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A bstract

W e study the am ounts of ne-tuning of the param eters of the M SSM w ith
non-universalsoft supersym m etry-breaking contributions to the H iggsm asses
(the NUHM ) that would be required for the relic neutralino density to lie
w ithin the range favoured by W M AP and other astrophysical and cosm o—
logical observations. Such dark m atter ne-tuning is analogous to the com —
monly studied electroweak ne-tuning associated w ith satisfying the elec—
trow eak symm etry breaking conditions, which we also study for com plete-
ness. W e dentify several distinct regions of the NUHM param eter space:

a buk region, a ~ ~8 coannihilation region, a pseudoscalar H iggs funnel

region, a focuspoint bino/higgsino region and a ~ ~§ coannihilation re-
gion. W ithin each region, we analyse speci ¢ representative points for w hich
we provide breakdow ns of the contributions to the dark m atter ne-uning
associated w ith the di erent NUHM param eters. In general, the NUHM of-
fers points w ith both am aller and larger am ounts of dark m atter ne-tuning
than points in the corresponding regions of the CM SSM . Lower am ounts
of dark m atter nestuning typically arise at points where several di erent
(co)annihilation processes contribute, eg., at junctions betw een regionsw ith
di erent dom inant processes. W e comm ent on the prospects for using col-
lider m easurem ents to estim ate the lkely dark m atter density w ithin the
NUHM fram ework.
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1 Introduction

T he prim ary utilitarian m otivation for supersym m etry being accessible to experi-
m ents at the electroweak scale, eg.,at the LHC ,depends on its ability to alleviate
the problem of nesuning of electroweak symm etry breaking present in the Stan-
dard M odel [1,[2]. A supplem entary phenom enological m otivation for weak-scale
supersymm etry is its ability to provide the cold dark m atter required by astro—
physics and cogn ology [3, 1. This is a natural feature of supersym m etric m odels
that conserve R parity,w ith the lightest neutralino ~2 being particularly wellsuited
to provide the preferred am ount of cold dark m atter if it is the lightest supersym —
m etric particle (LSP ) and weighs less than about 1 Tev [3,[H]. W ithin the general
supersym m etric fram ework, onem ay nd m ore plausible regions of the supersym —
m etric param eter space that are less ne-tuned, in the sense that the values of the
m odel param eters chosen at som e high input scale require less delicate ad justm ent
in order to cbtain the correct value of the electrow eak scale [11,[6], asm easured by
M , , or the correct value of the cold dark m atter density -pu h? [7,18,9,10].

Tt ishard tom ake this type of plausibility argum ent at all rigorous: it is notoriously
di cult tom ake probabilistic statem ents about the unique (by de nition) Universe
In which we live, it is largely a m atter of personal choice which derived quantity
one should consider and which input param eters one w ishes to avoid ne-uning,
it isdi cult to argue conclusively for the superiority of onem easure of ne-tuning
over any other, and even less easy to agree on a ‘pain threshold’ in the am ount
of ne-tuning one is prepared to tolerate [@]. Nevertheless, w ithin a given m odel
fram ework with its speci ¢ input param eters, it is legitin ate to consider som e
in portant derived quantity such as cpw h?, and com pare the am ounts of ne-
tuning required in di erent regions of its param eter space, which frequently do not
depend very sensitively on the speci ¢ sensitivity m easure em ployed.

M oreover, even if one does not accept that the less sensitive param eter regions are
m ore plausible, m easuring the dark m atter ne-tuning m ay have other uses. For
exam ple, one hopes (expects) som e day to discover supersymm etry and start to
m easure the values of its param eters. Unavoidably, these w ill have non-negligible
m easuram ent errors, and these uncertainties propagate via the dark m atter ne-
tuning param eters into the calculation,eg.,of cpu h?. Oneofthe key features of
supersym m etry is itsability to provide a calculable am ount of cold dark m atter, and
it is Interesting to know how accurately which of its param etersm ust be m easured
in order to calculate -py h? with an accuracy com parable to that quoted by
astrophysicists and cosn ologists [7,[11]. An accurate calculation of ¢py h? m ight
also reveal som e de ciency of the supersym m etric explanation of the cold dark
m atter, and possbly the need for som e other new physics in addition.

Tt is In portant to note that the param eters we refer to here are the GUT scale



soft supersym m etry-oreaking m asses and couplings, whereas experim ents would
m easure directly physicalm asses and m ixings at m uch lower energies. Ideally, one
would calculate the relic density directly from the low-energy m easurem ents of
M SSM param eters. However it will be di cult, if not im possible, to pin down all
the key param eters using LHC data alone, except by m aking supplam entary as-
sum ptions about the pattem of supersym m etry breaking at the GUT scale,aswe
do here. A ssum Ing a structure of G U T -scale uni cation, onem ay use experin ental
m easuram ents to constrain these fewer high-energy param eters. T he strength of
the constraints w ill depend on the m agnitudes of these param eters and the ex-—
perin ental tools available. Very lkely som e accelerator beyond the LHC will be
needed, but we do not yet know what will be available. The netuning m easures
we calculate here show clearly which of the high-energy param eters are m ost I —
portant for a precise calculation of the relic density, and hence contribute to the
4 ish list’ for such an accelerator.

For these reasons, we m ake no further apologies for considering the ne-tuning
of cpu h? in this paper, which we shall refer to as \dark m atter ne-tuning"
[7,18,9,[10] to distinguish it from the m ore comm only studied \electroweak ne-
tuning" [1,[6], which we also consider for com pleteness. T he issue of dark m atter

ne-tuning has been considered previously In the context of severaldi erent m od—
els including the constrained m inim al supersym m etric extension of the Standard
m odel (CM SSM ) [1], In which the soft supersym m etry-breaking scalarm assesm ¢,
gaugino masses m 1, and trilinear param eters A, are each assum ed to be uni-
versal, a m ore general M SSM  w ith non-universal third fam ily scalars and gaug—
ino masses [8], a string-inspired non-universal m odel [9] and SUSY GUTs with
non-universal gaugino m asses [10]. Here we extend such considerations to m odels
w ith non-universal soft supersym m etry-Jreaking contributions to the H iggsm asses
(NUHM ). W ithin thisNUHM fram ework, the Independent input param eters m ay
be taken as [12,[13,[14]

Auuam = Mo;My,;My,;M5;Ag; tan ; sign( ) ; (1)

and we take as ourm easure of dark m atter ne-tuning the quantity
Max ——— : (2)

O ur ob fctive w illbe threefold : to com pare the am ount ofdark m atter ne-uuning
required within the NUHM to that required within the CM SSM , to dentify the
regions of the NUHM param eter space that require relatively less (orm ore) dark
m atter ne-tuning, and thereby to quantify the accuracy in the determ ination of
theGUT-scale NUHM param eters that would be needed in order to calculate  h?
w ith any desired accuracy.



The regions of the NUHM param eter space where  h? falls within the range
favoured by W M AP and other experim ents has been studied quite extensively, for
exam ple in [14]. It shares several features In comm on with the m ore restrictive
CM SSM fram ew ork proposed In [15]and extensively studied in [16]. For exam ple,
there are regions where ~{ —stau coannhilation is in portant, and others w here ~{
pairs annihilate rapidly via directchannel H ;A poles. H ow ever, other possibilities
also occur. For exam ple, there are regions w here ~f — sneutrino coannihilation is
dom inant. A 1so there are regions w here rapid-annihilation and buk regions, which
arenom ally ssparated by a coannihilation strip, approach each otherand m ay even
merge. Aswe discuss below in m ore detail, the sneutrino coannihilation regions
exhibit relhtively high dark m atter netuning, whereas the fn erger’ regions m ay
require signi cantly less dark m atter ne-tuning.

In thiswork we provide a st calculation of the dark m atter ne-uning for the
regionsofthe NUHM that are favoured by dark m atterm easurem ents. In addition,
we present a rst calculation of the electroweak nestuning w ithin thism odel and
update the param eter scans for the current m easurem ent of the top m ass.

T he rest of the paper is Jaid out as follow s. In Section [ we sum m arise them ethods
used In our num erical studies. Next, in Section [3 we review the fam iliar case of
the CM SSM , which serves as a baseline for Jater com parison. Then, in Section [4
we study dark m atter within the NUHM m odel in which universality between the
soft supersym m etry-Joreaking m asses of the sferm ions (squarks and sleptons) and
H iggs m ultiplets is broken. Finally, in Section [J we present our conclusions.

2 M ethodology

2.1 Codes

In order to study the low-energy phenom enology of the NUHM , we need a tool
O run the mass specum from the GUT scale down to the electroweak scale
using the renom alisation group equations (RG Es)[17]. For this purpose we use
the RGE code SoftSusy [18]. This interfaces with the M SSM package w ithin
micrOMEGAs [19], which we use to calculate the dark m atter relic density cpw h?,
BR({b! s )and a.Wetakem = 1709 G &V throughout.

2.2 Theoretical, Experim ental and C osm ological Bounds

A fter running the m ass gpectrum of any chosen m odel param eter set from the
GUT scale down to the electtoweak scale, we perform a num ber of chedks on the
phenom enological acceptability of the point chosen. A point is ruled out if:



1. Ttdoesnotprovide radative electrow eak sym m etry breaking (REW SB).Such
regions are displayed in light red in the subsequent gures.

2. It violates the bounds on particle m asses provided by the Tevatron and
LEP 2. Such regions are digplayed in light b]ueEl.

3. Tt results in a lightest supersym m etric particle (LSP ) that is not the lightest
neutralino. W e colour these regions Iight green.

In the ram aining param eter space we digolay the 1-and 2—- regions for a and
BR (b ! s ),aswell as pbtting the 2- region for the relic density allowed by
W M AP and other observations.

221 a

P resent m easurem ents of the anom alousm agneticm cm ent of themuon a deviate
from theoretical calculations of the SM contribution bassd on low-energy e e
dataﬁ . Taking the current experin entalworld average and the state-oftheart SM
value from [21]], there is a discrepancy :

@ )exp @)y = a = (295 088) 107; (3)

which am ounts to a 34— deviation from the SM valie. A s already m entioned, we
use micrOMEGAs to calculate the SUSY contrdbution to (g 2) . The dom inant
theoretical errors In this calculation are in the SM contrdbution, so in our analysis
we neglect the theoretical error in the calculation of the SUSY contribution.

222 BR(®! s )

The variation of BR (b ! s ) from the value predicted by the Standard M odel
is highly sensitive to SUSY contributions arising from charged H iggs-top loops
and chargino-stop loops. To date no deviation from the Standard M odel has been
detected. W e take the current world average from [22], based on the BELLE [23],
CLEO [24]and BaBar [25]m easuram ents:

BR({®! s )= (355 026) 10*: (4)

T he current LEP 2 bound on the Iightest M SSM H iggs stands at 114:4 G &V . H ow ever, there
isa theoreticaluncertainty of som e 3G €V in the determ ination of them ass of the light H iggs [20].
R ather than placing a hard cut on the param eter space for the H ggsm ass, instead we plot a line
atmy = 111 GeV and colour the region n whichmy < 111 G &V in very light grey-blue.

°T here is a Jong—running debate w hether the calculation of the hadronic vacuum polarisation
n the Standard M odel should be done with €' e data, orwith decay data. The weight of
evidence indicates the €' e estin ate ism ore reliable so we use the €' e value in our work.



Again, we use micrOMEGAs to calculate both the SM valie ocfBR (b! s ) and
the SUSY contributions. It is hard to estin ate the theoretical uncertainty in the
calculation of the SU SY contributions, but note that there is an uncertainty of 10%

n theNLO SM prediction of BR (b! s )P80. Aswith a,wepbtthel- and
2— experin ental ranges, and do not include a theoretical error in the calculation.

2.2.3 cpu h?

Evidence from the cosm ic m icrow ave background, the rotation curves of galaxies
and other astrophysical data point to a large am ount of cold non-baryonic dark
m atter in the universe. T he present m easurem ents 28] indicate the ollow Ing value
for the current cold dark m atter density :

con h?= 0:106 0:008: (5)

W e calculate the relic dark m atter density w ith micrOMEGAs using the fast ap—
proxin ation. G iven a low -energy m ass spectrum , micrOMEGAS gives an estin ated
precision of 1% in the theoretical prediction of the relic density. T his is negligible
com pared to the present observational error, so the 2— band plotted takes into
acoount only the experin ental eﬂorH .

In the follow Ing Sections, we calculate the dark-m atter ne-tuning for any point
that llesw ithin the 2 allowed region, and indicate the am ount using colour coding.
W e also display electroweak ne-tuning contours over the di erent regions.

W e recall that micrOMEGAs calculates the SM contribution to BR (b! s ) to NLO . A rst
estim ate of the SM prediction of BR (b! s ) to NNLO was presented in [27]. This showed a
decrease of around 0:4 10 * in the centralvalue of the SM prediction. T he in plem entation of
the NNLO contributions in the calculation is non-trivial and its in plem entation in micrOMEGAS
is currently underway. A s a result we do not Include this decrease in the results we present,
but Instead note that positive SUSY contrbutionsto BR (b! s ) look lkely to be favoured in
future. Thiswould favour a negative sign of and thus cause tension with (g 2) .

“W e em phasize that the quoted 1% accuracy is ©r a given low-energy spectrum , which is
obtained using softsusy. However, there are di erences in the details of the m ass spectrum
betw een codes [29], for given high-energy inputs, and di erent dark m atter regions have di erent
levels of sensitivity to these vardations: see [30]fora detailed study. T he result of the discrepancies
between codes is to m ove the dark m atter regions slightly In the GUT scale param eter space.
A swe are Interested iIn broad features of these regions, rather than their precise locations, these
uncertainties are not in portant for our purposes.



3 TheConstrained M Inim alSupersym m etric Stan—
dard M odel

W e rstreview the fam iliar C onstrained M inin alSupersym m etric Standard M odel
(CM SsM ) [15,[16]. which serves asa standard to which we com pare the param eter
space of the NUHM .

The CM SSM has a much sin pler spectrum of soft m asses than the full M SSM .
F irst, all of the soft squark and slepton (m ass)? m atrices are chosen to be diagonal
and universal at the GUT scale w ith the diagonal entries equal to m é . Secondly
both the soft H iggs (m ass)? are also set equaltom ;. Additionally, all the gaugino
masses are assum ed to be uni ed with a valuem 1, at the GUT scale. Finally,
we take the trilinear coupling m atrices to have only one non—zero entry (the third—
fam ily dom Inance approxin ation) and assum e that all these entrdes are equal to a
comm on value A . Requiring that electrow eak sym m etry be broken radiatively to
give the observed electroweak boson m asses, we trade the soft param eters  and
B fortan ,the ratio of the H iggs vevs, and the sign of . Thisresults n a m odel
w ith four free param eters and a sign:

Acmssu 2 Mo;Mmip; Ag; tan ; sign( ) (6)

A Ithough ourm ain focus is thedark-m atter ne-tuning,we also report the required
am ounts of electroweak ne-tuning for speci ¢ cases of interest.

In Fig.Qwe show the (m;m,_,) planeoftheCM SSM forA, = 0; tan = 10 and
sign( ) positive. At low m o the param eter space is ruled out becausem . < m Y
resulting in a stau LSP (light green). Regions at low m -, are ruled out by LEP 2
bounds on the m asses of the charginos and sleptons (Iight blue). A larger range
ofm o is ruled out by the absence of a light H iggs boson, and we shade the region
with my < 111 GeV (light grey with a black boundary). Finally, the m odel ts
the current a measurement for ow my and m;-,. Thel and 2 bounds are
shown as a short and long-dashed green lines respectively. At largerm , and m -,
the SUSY contribution becom es an all as the sparticles that contribbute in loops
becom e heavy. Therefore a & 0 favours relatively light soft m asses.

In the rem ainder of the param eter space we nd the regions that tthe W M AP
strip at 2 ,and for each such point we calculate the nedtuning of the dark m atter
density. Each point is then plotted w ith a colour that corresponds to the value of
the tuning via the log—scale on the right hand side.

T here are two distinct regions that ttheW M AP m easuram ent of the relic density.
The rstregion liesatm -, 200 G eV ,my 70 G &V and contains the point A 1l.
This is the bulk region, which is ad pcent to the light blue region that is ruled
out by the LEP 2 slepton m ass constraint. T he Iightness of the sleptons enhances
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Figure 1: The (m,_,;m o) plane of the CM SSM with Ap = 0; tan = 10 and sign( )
+ ve.

neutralino annihilation via tchannel slepton exchange to the extent that it allow s
bino dark matter to t the W M AP relic density m easurem ent. This process is
relatively Insensitive to the precise m asses of the neutralino and the skeptons. T his
isre ected In the fact that m uch of the bulk region is plotted in yellow , signifying

< 1. From the breakdown of the tunings of point A1 In Tabl[ it is clear
that the tuning ism ainly in the param etersm 1, and m . T he sensitivity tom ¢ is
to be expected, as tchannel slepton exchange is clearly dependent on the m ass of
the exchanged particle. This also explains the sensitivity to m -, since, although
the m asses of the sleptons are determ ined by m o at the GUT scale, the running
to Jow energies is dom inated by m 1, . Thus, In this region the m asses of the light
sleptons are sensitive to both m ¢y and m ;_,. The relic density is also dependent
upon the mass of the LSP, In this case (mainly) a bino with a m ass determ ined
prim arily by m 1_, . It is therefore apparent why the sensitivity of the bulk regions
Jlesprim arily w ith m g and m ;_, . T he fact that no precise cancellations or balancing



Param eter Al A2
value value
m g 60 062 | 100 5.7
mi_p 200 099 | 500 58
tan 10 0131 10 15
099 58
EW 37 190

Table 1: A summ ary of the properties of points A1 and A2, shown in Fig.[I, chosen
as representatives of the bulk region (A1) and staucoannihilation region (A2). W e also
present a breakdown of the dark-m atter and electroweak ne-tunings w ith respect to
each param eter of the CM SSM , except for Ay, which we x: A= 0 here and elsew here
in this paper.

of param eters is required explains why the tuning is low . H owever, the buk region
lies inside a light grey region signifying a Higgs with a mass less than 111 G&V.
T herefore we do not consider this region further here.

The second region that ts the observed relic density is the band that contains
point A 2. Thisband lies alongside the area that is ruled out by a stau LSP (light
green). A long the edge of the light green region, the m ass of the stau is close to
that of the Iightest neutralino, resulting in com parable num ber densities of both
particles around the tim e of freezeout. Thus m any m ore annihilation channels
m ust be considered, such as the anniilations of ~ ~ and ~ {~n addition to
~9 9 This suppresses the num ber density of SUSY particles and thus reduces the
resultant dark m atter relic density. The e ect of coannihilation depends strongly
upon the num ber density of NLSPs at freezeout. This is in tum very sensitive
to them ass di erence between the NLSP and the LSP.Thus, ffmay at rst sight
seam  surprising that the ~ coannihilation band is plotted here In green and red,
corresponding to relatively low dark m atter ne-uning =3 11. The reason,
as discussed in [§], is that in this region the RG E running results in the m ass of
the right handed ~ and the m ass of the lightest neutralino both being dom inanthy
dependent on m 1, , w ith the stau having a sm aller secondary dependence on m .
As a result, their m asses vary together as the soft m asses are varied, and m
is ram arkably insensitive tom g orm -, . This m itigates the nom al sensitivity of
the coannihilation region. W e take the point A 2 as a representative point in this
band and provide a breakdown of the individual tunings in Table[ll. T he tuning is
equally dependent upon m ( and m 1, , as expected.

A s well as the dark-m atter ne-tuuning, for reference we also calculate the ne-
tuning required to t the electroweak boson m asses. T his calculation is perform ed
across the param eter space using the sam e m easure as we use for the dark m atter

ne-tuning. W e plot the tuning using blue dot-dashed contours in F ig.[l, and label



each contour w ith their respective values of *" = max( " ). W e also list the
valuieof *" in the last row of Tabl[ll for both pointswe consider. TheW boson
m ass is In general the result of a carefiil balancing act between the soft m asses:
the larger the soft m asses, the m ore precisely they must cancel to give the W
boson m ass. T herefore it is unsurprising that the am ount of ne-tuning required
to obtain the correct electroweak symm etry breaking increases am oothly w ith the
ncreasing soft m asses. T he electroweak and dark m atter ne-unings are largely
Independent.
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Figure 2: The (m ¢; m ;_,) plane of the CM SSM param eter space forAy= 0,tan = 50
and sign( ) + ve.

O ther regions in which the CM SSM  ts the observed relic density are seen when
we consider larger values of tan . In Fig.[d we consder a wider range in the
(mo;m_,) plane and take tan = 50.

Low m o isonce again ruled out because the stau is the LSP (light green). Equally
low m_, and m ¢ are ruled out by searches for the lightest H iggs (light grey w ith



Param eter A3 A4 A5 AG
value value value value
m g 2030 | 27 | 540 50 | 277 19 | 1400 | 13
m i, 500 18 600 8.0 | 350 12 | 250 22
tan 50 20 | 50 76 | 50 48 | 50 8.2
27 76 48 22
EW 150 230 92 48

Table 2: Here we summ arize properties of the points A3-6, shown in Fiy.[d, which

represent the higgsino/bino region (A 3,6), the pseudoscalar H iggs funnel (A 4) and the

stau-coannihilation region at large tan (A 5). W e also present a breakdown of the

dark m atter nesuning with respect to each param eter, and also list the electrow eak
ne-tuning.

a black boundary) or LEP 2 bounds on the chargio and light sleptons (solid light
blue). Finally argem o and low m ;_, are ruled out as they do not give REW SB
(light red). W e plot the di erent regions that t the relic density using the sam e
colour coding for dark-m atter ne-tuning aswas used In F ig.[d.

W enow distinguish four regions In which theCM SSM can account for the observed
relic density ofdark m atter. T he least interesting of these regions is the buk region,
which once again appearsat low m g and low m ;_, ,but requires a H iggs lighter than
current search lim its allow . M oving on from the inaccessible buk region, we again

nd the coannihilation strip along the side of the region ruled out because the
stau is the LSP. In com parison to Figldl, it is thin and broken. T his is a sam pling
artefact, arising because we have extended the range of the m y scan, and the
resolution is not ne enough to resolve the full strip. In contrast to F ig[l, here
the strip is plotted In purple, designating a dark m atter ne-tuning in the range

= 30 100.

Consider now the representative point A5 and the corresponding nesuning. At
large tan ,themassofthe v runsdown m ore than for low tan ,and therefore a
larger soft m ass is necessary to avoid a ~ LSP.For low tan the ~ coannihilation
region occurred when m g m_,, whereas herem ; and m ;—, are m uch closer in
m agnitude. T his reduces the dom inance of m 1, In the running and restores the
need for a precise balance ofm g and m -, to keep the ~ %massdi erence an all.
However, it isthe In uence oftan over the running thatdom inates the sensitirity.

T he second region of interest show s up as two diagonal bands starting beside the
Iight green region ruled out because the stau is the LSP. These lines lie to either
side of the line along which 2m L= Mg, and neutralino annihilation proceeds via
the resonant production of a pseudoscalar H iggs boson. This region is known as
the pseudoscalar H iggs funnelregion. TheW M AP lines lie along either side of this
resonance, w here there is jist enough of an enhancem ent in the annihilation cross

10



section to allow a bino L'SP to account for the observed relic density. A s a result,

the dark m atter netuning price of such a region is large. This is re ected In

the purple and blue shading of the funnel region, corresponding to a dark m atter
ne-uning in the range = 30 300.

W e consider the representative point A4 and break down the netuning. The
m ass of the pseudoscalar H iggs is dependent upon the details of the running of
the soft H iggs m ass—squared tem s, which also determ ine the H iggs vevs and thus
tan . Aswe require REW SB and set tan at the start, we can run this chain
of logic back the otherway. A xed value of tan requires a speci ¢ value of the
soft H iggs m asssquared tem s at the low -energy scale. Thus the value of tan
has a signi cant In pact on the pseudoscalar H iggs boson m ass. T his explains the
dom inant sensitivity of the pseudoscalar H iggs funnel region to tan . This is to
be contrasted w ith the NUHM , which will allow access to the pseudoscalar H iggs
funnel region w ithout large tan , so that naively onem ight expect a m ore natural
funnel region.

The nalW M AP strip liesat largem ¢ In all panels. T he comer of the param eter
space at largem o and Jow m ;_, (shown in Iightred) isruled outas 2 < 0, signifying
a failure of REW SB . A long the perin eter of this region 0,and decreases
steadily as one approaches the boundary. As decreases, the higgsino com ponent
of the LSP increases. H iggsino dark m atter annihilates very e ciently resulting
n cpw h? nMEPh?, whereas bino dark m atter generally gives ¢py h?
nMAEFPh?. Along the WM AP strip, the higgsino com ponent of the ~) is large
enough that the annihilation cross section is enhanced su ciently for the relic
density to ttheW M AP data. This region is known as the focuspoint region. It
is sensitive to the com position of the Iightest neutralino, and so depends upon the
di erence between and M ; at the electrtoweak scale. T he region is plotted in red
and purple, w ith a couple of green regions at low m ;-, . T his corresponds to a dark
m atter ne-tuning of 10 at low mi_,, rising to a dark m atter ne-tuning of
60 at largemg and m ;_,. The kink atm ,_, 450 G €V , where the tuning
drops (signi ed by a change from purple to red) corresponds to the top quark m ass
threshold w here processes of the form ~J~9 |t becom e kinem atically allowed.

W e take points A 3 and A 6 as representative points in this region and break the
dark m atter neuuning down into its ndividual elem ents. At point A 3 the LSP
is predom nantly bino w ith a am all, but signi cant, higgsino com ponent. T he hig—
gsino com ponent is determ ined by the relative sizeof (EW )toM (EW ). Aswe
st (EW )by requiring REW SB, (EW ) isdetem ined by the running of the soft
Higgsmasses. Thus (EW ) issensitive to the soft H iggsm ass-squared tem sat the
GUT scale (set tom 2 in the CM SSM ). Tt is also sensitive to strongly-interacting
Sparticle m asses through the RGEs. This once again brings In a sensitivity to
m o, but also to M ; through its strong in uence on the stop quark m ass. T here-
fore (EW ) is sensitive to both m; and m ;,. To achieve the correct balance of
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bino and higgsino com ponents one needs to balance (EW )and M 1 (EW ). These
both depend strongly upon m 1, ,with also degpendent upon m . T his comm on
dependence on m 1, reduces the dark m atter nesuning below what one would
expect.

At point A6 we consider the kink at the bottom of the higgsino/bino line, where
the higgsino and bino com ponents are alm ost equal. This would nom ally re-
sult In extrem ely e cient annihilation of neutralinos in the early universe and
give c¢pu h? ¢py T h*. However at this point the neutralino mass ism o =
796 G &V, disallow ing the annihilation of neutralinos to H iggs, Z bosons and tt.
It isalso on the W boson threshold, suppressing annihilation to W s. W ith these
annihilation channels ruled out, the nom ally e cient annihilation ofan LSP with
a substantial higgsino fraction is suppressed su ciently to ttheW M AP relicden—
sity. A swith point A 3, the determ Ining factors for the annihilation cross section
are the relative sizesof (EW )and M 1 (EW ), resulting in a sin ilar pattermn and
m agnitude of dark m atter ne-tuning m easures.

Once again we also calculate the electtoweak netuning across the plane and
plot the corresponding contours of *" . As in the case of Fi.[Il, the degree of
electrow eak tuning increases steadily with increasing m -, . This is because the
dom nant soft term isM 5, thegluinom ass. A sm -, Increases, the gluino m ass and
squark m asses Increase, requiring m ore precise cancellations to reproduce the W
m ass, and thus greater electroweak ne-uning.

R egion Tuning R ange
P seudoscalar H iggs Funnel 60-1200+

~ 2 coannihilation (largem o; m -, ortan ) 30-60

~ % coannihilation (low my; m 1, and tan ) 3-10
bino/higgsino region 10-60

Table 3: Here we summ arize the DM annihilation channels present w ithin the CM SSM
and their associated tunings. This provides a reference to which we w ill com pare the
regions accessible w ithin the NUHM .

Now that we have considered the di erent dark m atter regions present within
the CM SSM , we summ arize the typical tunings in each case. W e distinguish In
Table |3 the principal dark m atter regions present w ithin the CM SSM  and the
corresponding am ounts ofdark m atter ne-tuning. W ith thisasour starting point,
we now consider the case of the NUHM m odel In which the universality between
the soft H iggsm asses and the soft sferm ion m asses is broken.
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4 TheNUHM

W enow consider theM SSM w ith non-universalH iggs softm asses (NUHM ) [12,[13,
[14]. A frer breaking the universality between the soft H iggs and sferm ion m asses of
the CM SSM we have the follow Ing independent inputs:

Auuam = Mo;My,;My,;Mi; Ag; tan ; sign( ) ; (7)

wheremy, and my, characterize the independent soft H iggs m asses. These are
sub Ect to constraints arising from vacuum stability and cosm ological considera—
tions, and m ay be negative. As long asmﬁl;2 + 2> 0attheGUT scalk, there
is no dangerous high-scale vacuum state, but specifying the precise boundaries of
the NUHM param eter space lies beyond the scope of this work.

Aswith the CM SSM , the NUHM contains a nite number of distinct regions in
which it can provide the obsarved dark m atter relic density, w hich were catalogued
in [14]. Here we follow the approach of this previous work and reproduce the
sam e regions of the param eter space. T he plots we present here show the updated
param eter space for the current world average for the topmass, m= 1709 G&v,
and inchide the current dark m atter and a constraints. However, the prin ary
goal of this work is rather to analyse the ne-tuning of the dark-m atter regions
of the NUHM . To this end we calculate and plt the dark-m atter nestuning in
the allowed param eter space, and also m ake som e comm ents on the am ount of
electroweak ne-tuning.

AstheNUHM containstheCM SSM asa lin iting case, all the dark-m atter regions
present in the CM SSM  are present in the NUHM . In addition, there are four new
regions that are not present in the CM SSM :

A pseudoscalar H ggs funnel at low tan

A buk region where ¢ anntilation is dom fnantly m ediated via t-channel ~
exchange w hich does not violate H iggs m ass bounds.

A ~ 9~coannihilation region.

A m ixed bino/higgsino region at low my.

W e shall be particularly interested in understanding how nely tuned the NUHM
param eters m ust be in each of these new regions.
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4.1 Com parison with the CM SSM

The NUHM contains all the points in the CM SSM param eter space. T herefore,
we start by studying the tuning of the dark m atter points A 16, presented in
Tables[l[2, w ith respect to the param eters of the NUHM .

Param eter Al A2 A3 A4
value value value value
m o 60 0.62 100 5.7 2030 | 200 540 8.1
My, 60 0.017 | 100 026 | 2030 | 14 540 28
My, 60 0.014 | 100 026 | 2030 | 230 540 30
m i 200 0.99 500 58 500 18 600 8.0
tan 10 013 10 15 50 20 50 76
0.99 58 230 76
EW 37 190 1300 230
Param eter A5 A6
value value
mg 277 23 | 1400 | 230
My, 277 15 | 1400 | 10
My, 277 25 | 1400 | 73
m i 350 12 | 250 22
tan 50 48 | 50 82
48 230
EW 92 600

Table 4: A reanalysis of the representative points A 1-6 from F igs.[dl[, calculating their
tunings w ith respect the NUHM rather than the CM SSM .

W e show thedark m atter nestuning of these pointsw ith respect to the param eters
ayysu in Tablke[. Point A1 represents the buk region of the CM SSM , which is
haccessible because the H iggs is light. The prim ary annihilation channel is &
channel slkepton exchange, and the sensitivity In the CM SSM is prin arily due to
m, and m 1, as they detem ine the neutralino and slepton m asses. This is also
true In the NUHM , and the sensitivities to the H iggs soft m asses are negligible.

Point A 2 represents the lowtan coannihilation region of the CM SSM , in which
the prin ary sensitivities were to m ;_, and m o, as these determ ine the stau m ass
and the neutralinom ass. O nce again, this picture changes very little in the NUHM ,
w ith the sensitivity to the soft H ggsm asses being negligible.

Points A3-6 have large tan . W e recall that A 3 and A 6 lie In the higgsiho-bino
focuspoint region. In the CM SSM the prim ary sensitivities were tom ¢ and m 15,
asmg (and to a lesser extent M 3) determm ine the size of , and m ;_, determm ines
M (EW ). Therefore these two param eters determ ine the m ass and com position
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of the Ilightest neutralino, and the total CM SSM dark m atter ne-tuning of the
point n the CM SSM was = 27. In the NUHM we have a very di erent
picture. Here the total dark m atter netuning is = 230, and the prim ary
sensitivities are tom g and m z, . T his can be explained by the process of radiative
electroweak symm etry breaking. For electroweak symm etry breaking to occur,
the Higgs (m ass)’ must 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
of the higgsino com ponent of the lightest neutralino. Therefore to understand
the sensitivity of a higgsinotino dark m atter region, we m ust look for the term s
that contribute to the running of the H iggs m asssquared. First there is the soft
Higgsmass at the GUT scale, and then there are the running e ects, prim arily
the contribution from the stop m ass. In the CM SSM , these two term s are coupled,
reducing the dependence on either one individually. T herefore even though the
scalar m asses are large, the sensitivity of tom g ramains anall. ITn the NUHM

there is no connection between the soft sferm ion m asses and the soft H ggsm asses,
therefore the sensitivity retums. T herefore one should not expect natural bino-
higgsino dark m atter at hrgem ¢ In the NUHM . The signi cant Increase in the
electroweak ne-tuning for these points is due to exactly the sam e physics.

PointsA 4 and A 5 represent the pseudoscalar H iggs fiinneland the stau-coannihilation
band. At thisvalue of tan , the prim ary sensitivity is to tan , a feature not al-
tered by breaking the universality am ongst the scalars.

4.2 Detour: RGE behaviour w ith negative m asses-squared

To understand the dependence of the dark m atter phenom enology on the NUHM
GUT scale param eters we need to understand how the soft H ggsm asses a ect the
RGEs, and through them the low-energy param eters. Four low -energy param eters
In particular are useful to consider when we tak about dark matter: ,m, , and
~, & . The higgsino com ponent of the LSP is determ lned by , m, detem nes
the position of the pseudoscalar H iggs funnel, and the lightest stau (a m ixture of
~, & ) m ediates the prevalent t-channel slkepton exchange anniilation diagram s and
determ Ines the e ciency of ~ coannihilation channels.
After EW symm etry breaking we can write as:

o_mi, miwt 1, ®

- tan? 1 2 27

Clarly dependson the soft H ggsm asssquared tem sand tan ,aswellas other
soft param eters through the RG Es. It is also usefiil to consider the Iim it of large
tan where we can approxin ate [§) as:

= omi,+ ——; 9)



assuming n; j mZ. Therefore for large tan , to achieve REW SB and have
*> 0 we require either negativem ;; , or very large positivem ; _ .

T he pseudoscalar H iggsm ass is detem ined after EW SB by the relation:

mi;=mg +m;i +2°%: (10)
CJearh/mi is strongly dependent upon the soft H iggs m asssquared temm s, tan
through itse ect on , and other soft term s through their In uence on the H iggs

RGEs.

W e now consider the explicit form of the soft H iggs m asssquared RG E s:

dm?z . ) 1 2 2 L2, 2 2 2 2

le @ 3<§M2 §M1+h(mm+mm+mH1+A)
+3hfmy +mi +mg +AD) 25 ; (11)

d(mfl ) 1 2 2 2 2 2 2

TZ - 53 3gM ? <jM1+3ht(th+m +m; + A7)+ 2S f12)

97 2 2 2 2 2 2 2
S — my, my +2 mg oomp 2m;, tmo o+ mg
2 2 2 2 2
+ m m 2ms +ms +m : 13
Q31 L3 & B "R (13)

The only param eters in these RGEs that we are not free to set at the GUT scale
are the Yukawa couplings h;. T hese are set by the requiram ent that the H iggs vevs
should give the correct SM particle m asses:

1 1
m ;= ?—Eh Pimee = ?—Eht\fz: (14)

Therefore tan in uences the RG Es indirectly through its determ ination of the
size of the Yukawa couplings. T he Yukawa couplings m ultiply the contribution to
the RG Es from the soft squark and slepton m ass-squared term s and the soft H iggs
term s. T herefore varying the Yukawa couplings has a large in pact on the running.
Aswe Increase tan , we Increase v, with respect to vy, and so we m ust decrease
h: and lncrease h 4. T herefore we reduce the Yukawa contribution to the running
ofmj ,while increasing the contrdbution to the running ofm j | .

Now consider the RG E s for the right and left handed stau m asses:

d(mlzj ) 1 2 2 2 2 2 2 2
— = 3gM 7 gM{+h® mI +mi +mp +A 25(15)
dm? ) 1

ds - o 4M 7+ 2h? mI 4+ mi +mp + A% +4S (16)
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In both casesm ﬁ ., provides a substantial contribution to the running, with a co-
e cient of h . Aswe have seen, increasing tan Increases h and thus increases
the In pact of the H iggs m asses on the running of the staus. T herefore we expect
any e ects of non-universal soft H iggsm asses on the stau running to be am pli ed
for hrge tan . In the CM SSM ,mfll will rem ain positive from the GUT scale
to the EW scale. Indesd, it is harder to achieve REW SB jfmf11 runs negative.
T herefore generally this term provides a positive contribution to both the left and
right handed stau RG E and acts to suppress the stau m asses.

In the CM SSM this poses a problem . Aswe increase tan we m ust increase the
soft stau m ass to avoid it becom ing the LSP.H owever aswe increasem o we are also
increasing m 7 rand thus increase the e ect on the running. This can be avoided
In the NUHM .W e can setmfll an all and so avoid a very Iight ~ .

However, there is another m ore subtle e ect. The interaction of the neutralinos
with the stau also depends upon the com position of the lightest stau which is
detem ined by them ixing between ~ z . Thism Ixing is ncreased if the two states
are close nmass. In the CM SSM S isnegligble and so dm ? )=dt  d(m §3L )=dt,
resulting in the right handed stau always being considerably lighter than the left-
handed stau. In the NUHM we can avoid this by having a large negative S. This
acts to suppress the left handed stau m ass while Increasing the right handed stau
mass. As we Increase the com ponent of the left-handed stau, we increase the

annihilation rate of neutralinos via tchannel stau exchange.

43 Sample (mg;mq—) planes in the NUHM

Having analysed the CM SSM points from the perspective of the NUHM , we now

tum to a sam pling of the ulINUHM param eter space. In Fig[3,weshow (m 1-,;m o)

plnes fortan = 10,A, = 0 and sign( ) positive. W e set the electroweak scale

param eters  and m , to di erent discrete values in each panel as explained in the
gure caption.

Aswe saw In the previous section, and m, are not high-scale inputs into the
theory, rather they are the low -energy num bers derived from a given set of the true
Input param eters. However, displaying results as functions of these param eters
can be m ore inform ative. A s both have a strong dependence on m ﬁ L, rWecan t
a particular value of , m, with the correct choice ofmfll;2 at the GUT scale.
T herefore we use a code that varies m fl ,, across the param eter space to t the
designated low-energy valuesof andm, . A1l netuningsare calculated In tem s

of the nputs of the NUHM as listed in ().
By starting with (m,;m -, ) planes, we m ake contact w ith the param eter space of
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Figure3: The mg;m ;_,) planeof the NUHM param eter spacew ith Ag= 0,tan = 10
and sign( ) +ve. The values of and mp vary between the panels: (a) = 400 Ge&V,
may=400Gev, () =400GeV,mp = 700GevV,(c) = 700GeV,mp = 400G&v, (d)

= 700G eV ,mpa = 700G eV .This gurecan be com pared directly to Fig.2 in [14]. The
Rom an cross in panel (b) indicates the single point where the param eter space m akes
contact w ith the CM SSM .

theCM SSM asdisplayed in Fjgs.lil,lzﬁ. A sbefore, low m ; isruled outby a ~ LSP
(light green),and Iow m 1, results n a Higgswithm, < 111 G&V (Iight grey w ith
black boundary). A sbefore, a favours light skeptons, and thus low m g and m ;_,.

T he dark m atter phenom enology show s som e sin ilarities to and som e m arked dif-
ferences from theCM SSM .F irst,we see a fam iliar ~ coannihilation region alongside
theregion with a ~ LSP.A sinh theCM SSM , this region is plotted in red and green,
designating a tuning of = 3 30. Theonly new feature of the coannihilation
region here is that e ects of the nonuniversal H iggs soft m asses alter the running
of the stau m ass, which allows access to regions with my = 0. W e can access
mo = 0 with snallnegative m ;  and larger negative m ;. The combination of a
sm all Yukawa contribution (due to low tan along with snall fn? . J) along w ith

5> W e note in panel (b) of Fig.[d the appearance of a CM SSM point, the only point in any of
these planes w here full G U T —scale universality is recovered.
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Param eter B1 B2 B3 B4
value value value value
m g 500 32 | 500 8.6 | 500 46 | 500 12
m ﬁ ) 80249 | 16 | 126930 | 12 | 248480 | 061 | 90625 23
m fl , 461380 | 62 | 675760 | 25 | 1202900 | 24 1194100 | 60
mi_, 435 39 | 540 19 | 750 18 750 38
tan 10 5 10 32| 10 11 | 10 29
62 25 24 60
EW 150 220 390 390
400 - 400 - 400 - 400 -
ma 400 - 400 - 400 - 700 -
Param eter B5 B6 B7
value value value
m o 500 40 | 100 63 |0 0
m ﬁ ) 416350 | 110 | 400510 | 12 —79656 | 2.2
mg 24320 | 41 | 332200 | 10 | 266010 | 7.4
mi_, 442 52 | 400 35 | 445 43
tan 10 58 | 10 055 10 19
110 12 74
EW 250 250 250
700 - 700 - 700 -
ma 400 - 400 - 700 -

Table 5: Analysis of the points B1-7, shown In Fi.[d, which are representative of
the pseudoscalar H iggs funnel (B1,2,4,5), m ixed bino-higgsino dark m atter (B3) and ~
coannihilation regions (B6,7). W e present a breakdown of the dark m atter ne-tuning
w ith respect to each param eterofthe NUHM .W e give the value ofm 51 L ,but the tunings
are calculated w ith respect tomy ., -

negative S results In the stau m ass that increases aswe run down from the GUT
scale, allow iIng an acceptable stau masseven withm o = 0.

The points B6 and B7 are representative of the ~ coannihilation region, and the
breakdow ns of their tunings are also shown in Tabl[d. The dependences on m g

and m ;_, are sin ilar to what was observed in the CM SSM . H ow ever, the dom inant
sensitivities are now tomy,, . For both these points the soft H Iggs m ass-squared

term s are lJarge and negative at the GUT scale. A swe have seen, these soft param —
eters have a signi cant e ect on the stau RG E . T herefore the coannihilation strip

exhibits tuning w ith respect to these param eters. T he total sensitivity rem ains low

suggesting that, even though the soft H iggsm asses play a role in the running, the
dom inant contrdbution to the stau m ass is still from M ;.

M ore distinctive deviations from the fam iliar CM SSM phenom enology arise In the
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form s of the strong vertical dark m atter regions at particular values of m 1_,. In
panel (a) three vertical strips are present. To understand these lines we need to
consider them ass and com position of the Iightest neutralino. T he bino com ponent
of the Iightest neutralino isdeterm ned by M { (EW ) 04m,_», (GUT ), whereas the
w ino com ponent isdeterm ned by M , (EW ) 08m;»(GUT).Hence, M, (EW )>

M1 (EW ) throughout the NUHM param eter space, and we never have a large w ino
com ponent in the LSP .0 fm ore Im portance is the higgsino com ponent, determ ined

by (EW ).When (EW ) M;(EW ), therewillbea sizeable higgsino com ponent
In the LSP.In panel (a) we have sest = 400G €V andm = 400 G &V . T herefore,
when m -, 1000 GeVv, M (EW ) and the lightest neutralino will be a
bino/higgsino m ixture. However, form ;_, 1000 G &V the Iightest neutralino is
mahnly a higgsino, with a massm - 400 G &V , whereas form_, 1000 G&v

the ~{ is predom inantly a bino and has a m ass determ ined by M ; (EW ).

W ith this in m ind, we can understand the vertical lines in panel (a) at particular
valiesofm ;5. Atm -, = 500 G &V, the lightest neutralino is a bino with a m ass
m .o 200 G eV . A s the pseudoscalar Higgsm ass ism, = 400 G &V throughout,
this results in resonant neutralino annihilation through the pseudoscalar H iggs.
A s a result, the relic density is below the W M AP value across the region 450 <
mi_, < 530. On the edges of the resonance the relic density m ay 21l within the
narrow range favoured by astrophysics. T he lines arem ostly plotted In purple and
blue, corresponding to a large degree of dark m atter ne-tuning = 30 300.
H ow ever, it is interesting that the edge of the resonance at largerm 1, is plotted in
red. This isthe rst instance of an acceptable pssudoscalar H iggs resonance region
w ith relatively low dark-m atter nestuning, thanks to the larger higgsino fraction
In the LSP at largerm ;_, . Both the LSP m ass and them ass ofm , are sensitive
to ,s0 themassofthe LSP and m, are coupled. T hism itigates the dark m atter
tuning of the pseudoscalar H iggs funnel to an extent.

Points B1 and B2 lie on either side of the pseudoscalar H iggs funnel, where it is
Interesting to break the dark m atter ne-tuning m easure down into its com ponent
parts. Unsurprisingly, thedark m atter ne-uning isdue to a balancing act betw een
the m ass of the pseudoscalar H iggs, as shown by the Jarge sensitivity tom g, , and
the neutralino m ass, as shown by the sensitivity tom ;.

T he other vertical strip is a w de region around m |-, 750 G eV , where the pre—
dom nantly bino LSP acquires a su cient higgsino adm ixture to suppress the relic
density to the observed valie. Thisw ide band is plotted In red and purple, repre-
senting a tuning of 10 30, sim ilar to that of the low -my end of the bino/higgsino
region within the CM SSM . There is also a thin line of green at the base of this
band where it m eets the coannihilation strip. T his show s that the interaction of a
stau coannihilation region w ith a bino/higgsino LSP reduces the overall tuning of
either region alone.
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Point B 3 is representative of this region. T he prim ary dark m atter nesunings are
clearly with respect tom z, and m ;_,. In this case, the dark m atter ne-tuning is
related to the balance between the roles of these term s in determ Ining and M ; at
the electroweak scale. This is the rst instance of a m ixed bino-higgsino region at
low m g thatwe nd in the NUHM . It is therefore interesting to see that, even w ith
a TeV -scale value ofm , , the tuning ram ains relatively sm all. This is In contrast
to the point A3, at which a TeV-scale soft H iggs m ass gave large ne-uning.
To understand the origin of both electroweak and dark m atter ne-tunings, it is
usefiil to consider the analytic form of the dependence of the low -energy param eter
(EW )on the GUT —scale soft nputs. Fortan = 10,we have:
m 2
7Z= 094 %+ 0010my ~ 0:49M; 0:0017M; 063m; + 0:38m ;.

+0:38my, + 0:093A7 00LIAM; O0D70AM , 0:3B0AM ;

+25IM 2+ 0:0059M 1M , + 0:028M 1M 5+ 0:195M ,M 3; (17)
from which we can see that, whenm?, = mj , the tem s from the scalars ap-
proxin ately cancel. T his explains the Jum p In sensitivity when this universality is
broken. O n the other hand, in order to obtain a an allvalue of , these soft scalar
term s need to provide a large contribution to balance out the contribution from
M ?. Thisexphinswhy we nd a higgsino/bino only at largem o in the CM SSM .
In the NUHM , it is unnecessary to go to large m o, jast ]au:gemf12 . By kesping
m o, and thusm é ,r Snall one keeps the dark m atter and electroweak ne-tunings
associated w ith these param eters under control. T he ram aining large electrow eak

ne-tuning associated w ith point B3 isdue to M -, being quite sizeable.

In panel (b) wehave = 400G&V andma = 700G €V .Herewe see only the lower
edge of the pseudoscalar resonance. T his band lies at 750 G €V and is plotted In
purple, once again show Ing the large dark m atter ne-tuning we expect of such
resonances. T he upper edge of the resonance never appears, because at largerm .,
the Iightest neutralino is dom inantly higgsino. T herefore, at values ofm ;_, above
the resonance, the higgsino nature of the LSP suppresses the relic density so that
the relic density never rises enough to ttheW M AP m easuram ent.

Point B4 illustrates the com ponent dark m atter ne-tunings at the resonance. A s
w ith point B1, the dark m atter ne4uning is large, and prim arily due to sensitiv—
ities tom fl , and m;_;. These are due to their e ects on the pssudoscalar H iggs
m ass and the m ass of the LSP, respectively.

In panel (c)wesst = 700G &V andm, = 400 G&V .A s the pseudoscalar m ass is
the sam e, the pseudoscalar H iggs funnel is centred In the sam e place as in panel (a).
H owever, the higgsino fraction of the LSP has dropped, increasing the overall relic
density. T herefore one m ust go closer to the resonance before the enhancem ent to
the annihilation cross section issu cientto tthe obsarved relicdensity. T herefore
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theW M AP lines are closer to the peak of the resonance, and require m ore precise
dark m atter ne-tuning than for the lower value of . This is shown by exam ining

the com ponent dark m atter netunings forpoint B5. Thedark m atter ne-tuning

is large, and prim arily due tom 5, through its in uence on the pseudoscalar H iggs
m ass. In panel (c) there isno region In which the LSP ishiggsino,due to the larger
value of . Onewould have to go tom 1, 1700 G &V before the LSP acquires a
signi cant higgsino fraction as = 700 G&V.

Finally, in panel (d) we take = 700G&V andm, = 700 G&V, and we see the
pseudoscalar H iggs resonance atm -, = 800 G €V asexpected, and it ram ains nely
tuned, as before. A s in panel (c), the value of is too large to nd a region of the
param eter space In which the neutralino is higgsino.

O verall, Fig.[3 show s som e sin ilarities and som e m arked deviations from the phe-
nom enology of the CM SSM .A ~ coannihilation band appears in roughly the sam e
region of the param eter space and exhibits slightly larger tuning. T his increase is
due to the e ect of the soft H iggsm asses squared on the ~ running. A further de-
viation from theCM SSM com es In the form of a pseudoscalar H iggs funnel at low

tan . In most cases this exhibits dark m atter ne-tuning sim ibr to the CM 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 of both ma and m o to  lowers the required

dark m atter ne-tuning signi cantly. T here also appears a band of higgsino/bino

dark m atter and we nd that the tuning is of the sam e order as in the CM SSM ,
which is surprising. In the CM SSM the focuspoint region has relatively low dark

m atter ne-tuning because of the cancellation am ong the scalarm asses. By break—
Ing this universality, this cancellation is broken. However, it also allows us to

access m ixed bino/higgsino regions at low m . This enhances other annihilation

channels, such as that via tchannel slepton exchange, and we require a an aller
higgsino adm ixture to obtain a suitable dark m atter relic density. T hese regions
recover the relatively low dark m atter ne-uning of the focuspoint region of the

CM SSM .

Fially, we note that we have also calculated the electroweak ne-uning across
these planes In the NUHM param eter space, and nd it to be very sin ilar to that
of the CM SSM planes studied previously.

W e now consider the behaviours of these regions as tan  increases. In Fig.[4 we
take = 400G&eV,m, = 700GeV,Ay = 0 and sign( ) positive, and in panels
(@)Hd) we take successively larger values of tan

Asthevalueoftan Increases, them ass and com position of the neutralino across
the (m 1-,;m () plane ram ains essentially unaltered. Therefore we nd the lower

® Note the CM SSM point in panel (a) of Fig.[4.
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Figure 4: Sample (m ;_,;m o) planes of the NUHM param eter space with Ag = 0, =
400 GeV ,m = 700 GeV and sign( ) and the follow ng valuesof tan : (a) tan = 10,
(b)tan = 20, (c)tan = 35, (d)tan = 50. TheRom an cross In panel (a) show s the
single point where the NUHM m akes contact w ith the M SSM .

edge of the pssudoscalar funnel in the sam e place In all panels. Studying the
breakdown of the dark m atter ne-tunings of the pseudoscalar H iggs funnel for
large tan atpoint B8,we nd that in this case all param eters show a signi cant
tuning. The prin ary tuningscome from my, and tan . From ([10),(8) we can see

that this com es from the dom inant sensitivity ofm i ,through ,on both tan and

2
Hy*

m
T hepssudoscalarH ggs funnelrem ains in the sam eplaceastan increases, w hereas

the ~coannihilation strip m oves considerably. For larger tan  the Yukawa contri-
bution to the stau running is enhanced. T his suppresses the stau m ass, requiring

largerm o to avoid a stau LSP.Forvery low m o there is a brick red region. This is

not due to a failure of REW SB, but rather it is due to a tachyonic stau m ass.

By Increasing tan we reduce thedom inance of M ; in the running of the staum ass-
squared. This breaks the link between the m asses of the ~ and the <, resulting

in an increase of the tuning required for the coannihilation region at larger values

of tan . Point B9 is representative of the ~ coannihilation region at large tan
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Param eter B8 B9
value value
m g 800 21 | 500 150
m ﬁ ) 1609600 | 30 | 892230 | 98
my 1357100 | 75 | 379620 | 1.3
mi_, 730 14 | 432 35
tan 50 50 | 50 290
75 290
EW 420 130
400 - 400 -
ma 700 - 700 -

Table 6: Points B8 and B9, shown in F ig.[4 exan plify the behaviour of the pseudoscalar
Higgs funnel (B8) and the stau-coannihilation region (B9) at large tan within the
NUHM . W e present a breakdown of the dark m atter ne-tuning w ith respect to each
param eter of theNUHM .W e give the value ofm ﬁ Lot although the tunings are calculated
with respecttomy, , .

T hough there is large sensitivity to the soft gaugino m assm 1, , this is eclipsed by
the sensitivities to tan and mg.

44 Sample ( ;ma) planes

W e now discuss other planes so as to explore m ore features of the NUHM m odel.
InFig.HAweconsder ( ;m,)plneswithA,= 0,tan = 10 and sign( ) positive,
taking di erent values ofm o and m -, in the various panels. A s before, though we
plot results in term s of andmA,thepJ::imaryvarjab]esaremfhﬂ.

W e vst consider som e overall features. Low is ruled out In all cases by the
appearance of a light chargino (light blue). In panels (a) and (c), the low value
ofm i, = 300 Ge&V results n a Higgs boson with my, < 111 G&V across much of
the param eter space. T his bound is very sensitive to variations in the top m ass,
S0 regions that are excluded here could be allowed w ith a higher top mass. On
the other hand, in panels (b) and (d), only very low values of m, result in a
problem atically light H iggs. In panels (a) and (b), the low value ofm o = 100 G &V

results in a light ~. This gives a region at low and mp In which the ~ is the
LSP and as such is ruled out (Iight green). Finally, iIn panel (a) m 1-, and m ¢ are
Iight enough to give light sheutrinos. For large and m, , one of the sneutrinos
becom es the LSP, ruling out this comer of the param eter spacelj .

7Sneutrinos are m assive, neutraland w eak ly-interacting, and so could in principle account for
the dark m atter. However, they generally give cpw h? #MAPh?. This can be avoded In

som em odels w ith right-handed neutrinos, but this possibility liesbeyond the scope oftheM SSM ,
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Figure 5: SampleNUHM ( ;mp)plneswithAg= 0,tan = 10 and sign( ) positive,
and di erent valuesofm g and m;,: @) mg= 100GeV, m;_, = 300Ge&V, b)mgy =
100GeV, mj, = 500G&V, (c)mp=300G&V, m_, = 300Ge&V, d)my= 300 GevV,
mi_, = 500 GeV.TheRoman crosses In each panel show where the NUHM m eets the
CM SSM .

Before considering the dark m atter regions, we rst note the com position of the
Tightest neutralino in di erent regions of the param eter space. In panels (a) and
)M, (EW ) 120 G&V , whereas in panels (b) and (d) M, (EW ) 200 G&v.
T herefore for 120(200) G &V the LSP is predom nantly a bino with a m ass
m .o 120(200) G&V . Below these values of , the Iightest neutralino acquires a
signi cant higgsino fraction.
A s before, the regions that t the relic density favoured by W M AP are displayed
w ith the corresponding dark m atter ne-tuning colours. T he verticaldark m atter
band at Iow  In all panels features a m ixed bino/higgsino dark m atter particle,
and is plotted in red and purple, corresponding to a dark m atter ne-tuning
20  40.PointsC1 and C9 are representative of the higgsino/bino band, and their
dark m atter ne-tunings are broken down in Tabl [4. A s one would expect, the
ne-tuning is due to a balncing act between m 3, and m ;_,, as these determ ine

so we do not consider it further here.
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Table 7: Points C 1-11, shown in Fig.[d, illustrate the behaviour of m ixed bino-higgsino
dark m atter (C1,59), sneutrino coannihilation (C 3), the pseudoscalar H iggs finnel (C 4),
stau-coannihiation (C2,6,7,11), and the pseudoscalar funnel region w ith a m ixed bino—

higgsino LSP W e present breakdowns of the dark m atter nesuning with

(C8,10).

Param eter Cl C2 C3 Cc4
value value value value
m g 100 099 | 100 4] 100 13 100 2.7
m 12{ ) 279530 | 038 | 27130 | 099 | 2289300 | 79 966510 | 390
m 51 , 188070 | 17 111220 | 35 | 8637400 | 110 | -1248800 | 330
mi_, 300 16 300 020 | 300 30 300 46
tan 10 0.8 10 0511 10 057 | 10 14
17 4.7 110 390
EW 74 73 1300 500
190 - 300 - 1620 - 1000 -
ma 600 - 315 - 600 - 268 -
Param eter C5 Co6 Cc7 C8
value value value value
m g 100 33| 100 56 100 4.7 300 0.64
m fl . 319380 | 2.7 | 22696 | 0.59 | 1445500 | 35 —70487 | 6.7
m 12{ , 222330 | 76 | 25802 | 0.68 | 1440300 | 34 246160 | 24
mi_, 300 85 | 500 56 | 500 34 300 36
tan 10 2.1 10 13 | 10 0.068 | 10 12
85 56 35 6.7
EW 74 210 590 79
120 — 640 — 1170 - 235 -
ma 600 - 700 - 200 - 150 -
Param eter C9 Cc10 cl1l
value value value
m g 300 6.1 | 300 055 | 300 13
mfll 401250 | 062 | 106330 | 5.1 211970 | 0.067
m 51 , 568170 | 40 525900 | 2.5 497010 | 68
mi_, 500 31 500 0.023 | 500 6.5
tan 10 15 | 10 10 10 030
40 51 6.8
EW 180 180 180
260 - 320 - 350 -
ma 750 - 325 - 150 -

respect to each param eter of the NUHM .W e give the value ofm i ., rbutthe ne-tunings
are calculated w ith respect tomy ., -
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the com position of the lightest neutralino, and thus its annihilation rate.

Point C 5 also represents a bino/higgsino region. Tt isunusual in that, nom ally, the
larger the higgsino com ponent, them ore e cient the annihilation. H owever, In this
case,as islowered from pointC 1, the higgsino fraction increases and yet the dark
m atter relic density rises again. Indeed, C 5 is alm ost evenly split between higgsino
and bino com ponents and yet it ts the W M AP relic density m easurem ent. This
isdue to the fact that,as drops, them ass of the neutralino is lowered. At point
C5 the LSP becomes Iighter than the 7, shutting o the annihilation channel
0.9 727 . This reduces the annihilation cross section enough that the relic
density is acceptable once m ore.

Another region that is easy to pick out is the pseudoscalar H iggs funnel along
m, = 240(400) G&V form -, = 300(500) G&V regpectively. A s before, these
funnels require signi cant dark m atter ne-tuning and as such are predom inantly

plotted In blue and black, show Ing a tuning > 100. Point C4 isa representative
point whose dark m atter ne-tuning breakdown we display in Table[d. In previous
pseudoscalar H iggs regions the dark m atter ne-tuning wasdue prin arily tom gz, ,

and m 1, . Here we nd that the sensitivity to the H iggs m asses has increased

signi cantly. From (I0) this is easy to understand. Ifwe increase  while keeping
m, the sam e we m ust carefully balance the largem 2 ., contributions to give the
required m » . T hiscarefulbalancing m anifestsasa steadjly increasing sensitivity of
m, to theH iggs soft massesaswe increase . T his transhtes to a large sensitivity
of the pseudoscalar H iggs funnel.

At the other end of the spectrum , there is a region of the pseudoscalar H iggs funnel
at low with rem arkably low tuning. This occurs when there is a signi cant
higgsino fraction in the LSP, such as at points C8 and C10. In this region, both
m, and the neutralino m ass are sensitive to . This results in the m ass of the
neutralino and the pseudoscalar being coupled, and reduces the sensitivity of the
massdierence , = mj ZmNE .AtpointsC 8 and C 10 thedom inant annihilation
channels are to heavy quarksvia an s-channel pseudoscalar H iggs. R em arkably the
totaldark m atter ne-unings of the points are only 6.7 and 5.1 respectively.

A sthe ~,; becomethelLSPsin the hrge ,largem, region ofpanel (a), there isa
corresponding sneutrino coannihilation region lying parallel to its boundary, w hich
is plotted In purple and blue Indicating a dark m atter ne-tuning > 80. Point
C 3 is a representative of this region, whose dark m atter ne-tuning breakdown is
also displayed In Tabl[l. Thedark m atter ne-tuning is lJarge, and com es prin arily
from theH iggs sector. Tt is the existence of large negative m ﬁ . thatallow s for Iight
sneutrinos. Thus the sneutrino m asses are very sensitive to the H iggs soft m ass—
squared param eters, and this is re ected in the dark m atter netuning. There
is also som e dark m atter netuning with respect to m ;_, that is typical of the
need to balance the bino m ass against that of a coannihilation partner with an
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uncorrelated m ass.

Finally, the light ~ at low and my hasan e ect on the dark m atter relic density.
A s the mass of the ~ is reduced, the annihilation cross section is increassd via
tchannel slepton exchange. A 1s0, as one approaches the region In which the stau
is the L.SP, there are additional contrioutions from ~ % coannihilation processes.
These two e ects com bine to give dark m atter bands along the edges of the 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 of tchannel & ; ~x ; ~ annihilation (1520% each), annihilation to b;_b via
o0 —shell pseudoscalar H iggs bosons (18% ) and ~ coannihilation (15% ). Only the
coannihilation processes would be expected to exhibit a high sensitivity to the soft
param eters, as tchannel processes are fairly insensitive and the point is far from

the pseudoscalar resonance, reducing signi cantly the sensitivity of the s-channel
pseudoscalar process. A s a result, we have a region that arises from a m xture of
channels and exhibits low tuning. T he subdom nant role of coannihiltion explains
why there is so little dark m atter ne-tuning w ith respect tom ;_, . The role of the
stau In both the coannihilation and tchannel processes explains the dom inant dark
matter ne-tuning w ith respect tom o, and the dependence on m ;, appears from

running e ects.

Unfortunately, point C2 results in a light Higgs with my, = 110 G&V, which is
probably unacceptably low , even allow ing for the theoretical uncertainty in the
calculation of itsm ass. On the other hand, panel (b) has a larger value of m 1,
and hence Higgs mass. However, the m asses of the LSP and the sleptons are
also Increased. This decreases the slepton tchannel annihilation cross sections,
requiring larger contributions from processes that are nely tuned n order to ¢
theW M AP relic density, which is apparent at pointsC 6 and C 7H. AtpointCo6, -
channel slepton annihilation only accounts for 3% of the annihilation rate via each
channel (9% overall). The ram aining 91% is m ade up entirely of coannihilation
processes,dom nantly w ith ~ ,butalso g ;~r . A sthisplanehas low m ¢, the slepton
m asses are predom inantly determ ined by m 1_,. O nce again, there is the fam iliar
pattem ofdark m atter ne-tunings fora low+tan , low-m ¢ slepton coannihilation
region. The overalldark m atter ne4uning is low ,and what ne-tuning does exists
isduetomg and m ;. Point C7 tells a slightly di erent story. The pattem of
annihilation channels is aln ost dentical to C 6, and we see the typicaldark m atter

ne-unings of a coannihilation region in the sensitivity tom o and m ;_, . H owever,
the dark m atter ne-tuning w ith respect tom y , , has Increased dram atically, due
to them assive Increase N m 511,.2 between pointsC6 and C7. Now the stau running
is dom nated by the H iggsm asssquared tem s rather than the gaugino m ass, and
the coannihilation region becom es ne-tuned once again.

8 W e note that there isa CM SSM point very close to C 6
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T here is one further interesting region. In panel (d) at low m, there is a kink
in the higgsino/bino region. The band moves to larger and the dark m atter

ne-uning drops dram atically. T he band is plotted In green rather than purpl,
Indicating a dark m atter ne-tuning of less than 10. T he kink In the band appears
atm, = 280G eV .A round thisregion the LSP ispredom inantly a binow ith a an all
but signi cant higgsino com ponent, and the LSP hasam assofaround 200G &V .A s
the pseudoscalar m ass drops, the m asses of the heavy H iggs, H , and the charged
Higgses, H , alo decrease. Around m, = 280 G&V , the annihilation channels
N0 hAGW H O ;ZH open up, which are kinem atically forbidden at larger
m , . These can progress through either tchannel neutralino (chargino) exchange
or s<channel H iggs and 7 processes. They require a am all higgsino com ponent,
but signi cantly less than the higgsino/bino region represented by point C9. This
balance of the higgsino and bino com ponents of the LSP appears in the sensitivity
of point C11 onm -, and my,. Thus C11l represents a higgsino/bino region w ith
low dark m atter nestuning —som ething that does not exist In the CM SSM . This
isbecause a lau:geneg<‘;1t1'_\/'ernf11 Isnesded to achieve Iow m 5 4 4

W e now consider in F ig.[d the behaviours of these regions as tan  increases. W e
have sestmy = 100G&eV ,m, = 300G&V,Ay = 0 and Increase tan in steps In
each panel.

W e note rst the buk features of the plane. A s noted previously, increasing tan
decreases the m ass of the lightest stau. Thus plots at larger tan  have larger
regions ruled out because the LSP isa ~, and we do not show very large tan
because at tan = 50 the stau m ass becom es tachyonic across the entire plane.
By tan = 35 the Iight stau rules out all the param eter spacebelow = 200G &V.
T he m ass of the Iight H iggs is also sensitive to tan , and is in all cases very close
tomy = 111 GV, o it only takes a smn all shift to cause a signi cant change in the
area plotted In light grey.

T hem ost signi cant change in thedark m atter phenom enology isdue to the varying
~ mass. Between panels (a) and (b) the stau bulk/coannihilation region m oves to
larger andm, .W ealso nd a signi cant stau region at largem , . T hese features
are represented by points C15 and C14 J:espectjyeyﬁ. Com paring C 15 directly to
C2,we see from Tabk[d that the dark m atter ne-tuning is due prin arily to m
and tan . This is because these param eters determ ine the m ass of the Iighter
stau and this is the prim ary source of sensitivity for bulk regions. There is also a
degree of sensitivity to m -, as there is a signi cant coannihilation contribution
that requires the LSP and stau m ass to bebalanced. At point C 14 one has sin ilar
degrees of dark m atter nestuning with respect to tan ; m ;—, and m . H owever,
there is now also large dark m atter ne-tuning w ith respect tom y ,, , due to the
larger m agnitude of the soft higgsino m asssquared term s. T he stau m ass in this

° W e note that there isa CM SSM point very close to C15.

29



(%]

A (GeV)

i

[l Gev)

Higgs mass=111 GeV
my < 111 GeV
wrong LSP
[ no REWSB
LEP mass limit
-~ ba, 1o bound

(=]

WMAP Allowed Regions, Colour coded to lag,,( A7)

mA{GeV)

da, 20 bound
------- BR(b— sv) 1o bound
———— BR(b— s7) 2 bound

————— EW tuning contours

i 1400 2000
P(Gev)

Figure 6: SampleNUHM ( ;m, )plneswithAg= 0,mo= 100G&V ,m_, = 300GeVv
and sign( ) positive, and the follow ing valuesof tan : (a) tan = 10, (b) tan = 20,
(c)tan = 35.W edo not show a plot for tan = 50 as the param eter space is entirely
exclided. The Rom an crosses in each panel show where the NUHM m eets the CM SSM .

region becom es highly sensitive tom 7 .

T he other regions are little changed from before. Point C 12 exem pli es the m ixed
bino/higgsino region at increasing tan . Tt can be com pared directly to pontC1,
and we see that the com ponent dark m atter ne-tunings are virtually dentical.
Point C 13 is representative of the sneutrino coannihilation region and can be com -
pared to point C 3. O nce again the dark m atter ne-uning is due prin arily to the
soft H ggs m asses through their In pacts on the running of the sneutrino m asses.

M uch of the low-m o param eter space is forbidden by a light H iggs and/or a light
stau. W e now consider the e ect of increasing tan in a m ore open part of the
param eter space. W e take Fig.[H(d) withmy = 300 GeV,m ., = 500 Ge&V asa
starting point and increase tan  steadily, as seen in Fig.[1. Th contrast to Fig.[d,
the bulk features ram ain fairly stable for m oderate valuesof tan . The rst hint
of a change appears in panel (c) attan = 35,wherewe see a an all region at large
m, in which the stau is the LSP.Thisexpands to cuto low fortan = 50.
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Param eter c12 Cc13 Ccl4 C15
value value value value
m g 100 10 100 15 | 100 72 | 100 8.7
mﬁl 477840 | 14 858150 | 48 | 532000 | 6.5 | -14857| 028
m ﬁ i 175680 | 17 96420 63 | 1263800 | 12 | 2379 0.041
mi_, 300 16 300 32 | 300 10 | 300 46
tan 20 056 20 21 | 20 8.7 | 20 6.5
17 48 12 8.7
EW 71 71 480 78
185 - 275 - 1000 - 400 -
ma 700 - 940 - 700 - 400 -

Table 8: Points C 12-15, shown in Fig.[d, are representative of the higgsino/bino region
(C12), the sneutrino coannihilation region (C 13) and the stau-coannihilation/bulk region
(C15,14) with increasing tan within the NUHM . W e present a breakdown of the dark

m atter ne-tuning with respect to each param eter of the NUHM . W e give the value of
2

my , but the tunings are calculated w ith respect tom g, , -
Param eter Cle c17 Cc18 C19
value value value value
m g 300 1.0 | 300 0.94 | 300 52 300 37
m 51 ) 47935 | 2.0 | 170090 | 0.86 | 1021100 | 22 52957 | 44
mZ , 518240 | 3.8 | 475340 | 42 | 390800 | 0.58 | 281880 | 2.3
mi_p 500 3.1 | 500 3.7 | 500 25 500 20
tan 20 30| 20 021 35 86 50 49
3.8 42 86 49
EW 170 170 170 290
315 - 360 - 380 - 780 -
ma 325 - 150 - 950 - 600 -

Table 9: Points C16-19, shown in Fig.[], illustrate the behaviours of the m ixed bino-
higgsino, the pseudoscalar H iggs funnel (C 16) and the stau-coanniilation/bulk regions
(C17,18,19) at increasing values of tan within the NUHM .W e present a breakdow n of
the dark m atter ne-uning w ith respect to each param eter of the NUHM . W e give the
value of m 51 ., r put the tunings are calculated w ith respect tom g, , .

There are few dark m atter surprises at larger tan . The pseudoscalar H iggs fiin—
nel and m ixed higgsiho/bino regions rem ain relatively unaltered throughout. The
interaction of the pseudoscalar H iggs funnelw ith the higgsino/bino LSP continues
to provide a favourable degree of tuning in panels (b) and (c). W e take point C 16
as a representative point, and break the tuning down in Tablk[d. A s for point C 10,
the tuning is an all and the annihilation is prim arily due to annihilation to heavy
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Figure 7: SampleNUHM ( ;mjp )plneswithAg= 0,my= 300G&V ,m -, = 500G &V,
sign( ) positive and di erent valuesoftan : (a)tan = 10, ({)tan = 20,(c)tan =
35,(d) tan = 50. TheRom an crosses in each panel show where the NUHM m eets the
CM SSM .

quarks via an s-channel pseudoscalar H iggs.

Point C17 exem pli es the behaviour of a predom inantly bino LSP with a snall
higgsino adm ixture that can anniilate to hA; ZH and W H . Aswith point
C1l, the dark matter ne-uning is an all and m ostly due to the com position of
the LSP, throughm ., andmy, .

Point C18 is in the new stau coannihilation region that appearsat argetan . For
my= 300G&V,m_, = 500G eV the staus are too heavy to contribute signi cantly
to tchannel slepton exchange, so this region is pure coanniilation. The stau
mass is mainly determ ned by m, and tan , and must be balanced against a
predom inantly bino LSP. Therefore, the tuning is dom inated by tan and my
w ith a secondary dependence on m 1_,. The coannihilation grow s signi cantly by
tan = 50 and point C19 represents this trend. A s with point C18,we nd the
tuning to bedue tom ¢ and tan ,with a secondary dependence on m 1, .

T hroughout all of these param eter scans we have also calculated the electrow eak
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ne-tuning and found it to be of the sam e order as that found in the CM SSM for
typical scales of soft m asses considered.

45 Sampl ( ;mi-,) planes

Finallywe consider sample ( ; m_,) planes in the NUHM . These are interest-
ing, eg., because and m ., are the param eters that determ ine the m ass and
com position of the lightest neu‘a:a]jno@p.
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Figure 8: Sampke NUHM ( ;m,,) planeswih Ag = 0,tan = 10, sign( ) positive
and varylngmgp and ma: (@) mg = 100 GeV,mp = 500 Gev, (b) mg = 100 Gev,
may=700GeV,(c)mg=300GeV,mp =500Ge&V,(d)mg= 300GeV,mp = 700G €&V.
TheRom an crosses in each panel show where the NUHM m eets the CM SSM .

In Fig.BwestA,= 0,tan = 10 and take discrete valuesofmy and m, . W e
see that either ow  or low m ;_, results in a light chargino that violates particle
searches (light blue). Low m ;-, also results in problem s with a light H iggs (light

10N ote that in the follow ing plotsm ;_, istheG U T -scale softm ass,w hereas is the electrow eak—
scale H iggs termm . T his is in contrast to the plots of [14]where the plotswere in term sofM , (EW )
and (EW ).
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grey w ith a black boundary). O n the other hand, largem -, results in a neutralino
w ith a m ass above that of the stau (light green). T he exception is low  where the
neutralino is a higgsino and m -9 is insensitive tom 1, . In panels (a) and (b) we
havem g = 100 G €V .This, combined with low m 1_, and large results in a region
In which the LSP isa sneutrino (light green).

W e see once again the fam iliar dark m atter regions of the previous plots. The
pseudoscalar H iggs funnel appears as a pair of horizontal lines and exhibits large
dark m atter ne-tuning, and is characterized by the pointD 4 in Tablk[1J. Herewe
see that the large dark m atter netuning is due to the soft H iggs m asses through
their n uenceon m , ,and tom |-, through its in uence on the neutralino m ass.

T he exception to this hrgedark m atter ne-tuning isw here the pseudoscalar funnel
interactsw ith a higgsino/bino LSP and there isa sn allcomerw ith low ne-tuning,
as characterized by point D 7. The annihilation here ism ainly to heavy quarks via
an s—channel pseudoscalar H iggs, and yet the total tuning is only 5.7. A s noted
previously, this relatively an all dark m atter ne-tuning com es from the comm on
sensitivity ofm , and m -0 on

There is also a ~ coannihilation region In all four plots, which lies alongside the
region ruled out due to a stau LSP. It exhibits sin ilbr tuning to the CM SSM . W e
break down thedark m atter ne-tuningsofthisregion atpointsD 2 and D 3, nding
that at both points the tuning w ith regpect tom ¢ and m ;_, is standard for a stau
coannihilation strip at low m ¢ |21. Point D 3 has lJarger tuning because this region
of param eter space requires lJarge negative soft H iggsm asses, which now dom inate
the determm ination of the m ass of the Iight stau.

T he sneutrino coannihilation region show s up alongside the sneutrino LSP region.
Once again we nd it to require signi cant dark m atter ne-tuning, although this
decreases steadily asonem oves to lower . PointD 5 isa representative pointw ith,
as before, large dark m atter ne-tuning that depends on the soft H ggs m asses.

Each plbt also has a dark matter region at low that lies along a diagonal
In the ( ;mi-,) plne, ncorporating points D1,6,9. These regions are m ixed
bino/higgsino regions. In all cases the pseudoscalar H iggs and heavy H iggs bosons
aresu ciently m assive thatannihilation ofthem ixed LSP proceedsm ainly through
the channels ~~ | W *W (Z7%),vi tchannel chargino (neutralino) exchange.
T his process is very sensitive to the com position of the LSP and the m asses of the
exchanged particles. T herefore there is signi cant dark m atter nestuning with
respect tom yz, and m ;_, at all these points.

Finally, we consider the point D 8 where the coannihilation strip and the m ixed
bino/higgsino stripsm est. T he com bination of annihilation channels has a bene —
ciale ect, with the overalldark m atter ne-uning dropping to 9.

T his is also true for the CM SSM point seen in panel (b).
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Param eter D1 D2 D3 D4
value value value value
m g 100 1.0 | 100 72 | 100 36 100 11
m 12{ ) 160370 | 030 | 97736 | 33 | 2206600 | 39 2147800 | 360
m fl , 255000 | 18 20502 | 0.70 | 2345100 | 41 2588200 | 300
mi_, 350 17 400 477 | 670 59 570 59
tan 10 0511 10 11 | 10 0.027]| 10 0.070
18 72 41 360
BEW 96 140 1100 1100
210 - 530 - 1500 - 1500 -
ma 500 - 500 - 500 - 500 -
Param eter D5 D6 D7 D8
value value value value
m g 100 13 300 71 | 300 038 | 300 74
m fl . 2963700 | 110 | 109920 | 042 | 120550 | 5.7 | 216760 | 091
m 12{ , -4438200 | 140 | 490790 | 39 845460 | 51 | 1153100| 9.0
mi_, 310 32 450 30 680 477 | 800 26
tan 10 052 | 10 11 | 10 19 | 10 0.70
140 39 5.7 9.0
EW 1600 160 300 400
1785 - 240 - 410 - 430 -
ma 500 - 500 - 500 - 500 -
Param eter D9
value
m g 300 56
my 291010 | 038
my 661620 | 42
mi_, 550 34
tan 10 14
42
EW 210
280 -
ma 700 -

Table 10: Points D 1-9, shown in Fig.[8, are representative of bino-higgsino dark m atter
(D1,6,9), stau-coannihilation (D 2,3,8), the pseudoscalar H iggs funnel (D 4) and its inter—
action w ith m ixed bino-higgsino dark m atter (D7), and sneutrino coanniilation (D 5).
W e present breakdow ns of the dark m atter ne-suning w ith regpect to each param eter
ofthe NUHM .W e give the value of m i - but the tunings are calculated w ith respect to

mHl;z.
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not show a plane fortan = 50, as this part of the param eter space is entirely excluded.
The Rom an crosses in each panel show where the NUHM m eets the CM SSM .

Once again it is interesting to go beyond tan = 10, to understand how the
phenom enology changes with tan . In Fig.[d we consider ( ;m,_,) planes w ith
my= 100Gev,m, = 500 G&V and steadily increasing valuesof tan . Aswe
saw before, increasing tan  decreases the ~ m ass, causing the stau LSP regions to
encroach on the param eter space. By tan = 35 the Iight stau rules out allvalues
of low . Asnoted earlier, at such a low value ofmy,tan = 50 has a tachyonic
stau and so is not shown here.

T he change In the stau m ass is the dom inant factor that changes the dark m atter
phenom enology. W ith the Iighter stau, the contribution to neutralino annihilation
from t<hannel stau exchange increases. W e consider two points D10 and D11 in
panel (b). AtpointD 10 the annihilation is stilldom inated by coannihilation e ects,
but the grow Ing contribution from tchannel stau exchange helps to lower the dark
m atter tuning. The dark m atter ne-tuning is predom inantly due tom ¢ and tan

through their in uence on them assofthe Iighter stau, w ith a subsidiary ne-tuning
w ith regpect tom -, . In contrast, point D 11 lies in a dark m atter band where the
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Param eter D10 D11 D12 D13
value value value value
m g 100 8.8 100 26 100 50 100 0.69
m ﬁ ) 21261 | 037 | 377 00 | 658190 | 15 2200200 | 320
m fl , —73998 | 1.5 | 243830 | 091 | 772520 | 027 | 2597000 | 280
mi_, 345 4.7 220 2.1 470 41 | 567 32
tan 20 85 | 20 31 35 099 35 11
8.8 31 15 320
EW 120 120 420 1100
500 - 500 - 930 - 1500 -
ma 500 - 500 - 500 - 500 -

Table 11: Properties of points D 10-13, shown in Fig.[d which are representative of the
pseudoscalar H iggs funnel (D 13) and the stau-coannihilation/bulk region (D10,11,12) at
increasing tan within the NUHM . W e present a breakdown of the dark m atter ne-
tuning w ith respect to each param eter of the NUHM . W e give the value ofm 51 o but the
tunings are calculated w ith respect tom g, , -

annihilation of neutralinos is dom inantly through t-channel slkepton exchange. A s
a result the dark m atter ne-uuning is sn all, and due prim arily to m ; and tan
through their in uence on the slkepton m asses.

Aswemove to larger tan , the coannihilation and buk regions meet. In panel
(c) we take point D12 as a representative of the m eeting of these two regions.
However, by this stage one needs large soft H iggs m asssquared param eters and
the stau m ass is sensitive to these, rather than tom ( and m ;_, . T herefore there is
large ne-tuning with respect tom g, . Finally, point D 13 is representative point of
the pseudoscalar H iggs funnel for large tan . Asbefore, we nd the dark m atter

ne-tuning to be large and predom nantly due to the soft H iggs m asses. This
chin es w ith the general behaviour of the psesudoscalar H iggs funnel throughout
our study.

5 Conclusions

W e summ arize in Table[12 the ranges of dark m atter ne-tunings found in the
di erent dark m atter regions appearing in the NUHM , which m ay be com pared to
those found previously in the CM SSM , as shown In Tables[Il|[d and summ arised in
Tabk[3. Com paring rst the buk regions, which require the an allest am ounts of
dark m atter ne-uuning n both theCM SSM and the NUHM ,we see that CM SSM

pointA 2 hasa low am ount ofdark m atter nesuning that isat the end of the range
found In the NUHM . However, point A 2 has too an all a value of m ;, , and hence
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R egion Typical
~ bulk region 15
~ 2 coannihilation 4-80
B ino annihilation via pseudoscalar H iggs Funnel 30-1200+
B ino/higgsino annihilation via pseudoscalar H iggs Funnel 3-10
B ino/higgsino region,m .o > my a 30-300
B ino/higgsino region,m .o < my a 2-10
~ 2 coannihilation 15200

Table 12: A summ ary of the di erent dark m atter regions present w ithin the NUHM
and typical values of the corresponding dark m atter ne-stunings. W e also note that
com binations from m any channels decrease the overall tuning.

is not acceptable, whereas the NUHM can circum vent this restriction. T hus, the
NUHM provides access to dark m atter which is less ne-tuned than in the CM SSM .
Tuming then to the ~ coannihilation regions, we see that the NUHM o ers an
option of lower nestuning than that found in the CM SSM at point A5. For
reasons explained earlier in the text, there are very large variations in the am ounts
of dark m atter netuning required In the pseudoscalar H iggs funnel region of the
NUHM , and the am ount found at the CM SSM point A 4 lies w ithin this range. Tn
addition, the NUHM contains a region in which a bino/higgsino LSP annihilates
via a pseudoscalar H iggs boson that requires dram atically less ne-tuning than
the pseudoscalar funnel in the CM SSM . Likewise, NUHM analogues of the focus
points A3 and A6 shown In Tabl [d require dark m atter ne-tunings that are
substantially less than in the CM SSM .0 nenew region appears in theNUHM that
has no CM SSM analogue, nam ely the ~ ? coannihilation region. At least in
the exam ples studied, this requires rather m ore dark m atter ne-tuning than the
~ £ coannihilation region.

A Ithough it was not the prim ary focus of this paper, we have also calculated the
electroweak ne-tuning across the NUHM param eter space, and found it to be of
the sam e order of m agnitude as in otherM SSM studies.

G enerally speaking, the fact that the NUHM hasm ore param eters o ersm ore pos-
sibilities to nd regionsw ith particularly an all (or lJarge) dark m atter ne-tunings.
The an aller am ounts of dark m atter ne-tuning generally occur In regions w here
severaldi erent (co)annihilation processes contribute to the naldark m atter den-—
sity, eg., 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 as the stau and neutralinom assesalong
a coannihilation strip, which is In posed autom atically in the lower-dim ensional
param eter space of the CM SSM , resulting In an aller am ount of dark m atter ne-
tuning than m ight otherw ise have been expected.
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T here have been several studies of the In plications of progpective LHC and/or ILC
m easuram ents for the accuracy w ith which the astrophysical dark m atter density
ocould be calculated on the basis of collider m easurem ents[11]]. T hese studies have
em phasized relatively favourable points in the CM SSM coannihilation region at
low m 1_;, where the dark m atter ne-tuning is rehtively low and the progpective
colliderm easuram ents relatively accurate. O ur analysis o ers som e prognosis as to
which NUHM regionsm ight be favourable for extensions of these analyses. C learly,
the presence of NUHM pointsw ith low dark m atter ne-tuning and relatively Iight
Soarticles is encouraging a priori. However, we note that in general the NUHM
relic density is sensitive to the separate and independent values of the soft H iggs
massesmy,,. Detalled consderation of their determ nations using collder data
has not yet been given, as far as we know , and we recall that the progpects for
m easuring directly the m asses of the heavier H ggs bosons at the LHC and ILC
are lim ited, though the prospects of the latter would be In proved w ith the
option, or by going to higher energies asat CLIC .

T he extension of these collider dark m atter studies to the NUHM is a lJarge task
that lies beyond the scope of this paper. However, this exploratory study has
revealed som e of the progpective opportunities and pitfalls.
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