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Under the assum ption of gaugino m ass uni�cation at a
high scale, chargino and neutralino m asses depend on the
value ofthe gluino m ass,which itselfbecom es a function of
squark m asses through self-energy corrections. W e dem on-
strate that this leads to com bined bounds on squark and
gluino m asses from the lim its on chargino, neutralino and
Higgsboson m assesobtained in the CERN LEP-1 and LEP-
1.5 runs. These bounds turn out to be com parable to those
obtained from direct searches at the Ferm ilab Tevatron and
m ay be expected to im prove asLEP energiesgo higher.
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Searchesforsupersym m etric partnersofknown parti-
cles(sparticles)arehigh priority item satparticleaccel-
erators. The non-discovery ofsuch sparticlesconstrains
supersym m etricm odels,such asthepopularM inim alSu-
persym m etricStandard M odel(M SSM )(forreviews,see
[1{3]).The directsearchesforstrongly-interacting spar-
ticles | squarks and gluinos | in p�p collisions at the
Ferm ilab Tevatron have led to well-known bounds on
the m assesofthese sparticles.Directaswellasindirect
searchesforelectroweaksparticles| including charginos
and neutralinos| in e+ e� collisionsatthe CERN LEP
collider have also yielded constraintson the M SSM pa-
ram eter space. However, the links between these two
classesofsparticleshave notbeen fully explored in pre-
viousanalyses[4].
In this letter,we point out that bounds on chargino

and neutralino (and Higgs boson h0) m asses from the
LEP data can be translated into boundson the squark-
gluino m assplanesim ilarto thoseobtained from thedi-
rectTevatron searches.Thecrucialfeaturesofthisanal-
ysisare (a) the assum ption ofgaugino m ass uni�cation
ata high energy scale [5],which relatesthe gluino m ass
M
eg
to thesoftsupersym m etry(SUSY)-breaking param e-

tersM 1;M 2 in the SU (2)L � U (1)Y sector,and (b)the
observation that the gluino m ass (and hence M 1;M 2)
which determ inesthe chargino and neutralino m assesat
the di�erent energy scales explored by the LEP exper-
im ents is a running m ass driven by squark loops which
di�erssigni�cantly (by � 50{100G eV)from thephysical
m assprobed atthe Tevatron.
Incorporating gaugino m ass uni�cation,chargino and

neutralino m ass-m atricesdepend upon thethreeparam -
eters: the ‘gluino m ass’, � and tan�. (Here � is the

Higgsino-m ixing param eterand tan� istheratio ofvac-
uum expectation valuesofthetwo scalardoubletsin the
theory.) However,the ‘gluino m ass’param eter here is
actually the gluino m assM

eg
(
p
s)evaluated atthe LEP

energy-scale
p
s [6]. It is a function ofboth the physi-

calgluino m assM
eg
and thesquark m assesand couplings

(through radiative corrections) [7]. Thus chargino and
neutralino m asses and couplings should be considered
functionsofM

eg
;�;tan� aswellasthe m ass-param eters

ofthe squark sector. In principle,this brings into play
thefullsetofinputswhich gointotheconstruction ofthe
squark m ass-squared m atrices[8,9];i.e.,the softSUSY-
breaking m asses m

eqL
;m

eqR
ofleft and right squarks re-

spectively and A
eq
,thetrilinearsquark coupling,foreach

avor.Thism eansthattheparam eterspacethatshould
be considered when determ ining constraints from LEP
datam ustbeexpanded from thetraditionalM

eg
;�;tan�-

param etersetto incorporatem any new independentin-
putsfrom the squark sector.
Theaboveproposition israthercum bersom e,soallthe

softSUSY-breaking squark m assesattheweak scalewill
be setto a com m on value,m

eq
,and allthe trilinearcou-

plingsA
eq
setto zero. Thisisem ployed in the Tevatron

analyses[10,11],and wewillfollow theirexam plehere,in
parttofacilitatecom parison ofourLEP constraintswith
thosefrom the the Ferm ilab Tevatron { the m ain thrust
ofthisletter.W ewillcom m enton thee�ectsofrelaxing
these assum ptionswhen appropriate. The entire squark
sectoristhusrepresented by the singleparam eterm

eq
.

The LEP-1 experim ental constraints im posed on
the M SSM (with the additionalassum ptions described
above)arethe following [12]:
1. The sparticle contribution to the Z 0 boson width.
Thism ustbe lessthan the di�erence between the Stan-
dard M odel(SM )prediction and the experim entalvalue
at95% CL | roughly 23:1M eV.
2. The partialdecay width ofthe Z 0 boson to a pair
oflightest neutralinos (LSP’s). This contributes to the
invisible width,and thus m ust be less than the di�er-
ence between the experim entalnum ber at 95% CL and
the SM prediction with 3 neutrino generations| about
8:4M eV.
3.ThebranchingratiooftheZ 0 boson toanypairofdis-
sim ilarneutralinos. DirectLEP searchesforsuch event
topologiesam ong the m illions ofZ 0-decaystallied thus
farrestrictthisto be lessthat10� 5 [13].
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4. The physicalm asses ofallthe squarks. Allcharged
sferm ionsm usthavem asseslargerthan M Z =2.Sleptons
do notdirectly enterinto ouranalysisand sowesettheir
m assesto be very heavy.
5.Thecom bined m assesoftheC P -odd pseudoscalarand
C P -even lighterscalarHiggsbosons.Thedecay channel
Z 0 ! h0A 0 isstrongly constrained by LEP searchesba-
sically requiring thatM A + M h > M Z .
6. The partialwidth for the Bjorken process with the
lighter scalar Higgs boson h0. This should not exceed
the corresponding partialwidth for the Z 0-decay to a
SM Higgsboson,wherethem assofthisSM Higgsboson
isgiven by the experim entalbound of65:2G eV [14].
W e also im pose oneadditionalconstraintfrom LEP-1.5:
7. The m ass of the lighter chargino. The unsuccess-
ful direct LEP-1.5 searches for chargino pair produc-
tion m ean thatthe chargino m assm ustbe greaterthan
67:8G eV,provided thechargino-LSP m assdi�erenceex-
ceeds10G eV [15]. Directsearchesforchargino pairsin
theZ 0 decaysatLEP-1 also requirethelighterchargino
m ass to be above 45G eV,consistent with constraint1:
above. In fact,the inclusion ofthe LEP-1.5 constraint
rendersconstraint1:m ostly superuous,savein thenar-
row region ofthe param eter space where the chargino
and the LSP arealm ostdegenerate.

M any features ofconstraints 1:-3:,7:follow from the
structureofthecharginom assm atrix (see[2]foritsform
and [16]regarding higher-ordercorrectionsnotincluded
here). The lighter chargino m ass eigenvalue (absolute
value)islowered astan� increases;thus chargino m ass
lim itsforlow M

eg
tend to disallow large valuesoftan�.

Sim ilarly,constraint4:isdependenton the structure of
the sferm ion m ixing m atrices | as j�jcot�(j�jtan�)
increases(with A t = A b = 0),thelighterstop (sbottom )
m assdecreases.Constraints5:and 6:aboverelateto the
Higgs sector ofthe M SSM .At tree level,the m asses of
the�veHiggsbosonsare�xed by inputtingtan� and the
m ass ofthe C P -odd A 0 [17]. In general,consideration
ofthe Higgssectorwould introduce M A asanothersig-
ni�cantinputparam eterwhich m ustbe included in the
analysisofthe LEP data;however,here we willrestrict
ourselvesto the case in which M A � 1TeV. In this case
though M h can stillbe relatively lightand constraint6:
can stillrule out regions with tan� close to unity and
j�jlessthan 300G eV orso. If,on the otherhand,one
dem ands that A 0 be quite light,the allowed param eter
spaceism uch m oreconstrained.

Next consider briey the e�ects of changing the
squark-sector input assum ptions. In SUG RA m odels
[18],a favored scenario isform

etL
and m

etR
to be signif-

icantly sm allerthan the othersoftSUSY-breaking m
eq
’s

(with the m
etR

also signi�cantly sm allerthan m
etL
). W e

�nd thatourresultsforhigh gluino m assesarenotvery
sensitive to thischange,since,asm entioned earlier,the
presence ofthe top quark m assin the term softhe stop
m ass-squared m atrix buoysup the physicalstop m asses
forlow valuesofm

etL
and m

etR
.In thepureM SSM ,how-

ever,allthesoftSUSY-breaking squark m assesareinde-
pendentinputs[19],and we �nd thatlowering m

ebL
and

m
ebR

below the com m on input for the �rst and second

generation squarks(m
eq
)does raise the LEP lowerlim it

on m
eq
signi�cantlyforhigh gluinom asses.Forlow gluino

m asses,ourresultsare sensitive to lowering the stop in-
putsthough theire�ecton the h0 m assasdescribed be-
low. Non-zero A

eq
’sonly signi�cantly a�ectthird gener-

ation squark m assesand couplingssince they appearas
m qA

eq
,where m q isthe m assofthe relevantquark. For

thecaseofstops(and,tosom eextent,sbottom s)wehave
veri�ed thatthee�ectsofvaryingA

eq
in therange{2TeV

to + 2TeV m oreorlessduplicatethoseobtained by vari-
ation ofj�jin the range 0 to 1TeV.Thisisasexpected
sincetheo�-diagonalterm in thestop m ass-squared m a-
trix hasthe form m t(A t� �cot�). Thusvariation ofj�j
to a largeextentobviatesthe need to vary A t and A b.

In thispresentwork,we wish to concentrateon con-
straints in the m

eq
� M

eg
plane [20],allowing other in-

put param eters to have any value in their generally-
accepted ranges,which we take to be: 0 < j�j< 1TeV
and 1 < tan� < 35 [21]. The LEP constraints clearly
disfavorlightm

eq
’s orM

eg
’s taken individually. Further,

squarks alter the running gluino m ass leading to com -
bined m assboundsratherthan separateones.

O urresultsareshown in Figure1(a)which illustrates
bounds from the seven constraints given above. The
shaded region bounded by solid linesisruled out;there-
m aining portion isallowed foratleastone valueof� and
tan�.The dashed linesshow the boundsarrived at(for
tan� = 4)from searchesforsquarksand gluinosby the
CDF [10,22]and D; [11]Collaborations. These trailo�
into big dotsfortheregionsbeyond thepublished lim its.
Thesm all-dotted curvein Figure1 illustratestheregion
excluded ifthelowerbound on thechargino m assclim bs
to 85 G eV (provided thechargino-LSP m assdi�erenceis
largerthan 10G eV),which ism oreorlessthe discovery
lim itexpected from LEP-2.The boundson the squark-
gluino m ass plane obtained and obtainable from LEP
(again,with thegauginouni�cation assum ption)areseen
to be som ewhatcom plem entary to those obtained from
the Tevatron:LEP coversm ore ofthe low M

eg
,high m

eq

region than the Tevatron while Tevatron does better in
them oderateM

eg
,low m

eq
region [23].LEP isalsoseen to

excludesquark m assesbelow about70G eV forallgluino
m asses.Also,gluino m assesm uch below 180G eV can be
obtainedonlyforlargesquarkm assesabove400G eV [24].
Furthernote thatifwe add to thisthe projected LEP-2
bound that the m ass ofthe chargino lie above 85G eV,
then a gluino m assbelow about180G eV isruled outir-
respective ofsquark m ass.

EarlierstudiesoftheLEP [25](UA1 [22])constraints
have yielded only 45(53)G eV as a lower bound for the
squark (gluino) m ass. Previousanalyses (see for exam -
ple �gure 3 of[16]or Figure 6 of[2]) also show a low
M
eg
window forlow tan� and sm allnegativevaluesof�.
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There isin facta razor-thin band of�-choices(sm allin
m agnitudeand negative)forquitelow gluino m assesand
fortan� close to 1 which areallowed by the LEP-1 and
LEP-1.5 constraints on the chargino/neutralino sector.
Here the coupling ofthe Z 0 to a lightestand a next-to-
lightestneutralino isheavily suppressed. In the low m

eq

(and stop m ass)‘LEP-1’region ofthe�gurethisband is
disallowed by constraint6:on h0 (which in turn depends
on thestop m asses),and in the‘LEP-2’region theband
isexcluded by the chargino m assconstaint[26].

As alluded to above,Tevatron excludes a region of
m oderategluino m asses(M

eg
� 300G eV)and low squark

m asses (m
eq
� 100G eV) which is allowed by the LEP

constaints, even with 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 � [10,11,27,28],and hence ouranalysisis notquite
on a par with the assum ptions going into their results.
A m ore exact com parison is m ade in Figure 1(b), in
which tan� = 4 as in [10,11]. Clearly, the extra re-
gion covered by the Tevatron experim ents which is not
explorable atLEP persists. LEP isalso stillseen to ex-
clude squark m asses below about 71G eV for allgluino
m asses. (This lower lim it is unchanged for the case of
m
etL

= m
ebL

= 0:8m
eq
,m

etR
= 0:6m

eq
,butrisesto roughly

93G eV form
etL

= m
ebL

= m
ebR

= 0:5m
eq
.) In addition,a

lowerLEP bound ofabout200G eV on the gluino m ass
holdsforam uch largerrangeofsquarkm asseswith tan�
�xed at4 than thecaseshown in Figure1 whereallval-
uesoftan� areconsidered.In factthisbound appearsto
hold alltheway up to a squark m assof1:5TeV orm ore
fortan� = 4.And forthe‘LEP-2’casethelowerbound
on gluino m assgoesashigh as260G eV fortan� = 4.

Finally,we wish to em phasize again thatourresults
rely on the hypothesisofgaugino m assuni�cation;ifwe
give up this idea, then the LEP constraints will have
practically no e�ect on the squark and gluino m asses.
However,Tevatron datawillstillgiveconstraints,though
notperhapsthesam econstraintsashavebeen published,
sincethesehavealsoincorporatedthegauginom assuni�-
cation assum ption intotheanalysisofthecascadedecays
ofsquarksand gluinos.

In thisletterwe have shown thatgaugino m assuni-
�cation and therunning ofthegluino m assenablesLEP
boundson electroweak sparticle production to be trans-
lated into m assboundson thestrongly-interacting spar-
ticles.Theseboundsdepend inseparably on both squark
and gluino inputsand turn outto becom parableand,in
som e sense,com plem entary to those established at the
Tevatron from direct searches for squarks and gluinos.
Thus,studies ofelectroweak physics conducted at LEP
can be a powerfultools to probe som e physics aspects
norm ally thoughtto be accessible only ata hadron col-
lider.
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FIG .1. Illustrating the region in the m
eq
� M

eg
plane al-

lowed by LEP constraints.In (a)� and tan� are varied over
theirgenerally-accepted ranges,while in (b)tan� is�xed at
4. The shaded region is ruled out by LEP-1 and LEP-1.5
constraintswhile the dotted curve delineatesthe ’LEP-2’re-
gion where the chargino m ass is always less than 85 G eV.
The dashed curves correspond to bounds established by the
CD F (shortdashes)and D ; (long dashes)Collaborations for
tan� = 4,trailing into big dotsbeyond thepublished results.
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