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A bstract

I review the physics of the H iggs sector in the Standard M odel and itsm nin al
supersym m etric extension, the M SSM . I w ill discuss the prospects for discovering
the H iggs particles at the upgraded Tevatron, at the Large H adron C ollider, and at
a fiturehigh {energy e e  linear collider w ith centre{of{m ass energy in the 350{800
G &V range, as well as the possbilities for studying their findam ental properties.
Som e em phasis w ill be put on the theoretical developm ents which occurred In the
last two years.

1. A brief introduction

The search for H iggs bosons is the prin ary m ission of present and future high {energy
colliders. D etailed theoretical and experim ental studies perform ed in the last few years,
have shown that the single neutral H iggs boson that is predicted in the Standard M odel
(SM ) [L] could be discovered at the upgraded Tevatron, if it is relatively light and if
enough integrated lum inosity is collected R, 3] and can be detected at the LHC [3, 4]
over its entirrm ass range 1144 GeVv < My < 1 TeV In many redundant channels; see
Fig.1l. In the context of the M inin al Supersym m etric Standard M odel M SSM ), where
the H iggs sector is extended to contain two CP {even neutral H iggs bosons h and H , a
pseudoscalar A boson and a pair of charged scalar partickes H  [1], it has been shown
that the lighter h boson cannot escape detection at the LHC and that in lJarge areas of
the param eter space, m ore than one H iggs particke can be found; sse Fig. 1.
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Figure1l: T he Integrated lum nosity needed forthe discovery ofthe SM H iggsboson at the
LHC In varous production and decay channels (left) and the number of H iggs particles
that can be detected In the M SSM (tan ;M ) param eter space (right); from Ref. B].

Should we then declare that we have done our hom ework and wait peacefully for the
LHC to start operation? W ell, discovering the H iggs boson is not the entire story, and
another goal, jist as in portant, would be to probe the electroweak symm etry breaking
m echanism In all is facets. O nce the H iggsboson is found, the next step would therefore
be to perform very high precision m easurem ents to explore all its fundam ental properties.
To achieve this goal in great detail, one needs to m easure all possble cross sections
and decay branching ratios of the H iggs bosons to derive their m asses, their total decay
w idths, their couplings to the other particles and their s=lf{ couplings, their soin {party
quantum num bers, etc. T his needs very precise theoretical predictions and m ore involved
theoretical and experin ental studies. In particular, all possibl production and decay
channels of the H iggs particks, not only the dom nant and w idely studied ones allow Ing
for clear discovery, should be investigated. This also requires com plem entary detailed
studies at future €' e linear colliders, where the clean environm ent and the expected
high lum nosity allow for very high precision m easurem ents [6, 7].

In this talk, Iw ill sum m arize the studies that were perform ed recently In the SM and
M SSM H iggs sectors'. In the next section, after sum m arizing the present constraints, I
w ill discuss the new developm ents in the calculation of the H iggs boson spectrum and
decay branching ratios. In in sections 3 and 4, we w ill discuss the developm ents in H iggs
production at the LHC and Tevatron hadron colliders and at a future e" e m achine w ith
acm . energy below 1 TeV . A brief conclusion w illbe presented in section 5.

10 ther extensions have been discussed by Jack Gunion B], to whom we refer for details.



2. H iggs spectrum and decay branching ratios

In the SM , the pro ke ofthe H iggsboson is uniquely determ ined onceM ¢ is xed [L]: the
decay w idth and branching ratios, as well as the production cross sections, are given by
the strength of the Yukawa couplings to ferm ions and gauge bosons, which is set by the
m asses of these particles. T here are two experin ental constraints on this free param eter.

The SM Higgs boson has been ssarched for at LEP in the H iggs{strahlung process
e"e ! HZ forcm. energjesuptop§= 209 G eV and w ith a large collected lum inosity.
In summer 2002, the nal results of the four LEP oollaborations were published and
som e changes w ith respect to the originhal publications occurred, in particular inclision
ofm ore statistics, revision ofbackgrounds, and reassesan ent of system atic errors]. W hen
these results are combined, an upper Iim it M 4 1144 G &V is established at the 95%
con dence kevel P]. However, this upper lim it, In the absence of additional events w ith
respect to SM predictions, was expected tobeM 3 > 1153 G €V ; the reason is that there
isal:l excess [compared to the value 2:9 reported at the end of 2000] of events for a
Higgsboson m ass n the vicinity ofM y = 116 G&V PI.

The second constraint com es from the accuracy of the electroweak cbservables m ea—
sured at LEP, the SLC and the Tevatron, which provides sensitivity to M y : the H iggs
boson contributes logarithm ically, / logM z =M i ), to the radiative corrections to the
W =Z boson propagators and alters these observables’ . T he status, as in summ er 2002, is
summ arized in Fig. 2, which showsthe 2 ofthe t to electroweak precision m easure—
ments as a function ofM 3 [10]. W hen all available data [ie. the Z {boson pok LEP and
SLC data, the m easuram ent of the W boson m ass and totalw idth, the top{quark m ass
and the controversial NuTeV result] are taken into acoount, one obtains a H iggs boson
mass of My = 81" GeV, leading to a 95% con dence kvel upper lin it of M 5 < 193
G &V . These values are relatively stabl when the NuTeV resul is excluided from the t,
or when a di erent value for the hadronic contriloution to the QED coupling isused.

H owever, theoretical constraints can also be derived from assum ptions on the energy
range wihin which the SM is valid before perturbation theory breaks down and New
Physics should appear. IfM 5 > 1 TeV, the IongitudinalWw and Z bosonswould interact
strongly; to ensure unitarity in their scattering at high energies, oneneedsM 4y < 710G &V
at tree{level [11]. In addition, the quartic H iggs s=lff coupling, which at the weak scale is

xed by M y , grow s Jogarithm ically w ith energy and a cut{o  should be In posed before
it grow s beyond any bound. The condition My < sets an upper linit at M 4 630
G eV . Furthem ore, top quark loops tend to drive the coupling to negative values, for
which the vacuum becom esunstable. R equiring the SM to be extended to the GUT scal,
10'® Gev, the Higgsm ass should lie in the range 130 GeV < My < 180 Gev [12].

°M ore details are given i the tak of G uido A karelli at this conference.



Figure 2: The 2 ofthe t
to electrow eak precision data
as a function of My . The
s0lid line iswhen alldata are
ncluded and the blue band 4 1
is the estin ated theoretical
error from unknown higher
order corrections. The ef-
fect of excluding the NuTe&V
m easurem ent and the use of
a di erent value for had
are also shown. The vertical
band shows the 95% CL ex— 1 Excluded O
clusion Imiton My from di- 0 —
rect searches. From Ref. [10].
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In the M SSM , two doublkts of H iggs elds are needed to break the electroweak sym —
m etry, leading to two CP {even neutralh;H bosons, a pssudoscalar A boson and a pair
of charged scalar particlkes, H [L]. Besides the four m asses, two additional param eters
de ne the properties of the particles: a m ixing angle 1n the neutral CP {even sector,
and the ratio of the two vacuum expectation values, tan . Because of supersym m etry
constraints, only two of them , eg. M, and tan , are in fact independent at tree{level.
W hile the lightest H iggsm ass isbounded by M 4, M, ,themasses ofthe A;H and H
states are expected to be below O (1 TeV ). However, m ainly because of the heaviness of
the top quark, radiative corrections are very inportant: the leading part grow s as the
fourth power ofm . and logarithm ically w ith the comm on top squark m assM g ; the stop
trilinear coupling A also plays an in portant rol and m axin izes the correction for the
value A 2Mg . For a recent review , see Ref. [13].

R ecently, new calculations of the two{loop radiative corrections have been perform ed
[L4]. Besides the already known O ( ¢ ) correction, the contributions at O ( E) and
O ( s p) have been derived. By an appropriate use of the e ective potential approach,
one obtains sin pl analytic form ulae for arbitrary values of M 5, and of the param eters
in the stop sector. In a large region of the param eter space, the O ( Z) corrections are
sizeable, Increasing the predicted value forM , [forgiven tan and M , inputs] by several
GeV .Thisisexanpli ed In Fig. 3, where the value ofM 4, is shown as a function ofM ,
fortan = 2 and 20 in varous approxin ations. A s can be seen, the upperbound on M 1,
can reach the levelof130 G &V ifthe correctionsdue to  are ncluded. At Jarge values of
tan where the Yukawa ocoupling of the b{quark becom es rather large, a further ncrease
ofa few G &V is obtained ifthe O ( ¢ ) correction is inchided.
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N ote that these In portant radiative corrections are now being implem ented In the
three new codes for the detemm ination of the M SSM particke spectrum , which appeared
In the last year: Softsusy, SuSpect and Spheno [L5].

T he production and the decays ofthe M SSM H iggs bosons depend strongly on their
couplings to gauge bosons and ferm ions. T he pssudoscalar has no tree Jevel couplings to
gauge bosons, and its couplings to down{ (up) {type fem ions are (nversly) proportional
to tan . It is also the case for the couplings of the charged H iggs particle to femm ions,
which are a m xture of scalar and pseudoscalar currents and depend only on tan . For
the CP {even H iggsbosons, the couplings to down{ (up) {type fem ions are enhanced (sup-—
pressed) w ith respect to the SM H iggs couplings fortan > 1. They share the SM H iggs
couplings to vector bosons since they are suppressed by sin ( ) and cos( ) factors,
respectively for h and H . If the pssudoscalar m ass is Jarge, the h boson m ass reaches
is upper Iim it Which depends on the value of tan ] and the anglke readches the value

= 1 . Theh couplings to f&rm ions and gauge bosons are then SM {lke, whik the

2
heavier CP {even H and charged H bosons becom e degenerate n masswih A . In this
decoupling lim it, it is very di cult to distinguish the SM and M SSM H iggs sectors.

The constraints on the M SSM H iggs particles m assesm ainly com e from the negative
searches at LEP 2 ] in the H iggs{strahlung process, €' e ! Z + h=H , and pair produc—
tion process, €' e ! A+ h=H ,wih theH iggsbosonsm ainly decaying into o pairs fthese
processes w ill be discussed Jater]. In the decoupling lin it w here the h boson has SM {lke
ocouplings to Z bosons, the Iimit M, > 1144 GeV from thee'e ! hZ process holds.
This constraint rulesout tan  values lJargerthan tan > 25.From thee'e ! Ah pro-
cess, one obtains the absolute limitsM 4, > 91 GeV and M, > 919 GeV, oramaxin al

ZhA ooupling. M ore details are given iIn the talk by P. Igo-K em enes.
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Let us now discuss the H iggs decay m odes and branching ratios BR) [16] and start
with the SM case Fig. 4]. In the \low {mass" range, M 5y < 130 Ge&V, the H iggs boson
decays Into a large variety of channels. Them ain m ode is by far the decay into o w ith
BR 90% Pllowed by the decays into ccand * wih BRs 5% . A Iso of signi cance
is the top{loop m ediated decay Into glions, which occurs at the level of 5% . The
top and W {loop m ediated and Z decay m odes are very rare with BRs of O (10 3)
however, they lad to clear signals and are Interesting, since they are sensitive to new
heavy particks]. In the \high{m ass" range, M 5y > 130 G &V, the H iggs bosons decay into
W W and Z Z pairs, one of the gauge bosons being possbly virtualbelow the thresholds.
Above the ZZ threshold, the BRsare 2/3 for W W and 1/3 for ZZ decays, and the
opening of the tt channel for higher M y does not alter this pattem signi cantly. In the
Iow {m ass range, the H iggs is very narrow, with 5 < 10 M &V, but this w idth becom es
w ider rapidly, reaching 1 G&V at the ZZ threshold. For very large m asses, the H iggs
becom es obese, since g My , and can hardly be considered as a resonance.

In theM SSM [ ig. 5], the lightest h boson w ill decay m ainly into ferm ion pairs since
My < 130 GeV. This is, In general, also the dom nant decay m ode of the A and H
bosons, since for tan 1, they decay into o and * pairs with BR s of the order
of 90% and 10% , respectively. For large m asses, the top decay channels H ;A !
open up, yvet they are suppressed for large tan . [The H boson can decay into gauge
bosons orh boson pairs, and the A particle into hZ nalstates; however, these decays are
strongly suppressed for tan > 3{5 as is suggested by LEP2.] The H particles decay
Into ferm jons pairs: m ainly th and nalstates forH m asses, respectively, above and
below the tb threshold. [[fallowed kinem atically, they can also decay lnto hW nalstates
fortan < 5.] Adding up the various decays, the w dths ofall ve H iggsses rem ain rather
narrow [very snallforh and a few tensofGevV forH ;A andH massesofO (1 TeV)].

O therpossbl decay channels forthe heavy H ;A and H states, are decays into light
charginos and neutralinos, which could be in portant if not dom nant [L7]; decays of the
h boson into the lightest neutralinos (LSP) can also be Inportant, exceeding 50% in
som e parts of the param eter space and altering the searches at hadron colliders asw illbe
discussed later. SUSY particles can also a ect the BR s of the lJoop{Induced m odes [18].

T he various decay w idths and branching ratios ofthe SM and M SSM H iggsboson can
be calculated in a very precise way w ith the Fortran code HDECAY [19], n which allrelevant
processes are In plem ented [ncluding m any-body and SUSY channels] and all In portant
higher order DCD and Higgs] e ects. Recently, it has been upgraded to include new
features [in addition to a reorganization of the program to m ake it m ore user{frhiendly]
such as a m ore precise determm hnation of the M SSM H iggs spectrum , the SUSY {QCD
corrections to decays in o, and decays in the gauge{m ediated SUSY breaking scenario.
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Figure 4: The decay branching ratios (left) and the totaldecay width (right) of the SM
H iggsboson as a function of itsm ass.
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3. H iggs production and m easurem ents at hadron colliders

T he production m echanisn s for the SM H iggs bosons at hadron colliders are R0]:

@) glion glion fusion gg ! H

©) association wih W =2 g ! V+H
© W W =ZZ fusion vv ! H

d) association with QQ  ggyjag! QQ + H

T he cross sectionsare shown In Fig. 6 forthe LHC wjthp§= 14 TeV and forthe Tevatron

with p§= 2 TeV as functions of the H iggs boson m asses; from Ref. R1].

L 102;“‘ T T L L |
o(pp~ H+X) [pb] F o(pp—H+X) [pb]

N:
10°F Vs=14Tev 1 Vs=2Tev

M, = 175 GeV ] M, = 175 GeV

10 = B CTEQ4M

1F

10 1 ;, ".,\\\\\\\ \qqyaHW 7‘”“”““'""'-;;

20 N 1
0k T 3 , -
of T TTteew guqa-HT]  af P 90.00-HI
10 F T TeSLlTe Il d 10 R
N 004a-Hbb bz -3 99,69~ Hbb
10 Ll il b e 1 e ) 1 1 [ L

10 n n n | n n n n n n n n n n n n
0 200 200 600 800 1000 80 100 120 140 160 180 200

M,, [GeV] My, [GeV]

Figure 6: SM H iggsproduction cross sections at the LHC (left) and the Tevatron (rght).

Let us discuss them ain features of each channel and highlight the new developm ents:
a) At the LHC, the dom nant production process, up tomassesM 5z < 700 GeV, is

by far the gg fusion m echanism . The m ost prom ising signals are H ! In themass
rangebelow 130G &V ; orlargermassesitisH ! ZZ('! 4' ,with ‘= e; ,which from
My > 500GeV can becomplemented by H ! 27 ! *Y andH ! WW ! Y.

The QCD next{to{lading order (NLO ) corrections should be taken into acocount since
they lead to an increase ofthe cross sectionsby a factorof  1:7 R2]. R ecently, the three{
Joop corrections have been calculated @ real \tour de force"] in the heavy{top lim it and
shown to increase the rate by an addiional 30% [R3]. This results In a nice convergence
of the perturbative series and a strong reduction of the scale uncertainty, which is the
m easure ofhigher ordere ects; seeFig. 7. T he corrections to the di erential distributions
have also been recently calculated at NLO and shown to be rather large R4].

b) The associated production with gauge bosons, with H ! b and possbly H !
WW ! Y 3jj], isthem ost relevant m echanian at the Tevatron R], sihce the dom inant
gg mechanism wih the same nal state has too large a QCD background. The QCD
corrections, which can be inferred from D rell{Yan production, are at the level of 30%
R5]. At the LHC, this process plays only a m arginal role; however, it could be ussfill in
the M SSM , if the H iggs decays Invisbly into the LSP s, as recently shown R6].
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c) TheW W =2 Z fusion m echanian has the ssocond largest cross section at the LHC .
The QCD oorrections, which can be ocbtained in the structure{function approach, are at
the kevel 0of 10% and thus sn all R5]. For ssveral reasons, the Interest In this process has
grown in recent years: it has a Jarge enough cross section p few piccbams orM 5 < 250

1

G &V ], rather am all backgrounds [com parabl to the signal] allow Ing precision m easure-
m ents, one can use forward{ gt tagging of m ini{ £t veto for low lum inosity, and one can
trigger on the central H iggs decay products R7]. In the past, it has been shown that
thedecay H ! ° and possbl H ! ;Z 7 can be detected and could allow for
coupling m easuram ents [3, 28]. In the last two years, several \theoretical" analyses have
shown that various other channels can also bedetected In somecases R9]: H ! W W for
M 4 125{180Gev,H ! * [for second {generation couplingm easurem ents], H ! kb
[forthe dH Yukawa ocouplingland H ! invisble [if forward{ gt trgger]. H owever, m ore
detailed analyses, in particular experin ental sin ulations [som e of which have started [30]
already] are necessary to assessm ore m ly the potential of this channel.

d) Finally, H iggs boson production in association with top quarks, wih H ! or
o, can be ocbserved at the LHC and would allow the m easuram ent of the in portant top
Yukawa coupling. The cross section is rather nvolved at tree{level since it is a three{
body process, and the calculation of the NLO corrections was a real challenge, since one
had to dealw ith one{loop corrections Involving pentagonaldiagram s and real corrections
Involving four particles in the nalstate. This challenge was taken up by two groups pf
US ladies and DESY gentlem en], and this calculation was com plted last year [31]. The
K {factors tumed out to be rather am all, K 12 atthe LHC and 08 at the Tevatron
Bn exam ple that K {factors can also be less than unity]. H owever, the scale dependence
is drastically reduced from a factor 3 at LO to the kevel of 10{20% atNLO ; s=e F' i. 8.



1800 T

1600 ¢ Vs, =14 TeV -

1400 - M,=120 GeV |

Figure 8: SM {Higgs boson 1200 | M=m+M, /2
production cross sections in _ CTEQ4 PDF's
the ttH processatthe LHC as £ 1000 ¢
a function of the renom aliza- 2 goo | A
tion/factorization scale . The § /f\
full [dashed) curves are for the
NLO (LO) mates. From S. 400 O :
D awson et al. n Ref. B1]. 200~ Owo 1

0 L ‘

0.1 0.5 1 2 4

M,
Let us now tum to the m easurem ents that can be perform ed at the LHC . W e will
m ostly rely on the analysis of Ref. R8] and assum e a Jarge, O (200) b !, Iim inosity.
The H iggs boson m ass can be m easured w ith a very good accuracy. ForM; < 400

GeV, where y is not too large, a precision of M y =M y 01% can be achieved in
H! zz()! 4% .| In the \low {m ass" range, a slight in provem ent can be cbtained by
considering H ! .ForMy > 400 G &V, the precision starts to deteriorate because of

the an aller rates. However, a precision of the order of 1% can still be cbtained up to
My 800 G &V if theoretical errors, such as w idth e ects, are not taken Into acoount.

Usingthe ssmeprocess, H ! ZZ ’! 4" ,thetotalH iggs w idth can bem easured
form asses above My > 200 GeV, when it is Jarge enough. W hilke the precision is very
poor near thism ass value g factor of 2], it In proves to reach the level of % around
My 400 G &V . Here agaln, the theoretical errors are not taken into acoount.

The H iggs boson soin can be m easured by looking at angular correlations between
the ferm ions in the nalstatesm H ! VV ! 4f [32]. However the cross sections are
rather an alland the environm ent too di cult. O nly the m easurem ent of the decay planes
of the two Z bosons decaying Into four leptons seem s prom ising.

T he direct m easurem ent of the H iggs couplings to gauge bosons and fem jons is
possible, but w ith rather poor accuracy. This is due to the Iim ited statistics, the large
badkgrounds, and the theoretical uncertainties from the lim ited precision on the parton
densities and the higher{order radiative corrections. A n exam pl of determm ination ofcross
sections tim es branching fractions in various channels at the LHC is shown in Fig. 9.
N ote that experim ental analyses acoounting for the backgrounds and for the detector
e ciencies, as well as further theoretical studies for the signal and backgrounds, need to
be perform ed to con m these values.] To reduce som e uncertainties, it ism ore Interesting
to m easure ratios of cross sections where the nom alization cancels out. O ne can then

m ake, In som e cases, a m easuram ent of ratios of BR s at the level o£ 10% .
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W hat happens in the case oftheM SSM ? T he production processes forthe h;H bosons
are practically the sam e as for the SM H iggs. However, for large tan values, one has to
take the b quark Whose couplings are strongly enhanced] into acoount: its lJoop contribu-
tions In the gg fision process and also the extra contrbutions from squarks loops, which
how ever decouple for high squark m asses] and associated production w ith o pairs. The
cross sections for the associated production w ith tt pairs and W =Z bosons as well as the
W W =Z Z fusion processes, are suppressed for at keast one ofthe particles asa resul ofthe
coupling reduction. Because of CP Invariance, the A boson can be produced only in the
gg fusion and in association with heavy quarks fassociated production wih a CP {even
Higgs particle, pp ! A + h=H , is also possible but the cross section is too sn all]l. For
high enough tan valuesand forM, > (< )130GeV,thegg=gg ! b+ A=H ) and
gg ! A=H () processes becom e the dom nant production m echanian s. The H bosons
are accessbl In top decays, t ! H b, if they are light enough, otherw ise they can be
produced directly in the jproperly combined] processesgb! tH orgoesgg! H th.

T he various detection signals at the LHC are as follow s [3, 4]. Since the lightest H iggs
boson m ass is always an aller than 130GeV,theW W and Z Z signals cannot be used.
Furthem ore, the hW W (hld) coupling is suppressed (enhanced), kading to a an aller
branching ratio than in the SM , which m akes the search in this channelm ore di cul. If
My, isclose to itsm axim um value, h has SM {lke couplings and the situation is sim ilar to
the SM casewith M 4 100{130 G&V .Forthe A and H boson, since their couplings to
gauge bosons and are either absent or suppressed, the gold{plated Z Z signal is Jost. ITn
addiion, BR @=H ! ) are suppressed and these signals cannot be used. O ne then has
torely ontheA=H ! * oreven channels for large tan values. [ he decays
H ! hh! Bddb,A ! hz ! Zlband H=A ! tt have rates too anall, n view of the
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LEP 2 constraints]. Light H particles can be cbserved B3] .n thedecayst! H "bwith
H ! , and heavier ones can be probed for tan 1,by considering gb! tH and
gg! tH wihH ! usihg polarization] ortbh. A summ ary is given in Fig. 10.

N ote that, in the situation w here the pssudoscalarH iggsm assissn all,M o < 150G &V,
and tan is large, tan > 10{30, allH iggs bosons w ill have m asses in the 100{150 G &V
range and would couplk strongly [in an aln ost com plm entary way] Into gauge bosons
and third{generation ferm jons. In this \intense coupling regim e", all H iggs particles
w ill be produced In m any com petitive channels and a signal for one process can act as
a background for the other. In addition, the Bnd ZZ ] BRs for all neutral H iggs
particles can be suppressed at the sam e tin e and the decay w idths of the states can be
relatively large; this m akes the searches slightly m ore involved [341].

T hewhole previous discussion assum es that H iggs decays into SU SY particles are kine—
m atically inaccessble. This seam s to be unlkely since at last the decays of the heavier
H ;A andH particlkes into charginos and neutralinos should be possible [17]. P relim inary
analyses show that decays into neutralino/chargino nalstatesH=A ! 5 9! 4' X and
H ! 9, ! 3'X canbedetected In som e cases. It is also possble that the lighterh
decays nvisbly into the lightest neutralinos or sneutrinos. If this scenario is realized, the
discovery ofthese H iggs particles w illbe m ore challenging. Light SU SY particles can also
alter the loop{induced production and decay rates. For instance, light top squarks can
couple strongly to the h boson, leading to a possbly strong suppression of the product

g! h) BRh! ) com pared to the SM case [18].

M SSM H iggs boson detection from the cascade decays of strongly interacting su-—
persymm etric particles, which have large production production rates at the LHC, is
also possbl. In particular, the lighter h boson and the heavier A;H and H par-
ticks with M < 200 G&V, can be produced from the decays of squarks and gluinos
nto the heavier charginos/neutralinos, which then decay into the lighter ones and H iggs
bosons. This can occur etther .n \little cascades" 9; ; ! 9+ ,ori \bi cascades"

2;4; 2 ! 2;2; ; + . Recent studies B5] show that these processes can be comple-
m entary to the direct production ones in som e areas of the M SSM param eter space [in
particular one can probe the region M 150 GeV and tan 5]; see Fig. 10.

F inally, at the Tevatron Run II, the search for the CP {even h and H bosons In the
M SSM willbe m ore di cul than in the SM , because of the reduced couplings to gauge
bosons, unless one of the H iggs particles is SM {like. H owever, associated production w ith
opairs,pp ! o+ A=h # ) in the ow (high) M 5, range, w ith the H iggs bosons decaying
Into b pairs, m ight lead to a visbl signal for rather large tan values and M , values
below the 200 Ge&V range. The H boson would also be accessble In top{quark decays,
for Jarge or smallvalues oftan , orwhich the BR (¢! H *b) is Jarge enough.
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Figure 10: The aras 1n
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4. H iggs production at e'e colliders

Ate" e Inear colliders operating in the 300{800 G €V energy range, the m ain production
m echanism s for SM {lke H iggs particles are [36]

(@) Dbremsstrahlung process e'e ! @)! Z+H

) W W fusion process ee ! W w)! + H
© 7 7 fusion process ee ! e ZZ)! e +H
@) radiation o tops ete ! (;Z)! &+ H

T he H iggs{strahlung cross section scales as 1=s and therefore dom inates at low ener-
gies, while the W W flision m echanian has a cross section that rises lke log (s=M g ) and
dom inates at high energies. The radiative corrections to these processes are m oderate,
not exceeding the faw per cent level if the Fem 1 constant is used as lnput. W hike these
corrections have already been known for som e tim e for the strahlung process [B7], they
have only recently been calculated lnother \tour de force"] orthe W W flision process
B8]. At P s 500 G &V, the two processes have approxin ately the sam e cross sections,
O (100 ) for the interesting range 100 G&Vv < My < 200 GeV, as shown In Fig. 11.
W ith an integrated IumjnosityRL 500 b !, as expected for instance at the TESLA
m achine [7], approxin ately 25 000 events per year can be collected In each channel fora
Higgsboson wih amassM 4 150 GeV .This sam pk ism ore than su ecient to discover
the H iggsboson and to study itsproperties in detail. SM {H iggsboson m asses ofthe order
0f80% ofthe cm . energy can be probed, which m eans that a 800 G &V collider can cover
aln ost the entirem ass range in the SM ,M 4y < 650 G&V .
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Figure 11: P roduction cross sections ofthe SM H iggsboson in €' e collisions in them ain
processes (keft) and In higher order processes (right) .

A stronger case for €' e colliders in the 300{800 G eV energy range is m ade by the
M SSM .Ine" e oollisions 39], besides the usualstrahlung and fision processes forh and H
production, the neutralH iggs particles can also be produced pairwise: e'e ! A+ h=H .
T he cross sections for the strah lung and pairproduction aswell asthose for the production
ofh and H are mutually com plem entary, com ing wih a factor either sihn? ( ) or
s ( ). Charged H iggs bosons can be produced paiwise, ée ! H*H , through

;Z exchange aswellas In top decays forMy; < m: my as at hadron colliders.

T he discussion on theM SSM H iggsproduction ate' e linear colliders hotm entioning
the option of the collider] can be summ arized In the follow ing points [6, 71:

i) The H iggsboson h can be detected In the entire range oftheM SSM param eter space,
either through the bram sstrahlung process or in pair production; In fact, this conclusion
holds true even at a cm . energy of 300 G&V and w ith a lum inosity ofa few 1.

i) AILSUSY H iggs bosons can be discovered at an €' e collider ifthe H ;A and H
m asses are kess than the beam energy; for higherm asses, one sin ply has to increase P s.

iii) Even ifthe decay m odes ofthe H iggsbosons are very com plicated keg. they decay
Invisbly], m issing m ass techniques allow for their detection in the strahlung process.

iv) T he associated production w ith tt and o states allow s for the m easurem ent of the
Yukawa couplings and in the Ido case the possibl determm ination oftan  [40]. ! H;A
at photon colliders allow s the extension of the m ass reach; see also B] for details.

T he detem Ination of the properties of the H iggs bosons can be done in great detail
in the clean environment of e" e linear colliders [6, 7]. In the follow ing, relying on
analyses done for TESLA [/] Wwhere the references for the origihal studies can be found],
we summ arize the possible m easurem ents in the case ofthe SM H iggsboson; som e ofthis
discussion can of course be extended to the the lightest M SSM  H iggs particle.
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The m easuram ent of the recoil £ m ass in the H iggs{strahlung process, e' e !
ZH ! Hff allows a very good determm ination of the H iggs boson m ass: atp§ = 350
GeV and wih a lum inosiy ofRL = 500 b !, a precision of M 4 50 M eV can
be reached for M 4 120 GeV.Accuracies M g 80 M &V can also be reached for
My = 150 and 180 G &V when the H iggs decays m ostly into gauge bosons.

The angulardistrbution ofthe Z=H i the strahlingprocess, sh athigh energy,
characterizes the production of a J* = 0" particke. The Higgs spin{parity quantum
num bers can also be checked by looking at correlations in the production e"e ! HZ !
4f ordecay H ! W W ! 4f processes, as well as in the channel H ! * for
My < 140 G &V .An unambiguous test of the H iggs CP nature can bem ade in the process
e"e ! tH fr at laser photon colliders in the loop {induced process ' HI.

The Higgs couplingsto Z Z=W W bosons which are predicted to be proportional to
the m asses] can be directly determm ined by m easuring the production cross sections in the
strahlung and the fusion processes. In theee ! H ¥ ' and H processes, the total
cross section can be m easured with a precision less than % atp§ 500 G&V and
w ith RL = 500  !. This leads to an accuracy of < 1.5% on theH VV couplings.

The m easurem ent of the H iggs branching ratios is of utm ost im portance. For
My < 130 GeV a large variety of ratios can be measured: the dojoc and BRs
allow us to derive the relative H iggs{fem ion couplings and to check the prediction that
they are proportionalto them asses. The glionic BR is sensitive to the ttH Yukawa ocou—
pling and to new strongly interacting particles [such as stops In theM SSM ]. The BR into
W bosonsallow sam easurem ent oftheH W W ooupling, whilk the BR ofthe loop { induced

decay is also very in portant since it is sensitive to new particks.

T he H iggs coupling to top quarks, which isthe largest coupling In the SM , isdirectly
accessible In the process where the H iggs boson is radiated o top quarks, ee ! tH .
ForMy < 130 Ge&V, the Yukawa coupling can be m easured w ith a precision of Jess than
5% at’ s  800Gev wih alumjnosityRL lab?l.

The total width of the H iggs boson, for m asses less than 200 GeV, is o anall
that it cannot be resolved experin entally. However, them easurement of BR H ! W W )
allow s an Indirect determ ination of y ,shoetheH W W ooupling can be determm ined from
the m easurem ent of the H iggs cross section in the W W fusion process. [ i+ can also be
derived by m easuring the ! H cross section ata colliderorBR # ! ) Infee 1.

F inally, the m easurem ent of the trilinear H iggs self{ coupling, which isthe st non({
trivial test of the H iggs potential, is accessble In the double H iggs production processes
e"e ! ZHH @ndinthee'e ! H H processat high energies]. D egpite its an alhness,
the cross sections can be determ ined w ith an accuracy of the order 0£20% at a 500 G &V
collider ifa hjghlﬂnjnosity,RL 1 ab !, is availble.
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An illustration of the experim ental accuracies that can be achieved in the determ na-
tion of the m ass, CP {nature, total decay w idth and the various couplings of the H iggs
boson orM 5 = 120 and 140 G&V is shown In Tabk 1 ﬁ)rpg = 350GeV [forMy and
the CP nature] and 500 G&V [or . and all couplings exospt Or gy ] and J‘er L = 500
ol bxoeptﬁ)rgHttwherep§= 1 Tev andRL = 1ab ! are assum ed].

Tablk 1: Relative accuracies (n %) on H E%'qgs boson m ass, width and couplings obtained
at TESLA with ™ s= 350;500GeV and L = 500 b * (except fortop); Ref. [7].

My Gev) M g CP tot | Geww | Guzz | 9t | Juwo | Jee | T Ji B H
120 0033 38 6 14 12 30 P2 357 33
140 005 4% 24 13 61 P2 10 48

Thus, a high{lum fnosity €' e linear collider is a very high precision m achine in the
context of H iggs physics. This precision would allow the determm ination of the com plte
pro ke of the SM H iggs boson, In particular if its m ass is an aller than 140 GeV. &t
would also allow this particle to be distinguished from the lighter M SSM h boson up to
very high values of the A boson mass, M O (1 TeV). Thisisexemplied n Fig. 12,
wherethe GuwpiTuw w ) and Guwp;Te ) contoursare shown forM y = 120 G&V fora 500
G eV collider w ith 5 L = 500 b !. These plots are obtained from a global t that takes
Into account the experin ental correlation between various m easurem ents [7].

= — T — T = T
% L MSSM prediction: m,, = 120 GeV % L m, =120 GeV i
- =
S 15 | 200GeV<m,<400GeV ~ —> i = L i
115 115 . -
2 " 2 MSSM prediction
=) c) o f
1 b i 11 | 200GeV<m, <400Gev / i
| 400GeV<m,<600Gev > ] | 400 GeV <m, <600 GeV J
105 |- 600GeV<m,<800GeV i 105 | 600GeV<m,<800GeV i
I 800 GeV <m, <1000 GeV L 800 GeV <m, <1000 GeV
1+ — 1 - —
1 r LC 95% CL 1
095 B 095 LC 1o B
09 LC 10 (with fusion) _ 09 |- _
LC 95% CL (with fusion)
085 LC 10 (w/o fusion) _ 085 d) _
LC 95% CL (w/o fusion)
08 R O NS N E N 08 R I IS R R R B!
0.8 0.85 0.9 0.95 1 1.05 11 115 12 0.8 0.85 0.9 0.95 1 1.05 11 115 12
Iw/9w(SM) Ftau/9tau(SM)

Figure 12: Higgs boson coupling detem nnations at TESLA, orMy = 120 G&V wih
500 b ! ofdata, and the expected deviations in the M SSM ; from Ref. [7].
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5. Conclusions

In the SM , global tsofthe electroweak data favour a light H iggsboson, M 4§ < 200 G &€V ;
if the theory is to rem ain valid up to the GUT scale, the H iggs boson should be lighter
than 200 G &V . In supersym m etric extensions of the SM , there is always one light H iggs
boson with amassM 4, < 130 GeV in them ninalversion Gnd M ,, < 200 G&V In more
general extensions]. T hus, a H iggsboson is de nitely accessible to the next generation of
experin ents. The heavier H iggs bosons are expected to have m asses in the range of the
electroweak symm etry breaking scale and can be probed as well.

T he detection of a H iggs partick is possble at the upgraded Tevatron forM 5 < 130
G eV and is not a problem at the LHC where even much heavier H iggs bosons can be
probed: In the SM up to M y 1 Tev and In the M SSM forM, 4 54 oforder a few
hundred G €V, depending on tan . Relatively light H iggs bosons can also be found at
futuree" e collidersw ith cm .energjesp s> 350 G eV ; the signals are very clear, and the
expected high lum inosity allow s a thorough investigation oftheir findam entalproperties.

In fact, a very in portant issue once H iggs particks are found, w illbe to probe in all
its facets the electroweak sym m etry breaking m echanian . In m any aspects, the searches
and tests at future e' e  colliders are com plem entary to those that willbe perform ed at
the LHC .An exam pl can be given in the context ofthe M SSM .

In constrained scenarios, such as the m inin al supergravity m odel, the heavier H ;A
and H bosonstend to havem asses ofthe order of severalhundred G €V and therefore w ill
escape detection at both the LHC and lnear collider. The right{handed panelofFig.1
show s the num ber of H iggs particles In the M » ;tan ) plane, which can cbserved at the
LHC and in the white area, only the lightest h boson can be cbserved. In this param eter
range, the h boson couplings to ferm ions and gauge bosons w illbe alm ost SM {lke and,
because of the relatively poor accuracy of the m easurem ents at the LHC, it would be
di cul to resolve between the SM and M SSM  (or extended) scenarios. Ate *e colliders
such as TESLA , the H iggs couplings can be m easured w ith a great accuracy, allow ng a
distinction between the SM and theM SSM H iggsboson to bem ade close to the decoupling
lim i, ie. for pssudoscalar boson m asses, which are not accessbl at the LHC . This is
exem pli ed In Fig. 12, where the accuracy in the determm nation of the H iggs couplings
todo; ©  and W W are displayed, together w ith the predicted values in the M SSM for
di erent values of M 5 . The two soenarios can be distinguished for pssudoscalar H iggs
massesup to 1 TeV and, thus, beyond the LHC reach.
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