained for

tan� = 1:6.Anothersolution with tan� = 50 and lightHiggseshasa probability of

10% ,which isnotm uch ofan im provem entovertheSM .

The enhancem entofR b iscom pensated by a decrease in �s(M Z)from 0.1215 in

theSM caseto 0.116 in theM SSM .Thelatterisin som ewhatbetteragreem entwith

precisem easurem entsfrom DIS atlow energies(�s(M Z)= 0:112� 0:005).

The best solutions predict chargino,stop and pseudoscalar Higgs m asses which

m ay be detectable atLEP II.The high tan� solution,requiring lightHiggses,can

certainly beexcluded atLEP II,ifno Higgsesarefound.Forthelow tan� scenario

itwillbem oredi�cultto excludetheSUSY explanation ofthetoo high valueofR b,

since even forchargino and stop m assesabove 95 GeV m oderate im provem ents are

stillpossible. On the otherhand,ithasto be pointed outthatthe large splittings

within thestop sector,which yield thebest�t,arevery di�culttoobtain in anatural

way within a constrained M SSM m odel,since they require a very special�netuning

ofthetrilinearand Yukawa couplings.
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Sym bol m easurem ent best�tobservables

SM M SSM

tan� and pull pull 1.0 pull 1.6 pull 50 pull

M Z [GeV] 91.1884� 0.0022 91.1882 0.089 91.1884 0.000 91.1884 0.000 91.1884 0.000

�Z[GeV] 2.4964 � 0.0032 2.4973 -0.284 2.4956 0.241 2.4958 0.202 2.4952 0.363

�h [nb] 41.49 � 0.078 41.452 0.483 41.441 0.634 41.448 0.540 41.429 0.777

R l 20.789 � 0.032 20.774 0.456 20.7878 0.037 20.7878 0.037 20.7898 -0.024

A l
F B 0.0171 � 0.0011 0.0164 0.675 0.0165 0.577 0.0164 0.626 0.0165 0.505

R b 0.2211 � 0.0016 0.2159 3.222 0.2193 1.128 0.2180 1.915 0.2180 1.967

R c 0.1598 � 0.0069 0.1723 -1.805 0.1703 -1.522 0.1706 -1.559 0.1706 -1.565

A b
F B 0.1002 � 0.0028 0.1034 -1.145 0.1040 -1.366 0.1038 -1.286 0.1043 -1.453

A c
F B 0.0759 � 0.0051 0.0740 0.374 0.0743 0.319 0.0741 0.347 0.0745 0.281

A b 0.842 � 0.052 0.9336 -1.761 0.9361 -1.810 0.9356 -1.800 0.9361 -1.809

A c 0.6180 � 0.091 0.6680 -0.550 0.6684 -0.554 0.6682 -0.552 0.6685 -0.555

A � 0.1394 � 0.0069 0.1477 -1.196 0.1482 -1.270 0.1479 -1.235 0.1479 -1.229

A e 0.1429 � 0.0079 0.1477 -0.605 0.1482 -0.667 0.1479 -0.636 0.1484 -0.712

sin2�
lept

eff(hQ F B i) 0.2320 � 0.0010 0.2314 0.562 0.23138 0.624 0.23141 0.593 0.23133 0.669

M W [GeV] 80.33 � 0.15 80.370 -0.265 80.417 -0.583 80.422 -0.616 80.452 -0.814

1� M 2
W =M

2
Z 0.2257 � 0.0047 0.2232 0.531 0.2223 0.727 0.2222 0.747 0.2216 0.869

m t [GeV] 175 � 9. 167.3 0.858 172.8 0.239 172.1 0.32 168.0 0.776

sin2�
lept

eff(A LR)(SLD) 0.23049� 0.0005 0.23144 -1.900 0.23138 -1.773 0.23141 -1.834 0.23133 -1.682

Table 2: M easurem ents ofthe observables [14]and the predicted results ofthe �ts with m inim um �2. The pulls are

de�ned by (m easurem ent-predicted value)/ errorofthem easurem ent.
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Fitted SUSY param etersand m asses

Sym bol tan�= 1.0 tan�= 1.6 tan�= 50

no b! s
 b! s
 inc.

m t[GeV] 173�7 172�6 168�6
�s 0.1104�0.0043 0.1161�0.0038 0.1162�0.0039

M 2[GeV] 25�8 36�23 -

�[GeV] 35�53 42�9 76�28

m ~t2
[GeV] 48�5 48�5 53�40

�m ix -0.163�0.115 -0.203�0.091 0.0021�0.0054

m A [GeV] - - 50�5

ParticleSpectrum

m ~t1
[GeV] � 1 TeV

m ~t2
[GeV] 48 48 53

m ~q[GeV] 1 TeV

m ~l
[GeV] 0.5 TeV

m ~
�
�
1

[GeV] 91 106 1504

m ~
�
�
2

[GeV] 81 69 76

m ~
�0
1

[GeV] 15 21 73

m ~�0
2

[GeV] 35 38 79

m ~
�0
3

[GeV] 90 97 714

m ~�0
4

[GeV] 102 102 1504

m h[GeV] 97 110 50

m H [GeV] � 1:5 TeV 98

m A [GeV] 1:5 TeV 50

m H � [GeV] � 1:5 TeV 143

M
�
W [GeV] 80.4174 80.4224 80.4520

B R (b! s
)

B R (b! ce��)
=10� 4 (0.19) 2.05 2.30

�2=d:o:f: (15.1/11) 16.9/12 18.4/12

Probability 18% 15% 10%

Table3: Valuesofthe�tted param eters(upperpart)and corresponding m assspec-

trum (lowerpart).Theerrorson theparam etersareparabolicones.Theparam eters

given in the�rstcolum n gavea m inim um �2=d:o:f:of15:1=11 fortheLEP -observ-

ables.Hereb! s
 wasnotincluded in the�t,buttheresulting b! s
 rateisabout

oneorderofm agnitudetoo sm all.Including b! s
 rateasm easured by theCLEO

Collaboration [15]requiresa highervalue oftan�,which reducesthe best�2=d:o:f:

to16:9=12(second colum n).On therighthand sidetheresultsoftheoptim ization for

tan� = 50 are given. The dashesindicate irrelevantparam eterswhich were chosen

high.
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Figure 20: �� 2 = 1 and �� 2 = 4 contourlinesforallelectroweak data including

sin2�
lept

eff from SLD (continousline)and withoutit(dashed line).Thestarsindicate

thebest�ts.
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Figure 21: Dependence ofthe SM sin2�
lept

eff on the Higgs m ass. The top m ass

m t = 175� 9 GeV wasvaried within itserror,asshown by thedashed band labelled

SM (upper(lower)boundarym t=166(184)GeV).TheSLD andtheLEP m easurem ent

ofsin2�
lept

eff are also shown ashorizontalbands. Fitsto the electroweak data prefer

m t � 170 GeV and lightHiggsm asses,asindicated by the squaresforthe separate

LEP and SLD m easurem ents,whilethestaristheresultofthecom bined �tto SLD

and LEP data.Clearly,theSLD valueyieldsaHiggsm asslessthan therecentslim its

of63.9 GeV by directHiggssearchesatLEP (shaded area)[19].
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� > �40,including theratio b! s
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Figure 24: Resulting observables for the �t given in table 3 for tan� = 1:0. A

signi�cant im provem ent ofR b can be observed here. The ratio b ! s
 was not

included in this�there.
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Figure25: Resulting observablesforthe�tgiven in table3 fortan� = 1:6. ~m b was

�xed to1000GeV,m A and thegluinom asswere�xed to1500GeV.Includingb! s


in the �titisstillpossible to im prove the prediction ofR b with Supersym m etry a

bit.
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χ2/d.o.f = 23.2/15

LEP: Nν

MZ

ΓZ

σhad

Rl

A
FB

l

Rb

Rc

A
FB

b

A
FB

c

Ab

Ac

Aτ

Ae

Mt

sin2Θ
eff

lept

SLC: sin2Θ
eff

lept(ALR)

χ2/d.o.f = 18.4/12

Data / SM
 Data / MSSM(tanβ=50)

0.85 0.9 0.95 1 1.05 1.1 1.15

0.85 0.9 0.95 1 1.05 1.1 1.15

Figure26: Resulting observablesforthe�tgiven in table3 fortan� = 50. ~m b was

�xed to 1000 GeV,M 2 and thegluino m asswere�xed to 1500 GeV.Itispossibleto

im prove theprediction ofR b with Supersym m etry even forhigh valuesoftan�,but

theresultisnotasgood asforlow values.
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Figure 27: Com parison ofdi�erent m easurem ents of�s with the �t results. The

data hasbeen taken from [20]and [39].
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