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Figure 6: d. vs d, in mSUGRA with small phases, tan 8 = 5. Left: ¢y # 0, right:
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Figure 7: As in Fig.6, but for tan 8 = 35.
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Figure 8: d. vs d,, in mSUGRA with a heavy spectrum, tan 8 = 5. Left: ¢, #£ 0, right:
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Figure 9: As in Fig.8, but for tan 8 = 35.
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Figure 10: d. vs d,, in the decoupling scenario, tan 8 = 5. Left: éu # 0, right: ¢4 # 0.
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Figure 11: As in Fig.10, but for tan 8 = 35.
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Figure 12: d. vs d,, in split SUSY. Left: tan 8 = 5, right: tan 8 = 35.
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