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A bstract

TheM inin alsupersym m etric extension ofthe Standard M odel M SSM ) w ith light
stops, charginos orpseudoscalar H iggsbosonshasbeen suggested as an explanation of
the too high value ofthe branching ratio ofthe Z ° boson into b quarks Ry, anom aly).
A program incliding all radiative corrections to the M SSM at the sam e kevel as the
radiative corrections to the SM hasbeen developed and used to perform global tsto
all electroweak data from LEP, SLC and the Tevatron. T he probability of the global

t inproves from 8% In the SM to 18% in theM SSM . Including theb! s mte, as
m easured by CLEO , reduces the probability from 18% to 15% . In the constrained
M SSM requiring uni cation and electroweak symm etry breaking no in provem ent of
Ry ispossble.
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1. Introduction

Present LEP data show a too high value ofRy, (34 ) and a too low value of R
@ )whereRy) istheratio Ry) = 30y 1= 20! oq- IN the past it hasbeen shown
by several groups that it is possbl to Inprove Ry, using supersymm etric m odels
w ith light charginos, stops or H iggses, which yield positive contributions to the Z o
vertex [L}-8]. In this paper we perform an equivalent analysis of all electrow eak data
both in the Standard M odel (SM ) and its supersymm etric extension M SSM ). The
conclusion is that only a m oderate increase in the probability can be found for the
M SSM as com pared to the SM , ifall present lim its on supersym m etric particles and
themtiob! s aretaken into acoount. The analysis was perform ed using allactual
electroweak data from Tevatron [, 12], LEP and SLC {13, 14], the m easurem ent
Of% from CLEO {I8] and lim its on the m asses of supersym m etric particlkes
I, 18,17, 48,29, 24].

For Jow values of tan the diagram s w ith charginos and right handed stops in
the vertex loop are dom nant, while for high tan the exchange of the pssudoscalar
H iggs between the outgoing bquarks, which is proportionalto my,, tan lecomes
In portant too. Tt should be noted that light stops and charginos w ill contriute to
theb! s ratewih an opposite sign asthe SM diagram ofthe top -W boson loop,
o thepredicted b! s rate can becom e easily too an all, if the stops and charginos
are light. Therefore, getting R, and b ! s right isnot easy, sihce Ry, wants soarticke
m asses near the experim ental lim its, while b ! s needs goarticles well above the
experin ental Iim its or a su ciently large tan

2. 2% boson on-resonance observab les

At the Z boson resonance two classes of precision cbservables are available:
a) inclusive quantities:

the partial leptonic and hadronic decay width .,

the totaldecay width 5,

the hadronic peak cross section 4,

the ratio of the hadronic to the electronic decay w idth ofthe Z boson: R,,
the ratio ofthe partialdecay width orZ ! oc ) to the hadronic w idth,
R., Rp.

b) asymm etries and the corresponding m ixing angles:

the orward-Jjackward asym m etJ::iesAﬁB ’
the keftright asym m etries AER ’



the polarization P,
the e ective weak m ixing angles sif ... .

Together w ith the quantity r in the correlation ofthe W m ass to the electroweak
Input parametersG ,M ; and , , this set of precision observables is convenient for
a num erical analysis of the supersymm etric param eter space. In the follow ing the
cbservables de ned above are expressed w ith the help of e ective couplings.

2.1. The e ective Z f£-f couplings

The coupling of the Z boson to ferm ions £ can be expressed by e ective vector
and axial vector coupling constants v;fff; agff In tem s ofthe NC vertex:

° v, al. o) ; M
2892\7 szq ef f eff 5/ 7

where the convention is ntroduced : @ = cos y = 1 s =M2=M 2 PI]. Input
param eters are the decay constant G = 1:166392 10 °GeV 2, pu = 1=137:036
and them assoftheZ°boson M , = 91:1884G &V .Them assoftheW boson is related
to these nput param eters through:

Jye =

g_ . EM 1 . @)
E 2592\1Mv§ 1 M ssm (EM;MWr’Mz;mt;H:)’

w here the com plte M SSM one-loop contributions are param eterized by the quantity
ry ssu R2]. Leading higher order Standard M odelcorrectionsP3, 24] to the quantity
r are ncluded in the calculation.

The e ective couplings v;fff; aiff can be w ritten as:
q_
Vfo = Zy 6+ vi4 ZyQf)
q —
al,, = Z, @+ a’): 3)

vt and af are the tree-level vector and axial vector couplings:

vi=T1I 20¢8 ;at=1;: 4)
Z,,%y aregiven neq. (L0). The completeM SSM one-loop contributions ofthe non—
universal nite vector and axial vector couplings v £, a f have been calculated 3],
togetherw ith the leading two-loop Standard M odelcontributionsf3, 24,26]. T hey are
derived in the 't H ooft-Feynm an gauge and in the on-shell renom alization schem e7].
Fig. 1 showstheM SSM oneldoop Z ! ff vertex correction diagram s.



Figure 1: M SSM oneldoop Z ! ff vertex correction diagram s. i;j;k = 1;:524)
are chargino, neutralino and sferm jons indices. N o particle pem utations are shown.
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Figure 2: M SSM fem ion selfenergies.
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Figure 3: Z boson wave function renomm alization.




T he non-universal contributions can be w ritten in the follow ing way:

+ FV;

Ve = F
F + Fa:

SM

\Y%
af = ASM
T he Standard M odel form factorsFJ} corresponding to the diagram s of gs. 1 and
2 can be found eg I refs. P, 23]. The diagram sw ith a virtualphoton are listed for
com plkteness in the gures. They are not part ofthe e ective weak couplings but are
treated separately In the Q ED ocorrections, together w ith realphoton brem sstrahlung.

T he non-standard contributions are sum m arized by

X @) £ £
Fy = FV+Vf Zv+af ZA
X £ £
Fa = FA+Vf ZA+afZV

w here the sum extends over the diagram sof g. 1 wih intemal charged and neutral
H iggs bosons, charginos, neutralinos and scalar fem ions, each diagram contrbuting

@

@
Fy

F, 5

to the Z ffwvertex. The slfenergy diagram s of g. 2 with intemal neutral H iggs,
chargino, neutralino and sferm ion lnes determ ne the eld renomm alization constants

N
|

vm?) 2mildmi)+ 2m2)]
Zy = @32) 5)

w ith the scalar functions ya ;s In the decom position of the ferm ion selfenergy ac-
cording to
=@ vt ®s atme gt

The contrbutions from the Higgs sector are given explicitly in ref. P§]. For the
genuine SU SY diagram s, the couplings for charginos, neutralinos and sfemm ions are
taken from [3Q], together w ith the diagonalization m atrices given in section 3.

T he universal propagator corrections from the nite Z boson wave fiinction renor-
m alization Z, and the Z m ixing Zy arederived from the ( ; Z ) propagatorm atrix.
T he Inverse m atrix is:

. K+ T K T LK)

( Y'=dg A L ET ©)
z K) ke Mg+ 3 k%)

where ” , Az, A ; are the renom alized self energies and m ixing. T hey are cbtained

by summ ing the loop diagram s, shown symbolically in g3, and the counter tem s

and can be fund i ref. RY].



The entries In the ( ; 2 ) propagatorm atrix:

= ig ; (7)
Z Z
are given by:
1
(k2) - 5 A 2 ’\22 k2)
K ) e
1
2 &%) = . =
k? Mg+ z &%) 2t~ ®2)
" LK)
2 &) = : : @®)

K2+ " &)IK2 MZ+ T, k)] T2, K2)

T he renom alization condition to de ne them ass ofthe Z boson is given by the pol
of the propagatorm atrix (eq.'d). The poke k? = M / is the solution of the equation:

Re[M2+ " M2)) ;&%) "?,M2)]=0: )

Eq. @) yilds the wave function renom alization Z, and m ixing Z,, :

Zz; = Resy, gz = 0

2.2. 7 boson observables

The ferm jonic Z boson partialdecay widths ;; can be written as follow s:

1) £6 b:
p_ L #
Ne 26M; LRy Rt &
£f£f = - -~ M ssMm 3,
12 eff eff Mzz
3
@+ 4EMQ§>(1+ sen) i 1)
where
(
0 ;£ = leptons
gcp = 0z ;o 12)

—=+1:405(=)* 128(=)° — ;f= quarks



NCPEG M} h ) -
w = T, @ Tuseu) Wee)* + @)
3 EM

a+ 00) M+ Sep) +  w:

13)

In 4 thebquark speci ¢ nitemass term s with QCD corrections P§] are
ncluded. §., isgiven i eq. (2).

The totaldecay width ; isthe sum ofthe contributions from Jptons and quarks:

X
z = £f ¢ (14)
£

P
In the OloW NG haq = ¢ o 1S the hadronic decay width ofthe Z boson.

T he hadronic peak cross section is de ned as

12 ee had
hE —5 : 15)
M7

T he ratio of the hadronic to the electronic decay w idth is de ned as

had
Re= :

(16)
ee

T he ratio ofthe partialdecay width forZz ! kb (o) to the totalhadronic decay w idth

is given by

Mb(cc) |

Rb(c) = (17)

had

T he follow ing quantities and cbservables depend on the ratio ofthe vector to axial
vector coupling. The e ective avour dependent weak m ixing angle can be w ritten

as 0 ‘ 1
s Lm0l Sa as)
4D ¢ ] acss

T he kftright asym m etries are given by

ovi  =af

ff~ Geff

Al =naf= Sl (19
1+ (ee=acee)

w hile the forwardJoackward asym m etries can be w ritten as

Ay, =-A°AT: (20)



3. The M SSM

3.1. Higgs sector

The scalar sector of the M SSM  is com pletely determm ined by the valuie oftan =
v,=v; and the psesudoscalar m ass M , , together w ith the radiative corrections. The
latter ones are taken into account in temm s of the e ective potential approxin ation
with the lading temms  m;, ncluding the m ixing in the scalar top system BL]. In
this way, the coupling constants of the various H iggs particles to gauge bosons and
ferm dons can be taken over from (0] substituting only the scalarm ixing angle by
the In proved e ective m ixing angle which is obtained from the diagonalization ofthe
scalarm assm atrix.

3.2. Sfem ion sector

T he physicalm asses of squarks and skeptons are descrbed by a2 2m assm atrix:

0 1
M2_@Mé+m%+MZZ(I3f Q¢st )oos2 me@c+ foot ;tan g) N
T me@r+ foot ;tan Q) MfZU';D'g-I- mZ+MZ20¢s: cos2

@1)
with SUSY soft breaking param eters M orMy/ My, Ag,and . Tt is convenient to
use the ©llow ing notation for the o diagonalentries in eq. @I):

A?=A;+ foot ;tan g: @2)

Scalar neutrinos appear only as left-handed m ass eigenstates. Up and down type
sferm fons in @€1) are distinguished by setting £u,d and the fu;dg entries in the
parenthesis. Since the non-diagonal temm s are proportional to m ¢, i seem s natural
to assum e unm ixed sferm ions for the lepton and quark case except for the scalar top
sector. The €m assm atrix is diagonalized by a rotation m atrix with a m ixing angle

mix. Instead ofM ;, M, M, A? for the B, t system the physical squark m asses
mpy jmy ,Mm, can be used together w ith AS or, altematively, the stop m ixing angle

mix - FOr simplicity we assumemy = mg , and g, d, ¢, s to have m asses m asses
equalto the B squark m ass.

A possible m ass solitting between B, -t yields a contrdbution to the -param eter
=1+ intemsof P2]: *

0 1
2 2 2
3 ms m m
0o _ EM @ 2 2 B % B
5" 16 2 M7 my tmg 2m]§)L mé bgmé @3)

*The superscript  ° indicates that no leftright m ixing is present.



A s a universal loop contrbution, it enters the quantiy

%

SWT + (24)

r’ EM
and allthe Z boson widths

g 14 +

and is thus signi cantly constrained by the data on M  and the leptonic w idths.

3.3. Chargino/N eutralino sector

The chargiho (heutralino) m asses and the m ixing angles in the gaugino couplings are
calculated from soft breaking param etersM ;,M , and I the chargiho (heutralino)
massmaU:ixB-Q]. The validity ofthe GUT relation M ; = 5=3tan? 4 M , is assum ed.
The chargino 2 2 m assm atrix is given by
b- .
M, My 2sh

M . = P— ; 25
My 200s ! @)

w ith the SUSY soft breaking param eters and M , In the diagonalm atrix elem ents.
T he physical chargino m ass states ~; are the rotated wino and charged H iggsino
States:

_ +
~o= Vy ]

~ o= Uy 5 7 43=12: (6)

Vi; and Uj5 are unitary chargino m ixing m atrices obtained from the diagonalization
of the m ass m atrix eq.25:

UM~V1=djag(m~l;m~2): 7)

The neutralno 4 4 m assm atrix can be w ritten as:

M 0 M, sh ¢ ©oOS M, sh ¢ sih
M~o=§ 0 M, M, cos y ©OS M, cos y s
@ M, sn y 0OS M, cos y COS 0
Mg, sin 3 sin M, cos y sin 0
@8)

w here the diagonalization can be obtained by the unitary m atrix N ;5:
NM N '=diagm o) : 29)

The elam ents U5, V34, N 35 of the diagonalization m atrices enter the couplings of the
charginos, neutralinos and sferm ions to ferm ions and gauge bosons, as explicitly given

DOOO -



in ref. [3Q]. Note that our sign convention on the param eter is opposite to that of
ref. 301.

4. Resuls

4.1. Chargino M asses

A sm entioned beforethe Iow tan scenario oftheM SSM needsa light right handed
stop and light higgsino-like chargino for a large value ofRy, whereas in the high tan
scenariv one needs In addition a light pseudoscalar Higgs A [I, 3]. A higgsino — lke
chargino can be obtained for a low value of the param eter in them assm atrix (eg.
28).Figs.4 and § show the dependence ofthe chargino m asses on the param eter  in
a region of the param eter space which yields a good global 2. h case ofhigh tan ,
m ., is aln ost symm etric around zero, whereas in case of low tan this dependence
ism ore com plicated, as can be seen from  g.4. ForM , = 3 j jthe light chargio
masspasseszeroat = 40, o the ollow Ing low tan pltsweremade for > 40
and 40 GeV . The asym m etric structure of g.4 is re ected in the contours of
constant Ry, in them ., versus light scalar top m ;, plane (see g.4). High values of
Ry, up to 02194 are possble (e gs.'§ and 7), although these special regions of the
param eter space are already experin entally exclided by the lower 1im its on sparticle
m asses.

TakingM , = j Jjdoes not change these resuls very much, as can be seen from a
com parison ofthe ? distrbutionsih g.§ M,=33 jJand g.9 M,=3 J.The
am allincrease ofthe 2 at charginom assesaround 80 G &V in the left hand partof g.9
is due to neutralino threshold singularities, for which an additional 2 contribution
has been added, if the sum of two neutralino m asses is close to the Z° mass. The
sharp Increase ofthe 2 fiinction at low chargino m asses is due to experin ental lin its
on chargino, neutralino and stop m asses from LEP 15 14,177, 18].

4 2. Optim ization of P aram eters

An optin ization of free param eters of the M SSM was perform ed by m inin izing
a ? function using M WU IT {IQ]. Several contributions to the ? were taken into
acocount:

experin ental lim its on the m asses of supersym m etric particles and neutralino
production from LEP 1.5 and Tevatron [1§,17,18§]

precision m easurem ents ofon resonance cbservables from LEP i[I#], taking error
correlations into account

the m easuram ent of the branching ratjo% from CLEO [15]

10



experin ental lim its

o > 65GeV

mé > 13Gev

m 9 > 35Gev
oo > 60 Gev

7 | neutralinos < 2Mev
M, > 48 Gev
MpyMy MaMy > 50 Gev

Tablk 1: M ass lin its assum ed for the optin ized ts.

T he experin ental lin its included in the t are summ arized in table 1, [, 16, L7,
18, 20]. The caloulation of the total decay width of the Z boson into neutralinos is
based on reference B2], the calculation ofthe ratiob ! s on reference 33].

A salready m entioned, Ry, m ainly depends on the stop m ass and the light chargino
m ass forthe Iow tan and on the pssudoscalar H iggsm ass and chargino m ass for the
high tan scenaro. In order to get a feeling for the size of the e ects, we study the
dependence of the 2 fiinction on these param eters w ith optin ization of the rem ain—
Ing param eters. This has been done for both the Iow and the high tan solutions.
T he best solutions w ill be presented In the next chapter.

Low tan

F ig.1.0 show s the change i the best obtainable 2 i the chargino —stop plane.
Foreach value ofthe lighter scalartop m o, and m - Inagridofl0 10 pontsan
optin ization ofm, ¢ and the stopm xing anglke , ix wasperfom ed, assum ing
M,=3] Jjbra xedvalieoftan =1.6.In the next section thisassum ption
w il be dropped. Low spartick m asses yield a sharp increase in the 2 in

g. 10 because of the included m ass lim its. Them ininum ? is obtained for
chargino m asses just above the experim ental 1im it, although it Increases only
slow Iy w ith increasing sparticle m asses. Ry, increases signi cantly w ith decreas-
ing values of the stop and chargio mass, as can be seen from  g.11. M uch
less signi cant is the in provem ent of R .. W ithin the plane of g.11 it changes
Jess than 0.0005 units. The increase of Ry, m ust be com pensated by a decrease
of 4 (see g.12) in orderto keep the total Z-w idth constant. T he stop m ixing
angke i, shown n g.13, ismainly determ ined by the CLEO m easurem ent
ofb! s . The chargiho contrdbution tob ! s is proportional to the H iggs
m ixing param eter , which changes is sign form . 60 GeV (e g¥),
theb! s rate changes rapidly for these chargino m asses, as shown in  g..d4.
The uncertainty In the predicted b ! s rate from the renom alization scale
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has been taken into account and was varied between m,=2 and 2my, [34]. The
scale tself hasbeen chosen to bem .

High tan

Sin ilar ts can be perfom ed for the high tan socenario in the pssudo scalar
Higgsm , versus light chargino plane. Asin the low tan caseM, = 3 j J
wasassumed. In g.15 the resulting change in the 2 isgiven for xed tan =
50. For am all chargino m asses there is a sharp increase in the 2 due to the
corresoonding m ass lim it, see above. The best values for Ry, can be obtained
for snall values ofm, and m. , see g.16. As in the ow tan case the
enhancem ent of R, must be com pensated by a decrease of ., see g.17, and
the In provem ent of R is an all, less than 0.0006 w ithin the given param eter
plne. Them ixing angle,shown in g.18§, ismainly determ ined by theb ! s
rate, which can be tted in the wholkem , -cdhargino plne, sse g.19.

4 3. Best Solutions

Standard M odel F its:

The nput values from M , my, the electroweak m ixing angle and the Z° line
shape observables have been summ arized In tabk 2. The SM predictions were ob—
tained from the ZF IT TER package [35] and all the error correlations were taken from
AZ]. The tsweremadewih g, m.;andmy as free param eters, which resulted in

«= 01215 0:0036
m.= 1673"32 Gev

my = 665, Gev:

The quoted errors have been determ ined using M INO S {LQ]. Further details of the
procedure are described elsew here, see or exam ple 36, 37,'38]. The ?=do:if ofthe
SM tis232/15 which corresponds to a probability of 8% . Here, them ain contribu—
tions to the 2 origihate from Ry, (2= 10:7),sn® 5 from SLD ( 2= 33%) and
R. (2= 33). The correlation param eter between my and m . for the best t is
approxin ately 0.7; this strong correlation is shown in  g. 20. O ne dbserves that the
upper 1im it on the H iggsm ass isobtained form . 175G &V ; however, the upper lim it

is sensitive to s’ f}pft as shown by the dashed contour n  g. 20, where the precise

value of sin? F¥ from SLD was excluded from the t. The dependence of sin? Ff
on the SM Higgs m ass is approxin ately logarithm ic (sse g. 2I). The LEP data
alone without SLD yiedsmy = 144%35* Gev, SLD abne yiedsmy = 153’ Gev,
as indicated by the squares in g. 2I. The latter value is excluded by the lower

12



lim it 0of58.4 G eV from the combined LEP experin ents PQ]. In addition, the ALEPH
C ollaboration gives a recent lin it 0£63.9 GeV on the SM Higgsmass [I9]. The ?
dependence of the H iggsm ass is shown in g. 22 for various conditions.

M SSM F its and C om parison with the SM :

In orderto cbtain thebestM SSM tstheassumption M , = 3 j Jjisdropped and
M , istreated as a free param eter. Ry, Increases w ith decreasing tan . The t resuls
foratan aslow asone are given in the rst column of tabl 3, the corresponding
predictions of electroweak cbservables in tabk . Note the high value of Ry, and the
corresponding low value of 4. The resulting *=do:f:is15.1/11, corresponding to a
probability ofabout 18% . Unfortunately, the corresoondingb ! s rate isabout one
order of m agniude too an all in this region of param eter space. Larger rates can be
cbtained either by heavier sparticke m asses orby largervaluesoftan . W ithb! s
Included in the tand a firetan , the preferred value oftan waseither around 1.6
or 50.

The tresuls forthese valuesoftan are given in tablk3 too and the predicted
values of all cbservables w ith their pulls have been summ arized in table 2. N ote that
theM SSM prediction ofthe W “Jooson m ass is always higher than the Standard M odel
one.

For the best solutions the gluino masswas xed to 1500 G €V, the stau m ass to
500 Ge&V and the sbottom mass to 1000 Ge&V in both the low and the high tan
scenario, since they are less sensitive to the LEP cbservables and therefore cannot be

tted. Their in uence was studied by xing them to di erent values and repeating
the tsagain.Firstthe Jow tan scenario willbe discussed. A variation ofthe gliino
m ass from 200 G &V up to 2000 G &V did not change the best obtainabl 2, varying
the stau m ass in the sam e range changed the 2 lessthan 02. Furthem ore, the best
obtainable 2 changed lessthan 02 when varying the soottom m ass and pseudoscalar
Higgsmass from 800 Ge&V to 2000 G &V . For values of these two param eters below
800 GeV the 2 increased signi cantly, m ainly because the prediction of R, becam e
too an all.

W ithin thehigh tan scenario no signi cant change ofthe global ? was detected
when the gluino m ass was vared between 200 G&V and 2000 G&V, but the stau
m ass was som ew hat m ore sensitive. A variation of this param eter between 300 G &V
and 700 GeV changed the global 2 less than 0.2, but if i was chosen higher than
1000 GeV the 2 increased up to 1.6 units, mainly because the prediction of A
becam e worse. The soottom m ass was varied between 800 GV and 2000 GeV .As
In the Iow tan case there was no dependence on this param eter if it was chosen
heavy, but for low values the preferred top m assbecam e too snall. M , was xed at
1500 G &V . A variation between 1000 G &V and 2000 G &V changed the best reachablk

2 Jess than 02, or an aller values the global 2 increased up to one unit.
To check the In uence ofthe assum ptionson M | forthebest ts,theGUT relation
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M, = 5=3tan’ 4y M, was dropped and the t was repeated with a freeM 1, but this
did not in prove the best cbtainable 2 signi cantly.
A direct comparison to the Standard M odel ts is given for all three ts in
gs. 2428. The resulting Standard M odel ?=dwp:f: = 232=15 correponds to a
probability of 8% , the M SSM  ts correspond to probabilities of 15% (tan = 16,
*=do:f:= 16:9=12) and 10% (tan =50, *=dof:= 184=12). In counting thedo.f
the insensitive (@nd xed) param eterswere ignored. Thehigh tan scenario ishardly
m ore probabl than the SM , whilke for ow tan the probability of15% is in between
thebestM SSM twithoutb! s andtheSM t.

Another Interesting point are the predictions or ;M ;). Fig.27 show s a com par-
ison of di erent measurementsof ;M ;) (@sgiven in R0, 39) with the tted values
given In thispaper. The tted M SSM M ;) is slightly an aller than the Standard
M odel value and in better agreem ent w ith m easurem ents from desp inelastic lepton
scattering (O IS) and the world average Q1.

4 4. D isovery Potentialat LEP IT

T he particle spectrum for the best ts, as shown In tablk 3, suggests that som e
SUSY particles could be within reach of LEP II. If they are not found, LEP ITwill
provide stringent SUSY m ass lin its37, 38]. In the ollow ing the consequences of in—
creased m ass lin its on the tsare discussed forboth the Iow and high tan  scenaro.

Chargino Searches:

The 2 in the region of the best Iow tan  t increases sowly r increasing
charginom asses, sese  g.23. Charginom asses above a possble LEP IT lin it of 95 G &V
w ill iIncrease the global 2 ofthe t by approxin ately 2 units, which corresponds to
a probability of 9% , which is hardly better than the SM probability, so one cannot
consider the M SSM as a better solution In that case. Forthe high tan scenario the
dependence of the global ? on the chargino mass is small, sse g8, so hcreased
lin itsw illhardly change the probability of about 10% for the best possible t in this
scenario.

Stop and N eutralino Searches:

Thebesttan = 1% thasa light stop m ass ofabout 48 G &V, and the lightest
neutralino is about 20 G&V, so this solution is just in between the regions of the
param eter space which are excluded by stop searches at LEP1 and the Tevatron
A8]: LEP I linits for light right handed stops are about 45 GeV, whilke D0 lin its
exclude 52 (70) GeV< m,, < 92(@87) GeV form . = 20 (40) GeV.A twih increased
neutralino mass lin its of 45 Ge&V yielded a best solution of ?=dwo:f: = 178=12,
corresponding to a probability of 12% , which is worse than the solution presented

14



above, but stillbetter than the Standard M odelone. A sin ilar ?=do:f:wasobtained
if the Iight stop was required to be heavier than 90 G &V . The reason for this can be
found in the at 2 distrbution in g.23. This gure is smilarto g. 10, but here
M , was treated as a free Input param eter.

The stop mass In thehigh tan solution is 53 G €V, and the lightest neutralino is
quite heavy, above 70 G &V, so there isno con ict with stop searches. Furthem ore,
thehigh tan is Insensitive to the stop m ass, so an nreased m ass lin it doesnote ect
the t.

H iggs Searches:

T he m ass of the light scalar H iggs is a sensitive function of the top m ass. If the
top m ass isbelow 180 GeV ,theHiggsm ass orthe Iow tan  t (see tab.3) should be
observable at LEP II, epecially if one ncludes the second order corrections, which
will ower the Higgs mass by 10 — 15 GeVv [B8]. W ithin the high tan scenario
both neutral H iggs bosons are light and have practically the sam e m ass. Increasing
the Higgs lin its up to 90 G &V increases the ?=dof to 23.7/12, corresponding to a
probability ofonly 2% , which ismudh worse than the SM  t. The steep dependence
ofthe 2 on the pseudoscalarH iggsm ass, which ism ainly caused by a too am allvalue
ofRy, isshown n g. 5.

5.CM SSM and Ry

In ref. B7] tsto low energy data have been perform ed w ithin the constrained
M SSM (CM SSM ). In this case uni cation of gauge and b— Yukawa couplings is
assum ed. R eproducing the large m ass plitting in the stop sector, as given i tab.3,
needs a very arti cial netuning ofthe few free param etersofthe CM SSM , especially
for the trilinear and Y ukaw a coupling in the stop sector, which can drive the diagonal
elem ents of the stop m atrix, eq. 21, apart. Note that the o -diagonal elem ents of
this m atrix are too am all to generate a large solitting, since the left-handed stop
is considerably heavier than the top, n plying that one of the diagonal elem ents is
considerably larger than the o -diagonal elem ents.

In addition, problam s arise w ith electroweak symm etry breaking, since this re-
quires > M,,whike Ry requires < M, for a signi cant in provem ent. In conclu—
sion, within the CM SSM neither the high valie of Ry, nor the Iow value of R, can
be explained, so in this scenario the solution must be sought in comm on system atic
errors orallexperin ents, ke PD B branching ratios in the cham -sector f] causing
the too high value of Ry, and too low value ofR..

6. Conclusions

The M SSM provides a good description of all electroweak data. Ry, values up to
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02193 arepossble, buttheb! s mrateistoo low in thiscase. W ih allm assbounds
and theb ! s mate hclided in the t, thebest ?=dn:f 1 theM SSM is 16.9/12,
which corresponds to a probability of 15% as com pared to the SM probability of
about 8% . Thisbest M SSM t wih light stops and light charginos is cbtained for
tan = 1:6.Anocther solution with tan = 50 and light H iggses has a probability of
10% , which isnotmuch ofan In provem ent over the SM .

The enhancem ent of Ry, is com pensated by a decrease in ;M 5 ) from 01215 1n
the SM caseto 0116 in theM SSM . The latter is in som ew hat better agreem ent w ith
precise m easurem ents from D IS at low energies ( M ;) = 0112 0:005).

T he best solutions predict chargino, stop and pssudoscalar H iggs m asses w hich
m ay be detectable at LEP II. The high tan solution, requiring light H iggses, can
certainly be excluded at LEP II, if no H iggses are found. For the Iow tan scenario
it willbem ore di cul to exclude the SUSY explanation ofthe too high value ofR 4,
since even for chargino and stop m asses above 95 G €V m oderate In provem ents are
still possble. On the other hand, it has to be pointed out that the large splittings
w ithin the stop sector, which yield thebest t, arevery di cul to obtain In a natural
way wihin a constrained M SSM m odel, since they require a very soecial netuning
of the trilinear and Yukawa couplings.
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LT

9]
E
o
®)
=

m easuram ent H

best t cbservables

SM M SSM

tan and pull pull 10 pull 16 pull 50 pull
M, Gev] 911884 0.0022 | 911882 0.089 || 911884 0.000 | 911884 0.000 | 911884 0.00
s Gev] 24964 00032 || 24973 0284 | 24956 0241 | 24958 0202 | 24952 0363
n hb] 4149 0.078 41452 0483 || 41441 0634 | 41448 0540 | 41429 0.977
R, 20789 0032 20774 0456 | 20.7878 0.037 | 20.7878 0037 | 20.7898 -0.024
Al 00171 00011 | 00164 0675 | 00165 0577 | 00164 0.626 | 00165 0505
Ry 02211 00016 | 02159 3222 | 02193 1128 | 02180 1915 | 02180 1.967
R, 01598 00069 | 01723 -1.805| 01703 -1522| 01706 -1559| 041706 -1565
Ak, 01002 0.0028 || 01034 -1J45| 01040 -1366| 01038 -1286| 01043 -1453
AL, 0.0759 0.0051 || 00740 0374 || 00743 0319 | 00741 0347 | 00745 0281
Ay 0.842 0.052 09336 -1.761| 09361 -1.810| 09356 -1.800| 09361 -1.809
A 0.6180 0.091 06680 -0550| 0.6684 0554 | 0.6682 0552 | 06685 -0555
A 01394 00069 || 01477 -196| 01482 -1270| 01479 -1235| 01479 1229
A, 01429 00079 || 01477 0605 021482 -D.667| 01479 -0.636| 01484 0.712
sin? ipft(mm 1) 02320 0.0010 || 02314 0562 || 023138 0.624 | 023141 0593 | 023133 0.669
My Gev] 8033 015 80370 -0265| 80417 -0583| 80422 -0D6l6| 80452 -0.314
1 MZ2=M? 02257 00047 | 02232 0531 | 02223 0.727 | 02222 0.47 | 02216 0869
m. Gev] 175 9. 1673 0.858 1728 0239 1721 032 1680 0.776
sin? f:}pft ApLr)SLD) | 023049 0.0005| 023144 -1.900| 023138 -1.773 | 023141 -1.834| 023133 -1.682

Tabl 2: M easuram ents of the cbservables [14] and the predicted resuls of the tswith m ininum 2

de ned by (m easuram ent —predicted value) / error of the m easuram ent.

. The pulls are



Fitted SUSY param eters and m asses

Sym bol tan =1.0 tan =1.6 tan =50
nob! s b! s ic.
m Gev] 173 7 172 6 168 6
s 01104 0.0043 0Jd161 0.0038 01162 0.0039
M,Gev] 25 8 36 23 -
Gev] 35 53 42 9 76 28
m Gev] 48 5 48 5 53 40
m ix 0163 04115 0203 0091 0.0021 0.0054
my Gev] - - 50 5
P article Spectrum
m, Gev] 1 Tev
m,, Gev] 48 | 48 53
mqyGev] 1 Tev
m,Gev] 05 Tev
m . G&v] 91 106 1504
m . Gev] 81 69 76
m , GeV] 15 21 73
m ; Gev] 35 38 79
m j Gev] 90 97 714
m ;} Gev] 102 102 1504
my GeV] 97 110 50
my Gev] 15 Tev 98
may Gev] 15 Tev 50
my [GeVv] 15 Tev 143
M, Ge&vl 804174 804224 80.4520
ep=2=10 ¢ 0.19) 2.05 2.30
‘=dpf: 151/11) 16.9/12 18.4/12
P robability 18% 15% 10%

Tabl 3: Valuesofthe tted param eters (upper part) and corresponding m ass spec—
trum (lower part). T he errors on the param eters are parabolic ones. T he param eters
given in the rst colimn gave am ininum ?=do:f:0f15:1=11 forthe LEP -cbserv—
abks. Hereb! s wasnot ncluded in the t,butthe resultingb! s rmate isabout
one order of m agniude too am all. lncludingb ! s rmate asmeasured by the CLEO

Collaboration 5] requires a higher value of tan , which reduces the best *=dwo=f:
t0 16:9=12 (s=econd colum n). O n the right hand side the results of the optin ization for
tan = 50 are given. The dashes indicate irrelevant param eters which were chosen
high.
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Figure 4: D ependence of the chargino masses on the parameter forM, =3 J
andM,= 373j JPrtan = 16, o 0:117 and mvy, 60 G &V . No optin ization
of param eters was perform ed here. T he shaded regions hdicate chargino m asses less
than 65 G &V which are excluded by LEP 15 and chargino m asses less than 96 G&V .
Tt can be observed that forpositive valuesof two light charginos are easier to obtain,
if and M ,; have sin ilar values.
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Figure 5: D ependence ofthe chargihom asses on theparameter fortan = 50. In
thiscase M ,= 1500 G €V was used and no optin ization of param eters was perform ed.
The shaded regions indicate chargino m asses less than 65 G&V which are excluded
by LEP 15 and chargino m asses less than 96 G €V . T he light chargino m ass depends
on , whereas the heavy chargino m ass is dom inated by the value of M , and keeps
approxin ately constant at 1500 G&V .Fora xed given chargino m ass there are two
possbl solutions corresponding to < 0 and > 0, respectively.
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Figure 6: Ry, in the light stop versus light chargino planewith M, = 3 j Jjand
tan = 1:6. The upper part shows the solution with < 40 G&V, In the lower
part theonewih > 40 Ge€V isdisplayed. In the latter solution quite high values
for R, are possibl, as can be seen in the gure. The dashed line in the upper plot
Indicates the 2 Iower lin it ofRy,.
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Figure 7: Ry In them , versus light chargho planewith M , = 3§ Jjfor the high
tan solution. was chosen positive here. In this case choosing the opposite sign for
doesn’t change Ry,.
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Figure 10: The 2 in the Iight stop and light chargino plane ortan = 1:%6. At
each point of the grid an optim ization ofm ., ¢ and the stop m xing angle , i was
peromedwih > 40andM,= 33j Jjhcludihgthermtiob! s .
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Figure 11: Ry, In the light stop and light chargino plkne. O ptin ization asin  g.1d.
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Figure 12:  in the light stop and light chargino plne. O ptin ization asin  g. 1d.
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Figure 13: Stop m ixing angke , i In the light stop and light chargino plane. It is
m ainly determ ined by the branching ratiob ! s . Optim ization asin  g.10Q.
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Figure 14: b! s in the light stop and light chargino plane. For chargino m asses
higher than 60 G&V (@nd > 0) the predicted value is close to the CLEO m easure—
ment of 2:32 067 10 . Optin ization asin g.10.
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Figure 15: The 2 in the pseudo scalar H iggs and light chargino plane fortan =
50. Foreach given m 5 and light chargino m ass an optin ization ofm ., s,y and
the stop m ixing angle i was perfom ed, lncluding theb ! s mate and with the
irrelevant param eter M , set to 1500 G&V .
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Figure 16: Ry, In the pssudo scalar H iggs and light chargino plane fortan = 50.
Optim ization asin g. 5.
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Figure 17: ¢ In the pssudo scalar H iggs and light chargino plane fortan = 50.
Optim ization asin g.135.
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Figure 18: Stop m ixing angke , i In the pssudo scalar H iggs and light chargino
plkne fortan = 50.Optin ization asin g.15.
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Figure19: b! s inthepssudo scalarH iggsand light chargino plane fortan = 50.
T he prediction is close to the CLEO measurement of 2:32 0:67 10 * within the
whole param eter space. O ptin ization asin g. 5.
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Figure 21: D ependence of the SM sin? ipft on the Higgs mass. The top mass

me= 175 9 G€&V wasvaried w ithin is error, as shown by the dashed band labelled
SM (upper (lower) boundarym =166 (184) GV ).The SLD and the LEP m easurem ent
of sin® f}pft are also shown as horizontalbands. F its to the electroweak data prefer
my 170 GeV and light H iggsm asses, as indicated by the squares for the ssparate
LEP and SLD m easuram ents, whik the star is the result of the combined t to SLD

and LEP data. C karly, the SLD value yields a H iggsm ass lss than the recents lim its

0of 63.9 GeV by direct H iggs searches at LEP (shaded area) [19].
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Figure 22: D egpendence ofthe SM
alldata (continous line), alldata w ithout the SLD m easurem ent of sin®
Iine) and alldata w ithout R}, (dotted line).
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Figure 23: The 2 in the region ofthe best t in the light stop and light chargino

plane fortan =1.6. Here the constraint on M , was dropped. At each point of the

grid an optin ization ofm ,M ,, ¢ and the stopm xinganglk . ix wasperfom ed w ith
> 40, ncludingtheratiob ! s and the requirement 3 neutralinos < 2 M €V .
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Data/ MSSM (tan = 1.001)
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M, | x’d.of=151/11
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Figure 24: Resuling observables for the t given in tabke 3 fortan = 10. A
signi cant im provem ent of R, can be observed here. The ratio b ! s was not

included in this t here.
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Data/ MSSM (tanf3 = 1.6)
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Figure 25: Resulting observabls forthe tgiven i tabl 3 for tan
xed to 1000 GeV ,m 5 and thegliinom asswere xed to 1500 G&V .Includingb ! s
In the t it is still possble to in prove the prediction of R, wih Supersymm etry a

bit.

37

= 16.my, was



Data/ M SSM (tanf3=50)
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Figure 26: Resulting observables for the t given in tablk 3 for tan
xed to 1000 GeV , M , and the glulnom asswere xed to 1500 G&V . It is possbl to

In prove the prediction of Ry, w ith Supersym m etry even for high values of tan

the resul is not as good as for low values.
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Figure 27: Comparison of di erent m easuram ents of ¢ with the t results. The
data has been taken from R20]and [B9].
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