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C om pletely naturalelectrow eak sym m etry breaking is easily achieved in supersym m etricm odels if
there isa SM -likke H ggsboson, h,withm, < 100 GeV . In them inin al supersym m etric m odel, such
an h decaysm ainly to b and is ruled out by LEP constraints. H owever, iftheM SSM H iggs sector is

expanded so that h decaysm ainly to still lighter H iggs bosons, e.g.h !

aa,with Brth ! aa)> 0,

and ifm 5 < 2m ,, then the LEP constraints are satis ed. In this letter, we show that in the next-to-
m Inin al supersym m etric m odel the above h and a properties (for the lightest CP -even and CP -odd

H iggs bosons, respectively) inply a lower bound on Br( !

(and future) B factories can explore.

Low energy supersymm etry ram ains one of the m ost
attractive solutions to the naturalness / hierarchy prob—
Jem of the Standard M odel (SM ). However, the m ini-
m al supersym m etric m odel M SSM ), containing exactly
two H iggsdoublets, su ers from the \ problem " and re-
quires rather special param eter choices in order that the
light H iggsm ass isabove LEP lim itsw ithout electrow eak
symm etry breaking being \ nestuned", ie. highly sen-—
sitive to supersym m etry-breaking param eters chosen at
the grand-uni cation scale. Both problem s are easily
solved by adding H iggs (super) eldsto theM SSM .For
generic SUSY param etersweltbelow the TeV scale, ne—
tuning is absent E] and a SM -lke h is predicted with
my < 100 GeV . Such an h can avoid LEP I its on the
tightly constrained e' e ! 2 + s channelifBrh ! ko)
isamnallby virtue of arge Br(h ! aa), where a is a new
light (typically CP-odd) H iggsboson, andm ; < 2m , so
thata ! kb is orbidden []. T he perfect place to search
for such an a is in Upsilon decays, ! a.Thesinplst
M SSM extension, the next-to-m inim al supersym m etric
model NM SSM ), naturally predicts that the lightest h
and a, h; and a;, have allthe right atures [1,12,13,[4,[91.
In this ketter, we show that hrgeBrh; ! a;a;) Inples,
at xedm ,,,a lowerbound on Br( ! ai) (from now
on, isthe lS resonance unless otherw ise stated) that is
typically w thin reach of present and future B factordies.

In the NM SSM , a light a; wih substantialBrh; !
aiai) is a very natural possbility for m ; -scale soft pa—
ram eters developed by renomm alization group running
starting from U (1)g symm etric GUT -scale soft param —
eters ]. (See also E,B] for discussions of the light a;
scenaric.) The netuning-preferred m jy, 100 Gev
(ortan > few) gives perfect consistency w ih preci
sion electroweak data and the reduced Brh; ! ko)
009 0:15 explains the 23 excess at LEP in the
7 b channelat M w5 100GeV . Themotivation for this
scenario is thus very strong.

Hadron collider probes of the NM SSM H iggs sector
are problem atical. The h; ! ajay ! 4 @Pm <

a) that dedicated runs at present

m, < 2myp) or4 jets m,, < 2m ) signal is a very
di cult one at the Tevatron and very possbly at the
LHC ,E,,]. H iggs discovery or, at the very least,
certi cation ofa m arghal LHC H iggs signalw ill require
a lineare" e collider (ILC).D irect production and de—
tection ofthe a; m ay be in possible at both the LHC and
ILC because it is rather singlet In nature. In this letter,
we show thatby increasing sensitivity toBr( ! ai) by
one to three orders ofm agniude (the exact requirem ent
dependsonm 5, and tan ), there is a good chance ofde—
tecting the a; . This constitutes a signi cant opportunity
for current B factordes and a m a prm otivation for new
superB factories. Even wih ILC h; ! aja; data, mea—
surem ent of Br( ! ai) and a; decays would provide
extram ely valuable com plem entary inform ation.

As compared to the three independent param eters
needed in the M SSM context (often chosen as , tan
and M , ), the H iggs sector of the NM SSM is described
by the six param eters

i JA A jtan ; o @)
where o = hSi s is the e ective -tem gen-—
erated from the &P, Ilpd part of the superpotential,
A SHHg4 is the associated soft-SU SY breaking scalar
potentialcom ponent, and and A appearin the % 3
and A S tem s in the superpotential and associated
soft-supersym m etry-breaking potential. In addition, val-
uesm ust be input forthe soft SU SY -breakingm assesthat
contrbute to the radiative corrections in the H iggs sec—
tor and to the H iggs decay w idths. O ur com putations for
branching ratios and so orth employ NM HDECAY [12].
An Important ingredient for the results of this paper is
the non-singlet fraction ofthe a; de ned by cos  In

a; = c0s pAy ssy T S pAAg; 2)

where Ag is the CP-odd H iggs boson contained in the
unm ixed S com plex scalar eld. The coupling ofa; to

* andbbisthen / tan ©os » ;oS » itselfhassome
tan dependence with the net result that tan ©os »
Increasesm odestly w ith increasing tan
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In E,E,B], we scanned over the NM SSM param eter
space holding tan  and the gaugnom assesM 1;2;3 M 7 )
xed, searching for choices that m Inim ized a num erical
measure, F, of EW SB netuning, ie. of how precisely
the GUT -scale softSU SY -breaking param eters m ust be
chosen to obtain the cbserved value ofm ; afterRG evo—
ution. For F < 15, netuning is no worse than 7%,
and we regard this as equivalent to absence of signi cant
netuning. For the sampl valies of tan = 10 and
M 1;2;3 = 100;200;300G eV  only depends signi cantly
onM 3),toachievethe owestF values 5 6),theh;
must be fairly SM -lke and m p, 100 G eV is required;
this is only consistent with LEP constraints for scenar-
ios in which Br(h; ! aja;) is hargeand m,, < 2my. 1t
C rucially, for these scenarios one nds a lower bound on
Joos A jeg. joos a J> 004 attan = 10. A s described
in E], this is required n orderthat Brh; ! a;a;) > 07
whenm,, < 2my.?

Aside from EW SB ne-tuning, there is a question of
whether ne-tuning is needed to achieve large Br(h !
aja;) andm,, < 2my when F < 15. This was discussed
in E]. The levelofsuch netuning is detem ined m ostly
by whetherA andA needtobe netuned. Forgiven s
and tan ,Br(l; ! aja;) and m,, depend signi cantly
only on , ,A and A ; all other SUSY param eters
have only a tiny In uence.) Since speci ¢ soft-SUSY -
breaking scenarios can evade the issue of tuning A and
A altogether, In this study we do not Inpose a lim it
on the measures of A ;A ne-tuning discussed in B].
However, i isworth noting thatwe ndthatA ;A ne-
tuning can easily be avoided ifm 5, > 2m and cos » is
an all and negative, e.g. near cos a 005 iftan =
10. In som em odels, the sin plest m easuresofA ;A  ne—
tuning are much larger away from the preferred cos
region and / or at substantially lowerm ,, valies.

W e now tum to ! ai. W e have computed the
branching ratio forthisdecay based on Egs. (3.54), (3.58)
and (3.60) of E] (which gives allappropriate references) .
Eqg. (3.54) gives the resul based on the non-relativistic
quarkoniim m odel; Egs. (3.58) and (3.60) give the proce—
dures for ncluding Q CD corrections and relativistic cor-
rections, respectively. B oth cause signi cant suppression
w ith respect to the non—relativistic quarkoniuim result. In
addition, there are bound state corrections. T hese give a
m odest enhancem ent, rising from a sm all percentage at
amn allm 5, toabout20% atm,, = 92GeV (seethe refer-

1 W e should note that the precise Iocation of the m inimum in F
shifts slightly as tan is varied. For example, at tan = 3
(tan = 50) the minimum is at roughly 92 GeVv (102 Ge&V).
However, for these cases the m inimum valie of F is only very
m odestly higher atm 100 GeV, the LEP excess location.

2 A lso, as one approaches the U (1)g ,A ;A ! 0 symm etry lim i,
large Br(ti ! aja;) isnot possible.

tanf=10, u=150 GeV, M, ,3=100,200,300 GeV
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FIG.1l: Br( ! ai) for NM SSM scenarios w ith various

ranges for m ., : dark grey (lue) = m., < 2m ; medium
grey (red) = 2m < ma, < 735 GeV; light grey (green) =
75GeV < m,, < 88GeV;and black = 88 GeV < m,, <
92 GeV. Thepbtsare ortan = 10 and M i12;3Mmyz) =
100;200;300 GV . The keft plot comes from theA ;A scan
described in the text, hoding . mz) = 150 GeV xed.
T he right plot show s results for F < 15 scenarioswith m 4, <
92 GeV found in a generalscan over allNM SSM param eters
holding tan and M 1;2;3 xed as stated.

encesin [13]).% Form., 2 m , 2 ,;m ,+2 ], where
m, M 50Mev and |, 50MeV, the a; m xes
signi cantly with the ,, giving rise to a huge enhance-
mentofBr( ! a1). W ehave chosen not to plot results
form,, > 92 GeV sincewe think that the old theoretical
results in this region require firtherre nem ent. I Fig.[d,
we present results for Br( ! aq1) that are consistent
w ith existing experin entallin its? in two cases: (@) using
a scan over A ;A valiesholding . myz) = 150 G&V
and M 1;2;3m 7z ) = 100;200;300 GeV  xed (in this scan,
entical to that descrbed in Ref. [B], and are also
scanned over and all other SU SY -breaking param eters
are xed at 300 GeV { resuls are insensitive to this
choice and, therefore, representative of the whole pa-
ram eter space); ) Prthe F < 15 points found In the
NM SSM param eter scan describbed earlier. In both cases,

3 In contrast, for a scalar H iggs, bound state corrections give a
very large suppression at higher H iggs m asses near M

4 W e in pose the lim its of F ig. 3 of [14], Fig. 4 of [18], and Fig. 7b
of@].The rsttwo lim it Br( ! X ), where X is any visible
state. The rstprovidesthe only strong constraint on themas; <
2m  region. The third gives lm its on Br( ! X )BrX !

* ) that elininate 2m < ma, < 8:8 GeV points with too

high Br( ! a) rma, > 2m ,Br@; ! + ) 0:9).
Since the inclusive photon spectrum from decays falls as E
increases, the strongest constraints are obtained for sm allm 4, .
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FIG.2: We plbt Br( ! ai) as a function of cos » for
the A ;A scan, taking M 12,3 mz) = 100;200;300 Gev,
e mz) = 150 GeV with tan = 3 (left) and tan = 50
(right) . T he point notation is as in Fig.[.

allpointsplotted passallNM HDECAY constraints | all
points havem y, 100 G &V, but avoid LEP constraints
by virtue of Brh; ! aja;) > 07 and m,, < 2my.
For both plots, we divide results into fourm ,, regions:
my < 2m ,2m < m, < 75 Gev, 75 GeV <
m, < 88GeV and 88GeV < m,, < 92 Gev. Fi.[
m akes clear that Br( ! ai1) Ismainly controlled by
the non-singlet fraction of the a; and by m,, . The
only di erence between the (@) and () plots is that
F < 15 restricts the range of cos 5 to smaller m agni-
tudes (In plying smaller Br( ! ai1)) and narrow s the
m,, bands. As seen in the gure, the cos a 0:05,
m,, > 2m scenarios that can have no A ;A tuning
haveBr( ! a;)< few 10 ®.Forgeneralcos , and
m, ,valuesof Br( ! a;)upto 10 > (5 10 3)
are possble for F < 15 points (in the general A ;A
scan). n Fig.[, pointswith Br( ! a;)> few 10 *
(depending on m 5, ) are not present, having been elim -
nated by 90% CL lim its from existing experim ents. T he
surviving points with m,, < 92 GeV can be mostly
probed if fiture running, upgrades and facilities are de—
signed so that Br( ! a;) 10 7 can be probed. As
stated earlier, predictions at higher m ,, are rather un-
certain, but obviously Br( ! a;)! Oform, ! M
To access higherm,, butm,, < 2my), @S) ! ai
and (3S) ! a; can be em ployed; com putation of the
branching ratios requires carefulattention toa;  pm ix—
Ing, which can lead to even larger branching ratios than
forthe ifm ,, m .

Results from the A ;A scan with . = 150 Ge&V
and M 1;2;3 = 100;200;300 GeV are given in the cases
oftan = 3 and tan = 50 in Fi.[d. Note that ak

most alltan = 3 points that passNM HDECAY and
LEP oonstraints are consistent w ith existing lin its on
Br( ! ai). To probe the full set of m 5, < 92 G&V
pointsshown, sensitivity toBr( ! a;) < few 10 ®is
needed. Conversely, fortan = 50 a lot ofthe scan points
consistent with NM HDECAY and LEP constraints are
already absent because of existing lim its and one need
only probe down to Br( ! ai) 10 ° to cover the
m,, < 92 GeV points.

W e note that the points with sm all negative cos a
(eg. cos a 05 fortan = 10) that are m ost lkely
toescapeA ;A tuning issuesarewellbelow the existing
lim its from @, , ] for allm 5, values for all three
tan choices.® However, none of the above analyses
@,E,@] have been repeated w ith the larger data sets
available from CLEO -IIT, BaBar, or Belle. P resum ably,
m uch stronger constraints than those we included can be
obtained. O rperhapsa & signalw illbe found.

W e expect that the best way to search forthe NM SSM
light a; isto use itsexclisive decay m odes, asthis reduces
backgrounds, especially those in portant when the pho—
ton is soft. Form,, > 36 GeV and tan > 1, the dom -
inant decay mode isa; ! . For exam ple, R ef. @]
hasproposed looking for non-universality in = ! *
vs. ! e*te; ¥ decays. This would t nicely
with the low ¥ scenarios. Form,, < 2m ;2m . the de-
cay mode a; ! gg is generally in the range 20% 30%,
givinga contrbutionto ! ggatthel0 *{10 ° leve};
the ss m ode is typically larger.

In the ° nal state, the direct * produc—
tion cross section is 61 pb. U sing signakF background as
the criterion, thisbecom es the lin iting factor forbranch-
ing ratiosbelow the 4 10 ° kvelwhen running on the

(1S),and below the2 10 * levelwhen runningon the

(3S). To mm prove upon the latter, one can select a sam —
pl ofknown (1S) events by looking for djpion transi-
tions from the higher resonances. T he dipion transition
gives a strong kinem atic constraint on the m ass di er—
ence between thetwo ’s. W hen running on the 3S),
the e ective cross section in  (35) ! * 1s)

is 179 pb RJ]. © To mi Br( ! a;) < 10 6,
56  '= would need to be collected on the (3S),
where is the experinm ental e ciency for isolating the

5 Fora CP-odd a that decays into non-interacting states, there are
further constraints available from CrystalBalland CLEO E];
these only apply to the scenarios considered here ifM ; is reduced
to a very sm allvalue (as possble without a ecting EW SB  ne
tuning) so that a; ! €Je) decays are signi cant. For exam ple,
attan = 10,ourlow ne-tuning scenariosw ith M; decreased to
3Gev canyieldm , < 2GeV andBra; ! €]€})2 [0:15;0:35].
1
(G eneric scenarios w ith substantialBr( !
were considered in E].)
This can also be done on the (2S) but the pions are softer,
In plying much lower e ciency. On the (4S) this transition
has a very sm allbranching ratio < 10 4.

a)Br@ ! eled)



relevant events. This analysis can also be done on the

(4S), where the (3S) isproduced via ISR.The e ec—
tive 1sr (3S) ! ISR (1S) cross section is 0.78
B.Tolim#tBr( ! a;)< 10 % 13ab '= wouldneed
to be collected. T hese Integrated lum inosities needed to
probe Br( ! a;) 10 °® would appear to be within
reach at existing facilities and would allow discovery of
the a; form any of the favored NM SSM scenarios.

A re there other m odes that would allow direct a; de—
tection? Reference ] advocates e'e ! e e a
wih a; ! . This works if the g is very singlet, in
which case Br(@; ! ) can be large. However, see
E] and earlier discussion, a m ininum valie of joos a Jj
eg. joos a J> 0:04 iftan = 10) is required n or-
der that Brh; ! aja;) > 077 andm,, < 2my. For
the generalA ;A scanswith Brh; ! aja;) > 0:7 and
m, < 2my imposed, Bria ! ) < 4 10 % wih
values near few 10 5 being very common. Tt is con—
ceivable that a superB factory could detect a signal for

! ai ! which would provide a very Interesting
check on the consistency of the m odel.

F lavor changing decaysbased on b ! sa; ors! da;,
in particularB ! X a;, have been exam ned in [1]. A1
penguin diagram s containing SM particles give contribu—
tions to the b ! sa; am plitude that are suppressed by
cos p=tan orcos p=tan® (sihce up-type quarks cou—
pk to the Ay ssu wih a factor of 1=tan ). Ref. [1]
denti es two diagram s nvolving loops containing up-
type squarks and charginos that give b ! sa; ampli-
tudes that are proportional to cos » tan H ow ever,
the sum of these diagram s vanishes in the super G IM
Iim i (eg. equalup-type squark m asses), yielding a tiny
B ! X gsa; transition rate. Away from this lim it, results
are highly m odeldependent. In contrast, the predictions
for ! a, depend essentially onky on cos p ,tan and
m ., , allofwhich are firly constrained for the low — ne-
tuning NM SSM scenarios.

Ifm,, < 2m,J= ! & decay w illbepossible. How —
ever,Br(d= ! a)is 10 ° ( 10 7) orthe snallest
(largest) joos a jvalues in the standard A ;A scan Por
tan = 10, ncreasingm odestly astan increases.

B efore concluding, we note that a light, not-too-singlet
a; could allow consistency w ith the observed am ount of
dark-m atter if the e} is largely bino and 2m e
This is explored 11 [1€]. W e Hund that these scenarios
could provide a consistent description ofthe dark m atter
relic density in the case ofa very light e? . W e report here
that this can be coincident w ith the F' < 15 scenarios (@s
well as the anallnegative cos o ,m 5, > 2m scenarios
that arethem ost lkely to havesm allA ;A netuning).
A Ll that is required relative to theM ; = 100 G &V choice
m ade for our scans is to decrease M ; to bring down m

ma, .

&
near %m a; - M1 is an independent param eter that has
essentially no in uence on the value of the netuning
measureF so longasM ; < M 3.

In summ ary, aside from discovering the a; in hy !
aia; decays, som ething that will alm ost certainly have
to await LHC data and, because of the unusual nal
state, m ight not even be seen untilthe ILC, i seem sthat
the m ost prom ising neartem possbility for testing the
NM SSM scenarios forwhich EW SB ne-tuning isabsent,
orm ore generally any scenario with largeBrh; ! a;a;)
and m,, < 2my, Is to emply the ! a1 decay at
either existing B factories or fiiture factories.
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superB factories. W e thank M .Peskin and S. F lem ing
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Institute (JFG) and the A spen Center for Physics (JF'G
and RD) for hospitality and support during the initial
stages of this research. JFG and BM are supported by
DOE grant DE-+G 02-91ER 40674 and by the U C .D avis
HEFTIprogram . RD is supported by the U S. D epart—
m ent of Energy, grant DE G 02-90ER 40542.
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