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Under the assum ption of gaugiho m ass uni cation at a
high scale, chargino and neutralino m asses depend on the
value of the gluino m ass, which itself becom es a function of
squark m asses through selfenergy corrections. W e dem on—
strate that this leads to combined bounds on squark and
gluino m asses from the lin its on chargino, neutralino and
H iggs boson m asses obtained in the CERN LEP-1 and LEP -
1.5 runs. These bounds tum out to be com parable to those
obtained from direct searches at the Fem ilab Tevatron and
m ay be expected to in prove as LEP energies go higher.

PacsNos.: 12.60.Jv, 12151k, 1480Ly

Searches for supersym m etric partners of known parti-
cles (sparticles) are high priority item s at particle accel-
erators. T he non-discovery of such sparticles constrains
supersym m etricm odels, such asthepopularM inin alSu-—
persym m etric Standard M odel M SSM ) (for review s, see
'E:{:_E:]) . The direct searches for strongly-interacting spar-
ticles | squarks and gluinos | In pp collisions at the
Fem ilab Tevatron have led to wellknown bounds on
the m asses of these gparticles. D irect as well as Indirect
searches for electrow eak sparticles | Including charginos
and neutralinos | in e"e collisions at the CERN LEP
collider have also yielded constraints on the M SSM pa-—
ram eter space. However, the links between these two
classes of sparticles have not been fully explored in pre-
vious analyses Eﬂ].

In this letter, we point out that bounds on chargino
and neutralino (and Higgs boson h®) m asses from the
LEP data can be translated into bounds on the squark—
gluino m ass plane sim ilar to those obtained from the di-
rect Tevatron searches. T he crucial features of this anal-
ysis are (@) the assum ption of gaugino m ass uni cation
at a high energy scale E], which relates the gliino m ass
M e to the soft supersym m etry (SU SY )-breaking param e~
tersM ;M , In the SU 2); U (1)y sector, and (o) the
observation that the gliino mass (@nd hence M 1;M 3)
which detem ines the chargino and neutralino m asses at
the di erent energy scales explored by the LEP exper—
In ents is a running m ass driven by squark loops which
di erssigni cantly by 50{100G€&V) from the physical
m ass probed at the Tevatron.

Incorporating gaugino m ass uni cation, chargino and
neutralino m assm atrices depend upon the three param —
eters: the Yliino m ass’, and tan Here is the

H iggsino-m ixing param eter and tan is the ratio of vac-
uum expectation values of the two scalar doublets in the
theory.) However, the Yliing m ass’ param eter here is

actually the gluino m ass M e s) evaluated at the LEP

energy-scale P s i_é]. It is a function of both the physi-
calgliinom assM e and the squark m asses and couplings
(through radiative corrections) tj]. T hus chargino and
neutralino m asses and couplings should be considered
functions of M N ;tan  aswell as the m assparam eters
of the squark sector. In principle, this brings into play
the full set of Inputsw hich go into the construction ofthe
squark m ass-squared m atrices ig,'_d]; ie., the soft SUSY -
breaking m asses m g Mg of keft and right squarks re—
spectively and A &’ the trilinear squark coupling, for each

avor. Thism eans that the param eter space that should
be considered when determ ining constraints from LEP
data m ust be expanded from the traditionalM @; ;tan
param eter set to Incorporate m any new independent in—
puts from the squark sector.

T he above proposition is rather cum bersom e, so allthe
soft SU SY -breaking squark m asses at the weak scale w i1l
be set to a comm on value, m &’ and all the trilinear cou—
plings Ae set to zero. This is em ployed in the Tevatron
analyses [10,11],and we w ill ollow their exam ple here, in
part to facilitate com parison ofour LEP constraintsw ith
those from the the Femm ilab Tevatron { them ain thrust
ofthis letter. W e w illcom m ent on the e ects of relaxing
these assum ptions when appropriate. T he entire squark
sector is thus represented by the single param eterm .

The LEP-1 experinental constraints imposed on
the M SSM (w ith the add_jijonal assum ptions described
above) are the Hllow ing [13]:

1. The sparticle contrdoution to the Z° boson width.
Thismust be less than the di erence between the Stan-
dard M odel (SM ) prediction and the experin ental value
at 95% CL | roughly 23:1Mev.

2. The partial decay width of the Z° boson to a pair
of Iightest neutralinos (LSP’s). This contrbutes to the
invisble width, and thus must be less than the di er-
ence between the experim ental num ber at 95% CL and
the SM prediction with 3 neutrino generations | about
8AM &V .

3. Thebranching ratio ofthe Z ° boson to any pair ofdis-
sim ilar neutralinos. D irect LEP searches for such event
topologies am ong the m illions of Z °-decays tallied thus
far restrict this to be kss that 10 ° {[3].


http://arxiv.org/abs/hep-ph/9608421v2

4. The physicalm asses of all the squarks. A 1l charged
sferm jonsm ust have m asses larger than M ; =2. Sleptons
do not directly enter into our analysis and so we set their
m asses to be very heavy.

5. The com binedm assesofthe C P -odd pseudoscalarand
C P -even lighter scalar H iggs bosons. T he decay channel
z%1 hOAY is strongly constrained by LEP searches ba—
sically requiring thatM  + M, > M 5.

6. The partial width for the B prken process w ith the
lighter scalar Higgs boson h®. This should not exceed
the corresponding partial width for the Z°-decay to a
SM H iggsboson, where them ass ofthis SM H iggsboson
is given by the experin entalbound of 652G eV [L4].

W e also In pose one additional constraint from LEP-1.5:
7. The mass of the lighter chargino. The unsuccess—-
ful direct LEP-1.5 searches for chargiho pair produc—
tion m ean that the chargino m ass m ust be greater than
678GevV, proVJded the chargino-L.SP m ass di erence ex—
ceeds 10 Gev ﬂﬂ D irect searches for chargino pairs in
the 7 ° decays at LEP -1 also require the lighter chargino
m ass to be above 45G eV, consistent w ith constraint 1:
above. In fact, the inclusion of the LEP -1 .5 constraint
renders constraint 1:m ostly super uous, save In the nar-
row region of the param eter space where the chargino
and the LSP are alm ost degenerate.

M any features of constraints 1:3:,7: ollow from the
structure ofthe charginom assm atrix (see ‘2: for its form
and Il6] regarding higher-order corrections not included
here). The lighter chargino m ass eigenvalie (absolute
valie) is owered as tan Increases; thus chargino m ass
Iim is for low M e tend to disallow large values of tan
Sin ilarly, constraint 4: is dependent on the structure of
the sfermm ion m ixing m atrices | as j joot (J jtan )
Increases With Ay = Ay = 0), the lighter stop (doottom )
m ass decreases. C onstraints 5: and 6: above relate to the
H iggs sector of the M SSM . At tree kevel, the m asses of
the veH iggsbosonsare xed by nputtingtan and the
m ass of the CP -odd A° t_l-j] In general, consideration
of the H iggs sector would Introduce M » as another sig—
ni cant nput param eter which m ust be included in the
analysis of the LEP data; however, here we w ill restrict
ourselves to the case in which M, 1TeV. In this case
though M , can stillbe relatively light and constraint 6:
can still rule out regions with tan close to unity and
Jj jless than 300G eV or so. If, on the other hand, one
dem ands that A° be quite light, the allowed param eter
space ismuch m ore constrained.

Next consider brie v the e ects of changing the
squark—sector Input assum ptions. In SUGRA m odels
tid), a favored scenario is ormg andmg tobe signif-
icantly sm aller than the other soft SUSY -breaking m ¢S
(w ith thema also signi cantly smallerthaan ). We

nd that our resuls or high gliino m asses are not very
sensitive to this change, since, as m entioned earlier, the
presence of the top quark m ass In the term s of the stop
m asssquared m atrix buoys up the physical stop m asses

for low values ome andma! . In thepureM SSM , how —

ever, all the soft SU SY -breaking squark m asses are inde—
pendent inputs [19], and we nd that lowering Mg and

m below the common input for the rst and seoond

gé?lReratjon squarks (m @) does raise the LEP lower lin i
onm g signi cantly forhigh gliinom asses. For low gluino
m asses, our results are sensitive to lowering the stop in-—
puts though their e ect on the h® m ass as described be-
low . N on-zero A@’s only signi cantly a ect third gener-
ation squark m asses and couplings since they appear as

mqAg wherem g is the m ass of the relevant cquark. For

the case of stops (@nd, to som e extent, soottom s) we have
veri ed that thee ectsofvaryingA e in the range {2T&V

to + 2TeV m ore or lss duplicate those ocbtained by vari-
ation of j jin the range 0 to 1 TeV . This is as expected
since the o -diagonaltermm in the stop m ass-squared m a-—
trix has the form m @+ cot ). Thus varation of j j
to a lJarge extent obviates the need to vary Ay and Ay.

In this present work, we w ish to concentrate on con—
straints in the m e M e plne Q-(_i], allow ing other in—
put param eters to have any valie in their generally—
accepted ranges, which we take to be: 0 <j X 1TevV
and 1 < tan < 35 Q-]_:] The LEP constraints clearly
disfavor light m @’s orM @’s taken individually. Further,
squarks alter the running gliino m ass lading to com —
bined m ass bounds rather than separate ones.

Ourresultsare shown In Figure 1 @) which illustrates
bounds from the seven constraints given above. The
shaded region bounded by solid lnes is ruled out; the re—
m aining portion is allowed for at last one valie of and
tan . The dashed lines show the bounds arrived at (for
tan = 4) from searches for squarks and gluinos by the
CDF {0;221and D; {I1] Collaborations. These trailo
Into big dots for the regionsbeyond the published lin is.
T he sn alldotted curve In Figure 1 illustrates the region
exclided if the lower bound on the chargino m ass clin bs
to 85 G eV (provided the chargino-LSP m assdi erence is
larger than 10G &V), which ism ore or less the discovery
Iim it expected from LEP 2. The bounds on the squark-
gliino m ass plane obtained and obtainhable from LEP
(again, w ith the gaugino uni cation assum ption) are seen
to be som ew hat com plem entary to those obtained from
the Tevatron: LEP coversm ore of the low M N high m e
region than the Tevatron while Tevatron does better in
them oderateM , Iow m ., region {_2,3;] LEP isalso seen to
exclude squark m assesbelow about 70G &V for allghiino
m asses. A 1so, gluino m assesm uch below 180G &V can_be
obtained only for large squark m assesabove 400G eV {_Zé_b']
Further note that ifwe add to this the procted LEP 2
bound that the m ass of the charginho lie above 85G &V,
then a gluino m ass below about 180G €V is ruled out ir-
respective of squark m ass. _ _

E arlier studies of the LEP R5] UA 1 P4)) constraints
have yielded only 45(53)GeV as a lower bound for the
squark (Qluino) m ass. P revious analyses (see for exam —
plke gure 3 of I:ld] or Figure 6 of f2: also show a low

M eV indow for low tan and an a]lnegatjye values of



There is In fact a razorthin band of —choices (smallin
m agnitude and negative) for quite low ghiino m asses and
fortan close to 1 which are allowed by the LEP -1 and
LEP-1.5 constraints on the chargino/neutralino sector.
Here the coupling of the Z ° to a lightest and a next-to—
lightest neutralino is heavily suppressed. In the low m e

(and stop m ass) LEP -1’ region ofthe gurethisband is
disallow ed by constraint 6:on h® which in tum depends
on the stop m asses), and In the LEP 2’ region the band
is excluded by the chargino m ass constaint 26].

A s alluded to above, Tevatron excludes a region of
m oderate ghiinom asses M e 300G &V) and low squark
m asses (m@ 100G eV) which is allowed by the LEP
constaints, even wih the uni cation hypothesis. It
should be noted though that the CDF and D; analy-
ses have only been presented for xed values of tan
and  {(0,11,27,28], and hence our analysis is not quite
on a par with the assum ptions going into their resuls.
A more exact comparison is made in Figure 1({), In
which tan = 4 as in [_1-9,:_1-1:] C kearly, the extra re—
gion covered by the Tevatron experin ents which is not
explorable at LEP persists. LEP is also still seen to ex—
clide squark m asses below about 71G &V for all gluino
masses. (This ower lim i is unchanged for the case of
me = meL = O:8m@,me! = O:6me,butr:isesto roughly
93G ev ﬁ)er Mg = Mg = 0:5m @.) In addition, a
Iower LEP bound of about 200G €V on the gluino m ass
holds foram uch lJarger range of squark m assesw ith tan

xed at 4 than the case shown In Figure 1 where allval-

uesoftan areconsidered. In fact thisbound appearsto
hold alltheway up to a squark massof1:5TeV orm ore
fortan = 4.And forthe LEP 2’ case the Iower bound
on gliino m assgoes ashigh as 260G &V fortan = 4.

Finally, we w ish to em phasize again that our resuls
rely on the hypothesis of gaugino m ass uni cation; ifwe
give up this idea, then the LEP oonstraints will have
practically no e ect on the squark and gliino m asses.
H ow ever, Tevatron data w ill still give constraints, though
not perhaps the sam e constraints ashave been published,
since these have also incorporated the gauginom assuni -
cation assum ption into the analysis ofthe cascade decays
of squarks and gluinos.

In this letter we have shown that gaugino m ass uni-
cation and the running of the gluino m ass enables LEP
bounds on electroweak sparticle production to be trans-
Jated into m ass bounds on the strongly-interacting spar-
ticles. T hese bounds depend inseparably on both squark
and gluino inputs and tum out to be com parable and, in
som e sense, com plem entary to those established at the
Tevatron from direct searches for squarks and gliinos.
T hus, studies of electrow eak physics conducted at LEP
can be a powerfiil tools to probe som e physics aspects
nom ally thought to be accessibl only at a hadron col-

Iider.
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FIG.1l. Iustrating the region in them M e plane al-

e
lowed by LEP constraints. In (@) and tan are varied over

their generally-acoepted ranges, while n (o) tan is xed at
4. The shaded region is ruled out by LEP-1 and LEP-15
constraints while the dotted curve delineates the '"LEP 2’ re—
gion where the chargino m ass is always less than 85 GeV.
T he dashed curves correspond to bounds established by the
CDF (short dashes) and D; (long dashes) C ollaborations for
tan = 4, trailing into big dots beyond the published results.
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