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A bstract

A program including allradiative correctionsto the M inim alSupersym m etric Standard

M odel(M SSM )atthe sam e levelasthe radiative correctionsto the Standard M odel(SM )
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and theTevatron and theradiativeb! s decay from CLEO.Valuesofthestrong coupling

constantattheM Z scaleand sin2�
M S

arederived,both in theSM and M SSM .

Recentupdateson electroweak data,which have been presented attheW arsaw Confer-

ence in sum m er 1996,reduce the too high branching ratio ofthe Z 0 boson into b-quarks

in the SM from a 3:2� to a 1:8� e�ect. In addition,the b ! s decay is 30% below the

SM prediction. In the M SSM lightstopsand lightcharginosincrease R b and decrease the

b ! s rate,so both observationscan be broughtinto agreem entwith the M SSM forthe

sam e region ofparam eterspace. However,the resulting �2 value forthe M SSM �tsisonly

m arginally lowerand in addition,thesplitting in thestop sectorhasto beunnaturally high.
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1 Introduction

Supersym m etry presupposes a sym m etry between ferm ions and bosons,which can be im -

plem ented in the Standard M odel(SM )by introducing a ferm ion foreach boson and vice

versa[1]. In thiscase the problem ofquadratic divergentradiative correctionsto the Higgs

boson m assesissolved,since ferm ionsand bosonscontribute with an opposite sign to the

loop corrections. These new supersym m etric particles (\sparticles") contribute addition-

ally to the radiative corrections and can inuence electroweak precison variables,like e.g.

R b = �Z 0! b�b=�Z 0! hadrons orthepenguin m ediated decay b! s.Radiativecorrectionshave

been calculated in theM inim alSupersym m etricStandard M odel(M SSM )tonearlythesam e

levelasin theSM ,so an equivalentanalysisofallelectroweak data can beperform ed both

in the SM and M SSM .In thispapersuch analysisare described using data from Tevatron

[2,3],LEP and SLC [4,5],the m easurem ent ofR b! s =
B R (b! s)

B R (b! ce��)
from CLEO [6]and

lim its on the m asses ofsupersym m etric particles [7,8,9,10,11]. Forthe SM predictions

the ZFITTER program [12]was used,while for the M SSM predictions the SUSYFITTER

program [13],which willbediscussed below,wasused.In both casesM INUIT[14]wasused

as�2 m inim izerin ordertoobtain theoptim um param etervalues.ForallSUSY m asseswell

abovetheelectroweak scaleonedoesnotexpectsigni�cantdi�erencesbetween theSM and

theM SSM predictions.

PreviousLEP data [5]showed a too high value ofR b (3.2�)and a too low value ofRc

(2�). Ithasbeen shown by severalgroups[15]-[23]thatitispossible to increase Rb in the

M SSM with lightcharginos,top squarksorHiggses,which yield largepositivecontributions

to the Zb�b vertex because of the large Yukawa couplings of the third generation. The

�rsttwo generationsare nota�ected by such corrections,so no m odi�cationsin R c can be

obtained.Recentupdatesofelectroweak data,presented attheW arsaw Conference[4],show

nodeviation ofR c anym oreand avalueofR b which is1:8� abovetheSM value.In addition,

theexperim entalvalueforR b! s =
B R (b! s)

B R (b! ce��)
from CLEO [6]equals(2:32� 0:67)� 10� 4,which

isabout30% below the SM prediction aftertaking the ca. 10% increase in the prediction

by thenext-to-leading-log contributionsinto account[24].

In theM SSM an increasein R b can causea decreasein theb! s rate,sinceboth cases

involvesim ilardiagram susually with an oppositesign,e.g.the~t� ~t� �� vertex corrections

in Z 0 ! bband the ~t� �� loop correctionsin b! s have an oppositesign.Both,thetoo

high valueofR b and thetoolow valueofb! s preferacharginom assaround 90GeV and a

stop m assaround 50GeV oralternatively lightHiggsesaround 50GeV,soboth observations

agree with the M SSM forthe sam e region ofparam eterspace,albeitan unnaturalone,as

willbeshown.

2 R adiative C orrections in the M SSM

AttheZ boson resonancetwo classesofprecision observablesareavailable:

a) inclusive quantities:

� thepartialleptonicand hadronicdecay width �f �f,

� thetotaldecay width �Z,
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� thehadronicpeak crosssection �h,

� theratio ofthehadronicto theelectronicdecay width oftheZ boson:Rh,

� the ratio ofthe partialdecay width forZ ! c�c(b�b)to the hadronic width,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�,

Thissetofprecision observablestogetherwith theR b! s rate[6],theW -and thetop m assis

convenientforanum ericalanalysisofthesupersym m etricparam eterspace.In thefollowing

theobservablesde�ned aboveareexpressed with thehelp ofe�ectivecouplings.

2.1 T he e�ective Z-f-f couplings

The coupling ofthe Z boson to ferm ions f can be expressed by e�ective vector and axial

vectorcoupling constantsv
f

eff;a
f

eff in term softheNC vertex:

J
�

N C =
e

2sW cW

� (v

f

eff � a
f

eff5); (1)

where the convention is introduced : c2W = cos2�W = 1 � s2W = M 2
W =M

2
Z [25]. Input

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

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

inputparam etersthrough:

G �
p
2
=

��E M

2s2W M
2
W

�
1

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

where the com plete M SSM one-loop contributions are param eterized by the quantity

�r M SSM [26]. Leading higherorderSM corrections[27,28]to the quantity �r are included

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 are given in eq. (10). The com plete M SSM one-loop contributions ofthe non-

universal�nitevectorand axialvectorcouplings�v f,�a f havebeen calculated[13],together

with theleading two-loop Standard M odelcontributions[27,28,29].They arederived in the
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’tHooft-Feynm an gaugeand in the on-shellrenorm alization schem e[30].Fig. 1 showsthe

M 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) are

chargino (~�� ),neutralino (~�0)and sferm ions (~f)indices,while h,H,are the scalarHiggs

bosons,A isthe pseudoscalarHiggsboson,and G are Goldstone bosons. No particle per-

m utationsareshown.
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Figure2: M SSM ferm ion self-energies.Fornotation see�g.1.

Figure3:Z boson wavefunction renorm alization.Fornotation see�g.1.
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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 correspondingtothediagram sof�gs.1and 2can be

found e.g in refs.[30,27].Thediagram swith a virtualphoton arelisted forcom pletenessin

the�gures.Theyarenotpartofthee�ectiveweakcouplingsbutaretreated separatelyin the

QED corrections,togetherwithrealphotonbrem sstrahlung.Thenon-standardcontributions

aresum 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

where thesum extendsoverthediagram sof�g.1 with internalcharged and neutralHiggs

bosons,charginos,neutralinosand scalarferm ions.Each diagram contributes

F
(i)

V � � F
(i)

A �5

to theZff-vertex.Theself-energy diagram sof�g.2 with internalneutralHiggs,chargino,

neutralino and sferm ion linesdeterm ine the�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 = �A (m
2

f) (5)

with thescalarfunctions�V;A ;S in thedecom position oftheferm ion self-energy according to

�=6p� V + 6p5�A + m f�S:

The contributions from the Higgs sector are given explicitly in ref.[31]. For the genuine

SUSY diagram s,thecouplingsforcharginos,neutralinosand sferm ionsaretaken from [32],

togetherwith thediagonalization m atricesgiven in thenextsection.

Theuniversalpropagatorcorrectionsfrom the�niteZ boson wavefunction renorm aliza-

tion ZZ and theZ m ixing ZM 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 are the renorm alized selfenergies and m ixing. They are obtained by

sum m ing theloop diagram s,shown sym bolically in �g.3,and thecounterterm sand can be

found in ref.[13].

Theentriesin the(;Z)propagatorm atrix:

� �� = �ig��

 
�  � Z

� Z � Z

!

; (7)

6



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 thepoleofthe

propagatorm 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)yieldsthewave function renorm alization ZZ and m ixing ZM :

ZZ = ResM Z
� Z =

1

1+ R e�̂0
Z
(k2)� 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)

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 thebquark speci�c�nitem assterm swith QCD corrections[29]areincluded.

�bQ C D isgiven in eq.(12).

7



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)

The ratio ofthe partialdecay width forZ ! b�b(c�c)to the totalhadronic decay width is

given by

R b(c) =
�b�b(c�c)

�had
: (17)

Thefollowingquantitiesand observablesdepend on theratioofthevectortoaxialvector

coupling.Thee�ective avourdependentweak m ixing anglecan bewritten 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)

3 T he M SSM

3.1 H iggs sector

TheM SSM hastwo Higgsdoublets:

H 1 =

 
v1 +

1p
2
(H 0cos� � h0sin� + iA 0sin� � iG0sin�)

H � sin� � G� cos�

!

(21)

H 2 =

 
H + cos� + G+ sin�

v2 +
1p
2
(H 0sin� + h0cos� + iA 0cos� + iG0sin�)

!

(22)
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HereH ;h and A representtheneutralHiggsbosons,whiletheG’srepresenttheGoldstone

�elds,which correspond to the longitudinalpolarization com ponents ofthe heavy gauge

bosons.Theim aginary and realsectorsdonotm ix,sincetheyhavedi�erentCP-eigenvalues;

� and � are the m ixing anglesin these di�erent sectors,so one isleftwith 2 neutralCP-

even HiggsbosonsH 0 and h0,oneCP-odd neutralHiggsbosonsA 0,and two charged Higgs

bosons.

Theirm assesarecom pletely determ ined by theratioofthevacuum expectation valuesof

tan� = v2=v1 and the pseudoscalarm assM A ,togetherwith the radiative corrections. The

latteronesaretaken into accountin term softhee�ectivepotentialapproxim ation with the

leading term s � m 4
t,including the m ixing in the scalar top system [33]. In this way,the

coupling constantsofthevariousHiggsparticlesto gaugebosonsand ferm ionscan betaken

overfrom [32]substituting only thescalarm ixing angle� by theim proved e�ective m ixing

anglewhich isobtained from thediagonalization ofthescalarm assm atrix,discussed in the

nextsection.

3.2 Sferm ion sector

The physicalm assesofsquarksand sleptonsaregiven by theeigenvaluesofthe2� 2 m ass

m 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 ; (23)

with SUSY softbreaking param etersM ~Q
,M ~U

,M ~D
,A f,and them assparam eter� from the

Higgssector[1].Itisconvenientto usethefollowing notation fortheo�-diagonalentriesin

eq.(23):

A
0
f = A f + �fcot�;tan�g : (24)

Scalarneutrinosappearonly asleft-handed m asseigenstates.Up and down typesferm ions

in (23)aredistinguished by setting f = u (d)and selectcot� (tan�)in thecurly brackets.

Since the non-diagonalterm sare proportionalto m f,itseem snaturalto assum e unm 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

forthe~b,~tsystem the physicalsquark m assesm ~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 havem assesequalto the~bsquark m ass.

A possible m ass splitting between ~bL-~tL yields a contribution to the �-param eter6 � =

1+ �� 0 in term sof[26]:

�� 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 : (25)

Asa universalloop contribution,itentersthequantity

�r’ �� E M �
c2W

s2W
�� 0 + ::: (26)

6The superscriptin � �0 indicatesthatno left-rightm ixing ispresent.
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and alltheZ boson widths

�f �f � 1+ �� 0 + � � �

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

3.3 C hargino/N eutralino sector

The chargino (neutralino) m asses and the m ixing angles in the gaugino couplings are cal-

culated from � and thesoftbreaking param etersM 1,M 2 in thechargino (neutralino)m ass

m atrix[32].

Thechargino 2� 2 m assm atrix isgiven by

M ~�� =

 
M 2 M W

p
2sin�

M W

p
2cos� ��

!

: (27)

Thephysicalchargino m assstates ~��i aretherotated wino and charged Higgsino states:

~�+i = Vij 
+

j

~��i = Uij 
�
j ;i;j= 1;2 : (28)

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

m assm atrix eq.27:

U �
M ~�� V

� 1 = diag(m
~�
�
1

;m
~�
�
2

): (29)

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

(30)

wherethediagonalization can beobtained by theunitary m atrix N ij:

N �
M ~�0N

� 1 = diag(m ~�0
i

): (31)

Theelem entsUij,Vij,N ij ofthediagonalizationm atricesenterthecouplingsofthecharginos,

neutralinosand sferm ionstoferm ionsand gaugebosons,asexplicitly given in ref.[32].Note

thatoursign convention on theparam eter� isoppositeto thatofref.[32].

4 R esults

Theexperim entallim itsincluded in the�taresum m arized in table1 [7,8,9,10,11].They

have notbeen updated with the latestresults,since in practice only R b! s and R b require

light SUSY particles,buttheir deviation from the SM hasbecom e so sm all,thatthey do

notrequire sparticlesbelow the experim entallim its. The experim entalobservablesused in

the�tsareshown in the�rstcolum n oftable2.Thecalculation ofthetotaldecay width of

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.

theZ boson into neutralinosisbased on reference[34],thecalculation oftheratio R b! s on

reference[35].Thenext-to-leading-log calculationsincreasetheSM prediction forR b! s by

about10% to (3.2�0.5)10� 4 [24].Thishigherordercontribution wastaken into accountin

the�rstordercalculation by choosing therenorm alization scale� = 0:7� mb.

As discussed in section 2.1,R b depends on stop -,chargino-and Higgs m asses. First

the behaviour ofthe chargino m asses as a function ofthe SUSY param eters � and M 2 is

discussed,then theR b dependenceon therelevantSUSY m assesisstudied,both forthelow

and high tan� scenarios. These studies are followed by the bestsolutions in the SM and

M SSM .

4.1 C hargino M asses

In order to explain an enhanced value ofR b in the data,the M SSM needs a light right

handed stop and lightchargino (low tan� scenario),ora lightpseudoscalarHiggsA (high

tan� scenario) [15]-[23]. A higgsino-like chargino can be obtained for a low value ofthe

param eter � in the m ass m atrix (eq. 27). Figs.4 and 5 show the dependence ofthe

charginom asseson theparam eter�.Forhigh tan�,m ~�2 isalm ostsym m etricaround � = 0,

whereasforlow tan� thisdependence ism ore com plicated,ascan beseen from �g.4.For

M 2 = 3j�jthe lightchargino m asspasseszero at� = �40 GeV,so the following low tan�

plotswere m ade for� > �40 GeV and � � �40 GeV.The asym m etric structure of�g.4

isreected in the contoursofconstantR b in the m ~�2 versuslightscalartop m ~t2
plane (see

�g.6). Values ofR b up to 0.2194 are possible (see �gs.6 and 7),although these special

regionsofthe param eterspace are already experim entally excluded by the lowerlim itson

sparticlem asses.

For M 2 = 3j�jthe lightest chargino is m ostly higgsino-like,while the heavier one is

gaugino like. M ixing the charginosm ore by taking M 2 = j�jdoesnotchange these results

very m uch,ascan be seen from a com parison ofthe �2 distributionsin �g.8 (M 2 = 3j�j)

and �g.9(M 2 = j�j).Thesm allincreaseofthe�2 atcharginom assesaround 80 GeV in the

lefthand partof�g.9 isdue to neutralino threshold singularities,forwhich an additional

�2 contribution hasbeen added,when the sum oftwo neutralino m assesisclose to the Z 0

m ass.The sharp increase ofthe�2 function atlow chargino m assesisdue to experim ental

lim itson chargino,neutralino and stop m assesfrom LEP 1.5 [7,8,9].
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4.2 Low tan� scenario

Fig.10 showsthe change in the bestobtainable �2 in the chargino -stop plane. Foreach

value ofthe lighter scalar top m ~t2
and lighter chargino m

~�
�
2

in a grid of10�10 points an

optim ization ofm t,�s and thestop m ixing angle�m ix wasperform ed,assum ing M 2 = 3j�j

fora �xed valueoftan� =1.6.In thenextsection thisassum ption on M 2 willbedropped.

Low sparticlem assesyield asharp increasein the�� 2 in �g.10becauseoftheincluded m ass

lim its. The m inim um �2 isobtained forchargino m assesabove 80 GeV and increasesonly

slowly with increasing sparticle m asses. R b increasessigni�cantly with decreasing valuesof

thestop and chargino m ass,ascan beseen from �g.11.M uch lesssigni�cantisthechange

ofR c. W ithin the plane of�g.11 it changes less than 0.0005 units. The increase ofR b

m ustbe com pensated by a decrease of�s (see �g.12)in orderto keep the totalZ 0-width

constant.Thestop m ixing angle�m ix,shown in �g.13,ism ainly determ ined by theCLEO

m easurem ent ofR b! s. The chargino contribution to R b! s is proportionalto the Higgs

m ixing param eter�,which changesitssign form ~�� � 60 GeV (see�g.4),so theR b! s rate

changesrapidly forthesechargino m asses,asshown in �g.14.

4.3 H igh tan� scenario

Sim ilar�tscan beperform ed forthehigh tan� scenarioin thepseudoscalarHiggsm A versus

lightchargino plane. In �g.15 the resulting change in the �2 isgiven for�xed tan� = 35.

Forsm allchargino m assesthereisa sharp increasein the�2 dueto thecorresponding m ass

lim it,seeabove.ThehighestvaluesforR b can beobtained forsm allvaluesofm A and m ~�� ,

see �g.16. As in the low tan� case the enhancem ent ofR b m ust be com pensated by a

decrease of�s,see �g.17,and the change ofR c issm all,lessthan 0.0006 within the given

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

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

4.4 B est Solutions

Standard M odelFits:

ThepredictionsoftheSM arecom pletely determ ined by thesetofsix inputparam eters

M Z,m t,theSM Higgsm assM h,�s,�E M and G �.Theerrorofthem uon decay constantis

so sm allthatG � can betreated asa �xed param eter.The�nestructureconstantwastaken

to be 1=�(M Z)= 128:89� 0:09[36]. The erroron 1=�(M Z)turnsoutnotto be negligible:

�xing 1=�(M Z)underestim atestheerroron theHiggsm assby � 30% .TheSM predictions

wereobtained from theZFITTER package[12]and alltheerrorcorrelationsweretaken from

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

M Z = 91:186� 0:002 GeV

m t = 172:0+ 5:8� 5:7 GeV

m H = 141+ 140� 77 GeV

�s(M Z) = 0:1197� 0:0031

1=�(M Z) = 128:90+ 0:089� 0:090
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The m inordi�erences to the results given in [4]originate from the inclusion ofthe R b! s

ratio.Theelectroweak m ixing anglecan bedeterm ined from theseparam eters:

sin2�
M S

= 0:2316� 0:0004:

Both the strong coupling constant and the electroweak m ixing angle sin2�
M S

have been

determ ined at the scale M Z in the M S renorm alization schem e. W ith m t = 175 GeV

sin2�
M S

= sin2�
lept

eff to an accuracy better than 0.0001. The quoted errors have been de-

term ined using M INOS [14]. Furtherdetailsofthe procedure are described elsewhere,see

forexam ple [37,38]. The �2=d:o:f ofthe SM �t is 19.6/15 which corresponds to a prob-

ability of19% . Here,the m ain contributions to the �2 originate from sin2�
lept

eff from SLD

(�� 2 = 4:9),R b (��
2 = 3:1)and A b

F B (�� 2 = 3:5).Theprediction ofR c isgood.IfR b! s

isexcluded from the �t,one obtainesa �2=d:o:f of18.9/14,corresponding to a probability

of17% ,in agreem entwith [4].The correlation param eterbetween m H and m t forthe best

�tisapproxim ately 0.7;thisstrong correlation isshown in �g. 20. One observesthatthe

upperlim iton the Higgsm assisobtained form t above 175 GeV;however,theupperlim it

issensitive to sin2�
lept

eff asshown by the dashed contourin �g.20,where the precise value

ofsin2�
lept

eff from SLD was excluded from the �t. The dependence ofsin2�
lept

eff on the SM

Higgsm assisapproxim ately logarithm ic (see �g. 21). The LEP data withoutSLD yields

m H = 241+ 218� 123 GeV,whiletheSLD valueofsin2�
lept

eff correspondsto m H = 16+ 16� 9 GeV;both

m h valuesare indicated in �gure 21 (by the square and the circle,respectively). The SLD

value isexcluded by the lowerlim itof58.4 GeV from thecom bined LEP experim ents[11],

so m oredata iseagerly awaited.

The�� 2 dependence oftheHiggsm assisshown in �g.22 forvariousconditions.

Clearly,thesin2�
lept

eff from SLD givesa largeweight,whilethenew valuefrom R b playsonly

in m inorrolein contrastto thepreviousvalue[5].

M SSM Fitsand Com parison with the SM :

In orderto obtain the bestM SSM �tsthe assum ption M 2 = 3j�jisdropped and M 2 is

treated asa freeparam eter.Asdiscussed in section 2.1 thedom inantcontributionsvary for

thehigh and thelow tan� scenario.Thepreferred tan� valuesforthesescenariosarearound

35 and 1.6,respectively.Since the�tisnotvery sensitive to theprecise tan� value,itwas

�xed to thesevalues.The�tted M SSM param etersand thecorresponding SUSY m assesare

given in table 3;the predicted valuesofallobservables and theirpullsare sum m arized in

table2.FortheM SSM M Z,G � and � weretreated as�xed param etersbecauseoftheirsm all

errorscom pared with theuncertaintiesfrom theotherparam eters.TheM SSM prediction of

the W -boson m assisalwayshigherthan theSM one,butthevaluesofthestrong coupling

constant,theelectroweak m ixing angleand thetop m assarevery sim ilarin theM SSM :

�s(M Z)= 0:116� 0:005

m t = 172� 5 GeV

sin2�
M S

= 0:2315� 0:0004:
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Thesevaluesareforthelow tan� scenario,butforhigh tan� thesam evaluesareobtained,

exceptfor�s = 0:119� 0:005in thatcase.Therem ainingparam etersaregiven in table3.A

directcom parison to theSM �tsisgiven in �gs.24-25.TheSM �tto the20 m easurem ents

oftable 2 with 5 param etersyields�2=d:o:f:= 19:6=15 which correspondsto a probability

of19% ,while the M SSM �tscorrespond to probabilitiesof17% (tan� = 1:6,�2=d:o:f:=

16:6=12) and 11% (tan�=35,�2=d:o:f:= 18:1=12). In counting the d.o.fthe insensitive

(and �xed)param etersareignored,so only the param etersgiven in table3 areconsidered.

The di�erence in �2 between SM and M SSM �ts is m ainly caused by R b,which is better

described in the M SSM ,although the di�erence in �2 isinsu�cientto distinguish between

them odels.

TheHiggsm assisnotan independentparam eterin theM SSM ,sincethecouplingsin the

Higgspotentialare gauge couplings,which lim itthe m assofthe lightestHiggsto a rather

narrow range[39]. The high tan� needs a light pseudoscalar Higgs m ass. As the lightest

Higgsm assisstrongly correlated with the pseudoscalarHiggsm ass,itisalso low. Sim ilar

Higgsvaluesin theM SSM m odelwereobtained in ref.[40].

An interesting point is the �tted value of�s(M Z). In previous analysis with the high

values of R b, �s(M Z) in the M SSM (� 0:11) was always signi�cantly sm aller than the

SM value(0:123 � 0:005[11]),which supported the low energy values from deep inelastic

scattering (DIS) (0:112� 0:005[11]) and lattice calculations ofthe heavy quark splittings

(0:110� 0:006[11]).However,thediscrepanciesbetween thelow energy�s valuesandtheLEP

data havepractically disappeared attheW arsaw Conference[41]:theStandard M odelvalue

(0:120� 0:003,seeabove)isnow in agreem entwith DIS m easurem ents(0:115� 0:005[41]),

lattice calculations0:117� 0:003[41]and the world average 0:118� 0:003[41]. The M SSM

valuesof�s arein good agreem entwith theseotherdeterm inations,asshown in �g.26.

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

particlescould bewithin reach ofLEP II.Unfortunately,ifthestop-,chargino-and/orHiggs

m assarewellabovethediscovery reach ofLEP II,the�2 ofthe�tincreasesatm ostup to

the SM value,since these particlesbasically decouple assoon asthey becom e heavierthan

the heaviestSM m ass,say the top m assofabout200 GeV.So one cannotgetupperlim its

on these particles,since the probability changes only a few percent between the SM and

M SSM .

5 C M SSM and R b

In the M SSM �tsdiscussed above the lightest stop ism ainly right-handed,while the left-

handed stop hasto beheavy.Ifboth would belight,then allothersquarkswould likely be

light,which would upsetthegood agreem entbetween theSM and allotherelectroweak data.

A large m ass splitting in the stop sectorneeds a very arti�cial�ne tuning ofthe few free

param etersin theConstrained M SSM ,which assum esuni�cation ofgaugeand b-� Yukawa

couplings[38].Thisisobviousfrom the sferm ion m ixing m atrix forthe stop quarks,eq.23.

The D-term s proportionalto cos2� are negligible for tan� � 1. Ifone ofthe diagonal

elem ents is m uch larger than m t,the o�-diagonalterm s ofthe order m t willnot cause a

m ixing and the di�erence between the left-and right-handed stops has to com e from the
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evolution ofthediagonalterm s(forthenotation seeref.[38]):

dM 2
~Q 3

dt
= (

16

3
~�3M

2

3
+ 3~�2M

2

2
+

1

15
~�1M

2

1
) (32)

�[Yt(M
2
~Q 3

+ M
2
~U3

+ m
2

H 2
+ A

2

tm
2

0
)

+Yb(M
2
~Q 3

+ M
2
~D 3

+ m
2

H 1
+ A

2

bm
2

0
)]

dM 2
~U3

dt
= (

16

3
~�3M

2

3 +
16

15
~�1M

2

1) (33)

�2Yt(M
2
~Q 3

+ M
2
~U3

+ m
2

H 2
+ A

2

tm
2

0
)

Oneobservesthatthedi�erencebetween left-and righthanded stops,denoted by ~Q 3 and ~U3,

respectively),dependson theYukawa couplingsfortop and bottom (Yt;Yb)and thetrilinear

couplings A t(b). For low tan� Yb is negligible,while A t and Yt are not free param eters,

since they go to �xed pointsolutions[38]. Therefore there islittle freedom to adjustthese

param eterswithin theCM SSM in orderto geta largesplitting between theleft-and right-

handed stops.

In addition,problem sarise with electroweak sym m etry breaking,since thisrequiresthe

Higgs m ixing param eter � to be m uch heavier than the gaugino m asses[38],while R b re-

quireslow valuesof� fora signi�cantenhancem ent(sincethechargino hasto bepreferably

Higgsino-like). In conclusion,within the CM SSM an enhancem ent ofR b above the SM is

practically excluded.

6 C onclusions

Both the M SSM and SM provide a good description ofallelectroweak data. The best

�2=d:o:f in theM SSM (SM )is16.6/12(19.6/15),which correspondstoa probability of17%

(19% ).Thelower�2 oftheM SSM ism ainly dueto thebetterdescription ofR b,butthe�t

requiresan unnaturallargesplitting in thestop sector,asdiscussed in theprevioussection.

Sincethe�nalanalysisofm ostoftheavailableLEP data isstillin progress,onehasto wait

and seeifthepresentprelim inary valueofR b willindeed stay abovetheSM prediction.
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Sym bol m easurem ent best�tobservables

SM M SSM

tan� and pull pull 1.6 pull 35 pull

M Z [GeV] 91.1863 � 0.0020 91.1861 0.08 91.1863 - 91.1863 -

�Z[GeV] 2.4946 � 0.0027 2.4958 -0.45 2.4946 -0.00 2.4940 0.22

�h [nb] 41.508 � 0.056 41.468 0.72 41.461 0.84 41.449 1.05

R l 20.778 � 0.029 20.755 0.80 20.769 0.32 20.772 0.22

A l
F B 0.0174 � 0.0010 0.0160 1.41 0.0162 1.20 0.0162 1.22

R b 0.2178 � 0.0011 0.2158 1.75 0.2174 0.38 0.2168 0.92

R c 0.1715 � 0.0056 0.1722 -0.13 0.1707 0.14 0.1708 0.12

A b
F B 0.0979 � 0.0023 0.1022 -1.87 0.1031 -2.26 0.1031 -2.24

A c
F B 0.0735 � 0.0048 0.0731 0.10 0.0736 -0.02 0.0736 0.01

A b 0.863 � 0.049 0.933 -1.45 0.9353 -1.49 0.9356 -1.50

A c 0.625 � 0.084 0.667 -0.50 0.6678 -0.51 0.668 -0.51

A � 0.1401 � 0.0067 0.1460 -0.88 0.1470 -1.03 0.1466 -0.97

A e 0.1382 � 0.0076 0.1460 -1.03 0.1470 -1.16 0.1469 -1.14

sin2�
lept

effhQ F B i 0.2320 � 0.0010 0.2316 0.35 0.2315 0.48 0.2315 0.46

M W [GeV] 80.356 � 0.125 80.355 0.01 80.403 -0.38 80.428 -0.58

1� M 2
W =M

2
Z 0.2244 � 0.0042 0.2235 0.23 0.2225 0.45 0.2220 0.56

m t [GeV] 175 � 6. 172.0 0.50 172.5 0.42 172.0 0.50

sin2�
lept

eff(A LR ) 0.23061� 0.00047 0.2316 -2.21 0.2315 -1.94 0.2315 -1.97

R b! s/10
� 4 2.32 � 0.67 �0.5 3.1 -0.86 2.43 -0.12 2.33 0.0

1=�(M Z) 128.896 � 0.09 128.905 -0.10 128.89 - 128.89 -

Table2: M easurem ents[4]and thepredicted resultsofthe�tswith m inim um �2.

The pullsarede�ned by (m easurem ent-predicted value)/ errorofthem easurem ent.The

second errorforR b! s hasbeen added to take care ofthe uncertainty by the renorm aliza-

tion scale used forthe calculation ofthatquantity. Forthe M SSM �ts M Z and 1=�(M Z)

were taken as�xed param eters,because theiruncertaintiesare negligible com pared to un-

certaintiesarisingfrom thesoftbreakingparam eters.Leavingthem freedoesnotchangethe

results.
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Fitted SUSY param etersand m asses

Sym bol tan�= 1.6 tan�= 35

m t[GeV] 172 172
�s 0.116 0.1190

M 2[GeV] 113 -

�[GeV] 60 111

m ~t2
[GeV] 48 187

�m ix -0.18 0.04

m A[GeV] - 50

ParticleSpectrum

m ~t1
[GeV] � 1 TeV

m ~t2
[GeV] 48 187

m ~q[GeV] 1 TeV

m ~l
[GeV] 0.5 TeV

m
~�
�
1

[GeV] 149 1504

m
~�
�
2

[GeV] 84 111

m ~�0
1

[GeV] 54 107

m ~�0
2

[GeV] 64 114

m ~�0
3

[GeV] 100 722

m ~�0
4

[GeV] 150 1504

m h[GeV] 109 50

m H [GeV] � 1:5 TeV 112

m A[GeV] 1:5 TeV 50

m H � [GeV] � 1:5 TeV 123

�2=d:o:f: 16.6/12 18.1/12

Probability 17% 11%

Table 3: Values ofthe �tted param eters (upper part)and corresponding m ass spectrum

(lowerpart).On therighthand sidetheresultsoftheoptim ization forhigh tan� aregiven.

Thedashesindicateirrelevantparam eterswhich werechosen high.
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tan� = 35.Optim ization asin �g.15.
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eff are
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58.4 GeV (shaded area).
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Figure 24: Resulting observablesforthe �tgiven in table 3 fortan� = 1:6. m ~b
was�xed

to 1000 GeV,m A and thegluino m asswere�xed to 1500 GeV.Therem aining deviation of

R b from theSM prediction can befully explained within theM SSM .
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