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A bstract

This review articlke starts with a brief introduction to the charged H iggs boson
#H ) In theM Inin al Supersym m etric Standard M odel M SSM ). It then discusses the
prospects of a relatively light H  boson search via top quark decay at Tevatron/LHC,
and nally a heavy H boson search at LHC . The viable channels forH  search are

identi ed In both the cases, w ith particular em phasison theH ! decay channel.
The e ects of NLO QCD correction In the SM as well as the M SSM are discussed
brie y.

1 Introduction

Them inin al supersym m etric extension of the Standard M odel M SSM ) contains two H iggs
doubkts ®and J ,wih oppositehyperchargeY = 1, togivem assesto theup and down
type quarks and lptons. This also ensures anom aly cancellation between their ferm jonic
partners. The two doublets of com plex scalars correspond to 8 degrees of freedom , 3 of
which are absorbed as G oldstone bosons to give m ass and longitudinal com ponents to the
W and Z bosons. This Jeaves 5 physical states: two neutral scalars h® and H ?, a pseudo-
scalar A°, and a pair of charged H iggsbosonsH . W hile it m ay be hard to distihguish any
one of these neutral H iggs bosons from that of the Standard M odel, the H pair carry a
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distinctive halkm ark of the M SSM . Hence the charged H iggs boson plays a very in portant
roke in the search ofthe SUSY H iggs sector.

1.1 M asses and Couplings

At the treelevel all the M SSM H iggs m asses and couplings are given in tem s of two pa—
ram eters { the ratio of the vacuum expectation values, tan = h %i=h %1, and any one of
the m asses, usually taken to be M , . The physical H and A° states correspond to the
com binations

H = ,ocos + 4sh ;
0o _ P 0 0 o .
A" = 2(Im ,cos + Im jsin ); @)
w hile theirm asses are related by
MZ =M7+M7; @)

w ith negligble radiative corrections [L]. However, the neutral scalars get a large radiative
correction from the top quark loop along w ith the top squark loop,
!
3g°m { M

= ‘n
8 2M 2

o

Q)

rfl\)‘
~

where M . denctes the average m ass of the two top squarks (& ,). Including this radiative
correction, the m asssquared m atrix of the neutral scalars is given by

M2 sin® + M 2 cog M2+ M 2)sin cos
2 2 2 2 qi2 o 7 “)
MZ+M7Z)sih cos MPioog +MZsh® +
where °= =sif . Thus the physicalh’ and H ° m asses correspond to the eigen valies
2 1 2 2 0 o 2 2 0\2 2 2 0 2 2 2 ©1=2
My =5 Ma+Mg+ MZAZ+MZ+ 9% aMMZcoos  4°M7Fsh® +MZcof )
©)

T he corresponding eigen vectors are the two orthogonalcom binations ofRe 8 4 With m ixing

angk , which diagonalizes thism atrix, ie.

MZ+M2
tan2 = tan2 5 5 ; =2< < 0: 6)
My M7+ “oos2
ForM, My,; ! =2.NotethatM7 andM 7 ! M/, whil the lighter scalarm ass
approaches a nite Iim it
M2 M2 od2 + o )

Fnally there is an additional radiative contrbution to this lin i from % x m xing [, 2],
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Tabl 1: Important couplings of the M SSM neutral H iggs bosons h, H and A relative to
those of the SM H iggs boson.

Channel H gy h H A
(" ) | 2 ) sin =cos | cos =cos | tan
My
'l tan "
me .
tT g coS =8I SN =shn oot
2M y
'l cot "
WW Z2) | My M3) sin ( ) oos ( ) 0
'l 0 "
where X = A cot . Thus whik , % is a function of the SUSY breaking trilinear
coupling A and the H iggsino m ass parameter , it has a constant upper Iim it ( MZ ),
which is reached at X = €M 7. One can also check from (3) that M? for a SUSY

breaking scale ofM . 1 TeV . A dding the nonkading radiative contributions to egs.(7) and
(8) gives a lim it on the light scalarm ass

M a

M, * M7 118Gev (130G eV )attan = 3(30) ©)

for the top quark polemassofl175GevV [, 2].

Tabl 1 show sthe Im portant couplingsoftheM SSM neutralH iggsbosons relative to those
ofthe SM Higgsboson. T he lin ting values of these couplings at large M 5 are indicated by
arrow s. The in portant couplings of the charged H iggs boson, which has no SM analogue,
are

H 't : p2 Mmyoot +mptan ); H' :p_g—m tan ;
2M 2M
H*cs : p%(mcoot tm.tan );HTW 2 :0; 10)
w

w ith negligible radiative corrections.

T he coe cients ofthe ferm ion m ass tem s ofeq.(10) and Tabk 1 re ect the com positions
of the respective H iggs bosons In term s of ;4. It is clear from egs.(2) and (10) that m ea—
suram ents of H  m ass and couplings w ill determm ine the m asses and couplings of the other
M SSM H iggs bosons via the underlying param etersM , and tan



1.2 Indirect constraintson tan and M

The H " tb Yukawa coupling of eq.(10) is ultraviolkt divergent. A ssum ing it to rem ain per-
turbative upto the GUT scalk inplies

1< tan <memy( 50): 1)

H ow ever this assum es the absence ofany new physics beyond theM SSM upto theGUT scale
{ ie. the socalled desert scenario. W ithout this assum ption one gets weaker lim its from the
perturbative bounds on this coupling at the electroweak scal, ie.

03< tan < 200: 12)

M oreover there is a strong constraint on the M , tan param eter space com ing from the
LEP -2 bound on the Hgy mass, which isalso applicabketoM 4, at low tan ,ie. My > 114
GeV R]. Comparing this wih the M SSM prediction (9) mpliestan > 24 for any value
of M, [I,2] (e Fig. 4 below). Note however from egs. (3),(7) and (8) that the M SSM
prediction depends sensitively on the top quark m ass. T he recent increase of thism ass from
175 to 178 43 GeV [B]along with a m ore exact evaluation of the radiative correction [4]
have resulted in a signi cant weaking of this constraint. In fact there isno LEP bound on
tan now, which would be valid for allvalues ofM , . Nonethelss it mpliesM , > 150 G&V
My > 170GeV) overthe Iow tan ( 2) region. But being an indirect bound, it depends
strongly on the underlying m odel. There is no such bound in the CP violating M SSM due
to h-A m ixing [B]. M oreover there are singlkt extensions of the M SSM H iggs sector lke the
socalled NM SSM , which invalidate theseM 5, M 5 ) bounds w ithout disturbing the charged
Higgs boson [6]. In fact there is an additional contrdbution to the treeJlevel m ass relation
(2) In theNM SSM , which pem itsH to be even lighter than the W boson. T herefore it is
prudent to relax these indirect constraintson My  and tan , and ssarch forH  over the
w idest possble param eter space. It should be noted here that the H oouplings of eq.(10)
continue to hold over a wide class of m odels. In fact the fem jonic couplings hold for the
general class of Type-II two-H Iggsdoublt m odels, where one doublt couples to up type
and the other to down type quarks and lptons [1].

13 DirectH M assLlLim it from LEP

Figure 1 shows a direct masslimit of My > 80 Ge&V from LEP-2, which is In agreem ent
with the M SSM prediction (2). It is based on both the decay channels H ! cs and

of eq.(10). Hence it is a robust lim i, spanning the fulltan range ofeq.(12). The Im it
is broadly restricted to the W m ass region because of the W "W  background. However
one gets a slightly stronger lim i (> 90 G&V) from the channel, which is re ected in the
tan > 1 region.

2 Search bra Light H My < my) at Tevatron/LHC
Them ain production m echanisn in this case is top quark pair production

q;99 ! 13)



followed by
t! WH' and=ort! H : (14)

T he dom inant decay channels of H are
H' ! cs; ¥ andW W+ hg 15)

where the 3-body nal state com es via the virtual th channel. A 1l these decay w idths are
easily calculated from the Yukawa couplings ofeq.(10). The QCD oorrection can be sinply
In plam ented in the kading log approxin ation by substituting the quark m asses appearing
in the Yukawa couplings by their minningm assesat theH massscal [/]. Tsmain e ect is
to reduce theband cpolem asses of4.6 and 1.8 G eV respectively R]to their ranning m asses
myMyg )’ 28Ge&V andm - My )’ 1GeV.The comresponding reduction in the t pole
massofl175 GeV isonly 5%.

T he resulting branching ratios for the our decay processes of (14) and (15) are shown
In Fig. 2 against tan fora representative H massof140 GeV.Thet! H * branching
ratio isseen tobe largeattan < landtan ~ m=m, which are driven by them . and the
my, tem aofthe H * tb coupling respectively. H owever it has a pronounced m nimum around
tan = memy,’ 75, where the SM decay oft! W isdom inant. The H is expected
to decay dom inantly into the channel fortan > 1, whik the cs and the bW channels
dom inate in the tan 1 region. This can be easily understood In temn s of the respective
ocouplings of eq.(10). Note however that the HY ! HW threebody decay via virtual tb
channel is lJarger than the H™ ! cs decay forMy; ~ 140 GeV, although the former is
a higher order process B, 9]. This is because the H * tb coupling is larger than the H * cs
ocoupling by a factor ofm =m . > 100 In the Iow tan region.

21 H Search in the cs and v C hannels (tan < 1)

One can look for a possible top quark decay into the H ! c¢s channel In the Tevatron tt
data in the J¥ptonic and dileptonic channels using the so called indirect or disappearance
m ethod [10]. Here

\ A 2
e= 42B@0 BY); 4= . B: (16)

Using the QCD prediction for 4 = 5 55pb [11] and SM prediction for B. B (!
(e; ) b) = 2=9 one can predict the num ber of such events. In the presence oft! H H !
cs) decay channel one expect a reduction in B . and hence the number of tt events in the
Jeptonic and dileptonic channels w ith respect to the SM prediction.

No such reduction was found in the tt data of the D & [12] and CDF [13] experin ents.
T he resulting exclusion region in theM 4 tan param eter space is shown on the left side
of Fig. 1. Ik isseen to excludetheM y < 130GeV,tan < 1 region,wheretheH ! cs
is the dom Inant decay m ode. Indeed a com parison w ith Fig. 2 show s that the buk of the
param eter space forwhich H ! c¢s is the dom inant decay m ode is already excluded by
these data. This m ethod is no longer applicable for M 4 140 GeV,where H ! W
is the dom inant decay m ode. Here the signal consists of t | Iddi events against the SM
background oft ! W , llowed by either lptonic or hadronic decay of W . So one has to
Jook for an excess ofb tags in the tt events com pared to the SM prediction P]. W ih a large



num ber of tt events expected from the future Tevatron Runs and especially from the LHC
one expects to use thism ethod to extend theH probe to signi cantly higher values ofM y
atlow tan (< 1).

2.2 H Search in the Channel tan > 1)

As discussed earlier the tan > 1 region is theoretically favoured. Fig. 2 shows that
H ! is the dom inant decay m ode over this region. T herefore the channel isthem ost
In portant channel for H ssarch. The above m entioned disappearance (ndirect) m ethod
is equally applicable to this channel. T he resulting exclusion regions from the D € [L2] and
CDF [13] experin ents can be seen on the right side of Fig. 1. Evidently the disappearance
m ethod is not viable when the signal is < 10% of the SM badkground, since this is the
typical uncertainty in the QCD prediction of . This explains why the resulting exclusion
regions cover only extram e valuesoftan  (com pare F ig. 2). In order to extend the probe to
the theoretically favoured range oftan = 1-50, one has to directly search forthet! b
events. U sing the universality of W ooupling one can easily predict the numberoft! b
eventsvia W from thatoft! b' events. SlhoeH oouples only to the form er any excess
of events over the universality prediction constitutes a signal fort ! H decay. The
CDF group hasused a amalldata sam pl In the nclusive channel to search for the direct
t! W signal [14]. The resulting exclusion region can be seen on the right side ofFig. 1,
which is roughly overlapping w ith that obtained via the Indirect m ethod. W ith the much
higher event rates expected from future Tevatron Runsand LHC i willbe better to use the
V' channelforH search instead ofthe Inclusive ,since the fom er is a cleaner and farm ore
robust channel [15, 16]. It corresoonds to the decay of one of the tt pair nto *via W whik
the other decays into a  channel.

2.3 P olarization E ect

T he discovery reach ofthe cdhannelforH search at Tevatron and LHC can be signi cantly
enhanced by exploiing the opposite polarization of com ing from the H ! e =

+1) and W ! e = 1) decays [L7]. Let us brie y describbe this sinple but very
powerfulm ethod. The best channel for -detection in temn s of e ciency and purty is its
1prong hadronic decay channel, which acoounts for 50% of its totaldecay width. Them ain
contrbutors to this channel are

! 125%); ! ! 0 (6%);
roa ! 0% (75%); 17)

where the branching fractions ofthe and channels include the smallK and K contri-
butions respectively R], which have ddentical polarization e ects. Together they account for
m ore than 90% ofthe 1-prong hadronicdecay of .TheCM angulardistributionsof decay

Into oravectormeson v(E ;&) is sin ply given in temn s of its polarization as
1 d 1
— = —(@1+P cos );
doos 2



1 d im?2
— 2 - 2 0+P s );

dcos m?2+ 2m?
1 doe m?
_Vdoos  mz+ 2rr12(1 P oos )i 18)

where L;T denote the lIongitudinal and transverse polarization states of the vector m eson
L7, 18]. This anglk is related to the fraction x of the lBb. momentum carried by the
meson, ie. the (wisblk) —fgtmomentum, via

2x 1 nf,=m?

s = T 7 2 : 19)

&t is clear from (18) and (19) that the signal P = + 1) has a harder —gt than the back-
ground P = 1) forthe and the i ;a;;, contrbutions; but it is the opposite or 1 ;air
contributions. Now, it is possbl to suppress the transverse and & contrbutions and
enhance the hardness of the signal —gt relative to the background even w ithout identifying
the individual resonance contributions to this channel. T his is because the transverse  and
a; decays favour even sharing ofm om entum am ong the decay pions, whik the longitudinal
and & decays favour uneven distributions, where the charged pion carries either very little
ormost ofthemomentum [17, 18]. Figure 3 show s the decay distributions of 1 ;a;; and
r;a1r In them om entum fraction carried by the charged pion, ie.

xX=p =p (20)

T he distrbutions are clearly peaked near x°/ 0 and x°’ 1 for the longitudinal and ay,
w hile they are peaked in them iddle for the transverse ones. Note that the * ! decay
would appearasa finction at X¥= 1 on this plt. Thus requiring the to carry > 80%
ofthe —fFtmomentum,

x> 0:8; (21)

retains about half the longitudinal along with the pion but very little of the transverse
contributions. This cut suppresses not only the W ! background but also the fake
background from QCD Fts'. Consequently the -channelcan beused ©rH search over a
w ider range of param eters. The resulting H discovery reach of LHC is shown on the kft
side of Fig4 [19]. Tt goesuptoM , / 100GeV My ' 130 Ge&V) around the dip region of
tan / 75 anduptoM, ’ 140GeV My ' 160 G&V) outside this region.

3 Search raHeavy H ™My > m¢) at LHC

The m ain production process here is the leading order (LO ) process RO]
gb! tH + hc: 22)

The complete NLO QCD oorrections have been recently calculated by two groups R1, 22],
In agreem ent w ith one ancther. Theirm ain results are sum m arized below :

INote that the x°’ 0 peak from 1 and a;;, can not be used in practice, sihce —denti cation requiresa
hard , which willnot be swept away from the accom panying neutrals by the m agnetic eld.



(i) Thee ect of NLO oorrections can be Incorporated by m uliplying the above LO cross—
section by a K factor, w ith practically no change in its kinem atic distributions.

(i) W ith the usual choice of renom alization and factorization scales, r = ¢ =My +
m¢,onegetsK ’ 15 overthe hrgeM y and tan range of interest.

(if) The overalINLO correction of 50% comes from twom ai sources | (@) 80% correc—
tion from gluon em ission and virtual glion exchange contributions to the LO process
(22), and () 30% oorrection from the NLO process

gg! tH b+ hcy @3)

after subtracting the overlapping piece from (22) to avoid doubl counting.

(I7) A sclarly shown in R2], the negative correction from (o) is an artifact ofthe comm on
choice of factorization and renom alization scales. W ith a m ore appropriate choice
of the factorization scale, » ' My + m.)=5, the correction from (b) practically
vanishes while that from (@) reduces to 60% . N ote however that the overallK factor
is Insensitive to this scale varation.

(v) Hence for sin plicity one can kesp a common scalk of g = My + myalbngwih a
K factoroflb5, with an estin ated uncertainty of20% . N ote that for the process (22)
the running quark m asses of the H * tb coupling (10) are to be evaluated at i, whik
the patron densities are evaluated at » .

The dom lnant decay m ode for a heavy H  is into the tb channel. The H ! is the
largest subdom inant channelat largetan (> 10),whilketheH ! W h° can bethe Jargest
subdom inant channel over a part ofthe analltan region [L]. Let us ook at the prospects
ofaheavy H search at LHC in each of these channels. T he dom inant background in each
case com es from the tt production process (13).

31 Heavy H Search in the Channel

T his constitutes the m ost in portant channel for a heavy H search at LHC in the large
tan region.Overa large part ofthisregion,tan ~ 10 andMy ~ 300 Ge&V, we have

BRH ! )=20 5

o\

24)

TheH signaloom ing from (22) and (24) is distinguished by very hard —gt and m issing—

Pr ®r),
P 4> 100GeV and pr > 100G eV; 25)

w ith hadronic decay of the accom panying top quark (! lbgg) R3]. The m ain background
com es from the tt production process (13), ollowed by £t ! b, while the other t decays
hadronically. Thishashowever a much softer —gt and can be suppressed signi cantly w ith
the cut 25). M oreover the opposite  polarzations for the signal and background can be
usaed to suppress the badkground further, as discussed earlier. Figure 5 show s the signal
and badkground cross-sections against the fractional —gtm om entum carried by the charged



pion (20). The hard charged pion cut of (21) suppresses the background by a factor of
5-6 whilk retaining alm ost half the signal crosssection. M oreover the signal —gt has a
considerably harder p;r and larger azin uthal opening angle w ith the pr In com parison w ith
the background. Consequently the signalhas a m uch broader distribution In the transverse
m ass of the —gt wih the g, extending upto M 5 , whik the background goes only upto
My . Figure 6 show s these distrbutions both w ith and w ithout the hard charged pion cut
(21). One can e ectively separate theH signal from the background and estin ate the H

m ass from this distrbution. The LHC discovery reach of this channel is shown nh Fig. 4,
which clearly show s it to be thebest channel fora heavy H  search at largetan . It should
be added here that the transition region between My > m and < m. has been recently
analysed In R4] by com bining the production process of 22) with (13,14). Asa resukt it
hasbeen possible to bridge the gap between the two discovery contours ofF ig. 4 via the
channel

32 Heavy H Search in the tb C hannel

Let usdiscuss this st for 3 and then 4 b-tags. In the rst case the signalcom es from (22),
followed by
H ! tb to: (206)

T he badkground com es from the NLO QCD processes
gg ! tdo; gb! to+ hwcy gg! tg; (27)

where the gluon £t in the last case can be m istagged as b Wwith a typical probability of

% ). One requires Jptonic decay of one of the t pair and hadronic decay of the other
wih apr > 30 GeV cut on allthe gts R5]. For this cut the btagging e ciency at LHC is
expected to be 50% . A fter reconstruction ofboth the top m asses, the rem aining 3xd) b
quark gt is expected to be hard for the signal (22,26), but soft for the background processes
7). A pr > 80 GeV cut on thisb-Et in proves the signal/background ratio. F nally this
bt is com bined w ith each ofthe reconstructed top pair to give tw o entries ofM 4, perevent.
For the signal events, one of them corresponds to the H m ass while the other constitutes
a ocom binatoral background. Figure 7 show s this Invariant m ass distrlbution for the signal
along w ith the above m entioned background processes fordi erent H masssattan = 40
Sy ilar resultshold fortan ' 1:5.0ne can check that the signi cance level of the signalis
S= B > 5 P5]. The corresoonding H  discovery reaches In the high and Iow tan regions
are shown In Fig. 4. W hile the discovery reach via th is weaker than that via the channel
In thehigh tan region, the form ero ersthebestH discovery reach n the Iow tan region.
T his is particularly in portant In view ofthe fact that the Indirect LEP I it shown in Fig.
4 gets signi cantly weaker w ith the reported hcrease In the top quark m ass, as discussed
earlier. Indeed thisH ! thb discovery contour constitutes the m ost robust discovery lin it
for the M SSM H iggs sector over the Iow tan region. On the other hand the H !
contour is com petitive w ith that from the H °=A° ! channel as the best M SSM H iggs
discovery lim it over the high tan region. F inally the coresponding H ! contour from
t ! H™' decay, also shown in Fig. 4, constitutes the best discovery lim it of the M SSM
H iggs sector over the Iow M , region (seeeg. Fig. 27 ofrefll]).



One can also use 4 btags to ook forthe H ! tb signal R6]. The signal com es from

(23,26), and the background from the rstprocessof (7). A fter the reconstruction ofthe tt
pair, both the ram aining pair ofb—gts are expected to be soft for the background, since they
com e from glion splitting. For the signal, however, one of them com es from the H decay
(26); and hence expected to be hard and uncorrelated w ith the other b—gt. T hus requiring a
pr > 120 GeV cut on the harder ofthe two b—~gts along w ith Jarge invariantm ass M 1, > 120
G eV ) and opening angle (cos y, < 0:75) for the pair, one can enhance the signal/background
ratio substantially. Unfortunately the requirem ent of 4 btags m akes the signal size very
an all. M oreover the signal contains one soft b—gt from (23), for which one has to reduce
the pr threshold from 30 to 20 G&V . The resulting signal and badckground cross-sections
are shown in Fig. 8 ortan = 40. In comparison wih Fig. 7 one can see a signi cant
enhanoam ent In the signal/background ratio, but at the cost of a much am aller signal size.
N onetheless this can be used as a supplm entary channel forH  search, provided one can
achieve good btagging for pr 20 GeV gts.

3.3 Heavy H Search in the W h' C hannel
T he tree kvel coupling for this channel is

H'wW ho-} ; 28
.Zgoos( )4 ; 28)

where g, istheh® momentum i the H' rest frame. The LEP lin it ofM 0 > 100 G&V in
theM SSM mmpliesthat theH ! W h° decay channel has at Jast as high a threshod as
the tb channel. The m axinum value of its decay BR,

B™*® ! Wh')’ 5%; 29)

is reached for H mass near this threshold and low tan . The anall BR for this decay
channel is due the suppression ofthe H *W h® coupling (28) by the g, and the cos( )
factors relative to the H * tb coupling (10). Note that both the decay channels correspond
the same nal state, H !' W , along with an acocom panying top from the production
process (22). Nonetheless one can distinguish theH ! W h® from theH ! tbaswell
as the corresponding backgrounds 27) by looking for a clustering of the o Invariant m ass
around M ;0 along with a veto on the ssoond top R7]. Unfortunately the BR of (29) is too
an all to give a viabl signal for this decay channel. Note however that the LEP lin it of
M o~ 100 Ge&V doesnot hold in the CP viclatingM SSM [B] or the singlet extensions of the
M SSM H iggs sector like the NM SSM [6]. T herefore it is possble to have a W h® threshold
signi cantly below m . In these m odel. C onsequently one can have a H boson lighter than
the top quark In thesem odels In the Iow tan region, which can dom inantly decay into the
W h® channel. Thus i is possble to have spectaculart ! H* ! W h° decay signals at
LHC In theNM SSM PR7]aswellasthe CP violating M SSM R8].

4 Concluding Rem arks

Let m e conclude by comm enting on a few aspects of H  boson search, which could not be
discussed in this bref review . T he associated production of H wih W boson has been
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investigated n R9], and the H H and H A° productions in B0]. Beig second order
electroweak processes, however, they give much sm aller signals than 22), whilk su ering
from the sam e background. H owever one can get potentially large H signal from the decay
of strongly produced squarks and gluinos at LHC, which can help to 1l in the gap in the
Intemm ediate tan region ofF ig. 4 for favourable SUSY param eters [B1].

F inally, the virtual SUSY contribution to the NLO ocorrection forH production can be
potentially im portant since it is known to be nondecoupling, ie. it rem ains nite even for
very large SUSY m ass param eters. The reason for this of course is that the H mass is
related to the superparticle masses In SUSY models { eg. In m inin al SUGRA m odel the
H mass is of sim ilar size as the sferm ion m asses. Therefore the two m ass scales can not
be decoupled. Consequently the calculation of virtual SUSY correction to H  production
has received a lot of attention [32, 33, 34]. The m ain contrdbution com es from the virtual
squark-gliino exchange contribution to the H * tb vertex. Tts e ect can be approxin ated by
a renom alisation of the the m ,; factors in the corresponding coupling (10) by 1=01+ 1),
where [1, 22]

s

3

mg( A+ tan )Imy;mymg);

2’ 'n @) + B 'n =) + Fa’'n ([F=a?)
@ B o &)

1=m ax &;5;F); (30)

and there is a sin ilar expression for . Thus in the large tan region, where the m, tem
dom inates the H * tb coupling, and form 4  my,, we get

2 ¢ tan

3 mg

7 (31)

which can be very large or j j mg [B4]. On the other hand in most SUSY m odels
of comm on interest we have j j M, for naturalness, while m 4 M ; . Therefore the
above SUSY ocorrection hasonly modest e ecton H production in these m odels. Indeed a
system atic study ofthis e ect for the ¥nowm ass points and slopes B5]), carried out In R2],
show s that the SUSY correction to the cross-section for the LO process (22) rem ains < 20%

fortan < 30. This is true not only form inim alSUG RA but for other popular altematives
like gauge and anom aly m ediated SU SY breaking m odels aswell. A sm entioned earlier, the
theoretical uncertainly in the estin ate ofthe NLO QCD oorrection K factor) n the SM is
also 20% R2]. T herefore one need not worry too m uch about the e ect 0£SUSY quantum
correction on the H boson signalat LHC.

R eferences

[l] Fora recent review see M .Carena and H . H aber, P rog. Part. Nucl Phys. 50, 63 (2003)
hep-ph/0208209].

R]1 K. Hagiwara et al. Particle Data Group), Phys. Rev. D 66, 010001 2002) (URL:
http i/ /pdg.Jolgov)

11



B] CDF and DO Collaborations and Tevatron E lctroweak W orking G roup, hep-
ex/0404010.

4] G .Degrassi, S.Hanem eyer, W .Hollk, P.Slavich and G .W elglein, Euro.Phys. J.C 28,
133 (2003).

Bl M .Carena, J.Ellis, S.M renna, A . Pilaftsis and C E M . W agner, Nucl. Phys. B 659,
145 (2003).

b]M .Drees,E.Ma,P N .Pandia,D P.Roy and S.Vean pati, Phys. Lett.B 433, 346 (1998);
e also C . Panagiotakopoulos and A . P ilftsis, Phys. Lett. B 505, 184 (2001).

[7] A .M endez and A . Pom arol, Phys. Lett. B 252, 461 (1990); C S. Liand R J. O akes,
Phys.Rev.D 43,855 (1991);M .Dreesand D P.Roy, Phys. Lett. B 269, 155 (1991).

B] S.M orettiand W J. Stirling, Phys. Lett. B 347, 291 (1995); B 366, 451 (E) (1996);A.
D puadi, J.Kalinowskiand PM . Zemwas, Z.Phys.C 70, 435 (1996).

Pl1E.Ma,D P.Roy and J.W udka, Phys. Rev. Lett. 80, 1162 (1998).
0] E.Keih,E.MaandD P.Roy,Phys.Rev.D 56, R5306 (1997).

[11] S.Katanietal, Phys. Lett.B 378, 329 (1996); E L .Berger and H . C ontopanagos, P hys.
Rev.D 54, 3085 (1996).

[12] D & Collaboration: Phys. Rev. Lett. 82, 4975 (1999).
[13] CDF Collaboration: Phys. Rev.D 62, 012004 (2000).
[14] CDF Collaboration: Phys. Rev. Lett. 79, 357 (1997).
5] M .Guchait and D P.Roy, Phys. Rev.D 55, 7263 (1997).
[l6] CDF Collaboration: Phys. Rev.D 62, 012004 2000).

[17] S. Raychaudhuriand D P.Roy, Phys. Rev.D 52, 1556 (1995); Phys. Rev. D 53, 4902
(1996).

18] B K .Bullock, H .Hagiwara and A D .M artin, Nucl Phys.B 395, 499 (1993).

[l9] K A .Assamagan, Y .Coadou and A .D eandrea, Eur.Phys. JC 4, 9 2002); seealso D .
D enegriet al.,, CM S Note 2001/032, hepph/0112045.

ROJ]ALC.Bawa,CS.Kmm andAD .Martih, Z.Phys.C47, 75 (1990); JF .Gunion, Phys.
Lett.B 322,125 (1994);V .Bawger, R JN .Phillipsand D P.Roy, Phys. Lett.B 324, 236
(1994).

1] SH.Zhu, Phys.Rev.D 67, 075006 (2003).

R2] T .P khn,Phys.Rev.D 67, 014018 (2003); E L.Berger, T .Han, J. Jiang and T . P khn,
hep-ph/0312286.

12



R3] D P.Roy, Phys. Lett. B 459, 607 (1999).

R4] K A .Assam agan, M . Guchai and S.M oretti, hepph/0402057; see also F . Borzum ati,
JL.Kneurand N .Polbnsky, Phys.Rev.D 60, 115011 (1999).

R5] S.M orettiand D P.Roy, Phys. Lett. B 470, 209 (1999).

6] D J.M iller, S.M oretti, D P.Roy and W J. Stirling, Phys. Rev.D 61, 055011 000);
see also K A . A ssam agan and N . G ollub, hep-ph/0406013.

R71M .Drees,M .Guchaitand D P.Roy, Phys. Lett. B 471, 39 (1999).
28] D K.Ghosh,RM .Godbokand D P.Roy (in preparation).

29] A A .Barrentos Bendezu and B A .Knihl, Phys. Rev.D 59, 015009 (1999); S.M oretti
and K .0 dagir, Phys. Rev.D 59, 055008 (1999);0 .Brein, H .Hollk and S.K anemura,
Phys.Rev.D 63, 095001 (2001).

BO]A.Kraus, T.Pkhn,M .Spiraand PM .Zemwas, NucL Phys.B 519, 85 (1998); 0 .Brein
and H . Hollk, Eur. Phys. J. C13, 175 (2000); A A . Barrientos Bendezu and B A .
K niehl, Nucl Phys. B 568, 305 (2000).For associated H A° production see Q H.Cao,
S.Kanemura and C P.Yuan, Phys. Rev.D 69, 075008 (2004).

B1llM .Bisset, M . Guchait and S.M oretti, Eur. Phys. J. C 19, 143 (2001); A .Datta, A .
D puadi, M .Gudchai and Y .M am bxrini, Phys. Rev.D 65, 015007 (2002).

B2] L.Hall, R.Rattazziand U . Sarid, Phys. Rev.D 50, 7048 (1994); M .Carena, M .0 k-
chow ski, S.Pokorskiand C EM .W agner, Nucl Phys.B 426, 269 (1994).

B3] JA .Coarasa, R A .Jinenez and J. Sola, Phys. Lett. B389, 312 (1996); R A . Jin enez
and J. Sola, Phys. Lett. B389, 53 (1996); A .Bart]l, H .Eber], K .Hikasa, K.Kon, W .
M afprotto and Y . Yam ada, Phys. Lett. B 378, 167 (1996).

B4] A .Belyaev, D .G arcia, J. Guasch and J. Sola, Phys. Rev.D 65, 031701 (2002); JHEP
0206, 059 (2002).

B5] B L .Allanach et al.,, in Proc. ofthe APS/DPF/DPB Summ er Study on the Future of
Particle Physics (Snowm ass 2001) Eur. Phys. J.C 25, 113 (2002).

13



< 200 —
§ &0 % JLa=011" 1) r>15640
M =175 GeV no limit
é‘i 9 w/; " indirect search /
~ 160 [ o~ m= CDF (G =5.pb)
: 2 wun DO (0 =55pb)
Sl (0 =55 '
2 "‘*l_ ) ¥
10 b3 Direct search :
5" CDF (0 =5.0ph) :
100 '
ik z
80 “ Z 7
60 LEP2
0.1 1 10 100
tang
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Figure 2: The Branching Ratio of top decay into a 140 GeV H boson (14) shown against
tan along with those for the three m ain decay m odes (15) ofthisH boson.
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