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Com pletely naturalelectroweak sym m etry breakingiseasily achieved in supersym m etricm odelsif

thereisa SM -likeHiggsboson,h,with m h
<
� 100 G eV .In them inim alsupersym m etricm odel,such

an h decaysm ainly to bband isruled outby LEP constraints.However,iftheM SSM Higgssectoris

expanded so thath decaysm ainly to stilllighterHiggsbosons,e.g.h ! aa,with Br(h ! aa)> 0:7,

and ifm a < 2m b,then theLEP constraintsaresatis�ed.In thisletter,weshow thatin thenext-to-

m inim alsupersym m etricm odeltheaboveh and a properties(forthelightestCP-even and CP-odd

Higgs bosons,respectively) im ply a lower bound on Br(� ! 
a) that dedicated runs at present

(and future)B factoriescan explore.

Low energy supersym m etry rem ains one ofthe m ost
attractive solutionsto the naturalness/ hierarchy prob-
lem of the Standard M odel(SM ).However, the m ini-
m alsupersym m etric m odel(M SSM ),containing exactly
two Higgsdoublets,su�ersfrom the\� problem "and re-
quiresratherspecialparam eterchoicesin orderthatthe
lightHiggsm assisaboveLEP lim itswithoutelectroweak
sym m etry breaking being \�ne-tuned",i.e.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 Higgs(super)�eldsto the M SSM .For
genericSUSY param eterswell-below theTeV scale,�ne-
tuning is absent [1]and a SM -like h is predicted with
m h

<
� 100 G eV.Such an h can avoid LEP lim itson the

tightly constrained e+ e� ! Z + b0schannelifBr(h ! bb)
issm allby virtueoflargeBr(h ! aa),where a isa new
light(typically CP-odd)Higgsboson,and m a < 2m b so
thata ! bbisforbidden [2].The perfectplaceto search
forsuch an a isin Upsilon decays,� ! 
a.Thesim plest
M SSM extension, the next-to-m inim alsupersym m etric
m odel(NM SSM ),naturally predicts that the lightest h
and a,h1 and a1,havealltherightfeatures[1,2,3,4,5].
In thisletter,weshow thatlargeBr(h1 ! a1a1)im plies,
at�xed m a1,a lowerbound on Br(� ! 
a1)(from now
on,�isthe1S resonanceunlessotherwisestated)thatis
typically within reach ofpresentand future B factories.

In the NM SSM ,a light a1 with substantialBr(h1 !
a1a1) is a very naturalpossibility for m Z -scale softpa-
ram eters developed by renorm alization group running
starting from U (1)R sym m etric G UT-scale soft param -
eters [5]. (See also [6,7]for discussions ofthe light a1
scenario.) The �ne-tuning-preferred m h1 � 100 G eV
(for tan� >

� few) gives perfect consistency with preci-
sion electroweak data and the reduced Br(h1 ! bb) �
0:09 � 0:15 explains the � 2:3� excess at LEP in the
ZbbchannelatM

bb
� 100 G eV.The m otivation forthis

scenario isthusvery strong.

Hadron collider probes of the NM SSM Higgs sector
are problem atical. The h1 ! a1a1 ! 4� (2m� <

m a1 < 2m b) or 4 jets (m a1 < 2m �) signalis a very
di�cult one at the Tevatron and very possibly at the
LHC [8,9,10,11].Higgsdiscovery or,atthe very least,
certi�cation ofa m arginalLHC Higgssignalwillrequire
a lineare+ e� collider(ILC).Directproduction and de-
tection ofthea1 m ay beim possibleatboth theLHC and
ILC because itisrathersingletin nature.In thisletter,
weshow thatbyincreasingsensitivitytoBr(� ! 
a1)by
oneto threeordersofm agnitude(theexactrequirem ent
dependson m a1 and tan�),thereisa good chanceofde-
tecting thea1.Thisconstitutesa signi�cantopportunity
forcurrentB factoriesand a m ajorm otivation fornew
super-B factories.Even with ILC h1 ! a1a1 data,m ea-
surem entofBr(� ! 
a1)and a1 decayswould provide
extrem ely valuablecom plem entary inform ation.
As com pared to the three independent param eters

needed in the M SSM context (often chosen as �,tan�
and M A ),the Higgs sector ofthe NM SSM is described
by the six param eters

� ;� ; A� ; A �;tan� ; �e� ; (1)

where �e� = �hSi � �s is the e�ective �-term gen-
erated from the �bS bH u

bH d part of the superpotential,
�A�SH uH d isthe associated soft-SUSY-breaking scalar
potentialcom ponent,and � and �A� appearin the

1

3
�bS3

and 1

3
�A�S

3 term sin thesuperpotentialand associated
soft-supersym m etry-breakingpotential.In addition,val-
uesm ustbeinputforthesoftSUSY-breakingm assesthat
contribute to the radiative correctionsin the Higgssec-
torand totheHiggsdecay widths.O urcom putationsfor
branching ratiosand so forth em ploy NM HDECAY [12].
An im portantingredientfor the results ofthis paper is
the non-singletfraction ofthe a1 de�ned by cos�A in

a1 = cos�A A M SSM + sin�A A S ; (2)

where A S is the CP-odd Higgs boson contained in the
unm ixed S com plex scalar �eld. The coupling ofa1 to
�+ �� and bbisthen / tan� cos�A ;cos�A itselfhassom e
tan� dependence with the net result that tan� cos�A
increasesm odestly with increasing tan�.
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In [1,3,4],we scanned over the NM SSM param eter
space holding tan� and the gaugino m assesM 1;2;3(m Z )
�xed,searching for choices that m inim ized a num erical
m easure,F ,ofEW SB �ne-tuning,i.e.ofhow precisely
the G UT-scale soft-SUSY-breaking param etersm ustbe
chosen to obtain theobserved valueofm Z afterRG evo-
lution. For F < 15,�ne-tuning is no worse than 7% ,
and weregard thisasequivalentto absenceofsigni�cant
�ne-tuning. For the sam ple values oftan� = 10 and
M 1;2;3 = 100;200;300G eV (F only dependssigni�cantly
on M 3),toachievethelowestF values(F � 5� 6),theh1
m ustbe fairly SM -like and m h1 � 100 G eV isrequired;
this is only consistent with LEP constraints for scenar-
ios in which Br(h1 ! a1a1) is large and m a1 < 2m b.1

Crucially,forthesescenariosone�ndsa lowerbound on
jcos�A j,e.g.jcos�A j>� 0:04 attan� = 10.Asdescribed
in [5],thisisrequired in orderthatBr(h1 ! a1a1)> 0:7
when m a1 < 2m b.2

Aside from EW SB �ne-tuning,there is a question of
whether �ne-tuning isneeded to achieve large Br(h1 !
a1a1)and m a1 < 2m b when F < 15.Thiswasdiscussed
in [5].Thelevelofsuch �ne-tuning isdeterm ined m ostly
bywhetherA � and A � need tobe�ne-tuned.(Forgivens
and tan�,Br(h1 ! a1a1)and m a1 depend signi�cantly
only on �,�,A� and A �; allother SUSY param eters
have only a tiny in
uence.) Since speci�c soft-SUSY-
breaking scenarioscan evadethe issue oftuning A � and
A � altogether,in this study we do not im pose a lim it
on the m easures ofA �;A � �ne-tuning discussed in [5].
However,itisworth notingthatwe�nd thatA �;A � �ne-
tuning can easily be avoided ifm a1

>
� 2m � and cos�A is

sm alland negative,e.g.nearcos�A � � 0:05 iftan� =
10.In som em odels,thesim plestm easuresofA �;A � �ne-
tuning are m uch larger away from the preferred cos�A
region and / oratsubstantially lowerm a1 values.

W e now turn to � ! 
a1. W e have com puted the
branchingratioforthisdecaybased on Eqs.(3.54),(3.58)
and (3.60)of[13](which givesallappropriatereferences).
Eq.(3.54)gives the result based on the non-relativistic
quarkonium m odel;Eqs.(3.58)and (3.60)givetheproce-
duresforincluding Q CD correctionsand relativisticcor-
rections,respectively.Both causesigni�cantsuppression
with respecttothenon-relativisticquarkonium result.In
addition,therearebound statecorrections.Thesegivea
m odestenhancem ent,rising from a sm allpercentage at
sm allm a1 toabout20% atm a1 = 9:2G eV (seetherefer-

1 W e should note that the precise location ofthe m inim um in F

shifts slightly as tan � is varied. For exam ple, at tan � = 3

(tan � = 50) the m inim um is at roughly 92 G eV (102 G eV ).

H owever,for these cases the m inim um value ofF is only very

m odestly higher atm h1
� 100 G eV ,the LEP excess location.

2 A lso,asone approachesthe U (1)R ,A �;A � ! 0 sym m etry lim it,

large Br(h1 ! a1a1)isnot possible.

FIG .1: Br(� ! 
a1) for NM SSM scenarios with various

ranges for m a1: dark grey (blue) = m a1 < 2m �; m edium

grey (red) = 2m � < m a1 < 7:5 G eV ;light grey (green) =

7:5 G eV < m a1 < 8:8 G eV ;and black = 8:8 G eV < m a1 <

9:2 G eV . The plots are for tan� = 10 and M 1;2;3(m Z ) =

100;200;300 G eV .The leftplotcom esfrom the A �;A � scan

described in the text, holding �e� (m Z ) = 150 G eV �xed.

TherightplotshowsresultsforF < 15 scenarioswith m a1 <

9:2 G eV found in a generalscan overallNM SSM param eters

holding tan� and M 1;2;3 �xed asstated.

encesin [13]).3 Form a1 2 [m �b� 2��b;m �b+ 2��b],where
m �b � M � � 50 M eV and ��b � 50 M eV,the a1 m ixes
signi�cantly with the �b,giving rise to a huge enhance-
m entofBr(� ! 
a1).W ehavechosen nottoplotresults
form a1 > 9:2G eV sincewethink thattheold theoretical
resultsin thisregion requirefurtherre�nem ent.In Fig.1,
we presentresults for Br(� ! 
a1) that are consistent
with existingexperim entallim its4 in twocases:(a)using
a scan overA �;A � values holding �e�(m Z )= 150 G eV
and M 1;2;3(m Z )= 100;200;300 G eV �xed (in thisscan,
identicalto that described in Ref.[5],� and � are also
scanned over and allother SUSY-breaking param eters
are �xed at 300 G eV { results are insensitive to this
choice and, therefore, representative of the whole pa-
ram eterspace);(b) for the F < 15 points found in the
NM SSM param eterscan described earlier.In both cases,

3 In contrast, for a scalar H iggs, bound state corrections give a

very large suppression at higherH iggs m assesnear M � .
4 W e im pose the lim itsofFig.3 of[14],Fig.4 of[15],and Fig.7b

of[16]. The � rsttwo lim itBr(� ! 
X ),where X isany visible

state.The� rstprovidestheonly strong constrainton thema1 <

2m � region. The third gives lim its on Br(� ! 
X )Br(X !

�+ �� ) that elim inate 2m � < m a1 < 8:8 G eV points with too

high Br(� ! 
a1) (for m a1 > 2m �, Br(a1 ! �+ �� ) � 0:9).

Since the inclusive photon spectrum from � decays falls as E


increases,the strongest constraints are obtained forsm allm a1 .
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FIG .2: W e plot Br(� ! 
a1) as a function of cos�A for

the A �;A � scan, taking M 1;2;3(m Z ) = 100;200;300 G eV ,

�e� (m Z ) = 150 G eV with tan� = 3 (left) and tan� = 50

(right).The pointnotation isasin Fig.1.

allpointsplotted passallNM HDECAY constraints| all
pointshave m h1 � 100 G eV,butavoid LEP constraints
by virtue of Br(h1 ! a1a1) > 0:7 and m a1 < 2m b.
For both plots,we divide results into four m a1 regions:
m a1 < 2m �, 2m � < m a1 < 7:5 G eV, 7:5 G eV <

m a1 < 8:8 G eV and 8:8 G eV < m a1 < 9:2 G eV. Fig.1
m akes clear that Br(� ! 
a1) is m ainly controlled by
the non-singlet fraction of the a1 and by m a1. The
only di�erence between the (a) and (b) plots is that
F < 15 restricts the range ofcos�A to sm aller m agni-
tudes(im plying sm allerBr(� ! 
a1))and narrowsthe
m a1 bands. As seen in the �gure,the cos�A � � 0:05,
m a1 > 2m � scenarios that can have no A �;A � tuning
haveBr(� ! 
a1)<� few � 10� 5.Forgeneralcos�A and
m a1,values ofBr(� ! 
a1) up to � 10� 3 (5 � 10� 3)
are possible for F < 15 points (in the generalA �;A �

scan).In Fig.1,pointswith Br(� ! 
a1)>� few � 10� 4

(depending on m a1)are notpresent,having been elim i-
nated by 90% CL lim itsfrom existing experim ents.The
surviving points with m a1 < 9:2 G eV can be m ostly
probed iffuture running,upgradesand facilitiesare de-
signed so thatBr(� ! 
a1)� 10� 7 can be probed. As
stated earlier,predictions at higher m a1 are rather un-
certain,butobviously Br(� ! 
a1)! 0 form a1 ! M � .
To access higher m a1 (but m a1 < 2m b),�(2S) ! 
a1

and �(3S)! 
a1 can be em ployed;com putation ofthe
branchingratiosrequirescarefulattention toa1� �b m ix-
ing,which can lead to even largerbranching ratiosthan
forthe � ifm a1 � m �b.

Results from the A �;A � scan with �e� = 150 G eV
and M 1;2;3 = 100;200;300 G eV are given in the cases
oftan� = 3 and tan� = 50 in Fig.2. Note that al-

m ost alltan� = 3 points that pass NM HDECAY and
LEP constraints are consistent with existing lim its on
Br(� ! 
a1). To probe the fullsetofm a1 < 9:2 G eV
pointsshown,sensitivitytoBr(� ! 
a1)<� few� 10� 8 is
needed.Conversely,fortan� = 50alotofthescanpoints
consistent with NM HDECAY and LEP constraints are
already absent because ofexisting lim its and one need
only probe down to Br(� ! 
a1) � 10� 6 to cover the
m a1 < 9:2 G eV points.
W e note that the points with sm allnegative cos�A

(e.g.cos�A � � 0:5 fortan� = 10)thatare m ostlikely
toescapeA �;A � tuningissuesarewellbelow theexisting
lim its from [14,15,16]for allm a1 values for allthree
tan� choices.5 However,none of the above analyses
[14,15,16]havebeen repeated with the largerdata sets
available from CLEO -III,BaBar,orBelle. Presum ably,
m uch strongerconstraintsthan thoseweincluded can be
obtained.O rperhapsa 
a1 signalwillbe found.
W eexpectthatthebestway to search fortheNM SSM

lighta1 istouseitsexclusivedecaym odes,asthisreduces
backgrounds,especially those im portant when the pho-
ton issoft.Form a1 > 3:6 G eV and tan� >

� 1,the dom -
inantdecay m ode isa1 ! �+ �� .Forexam ple,Ref.[19]
hasproposed lookingfornon-universality in � ! 
�+ ��

vs. � ! 
e+ e� ;
�+ �� decays. This would �t nicely
with the low-F scenarios. Form a1 < 2m �;2m c the de-
cay m ode a1 ! gg isgenerally in the range20% � 30% ,
givingacontribution to�! 
ggatthe10� 4{10� 6 level;
the ss m ode istypically larger.
In the 
�+ �� �nalstate,the direct 
�+ �� produc-

tion crosssection is61 pb. Using signal= background as
thecriterion,thisbecom esthelim iting factorforbranch-
ing ratiosbelow the 4� 10� 5 levelwhen running on the
�(1S),and below the2� 10 � 4 levelwhen runningon the
�(3S).Toim proveupon thelatter,onecan selectasam -
ple ofknown �(1S)eventsby looking fordipion transi-
tionsfrom the higherresonances. The dipion transition
gives a strong kinem atic constraint on the m ass di�er-
encebetween the two �’s.W hen running on the �(3S),
the e�ective cross section in �(3S) ! � + �� �(1S)
is 179 pb [20]. 6 To lim it Br(� ! 
a1) <

� 10� 6,
5:6 fb� 1=� would need to be collected on the �(3S),
where � is the experim entale�ciency for isolating the

5 Fora CP-odd a thatdecaysinto non-interacting states,thereare

further constraints available from CrystalBalland CLEO [17];

theseonly apply to thescenariosconsidered hereifM 1 isreduced

to a very sm allvalue (as possible without a� ecting EW SB � ne

tuning) so that a1 ! e�0
1
e�0
1
decays are signi� cant. For exam ple,

attan � = 10,ourlow � ne-tuning scenarioswith M1 decreased to

3 G eV can yield m
e� 0
1

<
� 2 G eV and Br(a1 ! e�0

1
e�0
1
)2 [0:15;0:35].

(G eneric scenarioswith substantialBr(� ! 
a1)Br(a1 ! e�0
1
e�0
1
)

were considered in [18].)
6 This can also be done on the � (2S) but the pions are softer,

im plying m uch lower e� ciency. O n the � (4S) this transition

has a very sm allbranching ratio <� 10� 4.
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relevant events. This analysis can also be done on the
�(4S),wherethe �(3S)isproduced via ISR.The e�ec-
tive
ISR �(3S)! 
 ISR �

+ �� �(1S)crosssection is0.78
fb.Tolim itBr(� ! 
a1)<� 10� 6,1:3ab� 1=� would need
to be collected.These integrated lum inositiesneeded to
probe Br(� ! 
a1)� 10� 6 would appearto be within
reach at existing facilities and would allow discovery of
the a1 form any ofthe favored NM SSM scenarios.

Are there otherm odesthatwould allow directa1 de-
tection? Reference [21] advocates e+ e� ! e�

+

1
e�
�

1
a1

with a1 ! 

. This works ifthe a1 is very singlet,in
which case Br(a1 ! 

) can be large. However, see
[5]and earlier discussion,a m inim um value ofjcos�A j
(e.g. jcos�A j > 0:04 if tan� = 10) is required in or-
der that Br(h1 ! a1a1) > 0:7 and m a1 < 2m b. For
the generalA �;A � scanswith Br(h1 ! a1a1)> 0:7 and
m a1 < 2m b im posed, Br(a1 ! 

) < 4 � 10� 4 with
values near few � 10� 5 being very com m on. It is con-
ceivable thata super-B factory could detecta signalfor
� ! 
a1 ! 


 which would provide a very interesting
check on the consistency ofthe m odel.

Flavorchanging decaysbased on b! sa1 ors! da1,
in particularB ! X sa1,have been exam ined in [7].All
penguin diagram scontaining SM particlesgivecontribu-
tions to the b ! sa1 am plitude that are suppressed by
cos�A =tan� orcos�A =tan3 � (sinceup-typequarkscou-
ple to the A M SSM with a factor of1=tan�). Ref.[7]
identi�es two diagram s involving loops containing up-
type squarks and charginos that give b ! sa1 am pli-
tudes that are proportionalto cos�A tan�. However,
the sum ofthese diagram s vanishes in the super G IM
lim it(e.g.equalup-type squark m asses),yielding a tiny
B ! X sa1 transition rate.Away from thislim it,results
arehighly m odel-dependent.In contrast,thepredictions
for�! 
a1 depend essentially only on cos�A ,tan� and
m a1,allofwhich are fairly constrained forthe low-�ne-
tuning NM SSM scenarios.

Ifm a1 < 2m c,J= ! 
a1 decaywillbepossible.How-
ever,Br(J= ! 
a1)is� 10� 9 (� 10� 7)forthesm allest
(largest)jcos�A jvaluesin the standard A �;A � scan for
tan� = 10,increasing m odestly astan� increases.

Beforeconcluding,wenotethatalight,not-too-singlet
a1 could allow consistency with the observed am ountof
dark-m atter ifthe e�0

1
is largely bino and 2m

e�0

1

� m a1.

This is explored in [18]. W e found that these scenarios
could providea consistentdescription ofthedark m atter
relicdensity in thecaseofaverylighte�0

1
.W ereporthere

thatthiscan becoincidentwith theF < 15 scenarios(as
wellas the sm allnegative cos�A ,m a1 > 2m � scenarios
thatarethem ostlikelytohavesm allA �;A � �ne-tuning).
Allthatisrequired relativeto theM 1 = 100 G eV choice
m adeforourscansisto decreaseM 1 to bring down m e�0

1

near 1

2
m a1. M 1 is an independent param eter that has

essentially no in
uence on the value ofthe �ne-tuning
m easureF so long asM 1

<
� M 3.

In sum m ary,aside from discovering the a1 in h1 !

a1a1 decays,som ething that willalm ost certainly have
to await LHC data and, because of the unusual �nal
state,m ightnoteven beseen untiltheILC,itseem sthat
the m ostprom ising near-term possibility fortesting the
NM SSM scenariosforwhich EW SB �ne-tuningisabsent,
orm oregenerally any scenario with largeBr(h1 ! a1a1)
and m a1 < 2m b,is to em ploy the � ! 
a1 decay at
eitherexisting B factoriesorfuture factories.
W earegratefulto M iguelSanchis-Lozanoforstressing

theim portanceofthisstudy asa possiblem otivation for
super-B factories. W e thank M .Peskin and S.Flem ing
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Institute (JFG )and the Aspen CenterforPhysics(JFG
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