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A bstract. The upper lim it on the lightest CP -even Higgs boson m ass, m h, is

analyzed within the M SSM as a function of tan� for �xed m t and M SU SY . The

im pact of recent diagram m atic two-loop results on this lim it is investigated. W e

com pare the M SSM theoreticalupper bound on m h with the lower bound obtained

from experim entalsearchesatLEP.W e estim ate thatwith the LEP data taken until

the end of1999,the region m h < 108:2 G eV can be excluded atthe 95% con�dence

level.Thiscorrespondsto an excluded region 0:6<� tan� <� 1:9 within the M SSM for

m t = 174:3 G eV and M SU SY � 1 TeV.The �nalexclusion sensitivity afterthe end of

LEP,in the year2000,isalso brie
y discussed.Finally,wedeterm ine the upperlim it

on m h within theM inim alSupergravity(M -SUG RA)scenarioup tothetwo-loop level,

consistentwith radiativeelectroweak sym m etry breaking.W e�nd an upperbound of

m h � 127 G eV form t = 174:3 G eV in thisscenario,which isslightly below thebound

in the unconstrained M SSM .

1. Introduction

W ithin the M SSM the m asses ofthe CP -even neutralHiggs bosons are calculable in

term softhe otherM SSM param eters. The m assofthe lightestHiggsboson,m h,has

been ofparticular interest,as it is bounded to be sm aller than the Z boson m ass at

the tree level. The one-loop results [1{4]for m h have been supplem ented in the last

years with the leading two-loop corrections,perform ed in the renorm alization group

(RG) approach [5,6],in the e�ective potentialapproach [7]and m ost recently in the

Feynm an-diagram m atic(FD)approach [8,9].Thetwo-loop correctionshaveturned out

to besizeable.They can changetheone-loop resultsby up to 20% .

Experim entalsearchesatLEP now excludealightM SSM Higgsboson with am ass

below �90 GeV [10{13]. In the low tan� region,in which the lim it is the sam e as

for the Standard M odelHiggs boson,a m ass lim it ofeven m h
>
� 106 GeV has been

obtained [10{13].Com bining thisexperim entalbound with the theoreticalupperlim it

on m h asa function oftan� within the M SSM ,itispossible to derive constraintson

tan�.In thispaperweinvestigate,forwhich M SSM param etersthem axim alm h values

are obtained and discuss in this context the im pact ofthe new FD two-loop result.
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Resulting constraintson tan� are analyzed on the basisofthe presentLEP data and

oftheprospective �nalexclusion lim itofLEP.

The M inim alSupergravity (M -SUGRA)scenario providesa relatively sim ple and

constrained version oftheM SSM .In thispaperweexplore,how them axim um possible

valuesform h changecom pared to thegeneralM SSM ,ifonerestrictsto theM -SUGRA

fram ework. As an additionalconstraint we im pose that the condition of radiative

electroweak sym m etry breaking (REW SB)[14]should beful�lled.

2. T he upper bound on m h in the M SSM

Them ostim portantradiativecorrectionstom h arisefrom thetop and scalartop sector

oftheM SSM ,with the inputparam etersm t,M SU SY and X t.Here we assum e the soft

SUSY breaking param etersin thediagonalentriesofthescalartop m ixing m atrix tobe

equalforsim plicity,M SU SY = M ~tL
= M ~tR

. Thishasbeen shown to yield uppervalues

form h which com prise also the case where M ~tL
6= M ~tR

,ifM SU SY isidenti�ed with the

heavieroneofM ~tL
,M ~tR

[9].Fortheo�-diagonalentry ofthem ixing m atrix weusethe

convention

m tX t= m t(A t� �cot�): (1)

Notethatthesign convention used for�hereistheoppositeoftheoneused in Ref.[15].

Sincethepredicted valueofm h dependssensitively on theprecisenum ericalvalue

ofm t,ithasbecom e custom ary to discuss the constraintson tan� within a so-called

\benchm ark" scenario (see Ref.[16]and referencestherein),in which m t iskept�xed

atthevaluem t= 175 GeV and in which furtherm orea largevalueofM SU SY ischosen,

M SU SY = 1 TeV,giving rise to large values ofm h(tan�). In Ref.[17]it has recently

been analyzed how thevalueschosen fortheotherSUSY param etersin thebenchm ark

scenarioshould bem odi�ed in ordertoobtain them axim alvaluesofm h(tan�)forgiven

m t and M SU SY .Thecorresponding scenario (m
m ax
h scenario)isde�ned as[17,18]

m t= m
exp

t (= 174:3 GeV); M SU SY = 1 TeV

�= �200 GeV;M 2 = 200 GeV;M A = 1 TeV;m ~g = 0:8M SU SY (FD)

X t= 2M SU SY (FD) or X t=
p
2M SU SY (RG); (2)

wheretheparam etersarechosen such thatthechargino m assesarebeyond thereach of

LEP2 and thatthe lightestCP -even Higgsboson doesnotdom inantly decay invisibly

into neutralinos.In eq.(2)�istheHiggsm ixing param eter,M 2 denotesthesoftSUSY

breakingparam eterin thegauginosector,and M A istheCP-odd Higgsboson m ass.The

gluino m ass,m ~g,can only be speci�ed asa free param eterin the FD result(program

FeynHiggs [19]).Thee�ectofvarying m ~g on m h isup to �2 GeV [9].W ithin theRG

result(program subhpole [5])m ~g is�xed to m ~g = M SU SY . Com pared to the m axim al

valuesform h (obtained form ~g � 0:8M SU SY )thisleadstoareduction oftheHiggsboson

m assby up to 0:5 GeV.Di�erentvaluesofX t arespeci�ed in eq.(2)fortheresultsof

the FD and the RG calculation,since within the two approaches the m axim alvalues



Upperlim iton m h in the M SSM and M -SUGRA vs.prospective reach ofLEP 3

form h are obtained fordi�erentvaluesofX t. Thisfactispartly due to the di�erent

renorm alization schem esused in thetwo approaches[20].

The m axim alvalues for m h as a function oftan� within the m m ax
h scenario are

higherby about5 GeV than in the previousbenchm ark scenario. The constraintson

tan� derived within them m ax
h scenario arethusm oreconservativethan theonesbased

on thepreviousscenario.

The investigation of the constraints on tan� that can be obtained from the

experim entalsearch lim itson m h hasso farbeen based on theresultsform h obtained

within theRG approach [5].Therecently obtained FD [8,9]resultdi�ersfrom theRG

resultbyam orecom pletetreatm entoftheone-loopcontributions[3]andinparticularby

genuinenon-logarithm ictwo-loopterm sthatgobeyond theleadinglogarithm ictwo-loop

contributionscontained in the RG result[20,21]. Com paring the FD result(program

FeynHiggs)with theRG result(program subhpole)we�nd thatthem axim alvaluefor

m h asa function oftan� within theFD resultishigherby up to 4 GeV.

In Fig.1 we show both the e�ect ofm odifying the previous benchm ark scenario

to the m m ax
h scenario and the im pactofthe new FD two-loop resulton the prediction

form h. The m axim alvalue forthe Higgsboson m assisplotted asa function oftan�

form t = 174:3 GeV and M SU SY = 1 TeV.The dashed curve displays the benchm ark

scenario,used up to now by the LEP collaborations[16]. The dotted curve showsthe

m m ax
h scenario. Both curves are based on the RG result (program subhpole). The

solid curve corresponds to the FD result (program FeynHiggs) in the m m ax
h scenario.

The increase in the m axim alvalue for m h by about 4 GeV from the new FD result

and by further5 GeV ifthe benchm ark scenario isreplaced by the m m ax
h scenario has

a signi�cant e�ect on exclusion lim its for tan� derived from the Higgs boson search.

Com bining both e�ects,which ofcoursehavea very di�erentorigin,them axim alHiggs

boson m asses are increased by alm ost 10 GeV com pared to the previous benchm ark

scenario.

From theFD resultwe�nd theupperbound ofm h
<
� 129GeV in theregion oflarge

tan� within theM SSM form t = 174:3 GeV and M SU SY = 1 TeV.Highervaluesform h

areobtained iftheexperim entaluncertainty in m t ofcurrently �m t = 5:1 GeV istaken

into accountand highervaluesareallowed forthetop quark m ass.Asa ruleofthum b,

increasing m t by 1 GeV roughly translates into an upward shift ofm h of1 GeV.An

increaseofM SU SY from 1 TeV to 2 TeV enhancesm h by about2 GeV in thelargetan�

region. As an extrem e case,choosing m t = 184:5 GeV,i.e.two standard deviations

above the current experim entalcentralvalue,and using M SU SY = 2 TeV leads to an

upperbound on m h ofm h
<
� 141 GeV within theM SSM .

3. T he prospective upper m h reach ofLEP

The four LEP experim ents are very actively searching for the Higgs boson. Results

presented recently by theLEP collaborationsrevealed no evidenceofaSM Higgsboson

signalin thedatacollected in 1999atcentre-of-m assenergiesofapproxim ately 192,196,
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Figure 1. The upper bound on m h is shown as a function oftan� for given m t

and M SU SY .Thedashed curvedisplaysthepreviousbenchm ark scenario.Thedotted

curveshowsthe RG resultforthe m m ax

h
scenario,while the solid curverepresentsthe

FD resultforthe m m ax

h
scenario.

200and 202GeV [10{13].From thenegativeresultsoftheirsearchesALEPH,DELPHI

and L3 have therefore individually excluded a SM Higgsboson lighterthan �101{106

GeV (atthe95% con�dence level)[10{12].

Here we willpresent the expected exclusion reach ofLEP assum ing allthe data

taken by the four experim ents in 1999 is com bined. The ultim ate exclusion reach of

LEP { assum ing no signalwerefound in thedata to becollected in theyear2000 { will

also be estim ated for severalhypotheticalscenarios oflum inosity and centre-of-m ass

energy. These results are then confronted with the theoreticalM SSM upper lim it on

m h(tan�) presented in Section 2,in order to establish to what extent the LEP data

can probe the low tan� region. W e recallthatm odelsin which b-� Yukawa coupling

uni�cation atthe GUT scale isim posed favorlow tan� values,tan� � 2,which can

severely be constrained experim entally by searchesatLEP.Alternatively,such m odels

can favortan�� 40,a region which howevercan only bepartly covered atLEP.

Allexperim entalexclusion lim itsquoted in thissection areim plicitly m eantatthe

95% con�dence level(CL).

Ithasbeen proposed [22]thattheLEP-com bined expected 95% CL lowerbound on

m h,m
95
h ,fora data setconsisting ofdata accum ulated atgiven centre-of-m assenergies

can beestim ated by solving theequation

n(m 95
h )= (�0Leq)

�
; (3)

where n(m 95
h ) is the num ber of signalevents produced at the 95% CL lim it. The

equivalent lum inosity, Leq, is the lum inosity that one would have to accum ulate at

the highestcentre-of-m assenergy in the data setin orderto have the sam e sensitivity
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asin therealdataset,wherethedataissplitbetween severaldi�erent
p
svalues.Fora

SM Higgsboson signal,theparam eters�0 and �are�38pb and �0.4,respectively [22].

(These param etervaluesareobtained from a �tto theactualLEP-com bined expected

lim itsfrom
p
s= 161 GeV up to

p
s= 188:6 GeV [16,23,24].) Thepredicted m h lim its

obtained with thism ethod areexpected toapproxim atethem oreaccuratecom binations

doneby theLEP HiggsW orking Group,with an uncertainty oftheorderof� 0.3 GeV.

Solvingeq.(3)fortheexistingLEP datawith 183GeV <
�

p
s<� 202GeV (Table1)

resultsin a predicted com bined exclusion ofm h < 108:2 GeV forthe SM Higgsboson

(seeFigure2a).

Table 1. Sum m ary ofthe totalLEP data lum inosity accum ulated since 1997. The

lum inositiesforthe data taken in 1999 (
p
s � 191.6 G eV)are the (stillprelim inary)

valuesquoted by the fourLEP experim entsatthe LEPC open session [10{13].

p
s (GeV) 182.7 188.6 191.6 195.5 199.5 201.6

L (pb� 1) 220.0 682.7 113.9 316.4 327.8 148.1

Based on the current LEP operationalexperience,it is believed that in the year

2000 stable running ispossible up to
p
s = 206 GeV [25]. Figure 2b dem onstratesthe

im pactofadditionaldata collected at
p
s= 206 GeV on theexclusion.Forinstance,if

noevidenceofasignalwerefound in thedata,collecting 500(1000)pb� 1 atthiscentre-

of-m assenergy would increasethem h lim itto 113.0 (114.1)GeV.Figure2cshowsthe

degradation in thesensitivity to a Higgsboson signalifthedata in theyear2000 were

accum ulated at
p
s= 205 GeV instead:in thiscasethelum inosity required to exclude

up to m h = 113 GeV would be840 pb� 1.

In Table 2 the expected SM Higgsboson lim itisshown forseveralpossible LEP

running scenariosin the year2000. Taking into accountthatthe experim entalM SSM

m h exclusion in the range 0:5 <� tan� <
� 3 is(i)essentially independent oftan� and

(ii) equalin value to the SM m h exclusion (see e.g.[24,26]),m 95
h can be converted

into an excluded tan� range in the m m ax
h benchm ark scenario described in Section 2.

This is done by intersecting the experim entalexclusion and the solid curve in Figure

1. Using the LEP data taken untilthe end of1999 (forwhich m 95
h = 108:2 GeV)one

can already expectto exclude0:6<� tan� <� 1:9 within theM SSM form t = 174:3 GeV

and M SU SY = 1 TeV.Note thatin determ ining the excluded tan� regionsin Table 2

the theoreticaluncertainty from unknown higher-ordercorrectionshasbeen neglected.

Ascan beseen from Table2,severalplausible scenariosforadding new data athigher

energiescan extend theexclusion to m h
<
� 113 GeV (0:5 <� tan� <� 2:4).

4. T he upper lim it on m h in the M -SU G R A scenario

TheM -SUGRA scenarioisdescribed byfourindependentparam etersand asign,nam ely

the com m on squark m ass M 0,the com m on gaugino m ass M 1=2,the com m on trilinear
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Figure 2. Predictionsoftheexpected com bined ALEPH+ DELPHI+ L3+ O PAL 95%

CL m h exclusion;a)obtained from the data taken untilthe end of1999 (solid lines).

Forcom parisontheexpected (stars)and observed(dots)com bined LEP lim itsobtained

from actualdata com binations[16,24,26]arealso shown.The e�ectofadding to this

data setnew data atb)
p
s= 206 G eV orc)205 G eV isindicated by thedashed line.

Table 2. Predictionsofthe sensitivity ofthe fourLEP experim entscom bined,for

severalhypotheticaldatasets.Thetableshowstheexpected excluded SM Higgsboson

m ass(m 95

h
,in G eV) aswellasthe corresponding excluded tan� region in the m m ax

h

benchm ark scenario (with m t = 174:3 G eV,M SU SY = 1 TeV),when new data at

the indicated
p
s iscom bined with the existing data set(Table 1). The lum inosities

indicated areforthe4 LEP experim entscom bined.Theresultsshown arevalid only if

no signalwerefound in thedata.(Notethat,asitisnotforeseen atthem om entthat

itwillbepossibleto run LEP at
p
s> 206 G eV,scenario 8 isprobably unrealistic.)

p
s (GeV) 204. 205. 206. 208. m 95

h tan�95

1)L (pb� 1) - - 100. - 110.0 0.6 { 2.1

2)L (pb� 1) - - 500. - 113.0 0.5 { 2.4

3)L (pb� 1) - - 1000. - 114.1 0.5 { 2.5

4)L (pb� 1) - 120. - - 110.0 0.6 { 2.1

5)L (pb� 1) - 840. - - 113.0 0.5 { 2.4

6)L (pb� 1) 100. 100. 400. - 113.1 0.5 { 2.4

7)L (pb� 1) 150. 300. 300. - 113.3 0.5 { 2.4

8)L (pb� 1) 150. 300. 300. 280. 115.0 0.5 { 2.6

coupling A 0,tan� and the sign of�. The universalparam etersare �xed atthe GUT

scale,where we assum ed uni�cation ofthe gauge couplings. Then they are run down

to theelectroweak scalewith thehelp ofrenorm alization group equations[4,15,27{32].
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Figure 3. In theM 0 � M 1=2-planethecontourlinesofm h areshown forfourvalues

ofA 0.Thenum bersrefertom h in therespectiveregion within � 0:5 G eV.Theregions

thatareexcluded byREW SB,theCCB orLSP conditions,orby directcharginosearch

arealso indicated.

Thecondition ofREW SB putsan upperbound on M 0 ofaboutM 0
<
� 5TeV (depending

on thevaluesoftheotherfourparam eters).

In order to obtain a precise prediction for m h within the M -SUGRA scenario,

we em ploy the com plete two-loop RG running with appropriate thresholds (both

logarithm ic and �nite for the gauge couplings and using the so called �-function

approxim ation forthe m asses[15])including fullone-loop m inim ization conditionsfor

thee�ectivepotential,in orderto extractalltheparam etersoftheM -SUGRA scenario

attheEW scale.Thism ethod hasbeen com bined with thepresently m ostpreciseresult

ofm h based on a Feynm an-diagram m atic calculation [8,9]. Thishasbeen carried out

by com bining thecodesoftwo program snam ely,SUITY [33]and FeynHiggs [19].

In orderto investigate theupperlim iton theHiggsboson m assin theM -SUGRA

scenario, we keep tan� �xed at a large value, tan� = 30. Concerning the sign

of the Higgs m ixing param eter, �, we �nd larger m h values (com patible with the

constraints discussed below) for negative � (in the convention of eq.(1)). In the

following we analyze the upper lim it on m h as a function of the other M -SUGRA

param eters,M 0,M 1=2 and A 0. Our results are displayed in Fig.3 for four values of

A 0:A 0 = 0;�500;�1000;�1500 GeV.W eshow contourlinesofm h in theM 0 � M 1=2-

plane. The num bers inside the plots indicate the lightest Higgs boson m ass in the

respectiveareawithin �0:5 GeV.Theupperbound on thelightestCP -even Higgsboson

m assisfound to be atm ost127 GeV.Thisupperlim itisreached forM 0 � 500 GeV,

M 1=2 � 400 GeV and A 0 = �1500 GeV. Concerning the analysisthe following should
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benoted:

� W e have chosen the current experim entalcentralvalue for the top quark m ass,

m t = 174:3GeV.Asm entioned above,increasingm tby1GeV resultsin an increase

ofm h ofapproxim ately 1 GeV.

� TheM -SUGRA param etersaretaken to bereal,no SUSY CP -violating phasesare

assum ed.

� W ehavechosen negativevaluesforthetrilinearcoupling,becausemh turnsoutto

beincreased by goingfrom positivetonegativevaluesofA 0.jA 0jisrestricted from

aboveby thecondition thatno negativesquaresofsquark m assesand no chargeor

colorbreaking m inim a appear.

� Theregionsin theM0 � M 1=2-planethatareexcluded forthefollowing reasonsare

also indicated:

{ REW SB:param etersetsthatdo notful�lltheREW SB condition.

{ CCB:regionswherechargeorcolorbreakingm inim aoccurornegativesquared

squark m assesareobtained attheEW scale.

{ LSP:setswherethelightestneutralinoisnottheLSP.M ostlytherethelightest

scalartau becom estheLSP.

{ Chargino lim it: param eter sets which correspond to a chargino m ass thatis

already excluded by directsearches.

� W e do nottake into accountthe b! s
 constraintasthe authorsofRef.[34,35]

do. This could reduce the upper lim it but stillthe experim entaland theoretical

uncertaintiesofthisconstraintarequitelarge.

5. C onclusions

W e have analyzed the upper bound on m h within the M SSM .Using the Feynm an-

diagram m atic result for m h,which contains new genuine two-loop corrections,leads

to an increase of m h of up to 4 GeV com pared to the previous result obtained

by renorm alization group m ethods. W e have furtherm ore investigated the M SSM

param eters for which the m axim alm h values are obtained and have com pared the

m m ax
h scenario with the previous benchm ark scenario. For m t = 174:3 GeV and

M SU SY = 1 TeV we �nd m h
<
� 129 GeV as upper bound in the M SSM .In case that

no evidence ofa Higgssignalisfound before the end ofrunning in 2000,experim ental

searchesfortheHiggsboson atLEP can ultim ately bereasonably expected to exclude

m h
<
� 113 GeV.In thecontextofthem m ax

h benchm ark scenario (with m t = 174:3 GeV,

M SU SY = 1 TeV)thisrules outthe interval0:5 <� tan� <
� 2:4 atthe 95% con�dence

levelwithin the M SSM .W ithin the M -SUGRA scenario,the upper bound on m h is

found to be m h
<
� 127 GeV form t = 174:3 GeV. This upperlim itisreached forthe

M -SUGRA param etersM 0 � 500 GeV,M 1=2 � 400 GeV and A 0 = �1500 GeV. The

upperbound within the M -SUGRA scenario islowerby 2 and 4 GeV than the bound

obtained in thegeneralM SSM forM SU SY = 1 TeV and M SU SY = 2 TeV,respectively.
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