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A bstract

W eexplorethephenom enologyofaclassofm odelswith anom aly-m ediated supersym -

m etry breaking.These m odelsretain the successful
avorpropertiesofthe m inim al

scenario while avoiding the tachyons. The m ass spectrum is predicted in term s of

a few param eters.Howevervariousqualitatively di�erentspectra arepossible,often

strongly di�erentfrom the onesusually em ployed to explore capabilitiesofnew ac-

celerators.Onestable featureisthelim ited spread ofthespectrum ,so thatsquarks

and gluinos could be conceivably produced at TEVII.The lightest superpartner of

standard particlesisoften a charged slepton ora neutralhiggsino. Itbehaves asa

stableparticlein colliderexperim entsbutitdecaysatorbeforenucleosynthesis.W e

identify theexperim entalsignaturesathadron collidersthatcan help distinguish this

scenario from theusualones.

1 Introduction

The origin ofsupersym m etry breaking is the centralissue in the construction ofa realistic supersym m etric

extension ofthe Standard M odel(SM ).Ifsupersym m etry is to be ofany relevance to the hierarchy problem

the sparticlem assesshould be sm allerthan abouta TeV.Then,
avorviolating processesm ediated by virtual

sparticles constrain their m asses to preserve 
avor to a high degree. O ne m ain goalofm odelbuilding is to

provide 
avor sym m etric soft term s in a sim ple and naturalway. G auge m ediated supersym m etry breaking

(G M SB)[1]representsan elegantsolution to this problem : softterm sare calculable and are dom inated by a


avor sym m etric contribution due to gauge interactions. Supergravity,on the other hand,provides perhaps

the sim plest way to m ediate supersym m etry breaking [2]. However,in the absence ofa m ore fundam ental

theory,softterm s are notcalculable in supergravity,so there is little controlon their 
avorstructure. M ore

technically,one could say that soft term s are dom inated by \extrem e ultraviolet" dynam ics in supergravity

and consequently aresensitiveto allpossiblenew sourcesof
avorviolation,notjustthe\low-energy" Yukawa

couplings.Thiscan be considered a genericproblem ofsoftterm sm ediated by supergravity.Varioussolutions

havebeen suggested,including specialstring inspired scenarios(dilaton dom inance)and horizontalsym m etries.

1

http://arxiv.org/abs/hep-ph/9912390v2
http://arxiv.org/abs/hep-ph/9912390


Recently,im portantprogresshasbeen m ade in ourunderstanding ofa classofcalculable quantum e�ects

in supergravity [3,4]. These e�ectscan be characterized asthe pure supergravity contribution to softterm s.

Thisisbecausethey aresim ply determ ined by thevacuum expectation valueoftheauxilliary scalar�eld F� in

thegraviton superm ultiplet.ThecouplingsofF� to the m inim alsupersym m etricstandard m odel(M SSM )are

a purely quantum e�ectdictated by the conform alanom aly. The resulting anom aly m ediated contribution to

sparticlem assesisoforder�F�=4� � �m3=2=4�.In a genericsupergravity scenario,thiscalculablee�ectwould

only representa negligible correction to the uncalculable � m3=2 tree levelterm s. Howeveritisconsistentto

considera situation where Anom aly M ediation (AM )isthe leading e�ect. Indeed,aspointed outby Randall

and Sundrum [3],this m ay happen in an extra-dim ensionalscenario,for exam ple,when the M SSM lives on

a 3-brane,while the hidden sectorliveson a brane thatis far-away in a bulk where only gravity propagates.

Recently an explicitrealization ofthissetup hasbeen given in ref.[5].A m oreconventionalsituation,wherethe

anom aly m ediated contribution to justthegaugino m assesand A-term sdom inates,isdynam icalhidden sector

m odelswithoutsinglets[4].VarioustechnicalaspectsofAM havebeen furtherdiscussed in Refs.[6,7,8],the

latterofwhich givesa m ore form alderivation along with a com parison to previouscom putationsofquantum

contributionsto softterm s[9].

In pure Anom aly M ediation sferm ion m assesare dom inated by an infrared contribution,so they are only

sensitiveto thesourcesof
avorviolation thatarerelevantatlow energy,asencoded in theferm ion m assesand

CK M anglesofthe SM .Therefore AM ,like the SM ,satis�esnatural
avorconservation.Sferm ion m assesare

in practice fam ily independent,since the gauge contributionsdom inate,like in G M SB.Unfortunately,this is

notthe fullstory:
avoris�nebutthe squared slepton m assesarepredicted to be negative.

Variousattem ptshavebeen m adeto savethesituation.In principleadding an extra supergravity contribu-

tion ruinspredictivity.Nevertheless,ifoneassum esthatsom eunspeci�ed 
avoruniversalcontribution liftsthe

sleptons,then thelow-energy phenom enology isquitepeculiar[10,11].O therproposalsinvolveextra �eldsat,

orjustabove,the weak scale[12,7].In thispaperwewillfocuson the idea ofref.[6],which weoutlinebelow.

ThefactthatAM providesa specialRenorm alization G roup (RG )trajectory whereallunwanted ultraviolet

(UV) e�ects on soft term s decouple is very suggestive. Indeed,in order to solve the supersym m etric 
avor

problem ,itwould be enough to rem ain on thistrajectory only down to a scale M 0 som ewhatbelow the scale

of
avor.In ref.[6]itwaspointed outthata theory can bekicked o� theAM trajectory when an interm ediate

theshold isgoverned by thevacuum expectation value(VEV)ofa�eld X thatism asslessin thesupersym m etric

lim it.Thisdoesnottruly violatetheUV insensitivity ofAM ,sincethelow energy theory isnotjusttheM SSM

butcontainsalso the m odulusX .W hile this�eld iscoupled to the M SSM only by 1=X suppressed operators,

its presence a�ects the soft m asses in a relevant way. Ref.[6]used this rem ark to build a realistic class of

m odels,with 
avoruniversaland positivesferm ion m asses.Theinterm ediatethreshold isgiven by a m essenger

sectorsim ilarto thatofG M SB m odels. Howeverthe sparticle spectrum ofthese m odelsstrongly di�ersfrom

both G M SB and conventionalsupergravity.Indeed the prediction forgaugino m assratiosisalso distinguished

from \m inim al" AM .The m ostim portantfeaturesofthe spectrum are a reduced hierarchy between coloured

sparticles and the rest,and the lightest spartner being either a slepton or a higgsino-like neutralino. The

lightestsupersym m etricparticle(LSP)istheferm ionicpartner� ofthem odulusX ,so thelightestsparticlein

the M SSM can be charged.

The purpose ofthe present paper is to study the im plications ofthese novelfeatures in collider physics

and cosm ology. It is organized as follows. In section 2 we recallthe building blocks ofthe m odeland the

corresponding high-scale boundary conditions for soft term s. In section 3 we study the low-energy spectrum

and consider the constraints from electroweak sym m etry breaking. In section 4 we focus on the signatures

at both TEVIIand LHC and draw a com parison to those ofG M SB and m inim alsupergravity (m SUG RA).

Supersym m etriccorrectionsto rareprocessesarestudied in section 5.In section 6 wediscusstheNLSP decays

and theboundson itplaced by big-bang nucleosynthesis.Section 7 containsourconclusions.In appendix A we

write the one-loop RG evolution forthe softterm sin term sofa m inim alnum berof‘sem i-analytic’functions,

starting from the m ostgeneralboundary conditions.

2 T he m odel

Anom aly M ediated softterm scan bede�ned in a very sim pleoperationalway.Consider�rstany m odelin the

supersym m etric lim itand assign R-charge 2=3 to allits chiralm attersuper�elds. Notice thatin generalthis

isnota truesym m etry.Forinstance,in the superpotentialonly thetrilinearcouplingsareinvariant.Consider

then the introduction ofa spurion (classicalexternal�eld)� with R-charge 2/3 and scaling-dim ension 1,and

couple itto the originallagrangian in orderto m akeitform ally both R and scaleinvariant.Forinstance fora
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genericsuperpotentialW (Q )wehave

W (Q )= M 1Q
2 + �Q

3 +
1

M � 1

Q
4 + :::! M 1�Q

2 + �Q
3 +

1

M � 1�
Q
4 + :::= �

3
W (Q =�): (1)

W hen the choice � = 1+ �2F� is m ade,som e specialsoft term s are generated: they are proportionalto the

dim ension ofthe originalsuperpotentialcoupling. Notice that they vanish for a purely cubic W . The sam e

gam e can be played with the gauge interaction term s. Like forYukawas,the coupling to � isabsentbecause

gauge interactions are scale invariant and R sym m etric at tree level. So in a theory with only gauge and

Yukawa couplingsno softterm arisesattreelevel.However,a coupling to � arisesatthequantum leveldueto

anom alousbreaking ofscale (and R)invariance. Indeed,in orderto form ally restore the two sym m etriesone

should also couplethe regulatorLagrangian to �.Forinstancein supersym m etricQ ED the Pauli-Villarsm ass

should be m ultiplied by a factor�,likein eq.(1).The quantum dependence on � can be e�ectively accounted

forby considering super�eld m atterwavefunctionsand gaugecouplings[13]

Zi(�)= Z

 

�
p
��y

!

R(�)= g
� 2

 

�
p
��y

!

(2)

where Zi(�)and g2(�)are the running param etersin the supersym m etric lim it. Eq. 2 isderived by noticing

that the quantity �=
p
��y is the only scale and R invariant com bination of� and � [3,4]. By eq.(2) the

A-term s,scalarand gaugino m assesare

A ijk(�)= � 1

2
(
i(�)+ 
j(�)+ 
k(�))F� 
i =

dlnZi

dln�
(3a)

m 2
i(�)= � 1

4
_
i(�)jF�j

2 _
i =
d
i

dln�
(3b)

m �(�)=
�(g2(�))

2g2(�)
F� � =

dg2

dln�
(3c)

where A ijk isthe dim ensionfulscalar-Yukawa analogousto the Yukawa coupling �ijk. The pure gauge contri-

bution to scalarm assesisproportionalto � �(g2),which ispositive forasym ptotically free gaugetheoriesand

negative otherwise. In the M SSM neither SU (2)L nor U (1)Y is asym ptotically free. So the slepton squared

m asses,which aredom inated by the SU (2)L � U (1)Y contribution,arenegativeand the m odelisruled out.

Them odelsconstructed in ref.[6]elim inatethetachyonswhilepreserving thesuccessful
avorpropertiesof

AM .In these m odelsn 
avorsof‘m essengers’	 i, �	 i in the 5 + �5 ofSU (5)and a singletX are added to the

M SSM �elds.These�eldsinteractvia the superpotential

W m ess = �	 X 	 i
�	 i (4)

so the basic structure isthatofG M SB m odels. Howeveritis assum ed thatsoftterm sare generated by AM

already in supergravity.W e areinterested in a situation whereX getsa largeVEV so thatthem essengersare

ultra-heavy.IfhX iwere �xed by supersym m etric dynam ics,forexam ple by a superpotentialW (X ),then the

relation FX =hX i= F� would hold in thepresenceofthespurion �.Them essengersuperm ultipletswould then

be split,and upon integrating them outa gauge-m ediated correction to the sparticle m asseswould arise. By

the relation FX =hX i= F�,this correction would precisely adjustthe softterm sto the AM trajectory ofthe

low-energy theory,i.e to the beta functionsofthe theory withoutm essengers. Thisisjustan exam ple ofthe

\celebrated" decoupling ofheavy thresholdsin AM .

Howeverin ourm odel,X isa 
atdirection in thesupersym m etriclim itonly lifted by thee�ectsofF � 6= 0.

The e�ectiveaction along X 6= 0 and 	; �	= 0 isdeterm ined by the running wavefunction Z X (�)

Z

d
4
� ZX

�
q

X X y=��y
�
X X

y
; (5)

and givesthe e�ectivepotential

V (X )= m
2

X (jX j)jX j2 ’

�
�
�
�

F�

16�2

�
�
�
�

2

n�
2

	 (X )
�
c��

2

	 (X )� cig
2

i(X )
�
jX j2 ; (6)

wherec�;ci > 0,and asum overthegaugecouplingsgiofthem essengersisunderstood.Iftherunningm assm
2
X

ispositiveatlargeX and crosseszero atsom epointX = M 0,thepotentialhasa stablem inim um around this
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point[14].Thereexistsa choiceofparam etersforwhich thishappens:thepositiveYukawa term in eq.(6)m ay

dom inatein theUV whilethenegativegaugecontribution m ay balanceitata lowerscale.Forthism echanism

toworkbetteronem ay im aginethepresenceofanew and strongly UV freem essengergaugeinteraction.Thisis

becauseSU (3)� SU (2)� U (1)endsup IR freeby theaddition ofthem essengers.Around them inim um ,Re(X )

gainsa m ass � (�=4�)3F� which could be ofordera few G eV,while Im (X ) is an axion. The crucialresult,

evidentfrom eq.(5),isFX =X = 
X (M 0)F�=2,a 1-loop quantity instead ofthe tree levelresultFX =X = F�

wem entioned above.Therefore,when them essengersareintegrated out,theirgauge-m ediated contribution to

sparticlem assesisO (�2F�),which representsa negligiblecorrection to theoriginalO (�F�)anom aly m ediated

m asses.Thuswhilethe gaugebeta functionsarem odi�ed by elim inating the m essengers,the softterm saren’t

adjusted to the beta functions ofthe low energy theory. Below the scale M 0,the RG 
ow is de
ected from

the AM trajectory. That is why we callthis scenario De
ected Anom aly M ediation (DAM ).Practically the

phenom enology ofthism odelisthatofthe M SSM with boundary conditionsforsoftterm satscale M 0 given

by AM in the M SSM plus n fam ilies ofm essengers. W e give these boundary conditions below. Notice that

theaddition ofm essengersapparently worsensthesituation in thatitm akesthebeta functionsm orenegative.

Howeverthegauginom assesarealsochanged:itisthegauginoRG contribution from M 0 to m Z thatelim inates

alltachyons.An exam pleofthisbehaviourfora DAM m odelwith n = 5 and M 0 = 1015 G eV isshown in �g.1.

The m odelis com pleted by a sectorwhose dynam ics generate � and B �. W e rem ind the readerthatthe

generation ofthese param etersis yetanotherproblem ofsim ple AM .As in G M SB,itis quite easy to obtain

the right�,butitishard to avoid B � F� � m weak.These problem sare avoided in DAM by considering the

addition ofonesingletS coupled via the superpotential

Z

d
2
�

�

�H SH dH u +
1

3
�SS

3 +
1

2
�X S

2
X

�

: (7)

Along X 6= 0,the �eld S ism assiveand by integrating itoutthe following e�ective operatorisgenerated

Z

d
4
�

�

H dH u

�H X
y

�X X
~Z

�q

X X y=��y

�

+ h:c:

�

; (8)

where ~Z(�)istherunning wavefunction m ixing between X and S.Eq.8 leadsto thefollowing expressionsfor

� and B atthe scaleM 0

� =
�H

�X

�


X ~Z +
_~Z

� F �
�

2
B =


2X
~Z �

�~Z


X ~Z +
_~Z

F�

2
(9)

where the dots representderivativeswith respectto ln�. Both param etersare � �F� � mweak. Notice that

even though the e�ectiveoperatoreq.(8)resem blesthoseoftypicalG M SB m odels,� and B arethe rightsize

sinceFX isa 1-loop quantity.

2.1 Predictions for the soft term s renorm alized at M 0

TheDAM predictionsforthesoftterm s,renorm alized atthehigh scaleM 0,in unitsofm � F�=(4�)
2,are

M i = � big
2

im (10a)

A R R 0R 00 = (cRi + c
R

0

i + c
R

00

i )g2im (10b)

forany �eldsRR 0R 00 except

A t = A Q U H u
+ (�t� ��2H )m : (10c)

The scalar m asses ofthe �elds R without signi�cant Yukawa interactions (sleptons,d-squarks and �rst and

second generation ofu-squarks)are

m
2

R = � bic
R
i g

4

im
2
: (10d)

Thesoftm assesofHiggsesand third generation Q 3 and U3 squarksalsoreceivesigni�cantYukawacontributions

m
2

H d
=m

2 = � bic
L
ig

4

i + � (10e)

m
2

H u
=m

2 = � bic
L
ig

4

i + � + �
2

t(� 3�t+ 3��2H ) (10f)

m
2

U 3
=m

2 = � bic
U
i g

4

i + �
2

t(� 2�t+ 2��2H ) (10g)

m
2

Q 3
=m

2 = � bic
Q

i g
4

i + �
2

t(� �t+ ��2H ) (10h)
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Figure1:Sam pleRG evolution ofsoftterm sand qualitatively di�erentsparticlespectra possiblein DAM m odels.

Notationsare explained in the caption of�g.4.

where allrunning param etersare renorm alized atM 0,bi = bM SSM
i + bm ess

i = (33=5;1;� 3)i+ n,the quadratic

Casim ircoe�cientsc R
i arelisted in table 4 and

�t = (c
Q

i + c
L
i + c

U
i )g

2

i � 6�2t; � = ��2H (4
��2H + 3�2t + �

0� 2cLi g
2

i):

Finally,��H and � areunknown param eters,related to the unknown param etersin the m odelLagrangian as

��2	 =
�2
	

Z	 Z � ZX (1� j�j2)
��2X =

�2X

Z 2
S
ZX (1� j�j2)3

��2S =
�2S

Z 3
S
(1� j�j2)3

��2H =
�2H

ZH d
ZH u

ZS(1� j�j2)

�
0= j�j2(n��2	 +

5

2
��2X )+ 2��2S +

��2X � (��S ��
�
X �

� + h:c:):

where� = ~Z=
p
ZX ZS.Noticethatj�j< 1 isrequired forthem odelto bestable(positivekineticterm s).Then

�0 ispositive de�nite and � ispositive. W e willsee below thatthese extra positive contributionsto the Higgs

m assparam eter,togetherwith therequirem entofcorrectelectroweak sym m etry breaking (EW SB),lead to an

upperbound on �=m .

Asisoften the case,the m odel-dependentcouplingsintroduced to generatethe � and B � term salso a�ect

the Higgsm assparam eters.In thisconcretem odelthey also a�ectthe softparam etersofthe third generation

squarks.Since4softm assesdepend on only twounknown param eters(��H and �)therearetestablepredictions.

O n the contrary the � and the B � term sare determ ined by m ore than two additionalunknown com binations

ofparam eters;therefore,weconsiderthem asfreeparam etersand do notgivetheirexplicitexpression in term s

ofm odelparam eters.Even assum ing realYukawa couplingsin them essengersector,theobservablesign ofthe

B � term isnotpredicted. However,ifforsom e reason the kinetic m ixing term ~Z issm all,CP phasescan be

rotated away.Them odelthen predictsthesign ofB � and givesonerelation between �,B � and thesoftterm s.

W ehavehereneglected thee�ectsoftheotherYukawa couplings,including thepossibly signi�cantly � and

bones.Iftan� islargetheire�ectshould beadded.They should also betaken into accountwhen studying the

predictionsfor‘�ne details’ofthe spectrum (like the m asssplitting between ~�1 ’ ~�R and ~eR ;~�R and the q=~q

m ixing anglesatthe gaugino verticesinduced by the CK M m atrix).

Thesoftterm sattheelectroweakscaleareobtained by renorm alizingtheirvaluesatM 0 listed in thissection

with theusualM SSM RG equations.Thestandard sem i-analyticsolutionscannotbeapplied in thiscasesince

gaugino m assesdo notobey uni�cation relations,M i / �i. In appendix A we write the RG evolution forthe

softterm sstarting from them ostgeneralboundary conditionsin term sofa m inim alnum berof‘sem i-analytic’

functions.DAM m odelspredictM i / (bM SSM
i + n)�i.In thisparticularcasethe sem i-analyticsolutionscould

be furthersim pli�ed.
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Figure 2: Allowed values ofthe m ain unknown m odelparam eters,n and M 0 for tan� = 4,�t(M G U T )= 0:5,

and sm all(��H = 0,�g.2a)orsigni�cant(��H = 1,�g.2a)Yukawa m essengers.In the unshaded regionsofthe

(n;M 0)plane tachyonic sleptonsare avoided withouttoo m any lightm essengers.Below the dashed line m 2
H u

is

positive,so thatEW SB is possible only with appropriate correlation between the param eters. Inside (outside)

the dotted linesthe lightestsuperpartner isa higgsino (alm ostalways a slepton).

3 T he sparticle spectrum

Thepredictionsforthesoftterm sdepend on 7param eters.Thegauginom assesdepend onlyon n (them essenger

contribution to the gauge � functions);softterm sof�rstand second generation sferm ionsdepend only on n

and M 0 (the m essengerm ass);while softterm softhird generation sferm ionsand higgsesdepend also on the

(im precisely known)top Yukawa coupling atM 0,and on the possible m essengercouplings ��H and �. The �

and B � term scan beconsidered asfreeparam eters,and are�xed in ouranalysisby theconditionsofsuccessful

EW SB.

Thedependenceon �t isstrongerthan in gaugem ediation orsupergravitym odels.Theunknown param eters
��H and � can give im portantcorrectionswhen n isnottoo large(n<� 10):in these casesthey alwaysincrease

the valueofm 2
H u
(Q ),and thusreducethe valueof� thatgivesa correctEW SB.

Even ifallparam etersare im portant,M 0 and n are the ones thatcontrolm ost ofthe sparticle spectrum

(the gauginos and the sferm ions). In �g.2 we show the phenom enologically acceptable range of(M 0;n) for

�t(M G U T )= 0:5and sm allm essengercouplings.Shaded regionsareexcluded becausethegaugecouplingsrun to

in�nitybeforetheuni�cation scale(ifn istoolarge),orbecauseoneslepton istachyonic(ifn istoolow).Ifn < 4

therearetachyonicsleptons,asin pureAM wheren = 0.Ifn = 4sleptonscan havepositivesquared m asses,but

also m 2
H u

ispositive.W hen n > 4 itispossible to have negativem 2
H u

and positive sferm ion m assesunlessM 0

istoo low.In allthe param eterspacethereexistunphysicaldeeperm inim a (since m 2
~‘
< 0 athigh �eld values,

see �g.1). There isno reason forexcluding the m odelforthisreason. Q uantum and therm altunneling rates

are negligible [15]. M oreoverwithin standard cosm ology there existplausible m echanism s [16]that naturally

single out the desired physicalm inim um closer to the origin. A possible source ofcosm ologicalproblem s is

the m odulus X ,since its m ass cannot exceed a few G eV.Therefore to avoid large m odulus 
uctuations we

m ustassum e X to be already around its m inim um when the tem perature ofthe universe is som ewhatbelow

hX i. Then,since X is only coupled to the M SSM by non-renorm alizable interactionsatlow energy,therm al


uctuationswillnota�ectit.

3.1 EW SB and naturalness

In m ostoftheacceptableparam eterspaceonly thehiggs�eld H u hasa negativesquared m assterm ,m
2
H u

< 0,

so thatEW SB isinduced by supersym m etry breaking in the usualway. However,m 2
H u

ispositive forcertain

valuesoftheparam eters:thishappensforn = 4 (unless�t and ��H aresm all);italso happensforhighervalues

ofn below the dashed lines in �g 2 if ��H � 1. W ith a positive m2H u
it is stillpossible to break electroweak

sym m etry,butonly in the narrow region ofthe param eterspace where the � and B � term sgive appropriate
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Figure 3: The size ofthe allowed regions (em pty regions) ofthe param eter space (�=m ;B =m ) indicates how

‘natural’isthe m odel. Fig.3a refersto our reference ‘DAM 1’m odelwhile in �g.3b we show for com parison a

m SUGRA m odelwith m 0 = m 1=2 and A 0 = 0. The shaded regions are excluded because correctEW SB is not

possible,while regionsm arked with di�erentsym bolsare now experim entally excluded (see text).

m ixingsin the higgsm assm atrix. M oreoverthissituation tendsto give valuesoftan� close to 1,so thatthe

lightesthiggsm assisbelow itsexperim entalbound unlessthe sparticlesare very heavy.Forthese reasonswe

do notconsiderthispossibility attractive,and we willrestrictouranalysisto the m oreinteresting casen � 5.

Strong,non-prelim inaryconstraintson theparam eterspacearenow givenbyLEP and Tevatronexperim ents.

Theboundsm �� >� 90G eV,m h >� 85G eV and M 3
>
� (180� 250)G eV aresatis�ed only in a sm allportion ofthe

param eterspaceof‘conventional’supersym m etricm odels(likem SUG RA and G M SB),im plyingthattheEW SB

scaleisunexpectedly sm allerthan theunobserved sparticlem asses.How unnaturalthissituation isin any given

m odeldependson two di�erentcharacteristicsofthe m odel:

1.How lightistheZ boson m asswith respectto thesoftterm s? SinceEW SB isinduced by supersym m etry

breaking,M 2
Z ispredicted to bea sum ofvarioussquared softm assterm s(often dom inated by thegluino

contribution).

2.How strongaretheboundson m odelparam etersinduced by theexperim entalboundson sparticlem asses?

The naturalness problem becom es m ore stringent in the presence ofan indirect bound on M 3 stronger

than the directTevatron bound on M 3.

Concerning thesecond point,in SUG RA and G M SB gaugino m assesobey uni�cation relationsso thattheLEP

bound on the chargino m ass gives an indirect bound on the gluino m ass,M 3
>
� 300G eV,som ewhat stronger

than the directTevatron bound,M 3
>
� 220G eV (valid ifm ~q � M 3,as in ourm odel). This undesired feature

isnotpresentin the scenario understudy,basically forallappealing valuesofthe param eters.However,asit

happensin G M SB,the bound on the selectron m assgivesan indirectbound on M 3 which isstrongerthan the

Tevatron bound.In conclusion,forwhatconcernspoint2,DAM isnotbetterthan ‘conventional’m odels.

O n the contrary DAM m akes a som ewhat m ore favourable prediction regarding point 1. It predicts a

cancellation in the EW SB conditions for M 2
Z ,because the positive radiative O (M 2

3) contribution to M 2
Z is

partially canceled by negativeradiativeO (m 2
~q)contributions(in DAM m odelsallsferm ion squared m assesare

negative,before including RG corrections).

Putting it alltogether,DAM m odels su�er from som e naturalness problem . This is m ainly because the

experim entalbounds on sparticle m asses are satis�ed only in a sm allregion ofparam eterspace [17]. This is

shown in �g.3a,where we display the allowed portion ofthe param eterspace for�xed n = 5,M 0 = 1015 G eV

and �t(M G U T ) = 0:5 and assum ing that the Yukawa couplings ofthe m essengers are negligible. W ith this

assum ption thesoftterm sonly depend on 3 param eters:m (theoverallscaleofanom aly m ediated softterm s),

the �-term and B . The EW SB condition allowsto com pute the overallSUSY scale m and tan� in term s of

two dim ensionlessratios(�=m and B =m in �gs.3,allrenorm alized atM 0).

In �g.3 wehaveshaded theregionswherecorrectEW SB isnotpossible,and m arked with di�erentsym bols

the points ofthe param eterspace where som e sparticle is too light. Sam pling points m arked with a (@@ ,�� ,

7



4 5 6 7 8 9 10 12 15
number of messengers

0

100

200

300

400

500

600

sp
ar

tic
le

m
as

se
s

in
G

eV

4 5 6 7 8 9 10 12 15
number of messengers

0

100

200

300

400

500

600

sp
ar

tic
le

m
as

se
s

in
G

eV

1010 1012 1014 1016

messenger scale in GeV

0

100

200

300

400

500

600

sp
ar

tic
le

m
as

se
s

in
G

eV

1010 1012 1014 1016

messenger scale in GeV

0

100

200

300

400

500

600

sp
ar

tic
le

m
as

se
s

in
G

eV

~g
~W
~B

~q

h�

~‘L

~‘R

~h

h

�g.4a �g.4b

Figure 4: Spectrum of sparticles as function of n for M 0 = 1015 G eV (�g. 4a) and as function of M 0 for

n = 5 (�g.4b) at�xed M 3 = 500G eV,�t(M )= 0:5 and negligible Yukawa m essengers. Dashed (long dashed,

continuous)linesreferto sferm ions(higgses,ferm ions).Thin (thickand red)linesreferto uncoloured (coloured)

sparticles. Black (blue)linesrefer to the neutralinos(charginos and sleptons).

, )are experim entally excluded because a (gluino,chargino,selectron,higgs)istoo light. Regionswhere

BR(B ! X s
)di�ersfrom itsSM valueby m orethan 50% arem arked with a .W ehaverestricted ourplots

to signsof� and B such thattheinterferencebetween charged higgsand chargino contributionsto theb! s


decay am plitude isdestructive. W ith a constructive interference the indirectboundson sparticle m assesfrom

BR(B ! X s
)are strongerthan the directacceleratorboundsand restrictthe allowed param eterspace to a

very sm allregion,sm allerthan ourresolution of�gs.3.

W e see thatdi�erentportionsofthe param eterspace are excluded by di�erentcom bination ofthe bounds

on gluino,charged higgsino,slepton and higgs m asses. Since DAM m odels look som ewhat disfavoured by

naturalness considerations�,we also show in �g.3b that a typicalm SUG RA m odel(assum ing A 0 = 0 and

m 0 = m 1=2 in orderto m ake a plotin the (�=m 0;B =m 0)plane) has sim ilarproblem s. M oreover,also gauge

m ediated m odels have a naturalness problem ,m ainly because they predict light right-handed sleptons. As

for pure AM (n = 0),it predicts tachyonic sleptons,and it also has som e naturalness problem : a chargino

heavierthan theLEP2 kinem aticalreach lim it,M 2
>
� M Z ,would im ply thatthecontribution from m 2

H u
to M 2

Z

is� 100 tim eslargerthan M 2
Z itself.Adding a universalcontribution to scalarm asses[3,10,20]elim inatesthe

tachyonsbutdoesnotim provenaturalness.O n theotherhand,DAM m odelsalso do betteron theproblem of

naturalness.

3.2 T he sparticle spectrum

W enow continueouranalysisstudying thespectrum ofsparticlesin theallowed portion oftheparam eterspace.

Before going on,we m ust anticipate (see the discussion in section 6) that the LSP ofour m odels is the

ferm ionic com ponent ofthe X m odulus. This fact is im portant as it allows a charged NSLP (som etim es a

slepton). However,overthe param eterspace allowed in �g. 2,the NLSP decaysinto LSP alwaysoutside the

detector.Therefore,theNLSP ispractically a stableparticleand theLSP playsno rolein colliderphenom enol-

ogy.

�In D A M m odels with n � 5 the �ne tuning (FT [18]) ofM Z with respect to the soft term s is typically low. By choosing

appropriate values ofthe unknown Yukawa couplings it is even possible to get FT � 1. H owever this does not m ean that D A M

m odelsare perfectly natural:since the softterm sdepend on unknown Yukawa couplingsthe FT with respectto justthe softterm s

isnotan adequate m easure ofnaturalness [19].
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In �g.4weplotthespectrum asafunction ofn forM 0 = 1015 G eV (�g.4a)and asafunction ofM 0 forn = 5

(�g.4b).In both caseswe have assum ed M 3 = 500G eV,tan� = 4,�t(M G U T )= 0:5 and negligible m essenger

Yukawa couplingsand com puted the� term from the condition ofcorrectEW SB.Although no uniquepattern

em ergesoverallthe param eterspace,we try to sum m arize the m ain featuresofthe spectrum in the following

way:

0.The NLSP isusually a slepton ora neutralhiggsino.The m asssplitting between sleptonsreceivesthree

di�erentcom putable contributions;allofthem (apartfrom a lessim portantRG e�ect)tend to m ake an

alm ostright-handed ~� state the lightestslepton. Although the ~�R isoften lighterthan the higgsino (see

�g.2),itisalwayspossibleto forcean higgsino NLSP by increasing the valueofthe unknown m essenger

Yukawaswhich decreasesthe value of� thatgivesthe correctEW SB.W hen n = 4 the NLSP can be a

stop,while forlargen>� 10 the NLSP can be a bino.

1.W hen n = 5 the NLSP is m ost often a neutralhiggsino,sleptons are light,and allgauginos have a

com parablem assabove the squark m asses.

2.W hen n = 6;7;8 the electroweak gauginosarelighterthan the squarks,butheavierthan the higgsinos.

3.W hen n � 1 thesferm ion and gaugino m assesaredom inated by thepureanom aly m ediated contribution

to gaugino m asses.

As discussed in the next section,features 1 and 2 listed above give characteristic m anifestations at hadronic

colliders. It is m ore di�cult to distinguish DAM m odels with larger n from m SUG RA or G M SB at hadron

colliders,even ifforquitelargevaluesofn them assspectrum rem ainssigni�cantly di�erentfrom theonewith

uni�ed gaugino m asses.Forexam ple ifn = 20 the ratio M 1=M 3 (connected in a sim ple way to the m easurable

ratio between the bino and the gluino m asses)isstill50% higherthan in the‘uni�ed gaugino’case.

In the following section we perform m ore detailed studies by selecting three reference points in the DAM

param eterspacethatcapturethe m ain characteristicsofthe m odel:

D A M 1: we choose n = 5,M 0 = 1015 G eV, ��H = 0,�t(M G U T ) = 0:5,M 3 = 500G eV in order to have a

characteristicDAM m odelwith n = 5 and higgsino NLSP.

D A M 2: we choose n = 6,M 0 = 1015 G eV, ��H = 0,�t(M G U T ) = 0:5,M 3 = 500G eV in order to have a

characteristicDAM m odelwith n = 6 and slepton NLSP.

D A M 3: we choose n = 6,M 0 = 1015 G eV,��H = 1,�t(M G U T )= 0:5,M 3 = 500G eV. DAM 3 is sim ilar to

DAM 2,exceptthe NLSP isa neutralhiggsino.

The spectra corresponding to these three sets ofparam etersare shown in �g.1 and listed in tables 1 and 2.

Using these threeexam pleswewillnow illustratethe phenom enology athigh-energy colliders.

4 Signals at collider

Theexperim entalm anifestation ofsupersym m etry athadron colliderslikethe Tevatron and the LHC depends

stronglyon how thesupersym m etricparticlesareordered in m ass,and on thenatureofthelightestsuperpartner

ofordinary particles(stable/unstable,charged/neutral).Them odelunderstudy hasstrongdependenceson the

param etersofthetheory,and thereforedoesnotm akeuniquepredictionsfortheseim portantissuesrelevantto

colliderphysics.Furtherm ore,m easuringtheparam etersatahigh-energyhadroncolliderisnotastraightforward

task. Nevertheless,we would like to pointoutsom e expectationsforthese m odelsathadron collidersdespite

the abovedi�culties.

Them ostim portantfeatureofthem odelwearepresenting hereistherelatively sm allm assgap between all

thegauginos.O neim m ediateconsequenceofthisisa changed interpretation ofgluino m assboundsfrom LEP2

results.Thee+ e� LEP2 colliderdoesnotproducegluinosdirectly,yetitdoesprobetheW inosvery e�ectively.

Lim its on the charged W ino m assfrom the fourLEP collaborationsare nearly 100G eV [21],the exactvalue

depending on the detailsofthefullsupersym m etricspectrum .Thiscan be interpreted asa lim iton thegluino

m assofaboutm ~g
>
� 300G eV,provided we assum e gaugino m assuni�cation. Therefore,ifthe Tevatron �nds

a gluino with m ass less than 300G eV,by any ofthe known discovery channels,that would be one piece of

evidence for the AM m odels. Current direct lim its on the gluino m ass are approxim ately m ~g
>
� 185G eV in

R-parity conserving supersym m etricm odelswith m ~q � m ~g,and m ~g
>
� 220G eV when m ~q = m ~g [22].
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Sparticlespectrum in DAM m odel1

Sparticle m ass Sparticle m ass

eg 500

e�
�

1
145 e�

�

2
481

NLSP= e�01 136 e�02 152

e�03 462 e�04 483

euL 432 euR 384
edL 439 edR 371

et1 306 et2 454

eb1 371 eb2 406

eeL 257 eeR 190

e�e 246 e�� 246

e�1 190 e�2 257

h0 98 H 0 297

A 0 293 H � 303

Table1:M assesofthe SUSY particles,in GeV,for the DAM m odelpoint1.

Sparticle spectrum in DAM m odel2 Sparticlespectrum in DAM m odel3

Sparticle m ass Sparticle m ass Sparticle m ass Sparticle m ass

eg 500 eg 500

e�
�

1
176 e�

�

2
381 e�

�

1
151 e�

�

2
381

e�01 165 e�02 187 NLSP= e�01 141 e�02 162

e�03 337 e�04 382 e�03 337 e�04 382

euL 435 euR 399 euL 435 euR 399
edL 441 edR 392 edL 441 edR 392

et1 326 et2 465 et1 313 et2 470

eb1 392 eb2 412 eb1 392 eb2 410

eeL 218 coNLSP= eeR 154 eeL 218 eeR 154

e�e 205 e�� 205 e�e 205 e�� 205

coNLSP= e�1 154 e�2 218 e�1 154 e�2 218

h0 99 H 0 283 h0 101 H 0 290

A 0 278 H � 289 A 0 286 H � 296

Table2:M assesofthe SUSY particles,in GeV,forthe DAM m odelpoint2 (leftcolum ns)and forDAM m odel

point3 (rightcolum ns).

To be convinced that the DAM m odelis correct,m uch additionalevidence m ust be gathered consistent

with them odel.Usefulobservablesathadron collidersincludetotalratesabovebackground in largelepton/jet

m ultiplicity events with m issing energy,invariantm ass peaksofdecaying heavy particles,kinem atic edgesto

lepton or jet invariant m ass spectra,and exotic signatures such as a highly ionizing track associated with a

stable,heavy,charged particletrack passing through thedetector.Allofthesem ethodscan beused to uncover

evidenceforsupersym m etry and to help determ ine precisely whatm odelisbeing discovered.

DAM m odelshaveseveralgrossfeaturesthatm ay bekeysto distinguishingthem from otherm odels,such as

m SUG RA and m inim alG M SB.O nesuch featurethatwem entioned aboveistherelatively sm allm assdi�erence

between allthe sparticles in the spectrum . Typicalparam eter choicesin m odels ofm SUG RA and especially

G M SB havenearly an orderofm agnitudedi�erencebetween thelightestsupersym m etricpartner(notcounting

the gravitino)and the heaviestpartner. The heaviest ofthese sparticles are usually the strongly interacting

squarksand gluinos.Consequently,unlesssparticlesarem uch heavierthan thetop quark,in DAM m odelsthe

decays ~g ! ~t2tand ~t1 ! tN are usually kinem atically forbidden (~t1 is the lighter stop and ~t2 is the heavier

stop). Therefore in DAM m odels itis not unusualto have atm osttwo top quarksper event,while four top

quarkscan be presentin m SUG RA and G M SB m odels.
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Num berof

leptons
DAM M odel1

DAM M odel1

with M i = �iM 3=�s
DAM M odel3

0 813 (741) 714 (700) 161 (122)

1 85 (129) 105 (117) 169 (137)

2 24 (48) 12 (13) 233 (248)

3 1 (5) 1 (2) 99 (117)

4 0 (0) 1 (1) 57 (84)

5 0 (0) 0 (0) 9 (17)

6 0 (0) 0 (0) 2 (5)

7+ 0 (0) 0 (0) 0 (0)

Table3:From DAM m odelpoint1,the lepton m ultiplicity in 1000 sim ulated LHC eventswith atleast200G eV

oftotalm issing energy. Leptonsare counted ifthey have � < 3 and pT > 10 GeV.The num bersin parenthesis

have no pT cuton the leptons.In the third colum n the spectrum isthe sam e asDAM m odelpoint1,exceptthe

M 1 and M 2 m asses are GUT norm alized. In the lastcolum n,the lepton m ultiplicity is given for DAM m odel

point3,which hassigni�cantproduction ofleptonsdue to on-shellcascades of~q! ~W ! ~l.

4.1 Totalrates w ith tw o stable sleptons

O verm uch oftheDAM param eterspacethelightestsupersym m etricpartnerto beproduced in thedetectoris

the ~lR . Forexam ple,analyzing DAM m odelpoint2 (see Table 2),we �nd thatthe NLSP ism ~lR
= 155G eV

and M 1;M 2;M 3;� are 334;364;500 and � 176G eV respectively.Production ofgauginos,squarksand sleptons

allend up producing the lightest state ~lR ,which can be discovered rathereasily by the detectors. The total

supersym m etry production rate atthe Tevatron with
p
s = 2TeV ism ore than 200 fb,and with severalfb� 1

expected atTevatron runII,thischoice ofparam etersforthe m odelwould be detected,despite superpartners

notbeing kinem atically accessible atLEP2. A carefulanalysisofrun Idata m ay even be able to discoveror

de�nitively ruleoutthe param eterchoicesm adeforthisexam ple.

G M SB is another m odelthat has a large param eter space for (quasi)-stable sleptons. Ifstable,charged

tracksarediscovered attheTevatron,the�rsttask willbeto �nd them assoftheparticle,and then determ ine

the rest ofthe spectrum that gave rise to this sparticle. Finding the m ass is relatively straightforward once

thereisa signi�cantsignal.Tim ing inform ation along with dE =dx m easurem entsastheparticlepassesthrough

the detector are usefulin this regard. Determ ining what m odelthese stable trackscom e from is m uch m ore

di�cult.O nebeginning step willbeto estim atetotalsupersym m etry production ratebased on all�(~lR ~lR + X )

signatures.Thiscan then be com pared between the DAM m odelpresented hereand,say,m inim alG M SB.

Ifwe apply the slepton and chargino m asslim itsfrom LEP2 to G M SB,and then analyze expectationsfor

the Tevatron,we �nd thatsquark and gluino production are notsigni�cantin supersym m etry searchesatthe

Tevatron. Thisiseven true when the ~lR isthe NLSP and doesnotdecay in the detector{ perhapsthe m ost

likely possibility [23]in G M SB with N 5+ �5 � 2. Neglecting potentially im portant detector e�ciency issues,

every eventthatproducessuperpartnerswillbe registered and tagged asa supersym m etry eventsince stable

sleptons yield such an exotic signature in the detector [25,26]. Production ofsleptons,gauginos,higgsinos,

and squarksallwilldecay ultim ately to two charged sleptonsplusstandard m odelparticles.Therefore,wecan

speak aboutthediscovery ofthesem odelssolely by analyzing thetwo sleptonsand ignoringallotherassociated

particlesin the events,justaswe did forthe DAM .In thiscase,there isvery little variability in the totalrate

for ~lR ~lR + X ,and the rate depends m ostly on the num ber of5+ �5 m essengers. In Fig.5 we plot the range

allowed fortotalsupersym m etry production [24]in G M SB with m oderateto sm alltan� asa function ofm ~eR .

(Distinguishing between low and high tan� can be accom plished by carefulanalysisoftheassociated particles

in X [26].) The upperline correspondsto N 5+ �5 = 2 and the lowerline correspondsto N 5+ �5 = 1 .In contrast,

recallfrom the paragraph above thata typicalDAM setofparam etersyielded a totalcross-section of200 fb

form ~lR
= 155G eV because the squarksand gluinosare m uch lighterand contribute to the signal. Therefore,

a �rststep in distinguishing between DAM m odelsand G M SB m odelsisto m easurem ~eR directly from stable,

charged particletrack analysis,and then com parethe totalm easured rateof�(~lR ~lR + X )to Fig.5.

4.2 Lepton m ultiplicity and pT distributions

O therim portantobservablesin supersym m etriceventsarethe lepton m ultiplicity and pT distributions.These

are often sensitive to the m asshierarchiesin the supersym m etric m odel. Forexam ple,a large source ofhigh
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Figure 5:Totalcross-section for supersym m etry production atthe Tevatron. The upper line is for GM SB with

N 5+ �5 = 2 m essengers,and the lower line isfor N 5+ �5 = 1 m essengers.M inim alGM SB m odelsare expected to

fallwithin these two lines. DAM m odels,by contrast,are expected to be have m uch higher cross-sections since

squark and gluinosm assesare generally m uch lighter for the sam e m ~eR .

pT leptonsin m SUG RA m odelsisthe cascade decaysthrough �
�

1
! l��01. The m assdi�erence between m

�
�

1

and m �0

1

islarge,and the ��
1
state isexpected to participate signi�cantly in the cascadedecaysofthe heavier

squarksand gluino down to the LSP.

In contrast,theDAM m odelhasrelatively fewersourcesofhigh pT leptonsbecauseoftheneardegeneracy of

theNLSP and thenextleastm assivecharginoand neutralino.Forexam ple,in DAM m odelpoint1(seeTable1),

we �nd the quasi-stable NLSP is �01 � ~H ,M 1;M 2;M 3 = 461;468;500 G eV and 380G eV <
� m ~q

<
� 440G eV.

Productionofgluinosandsquarks,whilelargein thism odel,m orerarelyproducesleptonsbecausem ~q
<
� M 1;M 2.

Instead,~q like to decay directly to a quark and a Higgsino with no interm ediate leptons in a cascade decay.

Leptons can arise however from �
�

1
! l� ��01, but these leptons are som ewhat softer because of the near

degeneracy between the m ostly Higgsino �
�

1
and �01 states. In the particular exam ple given here,the m ass

splitting between thelightestcharginoand thelightestneutralino isabout10G eV.Theothersigni�cantsource

ofleptonscom esfrom third fam ily superpartnerproduction and decay.Sincethestop and sbottom squarksare

ratherlightin this exam ple,m any leptonsdo getproduced from decaysofthe W and b particlesin t! bW

decays.

The lepton m ultiplicity and lepton pT depend on the M 1 and M 2 m asses.W eillustratethisdependence by

�rstcalculating lepton observablesforourexam plem odelpoint1,and then doing the calculation forthesam e

m odelbutwith M 1 and M 2 rede�ned to be equalto M i = �iM 3=�s,consistentwith gaugino m assuni�cation,

while M 3 rem ainsthe sam e. In this case,M 1 and M 2 are resetto 75G eV and 145G eV respectively,and M 3

rem ains at 500 G eV.In Table 4 we list the totalm ultiplicities ofleptons in 1000 sim ulated LHC events for

the DAM exam ple m odel,and the DAM exam ple m odelwith M 1 and M 2 rede�ned. The lepton m ultiplicity

isde�ned to be the num berofcharged leptonsof�rstand second generation with pseudo-rapidity � < 3 and

transverse m om entum pT > 10G eV presentin each supersym m etry event. W e have also required the m issing

energy to be greater than 200G eV in these events to reduce standard m odelbackground,and we have not

counted leptonsthatoriginatein a Q CD jet(isolation requirem ent).

The lepton m ultiplicity tends to highervaluesforthe G UT norm alized gaugino spectrum ratherthan the

untam pered DAM gaugino spectrum . This is largely because m ore leptons passthe pT > 10G eV cut due to

the largem assm assgap between the m ostly bino NLSP and the nexthigherm asschargino and neutralino.If

we putno cuton the pT ofthe lepton,the num berofleptonsfrom the DAM m odelwould be largerthan the

num ber ofleptons generated in the cascade decaysofthe G UT norm alized gaugino version ofthe spectrum .

(The num berofleptonsproduced with arbitrarily low pT valuesislisted in parenthesisin the table.) Thisis

indicativeoftheim portanceoflookingcarefully atthepT spectrum oftheleptonsto seetheim printofdi�erent
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Figure6:ThepT distribution oftheleadinglepton in sim ulated eventsofsupersym m etryproduction attheLHC.

The solid line is for DAM m odelpoint1 described in the text. The dashed line is for the sam e m odelexcept

the electroweak gaugino m asses are GUT norm alized with respectto the gluino (M i = �iM 3=�3). The fainter

dotted line represents DAM m odelpoint3. Alllines are norm alized to 1 and notthe totalcross-section. (The

totallepton+ X cross-section ofDAM 3 isa factor of2.8 tim esthatofDAM 1.)

m asshierarchiesin the spectrum .

W e dem onstrate the softer lepton pT distributions ofthe DAM m odelin Fig.6. W e have sim ulated 1000

supersym m etric events at the LHC and plotted the pT distribution ofthe leading lepton with � < 3 and

pT > 10G eV. The e�ect is presentas anticipated,and the m agnitude ofthe e�ectis rathersizeable. In the

�rst bin there is nearly a 50% di�erence between the m odels. W e expect this observable,along with other

observables [27],such as kinem atic endpoint distributions,to play a key role in helping to distinguish DAM

m odelsfrom theircom petitors.In thisanalysiswehavebeen assum ingthatthesignalwith largem issingenergy,

largelepton m ultiplicity and largeoverallratewillrenderthestandard m odelbackground notsigni�cantenough

todim inish ourconclusions,butofcourseafullinvestigation ofthebackground,and sim ulationsofrealdetector

e�ectsarenecessary to m akede�nitivestatem entsaboutparam eterdeterm inationsin supersym m etricm odels.

Nevertheless,weareencouraged thatdistinctionsbetween closely related m odelsofsupersym m etry can bem ade

athadron colliders.

Ifn � 6 itisstillpossibleto haveHiggsino NLSP:thechangein thescalarm assesofHu and ~ti with ��H � 1

can alterthe conditionsforEW SB to allow a Higgsino NLSP.Forexam ple,ifwe em ploy the sam e choicesof

param etersthatweused togenerateDAM m odelpoint2,exceptnow weset��H = 1,theresultingspectrum has

a Higgsino NLSP.Thisism odelpoint3 given in the righttwo colum nsofTable2.The phenom enology ofthis

m odelwith n = 6 and Higgsino NLSP isdram atically di�erentthan thephenom enology ofpoint1.In contrast

to DAM 1,DAM 3 hasa high m ultiplicity ofleptonsand high pT distribution ofleptons.Table4 liststhelepton

m ultiplicitiesform odelpoint3,and thefaintdotted curveofFig.6 dem onstratesthe
atdistribution oflepton

pT ,characteristicofa high pT spectrum ofleptons.Theseresultsarereadily understood by inspecting them ass

hierarchiesofpoint3 com pared to point1.In point3 the strongly interacting sparticles(squarksand gluinos)

willalm ostalwayscascadedecay to a lepton.Them oste�ectivepath isthrough ~q! ~W ! ~l,whereatleastone

lepton results. The m asshierarchiesofpoint1 do notallow these high lepton m ultiplicities. Therefore,close

inspection ofthe lepton observablesm ay provide a handle on the param eter ��H in addition to m easurem ents

ofthe varioussparticlem asses.

5 Signals in rare processes

In DAM m odelsthe softterm scould contain no extra 
avourorCP violating term sbeyond the onesinduced

by the CK M m atrix.Therearehowevertwo possibleexceptions.
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1.The � and B term scould be com plex: in thiscase they would typically generate too large electron and

neutron electricdipoles,unlesstheirphasesaresosm all(lessthan about0:01)[28]thatdonotsigni�cantly

a�ectcolliderobservables.

2.Extra Yukawa couplingsnotpresentin the SM can a�ectthe softterm sin a way thatcrucially depends

on how the softterm sare m ediated. In supergravity heavy particlesa�ectthe softterm s,while in pure

AM m odelssoftterm sarenota�ected by �eldsabovethesupersym m etry breaking scale.Likein G M SB,

in DAM m odelsthe softterm sare nota�ected by interactionsof�eldsheavierthan the m essengerm ass

M 0.Thee�ectivetheory atM 0 howeverm ightnotbetheM SSM .Forexam ple,som eofthe‘right-handed

neutrinos’N often introduced in order to generate the observed neutrino m asses could be lighter than

M 0.Ifthey haveorderoneYukawa couplings�N N LH u they im printlepton 
avourviolation in the soft

m assterm sofleft-handed sleptons ~L inducing signi�cantratesforprocesseslike� ! e
.Unlikein G M SB

m odels,in DAM m odelsthese e�ectsarenotsuppressed by a (RG -enhanced)loop factor.Howeverfora

right-handed neutrino m assM N � 109� 11 G eV,optim alforleptogenesis,the Yukawa couplings�N m ust

be sm all,�N <
� 0:005,in orderto geta left-handed neutrino m asssm allerthan 1eV.

Ifnoneoftheseexceptionsisrealized,in DAM m odelssupersym m etricloop e�ectsonly givenew contributions

to processesalready presentin the SM (b! s
,g� 2 of�,�K ,�m B ,K ! ���� decays)butcannotgive rise

to new e�ects(like� ! e
 decay,electricdipoles,contributionsto K ;Bd;B s;D physicswith non-CK M and/or

non-SM chiralstructure). Taking into accountthe acceleratorboundson sparticle m asses,few rare processes

can receiveinteresting contributions:

� Supersym m etriccorrectionscan signi�cantly enhanceBR(B ! Xs
)[29]overitsSM value.Forexam ple

in allthereferencepointsstudied in theprevioussection theb! s
 e�ectiveoperator(with all�eldsand

couplingsrenorm alized atthe relevantscaleQ � mB )is

H e� = � [� 0:29(SM )� 0:08(charged higgs)� 0:07(chargino)]VtbV
�
ts

eg22

(4�)2

m b

2M 2
W

[(�sL
��F
��
bR )+ h.c.]

Unless the chargino contribution com pensates the charged higgs contribution (its sign depends on the

relative sign between m , � and B ), BR(B ! X s
) is two tim es larger than in the SM , con
icting

with experim entalbounds.Even assum ing a destructive interference (otherwisethe sparticlesm usthave

unnaturally heavy m asses) a detectable supersym m etric correction to the B ! X s
 branching ratio

rem ains likely. In these m odels the gluino/bottom contribution is com putable, and turns out to be

negligible.

� Since EW gauginos are heavier than in m SUG RA or G M m odels,a supersym m etric correction to the

anom alousm agneticm om entofthe� [30],ata leveldetectablein forthcom ing experim ents[31]israther

unlikely (butnotim possible).

� The supersym m etric corrections to K and B m ixing [29]can be larger than in m SUG RA and G M SB

m odels,because coloured sparticlescan be lighter.W ith a ‘reasonable’sparticle spectrum ,�m B can be

enhanced by (20� 25)% with respect to its SM value. Such corrections are com parable to the present

theoreticaluncertainties on the relevantQ CD m atrix elem ents. Largercorrectionsare presentin sm all

cornersofthe param eterspacewith lightstops.

6 N LSP decays and nucleosynthesis

The lightest supersym m etric particle is the ferm ionic partner � ofthe m odulus X . Indeed by studying the

e�ectiveaction in eq.(5)one�ndsm � = O (�=4�)2F�.Therefore,unlesssom ecoupling in them essengersector

isstrong,weexpectm � to besm allerthan a few G eV,so that� istheLSP.Theisa welcom efact:theLSP of

ourm odelisautom atically neutraland unwanted charged relicsare avoided. O n the otherhand,the lightest

sparticle in the SM sector,the NLSP,can be charged (a right-handed slepton)asitdecaysinto �. Now,the

e�ective couplings governing this decay are suppressed by inverse powersofthe m essengerm ass and by loop

factors.Indeed � playsarolesim ilarto thatoftheG oldstinoin gaugem ediated m odels.In therangeofallowed

M 0,theNLSP lifetim eisso long thatitbehavesasa stableparticlein colliderexperim ents.However,lifetim es

in excessof1 sec,can dangerously a�ectthe big-bang predictionsoflightelem entabundances. In the restof

thissection wewilldiscussthe constraintsplaced on M 0 by nucleosynthesis.
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Let us �rst derive the couplings of� to the SM particles. For a chiralm atter m ultiplet Q the e�ective

Lagrangian,com puting loop correctionswith super�eld techniques,is[6]

Le� =

Z

d
4
� ZQ

�
�
2
=��

y
;X X

y
=��

y
�
Q Q

y (11)

leading to a coupling

L�q~q = �q
F�

M 0

�q~qy + h:c: where; (12a)

�q = (@ln �2 + @ln X X y)@ln X X y lnZQ : (12b)

Theaboveexpression iseasilyobtained byexpandinglnZQ in powersofln� and lnX =M 0 and bynotingthatthe

leading contribution to L�q~q com esfrom second ordercrossterm s/ ln� lnX =M 0.In the caseofright-handed

sleptonswehave

�eR =
1

8�2

2n(n + 33=5)

11

�
�
2

1(M 0)� �
2

1(M Z )
�
; (13)

where we have taken � = m Z in Le�. Notice that the coupling from eqs.(12b),(13) is qualitatively sim ilar

to the G oldstino coupling fora gauge m ediated m odelwith FX =X = F�. Howeverin gauge m ediation,unlike

here,�q = m 2
~q(M

2
0=FX )

2 by currentalgebra.

In the caseofa higgsino NLSP the relevantterm isthe one generating �

Le� =

Z

d
4
� HuH d

X y

X
~Z

�q

X X y=��y

�

: (14)

Asdiscussed in section 2,thee�ective� term isequalto (X y ~Z)j��2=M 0.By writing X = M 0 + �X ,itiseasy to

seethat,atthe leading orderin an expansion in 1=M 0 and �,eq.(14)leadsto a superpotentialcoupling

Le� = �

Z

d
2
�
�

M 0

H uH d �X : (15)

Notice thatthe coupling of� to the Higgssectorisstrongerthan thatto sferm ions. Itisproportionalto the

supersym m etricm ass� (1-loop)ratherthan to them asssplitting B � (2-loop).Thisisconsistent,since� isnot

theG oldstino.Them ostim portantconsequenceofeq.(15)isthatitcan m ediatethedecay N 1 ! h� whenever

allowed by phase space.Fora higgsino-like NLSP,we have m N 1
’ � with N 1 ’ ~H 0

� = (~H 0

d
� ~H 0

u),depending

on the sign of�.Thewidth ofa higgsino-likeNLSP isthen

�N 1! h� =
(cos� � sin�)2

64�

�3

M 2
0

�

1�
�2

m 2
h

� 2

(16)

correspondingto a lifetim eshorterthan a second overm ostofparam eterspacealready forM 0
<
� 1015 G eV.W e

conclude thatnucleosynthesisdoesnotplace signi�cantboundson a higgsino LSP whenever� > m h,which is

alm ostrequired by experim entalbounds.

Letusconsidernow the boundson a stau NLSP.The coupling to � issm allerthan forthe higgsino NLSP

(2-loop versus1-loop).Thecorrespondingly longer~� lifetim eiswellapproxim ated,asa function ofm ~� and M 0,

by

�~� =

�
M 0

1013G eV

� 2 �
200G eV

m ~�

� 3

sec: (17)

Thisquantity islargerthan 1 secovera signi�cantfraction ofparam eterspace,wherethe ~� decay can danger-

ously a�ectnucleosynthesis.Them oststringentboundscom efrom decaysprocessesinvolvinghadronicshowers.

These showersbreak up the am bient 4He into D and 3He and can lead to an overabundance ofthe two latter

elem ents. The showerscan also overproduce 6Liand 7Lifrom \hadrosynthesis" of3He,T or 4He. The decay

~� ! �� leads to hadronic showers as the � further decays hadronically with a large branching ratio. Using

the resultsin ref.[32,33],itwasconcluded in ref.[34]thatlifetim eslargerthan 104 sec lead to unacceptable

overproduction of7Li.Ref.[34]showsa carefulanalysis,including a com putation oftherelicNLSP density at

nucleosynthesis,forgaugem ediated m odelswith a stau NLSP.A sim ilarly detailed analysisisbeyond the aim

ofthepresentpaper,butweexpectthattheresultsof[34]can becarried overto ourcase.Thisisbecausethe

boundsdo notdepend very strongly on the ~� relicdensity,which in ourm odelisnotgoing to di�erdrastically
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from thatin gaugem ediation.Thereforeweconcludethatoverproduction of7Ligivesthe bound �~� < 104 sec.

By eq.(17)thisbound roughly translatesinto M 0 < 1014 G eV.

A stronger bound,forbidding decays between 102 and 104 sec can com e from the deuterium abundance

X D norm alized to hydrogen. Howeverthere is,atthe m om enta controversy in the m easurem entofX D from

astrophysicalobservation. Two valuesare quoted in the literature,a high one X D = (1:9� 0:5)� 10� 4 from

ref.[35]and a low one X D = (3:39� 0:25)� 10� 5 from ref.[36]. In ref.[34]itwasconcluded thatno further

boundsare obtained when the high value ofX D isassum ed.O n the otherhand,the low X D value can give a

strongerconstraint�~� < 102 sec.

W e conclude that nucleosynthesis places a signi�cant bound on the m essenger m ass when the NLSP is a

stau.Thisbound on M 0 can rangebetween 10
13 and 1015 G eV depending upon them odelparam etersm ~� and

n and on the astrophysicalinputdata.W e stressthatwhile the bound isnotnegligible,there rem ainsa large

allowed region 1010 < M 0
<
� 1014 G eV,wherenucleosynthesisis�ne.

7 C onclusions

W e have studied the phenom enology ofm odelswhere the presence ofa lightm odulusX inducesa calculable

correction to anom aly m ediated soft m asses. This correction lifts the tachyonic sleptons while preserving

the 
avor universality ofanom aly m ediation. The resulting M SSM phenom enology is interesting and fairly

distinguished from both m inim alsupergravity and gauge m ediation. The gaugino m assesare notuni�ed,and

the gluino isnotm uch heavierthan the othergauginos(see �g.4). Allsferm ion m assesstartoutnegative at

a scalebetween 1010 and 1016 G eV butaredriven positive ata lowerscaleby the RG contribution ofgaugino

m asses. Because ofallthese features the spectrum is a lot m ore com pact than in m inim alsupergravity or

gaugem ediation so thatcoloured sparticlescan beproduced and studied atTEVII.G auginosand squarkshave

com parablem assesand aresom ewhatheavierthan higgsinosand sleptons.The lightestsuperpartneriseither

a neutralhiggsino ora right-handed stau,butitisonly an NLSP.The LSP isthe ferm ionic partner� ofthe

m odulusX .The NLSP decay into � takesplace outside the detector.The rateofthisdecay doesnotcon
ict

with the successfulpredictionsofbig bang nucleosynthesisovera signi�cantportion ofparam eterspace.

Thesignalsofde
ected anom aly m ediation athadron collidersareeasily distinguished from theconventional

ones.In the caseofa charged slepton NLSP (e.g.,DAM 2)the signatureissim ilarto G M SB with two orm ore

m essengers:twohighly ionizingtracksin thedetector.However,thetotalproduction crosssection asafunction

ofthe slepton m assis m uch biggerin DAM than in G M SB.Forinstance atTevatron itcould be a factor20

bigger. Thisisbecause fora given slepton m ass,gluinosand squarksare abouta factorof2 lighterin DAM

than in G M SB.So in casestable charged tracksarediscovered,onecan easily tellDAM from G M SB.

W hen theNLSP ishiggsino (e.g.,DAM 1)thecom peting scenarioshaveusually bino LSP.Heretherelevant

observables are lepton m ultiplicity and pT distributions in supersym m etric events. The signature ofDAM

depends crucially on which is the bigger between the squark and wino m ass (each case can arise by proper

param eterchoicesin DAM ).Sincem ~W
> m ~q forDAM 1,squark production leadsto a cascadewith fewerhigh

pT leptonsthan in standard bino LSP scenarios.The softnessofthe leptonsisdue to the sm allm asssplitting

am ong the charged and neutralhiggsinosproduced in the cascade,while in m SUG RA and G M SB the LSP is

wellsplitfrom thenexthigherm assneutralino and chargino.Also,now thesquarksoften decay directly to the

lightesthiggsino,withoutproducing any lepton.

O n the other hand for m ~W
< m ~q (e.g.,DAM 3),m ore high pT leptons are produced than usual. This is

because squarks can decay via ~qL ! ~W ! ~H 0
1;2;

~H + and ~qL ! ~W ! ~l! ~H 0. Energetic leptons are then

produced in ~W decays and/or the ~ldecays,while additionalsofter leptons are produced when ~H 2 and ~H +

furtherdecay to ~H 1.Thelepton pT distribution forthe abovecasesisshown in Fig.6 whereitiscom pared to

a standard bino LSP scenario,and lepton m ultiplicitiesare given in Table 3. O fcourse sim ilarsignaturesare

obtained in any scenario where the higgsinosare som ewhatlighterthan winosand bino.However,the unique

m ass hierarchy ofthe charginos,neutralinos and sleptons in DAM ,as illustrated by the spectrum ofDAM 3,

rarely occursin G M SB orm SUG RA.To furthertellDAM from theseotherpossibilitiesonecan resortto other

observables.O neadditionalconsequenceofthecom pactDAM spectrum isthatm orethan 2 topsin thegluino

cascadeareoften forbidden by phase space,whereashigherm ultiplicity oftop quarksm ay existin �nalstates

ofG M SB and m SUG RA.

W e conclude that DAM providesan interesting alternative to conventionalsoft term scenarios from both

thetheoreticaland thephenom enologicalpointofview.Thisexam plealso provideshopethatwem ay nothave

to waitforthe LHC to discoversuperpartners:TEVIIm ay haveenough lum inosity and energy.
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5
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3

8

3

8

3
0 0 16

3

16

3
0

Table4:Valuesofthe RG coe�cientsin the M SSM .
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A R G evolution ofsoft term s w ith non uni�ed gaugino m asses

In thisappendix wepresentsem i-analyticsolutionsfortheone-loop RG evolution ofthesoftterm sin presence

ofthe large Yukawa coupling ofthe top. W e give the softterm satan arbitrary energy scale Q ,starting from

an arbitrary scaleM 0 with arbitrary gaugino m assesM i0,sferm ion m assesm
2
R 0,A term sA f

g0,�-term �0,and

B -term B 0.W edo notassum euni�cation ofthegaugecouplings.Herei= f1;2;3g runsoverthethreefactors

ofthe SM gauge group,f= u;d;e,g = 1;2;3 is a generation index and R runs overallthe scalar sparticles

(Q g;Ug;D g;E g;Lg;H u;H d). These form ul�, obtained with super�eld techniques [13,37], are signi�cantly

sim plerthan equivalentonesalready existing in the literature [38]because they neverinvolvedouble integrals

overthe renorm alization scale.The running softterm srenorm alized atan energy scaleQ are

M i(Q ) = M i0=fi (18a)

�(Q ) = �0 � y
b
u

1 E h (18b)

B (Q ) = B 0 + 2xLi1M i0 � b
u

1I
0
=bt (18c)

A
f

g(Q ) = A
f

g0 + x
f

1i(E )M i0 � b
f

gI
0(E )=bt (18d)

m
2

R (Q ) = m
2

R 0 + x
R
i2M

2

i0 � b
t
R I�

3

5

YR
b1
IY (18e)

where

t(Q )�
2

(4�)2
ln
M

Q
fi(t(Q ))�

�i(M 0)

�i(Q )
; E

�(t)�
Y

i

f
c
�

1
=bi

i (t); x
�
in �

c�i

bi
(1� f

� n
i )

and M isany scale. Allb-factorsare sim ple num ericalcoe�cients: the b i are the coe�cientsofthe one-loop

� functions,fb1;b2;b3g = f33=5;1;� 3g. The YR are the hyperchargesofthe various �elds R,norm alized as

YE = + 1. The btR coe�cients vanish for all�elds R except the ones involved in the top Yukawa coupling:

btH u
= 1=2,bt

~Q 3

= 1=6 and bt
~U 3

= 1=3. The factorIY = (1� 1=f1)Tr[YR m
2
R 0]takesinto accounta sm allRG

e�ectinduced by the U(1)Y gaugecoupling.The �t e�ectsarecontained in

I
0 = �[At0 + M i0X i] (19a)

I = �(m 2

Q 30
+ m

2

U 30
+ m

2

H u0
)+ (1� �)A2t0 +

�
�
(1� �)At0 � M i0�Xi

�2
+ �M

2

i0X i2 + �M i0M j0X ij (19b)

whereA t0 = A u
30 isthe top A-term atM 0 and

X (M 0;Q )�

Z t(Q )

t(M 0)

E
u(t)dt; X in (M 0;Q )=

R
E uxuin dt
R
E dt

; X ij(M 0;Q )=

R
E uxu

i1
xu
i1
dt

R
E dt

(20)

Alltheintegralsaredonein thesam erangeasthe�rstone.The‘sem i-analytic’functionsX in areneeded only

forn = 1 and 2.In practiceonehasto com putenum erically few functionsoftwo variables,Q and M 0.A m ore

e�cientcom puterim plem entation isobtained rewritingtheX � � �(M 0;Q )functionsin term sof1+ 3+ 9functions

with only oneargum ent

F (M 0)� F (Q )=

Z t(Q )

t(M 0)

E
u(t)dt; Fin (M 0)� Fin (Q )=

Z
E u

fni
dt; Fij(M 0)� Fij(Q )=

Z
E u

fifj
dt:
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