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A bstract

W e explore the phenom enology ofa class ofm odelsw ith anom aly-m ediated supersym —
m etry breaking. These m odels retain the successfiil avor properties of the m inin al
scenario whilke avoiding the tachyons. The m ass spectrum is predicted In tem s of
a few param eters. H owever various qualitatively di erent spectra are possible, often
strongly di erent from the ones usually em ployed to explore capabilities of new ac—
celerators. O ne stable feature is the lim ited spread of the spectrum , so that squarks
and gliinos could be conceivably produced at TEV II. T he lightest superpartner of
standard particles is often a charged skpton or a neutral higgsino. It behaves as a
stable particle in collider experin ents but it decays at or before nuclkosynthesis. W e
dentify the experin ental signatures at hadron colliders that can help distinguish this
soenario from the usual ones.

1 Introduction

The origin of supersym m etry breaking is the central issue in the construction of a realistic supersym m etric
extension of the Standard M odel (SM ). If supersymm etry is to be of any relkevance to the hierarchy problem
the sparticle m asses should be an aller than about a TeV . Then, avor violating processesm ediated by virtual
sparticles constrain their m asses to preserve avor to a high degree. One m ain goal of m odel building is to
provide avor symm etric soft term s in a sim ple and naturalway. G auge m ediated supersym m etry breaking
GM SB) @'] represents an elegant solution to this problem : soft tem s are calculable and are dom inated by a
avor sym m etric contrbution due to gauge interactions. Supergravity, on the other hand, provides perhaps
the sin plest way to m ediate supersym m etry breaking 'E:]. However, In the absence of a m ore fundam ental
theory, soft term s are not calculable In supergravity, so there is little controlon their avor structure. M ore
technically, one could say that soft temn s are dom nated by \extrem e ultraviolet" dynam ics in supergravity
and consequently are sensitive to allpossble new sources of avor violation, not just the \low energy" Yukawa
couplings. T his can be considered a generic problem of soft term sm ediated by supergravity. Various solutions
have been suggested, Including special string inspired scenarios (dilaton dom nance) and horizontal sym m etries.
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Recently, in portant progress has been m ade In our understanding of a class of calculable quantum e ects
In supergraviy B -4] These e ects can be characterized as the pure supergravity contribution to soft temm s.
T his is because they are sin ply determm ined by the vacuum expectation valie of the auxilliary scalar eld F 1n
the graviton supem ultiplet. T he couplings of F  to the m inin al supersym m etric standard m odel M SSM ) are
a purely quantum e ect dictated by the conform alanom aly. The resulting anom aly m ediated contribution to
sparticlem asses isoforder F =4 ms_,=4 . In a generic supergraviy scenario, thiscalculable e ect would
only represent a negligble correction to the uncalculable  ms3_, tree leveltem s. However it is consistent to
consider a situation where Anom aly M ediation @AM ) is the leading e ect. Indeed, as pointed out by Randall
and Sundrum E], this m ay happen in an extra-dim ensional scenario, for exam ple, when the M SSM lives on
a 3-brane, while the hidden sector lives on a brane that is araway in a bulk where only gravity propagates.
R ecently an explicit realization ofthis setup hasbeen given In ref. E]. A m ore conventionalsituation, where the
anom aly m ediated contrbution to jist the gaugino m asses and A -term s dom inates, is dynam icalhidden sector
m odels w ithout singlets @]. Vardous technical aspects of AM have been further discussed in Refs. i_d, ::/., E], the
latter of which gives a m ore form al derivation along w ith a com parison to previous com putations of quantum
contributions to soft term s E].

In pure Anom aly M ediation sferm ion m asses are dom lnated by an nfrared contrbution, so they are only
sensitive to the sources of avor violation that are relevant at low energy, as encoded in the ferm ion m asses and
CKM angles ofthe SM . Therefore AM , like the SM , satis es natural avor conservation. Sfermm ion m asses are
In practice fam ily independent, since the gauge contrbutions dom inate, like in GM SB . Unfrtunately, this is
not the full story: avor is ne but the squared slepton m asses are predicted to be negative.

Various attem pts have been m ade to save the situation. In principle adding an extra supergraviy contribu-—
tion ruins predictivity. N evertheless, if one assum es that som e unspeci ed avor universalcontribution lifts the
sleptons, then the low -energy phenom enology is quite peculiar t_lC_i, :_l]_;] O ther proposals involve extra elds at,
or just above, the weak scale [_1-%;, :_1]. In this paper we w ill focus on the idea of ref. E_G], which we outline below .

The fact that AM providesa specialR enom alization G roup RG) tra ctory where allunw anted ultraviolet
UV) e ects on soft term s decouple is very suggestive. Indeed, In order to solve the supersymm etric avor
problem , i would be enough to rem ain on this tra fctory only down to a scale M ( som ew hat below the scale
of avor. In ref. fé] it was pointed out that a theory can be kicked o the AM trafctory when an interm ediate
theshold is govemed by the vacuum expectation value VEV ) ofa eld X that ism assless in the supersym m etric
Iim it. This doesnot truly violate the UV insensitivity ofAM , since the low energy theory isnot jist the M SSM
but contains also the m odulus X . W hilk this eld is coupled to the M SSM only by 1=X suppressed operators,
its presence a ects the soft masses in a relevant way. Ref. f§] used this rem ark to build a realistic class of
m odels, w th avor universaland positive sferm ion m asses. T he Intermm ediate threshold is given by a m essenger
sector sin ilar to that of GM SB m odels. H owever the gsparticle spectrum of these m odels strongly di ers from
both GM SB and conventional supergravity. Indeed the prediction for gaugino m ass ratios is also distinguished
from \m inin al" AM . The m ost in portant features of the spectrum are a reduced hierarchy between coloured
sparticles and the rest, and the lightest spartner being either a slkepton or a higgsino-like neutralino. The
lightest supersym m etric particle (LSP) is the ferm ionic partner ofthem odulusX , so the lightest sparticle in
the M SSM can be charged.

T he purpose of the present paper is to study the in plications of these novel features in collider physics
and coam ology. It is organized as follows. In section 2 we recall the building blocks of the m odel and 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 symm etry breaking. In section 4 we focus on the signatures
at both TEVII and LHC and draw a com parison to those of GM SB and m inim al supergravity m SUGRA).
Supersym m etric corrections to rare processes are studied in section 5. In section 6 we discuss the NLSP decays
and the bounds on it placed by bigbang nuclkosynthesis. Section 7 contains our conclusions. In appendix A we
w rite the one-loop RG evolution for the soft tem s in term s of a m inim al num ber of sem ianalytic’ functions,
starting from the m ost generalboundary conditions.

2 Them odel

Anom aly M ediated soft term s can be de ned In a very sin ple operationalway. Consider rst any m odelin the
supersym m etric 1im it and assign R charge 2=3 to all its chiralm atter super elds. N otice that In general this
isnot a true symm etry. For Instance, in the superpotential only the trilinear couplings are invariant. C onsider
then the introduction of a spurion (classical extermal eld) with R charge 2/3 and scaling-din ension 1, and
couple it to the original lagrangian in order to m ake i form ally both R and scale invariant. For instance for a



generic superpotentialW (Q ) we have

0%+ = 3w Q= ): 1)

W Q)=M0°+ Q°+ LQ4+ ::i ! Mg 0%+ Q7+
M 1
W hen the choice = 1+ 2F ismade, some special soft temm s are generated: they are proportional to the
din ension of the original superpotential coupling. N otice that they vanish for a purely cubic W . The same
gam e can be played w ith the gauge interaction temm s. Like for Yukawas, the coupling to  is absent because
gauge interactions are scale invariant and R symm etric at tree level. So In a theory wih only gauge and
Yukaw a couplings no soft term arises at tree level. However, a coupling to  arises at the quantum leveldue to
anom alous breaking of scale (and R) invariance. Indeed, in order to form ally restore the two sym m etries one
should also couple the regulator Lagrangian to . For instance In supersymm etric QED the Pauli-V illarsm ass
should be muliplied by a factor , lke In eq. @:) . The quantum dependence on can be e ectively accounted
for by considering super eld m atter wave functions and gauge couplings t_lij]

where Z; ( ) and & (p) are the running param eters in the supersym m etric lim it. Eq. :_2 is derived by noticing
that the quantity = ¥ is the only scale and R Invariant combination of and B,:_Al]. By eg. ('_2) the
A -tem s, scalar and gaugino m asses are
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where A ;5 is the din ensionfiil scalar-Y ukaw a analogous to the Yukawa coupling ;4 . The pure gauge contri-
bution to scalarm asses is proportional to @), which is positive for asym ptotically free gauge theories and
negative otherw ise. In the M SSM neither SU (2); nor U (1)y is asym ptotically free. So the slepton squared
m asses, which are dom inated by the SU 2)1, U (1) ocontribution, are negative and the m odel is ruled out.

T hem odels constructed in ref. i_é] elin inate the tachyonsw hile preserving the successfill avor properties of
AM .In thesemodelsn avorsof messengers’ 3, ; Inhtheb5+ 5 0fSU (B) and a singlkt X are added to the
M SSM elds. These elds interact via the superpotential

W o ess = X i 4 4)

so the basic structure is that of GM SB m odels. However it is assum ed that soft temm s are generated by AM
already In supergravity. W e are Interested in a situation where X getsa large VEV so that the m essengers are
ultra-heavy. If X i were xed by supersym m etric dynam ics, for exam ple by a superpotential W X ), then the
relation Fy =lX i= F would hold in the presence ofthe spurion . Them essenger supem ultiplets would then
be split, and upon integrating them out a gauge-m ediated correction to the sparticle m asses would arise. By
the relation Fy =hX i = F , this correction would precisely adjist the soft term s to the AM tra gctory of the
low -energy theory, ie to the beta functions of the theory w ithout m essengers. T his is jJust an exam ple of the
\cekbrated" decoupling of heavy thresholds in AM .

However in ourm odel, X isa at direction in the supersymm etric 1im it only lifted by the e ectsofF € 0.
The e ective action along X 6 0 and ; = 0 isdetem ined by the running wave fiinction Z x ( )

z q—
al 7y XXv= YXXY; ®)

and gives the e ective potential

VE)=mZi XIxF’ n?®)c *X) erfX) Xi; ©6)

16 2

wherec ;¢ > 0,and a sum overthe gauge couplings g; ofthe m essengers is understood. Ifthe runningm assm )2<
is positive at large X and crosses zero at som e point X = M o, the potentialhas a stable m inin um around this



point [_iﬁi] T here exists a choice of param eters for which this happens: the positive Yukawa term in eq. (B) may
dom nate in the UV while the negative gauge contribution m ay balance it at a lower scale. For thism echanian
to work better onem ay im agine the presence ofa new and strongly UV freem essenger gauge interaction. T his is
because SU 3) SU (2) U (1) endsup IR free by the addition ofthem essengers. A round them nimum ,ReX )
gains a m ass (=4 JF which could be of order a few GeV,whilke Im X ) is an axion. The crucial resul,
evident from eqg. {_‘35), iIsFy =X = x M o)F =2, a 1-loop quantity instead of the tree level result Fy =X = F
we m entioned above. T herefore, when the m essengers are integrated out, their gauge-m ediated contrdbution to
sparticlem asses isO ( ?F ), which represents a negligible correction to the orighalO ( F ) anom aly m ediated
m asses. T hus whilke the gauge beta functions are m odi ed by elin inating the m essengers, the soft termm s aren’t
adjusted to the beta functions of the low energy theory. Below the scale M o, the RG ow is de ected from
the AM trafctory. That is why we call this scenario D e ected Anom aly M ediation OAM ). P ractically the
phenom enology of this m odel is that of the M SSM w ith boundary conditions for soft tem s at scale M ( given
by AM iIn the M SSM plis n fam ilies of m essengers. W e give these boundary conditions below . Notice that
the addition ofm essengers apparently worsens the situation in that it m akes the beta functions m ore negative.
H ow ever the gaugino m asses are also changed: it isthe gaugino RG contrbution from M ( tom 5 that elim inates
alltachyons. An exam pl of thisbehaviour oraDAM modelwithn = 5andM o = 10°GeV isshown in g.d,.

The m odel is com pleted by a sector whose dynam ics generate and B . W e rem Ind the reader that the
generation of these param eters is yet another problem of smple AM .As in GM SB, i is quite easy to obtain
the right , but i is hard to avoid B F M yeak - T hese problem s are avoided n DAM by considering the
addition of one singlet S coupled via the superpotential

Z
2 1 3, 1 2
d HSHdHu+§SS +§sz : )

AlongX & 0,the eld S ism assive and by Integrating it out the follow Ing e ective operator is generated

Z XY q_
d? H4H, 7 XXY= Y 4+ hg: ; ®)

X

where 7' ( ) is the running wave function m xing between X andS.Eq.EE{ Jeads to the follow ing expressions for
and B at the scale M g

F 2z 7F

= 1 x 2+ 7 = B=X— -

9)
X W T+ B2

w here the dots represent derivatives w J'ﬂ’l respect to In . Both param eters are F My eak - NOtice that
even though the e ective operator eq. (§:) resam bles those of typicalGM SB m odels, and B are the right size
shce Fy isa 1-doop quantity.

2.1 P redictions for the soft term s renorm alized at M

TheDAM predictions for the soft tem s, renom alized at the high scale M ¢, In units ofm F=@ ), are

M; = hg?m (10a)
0 00
Agroro = (le + Clj + Cli )gfm (10b)
Prany edsRRR® except

A¢ = Agua,+ (¢ 5)m: 10c)
The scalar m asses of the elds R without signi cant Yukawa interactions (sleptons, d-squarks and rst and

second generation of u-squarks) are
mi = b gim ?: (10d)
T he soft m asses ofH iggses and third generation Q 3 and U3 squarksalso receive signi cant Yukaw a contributions

mi mm?® = bdg+ (10e)
mg =m? = bdgi+ + {( 3c+37) (10 £)
mé}:m2 — lqclijgf+ 5( 2t+2fl) 10g)
mg,=m? = hdgi+t I( o+ F) (10h)
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Figurel: Sam pk RG evolution of soft term s apd qualitatively di erent sparticle spectra possibke in DAM m odels.
N otations are explained in the caption of g. ﬂ:

where all running param eters are renom alized at M o, by = B 55" + ' = (33=5;1; 3)+ n, the quadratic
Casin ir coe cients ¢} are listed in tabked and

=G +d+d)d 6% = 2@2+32%2+ % 2&d%:
Finally, g and areunknown param eters, related to the unknown param eters in the m odel Lagrangian as
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where = Z“=p Zx Zs .Notice that j j< 1 is required for the m odelto be stable (positive kinetic term s). T hen

0 is positive de nite and  is positive. W e will see below that these extra positive contributions to the H iggs
m ass param eter, together w ith the requirem ent of correct electrow eak sym m etry breaking EW SB), lead to an
upper bound on =m .

A s is often the case, the m odeldependent couplings ntroduced to generate the and B tem salso a ect
the H iggs m ass param eters. In this concrete m odel they also a ect the soft param eters of the third generation
squarks. Since 4 soft m asses depend on only two unknown param eters ( y and ) there are testable predictions.
On the contrary the and theB tem s are detem ined by m ore than two additional unknown com binations
ofparam eters; therefore, we consider them as free param eters and do not give their explicit expression in term s
ofm odel param eters. Even assum ing realYukawa couplings in the m essenger sector, the observable sign of the
B temm is not predicted. However, if for som e reason the kinetic m ixing term 7" is am all, CP phases can be
rotated away. T hem odelthen predicts the sign ofB  and gives one relation between ,B and the soft tem s.

W e have here neglected the e ects of the other Yukawa couplings, ncluding the possbly signi cantly and
bones. Iftan is large theire ect should be added. T hey should also be taken Into account when studying the
predictions for " ne details’ of the spectrum (lke the m ass splitting between ~ / ~ and ez ;~r and the g=g
m ixing angles at the gaugino vertices induced by the CKM m atrix).

T he soft term s at the electrow eak scale are obtained by renom alizing theirvaliesat M ( listed In this section
w ith the usualM SSM RG equations. T he standard sem fanalytic solutions cannot be applied In this case since
gaugino m asses do not obey uni cation relations, M ; / ;. In appendix A we write the RG evolution for the
soft tem s starting from the m ost generalboundary conditions In tem s ofa m inin alnum ber of sem ianalytic’
finctions. DAM models predict M ; / & %™ + n) ;. In this particular case the sem fanalytic solutions could
be further sim pli ed.
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Figure 2: AlJowed values of the m ain unknown modelgarameters, nandMg  fortan =4, {Mgyr)= 035,

andsnall (g = 0, g. :Z:a) orsignicant ( g =1, g. Q:a) Yukawa m essengers. In the unshaded regions of the
;M () plane tachyonic skptons are avoided w ithout too m any light m essengers. Below the dashed line m 12{ L is
positive, so that EW SB is possibke only with appropriate correlation between the param eters. Inside (outside)
the dotted lines the lightest superpartner is a higgsino (aln ost always a skpton).

3 The sparticle spectrum

T he predictions for the soft term sdepend on 7 param eters. T he gaugihom assesdepend only on n (them essenger
contrbution to the gauge  functions); soft term s of rst and second generation sferm ions depend only on n
and M ( (the m essenger m ass); while soft term s of third generation sferm ions and higgses depend also on the
(In precisely known) top Yukawa coupling at M o, and on the possble m essenger couplings z and . The
and B temm s can be considered as free param eters, and are xed in our analysisby the conditions of successfiil
EW SB.
T he dependence on . is stronger than in gaugem ediation or supergravity m odels. T he unknow n param eters

g and can give In portant corrections when n is not too large (< 10): In these cases they always increase

the value ofm fl . @), and thus reduce the value of that givesa correct EW SB.
Even if all param eters are in portant, M ( and n are the ones that controlm ost of the sparticle spectrum

(the gauginos and the sferm ions). In g. r@' we show the phenom enologically acceptable range of M o;n) for

t M gyt )= 05and an allm essenger couplings. Shaded regionsare exclided because the gauge couplings run to
In niy before theuni cation scale (ifn istoo large), orbecause one skpton istachyonic (ifn istoo low ). Ifn < 4
there are tachyonic skeptons, asin pure AM wheren = 0. Ifn = 4 sleptons can have positive squared m asses, but
a]somfIu ispositive. W hen n > 4 it is possble to have negatjyemfIu and positive sferm ion m asses unless M
is too low . In all the param eter space there exist unphysicaldeeper m inin a (sihce m f < 0 athigh eld values,
s<e g. :}') . There is no reason for excluiding the m odel or this reason. Q uantum and them al tunneling rates
are negligble [[3]. M oreover w ithin standard cosm ology there exist plausble m echanism s [16] that naturally
single out the desired physicalm inin um closer to the orighh. A possibl source of cosn ological problem s is
the m odulus X , since is m ass cannot exceed a faw G &V . Therefore to avold large m odulus uctuations we
must assum e X to be already around ism Ininum when the tem perature of the universe is som ew hat below
X i. Then, shce X is only coupled to the M SSM by non-renom alizable interactions at low energy, them al

uctuations willnot a ect it.

3.1 EW SB and naturalness

In m ost of the acoeptable param eter space only the higgs eld H , has a negative squared m ass termm , m fl L <0
so that EW SB is induced by supersym m etry breaking in the usualway. However, m fl ., Isposttive for certain
values of the param eters: this happens forn = 4 (unless + and y are anall); it also happens for higher values
ofn below the dashed lnesin g @l if g 1. W ih a positive mflu it is still possible to break electrow eak

symm etry, but only in the narrow region of the param eter space where the and B temn s give appropriate
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Figure 3: The size of the albwed regions (em pty regions) of the param eter space ( =m ;B =m ) indicates how
hatural is the m odel Fig. da refers to our reference DAM 1’ modelwhik in g. B'b we show for com parison a
MSUGRA modelwithm = m -, and Ay = 0. The shaded r=gions are exclided because correct EW SB is not
possibk, whik regions m arked with di erent sym bols are now experin entally exclided (see text).

m ixings In the higgsm ass m atrix. M oreover this situation tends to give values of tan close to 1, so that the
lightest higgsm ass is below is experin entalbound unless the sparticles are very heavy. For these reasonswe
do not consider this possibility attractive, and we w ill restrict our analysis to the m ore interesting case n 5.

Strong, non-prelim nary constraintson the param eter space arenow given by LEP and Tevatron experin ents.
T he boundsm > 90GeV,my > 85GeV andM 3> (180 250)GeV are satis ed only in a an allportion ofthe
param eter space of tonventional supersym m etricm odels (kkem SUGRA and GM SB), n plying that theEW SB
scale isunexpectedly am aller than the unocbserved sparticlem asses. How unnaturalthis situation is In any given
m odel depends on two di erent characteristics of the m odel:

1. How light isthe Z boson m assw ith respect to the soft term s? Since EW SB is induced by supersym m etry
breaking, M Zz is predicted to be a sum ofvarious squared sofft m ass tem s (often dom inated by the gluino
contribution).

2. How strong are the bounds on m odelparam eters nduced by the experim entalbounds on sparticlem asses?
T he naturalness problem becom es m ore stringent in the presence of an indirect bound on M 3 stronger
than the direct Tevatron bound on M ;.

C onceming the second point, in SUGRA and GM SB gaugio m asses cbey uni cation relations so that the LEP

bound on the chargino m ass gives an indirect bound on the gluino mass, M 3> 300G &V, som ew hat stronger
than the direct Tevatron bound, M 3> 220G eV (valid ifm o M3, as in ourm odel). This undesired feature
is not present In the scenario under study, basically for all appealing values of the param eters. However, as it
happens in GM SB, the bound on the selectron m ass gives an indirect bound on M 3 which is stronger than the
Tevatron bound. In conclusion, for what concems point 2, DAM is not better than Yonventional’ m odels.

On 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 7, because the positive radiative O M %) contrbution to M 7 is
partially canceled by negative radiative O (m é) contrbutions (n DAM m odels all sferm jon squared m asses are
negative, before including RG corrections).

Putting it all together, DAM models 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 all region of param eter space {].7- This is
shown In g. B.a, where we display the allowed portion of the param eter space or xedn = 5,M o = 10°Gev
and +Mguyr) = 035 and assum ing that the Yukawa couplings of the m essengers are negligble. W ih this
assum ption the soft temm s only depend on 3 param eters: m  (the overall scale of anom aly m ediated soft term s),
the -tem and B. The EW SB condition allow s to com pute the overall SUSY scalem and tan in temm s of
two din ensionless ratios ( =m and B=m in gs. d, all renomm alized atM g).

In g. g w e have shaded the regionswhere correct EW SB isnot possible, and m arked w ith di erent sym bols

the points of the param eter space where som e sparticle is too light. Sam pling pointsmarked with a @ , ,
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| , —) are experin entally exclided because a (gluino, chargino, selectron, higgs) is too light. Regions where
BR®B ! X5 )diersfrom isSM value by more than 50% arem arked w ith aD. W e have restricted our plots
to signsof and B such that the interference between charged higgs and chargino contributionsto theb ! s
decay am plitude is destructive. W ih a constructive interference the indirect bounds on sparticle m asses from
BR B ! X ) are stronger than the direct accelerator bounds and restrict the allowed param eter space to a
very am all region, sm aller than our resolution of gs. :§:

W e see that di erent portions of the param eter space are excluded by di erent com bination of the bounds
on gluino, charged higgsino, slepton and higgs m asses. Since DAM m odels look som ewhat disfavoured by
naturalness oons:iderau'onsr_:, we also show In g. @tb that a typicalm SUGRA model (@ssum ing Ay = 0 and
mog = mi;-, In order to m ake a plot in the ( =m ;B =m () plane) has sin ilar problem 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 @ = 0), i predicts tachyonic skptons, and it also has som e naturalness problem : a chargino
heavier than the LEP 2 kinem aticalreach 1im i, M , > M 5 , would in ply that the contribution from mflu toM 2
is 100 tin es larger than MZ2 itself. A dding a universalcontribution to scalarm asses irg, :_l-(_)',:_iQ'] elin inates the
tachyons but does not in prove naturalness. O n the other hand, DAM m odels also do better on the problem of
naturaness.

3.2 The sparticle spectrum

W enow continue our analysis studying the spectrum of sparticles in the allow ed portion ofthe param eter space.

Before going on, we must anticipate (see the discussion in section 6) that the LSP of our m odels is the
ferm ionic com ponent of the X modulis. This fact is in portant as it allows a charged NSLP (som etines a
slepton) . However, over the param eter space allowed In g. 2, the NLSP decays into LSP always outside the
detector. T herefore, the NLSP ispractically a stable particle and the LSP playsno rol In collider phenom enol-
ogy.

In DAM models wih n 5 the ne tuning FT EE}]) of M ; with respect to the soft tem s is typically low . By choosing
appropriate values of the unknown Yukawa couplings it is even possble to get FT 1. However this does not m ean that DAM
m odels are perfectly natural: since the soft fem s depend on unknown Yukawa couplings the FT w ith respect to just the soft tem s
is not an adequate m easure of naturalness E_L9.]



In g.:ffweplotthe spectrum asa fiinction ofn ©rM o = 101°Gev ( g.:fia) and asa function ofM o forn = 5
( g.:fib). In both caseswe have assumed M 3 = 500GeV,tan = 4, Mgyr) = 035 and neglighble m essenger
Yukaw a couplings and com puted the termm from the condition of correct EW SB . A lthough no unigque pattem
em erges over all the param eter space, we try to sum m arize the m ain features of the spectrum in the follow ing
way:

0. The NLSP isusually a skpton or a neutralhiggsino. The m ass splitting between sleptons receives three
di erent com putable contributions; all of them (@part from a less In portant RG e ect) tend to m ake an
alm ost right-handed ~ state the lightest skpton. A fthough the % is often lighter than the higgsino (see

g. 'Q), it isalways possble to force an higgsino NLSP by increasing the value of the unknow n m essenger
Yukaw as which decreases the value of that gives the correct EW SB.W hen n = 4 the NLSP can be a
stop, while for largen > 10 the NLSP can be a bino.

1.When n = 5 the NLSP is most often a neutral higgsino, sleptons are light, and all gauginos have a
com parable m ass above the squark m asses.

2. W hen n = 6;7;8 the electrow eak gauginos are lighter than the squarks, but heavier than the higgsinos.

3.W henn 1 the sferm ion and gaugino m asses are dom inated by the pure anom aly m ediated contrbution
to gaugino m asses.

A s discussed in the next section, features 1 and 2 listed above give characteristic m anifestations at hadronic
colliders. Tt ism ore di cult to distinguish DAM models with larger n from m SUGRA or GM SB at hadron
colliders, even if for quite lJarge values of n the m ass spectrum rem ains signi cantly di erent from the one w ith
uni ed gaugino m asses. For exam ple ifn = 20 the ratio M ;=M ;3 (connected In a sin ple way to the m easurable
ratio between the bino and the gluino m asses) is still 50% higher than in the uni ed gaugino’ case.

In the ollow Ing section we perform m ore detailed studies by selecting three reference points in the DAM
param eter space that capture the m ain characteristics of the m odel:

DAM l:we choosen = 5, Mo = 10°GevV, y§ = 0, {Mgur) = 05,M 3 = 500GeV in order to have a
characteristic DAM modelw ih n = 5 and higgsino NLSP.

DAM 2: we choosen = 6, Mo = 10°GevV, 4§ = 0, {Mguyr)= 05, M 5
characteristic DAM modelw ith n = 6 and slepton NLSP.

500G eV in order to have a

DAM 3: wechoosen = 6,My = 10°Gev, 5 =1, {Mgyr)= 05,M3 = 500GeV. DAM 3 is sin ilar to
DAM 2, except the NLSP is a neutral higgsino.

T he spectra corresponding to these three sets of param eters are shown in g.:!.: and listed In tab]es-r;' and 1'2:
U sing these three exam ples we w illnow illustrate the phenom enology at high-energy colliders.

4 Signals at collider

T he experim entalm anifestation of supersym m etry at hadron colliders like the Tevatron and the LHC depends
strongly on how the supersym m etric particles are ordered In m ass, and on the nature ofthe lightest superpartner
of ordinary particles (stable/unstable, charged/neutral). T hem odelunder study has strong dependences on the
param eters of the theory, and therefore does not m ake unique predictions for these in portant issues relevant to
colliderphysics. Furthem ore, m easuring the param etersat a high-energy hadron collider isnot a straightforw ard
task. Nevertheless, we would lke to point out som e expectations for these m odels at hadron colliders despite
the above di culties.

T hem ost In portant feature ofthe m odelw e are presenting here is the relatively sm allm ass gap between all
the gauginos. O ne in m ediate consequence of this is a changed interpretation ofgliino m assbounds from LEP 2
results. Thee" e LEP 2 collider does not produce gliinos directly, yet it does probe the W inos very e ectively.
Lin its on the charged W ino m ass from the four LEP collaborations are nearly 100G eV 1_2-1:], the exact value
depending on the details of the full supersym m etric spectrum . T his can be interpreted as a lim it on the gluino
m ass of about m 4 > 300G &V, provided we assum e gaugino m ass uni cation. T herefore, if the Tevatron nds
a gluino with mass less than 300G &V, by any of the known discovery channels, that would be one piece of
evidence for the AM m odels. Current direct lin its on the gliino m ass are approxin ately m 4 > 185G eV in

R -parity conserving supersymm etricmodelswithmg mg,andmg > 220G ev whenmg=mg4 @-2_3]



Sparticle spectrum In DAM modell
Sparticle mass Sparticke mass

g 500
e 145 e, 481
NLsP=e} 136 e 152
ed 462 el 483
B, 432 agr 384
&, 439 & 371
€ 306 & 454
=4 371 8 406
~ 257 ex 190
€ 246 e 246
e 190 e 257
ho 98 HO 297
A° 293 H 303

Tabl 1: M asses of the SUSY particks, in GeV, for the DAM modelpoint 1.

Sparticle spectrum In DAM model?2 Sparticle spectrum In DAM m odel 3
Sparticle m ass Sparticle mass | Sparticke mass Sparticle mass
g 500 g 500

e 176 e, 381 e 151 e, 381

e’ 165 e 187 | NLsp=e! 141 e 162

e’ 337 el 382 el 337 el 382

B, 435 Br 399 B, 435 Bag 399

&, 441 & 392 &, 441 & 392

=] 326 153 465 =] 313 & 470

8 392 % 412 8 392 ® 410

e, 218 ON L SP = e 154 e 218 er 154

[N 205 e 205 e 205 e 205
CON LSP =g 154 e 218 e 154 =3 218
h? 99 H 283 h° 101 HO 290
a0 278 H 289 a0 286 H 296

Tabl 2: M asses of the SUSY particks, in GeV, for the DAM modelpoint 2 (eft colim ns) and ©or DAM m odel
point 3 (right colum ns).

To be convinced that the DAM m odel is correct, much addiional evidence m ust be gathered consistent
w ith the m odel. U sefil cbservables at hadron colliders include total rates above background in large lepton/ gt
multiplicity events w ith m issing energy, invariant m ass peaks of decaying heavy particles, kinem atic edges to
Jepton or gt Invariant m ass spectra, and exotic signatures such as a highly ionizing track associated with a
stable, heavy, charged particle track passing through the detector. A 11 of these m ethods can be used to uncover
evidence for supersym m etry and to help determ ine precisely what m odel is being discovered.

DAM m odels have severalgross features that m ay be keys to distinguishing them from otherm odels, such as
m SUGRA andm nimn alGM SB .0 ne such feature that wem entioned above is the relatively am allm assdi erence
between all the gsparticles in the spectrum . Typical param eter choices in m odels of m SUGRA and especially
GM SB have nearly an order ofm agniide di erence between the lightest supersym m etric partner (not counting
the gravitino) and the heaviest partner. The heaviest of these sparticles are usually the strongly interacting
squarks and gluinos. C onsequently, unless sparticles are m uch heavier than the top quark, in DAM m odels the
decaysg ! Hhtand t5 ! N are usually kinem atically forbidden @ is the lighter stop and t is the heavier
stop). Therefore in DAM m odels it is not unusual to have at m ost two top quarks per event, while four top
quarks can be present in m SUGRA and GM SB m odels.
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N um ber of DAM Modell

Eptons DAM Modell WHhMi= Ma= o DAM M odel3
0 813 (741) 714 (700) 161 (122)
1 85 (129) 105 @17) 169 (137)
2 24 48) 12 (13) 233 (248)
3 1) 1 @) 99 (117)
4 0 ) 1 @) 57 (84)
5 0 ) 0 (0) 9 @7
6 0 ) 0 (0) 2 (5)
7+ 0 ) 0 (0) 0 ©)

Tabl 3: From DAM modelpoint 1, the kpton m ultiplicity in 1000 sim ulated LHC events with at least 200G eV

of totalm issing energy. Leptons are counted if they have < 3 andpr > 10 GeV . The num bers in parenthesis
have no pr cut on the kptons. In the third colim n the spectrum is the same asDAM m odelpoint 1, except the
M; and M ; masses are GUT nom alized. In the Jast colim n, the kpton m uliplicity is given for DAM m odel
point 3, which has signi cant production of kptons due to on-shell cascades of g ! W ! T,

41 Totalratesw ith two stable sleptons

Overmuch ofthe DAM param eter space the lightest supersym m etric partner to be produced in the detector is
the Iz . For exam ple, analyzing DAM m odelpoint 2 (see Tab]e-'_Z), we nd that the NLSP ism L = 155G eV
and M 1;M 5;M 35; are 334;364;500 and 176G eV regoectively. P roduction of gaugios, squarks and sleptons
all end up producing the lightest state & , which can pe discovered rather easily by the detectors. The total
supersym m etry production rate at the Tevatron with ~ s = 2TeV ism ore than 200 b, and w ith several b *
expected at Tevatron runIl, this choice of param eters for the m odel would be detected, despite superpartners
not being kinem atically accessible at LEP2. A careful analysis of run I data m ay even be able to discover or
de niively rule out the param eter choicesm ade for this exam ple.

GM SB is another m odel that has a large param eter space for (quasi)-stable skptons. If stable, charged
tracks are discovered at the Tevatron, the rsttask willbe to nd them ass of the particle, and then determ ine
the rest of the spectrum that gave rise to this sparticle. Finding the m ass is relatively straightforward once
there isa signi cant signal. T In ing Infom ation along w ith dE =dx m easurem ents as the particlk passes through
the detector are useful In this regard. D etem Ining what m odel these stable tracks com e from is much m ore
di cult. O nebeginning step w illbe to estin ate total supersym m etry production ratebasedon all (R 'k + X )
signatures. This can then be com pared between the DAM m odel presented here and, say, m ininalGM SB.

Ifwe apply the skpton and chargino m ass lin its from LEP2 to GM SB, and then analyze expectations for
the Tevatron, we nd that squark and gluino production are not signi cant in supersym m etry searches at the
Tevatron. This is even true when the i is the NLSP and does not decay in the detector { perhaps the m ost
likely possibility ﬂ23 In GM SB wih N, ¢ 2. Neglecting potentially in portant detector e ciency issues,
every event that produces superpartners w ill be registered and tagged as a supersym m etry event since stable
skeptons yield such an exotic signature in the detector {2§, .26] P roduction of sleptons, gauginos, higgsinos,
and squarks allw ill decay ulim ately to two charged skeptons plus standard m odel particles. T herefore, we can
speak about the discovery ofthese m odels sokly by analyzing the two sleptons and ignoring all other associated
particles in the events, jist aswe did for the DAM . In this case, there is very little variability in the total rate
for R k + X, and the rate depends m ostly on the number of 5+ 5 m essengers. In Fjg."_éI we plot the range
allow ed for total supersym m etry production I_Z-Z_i] In GM SB with moderate to asnalltan asa function ofmg, .
O istinguishing between low and high tan can be accom plished by carefiil analysis of the associated particles
n X E:g].) T he upper line corresponds to N 5, 5 = 2 and the lower line correspondsto N, 5 = 1 . In contrast,
recall from the paragraph above that a typical DAM set of param eters yielded a total cross—section of 200 b
form L = 155G &V because the squarks and gluinos are m uch lighter and contribute to the signal. T herefore,
a rst step in distinguishing between DAM modelsand GM SB m odels is to m easurem ., directly from stable,
charged particle track analysis, and then com pare the totalm easured rateof Gk + X ) to Fjg.:_fi.

4.2 Lepton multiplicity and pr distributions

O ther I portant ocbservables in supersym m etric events are the lepton m ultiplicity and pr distrbutions. T hese
are often sensitive to the m ass hierarchies in the supersym m etric m odel. For exam ple, a large source of high
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Tevatron \/E = 2 TeV

Otot (SUSY) [fb]

AMSB cross-section expectation
higher than GMSB |

10 |-
GMSB Range

1 | | | |
100 120 140 160 180 200

Mep [GeV}

Figure 5: Total cross—section for supersym m etry production at the Tevatron. T he upper line is for GM SB with
N s, 5 = 2 messengers, and the ower line is or N5, s = 1 messengers. M ininalGM SB m odels are expected to
fall within these two lines. DAM m odels, by contrast, are expected to be have m uch higher cross-sections since
squark and gliinos m asses are generally m uch lighter for the sameme, .

pr leptons in m SUGRA m odels is the cascade decays through , ! 1 E.Themassdierenoebe‘@veenm

1
and m 0 is Jarge, and the ;| state is expected to participate signi cantly in the cascade decays of the heavier
squarks and gluino down to the LSP.

In contrast, the DAM m odelhas relatively few er sources ofhigh pr lptonsbecause ofthe near degene::acyI Iof
theNLSP and the next leastm assive chargino and neutralino. Forexam ple, nDAM m odelpoint 1 (see Tabled),
we nd the quasistable NLSP is ¢ H, M ;M ;M 3 = 461;468;500 GeV and 380GeV < m4 < 440GeV.
P roduction ofgluinosand squarks, w hile Jarge in thism odel, m ore rarely produce sleptonsbecausem 4 <M;M,.
Instead, ¢ lke to decay directly to a quark and a H iggsino w ith no interm ediate leptons in a cascade decay.
Leptons can arise however from ; ! 1 9, but these leptons are som ewhat softer because of the near
degeneracy between the mostly Higgsino ; and f states. In the particular exam ple given here, the m ass
splitting betw een the lightest chargino and the lightest neutralino is about 10G €V . T he other signi cant source
of Jeptons com es from third fam ily superpartner production and decay. Since the stop and sbottom squarksare
rather light in this exam ple, m any lptons do get produced from decays of the W and b particlesn t! W
decays.

T he lepton m ultiplicity and lepton pr depend on the M ; and M ; m asses. W e illustrate this dependence by

rst calculating lepton observables for our exam ple m odelpoint 1, and then doing the calculation for the sam e
modelbutwih M ; andM , rede ned to beequaltoM ;= ;M 3= 4, consistent w ith gaugino m ass uni cation,
while M 3 rem ains the same. In thiscase, M ; and M , are reset to 75G &V and 145G &V respectively, and M ;3
rem ains at 500 G&V . In Tab]e-'_4 we list the total m ultiplicities of leptons n 1000 sinulated LHC events for
the DAM exampl model, and the DAM examplmodelwih M ; and M , rede ned. The lepton m ultiplicity
is de ned to be the num ber of charged leptons of rst and second generation w ith pseudo-rapidity < 3 and
transverse m om entum pr > 10G €V present in each supersymm etry event. W e have also required the m issing
energy to be greater than 200G &V in these events to reduce standard m odel background, and we have not
counted leptons that originhate n a QCD Ft (isolation requirem ent).

T he lepton multplicity tends to higher values for the GUT nom alized gaugiho spectrum rather than the
untam pered DAM gaugino spectrum . This is lJargely because m ore leptons pass the pr > 10G &V cut due to
the lJarge m assm ass gap between the m ostly bino NLSP and the next higherm ass chargino and neutralino. If
we put no cut on the pr of the lepton, the num ber of leptons from the DAM m odelwould be larger than the
num ber of leptons generated in the cascade decays of the GUT nom alized gaugino version of the spectrum .
(T he num ber of leptons produced w ith arbitrarily low pr values is listed in parenthesis in the tabl. This is
Indicative ofthe In portance of looking carefilly at the pr spectrum ofthe leptonsto see the In print ofdi erent
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Figure 6: The pr distribbution ofthe kading kpton in sim ulated events of supersym m etry production atthe LHC .
The solid line is for DAM model point 1 described in the text. The dashed line is for the sam e m odel except
the electroweak gaugino m asses are GUT nomm alized with respect to the gluino M ; = M 3= 3). The fainter
dotted line represents DAM m odelpoint 3. A 1l lines are nom alized to 1 and not the total cross—section. (T he
total lepton + X cross—section of DAM 3 is a factor of2.8 times that of DAM 1.)

m ass hierarchies in the spectrum .

W e dem onstrate the softer lepton pr distribbutions ofthe DAM modelin Fig. -r_é W e have sin ulated 1000
supersym m etric events at the LHC and plotted the pr distribbution of the leading lpton with < 3 and
pr > 10GeV. The e ect is present as anticipated, and the m agniude of the e ect is rather sizeable. In the

rst bin there is nearly a 50% di erence between the models. W e expect this observable, along w ith other
observables f_Z]‘], such as kinem atic endpoint distrdbutions, to play a key role in helping to distinguish DAM
m odels from their com petitors. In this analysiswe have been assum ing that the signalw ith lJargem issing energy,
large ¥epton m ultiplicity and large overall rate w ill render the standard m odelbackground not signi cant enough
to din Inish our conclusions, but of course a full investigation ofthe background, and sim ulations of realdetector
e ects are necessary to m ake de nitive statem ents about param eter determ inations In supersym m etric m odels.
N evertheless, w e are encouraged that distinctions betw een closely related m odels of supersym m etry can bem ade
at hadron colliders.

Ifn 6 it is still possible to have H iggsino N LSP : the change in the scalarm assesofH, and & wih g 1
can alter the conditions for EW SB to allow a H iggsino NLSP.For exam ple, if we em ploy the sam e choices of
param etersthat we used to generate DAM m odelpoint 2, excegpt now we set g = 1, the resulting spectrum has
a Higgsino NLSP . This ism odel point 3 given in the right two colum ns ofTabJe:gng. T he phenom enology ofthis
modelwih n = 6 and H iggsino NLSP is dram atically di erent than the phenom enology ofpoint 1. In contrast
toDAM 1,DAM 3 hasa high m ultiplicity of leptons and high pr distrbution of leptons. Tab]e-r_4 lists the lepton
m ultiplicities orm odelpoint 3, and the faint dotted curve ofF jg.:§ dem onstrates the at distrdbution of lepton
pr , characteristic ofa high pr spectrum of leptons. T hese results are readily understood by inspecting them ass
hierarchies of point 3 com pared to point 1. In point 3 the strongly interacting sparticles (squarks and ghiinos)
w illaln ost always cascade decay to a lepton. Them ost e ective path isthroughg! W ! I, where at least one
Jlepton results. The m ass hierarchies of point 1 do not allow these high lepton m ultiplicities. T herefore, close
Ingpection of the lepton observablesm ay provide a handle on the parameter y in addition to m easurem ents
of the various sparticle m asses.

5 Signals In rare processes

In DAM m odels the soft term s could contain no extra avour or CP violating tem s beyond the ones induced
by the CKM m atrix. T here are however tw o possible exceptions.
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1. The and B tem s could be com plex: in this case they would typically generate too large electron and
neutron electric dipoles, unless theirphasesare so an all (lessthan about 0:01) f28 that do not signi cantly
a ect collider observables.

2. Extra Yukawa couplings not present in the SM can a ect the soft temm s in a way that crucially depends
on how the soft term s are m ediated. In supergraviy heavy particles a ect the soft tem s, whilk in pure
AM m odels soft term s are not a ected by elds above the supersym m etry breaking scale. Lke in GM SB,
in DAM m odels the soft termm s are not a ected by interactions of elds heavier than the m essenger m ass
M o. Thee ective theory atM o howeverm ight not be theM SSM .Forexam pl, som e ofthe right-handed
neutrinos’ N often introduced in order to generate the observed neutrino m asses could be lighter than
M (. Ifthey have order one Yukawa couplings y N LH, they inprint lepton avour violation in the soft
m ass tem s of left-handed skptons T inducing signi cant rates forprocesseslke ! e .Unlkein GM SB
models, n DAM m odels these e ects are not suppressed by a RG -enhanced) loop factor. However for a
right-handed neutrino m ass M y 10 ' Gev, optin al for kptogenesis, the Yukawa couplings y must
be amall, y < 0005, in order to get a left-handed neutrino m ass an aller than 1€V .

Ifnone of these exceptions is realized, n DAM m odels supersym m etric loop e ects only give new contributions

to processes already present in theSM ! s ,9 20f ,x, m g,K ! decays) but cannot give rise
tonew e ects (ke ! e decay, electric djpoles, contributionsto K ;B4;Bs;D physicsw ith non-CKM and/or
non-SM chiral structure). Taking into account the accelerator bounds on sparticle m asses, few rare processes

can receive Interesting contrbutions:

Supersym m etric corrections can signi cantly enhance BR B ! X ) li?] over its SM value. Forexam ple
in allthe reference points studied In the previous section theb ! s e ective operator with all elds and
couplings renom alized at the relevant scale Q mg ) is

egﬁmb

@ »2om 2

He = [ 029(@M) 0:08 (charged higgs) 0207 (chargino)iV [(sg, F Iy)+ hel

Unless the chargino contribution com pensates the charged higgs contribution (its sign depends on the
relative sign between m, and B), BRB ! X ) istwo tines larger than in the SM , con icting
w ith experim entalbounds. Even assum Ing a destructive interference (otherw ise the sparticles m ust have
unnaturally heavy m asses) a detectable supersymm etric correction to the B ! X branching ratio
ram ains lkely. In these m odels the gluino/bottom contribution is com putable, and tums out to be

negligble.

Since EW gaugihos are heavier than In m SUGRA or GM models, a supersymm etric correction to the
anom alousm agnetic m om ent of the [;_39], at a leveldetectable In forthcom Ing experim ents [_3}] is rather
unlikely (out not inpossbl).

T he supersym m etric corrections to K and B m J'xjng:_-[2_:9] can be larger than n m SUGRA and GM SB
m odels, because coloured sparticles can be lighter. W ith a Yeasonable’ sparticle spectrum , m g can be
enhanced by (20 25)% wih respect to is SM value. Such corrections are com parable to the present
theoretical uncertainties on the relevant Q CD m atrix elem ents. Larger corrections are present in am all
comers of the param eter space w ith light stops.

6 N LSP decays and nucleosynthesis

T he lightest supersym m etric particle is the fermm ionic partner of the m odulus X . Indeed by studying the
e ective action in eg. (5) one ndsm = O ( =4 )°F . Therefre, unless som e coupling in the m essenger sector
is strong, we expect m  to be sm allerthan a few G&V, so that isthe LSP.The isa welcom e fact: the LSP of
our m odel is autom atically neutral and unw anted charged relics are avoided. O n the other hand, the lightest
sparticle in the SM sector, the NLSP, can be charged (a right-handed skpton) as it decays into . Now, the
e ective couplings goveming this decay are suppressed by inverse pow ers of the m essenger m ass and by loop
factors. Indeed playsa rol sin ilarto that ofthe G oldstino in gauge m ediated m odels. In the range ofallowed
M o, the NLSP lifetin e is so long that it behaves as a stable particle in collider experin ents. H ow ever, lifetin es
In excess of 1 sec, can dangerously a ect the big-bang predictions of light elem ent abundances. In the rest of
this section we will discuss the constraints placed on M ( by nuclkosynthesis.
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Let us rst derive the couplings of to the SM particles. For a chiralm atter multiplet Q the e ective
Lagrangian, com puting loop correctionsw ith super eld techniques, is [6]

Z
Lo = d' 2o %= Y;xx¥= Y Q@Y 11
leading to a coupling
F
L g = ay g + hc: whers; 12a)
0
aq = (@]n 2+@]nxxy)@]nxxy]nZQ: (12b)

T he above expression iseasily obtained by expanding nZ, In powersofln and nX =M ( and by noting that the
leading contrdoution to L 44 com es from second order crossterm s / In. nX =M . In the case of right-handed
slkeptons we have

1 2n @+ 33=5)

= g2 11
where we have taken = my; iIn L. . Notice that the coupling from egs. C12b Cl3 is qualitatively sim ilar
to the G oldstino coupling for a gauge m ediated m odelw ith Fy =X = F . However In gauge m ediation, unlike
here, = m é M 2=Fx )? by current algebra.
In the case ofa higgsino NLSP the relevant termm is the one generating

M) M) ; 13)

Z q___
XY
Lo = d HquX—Z“ X XY= Y 14)

A sdiscussed In section 2, the e ective tem isequalto O(YZ’)j2=l\_/I‘o.BywrjtjngX =Mg+ X ,itiseasyto
see that, at the leading order in an expansion in 1M o and , eqg. C_lé) Jeads to a superpotential coupling
Z
Lo = d? —H Hg4 X: 15)
Mo

N otice that the coupling of to the H iggs sector is stronger than that to sferm ions. It is proportional to the
supersymm etricm ass  (1-Joop) rather than to them ass splitting B (2-Joop) . T his is consistent, sihce  isnot
the G oldstino. Them ost Im portant consequence ofeqg. {_I;‘n) isthat i can m ediate thedecay N; ! h whenever
allowed by phase space. For a higgsino-lke NLSP, wehavemy, ’ withN;’ H® = @{ H?), depending
on the sign of . The width ofa higgsiho-1lke NLSP is then

(cos sin ¥ 3 2 2
N:! h :TM 1 m— (16)

O[\)
o

corresponding to a lifetin e shorter than a second overm ost of param eter space already HrM ¢ < 10° Gev .W e
conclude that nucleosynthesis does not place signi cant bounds on a higgsino LSP whenever > my,which is
aln ost required by experim entalbounds.

Let us consider now the bounds on a stau NLSP.The coupling to  is sm aller than for the higgsino NLSP
(2-loop versus 1-loop) . T he correspondingly longer ~ lifetin e iswellapproxin ated, as a function ofm. and M o,
by

M, ° 200Gev °

.= sec: 17
1013G ev m . a7

T his quantity is Jarger than 1 sec over a signi cant fraction of param eter space, where the ~ decay can danger—
ously a ect nucleosynthesis. T hem ost stringent bounds com e from decaysprocesses nvolving hadronic show ers.
T hese showers break up the ambient “He nto D and 3He and can Jead to an overabundance of the two latter
elem ents. The showers can also overproduce °Liand 'Lifrom \hadrosynthesis" of *He, T or *He. The decay
~ Jeads to hadromc showers as the  further decays hadronically with a large branching ratio. U sing
the results in ref. BZ ,33 i was concluded in ref. BéJ:] that lifetin es Jarger than 10? sec Jead to unacceptable
overproduction of "Li. Ref. B4 show s a careful analysis, including a com putation of the relic NLSP density at
nuckosynthesis, or gauge m ediated m odels w ith a stau NLSP . A sin ilarly detailed analysis is beyond the ain
of the present paper, but we expect that the resuls of @4] can be carried over to our case. T his is because the
bounds do not depend very strongly on the ~ relic density, which In ourm odel is not going to di er drastically
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from that in gauge m ediation. T herefore we conclude that overproduction of "Ligives the bound . < 10? sec.
By eq. {I7) this bound roughly translates into M o < 10'* Gev .

A stronger bound, forbidding decays between 10 and 10 sec can come from the deuterium abundance
X p nom alized to hydrogen. However there is, at the m om ent a controversy in the m easurem ent ofX , from
astrophysical observation. Two valies are quoted in the literature, a high one X, = (19 0:5) 104 from
ref. B5]and a Iow oneXp = (339 025) 10° from ref. (36]. In ref. 4] it was concluded that no further
bounds are obtained when the high value ofX p is assum ed. O n the other hand, the Iow X value can give a
stronger constraint . < 10 sec.

W e conclude that nuclkosynthesis places a signi cant bound on the m essenger m ass when the NLSP is a
stau. Thisbound on M ; can range between 103 and 10'® G eV depending upon the m odelparam etersm . and
n and on the astrophysical input data. W e stress that while the bound is not negligible, there rem ains a large
allowed region 10'° < M 4 < 10'* G eV, where nuckosynthesis is ne.

7 Conclusions

W e have studied the phenom enology of m odels w here the presence of a light m odulus X induces a calculable
correction to anom aly m ediated soft masses. This correction lifts the tachyonic skptons whilke preserving
the avor universality of anom aly m ediation. The resulting M SSM phenom enology is interesting and fairly
distinguished from both m inin al supergravity and gauge m ediation. T he gaugino m asses are not uni ed, and
the gluino is not m uch heavier than the other gauginos (see g. '¢_l:) . A1l sferm ion m asses start out negative at
a scale between 10'° and 10'® G &V but are driven positive at a lower scale by the RG contribution of gaugio
m asses. Because of all these features the spectrum is a lot m ore com pact than in m inim al supergravity or
gaugem ediation so that coloured sparticles can be produced and studied at TEV II. G aughos and squarks have
com parable m asses and are som ew hat heavier than higgsinos and skptons. T he lightest superpartner is either
a neutral higgsino or a right-handed stau, but it is only an NLSP.The LSP is the ferm ionic partner ofthe
modulisX . The NLSP decay Into takes place outside the detector. T he rate of this decay does not con ict
w ith the successfulpredictions ofbig bang nuclkosynthesis over a signi cant portion of param eter space.

T he signalsofde ected anom aly m ediation at hadron colliders are easily distinguished from the conventional
ones. In the case of a charged slkpton NLSP (eg., DAM 2) the signature is sin iflarto GM SB w ith two orm ore
m essengers: two highly jonizing tracks In the detector. H ow ever, the totalproduction cross section asa fiinction
of the slepton m ass ismuch bigger in DAM than in GM SB . For instance at Tevatron i could be a factor 20
bigger. This is because for a given slepton m ass, gluinos and squarks are about a factor of 2 Iighter in DAM
than In GM SB . So In case stable charged tracks are discovered, one can easily tellDAM from GM SB.

W hen the NLSP ishiggsino (e€g.,DAM 1) the com peting scenarios have usually bino LSP . H ere the relevant
observables are pton muliplicity and pr distrdbutions in supersym m etric events. The signature of DAM
depends crucially on which is the bigger between the squark and wino m ass (each case can arise by proper
param eter choices n DAM ). Sihcem . > m 4 OrDAM 1, squark production leads to a cascade w ith fewer high
pr leptons than In standard bino LSP scenarios. T he sofiness of the lgptons is due to the sm allm ass splitting
am ong the charged and neutral higgsinos produced In the cascade, while n m SUGRA and GM SB the LSP is
well split from the next higherm ass neutralino and chargino. A 1so, now the squarks often decay directly to the
lightest higgsino, w ithout producing any lepton.

On the other hand form , < m4 (€9, DAM 3), more high pr lptons are produced than usual. This is
because squarks can decay via g ! W ! H),;H* andg ! W ! I! HC. Energetic kptons are then
produced in W decays and/or the T decays, while additional softer leptons are produced when H, and H'*
further decay to H'; . T he Jpton pr distrbution for the above cases is shown in Fjg.'g:I w here it is com pared to
a standard bino LSP scenario, and lepton m ultiplicities are given in Table 3. O f course sim ilar signatures are
obtained in any scenario where the higgsinos are som ew hat lighter than w inos and bino. H ow ever, the unigque
m ass hierarchy of the charginos, neutralinos and skptons In DAM , as illustrated by the spectrum ofDAM 3,
rarely occursin GM SB orm SUGRA .To furthertellDAM from these other possibilities one can resort to other
observables. O ne additional consequence of the com pact DAM spectrum is that m ore than 2 tops in the gluino
cascade are often forbidden by phase space, w hereas higher m ultiplicity of top quarksm ay exist In nal states
0fGM SB and m SUGRA .

W e conclide that DAM provides an Interesting altemative to conventional soft term scenarios from both
the theoretical and the phenom enologicalpoint of view . T his exam ple also provides hope that wem ay not have
to wai for the LHC to discover superpartners: TEV ITm ay have enough lum inosity and energy.
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Tabl 4: Values ofthe RG coe cients n the M SSM .
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A RG evolution of soft termm s w ith non uni ed gaugino m asses

In this appendix we present sem Fanalytic solutions for the one-loop RG evolution of the soft termm s In presence
of the large Yukaw a coupling of the top. W e give the soft term s at an arbitrary energy scale Q , starting from

an arbitrary scale M  w ith arbitrary gaugino m assesM y, sferm ion massesm 2, A tem sAgo, “+erm o, and
B -tem B,.W e do not assum e uni cation ofthe gauge couplings. Here 1= £f1;2;3g runs over the three factors
of the SM gauge group, £= u;d;e, g = 1;2;3 is a generation Index and R runs over all the scalar sparticles
QgiUqgiD giBgiLgiHuiHa). These ormul , obtained with super eld techniques [l:3_'; $_-7_i, are signi cantly

sin pler than equivalent ones already existing In the literature [_3§'] because they never involve double integrals
over the renom alization scale. The running soft term s renom alized at an energy scalke Q are

M:Q) = Mj=f (18a)
Q) = o %E, (18b)
BQ) = Bo+2xpMjy BI%n 18c)
ALQ) = Al +xEMyp BI'E)DH (18d)
miQ) = miog+txEMi QI L (18e)
w here
tQ) ﬁ JnMa £ (Q)) ifé‘))); E ! £ 0 xg CE @ £

i

and M is any scale. A llb-factors are sin ple num erical coe cients: the b ; are the coe cients of the one-loop

functions, fo ;1 ;39 = £33=5;1; 3g. The % are the hypercharges of the various elds R, nom alized as
Yz = +1. The bﬁ coe cients vanish for all elds R except the ones nvolved in the top Yukawa coupling:
bﬁu = 1=2, bé3 = 1=6 and b[tj3 = 1=3. The factor Iy = (1  1=f)TrlYrm2,] takes into account a sm allRG

e ect nduced by the U (1)y gauge coupling. The + e ects are contained in

I = B+ MipX;] (19a)
I = Mg o+mgo+my o)+ (@ VB, +
2
@ Ao My X; + MZAXp+ MM X4 (19b)

where Ay = A}, isthe top A-tem atM ( and

Z R
tQ) u Uxi dt Elx}x} dt
X M ;Q) E" (Ddy Xw Mo;Q)= ; Xi3M0;Q)= —R—7— (20)
IV E dt E dt

A 1l the integrals are done in the sam e range as the rst one. The sam iranalytic’ functions X » are needed only
forn = 1 and 2. In practice one has to com pute num erically few finctions oftwo variables,Q and M (. A more
e clent com puter In plem entation is cbtained rew ritingthe X M (;Q ) functions In tem sof1+ 3+ 9 functions
w ih only one argum ent

z tQ) Z u Z u
FMo) FQ)= E" (tdt; Fin Mo) Fr Q)= —-dat FiyMo) FyQ)=
£ o) i fify
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