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A bstract

W e study the am ountsof�ne-tuning ofthe param etersofthe M SSM with

non-universalsoftsupersym m etry-breakingcontributionstotheHiggsm asses

(the NUHM ) that would be required for the relic neutralino density to lie

within the range favoured by W M AP and other astrophysicaland cosm o-

logicalobservations.Such dark m atter�ne-tuning isanalogousto the com -

m only studied electroweak �ne-tuning associated with satisfying the elec-

troweak sym m etry breaking conditions,which we also study for com plete-

ness. W e identify severaldistinct regions ofthe NUHM param eter space:

a bulk region,a ~� � ~�0
1
coannihilation region,a pseudoscalar Higgs funnel

region,a focus-point bino/higgsino region and a ~� � ~�0
1
coannihilation re-

gion.W ithin each region,weanalysespeci�crepresentativepointsforwhich

we provide breakdownsofthe contributionsto the dark m atter�ne-tuning

associated with thedi�erentNUHM param eters.In general,theNUHM of-

ferspointswith both sm allerand largeram ountsofdark m atter�ne-tuning

than points in the corresponding regions ofthe CM SSM .Lower am ounts

ofdark m atter �ne-tuning typically arise at points where severaldi�erent

(co)annihilation processescontribute,e.g.,atjunctionsbetween regionswith

di�erentdom inantprocesses. W e com m ent on the prospectsforusing col-

lider m easurem ents to estim ate the likely dark m atter density within the

NUHM fram ework.

http://arxiv.org/abs/0711.2741v2


1 Introduction

The prim ary utilitarian m otivation forsupersym m etry being accessible to experi-

m entsattheelectroweak scale,e.g.,attheLHC,dependson itsability toalleviate

theproblem of�ne-tuning ofelectroweak sym m etry breaking presentin theStan-

dard M odel[1,2]. A supplem entary phenom enologicalm otivation forweak-scale

supersym m etry is its ability to provide the cold dark m atter required by astro-

physics and cosm ology [3,]. Thisisa naturalfeature ofsupersym m etric m odels

thatconserveR parity,with thelightestneutralino ~�0
1
beingparticularlywell-suited

to providethepreferred am ountofcold dark m atterifitisthelightestsupersym -

m etricparticle(LSP)and weighslessthan about1 TeV [3,5].W ithin thegeneral

supersym m etric fram ework,onem ay �nd m oreplausibleregionsofthesupersym -

m etricparam eterspacethatareless�ne-tuned,in thesensethatthevaluesofthe

m odelparam eterschosen atsom ehigh inputscalerequirelessdelicateadjustm ent

in orderto obtain thecorrectvalueoftheelectroweak scale[1,6],asm easured by

M Z,orthecorrectvalueofthecold dark m atterdensity 
C D M h
2 [7,8,9,10].

Itishard tom akethistypeofplausibility argum entatallrigorous:itisnotoriously

di�culttom akeprobabilisticstatem entsabouttheunique(byde�nition)Universe

in which we live,itislargely a m atterofpersonalchoice which derived quantity

one should considerand which inputparam etersone wishesto avoid �ne-tuning,

itisdi�cultto argueconclusively forthesuperiority ofonem easureof�ne-tuning

over any other,and even less easy to agree on a ‘pain threshold’in the am ount

of�ne-tuning one isprepared to tolerate [6]. Nevertheless,within a given m odel

fram ework with its speci�c input param eters, it is legitim ate to consider som e

im portant derived quantity such as 
C D M h
2,and com pare the am ounts of�ne-

tuning required in di�erentregionsofitsparam eterspace,which frequently donot

depend very sensitively on thespeci�csensitivity m easureem ployed.

M oreover,even ifonedoesnotacceptthatthelesssensitiveparam eterregionsare

m ore plausible,m easuring the dark m atter�ne-tuning m ay have otheruses. For

exam ple,one hopes (expects) som e day to discover supersym m etry and start to

m easure the valuesofitsparam eters. Unavoidably,these willhave non-negligible

m easurem ent errors,and these uncertainties propagate via the dark m atter�ne-

tuningparam etersintothecalculation,e.g.,of
C D M h
2.Oneofthekey featuresof

supersym m etryisitsabilitytoprovideacalculableam ountofcolddarkm atter,and

itisinteresting to know how accurately which ofitsparam etersm ustbem easured

in order to calculate 
C D M h
2 with an accuracy com parable to that quoted by

astrophysicistsand cosm ologists[7,11].An accuratecalculation of
C D M h
2 m ight

also revealsom e de�ciency ofthe supersym m etric explanation ofthe cold dark

m atter,and possibly theneed forsom eothernew physicsin addition.

It is im portant to note that the param eters we refer to here are the GUT-scale
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soft supersym m etry-breaking m asses and couplings,whereas experim ents would

m easuredirectly physicalm assesand m ixingsatm uch lowerenergies.Ideally,one

would calculate the relic density directly from the low-energy m easurem ents of

M SSM param eters.Howeveritwillbedi�cult,ifnotim possible,to pin down all

the key param eters using LHC data alone,except by m aking supplem entary as-

sum ptionsaboutthepattern ofsupersym m etry breaking attheGUT scale,aswe

dohere.Assum ingastructureofGUT-scaleuni�cation,onem ay useexperim ental

m easurem ents to constrain these fewer high-energy param eters. The strength of

the constraints willdepend on the m agnitudes ofthese param eters and the ex-

perim entaltoolsavailable. Very likely som e acceleratorbeyond the LHC willbe

needed,butwedo notyetknow whatwillbeavailable.The�ne-tuning m easures

we calculate here show clearly which ofthe high-energy param etersare m ostim -

portantfora precise calculation ofthe relic density,and hence contribute to the

‘wish list’forsuch an accelerator.

For these reasons,we m ake no further apologies for considering the �ne-tuning

of
C D M h
2 in this paper,which we shallrefer to as \dark m atter �ne-tuning"

[7,8,9,10]to distinguish itfrom the m ore com m only studied \electroweak �ne-

tuning" [1,6],which we also considerforcom pleteness. The issue ofdark m atter

�ne-tuning hasbeen considered previously in thecontextofseveraldi�erentm od-

elsincluding the constrained m inim alsupersym m etric extension ofthe Standard

m odel(CM SSM )[7],in which thesoftsupersym m etry-breaking scalarm assesm 0,

gaugino m asses m 1=2 and trilinear param eters A 0 are each assum ed to be uni-

versal,a m ore generalM SSM with non-universalthird fam ily scalars and gaug-

ino m asses [8],a string-inspired non-universalm odel[9]and SUSY GUTs with

non-universalgaugino m asses[10].Here we extend such considerationsto m odels

with non-universalsoftsupersym m etry-breaking contributionstotheHiggsm asses

(NUHM ).W ithin thisNUHM fram ework,theindependentinputparam etersm ay

betaken as[12,13,14]

aN U H M =
�
m 0;m H 1

;m H 2
;m 1=2;A 0; tan�;sign(�)

	
; (1)

and wetakeasourm easureofdark m atter�ne-tuning thequantity

� 
 � M axi

�
�
�
�
ai


�

@
�

@ai

�
�
�
�: (2)

Ourobjectivewillbethree-fold:tocom paretheam ountofdark m atter�ne-tuning

required within the NUHM to thatrequired within the CM SSM ,to identify the

regionsofthe NUHM param eterspace thatrequire relatively less(orm ore)dark

m atter�ne-tuning,and thereby to quantify the accuracy in the determ ination of

theGUT-scaleNUHM param etersthatwould beneeded in ordertocalculate
�h
2

with any desired accuracy.

2



The regions ofthe NUHM param eter space where 
�h
2 falls within the range

favoured by W M AP and otherexperim entshasbeen studied quiteextensively,for

exam ple in [14]. It shares severalfeatures in com m on with the m ore restrictive

CM SSM fram ework proposed in [15]and extensively studied in [16].Forexam ple,

thereareregionswhere ~�0
1
-stau coannihilation isim portant,and otherswhere ~�0

1

pairsannihilaterapidly via direct-channelH ;A poles.However,otherpossibilities

also occur. Forexam ple,there are regionswhere ~�0
1
-sneutrino coannihilation is

dom inant.Alsothereareregionswhererapid-annihilation and bulk regions,which

arenorm allyseparated byacoannihilationstrip,approacheach otherandm ayeven

m erge. Aswe discuss below in m ore detail,the sneutrino coannihilation regions

exhibitrelatively high dark m atter�ne-tuning,whereasthe ‘m erger’regionsm ay

requiresigni�cantly lessdark m atter�ne-tuning.

In thiswork we provide a �rstcalculation ofthe dark m atter�ne-tuning forthe

regionsoftheNUHM thatarefavoured bydarkm atterm easurem ents.In addition,

wepresenta �rstcalculation oftheelectroweak �ne-tuning within thism odeland

updatetheparam eterscansforthecurrentm easurem entofthetop m ass.

Therestofthepaperislaid outasfollows.In Section 2wesum m arisethem ethods

used in ournum ericalstudies. Next,in Section 3 we review the fam iliarcase of

the CM SSM ,which servesasa baseline forlatercom parison. Then,in Section 4

westudy dark m atterwithin theNUHM m odelin which universality between the

softsupersym m etry-breaking m assesofthe sferm ions(squarksand sleptons)and

Higgsm ultipletsisbroken.Finally,in Section 5 wepresentourconclusions.

2 M ethodology

2.1 C odes

In order to study the low-energy phenom enology ofthe NUHM ,we need a tool

to run the m ass spectrum from the GUT scale down to the electroweak scale

using the renorm alisation group equations (RGEs)[17]. For this purpose we use

the RGE code SoftSusy [18]. This interfaces with the M SSM package within

micrOMEGAs [19],which weuseto calculatethedark m atterrelicdensity 
C D M h
2,

B R(b! s
)and �a�.W etakem t = 170:9 GeV throughout.

2.2 T heoretical,Experim entaland C osm ologicalB ounds

After running the m ass spectrum ofany chosen m odelparam eter set from the

GUT scale down to the electroweak scale,we perform a num berofcheckson the

phenom enologicalacceptability ofthepointchosen.A pointisruled outif:
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1.Itdoesnotprovideradiativeelectroweaksym m etrybreaking(REW SB).Such

regionsaredisplayed in lightred in thesubsequent�gures.

2.It violates the bounds on particle m asses provided by the Tevatron and

LEP 2.Such regionsaredisplayed in lightblue 1.

3.Itresultsin a lightestsupersym m etricparticle(LSP)thatisnotthelightest

neutralino.W ecolourtheseregionslightgreen.

In the rem aining param eterspace we display the 1-and 2-� regionsfor�a� and

B R(b ! s
),as wellas plotting the 2-� region for the relic density allowed by

W M AP and otherobservations.

2.2.1 �a�

Presentm easurem entsoftheanom alousm agneticm om entofthem uon a� deviate

from theoreticalcalculations ofthe SM contribution based on low-energy e+ e�

data 2.Takingthecurrentexperim entalworld averageand thestate-of-the-artSM

valuefrom [21],thereisa discrepancy:

(a�)exp � (a�)SM = �a� = (2:95� 0:88)� 10� 9; (3)

which am ountsto a 3.4-� deviation from theSM value.Asalready m entioned,we

use micrOMEGAs to calculate the SUSY contribution to (g� 2)�. The dom inant

theoreticalerrorsin thiscalculation arein theSM contribution,so in ouranalysis

weneglectthetheoreticalerrorin thecalculation oftheSUSY contribution.

2.2.2 B R(b! s
)

The variation ofB R(b ! s
) from the value predicted by the Standard M odel

is highly sensitive to SUSY contributions arising from charged Higgs-top loops

and chargino-stop loops.To dateno deviation from theStandard M odelhasbeen

detected.W etakethecurrentworld averagefrom [22],based on theBELLE [23],

CLEO [24]and BaBar[25]m easurem ents:

B R(b! s
)= (3:55� 0:26)� 10� 4: (4)

1ThecurrentLEP 2 bound on thelightestM SSM Higgsstandsat114:4 G eV.However,there

isatheoreticaluncertaintyofsom e3G eV in thedeterm ination ofthem assofthelightHiggs[20].

Ratherthan placing a hard cuton theparam eterspacefortheHiggsm ass,instead weplota line

atm h = 111 G eV and colourthe region in which m h < 111 G eV in very lightgrey-blue.
2Thereisa long-running debatewhetherthe calculation ofthehadronicvacuum polarisation

in the Standard M odelshould be done with e+ e� data,or with � decay data. The weight of

evidenceindicatesthe e+ e� estim ateism orereliableso we usethe e+ e� value in ourwork.
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Again,we use micrOMEGAs to calculate both the SM value ofB R(b ! s
) and

the SUSY contributions. Itishard to estim ate the theoreticaluncertainty in the

calculation oftheSUSY contributions,butnotethatthereisan uncertainty of10%

in theNLO SM prediction ofB R(b! s
)[26]3.Aswith �a�,weplotthe1-� and

2-� experim entalranges,and do notincludea theoreticalerrorin thecalculation.

2.2.3 
C D M h
2

Evidence from the cosm ic m icrowave background,the rotation curvesofgalaxies

and other astrophysicaldata point to a large am ount ofcold non-baryonic dark

m atterin theuniverse.Thepresentm easurem ents[28]indicatethefollowingvalue

forthecurrentcold dark m atterdensity:


C D M h
2 = 0:106� 0:008: (5)

W e calculate the relic dark m atter density with micrOMEGAs using the fast ap-

proxim ation. Given a low-energy m assspectrum ,micrOMEGAs givesan estim ated

precision of1% in thetheoreticalprediction oftherelicdensity.Thisisnegligible

com pared to the present observationalerror,so the 2-� band plotted takes into

accountonly theexperim entalerror4.

In the following Sections,we calculate the dark-m atter�ne-tuning forany point

thatlieswithin the2� allowed region,and indicatetheam ountusingcolourcoding.

W ealso display electroweak �ne-tuning contoursoverthedi�erentregions.

3W e recallthatmicrOMEGAs calculatesthe SM contribution to B R(b! s
)to NLO .A �rst

estim ate ofthe SM prediction ofB R(b ! s
)to NNLO was presented in [27]. This showed a

decreaseofaround 0:4� 10� 4 in the centralvalue ofthe SM prediction.The im plem entation of

the NNLO contributionsin the calculation isnon-trivialand itsim plem entation in micrOMEGAs

is currently underway. As a result we do not include this decrease in the results we present,

butinstead note thatpositive SUSY contributionsto B R(b! s
)look likely to be favoured in

future.Thiswould favoura negativesign of�and thuscausetension with (g� 2)�.
4W e em phasize that the quoted 1% accuracy is for a given low-energy spectrum ,which is

obtained using softsusy. However,there are di�erences in the details ofthe m ass spectrum

between codes[29],forgiven high-energy inputs,and di�erentdark m atterregionshavedi�erent

levelsofsensitivitytothesevariations:see[30]foradetailed study.Theresultofthediscrepancies

between codes is to m ove the dark m atter regions slightly in the G UT scale param eter space.

Asweareinterested in broad featuresofthese regions,ratherthan theirpreciselocations,these

uncertaintiesarenotim portantforourpurposes.
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3 T heC onstrained M inim alSupersym m etricStan-

dard M odel

W e�rstreview thefam iliarConstrained M inim alSupersym m etricStandard M odel

(CM SSM )[15,16].which servesasastandard towhich wecom paretheparam eter

spaceoftheNUHM .

The CM SSM has a m uch sim pler spectrum ofsoft m asses than the fullM SSM .

First,allofthesoftsquark and slepton (m ass)2 m atricesarechosen tobediagonal

and universalatthe GUT scale with the diagonalentriesequalto m 2

0
. Secondly

both thesoftHiggs(m ass)2 arealso setequalto m 2

0
.Additionally,allthegaugino

m asses are assum ed to be uni�ed with a value m 1=2 at the GUT scale. Finally,

wetakethetrilinearcoupling m atricesto haveonly onenon-zero entry (thethird-

fam ily dom inanceapproxim ation)and assum ethatalltheseentriesareequalto a

com m on valueA 0.Requiring thatelectroweak sym m etry bebroken radiatively to

give the observed electroweak boson m asses,we trade the softparam eters� and

B fortan�,theratio oftheHiggsvevs,and thesign of�.Thisresultsin a m odel

with fourfreeparam etersand a sign:

aC M SSM 2
�
m 0;m 1=2;A 0; tan�;sign(�)

	
: (6)

Although ourm ain focusisthedark-m atter�ne-tuning,wealsoreporttherequired

am ountsofelectroweak �ne-tuning forspeci�ccasesofinterest.

In Fig.1 weshow the(m 0;m 1=2)planeoftheCM SSM forA 0 = 0; tan� = 10 and

sign(�)positive. Atlow m 0 the param eterspace isruled outbecause m ~� < m
~�0
1

,

resulting in a stau LSP (lightgreen).Regionsatlow m 1=2 areruled outby LEP 2

boundson the m asses ofthe charginosand sleptons (lightblue). A largerrange

ofm 0 isruled outby theabsence ofa lightHiggsboson,and weshadetheregion

with m h < 111 GeV (lightgrey with a black boundary). Finally,the m odel�ts

the current �a� m easurem ent for low m 0 and m 1=2. The 1� and 2� bounds are

shown asa shortand long-dashed green linesrespectively.Atlargerm 0 and m 1=2,

the SUSY contribution becom es sm allas the sparticles that contribute in loops

becom eheavy.Therefore�a� 6= 0 favoursrelatively lightsoftm asses.

In the rem ainderofthe param eterspace we �nd the regionsthat�tthe W M AP

strip at2�,and foreach such pointwecalculatethe�ne-tuning ofthedark m atter

density.Each pointisthen plotted with a colourthatcorrespondsto thevalueof

thetuning via thelog-scaleon therighthand side.

Therearetwodistinctregionsthat�ttheW M AP m easurem entoftherelicdensity.

The�rstregion liesatm 1=2 � 200 GeV,m0 � 70 GeV and containsthepointA1.

This is the bulk region,which is adjacent to the light blue region that is ruled

outby theLEP 2 slepton m assconstraint.Thelightnessofthesleptonsenhances
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Figure 1: The (m 1=2;m 0)plane ofthe CM SSM with A 0 = 0; tan� = 10 and sign(�)

+ ve.

neutralino annihilation via t-channelslepton exchangeto theextentthatitallows

bino dark m atter to �t the W M AP relic density m easurem ent. This process is

relatively insensitivetotheprecisem assesoftheneutralino and thesleptons.This

isre
ected in thefactthatm uch ofthebulk region isplotted in yellow,signifying

� 
 < 1. From the breakdown ofthe tunings ofpoint A1 in Table 1 it is clear

thatthetuning ism ainly in theparam etersm 1=2 and m 0.Thesensitivity to m 0 is

to beexpected,ast-channelslepton exchangeisclearly dependenton them assof

the exchanged particle. Thisalso explainsthe sensitivity to m 1=2 since,although

the m asses ofthe sleptonsare determ ined by m 0 atthe GUT scale,the running

to low energiesisdom inated by m 1=2.Thus,in thisregion them assesofthelight

sleptons are sensitive to both m 0 and m 1=2. The relic density is also dependent

upon the m ass ofthe LSP,in thiscase (m ainly) a bino with a m ass determ ined

prim arily by m 1=2.Itisthereforeapparentwhy thesensitivity ofthebulk regions

liesprim arilywith m 0 and m 1=2.Thefactthatnoprecisecancellationsorbalancing
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Param eter A1 A2

value � 
 value � 


m 0 60 0.62 100 5.7

m 1=2 200 0.99 500 5.8

tan� 10 0.13 10 1.5

� 
 0.99 5.8

� E W 37 190

Table 1: A sum m ary ofthe properties ofpoints A1 and A2,shown in Fig.1,chosen

asrepresentativesofthe bulk region (A1)and stau-coannihilation region (A2).W e also

present a breakdown ofthe dark-m atter and electroweak �ne-tunings with respect to

each param eteroftheCM SSM ,exceptforA 0,which we �x:A 0 = 0 here and elsewhere

in thispaper.

ofparam etersisrequired explainswhy thetuning islow.However,thebulk region

lies inside a lightgrey region signifying a Higgswith a m ass lessthan 111 GeV.

Thereforewedo notconsiderthisregion furtherhere.

The second region that �ts the observed relic density is the band that contains

pointA2.Thisband liesalongsidethearea thatisruled outby a stau LSP (light

green). Along the edge ofthe lightgreen region,the m assofthe stau isclose to

thatofthe lightestneutralino,resulting in com parable num berdensities ofboth

particles around the tim e offreeze-out. Thus m any m ore annihilation channels

m ustbe considered,such asthe annihilationsof~� � ~� and ~� � ~�0
1
in addition to

~�0
1
� ~�0

1
.Thissuppressesthenum berdensityofSUSY particlesandthusreducesthe

resultantdark m atterrelic density. The e�ectofcoannihilation dependsstrongly

upon the num ber density ofNLSPs at freeze-out. This is in turn very sensitive

to them assdi�erencebetween theNLSP and theLSP.Thus,itm ay at�rstsight

seem surprising thatthe ~� coannihilation band is plotted here in green and red,

corresponding to relatively low dark m atter�ne-tuning � 
 = 3� 11.Thereason,

asdiscussed in [8],isthatin thisregion the RGE running resultsin the m assof

therighthanded ~� and them assofthelightestneutralino both being dom inantly

dependenton m 1=2,with the stau having a sm allersecondary dependence on m 0.

As a result,their m asses vary together as the soft m asses are varied,and �m

isrem arkably insensitive to m 0 orm 1=2. Thism itigatesthe norm alsensitivity of

the coannihilation region. W e take the pointA2 asa representative pointin this

band and providea breakdown oftheindividualtuningsin Table1.Thetuning is

equally dependentupon m 0 and m 1=2,asexpected.

As wellas the dark-m atter �ne-tuning,for reference we also calculate the �ne-

tuning required to �ttheelectroweak boson m asses.Thiscalculation isperform ed

acrosstheparam eterspaceusing thesam em easureasweuseforthedark m atter

�ne-tuning.W eplotthetuningusingbluedot-dashed contoursin Fig.1,and label
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each contourwith theirrespective valuesof� E W = m ax(� E W
a ). W e also listthe

valueof� E W in thelastrow ofTable1forboth pointsweconsider.TheW boson

m ass is in generalthe result ofa carefulbalancing act between the soft m asses:

the larger the soft m asses,the m ore precisely they m ust cancelto give the W

boson m ass. Therefore itisunsurprising thatthe am ountof�ne-tuning required

to obtain thecorrectelectroweak sym m etry breaking increasessm oothly with the

increasing softm asses. The electroweak and dark m atter�ne-tuningsare largely

independent.

Figure2:The(m 0;m 1=2)planeoftheCM SSM param eterspaceforA 0 = 0,tan� = 50

and sign(�)+ ve.

Otherregionsin which the CM SSM �tsthe observed relic density are seen when

we consider larger values oftan�. In Fig.2 we consider a wider range in the

(m 0;m 1=2)planeand taketan� = 50.

Low m 0 isonceagain ruled outbecausethestau istheLSP (lightgreen).Equally

low m 1=2 and m 0 are ruled outby searchesforthe lightestHiggs(lightgrey with

9



Param eter A3 A4 A5 A6

value � 
 value � 
 value � 
 value � 


m 0 2030 27 540 5.0 277 19 1400 13

m 1=2 500 18 600 8.0 350 12 250 22

tan� 50 2.0 50 76 50 48 50 8.2

� 
 27 76 48 22

� E W 150 230 92 48

Table 2: Here we sum m arize properties of the points A3-6, shown in Fig.2, which

representthe higgsino/bino region (A3,6),the pseudoscalar Higgs funnel(A4) and the

stau-coannihilation region at large tan� (A5). W e also present a breakdown of the

dark m atter �ne-tuning with respect to each param eter,and also list the electroweak

�ne-tuning.

a black boundary)orLEP 2 boundson thechargino and lightsleptons(solid light

blue). Finally large m 0 and low m 1=2 are ruled outasthey do notgive REW SB

(lightred). W e plotthe di�erentregionsthat�tthe relic density using the sam e

colourcoding fordark-m atter�ne-tuning aswasused in Fig.1.

W enow distinguish fourregionsin which theCM SSM can accountfortheobserved

relicdensityofdarkm atter.Theleastinterestingoftheseregionsisthebulkregion,

which onceagain appearsatlow m 0 and low m 1=2,butrequiresaHiggslighterthan

currentsearch lim itsallow.M oving on from theinaccessiblebulk region,weagain

�nd the coannihilation strip along the side ofthe region ruled out because the

stau istheLSP.In com parison to Fig.1,itisthin and broken.Thisisa sam pling

artefact, arising because we have extended the range ofthe m 0 scan, and the

resolution is not �ne enough to resolve the fullstrip. In contrast to Fig.1,here

the strip isplotted in purple,designating a dark m atter�ne-tuning in the range

� 
 = 30� 100.

Considernow the representative pointA5 and the corresponding �ne-tuning. At

largetan�,them assofthe ~�R runsdown m orethan forlow tan�,and thereforea

largersoftm assisnecessary to avoid a ~� LSP.Forlow tan� the ~� coannihilation

region occurred when m 0 � m 1=2,whereashere m 0 and m 1=2 are m uch closerin

m agnitude. Thisreducesthe dom inance ofm 1=2 in the running and restoresthe

need foraprecisebalanceofm 0 and m 1=2 tokeep the~� � ~�0
1
m assdi�erencesm all.

However,itisthein
uenceoftan� overtherunningthatdom inatesthesensitivity.

The second region ofinterestshowsup astwo diagonalbandsstarting beside the

lightgreen region ruled outbecause the stau isthe LSP.These lineslie to either

side ofthelinealong which 2m
~�0
1

= m A,and neutralino annihilation proceedsvia

the resonantproduction ofa pseudoscalarHiggsboson. Thisregion isknown as

thepseudoscalarHiggsfunnelregion.TheW M AP linesliealongeithersideofthis

resonance,wherethereisjustenough ofan enhancem entin theannihilation cross

10



section to allow a bino LSP to accountfortheobserved relicdensity.Asa result,

the dark m atter �ne-tuning price ofsuch a region is large. This is re
ected in

the purple and blue shading ofthe funnelregion,corresponding to a dark m atter

�ne-tuning in therange� 
 = 30� 300.

W e consider the representative point A4 and break down the �ne-tuning. The

m ass ofthe pseudoscalar Higgs is dependent upon the details ofthe running of

thesoftHiggsm ass-squared term s,which also determ ine theHiggsvevsand thus

tan�. As we require REW SB and set tan� at the start,we can run this chain

oflogicback the otherway.A �xed valueoftan� requiresa speci�c value ofthe

soft Higgs m ass-squared term s at the low-energy scale. Thus the value oftan�

hasa signi�cantim pacton thepseudoscalarHiggsboson m ass.Thisexplainsthe

dom inantsensitivity ofthe pseudoscalarHiggsfunnelregion to tan�. Thisisto

be contrasted with the NUHM ,which willallow accessto the pseudoscalarHiggs

funnelregion withoutlargetan�,so thatnaively onem ightexpecta m orenatural

funnelregion.

The�nalW M AP strip liesatlargem 0 in allpanels.Thecorneroftheparam eter

spaceatlargem 0 andlow m 1=2 (shown in lightred)isruled outas�
2 < 0,signifying

a failure ofREW SB.Along the perim eter ofthis region � � 0,and � decreases

steadily asoneapproachestheboundary.As� decreases,thehiggsino com ponent

ofthe LSP increases. Higgsino dark m atter annihilates very e�ciently resulting

in 
C D M h
2 � 
W M A P

C D M h2,whereas bino dark m atter generally gives 
C D M h
2 �


W M A P
C D M h2. Along the W M AP strip,the higgsino com ponent ofthe ~�0

1
is large

enough that the annihilation cross section is enhanced su�ciently for the relic

density to �ttheW M AP data.Thisregion isknown asthefocus-pointregion.It

issensitiveto thecom position ofthelightestneutralino,and so dependsupon the

di�erencebetween � and M 1 attheelectroweak scale.Theregion isplotted in red

and purple,with acoupleofgreen regionsatlow m 1=2.Thiscorrespondstoa dark

m atter�ne-tuning of� 
 � 10 atlow m1=2,rising to a dark m atter�ne-tuning of

� 
 � 60 atlarge m0 and m 1=2. The kink atm 1=2 � 450 GeV ,where the tuning

drops(signi�ed by achangefrom purpletored)correspondstothetop quark m ass

threshold whereprocessesoftheform ~�0
1
~�0
1
! ttbecom ekinem atically allowed.

W e take pointsA3 and A6 asrepresentative pointsin thisregion and break the

dark m atter�ne-tuning down into itsindividualelem ents. AtpointA3 the LSP

ispredom inantly bino with a sm all,butsigni�cant,higgsino com ponent.Thehig-

gsino com ponentisdeterm ined by therelativesizeof�(E W )to M 1(E W ).Aswe

set�(E W )by requiring REW SB,�(E W )isdeterm ined by therunning ofthesoft

Higgsm asses.Thus�(E W )issensitivetothesoftHiggsm ass-squared term satthe

GUT scale (setto m 2

0
in the CM SSM ).Itisalso sensitive to strongly-interacting

sparticle m asses through the RGEs. This once again brings in a sensitivity to

m 0,butalso to M 3 through itsstrong in
uence on the stop quark m ass. There-

fore �(E W )issensitive to both m 0 and m 1=2. To achieve the correctbalance of

11



bino and higgsino com ponentsoneneedsto balance�(E W )and M 1(E W ).These

both depend strongly upon m 1=2,with � also dependentupon m 0. Thiscom m on

dependence on m 1=2 reduces the dark m atter �ne-tuning below what one would

expect.

AtpointA6 we considerthe kink atthe bottom ofthe higgsino/bino line,where

the higgsino and bino com ponents are alm ost equal. This would norm ally re-

sult in extrem ely e�cient annihilation ofneutralinos in the early universe and

give 
C D M h
2 � 
W M A P

C D M h2. Howeveratthispointthe neutralino m assism ~�0
1

=

79:6 GeV,disallowing the annihilation ofneutralinosto Higgs,Z bosons and tt.

Itisalso on the W boson threshold,suppressing annihilation to W s. W ith these

annihilation channelsruled out,thenorm ally e�cientannihilation ofan LSP with

asubstantialhiggsinofraction issuppressed su�ciently to�ttheW M AP relicden-

sity. Aswith pointA3,the determ ining factorsforthe annihilation crosssection

are the relative sizesof�(E W )and M 1(E W ),resulting in a sim ilarpattern and

m agnitudeofdark m atter�ne-tuning m easures.

Once again we also calculate the electroweak �ne-tuning across the plane and

plotthe corresponding contoursof� E W . Asin the case ofFig.1,the degree of

electroweak tuning increases steadily with increasing m 1=2. This is because the

dom inantsoftterm isM 3,thegluinom ass.Asm 1=2 increases,thegluinom assand

squark m asses increase,requiring m ore precise cancellationsto reproduce the W

m ass,and thusgreaterelectroweak �ne-tuning.

R egion Tuning R ange

PseudoscalarHiggsFunnel 60-1200+

~� � ~�0
1
coannihilation (largem 0;m 1=2 ortan�) 30-60

~� � ~�0
1
coannihilation (low m 0;m 1=2 and tan�) 3-10

bino/higgsino region 10-60

Table3:Herewe sum m arizetheDM annihilation channelspresentwithin the CM SSM

and their associated tunings. This provides a reference to which we willcom pare the

regionsaccessible within theNUHM .

Now that we have considered the di�erent dark m atter regions present within

the CM SSM ,we sum m arize the typicaltunings in each case. W e distinguish in

Table 3 the principaldark m atter regions present within the CM SSM and the

correspondingam ountsofdark m atter�ne-tuning.W ith thisasourstartingpoint,

we now considerthe case ofthe NUHM m odelin which the universality between

thesoftHiggsm assesand thesoftsferm ion m assesisbroken.

12



4 T he N U H M

W enow considertheM SSM with non-universalHiggssoftm asses(NUHM )[12,13,

14].Afterbreaking theuniversality between thesoftHiggsand sferm ion m assesof

theCM SSM wehavethefollowing independentinputs:

aN U H M =
�
m 0;m H 1

;m H 2
;m 1=2;A 0; tan�;sign(�)

	
; (7)

where m H 1
and m H 2

characterize the independent soft Higgs m asses. These are

subject to constraints arising from vacuum stability and cosm ologicalconsidera-

tions,and m ay be negative. Aslong asm 2

H 1;2
+ �2 > 0 atthe GUT scale,there

isno dangeroushigh-scale vacuum state,butspecifying the precise boundariesof

theNUHM param eterspaceliesbeyond thescopeofthiswork.

Aswith the CM SSM ,the NUHM contains a �nite num ber ofdistinct regions in

which itcan providetheobserved dark m atterrelicdensity,which werecatalogued

in [14]. Here we follow the approach ofthis previous work and reproduce the

sam eregionsoftheparam eterspace.Theplotswepresenthereshow theupdated

param eterspaceforthecurrentworld averageforthetop m ass,m t = 170:9 GeV,

and include the current dark m atterand �a� constraints. However,the prim ary

goalofthis work is rather to analyse the �ne-tuning ofthe dark-m atter regions

ofthe NUHM .To this end we calculate and plot the dark-m atter �ne-tuning in

the allowed param eter space,and also m ake som e com m ents on the am ount of

electroweak �ne-tuning.

AstheNUHM containstheCM SSM asalim iting case,allthedark-m atterregions

presentin theCM SSM arepresentin theNUHM .In addition,therearefournew

regionsthatarenotpresentin theCM SSM :

� A pseudoscalarHiggsfunnelatlow tan�.

� A bulk region where ~�0
1
annihilation isdom inantly m ediated via t-channel~�

exchangewhich doesnotviolateHiggsm assbounds.

� A ~� � ~�0
1
coannihilation region.

� A m ixed bino/higgsino region atlow m0.

W eshallbeparticularly interested in understanding how �nely tuned theNUHM

param etersm ustbein each ofthesenew regions.
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4.1 C om parison w ith the C M SSM

The NUHM contains allthe points in the CM SSM param eter space. Therefore,

we start by studying the tuning of the dark m atter points A1-6, presented in

Tables1,2,with respectto theparam etersoftheNUHM .

Param eter A1 A2 A3 A4

value � 
 value � 
 value � 
 value � 


m 0 60 0.62 100 5.7 2030 200 540 8.1

m H 1
60 0.017 100 0.26 2030 14 540 28

m H 2
60 0.014 100 0.26 2030 230 540 30

m 1=2 200 0.99 500 5.8 500 18 600 8.0

tan� 10 0.13 10 1.5 50 2.0 50 76

� 
 0.99 5.8 230 76

� E W 37 190 1300 230

Param eter A5 A6

value � 
 value � 


m 0 277 23 1400 230

m H 1
277 1.5 1400 10

m H 2
277 2.5 1400 73

m 1=2 350 12 250 22

tan� 50 48 50 8.2

� 
 48 230

� E W 92 600

Table4:A re-analysisoftherepresentativepointsA1-6 from Figs.1,2,calculating their

tuningswith respectthe NUHM ratherthan the CM SSM .

W eshow thedarkm atter�ne-tuningofthesepointswith respecttotheparam eters

aN U H M in Table 4. PointA1 representsthe bulk region ofthe CM SSM ,which is

inaccessible because the Higgs is light. The prim ary annihilation channelis t-

channelslepton exchange,and the sensitivity in the CM SSM isprim arily due to

m 0 and m 1=2 as they determ ine the neutralino and slepton m asses. This is also

truein theNUHM ,and thesensitivitiesto theHiggssoftm assesarenegligible.

PointA2 representsthe low-tan� coannihilation region ofthe CM SSM ,in which

the prim ary sensitivities were to m 1=2 and m 0,asthese determ ine the stau m ass

and theneutralinom ass.Onceagain,thispicturechangesverylittlein theNUHM ,

with thesensitivity to thesoftHiggsm assesbeing negligible.

PointsA3-6 have large tan�. W e recallthatA3 and A6 lie in the higgsino-bino

focus-pointregion.In theCM SSM theprim ary sensitivitieswereto m 0 and m 1=2,

asm 0 (and to a lesser extent M 3)determ ine the size of�,and m 1=2 determ ines

M 1(E W ). Therefore these two param eters determ ine the m ass and com position
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ofthe lightest neutralino,and the totalCM SSM dark m atter �ne-tuning ofthe

point in the CM SSM was � 
 = 27. In the NUHM we have a very di�erent

picture. Here the totaldark m atter �ne-tuning is � 
 = 230,and the prim ary

sensitivitiesareto m 0 and m H 2
.Thiscan beexplained by theprocessofradiative

electroweak sym m etry breaking. For electroweak sym m etry breaking to occur,

the Higgs (m ass)2 m ust becom e negative. By requiring this process to give the

correct electroweak boson m asses we set the size of�,and thus the m agnitude

ofthe higgsino com ponent ofthe lightest neutralino. Therefore to understand

the sensitivity ofa higgsino-bino dark m atterregion,we m ustlook forthe term s

thatcontribute to the running ofthe Higgsm ass-squared. Firstthere isthe soft

Higgs m ass at the GUT scale,and then there are the running e�ects,prim arily

thecontribution from thestop m ass.In theCM SSM ,thesetwo term sarecoupled,

reducing the dependence on either one individually. Therefore even though the

scalarm asses are large,the sensitivity of� to m 0 rem ainssm all. In the NUHM

thereisnoconnection between thesoftsferm ion m assesand thesoftHiggsm asses,

therefore the sensitivity returns. Therefore one should not expect naturalbino-

higgsino dark m atter at large m 0 in the NUHM .The signi�cant increase in the

electroweak �ne-tuning forthesepointsisdueto exactly thesam ephysics.

PointsA4andA5representthepseudoscalarHiggsfunnelandthestau-coannihilation

band. Atthisvalue oftan�,the prim ary sensitivity isto tan�,a feature notal-

tered by breaking theuniversality am ongstthescalars.

4.2 D etour: R G E behaviour w ith negative m asses-squared

To understand the dependence ofthedark m atterphenom enology on theNUHM

GUT scaleparam etersweneed tounderstand how thesoftHiggsm assesa�ectthe

RGEs,and through them thelow-energy param eters.Fourlow-energy param eters

in particularare usefulto considerwhen we talk aboutdark m atter:�,m A,and

~�L;R . The higgsino com ponent ofthe LSP is determ ined by �,m A determ ines

the position ofthe pseudoscalarHiggsfunnel,and the lighteststau (a m ixture of

~�L;R )m ediatestheprevalentt-channelslepton exchangeannihilation diagram sand

determ inesthee�ciency of~� coannihilation channels.

AfterEW sym m etry breaking wecan write� as:

�
2 =

m 2

H 1
� m2H 2

tan2�

tan2� � 1
�
1

2
m

2

Z: (8)

Clearly � dependson thesoftHiggsm ass-squared term sand tan�,aswellasother

softparam etersthrough the RGEs. Itisalso usefulto considerthe lim itoflarge

tan� wherewecan approxim ate(8)as:

�
2 = � m

2

H 2
+

m 2

H 1

tan2�
; (9)
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assum ing jm 2

H 1;2
j� m 2

Z. Therefore forlarge tan�,to achieve REW SB and have

�2 > 0 werequireeithernegativem 2

H 2
,orvery largepositivem 2

H 1
.

ThepseudoscalarHiggsm assisdeterm ined afterEW SB by therelation:

m
2

A = m
2

H 1
+ m

2

H 2
+ 2�2: (10)

Clearly m 2

A isstrongly dependentupon the softHiggsm ass-squared term s,tan�

through itse�ecton �,and othersoftterm sthrough theirin
uence on the Higgs

RGEs.

W enow considertheexplicitform ofthesoftHiggsm ass-squared RGEs:

d(m 2

H 1
)

dt
=

1

8�2

�
� 3g2

2
M

2

2
� g

2

1
M

2

1
+ h

2

�(m
2

~�L
+ m

2

~�R
+ m

2

H 1
+ A

2

�)

+3h2b(m
2

~bL
+ m

2

~bR
+ m

2

H 1
+ A

2

b)� 2S

�
; (11)

d(m 2

H 2
)

dt
=

1

8�2

�
� 3g2

2
M

2

2
� g

2

1
M

2

1
+ 3h2t(m

2

~tL
+ m

2

~tR
+ m

2

H 2
+ A

2

t)+ 2S

�
;(12)

whereS isde�nedly:

S �
g2
1

4

�
m

2

H 2
� m

2

H 1
+ 2

�
m

2

~Q L

� m
2

~LL

� 2m2
~uR
+ m

2

~dR
+ m

2

~eR

�

+

�
m

2

~Q 3L

� m
2

~L3L

� 2m2~tR
+ m

2

~bR
+ m

2

~�R

��
: (13)

The only param etersin these RGEsthatwe are notfree to setatthe GUT scale

aretheYukawacouplingshi.Thesearesetby therequirem entthattheHiggsvevs

should givethecorrectSM particlem asses:

m �;b=
1
p
2
h�;bv1;m t =

1
p
2
htv2: (14)

Therefore tan� in
uences the RGEs indirectly through its determ ination ofthe

sizeoftheYukawa couplings.TheYukawa couplingsm ultiply thecontribution to

theRGEsfrom thesoftsquark and slepton m ass-squared term sand thesoftHiggs

term s.Thereforevarying theYukawa couplingshasalargeim pacton therunning.

Aswe increase tan�,we increase v2 with respectto v1,and so we m ustdecrease

ht and increaseh�;b.ThereforewereducetheYukawa contribution to therunning

ofm 2

H 2
,whileincreasing thecontribution to therunning ofm 2

H 1
.

Now considertheRGEsfortherightand lefthanded stau m asses:

d(m 2

~L3L

)

dt
=

1

8�2

�
� 3g2

2
M

2

2
� g

2

1
M

2

1
+ h

2

�

�
m

2

~L3L

+ m
2

~�R
+ m

2

H 1
+ A

2

�

�
� 2S

�
(15)

d(m 2

~�R
)

dt
=

1

8�2

�
� 4g2

1
M

2

1
+ 2h2�

�
m

2

~L3L

+ m
2

~�R
+ m

2

H 1
+ A

2

�

�
+ 4S

�
(16)
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In both casesm 2

H 1
providesa substantialcontribution to the running,with a co-

e�cientofh �. Aswe have seen,increasing tan� increasesh� and thusincreases

the im pactoftheHiggsm asseson therunning ofthe staus.Therefore we expect

any e�ectsofnon-universalsoftHiggsm asseson thestau running to beam pli�ed

for large tan�. In the CM SSM ,m 2

H 1
willrem ain positive from the GUT scale

to the EW scale. Indeed,it is harder to achieve REW SB ifm 2

H 1
runs negative.

Thereforegenerally thisterm providesa positivecontribution to both theleftand

righthanded stau RGE and actsto suppressthestau m asses.

In the CM SSM thisposesa problem . Aswe increase tan� we m ustincrease the

softstau m asstoavoid itbecom ingtheLSP.Howeverasweincreasem 0 wearealso

increasing m 2

H 1
,and thusincrease the e�ecton the running.Thiscan beavoided

in theNUHM .W ecan setm 2

H 1
sm alland so avoid a very light~�.

However,there is another m ore subtle e�ect. The interaction ofthe neutralinos

with the stau also depends upon the com position ofthe lightest stau which is

determ ined by them ixing between ~�L;R .Thism ixing isincreased ifthetwo states

areclosein m ass.In theCM SSM S isnegligibleand so d(m 2

~�R
)=dt� d(m 2

~L3L

)=dt,

resulting in therighthanded stau alwaysbeing considerably lighterthan theleft-

handed stau.In theNUHM we can avoid thisby having a largenegativeS.This

actsto suppressthelefthanded stau m asswhileincreasing therighthanded stau

m ass. As we increase the com ponent ofthe left-handed stau, we increase the

annihilation rateofneutralinosvia t-channelstau exchange.

4.3 Sam ple (m 0;m 1=2)planes in the N U H M

Having analysed the CM SSM pointsfrom the perspective ofthe NUHM ,we now

turntoasam plingofthefullNUHM param eterspace.InFig.3,weshow (m 1=2;m 0)

planesfortan� = 10,A0 = 0 and sign(�)positive. W e setthe electroweak scale

param eters� and m A to di�erentdiscretevaluesin each panelasexplained in the

�gurecaption.

As we saw in the previous section,� and m A are not high-scale inputs into the

theory,ratherthey arethelow-energy num bersderived from agiven setofthetrue

input param eters. However,displaying results as functions ofthese param eters

can be m ore inform ative.Asboth have a strong dependence on m 2

H 1;2
,we can �t

a particular value of�,m A with the correct choice ofm 2

H 1;2
at the GUT scale.

Therefore we use a code that varies m 2

H 1;2
across the param eter space to �t the

designated low-energy valuesof� and m A .All�ne-tuningsarecalculated in term s

oftheinputsoftheNUHM aslisted in (7).

By starting with (m 0;m 1=2)planes,we m akecontactwith theparam eterspaceof
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Figure3:The(m 0;m 1=2)planeoftheNUHM param eterspacewith A 0 = 0,tan� = 10

and sign(�)+ ve. The valuesof� and m A vary between the panels: (a)� = 400 G eV,

m A = 400 G eV,(b)� = 400 G eV,m A = 700 G eV,(c)� = 700 G eV,m A = 400 G eV,(d)

� = 700G eV,m A = 700G eV.This�gurecan becom pared directly toFig.2in [14].The

Rom an cross in panel(b) indicates the single point where the param eter space m akes

contactwith theCM SSM .

theCM SSM asdisplayed in Figs.1,2 5.Asbefore,low m 0 isruled outby a ~� LSP

(lightgreen),and low m 1=2 resultsin a Higgswith m h < 111 GeV (lightgrey with

black boundary).Asbefore,�a� favourslightsleptons,and thuslow m 0 and m 1=2.

Thedark m atterphenom enology showssom esim ilaritiesto and som em arked dif-

ferencesfrom theCM SSM .First,weseeafam iliar~� coannihilation regionalongside

theregion with a ~� LSP.Asin theCM SSM ,thisregion isplotted in red and green,

designating a tuning of� 
 = 3� 30.The only new feature ofthe coannihilation

region hereisthate�ectsofthenon-universalHiggssoftm assesaltertherunning

ofthe stau m ass,which allows access to regions with m 0 = 0. W e can access

m 0 = 0 with sm allnegative m 2

H 1
and largernegative m 2

H 2
. The com bination ofa

sm allYukawa contribution (due to low tan� along with sm alljm 2

H 1
j)along with

5 W e note in panel(b)ofFig.3 the appearanceofa CM SSM point,the only pointin any of

these planeswherefullG UT-scaleuniversality isrecovered.
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Param eter B1 B2 B3 B4

value � 
 value � 
 value � 
 value � 


m 0 500 32 500 8.6 500 4.6 500 12

m 2

H 1
-80249 16 -126930 12 -248480 0.61 90625 2.3

m 2

H 2
461380 62 675760 25 1202900 24 1194100 60

m 1=2 435 39 540 19 750 18 750 38

tan� 10 5 10 3.2 10 1.1 10 2.9

� 
 62 25 24 60

� E W 150 220 390 390

� 400 - 400 - 400 - 400 -

m A 400 - 400 - 400 - 700 -

Param eter B5 B6 B7

value � 
 value � 
 value � 


m 0 500 40 100 6.3 0 0

m 2

H 1
-416350 110 -400510 12 -79656 2.2

m 2

H 2
-24320 4.1 -332200 10 -266010 7.4

m 1=2 442 52 400 3.5 445 4.3

tan� 10 5.8 10 0.55 10 1.9

� 
 110 12 7.4

� E W 250 250 250

� 700 - 700 - 700 -

m A 400 - 400 - 700 -

Table 5: Analysis of the points B1-7, shown in Fig.3, which are representative of

the pseudoscalar Higgs funnel(B1,2,4,5),m ixed bino-higgsino dark m atter (B3) and ~�

coannihilation regions (B6,7). W e presenta breakdown ofthe dark m atter �ne-tuning

with respecttoeach param eteroftheNUHM .W egivethevalueofm 2

H 1;2
,butthetunings

are calculated with respectto m H 1;2
.

negative S resultsin the stau m assthatincreasesaswe run down from the GUT

scale,allowing an acceptablestau m asseven with m 0 = 0.

The pointsB6 and B7 are representative ofthe ~� coannihilation region,and the

breakdowns oftheirtuningsare also shown in Table 5. The dependences on m 0

and m 1=2 aresim ilartowhatwasobserved in theCM SSM .However,thedom inant

sensitivitiesare now to m H 1;2
. Forboth these pointsthe softHiggsm ass-squared

term sarelargeand negativeattheGUT scale.Aswehaveseen,thesesoftparam -

etershavea signi�cante�ecton thestau RGE.Thereforethecoannihilation strip

exhibitstuningwith respecttotheseparam eters.Thetotalsensitivity rem ainslow

suggesting that,even though thesoftHiggsm assesplay a rolein therunning,the

dom inantcontribution to thestau m assisstillfrom M 1.

M oredistinctivedeviationsfrom thefam iliarCM SSM phenom enology arisein the
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form softhe strong verticaldark m atterregionsatparticularvaluesofm 1=2. In

panel(a)three verticalstripsare present. To understand these lineswe need to

considerthem assand com position ofthelightestneutralino.Thebinocom ponent

ofthelightestneutralinoisdeterm ined by M 1(E W )� 0:4m1=2(GUT),whereasthe

wino com ponentisdeterm ined by M 2(E W )� 0:8m1=2(GUT).Hence,M 2(E W )>

M 1(E W )throughouttheNUHM param eterspace,and weneverhavealargewino

com ponentin theLSP.Ofm oreim portanceisthehiggsinocom ponent,determ ined

by�(E W ).W hen �(E W )� M1(E W ),therewillbeasizeablehiggsinocom ponent

in theLSP.In panel(a)wehaveset� = 400 GeV and m A = 400 GeV.Therefore,

when m 1=2 � 1000 GeV,M1(E W ) � � and the lightest neutralino willbe a

bino/higgsino m ixture. However,form 1=2 � 1000 GeV the lightestneutralino is

m ainly a higgsino,with a m ass m
~�0
1

� 400 GeV,whereas form1=2 � 1000 GeV

the ~�0
1
ispredom inantly a bino and hasa m assdeterm ined by M 1(E W ).

W ith thisin m ind,we can understand the verticallinesin panel(a)atparticular

valuesofm 1=2.Atm 1=2 = 500 GeV,the lightestneutralino isa bino with a m ass

m ~�0
1

� 200 GeV.Asthe pseudoscalar Higgsm assismA = 400 GeV throughout,

this results in resonant neutralino annihilation through the pseudoscalar Higgs.

Asa result,the relic density isbelow the W M AP value acrossthe region 450 <

m 1=2 < 530. On the edgesofthe resonance the relic density m ay fallwithin the

narrow rangefavoured by astrophysics.Thelinesarem ostly plotted in purpleand

blue,corresponding to a large degree ofdark m atter�ne-tuning � 
 = 30� 300.

However,itisinteresting thattheedgeoftheresonanceatlargerm 1=2 isplotted in

red.Thisisthe�rstinstanceofan acceptablepseudoscalarHiggsresonanceregion

with relatively low dark-m atter�ne-tuning,thanksto thelargerhiggsino fraction

in the LSP atlargerm 1=2. Both the LSP m assand the m assofm A are sensitive

to �,so them assoftheLSP and m A arecoupled.Thism itigatesthedark m atter

tuning ofthepseudoscalarHiggsfunnelto an extent.

PointsB1 and B2 lie on eitherside ofthe pseudoscalarHiggsfunnel,where itis

interesting to break thedark m atter�ne-tuning m easuredown into itscom ponent

parts.Unsurprisingly,thedarkm atter�ne-tuningisduetoabalancingactbetween

them assofthepseudoscalarHiggs,asshown by thelargesensitivity to m H 2
,and

theneutralino m ass,asshown by thesensitivity to m 1=2.

The otherverticalstrip isa wide region around m 1=2 � 750 GeV,where the pre-

dom inantly bino LSP acquiresa su�cienthiggsino adm ixtureto suppresstherelic

density to theobserved value.Thiswideband isplotted in red and purple,repre-

senting a tuning of10� 30,sim ilarto thatofthelow-m0 end ofthebino/higgsino

region within the CM SSM .There is also a thin line ofgreen atthe base ofthis

band whereitm eetsthecoannihilation strip.Thisshowsthattheinteraction ofa

stau coannihilation region with a bino/higgsino LSP reducestheoveralltuning of

eitherregion alone.
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PointB3isrepresentativeofthisregion.Theprim ary dark m atter�ne-tuningsare

clearly with respectto m H 2
and m 1=2.In thiscase,thedark m atter�ne-tuning is

related tothebalancebetween therolesoftheseterm sin determ ining � and M 1 at

theelectroweak scale.Thisisthe�rstinstanceofa m ixed bino-higgsino region at

low m 0 thatwe�nd in theNUHM .Itisthereforeinteresting toseethat,even with

a TeV-scale value ofm H 2
,thetuning rem ainsrelatively sm all.Thisisin contrast

to the point A3, at which a TeV-scale soft Higgs m ass gave large �ne-tuning.

To understand the origin ofboth electroweak and dark m atter�ne-tunings,itis

usefultoconsidertheanalyticform ofthedependenceofthelow-energy param eter

�(E W )on theGUT-scalesoftinputs.Fortan� = 10,wehave:

m 2

Z

2
= � 0:94�2 + 0:010m 2

H 1
� 0:19M 2

2
� 0:0017M 2

1
� 0:63m2H 2

+ 0:38m 2

Q 3

+0:38m 2

U3
+ 0:093A 2

t � 0:011AtM 1 � 0:070AtM 2 � 0:30AtM 3

+2:51M 2

3
+ 0:0059M 1M 2 + 0:028M 1M 3 + 0:195M 2M 3; (17)

from which we can see that,when m 2

Q 3
= m 2

H 1;2
,the term s from the scalars ap-

proxim ately cancel.Thisexplainsthejum p in sensitivity when thisuniversality is

broken.On theotherhand,in orderto obtain a sm allvalueof�,thesesoftscalar

term s need to provide a large contribution to balance outthe contribution from

M 2

3
. Thisexplainswhy we �nd a higgsino/bino only atlarge m 0 in the CM SSM .

In the NUHM ,it is unnecessary to go to large m 0,just large m
2

H 2
. By keeping

m 0,and thusm 2

Q 3
,sm allone keepsthe dark m atterand electroweak �ne-tunings

associated with these param etersundercontrol.The rem aining largeelectroweak

�ne-tuning associated with pointB3 isdueto M 1=2 being quitesizeable.

In panel(b)wehave� = 400GeV and m A = 700 GeV.Hereweseeonly thelower

edge ofthe pseudoscalarresonance. Thisband liesat750 GeV and isplotted in

purple,once again showing the large dark m atter �ne-tuning we expect ofsuch

resonances.Theupperedgeoftheresonanceneverappears,becauseatlargerm 1=2

thelightestneutralino isdom inantly higgsino.Therefore,atvaluesofm 1=2 above

theresonance,thehiggsino natureoftheLSP suppressestherelicdensity so that

therelicdensity neverrisesenough to �ttheW M AP m easurem ent.

PointB4 illustratesthecom ponentdark m atter�ne-tuningsattheresonance.As

with pointB1,thedark m atter�ne-tuning islarge,and prim arily dueto sensitiv-

ities to m 2

H 2
and m 1=2. These are due to theire�ects on the pseudoscalar Higgs

m assand them assoftheLSP,respectively.

In panel(c)weset� = 700 GeV and m A = 400 GeV.Asthepseudoscalarm assis

thesam e,thepseudoscalarHiggsfunneliscentred in thesam eplaceasin panel(a).

However,thehiggsino fraction oftheLSP hasdropped,increasing theoverallrelic

density.Thereforeonem ustgo closerto theresonancebeforetheenhancem entto

theannihilation crosssection issu�cientto�ttheobserved relicdensity.Therefore

21



theW M AP linesarecloserto thepeak oftheresonance,and requirem oreprecise

dark m atter�ne-tuning than forthelowervalueof�.Thisisshown by exam ining

thecom ponentdark m atter�ne-tuningsforpointB5.Thedark m atter�ne-tuning

islarge,and prim arily dueto m H 2
through itsin
uenceon thepseudoscalarHiggs

m ass.In panel(c)thereisnoregion in which theLSP ishiggsino,duetothelarger

valueof�.One would have to go to m 1=2 � 1700 GeV beforetheLSP acquiresa

signi�canthiggsino fraction as� = 700 GeV.

Finally,in panel(d)we take � = 700 GeV and m A = 700 GeV,and we see the

pseudoscalarHiggsresonanceatm 1=2 = 800GeV asexpected,and itrem ains�nely

tuned,asbefore.Asin panel(c),thevalueof� istoo largeto �nd a region ofthe

param eterspacein which theneutralino ishiggsino.

Overall,Fig.3 showssom esim ilaritiesand som em arked deviationsfrom thephe-

nom enology oftheCM SSM .A ~� coannihilation band appearsin roughly thesam e

region oftheparam eterspaceand exhibitsslightly largertuning.Thisincreaseis

dueto thee�ectofthesoftHiggsm assessquared on the ~� running.A furtherde-

viation from theCM SSM com esin theform ofa pseudoscalarHiggsfunnelatlow

tan�.In m ostcasesthisexhibitsdark m atter�ne-tuning sim ilarto theCM SSM ,

supporting the observation that resonances require signi�cant dark m atter �ne-

tuning wherever they appear. The exception is when the LSP has a signi�cant

higgsino fraction. The sensitivity ofboth m A and m ~�0
1

to � lowers the required

dark m atter�ne-tuning signi�cantly. There also appearsa band ofhiggsino/bino

dark m atterand we �nd thatthe tuning isofthe sam e orderasin the CM SSM ,

which issurprising.In theCM SSM thefocus-pointregion hasrelatively low dark

m atter�ne-tuning becauseofthecancellation am ongthescalarm asses.By break-

ing this universality, this cancellation is broken. However, it also allows us to

access m ixed bino/higgsino regionsatlow m 0. This enhances otherannihilation

channels,such as that via t-channelslepton exchange,and we require a sm aller

higgsino adm ixture to obtain a suitable dark m atterrelic density. These regions

recoverthe relatively low dark m atter�ne-tuning ofthe focus-pointregion ofthe

CM SSM .

Finally,we note that we have also calculated the electroweak �ne-tuning across

theseplanesin theNUHM param eterspace,and �nd itto bevery sim ilarto that

oftheCM SSM planesstudied previously.

W e now considerthe behavioursofthese regionsastan� increases. In Fig.4 we

take � = 400 GeV,m A = 700 GeV,A 0 = 0 and sign(�)positive,and in panels

(a)-(d)wetakesuccessively largervaluesoftan� 6.

Asthevalueoftan� increases,them assand com position oftheneutralino across

the (m 1=2;m 0) plane rem ains essentially unaltered. Therefore we �nd the lower

6 Note the CM SSM pointin panel(a)ofFig.4.
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Figure 4: Sam ple (m 1=2;m 0)planesofthe NUHM param eterspace with A 0 = 0,� =

400 G eV,m A = 700 G eV and sign(�)and the following valuesoftan�:(a)tan� = 10,

(b)tan� = 20,(c)tan� = 35,(d)tan� = 50.TheRom an crossin panel(a)showsthe

single pointwherethe NUHM m akescontactwith the M SSM .

edge ofthe pseudoscalar funnelin the sam e place in allpanels. Studying the

breakdown ofthe dark m atter �ne-tunings ofthe pseudoscalar Higgs funnelfor

largetan� atpointB8,we�nd thatin thiscaseallparam etersshow a signi�cant

tuning.Theprim ary tuningscom efrom m H 2
and tan�.From (10),(8)wecan see

thatthiscom esfrom thedom inantsensitivity ofm 2

A ,through �,on both tan� and

m 2

H 2
.

ThepseudoscalarHiggsfunnelrem ainsinthesam eplaceastan� increases,whereas

the ~�-coannihilation strip m ovesconsiderably.Forlargertan� theYukawa contri-

bution to the stau running isenhanced. Thissuppressesthe stau m ass,requiring

largerm 0 to avoid a stau LSP.Forvery low m 0 thereisa brick red region.Thisis

notdueto a failureofREW SB,butratheritisdueto a tachyonic stau m ass.

Byincreasingtan� wereducethedom inanceofM 1 in therunningofthestau m ass-

squared. Thisbreaksthe link between the m assesofthe ~� and the ~�0
1
,resulting

in an increase ofthetuning required forthecoannihilation region atlargervalues

oftan�. PointB9 isrepresentative ofthe ~� coannihilation region atlarge tan�.
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Param eter B8 B9

value � 
 value � 


m 0 800 21 500 150

m 2

H 1
1609600 30 892230 98

m 2

H 2
1357100 75 379620 1.3

m 1=2 730 14 432 35

tan� 50 50 50 290

� 
 75 290

� E W 420 130

� 400 - 400 -

m A 700 - 700 -

Table6:PointsB8 and B9,shown in Fig.4 exem plify thebehaviourofthepseudoscalar

Higgs funnel(B8) and the stau-coannihilation region (B9) at large tan� within the

NUHM .W e present a breakdown ofthe dark m atter �ne-tuning with respect to each

param eteroftheNUHM .W egivethevalueofm 2

H 1;2
,although thetuningsarecalculated

with respectto m H 1;2
.

Though thereislargesensitivity to thesoftgaugino m assm 1=2,thisiseclipsed by

thesensitivitiesto tan� and m 0.

4.4 Sam ple (�;m A)planes

W e now discussotherplanesso asto explore m orefeaturesoftheNUHM m odel.

In Fig.5weconsider(�;m A)planeswith A 0 = 0,tan� = 10and sign(�)positive,

taking di�erentvaluesofm 0 and m 1=2 in thevariouspanels.Asbefore,though we

plotresultsin term sof� and m A,theprim ary variablesarem
2

H 1;2
.

W e �rst consider som e overallfeatures. Low � is ruled out in allcases by the

appearance ofa lightchargino (lightblue). In panels (a)and (c),the low value

ofm 1=2 = 300 GeV resultsin a Higgsboson with m h < 111 GeV acrossm uch of

the param eterspace. Thisbound isvery sensitive to variationsin the top m ass,

so regions that are excluded here could be allowed with a higher top m ass. On

the other hand,in panels (b) and (d),only very low values ofm A result in a

problem atically lightHiggs.In panels(a)and (b),thelow valueofm 0 = 100 GeV

results in a light ~�. This gives a region at low � and mA in which the ~� is the

LSP and assuch isruled out(lightgreen).Finally,in panel(a)m 1=2 and m 0 are

lightenough to give lightsneutrinos. Forlarge � and m A ,one ofthe sneutrinos

becom estheLSP,ruling outthiscorneroftheparam eterspace 7.

7Sneutrinosarem assive,neutraland weakly-interacting,and so could in principleaccountfor

the dark m atter. However,they generally give 
C D M h2 � 
W M A P

C D M
h2. Thiscan be avoided in

som em odelswith right-handed neutrinos,butthispossibility liesbeyond thescopeoftheM SSM ,
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Figure5:Sam pleNUHM (�;m A)planeswith A 0 = 0,tan� = 10 and sign(�)positive,

and di�erent values ofm 0 and m 1=2: (a) m 0 = 100 G eV,m 1=2 = 300 G eV,(b) m 0 =

100 G eV,m 1=2 = 500 G eV,(c) m 0 = 300 G eV,m 1=2 = 300 G eV,(d)m 0 = 300 G eV,

m 1=2 = 500 G eV.The Rom an crosses in each panelshow where the NUHM m eets the

CM SSM .

Before considering the dark m atterregions,we �rstnote the com position ofthe

lightestneutralino in di�erentregionsofthe param eterspace. In panels(a)and

(c) M 1(E W ) � 120 GeV,whereas in panels (b) and (d) M1(E W ) � 200 GeV.

Therefore for � � 120(200)GeV the LSP is predom inantly a bino with a m ass

m
~�0
1

� 120(200)GeV.Below these valuesof�,the lightestneutralino acquiresa

signi�canthiggsino fraction.

Asbefore,the regionsthat�tthe relic density favoured by W M AP aredisplayed

with thecorresponding dark m atter�ne-tuning colours.Theverticaldark m atter

band atlow � in allpanelsfeaturesa m ixed bino/higgsino dark m atterparticle,

and isplotted in red and purple,corresponding toa dark m atter�ne-tuning � 
 �

20� 40.PointsC1 and C9 arerepresentativeofthehiggsino/bino band,and their

dark m atter�ne-tuningsare broken down in Table 7. Asone would expect,the

�ne-tuning is due to a balancing actbetween m H 2
and m 1=2,asthese determ ine

so wedo notconsideritfurtherhere.
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Param eter C1 C2 C3 C4

value � 
 value � 
 value � 
 value � 


m 0 100 0.99 100 4.7 100 13 100 2.7

m 2

H 1
279530 0.38 -27130 0.99 -2289300 79 -966510 390

m 2

H 2
188070 17 111220 3.5 -3637400 110 -1248800 330

m 1=2 300 16 300 0.20 300 30 300 46

tan� 10 0.8 10 0.51 10 0.57 10 1.4

� 
 17 4.7 110 390

� E W 74 73 1300 500

� 190 - 300 - 1620 - 1000 -

m A 600 - 315 - 600 - 268 -

Param eter C5 C6 C7 C8

value � 
 value � 
 value � 
 value � 


m 0 100 3.3 100 5.6 100 4.7 300 0.64

m 2

H 1
319380 2.7 -22696 0.59 -1445500 35 -70487 6.7

m 2

H 2
222330 76 -25802 0.68 -1440300 34 246160 2.4

m 1=2 300 85 500 5.6 500 3.4 300 3.6

tan� 10 2.7 10 1.3 10 0.068 10 1.2

� 
 85 5.6 35 6.7

� E W 74 210 590 79

� 120 - 640 - 1170 - 235 -

m A 600 - 700 - 200 - 150 -

Param eter C9 C10 C11

value � 
 value � 
 value � 


m 0 300 6.1 300 0.55 300 1.3

m 2

H 1
401250 0.62 -106330 5.1 -211970 0.067

m 2

H 2
568170 40 525900 2.5 497010 6.8

m 1=2 500 31 500 0.023 500 6.5

tan� 10 1.5 10 1.0 10 0.30

� 
 40 5.1 6.8

� E W 180 180 180

� 260 - 320 - 350 -

m A 750 - 325 - 150 -

Table7:PointsC1-11,shown in Fig.5,illustrate thebehaviourofm ixed bino-higgsino

dark m atter(C1,5,9),sneutrinocoannihilation (C3),thepseudoscalarHiggsfunnel(C4),

stau-coannihilation (C2,6,7,11),and the pseudoscalarfunnelregion with a m ixed bino-

higgsino LSP (C8,10). W e present breakdowns of the dark m atter �ne-tuning with

respecttoeach param eteroftheNUHM .W egivethevalueofm 2

H 1;2
,butthe�ne-tunings

are calculated with respectto m H 1;2
.
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thecom position ofthelightestneutralino,and thusitsannihilation rate.

PointC5alsorepresentsabino/higgsinoregion.Itisunusualin that,norm ally,the

largerthehiggsinocom ponent,them oree�cienttheannihilation.However,in this

case,as� islowered from pointC1,thehiggsinofraction increasesand yetthedark

m atterrelicdensity risesagain.Indeed,C5isalm ostevenly splitbetween higgsino

and bino com ponentsand yetit�tsthe W M AP relic density m easurem ent. This

isdueto thefactthat,as� drops,them assoftheneutralino islowered.Atpoint

C5 the LSP becom es lighter than the Z,shutting o� the annihilation channel

~�0
1
~�0
1
! ZZ. This reduces the annihilation cross section enough that the relic

density isacceptableoncem ore.

Another region that is easy to pick out is the pseudoscalar Higgs funnelalong

m A = 240(400) GeV for m 1=2 = 300(500) GeV respectively. As before, these

funnelsrequire signi�cantdark m atter�ne-tuning and assuch arepredom inantly

plotted in blueand black,showingatuning� 
 > 100.PointC4isarepresentative

pointwhosedark m atter�ne-tuning breakdown wedisplay in Table 7.In previous

pseudoscalarHiggsregionsthedark m atter�ne-tuning wasdueprim arily to m H 1;2

and m 1=2. Here we �nd that the sensitivity to the Higgs m asses has increased

signi�cantly.From (10)thisiseasy to understand.Ifweincrease� whilekeeping

m A the sam e we m ustcarefully balance the large m 2

H 1;2
contributionsto give the

required m A .Thiscarefulbalancingm anifestsasasteadilyincreasingsensitivity of

m A to theHiggssoftm assesasweincrease�.Thistranslatesto alargesensitivity

ofthepseudoscalarHiggsfunnel.

Attheotherend ofthespectrum ,thereisaregion ofthepseudoscalarHiggsfunnel

at low � with rem arkably low tuning. This occurs when there is a signi�cant

higgsino fraction in the LSP,such asatpointsC8 and C10. In thisregion,both

m A and the neutralino m ass are sensitive to �. This results in the m ass ofthe

neutralino and the pseudoscalarbeing coupled,and reducesthe sensitivity ofthe

m assdi�erence� m = m A � 2m
~�0
1

.AtpointsC8and C10thedom inantannihilation

channelsaretoheavy quarksviaan s-channelpseudoscalarHiggs.Rem arkablythe

totaldark m atter�ne-tuningsofthepointsareonly 6.7 and 5.1 respectively.

Asthe ~�e;� becom etheLSPsin thelarge�,largem A region ofpanel(a),thereisa

corresponding sneutrinocoannihilation region lying paralleltoitsboundary,which

isplotted in purpleand blueindicating a dark m atter�ne-tuning � 
 > 80.Point

C3 isa representative ofthisregion,whose dark m atter�ne-tuning breakdown is

alsodisplayed in Table7.Thedarkm atter�ne-tuningislarge,and com esprim arily

from theHiggssector.Itistheexistenceoflargenegativem 2

H 1
thatallowsforlight

sneutrinos. Thusthe sneutrino m assesare very sensitive to the Higgssoftm ass-

squared param eters,and this is re
ected in the dark m atter �ne-tuning. There

is also som e dark m atter �ne-tuning with respect to m 1=2 that is typicalofthe

need to balance the bino m ass against that ofa coannihilation partner with an
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uncorrelated m ass.

Finally,thelight~� atlow � and m0 hasan e�ecton thedark m atterrelicdensity.

As the m ass ofthe ~� is reduced,the annihilation cross section is increased via

t-channelslepton exchange.Also,asoneapproachestheregion in which the stau

istheLSP,thereareadditionalcontributionsfrom ~� � ~�0
1
coannihilation processes.

These two e�ectscom bine to give dark m atterbandsalong the edgesofthe stau

LSP region in panels (a)and (b). Points C2 in panel(a)and C6,7 in panel(b)

are representative points. At point C2 the annihilation proceeds through equal

parts oft-channel~eR ; ~�R; ~� annihilation (15-20% each),annihilation to b;b via

o�-shellpseudoscalar Higgsbosons(18% )and ~� coannihilation (15% ). Only the

coannihilation processeswould beexpected toexhibitahigh sensitivity to thesoft

param eters,ast-channelprocessesare fairly insensitive and the pointisfarfrom

the pseudoscalarresonance,reducing signi�cantly the sensitivity ofthe s-channel

pseudoscalarprocess. Asa result,we have a region thatarisesfrom a m ixture of

channelsand exhibitslow tuning.Thesubdom inantroleofcoannihilation explains

why thereisso littledark m atter�ne-tuning with respectto m 1=2.Theroleofthe

stau in both thecoannihilation and t-channelprocessesexplainsthedom inantdark

m atter�ne-tuning with respectto m 0,and the dependence on m H 2
appearsfrom

running e�ects.

Unfortunately,point C2 results in a light Higgs with m h = 110 GeV,which is

probably unacceptably low,even allowing for the theoreticaluncertainty in the

calculation ofitsm ass. On the otherhand,panel(b)hasa largervalue ofm 1=2

and hence Higgs m ass. However, the m asses ofthe LSP and the sleptons are

also increased. This decreases the slepton t-channelannihilation cross sections,

requiring largercontributionsfrom processes thatare �nely tuned in orderto �t

theW M AP relicdensity,which isapparentatpointsC6 and C7 8.AtpointC6,t-

channelslepton annihilation only accountsfor3% oftheannihilation ratevia each

channel(9% overall). The rem aining 91% is m ade up entirely ofcoannihilation

processes,dom inantlywith ~�,butalso~eR ;~�R.Asthisplanehaslow m 0,theslepton

m assesare predom inantly determ ined by m 1=2. Once again,there isthe fam iliar

pattern ofdark m atter�ne-tuningsfora low-tan�,low-m 0 slepton coannihilation

region.Theoveralldarkm atter�ne-tuningislow,and what�ne-tuningdoesexists

is due to m 0 and m 1=2. Point C7 tells a slightly di�erent story. The pattern of

annihilation channelsisalm ostidenticalto C6,and weseethetypicaldark m atter

�ne-tuningsofa coannihilation region in thesensitivity to m 0 and m 1=2.However,

thedark m atter�ne-tuning with respectto m H 1;2
hasincreased dram atically,due

to them assiveincreasein m 2

H 1;2
between pointsC6 and C7.Now thestau running

isdom inated by theHiggsm ass-squared term sratherthan thegaugino m ass,and

thecoannihilation region becom es�ne-tuned onceagain.

8 W e note thatthere isa CM SSM pointvery closeto C6
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There is one further interesting region. In panel(d) at low m A there is a kink

in the higgsino/bino region. The band m oves to larger � and the dark m atter

�ne-tuning dropsdram atically. The band isplotted in green ratherthan purple,

indicating a dark m atter�ne-tuning oflessthan 10.Thekink in theband appears

atm A = 280GeV.Around thisregiontheLSP ispredom inantlyabinowith asm all

butsigni�canthiggsinocom ponent,and theLSP hasam assofaround 200GeV.As

the pseudoscalarm assdrops,the m assesofthe heavy Higgs,H ,and the charged

Higgses,H � ,also decrease. Around m A = 280 GeV,the annihilation channels

~�0
1
~�0
1
! hA;W � H � ;ZH open up,which are kinem atically forbidden at larger

m A. These can progressthrough eithert-channelneutralino (chargino)exchange

or s-channelHiggs and Z processes. They require a sm allhiggsino com ponent,

butsigni�cantly lessthan thehiggsino/bino region represented by pointC9.This

balanceofthehiggsino and bino com ponentsoftheLSP appearsin thesensitivity

ofpointC11 on m 1=2 and m H 2
.ThusC11 representsa higgsino/bino region with

low dark m atter�ne-tuning -som ething thatdoesnotexistin theCM SSM .This

isbecausea largenegativem 2

H 1
isneeded to achievelow m A ;H ;H � .

W e now considerin Fig.6 the behavioursofthese regionsastan� increases. W e

have setm 0 = 100 GeV,m 1=2 = 300 GeV,A 0 = 0 and increase tan� in stepsin

each panel.

W enote�rstthebulk featuresoftheplane.Asnoted previously,increasing tan�

decreases the m ass ofthe lightest stau. Thus plots at larger tan� have larger

regions ruled out because the LSP is a ~�,and we do not show very large tan�

because attan� = 50 the stau m ass becom es tachyonic across the entire plane.

By tan� = 35thelightstau rulesoutalltheparam eterspacebelow � = 200GeV.

Them assofthelightHiggsisalso sensitive to tan�,and isin allcasesvery close

tom h = 111GeV,so itonly takesa sm allshiftto causeasigni�cantchangein the

area plotted in lightgrey.

Them ostsigni�cantchangeinthedarkm atterphenom enologyisduetothevarying

~� m ass.Between panels(a)and (b)thestau bulk/coannihilation region m ovesto

larger� and m A.W ealso�nd asigni�cantstau region atlargem A.Thesefeatures

arerepresented by pointsC15 and C14 respectively 9.Com paring C15 directly to

C2,we see from Table 8 thatthe dark m atter�ne-tuning isdue prim arily to m 0

and tan�. This is because these param eters determ ine the m ass ofthe lighter

stau and thisistheprim ary source ofsensitivity forbulk regions.There isalso a

degree ofsensitivity to m 1=2,asthere isa signi�cantcoannihilation contribution

thatrequirestheLSP and stau m assto bebalanced.AtpointC14 onehassim ilar

degreesofdark m atter�ne-tuning with respectto tan�;m 1=2 and m 0.However,

there isnow also large dark m atter�ne-tuning with respectto m H 1;2
,due to the

largerm agnitude ofthe softhiggsino m ass-squared term s. The stau m assin this

9 W e note thatthere isa CM SSM pointvery closeto C15.
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Figure6:Sam pleNUHM (�;m A )planeswith A 0 = 0,m 0 = 100 G eV,m 1=2 = 300 G eV

and sign(�)positive,and the following valuesoftan�: (a)tan� = 10,(b)tan� = 20,

(c)tan� = 35.W e do notshow a plotfortan� = 50 asthe param eterspace isentirely

excluded.TheRom an crossesin each panelshow wheretheNUHM m eetstheCM SSM .

region becom eshighly sensitive to m 2

H 2
.

Theotherregionsarelittlechanged from before.PointC12 exem pli�esthem ixed

bino/higgsino region atincreasing tan�.Itcan becom pared directly to pointC1,

and we see that the com ponent dark m atter �ne-tunings are virtually identical.

PointC13 isrepresentativeofthesneutrino coannihilation region and can becom -

pared to pointC3.Onceagain thedark m atter�ne-tuning isdueprim arily to the

softHiggsm assesthrough theirim pactson therunning ofthesneutrino m asses.

M uch ofthe low-m 0 param eterspace isforbidden by a lightHiggsand/ora light

stau. W e now consider the e�ect ofincreasing tan� in a m ore open partofthe

param eterspace. W e take Fig.5(d)with m 0 = 300 GeV,m 1=2 = 500 GeV asa

starting pointand increase tan� steadily,asseen in Fig.7.In contrastto Fig.6,

the bulk featuresrem ain fairly stable form oderate valuesoftan�.The �rsthint

ofachangeappearsin panel(c)attan� = 35,whereweseeasm allregion atlarge

m A in which thestau istheLSP.Thisexpandsto cuto� low � fortan� = 50.
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Param eter C12 C13 C14 C15

value � 
 value � 
 value � 
 value � 


m 0 100 1.0 100 15 100 7.2 100 8.7

m 2

H 1
477840 1.4 858150 48 -532000 6.5 -14857 0.28

m 2

H 2
175680 17 96420 6.3 -1263800 12 -2379 0.041

m 1=2 300 16 300 32 300 10 300 4.6

tan� 20 0.56 20 21 20 8.7 20 6.5

� 
 17 48 12 8.7

� E W 71 71 480 78

� 185 - 275 - 1000 - 400 -

m A 700 - 940 - 700 - 400 -

Table8:PointsC12-15,shown in Fig.6,are representative ofthe higgsino/bino region

(C12),thesneutrinocoannihilation region (C13)and thestau-coannihilation/bulk region

(C15,14)with increasing tan� within the NUHM .W e presenta breakdown ofthe dark

m atter �ne-tuning with respectto each param eterofthe NUHM .W e give the value of

m 2

H 1;2
butthetuningsare calculated with respectto m H 1;2

.

Param eter C16 C17 C18 C19

value � 
 value � 
 value � 
 value � 


m 0 300 1.0 300 0.94 300 52 300 37

m 2

H 1
-47935 2.0 -170090 0.86 1021100 22 -52957 4.4

m 2

H 2
518240 3.8 475340 4.2 390800 0.58 -281880 2.3

m 1=2 500 3.1 500 3.7 500 25 500 20

tan� 20 3.0 20 0.21 35 86 50 49

� 
 3.8 4.2 86 49

� E W 170 170 170 290

� 315 - 360 - 380 - 780 -

m A 325 - 150 - 950 - 600 -

Table 9: Points C16-19,shown in Fig.7,illustrate the behaviours ofthe m ixed bino-

higgsino,the pseudoscalarHiggsfunnel(C16)and the stau-coannihilation/bulk regions

(C17,18,19)atincreasing valuesoftan� within theNUHM .W e presenta breakdown of

the dark m atter�ne-tuning with respectto each param eterofthe NUHM .W e give the

value ofm 2

H 1;2
,butthe tuningsare calculated with respectto m H 1;2

.

There arefew dark m attersurprisesatlargertan�.The pseudoscalarHiggsfun-

neland m ixed higgsino/bino regionsrem ain relatively unaltered throughout.The

interaction ofthepseudoscalarHiggsfunnelwith thehiggsino/bino LSP continues

to providea favourabledegreeoftuning in panels(b)and (c).W etakepointC16

asarepresentativepoint,and break thetuning down in Table9.AsforpointC10,

the tuning issm alland theannihilation isprim arily due to annihilation to heavy
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Figure7:Sam pleNUHM (�;m A)planeswith A 0 = 0,m 0 = 300G eV,m 1=2 = 500G eV,

sign(�)positiveand di�erentvaluesoftan�:(a)tan� = 10,(b)tan� = 20,(c)tan� =

35,(d)tan� = 50.TheRom an crossesin each panelshow where the NUHM m eetsthe

CM SSM .

quarksvia an s-channelpseudoscalarHiggs.

Point C17 exem pli�es the behaviour ofa predom inantly bino LSP with a sm all

higgsino adm ixture thatcan annihilate to hA; ZH and W � H � . As with point

C11,the dark m atter �ne-tuning is sm alland m ostly due to the com position of

theLSP,through m 1=2 and m H 2
.

PointC18 isin thenew stau coannihilation region thatappearsatlargetan�.For

m 0 = 300GeV,m 1=2 = 500GeV thestausaretooheavy tocontributesigni�cantly

to t-channelslepton exchange, so this region is pure coannihilation. The stau

m ass is m ainly determ ined by m 0 and tan�, and m ust be balanced against a

predom inantly bino LSP.Therefore, the tuning is dom inated by tan� and m 0

with a secondary dependence on m 1=2. The coannihilation growssigni�cantly by

tan� = 50 and pointC19 represents thistrend. Aswith pointC18,we �nd the

tuning to bedueto m 0 and tan�,with a secondary dependence on m 1=2.

Throughoutallofthese param eterscanswe have also calculated the electroweak
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�ne-tuning and found itto beofthesam eorderasthatfound in theCM SSM for

typicalscalesofsoftm assesconsidered.

4.5 Sam ple (�;m 1=2)planes

Finally,we consider sam ple (�; m 1=2) planes in the NUHM .These are interest-

ing,e.g.,because � and m 1=2 are the param eters that determ ine the m ass and

com position ofthelightestneutralino 10.

Figure 8: Sam ple NUHM (�; m 1=2) planes with A 0 = 0,tan� = 10,sign(�) positive

and varying m 0 and m A : (a) m 0 = 100 G eV,m A = 500 G eV,(b) m 0 = 100 G eV,

m A = 700 G eV,(c)m 0 = 300 G eV,m A = 500 G eV,(d)m 0 = 300 G eV,m A = 700 G eV.

TheRom an crossesin each panelshow wherethe NUHM m eetsthe CM SSM .

In Fig.8 we setA 0 = 0,tan� = 10 and take discrete valuesofm 0 and m A. W e

see thateitherlow � orlow m 1=2 resultsin a lightchargino thatviolatesparticle

searches(lightblue). Low m 1=2 also resultsin problem swith a lightHiggs(light

10Notethatin thefollowingplotsm 1=2 istheG UT-scalesoftm ass,whereas�istheelectroweak-

scaleHiggsterm .Thisisin contrasttotheplotsof[14]wheretheplotswerein term sofM 2(E W )

and �(E W ).
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grey with ablack boundary).On theotherhand,largem 1=2 resultsin aneutralino

with a m assabovethatofthestau (lightgreen).Theexception islow � wherethe

neutralino isa higgsino and m ~�0
1

isinsensitive to m 1=2. In panels(a)and (b)we

havem 0 = 100 GeV.This,com bined with low m 1=2 and large� resultsin a region

in which theLSP isa sneutrino (lightgreen).

W e see once again the fam iliar dark m atter regions ofthe previous plots. The

pseudoscalarHiggsfunnelappearsasa pairofhorizontallinesand exhibitslarge

dark m atter�ne-tuning,and ischaracterized by thepointD4in Table10.Herewe

seethatthelargedark m atter�ne-tuning isdueto thesoftHiggsm assesthrough

theirin
uenceon m A,and to m 1=2 through itsin
uence on theneutralino m ass.

Theexception tothislargedarkm atter�ne-tuningiswherethepseudoscalarfunnel

interactswith ahiggsino/binoLSP and thereisasm allcornerwith low �ne-tuning,

ascharacterized by pointD7.Theannihilation hereism ainly to heavy quarksvia

an s-channelpseudoscalar Higgs,and yet the totaltuning isonly 5.7. Asnoted

previously,thisrelatively sm alldark m atter�ne-tuning com esfrom the com m on

sensitivity ofm A and m
~�0
1

on �.

There is also a ~� coannihilation region in allfourplots,which lies alongside the

region ruled outdueto a stau LSP.Itexhibitssim ilartuning to theCM SSM .W e

breakdown thedarkm atter�ne-tuningsofthisregion atpointsD2and D3,�nding

thatatboth pointsthetuning with respectto m 0 and m 1=2 isstandard fora stau

coannihilation strip atlow m 0
11. PointD3 haslargertuning because thisregion

ofparam eterspacerequireslargenegativesoftHiggsm asses,which now dom inate

thedeterm ination ofthem assofthelightstau.

Thesneutrino coannihilation region showsup alongsidethesneutrino LSP region.

Onceagain we�nd itto requiresigni�cantdark m atter�ne-tuning,although this

decreasessteadily asonem ovestolower�.PointD5isarepresentativepointwith,

asbefore,largedark m atter�ne-tuning thatdependson thesoftHiggsm asses.

Each plot also has a dark m atter region at low � that lies along a diagonal

in the (�;m 1=2) plane, incorporating points D1,6,9. These regions are m ixed

bino/higgsino regions.In allcasesthepseudoscalarHiggsand heavy Higgsbosons

aresu�cientlym assivethatannihilationofthem ixedLSP proceedsm ainlythrough

the channels ~�0
1
~�0
1
! W + W � (ZZ),via t-channelchargino (neutralino)exchange.

Thisprocessisvery sensitiveto thecom position oftheLSP and them assesofthe

exchanged particles. Therefore there is signi�cant dark m atter �ne-tuning with

respectto m H 2
and m 1=2 atallthesepoints.

Finally,we consider the point D8 where the coannihilation strip and the m ixed

bino/higgsino stripsm eet.Thecom bination ofannihilation channelshasa bene�-

ciale�ect,with theoveralldark m atter�ne-tuning dropping to 9.

11Thisisalso trueforthe CM SSM pointseen in panel(b).
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Param eter D1 D2 D3 D4

value � 
 value � 
 value � 
 value � 


m 0 100 1.0 100 7.2 100 3.6 100 1.1

m 2

H 1
160370 0.30 -97736 3.3 -2206600 39 -2147800 360

m 2

H 2
255000 18 -20502 0.70 -2345100 41 -2588200 300

m 1=2 350 17 400 4.7 670 5.9 570 59

tan� 10 0.51 10 1.1 10 0.027 10 0.070

� 
 18 7.2 41 360

� E W 96 140 1100 1100

� 210 - 530 - 1500 - 1500 -

m A 500 - 500 - 500 - 500 -

Param eter D5 D6 D7 D8

value � 
 value � 
 value � 
 value � 


m 0 100 13 300 7.1 300 0.38 300 7.4

m 2

H 1
-2963700 110 109920 0.42 -120550 5.7 -216760 0.91

m 2

H 2
-4438200 140 490790 39 845460 5.1 1153100 9.0

m 1=2 310 32 450 30 680 4.7 800 2.6

tan� 10 0.52 10 1.1 10 1.9 10 0.70

� 
 140 39 5.7 9.0

� E W 1600 160 300 400

� 1785 - 240 - 410 - 430 -

m A 500 - 500 - 500 - 500 -

Param eter D9

value � 


m 0 300 5.6

m 2

H 1
291010 0.38

m 2

H 2
661620 42

m 1=2 550 34

tan� 10 1.4

� 
 42

� E W 210

� 280 -

m A 700 -

Table10:PointsD1-9,shown in Fig.8,arerepresentative ofbino-higgsino dark m atter

(D1,6,9),stau-coannihilation (D2,3,8),thepseudoscalarHiggsfunnel(D4)and itsinter-

action with m ixed bino-higgsino dark m atter (D7),and sneutrino coannihilation (D5).

W e presentbreakdownsofthe dark m atter �ne-tuning with respectto each param eter

oftheNUHM .W egivethevalueofm 2

H 1;2
butthetuningsarecalculated with respectto

m H 1;2
.
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Figure9:Sam pleNUHM (�;m 1=2)planeswith A 0 = 0,m 0 = 100G eV,m A = 500G eV,

sign(�)positiveand tan� varying:(a)tan� = 10,(b)tan� = 20,(c)tan� = 35.W edo

notshow a planefortan� = 50,asthispartoftheparam eterspaceisentirely excluded.

TheRom an crossesin each panelshow wherethe NUHM m eetsthe CM SSM .

Once again it is interesting to go beyond tan� = 10, to understand how the

phenom enology changes with tan�. In Fig.9 we consider (�;m 1=2) planes with

m 0 = 100 GeV,m A = 500 GeV and steadily increasing values oftan�. As we

saw before,increasing tan� decreasesthe ~� m ass,causing thestau LSP regionsto

encroach on theparam eterspace.By tan� = 35 thelightstau rulesoutallvalues

oflow �.Asnoted earlier,atsuch a low value ofm 0,tan� = 50 hasa tachyonic

stau and so isnotshown here.

Thechangein thestau m assisthedom inantfactorthatchangesthedark m atter

phenom enology.W ith thelighterstau,thecontribution to neutralino annihilation

from t-channelstau exchange increases. W e considertwo pointsD10 and D11 in

panel(b).AtpointD10theannihilationisstilldom inatedbycoannihilatione�ects,

butthegrowing contribution from t-channelstau exchangehelpsto lowerthedark

m attertuning.Thedark m atter�ne-tuning ispredom inantly dueto m 0 and tan�

throughtheirin
uenceonthem assofthelighterstau,with asubsidiary�ne-tuning

with respectto m 1=2.In contrast,pointD11 liesin a dark m atterband wherethe
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Param eter D10 D11 D12 D13

value � 
 value � 
 value � 
 value � 


m 0 100 8.8 100 2.6 100 5.0 100 0.69

m 2

H 1
-21261 0.37 -377 0.0 -658190 15 -2200200 320

m 2

H 2
-73998 1.5 -243830 0.91 -772520 0.27 -2597000 280

m 1=2 345 4.7 220 2.1 470 4.1 567 32

tan� 20 8.5 20 3.1 35 0.99 35 11

� 
 8.8 3.1 15 320

� E W 120 120 420 1100

� 500 - 500 - 930 - 1500 -

m A 500 - 500 - 500 - 500 -

Table 11:PropertiesofpointsD10-13,shown in Fig.9 which are representative ofthe

pseudoscalarHiggsfunnel(D13)and thestau-coannihilation/bulk region (D10,11,12)at

increasing tan� within the NUHM .W e present a breakdown ofthe dark m atter �ne-

tuning with respectto each param eteroftheNUHM .W egivethevalueofm 2

H 1;2
butthe

tuningsare calculated with respectto m H 1;2
.

annihilation ofneutralinosisdom inantly through t-channelslepton exchange. As

a resultthe dark m atter�ne-tuning issm all,and due prim arily to m 0 and tan�

through theirin
uenceon theslepton m asses.

As we m ove to largertan�,the coannihilation and bulk regions m eet. In panel

(c) we take point D12 as a representative ofthe m eeting ofthese two regions.

However,by this stage one needs large soft Higgs m ass-squared param eters and

thestau m assissensitiveto these,ratherthan to m 0 and m 1=2.Thereforethereis

large�ne-tuning with respectto m H 1
.Finally,pointD13isrepresentativepointof

the pseudoscalarHiggsfunnelforlargetan�.Asbefore,we �nd the dark m atter

�ne-tuning to be large and predom inantly due to the soft Higgs m asses. This

chim es with the generalbehaviour ofthe pseudoscalar Higgs funnelthroughout

ourstudy.

5 C onclusions

W e sum m arize in Table 12 the ranges ofdark m atter �ne-tunings found in the

di�erentdark m atterregionsappearing in theNUHM ,which m ay becom pared to

thosefound previously in theCM SSM ,asshown in Tables1,2 and sum m arised in

Table 3.Com paring �rstthe bulk regions,which require the sm allestam ountsof

dark m atter�ne-tuning in both theCM SSM and theNUHM ,weseethatCM SSM

pointA2hasalow am ountofdarkm atter�ne-tuningthatisattheend oftherange

found in the NUHM .However,pointA2 hastoo sm alla value ofm h,and hence
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R egion Typical� 


~� bulk region 1-5

~� � ~�0
1
coannihilation 4-80

Bino annihilation via pseudoscalarHiggsFunnel 30-1200+

Bino/higgsino annihilation via pseudoscalarHiggsFunnel 3-10

Bino/higgsino region,m
~�0
1

> m H ;A 30-300

Bino/higgsino region,m
~�0
1

< m H ;A 2-10

~� � ~�0
1
coannihilation 15-200

Table 12: A sum m ary ofthe di�erent dark m atter regions present within the NUHM

and typicalvalues ofthe corresponding dark m atter �ne-tunings. W e also note that

com binationsfrom m any channelsdecrease theoveralltuning.

isnotacceptable,whereasthe NUHM can circum vent thisrestriction. Thus,the

NUHM providesaccessto darkm atterwhich isless�ne-tuned than in theCM SSM .

Turning then to the ~� coannihilation regions,we see that the NUHM o�ers an

option oflower �ne-tuning than that found in the CM SSM at point A5. For

reasonsexplained earlierin thetext,therearevery largevariationsin theam ounts

ofdark m atter�ne-tuning required in thepseudoscalarHiggsfunnelregion ofthe

NUHM ,and theam ountfound attheCM SSM pointA4 lieswithin thisrange.In

addition,the NUHM containsa region in which a bino/higgsino LSP annihilates

via a pseudoscalar Higgs boson that requires dram atically less �ne-tuning than

the pseudoscalarfunnelin the CM SSM .Likewise,NUHM analoguesofthe focus

points A3 and A6 shown in Table 2 require dark m atter �ne-tunings that are

substantially lessthan in theCM SSM .Onenew region appearsin theNUHM that

has no CM SSM analogue,nam ely the ~� � ~�0
1
coannihilation region. At least in

the exam plesstudied,thisrequiresratherm ore dark m atter�ne-tuning than the

~� � ~�0
1
coannihilation region.

Although itwasnotthe prim ary focusofthispaper,we have also calculated the

electroweak �ne-tuning acrossthe NUHM param eterspace,and found itto be of

thesam eorderofm agnitudeasin otherM SSM studies.

Generally speaking,thefactthattheNUHM hasm oreparam eterso�ersm orepos-

sibilitiesto�nd regionswith particularly sm all(orlarge)dark m atter�ne-tunings.

The sm alleram ountsofdark m atter�ne-tuning generally occurin regionswhere

severaldi�erent(co)annihilation processescontributetothe�naldark m atterden-

sity,e.g.,where a bino/higgsino band m eets a stau coannihilation region. Con-

versely,there are instances where a tight correlation is necessary between two a

prioriindependentM SSM param eters,such asthestauandneutralinom assesalong

a coannihilation strip,which is im posed autom atically in the lower-dim ensional

param eterspace oftheCM SSM ,resulting in sm alleram ountofdark m atter�ne-

tuning than m ightotherwisehavebeen expected.
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Therehavebeen severalstudiesoftheim plicationsofprospectiveLHC and/orILC

m easurem entsforthe accuracy with which the astrophysicaldark m atterdensity

could becalculated on thebasisofcolliderm easurem ents[11].These studieshave

em phasized relatively favourable points in the CM SSM coannihilation region at

low m 1=2,where the dark m atter�ne-tuning isrelatively low and the prospective

colliderm easurem entsrelatively accurate.Ouranalysiso�erssom eprognosisasto

which NUHM regionsm ightbefavourableforextensionsoftheseanalyses.Clearly,

thepresenceofNUHM pointswith low dark m atter�ne-tuningand relatively light

sparticles is encouraging a priori. However,we note that in generalthe NUHM

relic density issensitive to the separate and independentvaluesofthe softHiggs

m asses m H 1;2
. Detailed consideration oftheir determ inations using collider data

has not yet been given,as far as we know,and we recallthat the prospects for

m easuring directly the m asses ofthe heavier Higgs bosons atthe LHC and ILC

arelim ited,though the prospectsofthe latterwould beim proved with the 
 � 


option,orby going to higherenergiesasatCLIC.

The extension ofthese colliderdark m atterstudiesto the NUHM isa large task

that lies beyond the scope ofthis paper. However, this exploratory study has

revealed som eoftheprospective opportunitiesand pitfalls.
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