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A bstract. The upper lin it on the lightest CP -even H iggs boson mass, my, is
analyzed within the M SSM as a function of tan for xed m{ and M gysy . The
In pact of recent diagramm atic two-loop results on this lin it is investigated. W e
com pare the M SSM theoretical upper bound on my wih the lower bound obtained
from experin ental searches at LEP . W e estin ate that with the LEP data taken until
the end 0f 1999, the region my, < 1082 G &V can be excluded at the 95% con dence
level. This corresponds to an exclided region 0:6 < tan < 1:9 within theM SSM for
me= 1743 GeV and M sysy 1 TeV.The nalexclision sensitivity after the end of
LEP, in the year 2000, is also brie y discussed. F inally, we determ ne the upper lim it
onmy wihin theM Inim alSupergraviy M -SUGRA ) scenario up to the two-loop level,
consistent w ith radiative electrow eak sym m etry breaking. W e nd an upper bound of
my 127GeV Prme= 1743 GeV in this scenario, which is slightly below the bound
In the unconstrained M SSM .

1. Introduction

W ihin the M SSM the m asses of the CP -even neutral H iggs bosons are calculabl In
tem s of the other M SSM param eters. The m ass of the lightest H iggs boson, my,, has
been of particular interest, as it is bounded to be an aller than the Z boson m ass at
the tree Jevel. The onedoop results [I1{4] for m, have been supplm ented In the last
years w ith the leading two-loop corrections, perform ed In the renom alization group
RG) approach [,4], In the e ective potential approach }] and most recently in the
Feynm an-diagramm atic D ) approach [B,9]. T he two-Joop corrections have tumed out
to be sizeabl. They can change the one-loop results by up to 20% .

E xperim ental searches at LEP now exclide a light M SSM H iggsboson w ith am ass
below 90 GeV [0{13]. In the Iow tan region, in which the lim it is the same as
or the Standard M odel H iggs boson, a mass lin & of even my, ~ 106 GeV has been
obtained {L}{13]. Combining this experim ental bound w ith the theoretical upper lim it
onmy asa function oftan wihin the M SSM , it is possibl to derive constraints on
tan . In thispaperwe nvestigate, forwhich M SSM param eters them axin alm ,, values
are obtalned and discuss in this context the im pact of the new FD two-loop resul.



Upper Imiton my, in the M SSM and M -SUGRA vs. progoective reach of LEP 2

Resulting constraints on tan are analyzed on the basis of the present LEP data and
of the prosgpective nalexclusion lin i of LEP.

The M Inin al Supergravity M SUGRA ) scenario provides a relatively sin ple and
constrained version oftheM SSM . In this paperwe explore, how them axinum possble
values form ,, change com pared to the generalM SSM , if one restricts to theM -SUGRA
framework. As an additional constraint we inpose that the condition of radiative
electroweak symm etry breaking REW SB) [14] should be fi1l Ikd.

2. The upper bound on my in the M SSM

Them ost In portant radiative corrections tomy, arise from the top and scalar top sector
ofthe M SSM , w ith the nput parametersm , M gygy and X .. Here we assum e the soft
SU SY breaking param eters in the diagonalentries of the scalar top m ixing m atrix to be
equal for sinplicity, M sysy = M, = M . Thishasbeen shown to yield upper values
orm;, which comprise alo the casswhereM , 6 M, , ifM gygy is denti ed w ith the
heavier one ofM , , M ¢ B1. Forthe o -diagonalentry of the m ixing m atrix we use the
convention

mXe=me@c cot ): @)

N ote that the sign convention used for here is the opposite ofthe one used in Ref. [L5].

Since the predicted value ofm , depends sensitively on the precise num erical value
ofm ¢, it has becom e custom ary to discuss the constraints on tan wihin a socalled
\benchm ark" scenario (see Ref. [I§] and references therein), in which m, is kept xed
atthevaluiem .= 175 G &V and in which furthem ore a large value ofM gygy is chosen,
M gysy = 1 TeV, giving rise to large values of m, (tan ). Th Ref. [L7] i has recently
been analyzed how the values chosen for the other SUSY param eters In the benchm ark
scenario should bem odi ed in orderto ocbtain them axim alvalnesofmy, (tan ) orgiven

m ax

m . and M gysy - The corresponding scenario ' scenario) isde ned as {17,18]
me=m.;° E 1743GeV); Mgysy = 1 TeV
= 200Gev;M ,=200GeV; M, =1TeV;myg= 08M gysy ED)
Xt= 2M gysy ED) Orxt:péMsusy RG); @)

w here the param eters are chosen such that the chargino m asses are beyond the reach of
LEP2 and that the lightest CP -even H iggs boson does not dom nantly decay invisbly
into neutralinos. In eq. @) isthe H iggsm ixing param eter, M , denotes the soft SU SY

breaking param eter In the gaugino sector, and M , isthe CP -odd H iggsboson m ass. T he
gliino m ass, m 4, can only be speci ed as a free param eter In the FD result (program

FeynHiggs {[9]). Thee ect ofvaryingm 4 onmy isup to 2Gev Q1. W ithi theRG

result (program subhpole ) my4 is xed tomg = M gysy . Com pared to the m axin al
values formy, (cbtained formy 0:8M gysy ) this leadsto a reduction ofthe H iggsboson
massby up to 0:5 GeV . D i erent values of X ; are speci ed in eq. () or the resuls of
the FD and the RG caloulation, since within the two approaches the m axin al values
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form, are obtained for di erent values of X .. This fact is partly due to the di erent
renom alization schem es used in the two approaches Q1.

The maxin al values form, as a function of tan within the m [ ** scenardo are
higher by about 5 G&V than In the previous benchm ark scenario. T he constraints on
tan derived within them | ** scenario are thusm ore conservative than the ones based
on the previous scenario.

The investigation of the constraints on tan that can be obtained from the
experin ental search lim its on m 4, has so far been based on the results form,, obtained
within the RG approach [{H]. The recently obtained FD [,9] result di ers from the RG
result by am ore com plete treatm ent ofthe one-loop contributions B]and in particularby
genuine non—logarithm ic two-Joop tem sthat go beyond the leading logarithm ic tw o—loop
contribbutions contained in the RG resul P0,21]. Com paring the FD result (program
FeynHiggs) wih the RG result (program subhpole) we nd that them axin alvalie for
my asa function oftan within the FD result ishigherby up to 4 G&V ..

In Fig.1 we show both the e ect of m odifying the previous benchm ark scenario
to the m | ** scenario and the im pact of the new FD two—doop result on the prediction
formy . The m axin al value for the H iggs boson m ass is plotted as a function of tan
form. = 1743 G&V and M gysy = 1 TeV . The dashed curve digplays the benchm ark
scenario, used up to now by the LEP collaborations [1§]. The dotted curve show s the
mij ** scenarico. Both curves are based on the RG result (program subhpole). The
solid curve corresponds to the FD result (program FeynHiggs) in the m} ** scenario.
The Increase In the maxin al value form, by about 4 G&V from the new FD result
and by further 5 GeV if the benchm ark scenario is replaced by the m | ¥ scenario has
a signi cant e ect on exclusion lim its for tan derived from the H iggs boson search.
Combining both e ects, which of course have a very di erent origin, them axin alH iggs
boson m asses are increased by almost 10 GV ocom pared to the previous benchm ark
scenario.

From theFD resuwe nd theupperbound ofm, < 129G eV i the region of large
tan wihin theM SSM form = 1743 G&V and M gysy = 1 TEV . H Igher values form
are obtained ifthe experim entaluncertainty nm ofcurrently m = 51 G&V istaken
iInto account and higher values are allowed for the top quark m ass. A s a rul of thumb,
Increasing m+ by 1 GeV roughly translates into an upward shift ofmy, of 1 GeV.An
Increase ofM gysy from 1 TeV to 2 TeV enhancesm y, by about 2 G &V in the large tan
region. As an extram e case, chooshg m = 1845 G&V, ie. two standard deviations
above the current experin ental central value, and using M gysy = 2 TeV leads to an
upper bound on my, ofmy, < 141 G&V within the M SSM .

3. The prospective upper my, reach of LEP

The four LEP experin ents are very actively searching for the H iggs boson. Results
presented recently by the LEP collaborations revealed no evidence ofa SM H iggsboson
signalin the data collected In 1999 at centre-ofm ass energies of approxin ately 192, 196,
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Figure 1. The upper bound on my is shown as a function of tan for given m ¢
and M sysy - The dashed curve displays the previous benchm ark scenario. T he dotted

curve show s the RG result for them} #* scenario, while the solid curve represents the

FD result forthem} #* scenario.

200 and 202 Gev [10{13]. From the negative results of their ssarchesALEPH ,DELPHI
and L3 have therefore individually excluided a SM H iggs boson lighter than 101{106
GeV (atthe 95% con dence kevel) LG{1Z].

Here we will present the expected exclision reach of LEP assum ing all the data
taken by the four experin ents in 1999 is combined. The ulin ate exclusion reach of
LEP { assum ing no signalwere found in the data to be collected in the year 2000 { will
also be estim ated for several hypothetical scenarios of lum inosity and centre-ofm ass
energy. These resuls are then confronted w ith the theoretical M SSM  upper lin i on
my, (tan ) presented in Section 2, in order to establish to what extent the LEP data
can probe the Iow tan region. W e recall that m odels n which b— Yukawa coupling
uni cation at the GUT scak is inposed favor Iow tan values, tan 2, which can
severely be constrained experin entally by searches at LEP . A ematively, such m odels
can favor tan 40, a region which however can only be partly covered at LEP.

A Il experin ental exclusion lim its quoted in this section are I plicitly m eant at the
95% oon dence kevel CL).

Tt hasbeen proposed P2]that the LEP -com bined expected 95% CL lowerbound on
my,m;>, ora data st consisting of data accum ulated at given centre-ofm ass energies
can be estin ated by solving the equation

nm.’)= ( oLeg) ; 3)

where n m;”) is the number of signal events produced at the 95% CL lini. The
equivalent lum inosity, L.y, is the lum nosity that one would have to accumulate at
the highest centre-ofm ass energy in the data set In order to have the sam e sensitivity
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as In the realdata set, where the data is solit between severaldi erent P s values. Fora
SM Higgsboson signal, the param eters o and are 38pband 04, respectively R2].
(T hese param eter values are obtained from a t to the actual LEP -com bined expected
lin its from 5= 161 Gev up to PS= 1886Gev f14,23,22].) The predicted my, lin its
cbtained w ith thism ethod are expected to approxin ate them ore accurate com binations
done by the LEP H iggsW orking G roup, w ith an uncertainty ofthe orderof 03 GeV.

Soling eq. (@) orthe existing LEP datawih 183Gev < Ps<omcer (Tablk'l)
results in a predicted com bined exclision ofm, < 1082 G&V for the SM H iggs boson
(s=e Figure EZa) .

Table 1. Summary ofthe total LEP data lum inosity accum ulated since 1997. The
Ium inosities for the data taken in 1999 s 1916 G&V) are the (still prelim inary)

valies quoted by the four LEP experin ents at the LEPC open session [10{13].

n
o=

s Gev) | 182.7 188.6 1916 1955 1995 2016
L b ) | 2200 6827 1139 3164 3278 14841

Based on the current LEP operational experience, it is believed that in the year
2000 stable running is possible up to P s= 206 GeV R§]. Figure Zb dem onstrates the
In pact of additional data collected at P s= 206 GeV on the exclision. For instance, if
no evidence ofa signalwere found in the data, collecting 500 (1000) pb ! at this centre-
ofm ass energy would increase them,, lim it to 113.0 (114.1) G &V . F igure 2c show s the
degradation in the sensitivity to a H iggs boson signal if the data in the year 2000 were
accum ulated at © S = 205 GeV instead: in this case the 1m inosity required to exclide
up tom, = 113 GeV would be 840 pb *.

In Tablk 2 the expected SM H iggs boson lin it is shown for several possbl LEP
running scenarios In the year 2000. Taking into acoount that the experim entalM SSM
m, exclision i the range 05 < tan < 3 is (i) essentially ndependent oftan and
(i) equal n value to the SM m, exclusion (see eg. P4,26)), m;° can be converted
into an excluded tan range In the m [ ®* benchm ark soenario descrbed in Section Z.
This is done by Intersecting the experim ental exclision and the solid curve n F igure
1. Using the LEP data taken until the end 0£1999 (rwhich m ;> = 1082 Ge&V) one
can already expect to exclide 06 < tan < 19 withih theM SSM form .= 1743 Ge&V
and M gysy = 1 TeV.Note that in determ ining the excluded tan regions in Tabk 2|
the theoretical uncertainty from unknown higher-order corrections has been neglected.
A s can be seen from Table 2, several plausble scenarios for adding new data at higher
energies can extend the exclusion tomy, < 113GeV (05 < tan < 24).

4. The upper lim it on my, in the M -SUG R A scenario

TheM -SUGRA scenario isdescribed by four independent param eters and a sign, nam ely
the comm on squark mass M o, the comm on gaugino mass M ;-,, the comm on trilinear
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Figure 2. P redictionsofthe expected combined ALEPH+DELPH I+ L3+ OPAL 95%
CL m, exclusion; a) obtained from the data taken until the end 0f 1999 (solid lines).
For com parison the expected (stars) and observed (dots) combined LEP lim its cbtained
from actualdata com binations @é,:_ifi,éé] are also shown. The e ect of adding to this
data set new data atb) s=206GeV orc) 205 GeV is indicated by the dashed Iline.

Table 2. P redictions of the sensitivity of the four LEP experim ents com bined, for
severalhypotheticaldata sets. T he table show s the expected excluded SM H iggsboson
mass m;°, n GeV) as well as the corresponding excluded tan  region in the m ] @*
benchm ark scenario wWih my = 1743 GeV, M gysy = 1 TeV), when new data at
the indicated P s is combined w ith the existing data set (Table :14') . The lum inosities
Indicated are forthe 4 LEP experim ents com bined. T he results shown are valid only if
no signalwere found in the data. (Note that, as it is not foreseen at the m om ent that

it willbe possible to run LEP atp s> 206 G &V, scenario 8 is probably unrealistic.)

PS Gev) [ 204. 205. 206. 208. m}” tan
L b 1) - - 100. - || 1100 06 {21
2)L b 1) - - 500. - || 1130 05{24
3)L @b ) - - 1000. - | 1141 05{25
4)L @b ) - 120. - - || 1100 06 {21
5L @b 1) - 840. - - || 1130 05{24
6) L (b !)| 100. 100. 400. - | 1131 05{24
7)L @b ') || 150. 300. 300. - || 1133 05{24
8) L (b ') || 150. 300. 300. 280.| 1150 05{26

coupling Ay, tan and the sign of . The universal param eters are xed at the GUT
scale, where we assum ed uni cation of the gauge couplings. Then they are run down
to the electroweak scale w ith the help of renom alization group equations @&,15,27{32].
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Figure 3. IntheM M ;_,-plane the contour Iinesofmy are shown for four values
ofA . Thenumbersrefertom , In the respective region wihin 0:5 G&V . T he regions
that areexcluided by REW SB,the CCB orLSP conditions, orby direct chargino search
are also indicated.

T he condition of REW SB putsan upperbound on M o ofaboutM o < 5TeV (depending
on the values of the other four param eters) .

In order to obtain a precise prediction for m, wihin the M -SUGRA scenarbo,
we emply the complkte two-loop RG munning wih appropriate thresholds (ooth
logarithm ic and nite for the gauge ocouplings and using the so called -function
approxin ation for the masses [[§]) mcluding full one-loop m inin ization conditions for
the e ective potential, in order to extract all the param eters oftheM -SUGRA scenario
attheEW scal. Thism ethod hasbeen com bined w ith the presently m ost precise result
ofm, based on a Feynm an-diagramm atic caloulation [,9]. This has been carried out
by com bining the codes of two program s nam ely, SUITY [33]and FeynHiggs [19].

In order to investigate the upper lin it on the H iggsboson m ass in the M -SUGRA
soenario, we kesp tan xed at a large value, tan = 30. Conceming the sign
of the Higgs m ixIng parameter, , we nd larger m , values (compatble with the
constraints discussed below ) for negative (in the convention of eg. (I)). In the
follow ing we analyze the upper lim it on m, as a function of the other M -SUGRA
param eters, M 3, M 1, and A,. Our resuls are displayed in Fig.3 for four values of
Ay:Ay= 0; 500; 1000; 1500 Ge&V .W e show contour Inesofm, mtheM, M ;-
plane. The numbers inside the plots indicate the lightest H iggs boson m ass in the
respective areaw ithin 05 G &V . The upperbound on the lightest CP -even H iggsboson
m ass is found to be at most 127 G&V . This upper lim i is reached orM , 500 G€&V,
M 1, 400 GeV and Ay = 1500 Ge&V . Conceming the analysis the follow ing should
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be noted:

W e have chosen the current experim ental central value for the top quark m ass,
mi= 1743 G €V .A sm entioned above, increasingm by 1 G €V results in an ncrease
ofm, of approxin ately 1 G&V .

TheM -SUGRA param eters are taken to be real, no SUSY CP -violating phases are
assum ed.

W e have chosen negative values for the trilinear coupling, because m;, tums out to
be Increased by going from positive to negative values of A . A Jis restricted from
above by the condition that no negative squares of squark m asses and no charge or
color breaking m Inin a appear.

The regions n the My M ,-plane that are excluded for the follow iIng reasons are
also indicated:
{ REW SB :param eter sets that do not ful 1the REW SB condition.
{ CCB :r=gionswhere charge or colorbreakingm inin a occur or negative squared
squark m asses are obtained at the EW scale.
{ LSP :s=tswhere the lightest neutralino isnot the LSP .M ostly there the lightest
scalar tau becom es the LSP.
{ Chargino lim i: param eter sets which corresoond to a chargino m ass that is
already excluded by direct searches.

W e do not take Into acocount theb ! s constraint as the authors of Ref. [34;3%]
do. This could reduce the upper lim it but still the experim ental and theoretical
uncertainties of this constraint are quite large.

5. Conclusions

W e have analyzed the upper bound on m, wihin the M SSM . Using the Feynm an—
diagramm atic result for m,, which contains new genuine two—Joop corrections, leads
to an Increase of my of up to 4 G&V compared to the previous result obtained
by renom alization group methods. W e have furthem ore investigated the M SSM

param eters for which the maxinal m, values are obtained and have com pared the
m} % scenario with the previous benchmark scenario. Form. = 1743 Ge&V and
Mgysy = 1 TeV we ndmy, < 129 GeV as upper bound in the M SSM . In case that
no evidence of a H iggs signal is found before the end of running in 2000, experin ental
searches for the H iggsboson at LEP can ultin ately be reasonably expected to exclude
m, < 113GeV . In the context ofthem ' ** benchm ark scenario Withm .= 1743 GevV,
M gusy = 1 TeV) this rules out the nterval 05 < tan < 24 at the 95% con dence
level wihih the M SSM . W ihin the M -SUGRA scenario, the upper bound on my is
ound tobem, < 127GeV orm, = 1743 GeV . This upper lin it is reached for the
M -SUGRA param eters M 500G&V, M 1 400 GeV and Ay = 1500GeV. The
upper bound w ithin the M -SUGRA soenario is ower by 2 and 4 G €V than the bound
obtained in the generalM SSM forM gygy = 1 TeV and M gygy = 2 TEV, respectively.
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