hep-ph/0511344v2 7 Dec 2005

arXiv

CERN {PH {TH /2005{232
DESY 05{242

FERM ILAB {PUB {05{524{T
KEK {TH {1054

SLAC{PUB {11579

Supersym m etry Param eter Analysis: SPA Convention
and Progct

JA.AgujJar—Saavedral,A.A]iZ,B.C.A]Janadl3,R.Amowjtt4,HA.BaerB,JA.Baggerﬁ,C.Ba]azs7a,

V .Bamer’,M .Bamett’, A .Bartl'’?,M .Battaglia®, P.Bechtle!! ,G . Belanger'?, A . Belyaev'®,E L. Berger’,
G.Blair'*,E.Boos®,M .Carena'®,SY .Choi’,F.Deppisch®, A .DeRoeck!®,K .Desch’®,M A .D @z,

A .D puad#', B.Dutta*, S. Dutta??! , H . EberP?, J. Ellis'®, J. Erler’*®, H . Fraas’®, A . Freitas®®,

T . Fritzsche?’ ,R M . G odbolk?®, G J. G ounaris®, J. Guasch®®, J.Gunion®', N .Haba®*?, H E. Haber>?,

K .Hagjwara34,L.Han35,T .Han®,d .—J.He36,S.Hejnemeye]:lg,S.Hesselbad137,K .Hiaka’®, I.H inchli &7,
M . Hirsch®®, K . HohenwarterSodek!?, W . Hollik?’, W S.Hou?®, T.Hurth!®?!¢, 1. Jack®', Y . Jiang®®,

D R T.Jones', J.Kalnowski#??, T.Kamon?, G .Kane®®, SK .Kang**, T . K emreiter'®, W . K ilian?,
CS.Km?*,SF.King*®,0 . .Kitel’’ ,M .K lasen*®, T4 .Kneur®’, K .Kovark??,M .Kramer®, S.K ram 1'%,
R.Lafaye’!, P.Langacker’®,H E.Logan®,W -G .Ma’>®,W .Mafrotto’>, H AU .M artyn®*?,K M atchev’?,
D.J.M iller’® ,M .M ondragon24b,G .M oortgat—de<18,S.M orettit®, T .M or’, G .M oultaka®?, S.M uanza®®,
M M .M uhlleitmer'?, B . M ukhopadhyaya®®, U . Nauenberg®® ,M M . Nojrf’, D .Nomura’®, H . Nowak®?,
N.Okada**,K A .0 1we®®, W .0 ller’®,M .Peskin'', T .Pkhn?’¢,G . Polsellb®,W .Porod>??%¢,F.Q uevedo®,
D .Rahwater®,J.Reuter’, P.R ichardson®®,K .Robiecki’??,P.Roy®’,R .Ruck?>,H .R zehak®®, P.Schleper’?,
K . Siyeon’®, P. Skands'®, P. Slavich'?, D . Stockinger®®, P. Sphicas'®, M . Spia®®, T . Tai’,D R . Tovey'!,
JW F.valke’®,C EM .W agner’??’,Ch.W eber’®,G .W eiglein®®,P.W ijenem ann'’,Z -2.Xing’?,Y .Yamada’*,
JM .Yang’?,D .Zewas’! ,PM .Zerwas’,R Y . Zhang’”, X . Zhang’?, S 4 . zhu’®

D epartam ento de Fisica and CFTP , Instituto Superior Tecnico, Liston, Portugal

D eutsches E kktronen-Synchrotron D ESY , Ham burg, G erm any

DAM TP, University of Cam bridge, C am bridge, UK

D epartm ent of Physics, Texas A &M University, College Station, TX , USA

D epartm ent of Physics, F orida State University, Tallahassee, FL, U SA

D epartm ent of Physics and A stronom y, Johns H opkins U niversity, Baltim ore, M D , U SA
High Energy Physics D ivision, A rgonne N ational Laloratory, A rgonne, IL , U SA

D epartm ent of Physics, University of W isconsin, M adison, W I, USA

Lawrence Berkeley N ational Laloratory, Berkeley, CA , U SA

Institut fur T heoretische Physik, Universimt W ien, W ien, Austria

Stanford Linear A ccelerator Center, Stanford, CA , USA

Laboratoire de Physigue T heorique, A nnecy—leV ieux, France

D epartm ent of Physics and A stronom y, M ichigan State University, East Lansing, M I, USA
RoyalHolloway U niversity of London, Egham , Surrey, UK

Skobeltsyn Institute of Nuclar Physics, M SU , M oscow , Russia

Ferm 1 N ational A ccelerator Lalboratory, Batavia, IL , U SA

D epartm ent of Physics, C honbuk N ationalU niversity, C honiji, K orea

PH Department, CERN , G eneva, Sw itzerland

P hysikalisches Institut, U niversitat Freibury, Freiburg, G erm any

Physics D epartm ent, Universidad C atolica de Chile, Santiago, C hilke

LA L, Universite de Paris-Sud, IN2P3-CNR S, O rsay, France

University of D ehi, D ehi, India

Institut fur H ochenergiephysik, O sterreichische A kadem ie der W issenschaften, W ien, Austria
Instituto de Fisica, UNAM , M exico, M exico

Institut fur T heoretische Physik und A strophysik, Universitat W urzburg, W urzourg, G erm any
Insttut fur T heoretische Physik, Universitat Zurich, Zurich, Sw itzerland

M ax-P lanck-Institut fur Physik, M unchen, G erm any

Centre for H igh Energy Physics, Indian Institute of Science, Bangalore, India

D epartm ent of T heoretical P hysics, A ristotle University of T hessaloniki, T hessaloniki, G reece
Facultat de F isica, Universitat de Barcelona, Barcelona, Spain

D epartm ent of Physics, University of C alifornia, D avis, CA , USA

Institute of T heoretical P hysics, U niversity of Tokushim a, Tokushim a, Japan

Santa Cruz Institute for Particle Physics, U niversity of C alifornia, Santa Cruz, CA , USA
T heory D ivision, KEK , T sukuba, Japan

1
2
3
4
5
6
7
8
9

10
11
12
13
14
15
16
17
18
19
20
21
22
23
24
25
26
27
28
29
30
31
32
33
34


http://arxiv.org/abs/hep-ph/0511344v2

35
36
37
38
39
40
41
42
43
44
45
46
47
48
49
50
51
52
53
54
55
56
57
58
59
60
61
62
63
64
65
66
67
68
69
70
71
72
73
74
75

D epartm ent of M odern Physics, University of Science and Technology of China, Hefei, China
Center for High Energy Physics and Institute of M odem P hysics, T singhua U niversity, B eijing, C hina
H igh Energy Physics, U ppsala University, Uppsala, Sweden

D epartm ent of Physics, Tokyo G akugei U niversity, Tokyo, Jpan

Instituto de F sica Corpuscular, CSIC , Valencia, Spain

D epartm ent of Physics, National Taiwan University, Taipei, Taiwan

D epartm ent of M athem atical Sciences, U niversity of L iverpool, L iverpool, UK

Institute of T heoretical Physics, W arsaw Univerity, W arsaw , Poland

M CTP, University of M ichigan, Ann Arior, M I, USA

School of Physics, Seoul N ational U niversity, Seoul, K orea

D epartm ent of Physics, Yonsei U niversity, Seoul, K orea

School of Physics and A stronom y, University of Southam pton, Southam pton, UK

P hysikalisches Institut der Universitat Bonn, Bonn, G erm any

Laboratoire de Physique Sulatom ique et de C oam ologie, U niversite G renoblk I, G renoble, France
LPTA , Universite M ontpellier IT, CNR S-IN 2P 3, M ontpellier, France

Institut fur T heoretische Physik, RW TH Aachen, Aachen, G em any

Laboratoire de Physique des P articuls, A nnecy—le-V ieux, France

D epartm ent of Physics and A stronom y, University of PennsyWwania, Philadelphia, PA , USA
D epartm ent of Physics, C arketon University, O ttawa, ON , C anada

I. Physikalisches Instdtut der RW TH Aachen, Aachen, G em any

D epartm ent of Physics, University of F lorida, G ainesville, FL, USA

D epartm ent of Physics and A stronom y, University of G lasgow , G lasgow , UK

ICEPP, University of Tokyo, Tokyo, Japan

IPN Universite Lyon, IN2P3-CNR S, Lyon, France

H arish-C handra Research Institute, A Ilahakad, India

U niversity of C olorado, Boulder, CO , USA

Y IT P, K yoto Universty, K yoto, Japan

D eutsches E kktronen-Synchrotron DESY , Zeuthen, G em any

W illiam I.Fine T heoretical Physics Institute, University of M innesota, M inneapolis, M N , U SA
INFN , Sezione di Pavia, Pavia, Taly

D epartm ent of Physics and A stronom y, U niversity of R ochester, Rochester, NY , U SA
IPPP, University of Durham , Durham , UK

Tata Institute of Fundam ental Research, M um kai, India

Paul Scherrer Institut, V illigen, Sw itzerland

Insttut fur Experim entalphysik, Universitat H am burg, H am burg, G erm any

D epartm ent of Physics, C hung-A ng U niversity, Seoul, K orea

D epartm ent of Physics and A stronom y, University of She eld, She eld, UK

Enrico Ferm i Institute, University of C hicago, Chicago, I, U SA

Institute of H igh Energy Physics, Chinese Academ y of Sciences, Beijing, China

D epartm ent of Physics, Tohoku U niversity, Sendai, Japan

IT P, School of Physics, P eking U niversity, B eijing, C hina

Supported in partby US DOE ,D iv. of HEP , contract W 31-109-ENG 38
Supported in part by UNAM grant PAPITT -IN 116202 and C onacyt grant 42026-F
H eisenkerg Fellow

Supported by grant KBN 2 P03B 040 24

Supported by a M CyT Ramon y Cajgloontract

O ctober 22, 2013

Abstract. H Igh-precision analyses of supersym m etry param eters ain at reconstructing the funda-
m ental supersym m etric theory and its breaking m echanism . A wellde ned theoretical fram ew ork
is needed when higher-order corrections are included.W e propose such a schem e, Supersym m etry
Param eter A nalysis SPA , based on a consistent set of conventions and input param eters. A repos—
itory for com puter program s is provided which connect param eters in di erent schem es and relate
the Lagrangian param eters to physical observables at LHC and high energy e' e linear collider
experin ents, ie., m asses, m ixings, decay w idths and production cross sections for supersym m etric
particles. In addition, program s for calculating high-precision low energy observables, the density
of cod dark matter (CDM ) in the universe as well as the cross sections for CDM search exper—
In ents are included. The SPA schem e still requires extended e orts on both the theoretical and
experin ental side before data can be evaluated in the future at the level of the desired precision.
W e take here an initial step of testing the SPA schem e by applying the techniques involved to a
speci ¢ supersym m etry reference point.
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1 INTRODUCTDON

At future collders, experin ents can be perform ed in
the supersym m etric particle sector [1J2J3 4], if realized
In Nature, with very high precision. W hile the Large
Hadron Collider LHC can provide usw ith a set ofwell-
determ ined observables [H)d], in particular m asses of
colored particles and precise m ass di erences of var—
Jous particle com binations, experin ents at the Inter—
national e’ e Linear Collder ILC [1J8Jd] o er high-
precision determm nation of the non-colored supersym —
m etry sector.C om bining the inform ation from LHC on
the generally heavy colored particlesw ith the inform a—
tion from ILC on the generally lighter non-colored par—
ticle sector (and later from the Com pact Linear Col-
lider CLIC [10]on heavier states) w illgenerate a com —
prehensive high-precision picture of supersym m etry at
the TeV scale [T]]. Such an analysis can be perform ed
Independently of speci ¢ m odel assum ptions and for
any supersym m etric scenario that can be tested in lab-
oratory experim ents. It m ay subsequently serve as a
s0lid base for the reconstruction of the fundam entalsu—
persym m etric theory at a high scale, potentially close
to the P lanck scale, and for the analysis of the m icro—
scopic m echanisn of supersym m etry breaking [TAJ13].

T he analysesw ill be basad on experin entalaccura—
cles expected at the percent down to the perm il level
[@T4]. T hese experin entalaccuraciesm ust bem atched
on the theoretical side. This dem ands a welkde ned
fram ew ork for the calculational schem es in perturba-
tion theory as well as for the input param eters. T he
proposed Supersym m etry Param eter A nalysis C onven—
tion (SPA ) [Sect.2]providesa clearbase for calculating
m asses, m ixings, decay w idths and production cross
sections. They will serve to extract the fundam ental
supersym m etric Lagrangian param etersand the super—
symm etry-breaking param eters from future data. In
addition, the renom alization group technigues m ust
be developed for all the scenarios to determ ine the
high-scale param eters of the supersymm etric theory
and its m icroscopic breaking m echanism .

By constructing such a coherent and uni ed basis,
the com parison between results from di erent calcula—
tions can be stream lined, elin inating am biguous pro—
cedures and reducing confusion to a m ininum when
cross-checking results.

A program repository [Sect.3] has therefore been
built In which a series of program s has been collected
that w ill be expanded continuously in the future. The
program srelate param etersde ned in di erent schem es
w ith each other,eg.polem assesw ith DR m asses, and
they calculate decay w dthsand cross sections from the
basic Lagrangian param eters. A n additional set of pro—
gram s predicts the values of high-precision low -energy
observables of Standard M odel (SM ) particles In su-
persym m etric theories. T he program repository also
includes global t program s by which the entire set
of Lagrangian param eters, incorporating higher-order
corrections, can be extracted from the experim ental

observables. In addition, the solutions of the renom al-
ization group equations are inclided by which extrapo-
lations from the laboratory energies to the G rand Uni-
cation (GUT ) and Planck scales can be perform ed
and vice versa. Another category contains program s
which relate the supersymm etry (SUSY ) param eters
w ith the predictions of cold dark m atter in the uni-
verse and the corresponding cross sections for search
experin ents of cold dark m atter (CDM ) particles.

Tt is strongly recom m ended that the program savail-
able in the repository adopt the structure of R ef. [T3]
for the Lagrangian, lncluding avor m ixing and CP
phases, and follow the generally accepted Supersym —
m etry Les Houches A ccord, SLHA , for com m unication
between di erent program s [Id]. For de niteness, we
reproduce from [1A] the superpotential (om itting R -
parity violating temm s), in termm s of super elds,

h
W o= . (Ve )HGLEE 5+ (v )yH EHD
i
+ (Yy )i5H 233U 5 (1)
w here the chiral super elds of theM inin al Supersym —

m etric Standard M odel (M SSM ) have the follow ing
SU (3)c SU (2). U (1)y gquantum num bers

A

L :(1;2; 3)E :(1;1;1);8 :(3;2;2);U : (315

wlrno

D :(3;1;5);Ha 1 (1;2; $)iHy 2 (1;2;5)

T he indices of the SU (2), fundam ental representation
aredenoted by a;b= 1;2 and the generation indicesby
i;9= 1;2;3.Color indices are everyw here suppressed,
since only trivial contractions are involved. ., is the
totally antisym m etric tensor, with 1, = = 1.

T he soft SUSY breaking part is written as

h
Lsort = ab (Tg )in gn}jl ejR + (Tp )in C?Q?L de
i
+ (Ty )i5H f@i w, + hxe
2

a 2 a
+deHdaHd+mHuHuaHLl

2 a 2 a
+ QiLa(mQ)iijL + 0y o m )05

(mg abHSHE-& hx:)
i a

+ i, (mi)injR + dN.iR (mff)ij&j + ey (mi)ijejR
1
+5 Ml%+M2wAWA+M3ngX

+ hwc:; (2)

where the H ; are the scalarH ggs elds, the eldsw ith
a tide are the scalar com ponents of the super eld w ith
the dentical capital letter; the bino is denoted as B,
the unbroken SU (2), gaugios as w”~ 727, and the
gluinos as ¢ ~1#¥®, in 2-com ponent notation. The T
m atrices w ill be decom posed as Tij = A;Yi,where Y
aretheYukawam atricesand A the soft supersym m etry
breaking trilinear couplings.

M uch work on both the theoretical and the exper—
In ental side is still needed before data could be eval-
uated In the future at the desired level of accuracy.
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SPA CONVENTION

Them asses of the SUSY particles and H iggs bosons are de ned as pole m asses.
A 11 SUSY Lagrangian param eters, m ass param eters and couplings, including tan
in the DR schem e and de ned at the scale M" = 1 Tev .
G augino/higgsino and scalar m ass m atrices, rotation m atrices and the corresponding angles
arede ned in the DR schem e at M , except for the H iggs system in which them ixing m atrix is
de ned In the on-shell schem e, the m om entum scale chosen as the light H iggs m ass.
The Standard M odel input param eters of the gauge sector are chosen as Gy, , My
M5 M ,).All lkepton masses are de ned on-shell. The t quark m ass is de ned on-shell; the
b; c quark m asses are Introduced In M S at the scale of the m asses them selves w hile taken at a
renom alization scale of 2 G &V for the Iight u;d; s quarks.
D ecay w dths/branching ratios and production cross sections are calculated for the set of pa-
ram eters speci ed above.

, are given

and

Table 1.De nition of the supersym m etry param eter convention SPA

T hese tasks of the SPA Progct willbe de ned in de—
tailin Sectd4.

In Sect.5 we introduce the SUSY reference point
SsPsla’ as a general setup for testing these tools in
practice. T his reference point is de ned at a charac-
teristic scale of 1 TeV in the M inin al Supersym m etric
Standard M odel with roots in m inin al supergravity
m SUGRA ). The point is a derivative of the Snow —
mass point SPSla [[7]; its param eters are identical
except for a an all shift of the scalar m ass param eter
and a change of the trilinear coupling to com ply w ith
the m easured dark m atter density [18]. N ote, that the
SPSla’ param eters are com patble with all the avail-
able high—- and low-energy data. T he param eters are
close to point B? of Ref. [[d]. The m asses are fairly
Iight so that stringent tests of all aspects In the pro-
gram can be perform ed for LHC and ILC experin ents.
The nal target are predictions on the accuracies of
the findam ental supersym m etry param eters that can
be expected from a comm on set of inform ation when
LHC and ILC experin ents are analyzed coherently.

Additional benchm ark points within and beyond
m SUGRA , representing characteristics of di erent sce-

narios, should com plam ent the speci ¢ choice 0fSP S1a’.

2SPA CONVENTDON

E xtending the experience collected in analyzing Stan-
dard M odel param eters at the former e e collders
LEP and SLC , we propose the set of conventions de-

ned in Table[l. T hese conventions conform w ith the
general SLHA scham e[Td]but they arem ore speci ¢ in
several points.

T hough largely accepted as standard, som e of the
de nitions proposed in this SPA Convention should be
explained In a few comm ents.

Forthe SUSY Lagrangian param eters the DR sche-
m e 20271 is m ost useful. It is based on regularization
by din ensional reduction together w ith m odi ed m in—
In al subtraction. T his schem e is designed to preserve

supersym m etry by m aintaining the num ber of degrees
of freedom ofall eldsin D din ensions, and it is tech—
nically very convenient. The -functions for SUSY pa-
ram eters in this schem e are known up to 3-loop order
[22]. Tt has recently been shown [23] that inconsisten—
cies of the original schem e [24] can be overcom e and
that the DR schem e can be formulated in a m athe-
m atically consistent way. T he am biguities associated
with the treatm ent of the Levi€ ivita tensor can be
param eterized as renom alization schem e dependence
as was argued in [28]. Checks by explicit evaluation
of the supersym m etric Slavnov-T aylor dentities at the
one-loop level have shown that the DR m ethod gen—
erates the correct counter term s [2d]. W e w ill use the
version of the DR schem e as given in 211, there re-

ferred to as ﬁo schem e.] To m ake use of the highly
developed infrastructure for proton colliders, which is
based on theM S factorization schem e [Z77],a dictionary
isgiven in Sect.3 .2 for the translation between the DR
and M S schem es, as well as the on-shell renom aliza—
tion schem es.

The SUSY scale is chosen M = 1 TeV to avoid
large threshold corrections in running the m ass pa-
ram etersby renom alization group techniques from the
high scale down to the low scale. Fixing the scale M”
independent of param eters w ithin the supersym m etry
scenarios is preferable over choices relating to gpeci ¢
param eters, such as squark m asses, that can be xed
only at the very end. By de nition, this point can
also be usad to characterize uniquely m ultiple-scale ap—
proaches.

M ixing param eters, In particular tan , could have
been introduced in di erent ways [29]; how ever, choos-
ing the DR de nitions proposed above has proven very
convenient in practical calculations.

T he m asses of H iggs bosons [30], in the M SSM of
the charged H , of the neutralCP-odd A , and of the
two CP-even h;H particles, are understood as pole
masses, My a4z ;- For given M, , the pole m asses
My ;n of the CP-even Higgs bosons are obtained as
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poles? = M g n of the dressed propagatorm atrix,

g m§+ pu (@) ne (@) )
he (@) ¢ mi+ nn(@)

in (@)

nvolving the treelevelm assesm y ;5 and the diagonal
and non-diagonalon-shellrenom alized self-energies

In the on-shell schem g, the input param eters are renor—
m alized on-shell quantities, In particular the A boson
m ass, w ith accordingly de ned counter temm s.

Owing to the mom entim dependence of the self-
energies, there is no unique m ixing angle ( ) for the
neutral CP-even H iggs system beyond the tree level,
and the SPA choice can be understood as a convention
for an \in proved Bom approxin ation".A convenient
choice for ¢ in the selfenergies which m inin izes the
di erence of such an approxin ation w ith respect to cal-
culations involving the proper selfenergies in physical
m atrix elem ents, is given by g = M 2.

T he physical on-shellm asses are introduced in the
decay w idths and production cross sections such that
the phase space is treated in the observables closest to
experin ental on-shell kinem atics. T his applies to the
heavy particles while the m asses of the light particles
can generally be neglected in high energy processes.

In the chargino/neutralino sector the num ber of ob—
servable m asses exceeds the num ber of free param eters
in the system , gaugino/higgsino m ass param eters and
tan .Them ost convenient set of input chargino/neu-—
tralinom asses isdictated by experim ent [the three low —
est m ass states in this sector, for exam ple] while the
additionalm asses are subsequently predicted uniquely.
Sin ilar procedures need to be followed in the sferm ion
sector.

3PROGRAM BASE
31 PROGRAM CATEGORIES

T he com putational tasks that are involved in the SPA
P ro fct can be broken dow n to severalcategories. Each
of the codes that w ill be collected in the SPA program
repository is ncluded In one or m ore of these cate-
gordes. It isunderstood that in each case the theoretical
state-oftheart precision is in plem ented . For comm u—
nication between codes SLHA [1d] is strongly recom —
mended, which is extended in a suitable way where
appropriate.

1) Schem e translation tools:

T he com m unication betw een codes that em ploy dif-
ferent calculational schem es requires a set of trans—
lation rules. In the SPA program repository we there—
fore collect tools that in plem ent, in particular, the
de nitions and relations betw een on-shell, DR and
MS param eters In the Lagrangian as listed in Sect.
3.2 below .

Spectrum calculators:

T his category includes codes of the transition from
the Lagrangian param eters to a basis of physical

particle m asses and the related m xing m atrices.
This task mainly consists of deriving the on-shell
particlem asses (Including higher-order corrections)
and of diagonalizing the m ixing m atrices in a con—
sistent schem e, m aking use of the abovem entioned
tools as needed.
3) Calculation of other observables:
37 ) Decay tables:
com pute the experin entally m easurable w dths
and branching fractions.
C ross sections:
calculate SU SY cross sections and distributions
for LHC and ILC.
Low -energy observables:
com pute the values of those low -energy, high—
precision observables eg.,b! s ,Bg ! ,
g 2]that are sensitive to SUSY e ects.
C oam ological and astrophysical aspects:
this category of program s covers the derivation
of cod dark m atter (CDM ) relic density in the
universe,cross sectionsforCDM particle search—
es, astrophysicalcross sections, etc. In the SUSY
context.
4) Event generators:
Program s that generate event sam ples for SU SY
and background processes in realistic collider envi-
ronm ents.
A nalysis program s:
T hese codes m ake use of som e or all of the above
to extract the Lagrangian param eters from experi-
m entaldata by m eans of global analyses.
RGE program s:
By solving the renom alization-group equations, the
program s connect the values of the param eters of
the low -energy e ective Lagrangian to those at the
high-scale w here them odel is supposed tom atch to
a m ore fundam ental theory. H igh-scale constraints
are In plem ented on the basis of well-de ned theo—
retical assum ptions: gauge coupling uni cation,
mSUGRA ,GM SB,AM SB scenarios, etc.
A uxiliary program s and lbraries:
Structure functions, beam strahling,
m ethods, SM backgrounds, etc.

3B)

3C)

3D)

ul

num erical

This is an open system and the responsibility for
all these program s rem ainsw ith the authors. SPA pro—
vides the transhtion tables and the links to the com —
puter codes on the web-page

http://spa.desy.de/spa/

Conveners responsible for speci ¢ tasks of the SPA

Profct will be listed on this web-page; the inform a—
tion w illbe routinely updated to re ect them om entary
state of the profct at any tim e.

32SCHEME TRANSLATION
T his subsection presents a few characteristic exam ples

of relations betw een on-shell observables and DR ,M S
quantities at the electroweak scale M ; and the SUSY
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scale M . For brevity, here only the approxin ate one-
loop results are given [311]; it is understood that the
codes in the program repository include the m ost up-
to-date higherJoop results.

(a) Couplings:

gauge couplings:

Cs (3)

Y ukawa couplings ketween the gaugino ;, the chi-
ral ferm ion and the scalar i :

=1

Yukawa couplings ketween the scalbr ; and the
two chiralferm ions 5 and  :

_ _ X3 2

™)
32 2
=1

T

C,

2cTH+ CoF (5)

trilinear scalar couplings:
T hese couplings do not di er in the two schem es.

C; and C;{ are the quadratic C asin ir Invariants of
the ad pint representation and them atter represen—
tation r of the gauge group G ;, respectively. T hey
aregiven by C; = [3;2;0]1for [SU (3);SU (2);U (1)]
and C{ = [4=3;3=4;3=5 er ] for the fundam ental
representations of SU (3);SU (2),and the U (1) hy—
percharge Y .

SUSY ﬁ,M_S and pole m asses:

5

gaugino m ass param eters

_ _ DR )2
MPS=MPF 1+ (?16 2) i (6)
higgsino m ass param eter:
!
_ __ X2 DR \2
SV i A

C! denoting the SU (2) and U (1) Casim ir invari-
ants of the H iggs elds.

sferm ion m ass param eters:

T hese param eters do not di er in the DR and M S
schem es.

ferm ion pole m asses:
T he pole m asses can be w ritten schem atically as

M i;poe = M ER Re (g=m i;pole) (8)

-~

where denotes the farm jon selfenergy renomm al-
ized according to the DR -schem e at the scale M.
As an explicit exam ple we note the one-loop re—
lation between the SU (3) gaugino m ass param eter

M3 M )ﬁ and the gliino pole mass m4 [without
sferm on m xing]at the one-loop order:

mg=Mj3% M) 9)
ﬁ( 2
+ = Mg 15+ 9In—>
4 g

X x 2. 2.2

+ mgBg m g ;m o m g

q i=1

where B, is the nite part of one of the one-loop
tw opoint functions at the scale in the DR schem e
M" (and analogously A ;B to be used later), cf.

Ref. 321.

scalar pole m asses:

A sin ilarrelation holds for the squared scalarm asses

@ =mi ) (10)

2 2;ﬁ
Moo =M;

T he one-loop Q CD corrections for the left squarks
ofthe st two generations In the lim it of vanishing

quark m assesm ay serve as a sin ple exam ple:

m?=wM PR ) (11)

20)

mi mZ)Bomamy;
2)

0)+ Ao(m? ;

2méB0(m2;m2 q) Ay (m

G a’

SM param eters:

T he follow ing paragraphs sum m arize the SM input
values for the analysis. O nly approxin ate form ulae
are presented for brevity, while the com plete set of
relations is available on the program repository.
In a few cases the evolution from the scale M 4
to M is carried out by m eans of RG Es instead of
xed-order perturbation theory because they have
proven, presently, m ore accurate; this m ay change
once the necessary m ultiloop calculations w ill be
com pleted.

PR M, )= (12)
1 sM SUSY
"w
= noAl 4X2 N
SUSY 6 MZ MZ
i=1
#
X X2 , . Mg
+ N.QsfIh—
cC¥ f MZ
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sM Summ arizes the SM contrbutions from the
leptons, quarks and the W -boson. In the SUSY
contributions, susy » £ sum s over all charged
sferm jons,N . isthe color factorand Q ¢ the (s)ferm —
jon charge.

si?f PR atM, and atM :

T he electrow eak m ixing param eter sin? ﬁ(M 2z )is
given by
_ h . i
sh® PR Mz) 1 sih® PR @Mg)
—
™ )
e - (15)

w here the contributions from loopsofSM and SU SY
particles aredenoted by  # [B3[34].A t the scaleM”
the electrow eak m xing param eter can be calculated
subsequently from

tan® PR )= DR @)= DR 1) (16)

by m aking use of the couplings ?_R(M” ) given in

the preceading paragraph.

sif PR and sh® . atM g :

T he electrow eak m ixing angle in the e ective lep—
tonic (electronic) vertex of the Z boson is de ned
as

e
1 Re&e (17)
Sa

in term softhe e ective vector and axialvector cou—
plings gs;A of the Z to electrons. The relation to
.2 DR

sin M 7 ) is given by (at one-loop order)
sin? PR (M, )= sin? . (18)
M 2)+ 0
+ sn2 . z ( z)2 z (0) £
2M

nvolring the photon{Z non-diagonal selfenergy
2 (?) and the non-universal electron{Z vertex
correction form factors £7 , @),

ge=leem ) A 2si? o )£ M 2); (19)

w ith all the loop quantities renomm alized in theDR
schem e at the scale M ; . For explicit expressions

see 33)34].

DPRatM, andM ,rehted o "5 M, ):

N M S
M ;)
PR, )= =—2° (20)
1 s
_ sMz) 1 2. me
° 2 2 37 My
2
Zhﬁ EX X 0o
Mz ) M
g i=1
_ DR
DR M) = s Mz) (21)

W ;Z bosons, pok and DR m asses:

The polemasses My (V = W ;Z) and the DR
massesatM ; are related by

ME=MJPRM,) Re [y 7= M) (22)

nvolring the renomm alized transverse vectorboson
selfenergies in theDR schem eatthe scaleM ; .The
Z pole mass is a direct Input param eter, whereas
theW polem assisderived from the relation to the
low -energy param eters  and Fem 1 constant G g
according to the SPA Convention:

M

=
[
=
Il
ol

(23)

r sum m arizes the loop contrbutions from the SM
and SU SY particlesasgiven explicitly in [3334/35].
The selfenergies at the scale M can be written
sym bolically as

2 T 2 T
16 z7 = 16 7 7 ;SM + H iggs (24)
£.2 2 002 a0 2
4NchZ;ij322 ™ 7 £ s f”])
£
X 2
+ fijZH (MZ;m ~; m ~j)
NO;N+
2
+ 2915z BoM 7 ;m - ;m )
2 T 2 T
16 ww 16 W W ;SM + H iggs (25)
£.2 2 2 2
2N C vy ;ijB”gz M 5 sm £ M f0)
£ J
X 2
+ fijW H (MW ;m Ng HU )

bl

+ 29i Bo(M 4 jm o;m )

+ j

w here vey ;15 are the couplings of the gauge boson
to sferm jonsand fi5y and gijy are com binations of
left- and right-couplings to charginos and neutrali-
nos; B, and H are com binationsofthe B; and A ;
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loop finctions. D etailed form ulae are given in [34].

cham and bottom runningM S m ass atmey and
DR mass atM , , cf. B7/38]:

" - #%
_ _ M S
™ z)
mpRy M) =nlm,) =
" l\S4S(mb) 4
DR 23 2DR
1 5 £ (26)
3 72
— mPR Mz)+Re M)
mg (M . ): b;SM Z b (27)
1 myMz)
mpyMyz)= 2 ‘my tan Im?2 ;m?2 ;m?)
oMz 3 g BRIy
2
+ b A+ tan I(m2'm2 2)
16 2 t LA SN
2
g
M tan
16 2 °
& 2 2. 2 1
co tI(mtl;Mz; )+ Eft! By
+ fcos! sin; Q1! Qg
’¥ loga’=t’ + cyclic
I(a2 ;b2 ;c2 )= 2 g e
@ P )@ &)
with 2Mz) = pMz) mP¥Mz) mpMz)
and (M g ) being the selfenergy of the bottom

quark due to supersymm etric particles and heavy
SM particlesand m p,(M z ) Including the large -
nite term s proportional to tan which have been
resumm ed [38]. In the case of the charm quark the
additional running between m . and m, has to be
included. The SUSY contributions are In general
an alland no resum m ation isnecessary.T hem asses
areevolved from thescaleM ; toM™ by m eansofthe
RG E s for the Yukaw a couplings asdescribed below .

top quark pok mass and DR mass atMy :
"
DR

S
Io
3 d m

M

N o

(gl N}

(28)

where c. (M 2=m ?) is the gluonic tw o-loop contribu-
tion and  accounts for the electroweak aswell as
the SU SY contributions.T hem ass is evolved to the
scale M” by m eans of the Yukawa RG E s; see next.

Y ukawa couplings and runningm asses of SM par—
tickes atM™ :

The vacuum expectation values v; " and vg_ are

Initially given by:

1.
Mﬁ (Mz):—QZ'D ™ z)

2
2 (29)

h _ _ i
Vet R 0z )+ VPR 0 )
— s - —
. Mg )=vgT Mz )= tan M z) (30)
tan ﬁ(MZ)musl:beevol\/ed down from the con-—

ventionalparam etertan DR M )bymeansofRGE .

From the DR massesatM , the Yukawa couplings
are calculated:

JE— P — R
YR Mg)= 2mPRM )=, M) (31)
JE— P — R
Yol Mg)= 2mp Mg )=yt Mg)  (32)

In a second step, they are evolved together w ith
the gauge couplings and the vacuum expectation
values to M” via RGEs. At this scale the running
SM ferm don m asses and gauge boson m asses are re-
lated to the Lagrangian param eters by the usual
treelevel relations. T his is, presently, a better ap—
proach for the evolution of the Yukawa couplings
than xed-order perturbation theory.

33W DTHS AND CROSS SECTIONS

(@) Decay widths:

T he decay widths are de ned as inclusive quanti-
ties ncluding all radiative corrections; the m asses
of the heavy particles are taken on-shell, light par-
ticle m asses are set zero.

Cross sections for e e collisions:

Crosssections, (¢"e ! fFq), for the production
of a set of supersym m etric particles/H iggs bosons
fF'g are de ned at the experim ental level in €' e
collisions iIncluding up-to-date radative corrections
excepthard  Dbrem sstrahlung to exclide large con-—
tributions from radiative retum.

In general, large Q ED <type photonic corrections
cannotbedisentangled from genuine SU SY —speci ¢
parts, and in the com parison of theoretical predic—
tionsw ith experin entaldata allhigher-order term s
have to be Included . To elucidate the role of the spe-
ci ¢ supersym m etric loop corrections, a reasonable
and consistent prescription for cut-ndependent re—
duced cross sections shall thereforebede ned.Since
the leading Q ED temm sarising from virtualand real
photon contributions that contain large logarithm s
can be denti ed and isolated, the \reduced" gen-—
uine SUSY cross sections are de ned, at the theo—
retical level, by subtracting the logarithm ic term s
log4 E °=s in the softphoton energy cuto E
and In logs=m ﬁ from non-collinear and collinear
soft radiation o light ferm ions £ = e; ;:::and
virtual Q ED corrections. In this de nition of re—
duced cross sections [see also [39]], the logarithm i~
cally large QED radiative corrections are consis-
tently elin inated In a gauge-nvariant way. By the
sam e token, the reduced cross sections are de ned
w fthout taking into account beam strahlung.
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(c) Cross sections for hadron collisions:

C ross sections for proton collisions at Tevatron and
LHC, ((Ep ! fFg), include all QCD and other
available corrections, with infrared and collinear
singularities tam ed by de ning inclusive observables,
or properly de ned Pt characteristics, and intro-
ducing the renom alized parton densities, provided
param etrically by the PDF collaborations [40J41l].

4 TASKS OF THE SPA PROJECT

A successful reconstruction of the fiindam ental struc—
ture of the supersymm etric theory at the high scale
and the proper understanding of the nature of cold
dark m atter from experin entaldata require the precise
analysis of all inform ation that will becom e available
from collider experin ents, low -energy experin ents, as—
trophysicaland coam ologicalobservations.P relin inary
studies [see Sect.5], initiating this SPA Profct, have
shown thatwhile thisaim can in principle be achieved,
it stillneedsm uch additionalw ork both on the theoret—
icalaswell as on the experin ental side. In particular,
we dentify the follow Ing areas of research as central
tasks of the SPA Profct:

H gher-order calculations

W hile the precision of SU SY calculationshasgradually
shifted from leading-order (LO ) to nextto-Jleading or-
der (NLO ) accuracy [and, In som e areas, beyond ], the
present level still does not m atch the expected exper-
In ental precision, particularly in coherent LHC + ILC
analyses. T he experin ental precision, how ever, has to
be fully exploited In order to draw 1m conclusions on
the fundam ental theory. To close this gap, the SPA
Propct foresees new e orts to push the frontier In
higher-order SUSY calculations to the line necessary
for the proper Interpretation of experin entalanalyses.

In proving the understanding of the DR schem e

TheDR schen e recomm ended for higher-order calcula—
tions can be form ulated in a m athem atically consistent
way [23]and is technically m ost convenient.M any ex—
plicit checks at the one-loop level have shown that the
DR m ethod generates the correct counter term s. H ow —
ever, there isno com plete proofyet that it preserves su—
persym m etry and gauge invariance in all cases. T here—
fore, as the precision of SUSY calculations is pushed
to higher orders, the SPA Propgct also requires fur-
ther investigation of the sym m etry dentities in theDR
schem e.

M oreover, there is an obvious dichotom y between
theDR schem e,w hich isconvenient for thede nition of
SU SY param etersand their renom alization group evo-
lution, and theM S schem e, which is generally adopted
for the calculation of hadronic processes [27].W hile, as
argued before, the M S scheme requires ad-hoc counter
term s to restore supersym m etry, in the DR scheme a

nite shift from the comm only used MS density func—
tions to the DR density functions has to be carried
out [47].M oreover, form assive nalstate particles spu—
rious density finctions for the (4 D ) gluon com po—
nents have to be introduced to com ply w ith the factor-
ization theorem , see [43J44] for details. Form ulating an
e clent com bination ofthem ost attractive elem ents of
both schem es in describing hadronic processes is there—
fore an In portant task of the pro gct.

Tm proving experin ental and theoretical precision

T he set of observables that has been included so far
In experim ental analyses, by no m eans exhausts the
opportunities which data at LHC and at ILC are ex—
pected to provide in the future. SPA Progct studies
willain to dentify any new channels that can give ad—
ditional inform ation, either independent or redundant
[In proving t results], and they will inclide them in
a uni ed fram ework. In connection w ith realistic es—
tim ates of theoretical uncertainties, a solid account
of error sources and correlations has to be achieved.
Furthemm ore, the sophistication of the experim ental
results will be re ned by including m ore precise sig—
nal and background calculations, and in proved sin u—
lations asm andatory for the analysis of realdata.

Coherent LHC + ILC analyses

W e put particular em phasis on the coherent com bina-
tion of future data obtained at LHC and ILC .W hilke
the LHC willm ost likely discover SUSY particles, if
they exist,and w illallow for the st testsofthe SUSY
paradigm ,e" e data m ake possble high-precision in—
vestigations of the w eak ly—interacting sector. Feedback
and coherently com bined analyses, which w ill greatly
bene tfrom a concurrent running ofboth colliders, are
indispensable for a m eaningfiil answ er to the questions
raised In the present context. Studies as initiated by
the LHC /LC Study G roup [439] are a vital part of the
SPA Profct.

D eterm Ining SU SY Lagrangian param eters

W hile at leading order the Lagrangian param eters con-—
nected w ith di erent supersym m etric particle sectors
can In general be isolated and extracted analytically

from closely associated observables, the analysisism uch
m ore com plex at higher orders. H igher orders intro-
duce the interdependence of all sectors in the observ—
ables. T he developm ent of consistent analyses for the
globaldeterm nation of the Lagrangian param eters in

this com plex situation has started and, conform w ith

general expectations for iterative steps in perturbative
expansions, they can be carried out consistently w ith

as few assum ptions as possble. T he set of Lagrangian

param eters and their experin ental errorm atrix can be
determ ned, including higher-order corrections. H ow —
ever, the experin ental procedure m ust still be supple-
m ented by corresponding theoretical errors and their
correlations.
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Cold dark m atter

A s the precision is re ned, astrophysicaldata ply an
Increasingly in portant role in confronting supersym —
m etry with experin ents. T he class of m odels conserv—
ing R “parity predict a weakly interacting,m assive, sta—
ble particle. T he relic abundance of this particle in —
poses crucial lin its on supersym m etric scenarios [4d].
W hile am ong the supersym m etry breaking m odels ver—
sions ofm SUGRA and of gaugino m ediation [47]have
been analyzed in detail, the analyses have to be ex—
tended system atically to other scenarios. In m odels
that account for the relic density, speci ¢ requirem ents
on the accuracies must be achieved when the CDM
particle is studied in high-energy physics laboratory
experin ents [48]. In tum, predictions based on the
com prehensive param eter analysis of high-energy ex-—
perin ents determ Ine the cross sections for astrophysi-
cal scattering experin ents by which the nature of the
cold dark m atter particles can be established . T he SPA
Profct provides a platform for a system atic and con—
tihuous Interplay between the astrophysics and high-
energy physics disciplines and the m utual re nem ent
of their program s in the future.

E xtended SUSY scenarios

The M SSM , in particular the param eter set SPS1a’
thatwe suggest fora st study, provides a benchm ark
scenario for developing and testing the toolsneeded for
a successfiil analysis of future SUSY data. However,
neither this speci ¢ point nor theM SSM itselfm ay be
the correct m odel for low -scale SU SY . Various param —
eter sets [for instance other representative m SUGRA
pointsaswellasnon-universalSUGRA ,GM SB ,AM SB,
and other scenarios, see R ef. [49] for a brief summ ary ]
and extended m odels have therefore to be investigated
within the SPA Profgct. In particular, m odels which
incorporate the right-handed neutrino sector, m ust be
analyzed extensively [B0]. Furthem ore, C P violation,
R parity violation, avor violation, NM SSM and ex—
tended gauge groups are am ong the roads that nature
may have taken in the SUSY sector. The SPA con-
ventions are form ulated so generally that they can be
applied to all these scenarios. T he goal of deriving the
fiindam ental structure from data will also to be pur-
sued for m any facets In this m ore general context.

5EXAMPLE:REF POINT SPS1a°

To test the Intemalconsistency of the SPA schem e and
to explore the potential of such extended experim ental
and theoretical analyses we have de ned, as an exam —
pl, the CP and R -parity nvariant M SSM reference
point SPS1a’. O fcourse, the SPA C onvention is set up
to cover also m ore general scenarios.

T he results for SP S1a’presented below arebased on
prelim inary experin ental sin ulations. In som e cases,
how ever, extrapolations from earlieranalysesfor SPSla
and other reference points have been used in order
to substitute m issing inform ation necessary fora st

Param eter SM input || Param eter SM input

m e 5110 10° m PO 17237

m 0.1057 mypmy) 42

m 1.777 my 91:1876
m,(Q) 3 10° Gr 11664 10°
mg(Q) 7 10° 1= 137:036
ms(Q) 012 o 002769
Me(me) 12 MS (g ) 0119

Table 2. Num erical valies of the SM input to spsia’.
M asses are given in G &V , for the leptons and the t quark
the pole m asses, for the lighter quarks the M S m asses either
at the m ass scale itself, for ¢, b, or, for u, d, s, at the scale
Q =2Gev.

com prehensive test of allaspects of the SPA Pro gct. It
is obvious that m any detailed sim ulations are needed
to dem onstrate the full pow er of predicting the funda—
m ental supersym m etric param eters from future sets of
LHC and ILC data.

In €' e annhilation experim ental progress is ex—
pected for the heavy chargino and neutralinos. Com —
bining the results of such studies with LHC data ap—
pear very prom ising and lead to in proved m ass deter—
m inations [B1l]. New techniques to detem ine slepton
m asses from cascade decays as vVery narrow resonances
[52J53] should be applied. For cross section m easure—
m ents and other sparticle propertiesm ethods to deter—
m Ine the decay branching ratios should be developed.
Atthe LHC a recently proposed m ass relation m ethod
o ers substantial in provem ents In the reconstruction
of squark and gluino m asses [54].

Analysis of SUSY Lagrangian param eters

T he roots de ning the R eference Point SPS1a’ are the
m SUGRA param eters [in the conventionalnotation for
CM SSM { see [B8]for the tighter originalde nition]in
the set

Mi,= 250GeV sign( ) =+1
Mg = 70GeV tan ()= 10
Ao = 300Gev

The left colum n, listing the universal gaugino m ass
M i_,, the scabhrmass M ( and the trilinear coupling
Ay [Yukawa couplings factored out], is de ned at the
GUT scaleM gyt . The point is close to the original
Snowm ass point SPSla [[7); the scalar m ass param —
eter M ¢ is lowered slightly at the GUT scale from

100G eV to 70G eV and A ischanged from 100G &V

to 300 GeV.Thevalues of the SM input param eters
are collected in Tabl [. Extrapolation of the above
m SUGRA parametersdown to theM” = 1 TeV scale
generates the M SSM Lagrangian param eters. Table[d
digplays the couplings and m ass param eters after being
evolved from M gyr to M” using the RGE part of the
program SPheno [58]which is based on two-loop anal-
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Param eter | SPS1a’ value || Param eter | SPS1a’ value

q° 03636 M 1033
g 0:6479 M, 1932
s 1:0844 M 5 5717
Y 0:1034 A 4452
Ye 0:8678 A 565:1
Yo 0:1354 Ay 9434
3960 tan 10:0
U 159:8 My, T 378:3
My, 1810 M1, 179:3
Mg, 1157 Mg, 110:0
Mo, 525:8 Mo, 4714
My, 5072 Moy, 3875
Mo, 505:0 Mo, 500:9

Table 3.TheDR SUSY Lagrangian param eters at the scale
M = 1 TeV in SPS1a’ from [BA] mass unitin G &V ; M Ifu
negative]. In addition, gauge and Yukawa couplings at this
scale are given in the DR schem e.

Particke | Mass G eV ]| ccare Gev ]
h° 1160 13
H° 4250 0:7
9 9747 0:4
~9 1839 12
~9 4139 12
~ 18347 13
e 1253 12
e 1899 04
~ 1079 05
*® 5472 94
a, 56417 102
=l 3665 5:4
o 5063 80
g 607:1 14

Table 4. Supersym m etric m asses for the SUSY scake M =
1 TeV , and their variation if M” is shifted to 0:1 TeV .

yses of the -functions as well as the other evolution
coe cients (other codes can be used equally well).

This SPS1a’ set is com patible w ith allhigh-energy
m ass bounds and w ith the low -energy precision data,
aswellas w ith the cbserved CDM data, calculated as
Bb! s )=30 10°[E7], g 2] =2= 34 10%° 9],

susy = 221 10% B8l,and cpw h? = 0:10 B2

T he physical [pole] m asses of the supersym m etric
particles are presented in Table[d. T he connection be-
tw een the Lagrangian param etersand the physicalpole
m asses is presently encoded at the one-loop level for
the m asses of the SU SY particles, and at the two-loop
level for the Higgsmasses. QCD e ects on the heavy
quark m asses are accounted for to two—-loop accuracy.

A system atic com parison w ith the other public pro—
gram s ISAJET [59], SOFTSUSY [60]and SuSpect [GIllhas
been perform ed in [6J] to estim ate the technical accu—
racy that can presently be reached in the evolution.
T he codes include full two-loop RG E s for all param e—
ters as well as one-loop form ulas for threshold correc—
tions. T he agreem ent between the actual versions of
these calculations is in generalw ithin one percent. A
specialcase are the on-shellm asses of the H iggsbosons
which have been calculated by FeynHiggs [B8] start-
ing from the SPheno Lagrangian param eters as input.
H ere, discrepancies for the m ass of the lightest H iggs
boson am ount to 2% orm ore which can be attrbuted
to di erent renom alization schem es (see also [63] or
detailed discussions).

Besides the com parison between di erent codes for
spectrum calculations, a crude Intemal estin ate of the
theoretical errors at the present levelof the loop calcu—
lationsm ay be obtained by shifting them atching point
M from 1 TeV down to 0.1 TeV.A sam ple of parti-
cle m ass shifts associated w ith such a vardation of the
SUSY scale param eter isdisplayed in Table[. W ith er—
rors at the percent level, the experin ental precision at
LHC can bem atched in general. H ow ever, it is obvious
that another order of m agnitude, the perm il level, is
required in the theoretical precision to m atch the ex—
pected experin ental precision at ILC and in coherent
LHC/ILC analyses { ie., calculations of the next loop
are called for'.

To perform experin ental sin ulations, the branch—
ing ratios of the decay m odes are crucial: these have
been calculated using FeynHiggs [E8]and SDECAY [&3];
sin ilar results m ay be obtained using CPSuperH [6d].
T he m ost In portant decay channels of the supersym —
m etric particles and H iggs bosons in SPS1a’ are col-
lected In the A ppendix, w hile the com plete set is avail-
able from the SPA web-site. C ross sections for the pro—
duction of squarks, gluinos, gauginos and sleptons at
the LHC are presented as a function ofm ass including
the point SPS1a’. T ypical cross sections for pair pro-
duction of charginos, neutralinos and sleptons at the
ILC are presented for the point SPS1a’ as a function
of the collider energy.

IfSPSla’, ora SUSY param eter set in the range of
sin ilarm ass scales, is realized in nature, a plethora of
Interesting channels can be exploited to extract the ba-
sic supersym m etry param eterswhen com bining exper—
In ental nform ation from sharp edges in m assdistribu-
tions at LHC w ith m easurem ents of decay spectra and
threshold excitation curvesatan e e colliderw ith en—
ergy up to 1 TeV [[l]l.From the sin ulated experin ental
errors the data analysis perform ed coherently for the
two m achines gives rise to a very precise picture of the
supersym m etric particle spectrum as dem onstrated in
TablkM.

' W ith functionsand evolution coe cientsin theRG Es

already available to third order [2J], the calculation of the
tw o-Joop order for the relation between the Lagrangian pa-
ram eters and the physical pole m asses have been carried
out in the approxim ation of m assless vector bosons [(4]
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Particle | M ass [G &V ] || Particle | M ass [G &V ]

h? 116:0 ~ 1079
H° 4250 ~ 1949
A° 4249 ~ 1705
H' 432:7 Br 5472
~9 97:7 o 56417
~9 1839 dx 5469
~9 4005 d 570:1
~9 4139 t 366:5
~ 18347 % 5855
~ 415:4 o 5063
er 1253 B 545:7
e 1899 g 607:1
~ 1725

Supersym m etry Param eter A nalysis: SPA Convention and Projfct

700 L
(GeV] SPS1a’ mass spectrum
600 | dg — i
L _
qr by
500 L by
HovAO _Hi )22 )2:{:
400 S0 —— X2
L X3 -
— 1t
300 |
2001 ] Ty 20 ot
,;Ll ,727 X2 Xi
0 ] .
wo| P— T p
0

Table 5. M ass spectrum of supersymm etric particles [56] and Higgs bosons [58] in the reference point SPS1a’. The
m asses in the second generation coincide with the rst generation.

particke | Mass || \tHC" [ \mmc" || \LEC+ mC"
n° 116:0 025 0:05 005
H 4250 15 15
~9 97:7 48 0:05 0:05
~9 1839 4:7 12 0:08
~ 4139 51 3 5 25
~ 183:7 0:55 055
& 1253 48 0:05 005
e 1899 50 0:18 0:18
~ 1079 5 8 | 024 024
& 5472 || 7 12 5 11
[ 56417 8:7 49
t 366:5 19 19
o) 5063 75 537
g 607:1 8:0 6:5

Table 6. Accuracies for representative m assm easurem ents
of SUSY particles in individual LHC , ILC and ooherent
\LHC+ ILC " analyses for the reference point SP S1a’ m ass
units in G €V J.eg and ¢, representthe avorsg= u;d;c;s.
[E rrors presently extrapolated from SPSla sim ulations.]

W hil the picture so farhad been based on evaliat-
ing the experin ental observables channel by channel,
global analysis program s have becom e availabl 674,
[69] in which the whole set of data, m asses, cross sec—
tions, branching ratios, etc. is exploited coherently to
extract the Lagrangian param eters in the optin alway
after including the avaibble radiative corrections for
m asses and cross sections. W ith increasing num bers of
observables the analyses can be expanded and re ned
n a system atic way. The present quality of such an

analysis [68] can be judged from the results shown in
Table[d. T hese errors are purely experin ental and do
not include the theoretical counterpart which m ust be
In proved considerably beforem atching the experin en—
tal standards.

Extrapolation to the GUT scale

Based on the param eters extracted at the scaleM™ ,we
can approach the reconstruction of the fundam entalsu-—
persym m etric theory and the related m icroscopic pic—
ture of the m echanism breaking supersymm etry. T he
experin ental inform ation is exploited to them axin um
extent possble in the bottom -up approach [[A]in which
the extrapolation from M~ to the GUT /Planck scale
is perform ed by the renomm alization group evolution
for all param eters, w ith the GUT scale de ned by the
uni cation point of the two electroweak couplings. In
this approach the calculation of loops and  functions
goveming the extrapolation to the high scale is based
on nothing but experin entally m easured param eters.
T ypical exam ples for the evolution of the gaugino and
scalar m ass param eters are presented in Fig.[l. W hile
the determ ination of the high-scale param eters in the
gaugino/higgsino sector, as well as In the non-colored
slepton sector, is very precise, the picture of the col-
ored scalar and H iggs sectors is still coarse, and strong
e orts should bem ade to re ne it considerably.

O n the other hand, if the structure of the theory at
the high scale was known a priori and m erely the ex—
perin entaldeterm nation of the high-scale param eters
were lacking, then the top-down approach would lead
to a very precise param etric picture at the high scale.
T his is apparent from the tofthem SUGRA param e-
ters in SPS1a’ displayed in Tablke[ [E7]. 2 high-quality

t of the param eters is a necessary condition, of course,
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—  0.01
0.009
0.008
0.007
0.006
0.005
0.004
0.003
0.002
0.001

O \‘ \‘ \‘ \‘
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1=M i [G eV

0l
10°
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W\OM
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WOMWO%
Q0 Gev]

N% 500 ; D“ “;'1 U“ E1 L‘“
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o 200 |
SN B
= 400 |
0 -
-100 |-
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102 10° 10 10" 10'10'®
Q0 Gev]

F ig.1.Running of the gaugino and scalar m ass param eters as a function of the scale Q in SPS1a’ [5]. O nly experim ental
errors are taken into account; theoretical errors are assum ed to ke reduced to the sam e size in the future.

Param eter || sPsl1a’ value | Fit error [exp]

M, 1033 04
M, 1932 04

M 5 571.7 78

396.0 14

M1, 181.0 02
Mg, 1157 0:4
My, 1793 12
Mg, 525.8 52
Moy, 505.0 173
Mo, 471 4 49
ma 372.0 08
A, {565.1 246

tan 10.0 03

Table 7. Excerpt of extracted SUSY Lagrangian m ass and
H iggs param eters at the supersymmetry scale M = 1 TeV
in the reference point spsi1a’ [m ass units in G &V 1.

for the theory to be correct { however it isnota su -
cient condition ;deviations from the theory m ay hide in
large errors of som e observables w hich do not spoil the
quality of the t in the top-down approach but which
arem anifest In the bottom -up approach.

Cold dark m atter

Constraintson SU SY cold dark m atter can be obtained
at LHC by specifying the underlying scenario and ana—
Iyzing alldata sin ultaneously w ithin the given bench—
m ark m odel. From a study of the SP Sla point, based
on very large statistics [69], one m ay expect that the
relic density can bedeterm ined to 6% for the SPS1a°
scenario. For SPS1a’, the relic density depends on the

Param eter || spPsi1a’ value | E xperin ental error |
Meur 247 18 Gev 0:02 1% Gev
cor 2417 0.06
M 3 250 G ev 02Gev
M o 70 G ev 02 Gev
Ay 300 Gev 13.0 Gev
396.0 G eV 03Gev
tan 10 03

Table 8. Com parison of the ideal param eters w ith the ex—
perim ental expectations in the top-down approach [G8].

param eters of the neutralino and sferm ion sector asthe
dom inant channels are anniilation of neutralinos into
ferm don pairs and coannihilation w ith staus. In partic-
ular, for the m ost sensitive com ponent, coannihilation
processes, the relic density is essentially given by the
m assdi erence between the lightest slepton ~ and the
LSP ~Y,which can be directly m easured at the ILC .
Studies of ~ production at threshold [70] and decay
Spectra to ~8 in the continuum [71]] suggest that for
SPS1a’, even with m oderate lum inosity, a precision of

% on the cold dark m atter abundance isachievable.
A system atic analysis of various scenarios is being car-
ried out in the LCC profct [[J] as well as by other
groups.

6 SUMMARY AND OUTLOOK

If supersym m etry is realized in Nature, fiiture experi-
mentsattheLHC and the ILC w illprovide very precise
m easuram ents of supersym m etric particle spectra and
couplings. O n the theoretical side these m easurem ents
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m ust be m atched by equally precise theoretical calcu-—
lations and num erical analysis tools. T he SPA Progct,
a pint theoreticaland experim entale ort,aim satpro—
viding

{ awellde ned fram ework for SU SY calculationsand
data analyses,

{ allnecessary theoretical and com putational tools,

{ a testground scenario SP s1a°,

{ aphtform for future extensions and developm ents.

O n thisbasis coherentanalyses ofexperim entaldata
can be perform ed and the fundam ental supersym m et-
ric Lagrangian param eters can be extracted. T hey can
serve as a m base for extrapoltions to high scales
so that the ultin ate supersym m etric theory and the su-
persym m etry breakingm echanism can be reconstructed
from future data.

M uch work is stillneeded on the experin entaland
theoretical side to achieve these goals at the desired
level of accuracy. Som e of the short- and long-tem
subpro gctshavebeen denti ed and should be pursued
In the near future.

The SPA Profct is a dynam ical system expected
to evolve continuously. T he current status of the SPA
Profct, nam es of the conveners regponsible for spe-
ci c tasksaswellas links to the available calculational
tools, can be found at the SPA hom e page
http://spa.desy.de/spa/.

Supersym m etry Param eter A nalysis: SPA Convention and Projfct

APPEND IX
(a) D ecays of H iIygs and SUSY particks n SPS1a’

T he branching ratios of H iggs bosons and SU SY par-
ticles exceeding 2% are presented in Tables[A{IA. T he
com plete listing including alldecays is available on the

SPA web-site http://spa.desy.de/spa/.

Higgs||m; [GeV ]| decay B decay B

h? 1160 T0077|W W 0:067
4 10 ° B  0:773| gg 0055

cc 0:021
g 42590 0076 ~2~3 0:038
12 o 0694 ~5~3 0:020
tt 0052| ~f ~  0:050

~ ~ 0:030
A° 4249 0057 ~2~3 0:054
16 b 0521 ~5~3 0:060
tt 0094~ ~  0:163

~ ~ 0:036
H' 43217 004 ~ ~Y 0243
09 tb  0%672| ~ ~ 0071

Table 9. Higgs m asses

and branching ratios B > 2%

spsia’ fom [54].
~ m; [GeV ]| decay B decay B
~9 977
~) 1839 e.e  0025| ~ . 0:116
0:083 ~ 0578 ~ 0:152
~3 4005 ~ W 0582 ~{7° 0:104
24 ~37°% 0224
~3 4139 ~ 0:033|~ W 0511
29 e o 0:042] ~02° 0:022
~ 0:042| ~32° 0:024
~?h°  0:070
~In® 0165
~ 18317 ~ 0536 ~ * 0:185
0:077 ~e" 0133
~5 4154 e o 0:041|~W ° 0063
31 ~ 0:046 | ~SW * 0252
b 0109| ~ z2° 0221
~h® 0181
Table 10. Neutralino and chargino m asses, widths and

branching ratios B > 2% in SPSl1a’ from [69]; branching
ratios for the second generation are the sam e as for the
rst generation.
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* | m; Gevi| decay B decay B (b) LHC and IL.C cross sections n SPS1a°
& 1253 ~fe  1:000 Total cross sections are presented in Figs.[d { @ for
0:10 SUSY particle production at the LHC and the IL.C .
e 1899 ~e 0925 ~ o 0:049
042 e 0:026 pp — 44, 44, 44, 9§, tit: + X
~e 1725 ~ . 1:000 10T T T T
0:12 i 102 b ]
~ 10729 0 1:000
0:016 10 F 3
~ 19429 ~ 0:868| ~, 0:086 E 1L ]
0:18 ~30 0046 :10,1 3 ]
~ 17035 ~0 1:000 =
0:12 107} E
10° F 1
Table 11.Slkpton m asses, widths and branching ratios B >
2% in SPSl1a’ from [69]; branching ratios for the second AT NI N G =
generation are the sam e as for the rst generation. 500 1000 1500 2000 2500 3000
mg [GeV]
pp — 44, 49, 99, 99 + X
g ||m; [GeV]| decay B decay B 10T T T
R 5472 ~u 0990 ]
12
wL 564:7 ~u 0322 ~1d 0656
55 3
oA 5469 ~94 0990 ]
03
a 57011 0d  0316] ~ u 08625 ]
54 E
e 3665 St 0219 ~Ib  0:719 Ll T
15 ~t 0062 500 1000 1500 2000 2500 3000
% 5855 ~t 0042 ~Ib 0265 mg [GeV]
K 0 . o . _
S (R O , PP 000005, 59 X
10 u | | | | | .
th’  0:059
B 50633 ~b 0037] ~ t 0381 3
4:4 ~db  0295| W 0281 .
B, 54517 ~b 0222 ~ t 0:178 ]
10 ~9b  0:431| W 0:401
~Ib  0:028 3
~Ib 0:038 ]
g 607:1 wru 0:086 tt  0:189 h
55 w,u 0:044 Bib 0214
d:d 0:087| Kb 0:096 0 b N
&d 0034 500 1000 1500 2000 2500 3000

mg [GeV]

Table 12. M asses, widths and branching ratios B > 2%
of cobred SUSY particks in SPS1a’ from [fH]; branching
ratios for the second generation are the sam e as for the rst
generation.

Fig. 2. Totalcross sections for squark and gliino pair pro—
duction at the LHC [Z728] for xed gluino mass (twp),
squark mass (center), and gliino/squark m ass ratio (bot-
tom ) [ xed param eters corresponding to spsia’ values).
Black circles indicate the SPS1a’ m ass valies. The Bom
cross sections (broken lines) are shown for som e channels.
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Pp*éféfafci,ﬁiaﬁﬂ-l-)(
W T T T T
2

'31071 |
B

b 1072 »

1073 »

10*4,‘\‘H\H‘\Hm”m”m‘mH,
100 200 300 400 500 600 700

m [GeV]

Fig. 3. Generic exam ples of total cross sections (D rell-
Yan and Com pton production) as a function of the average
m ass for production of sleptons, charginos and neutralinos
atthe LHC [Z728]]. The Born cross sections (broken line)
are shown for com parison.

200

400 600 800 1000 1200
Vs [GeV]

- -0 =0
ete — x! Xy

100

Bt

I IéOOI - I1I00IOI - I1I20IO
Vs [GeV]

Fig. 4. Totmlcross secton sections for chargino and neu-
tralino pair production in €' e annihiltion [73]. The Bom
cross sections (broken lines) are shown for a few channels.

200 400 600

100 ¢

400 600 800 1000

V3 [GeV]

400 600 800 1000 1200
Vs [GeV]
Fig. 5. Total cross sections for sm uon and selectron pair

production in e e annihiltion [74]. T he Born cross sec—
thon (broken lines) is shown for com parison.

ete” — Elil

20
2
b 10}
OF .72 .
800 900 1000 1100 1200
Vs [GeV]

Fig. 6. Total cross sections for &% pair production in
e e annihilation for left- and right-handed polarized elec—
tron (P, = 0:#8) and positron (P.. = 0%) beam s [7T9]. The
Born cross section (broken line) is shown for com parison.
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