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A bstract

W e study the Higgssectorofthe M inim alSupersym m etricStandard

M odel,in the context ofproton-proton collisions at LHC and SSC

energies.W eassum ea relatively heavy supersym m etricparticlespec-

trum ,and include recentresultson one-loop radiative corrections to

Higgs-boson m asses and couplings. W e begin by discussing present

and futureconstraintsfrom the LEP experim ents.W e then com pute

branchingratiosand totalwidthsfortheneutral(h;H ;A)and charged

(H � )Higgsparticles.W epresenttotalcross-sectionsand eventrates

fortheim portantdiscovery channelsattheLHC and SSC.Prom ising
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physicssignaturesare given by h ! ,H !  orZ �Z � or �+ �� ,

A ! �+ �� ,and t ! bH + followed by H + ! �+ ��,which should

allow foran alm ostcom plete coverage ofthe param eterspace ofthe

m odel.
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1 Introduction

Allavailable experim entaldata in particle physics are consistent with the

Standard M odel(SM )ofstrong and electroweak interactions,provided [1]

91GeV < m t< 180GeV (95% c:l:) (1)

and

57GeV < m ’ (95% c:l:); (2)

where m t and m ’ denote the m assesofthe top quark and ofthe SM Higgs

boson,respectively. The lowerlim itson m t and m ’ are obtained from un-

successfuldirectsearchesatthe Tevatron and LEP.The upperlim iton m t

isobtained asa consistency condition ofthe SM ,afterthe inclusion ofra-

diativecorrections,with thehigh-precision data on electroweak phenom ena.

Strong evidence forthe existence ofthetop quark,with the quantum num -

berspredicted by the SM ,isalso provided by the precise m easurem ents of

theweak isospin oftheb-quark.In thecaseoftheHiggsboson,thesituation

isradically di�erent. There isno experim entalevidence yetthatthe m ini-

m alSM Higgsm echanism isthecorrectdescription ofelectroweak sym m etry

breaking.Fortunately,presentand futureacceleratorswillgivedecisivecon-

tributions towards the experim entalsolution ofthis problem . If the SM

description ofthe Higgs m echanism is correct,LEP or the LHC and SSC

should beableto �nd theSM Higgsboson and study itsproperties.

Despite its rem arkable successes, the SM can only be regarded as an

e�ective low-energy theory,valid up to som e energy scale � at which it is

replaced by som e m ore fundam entaltheory. Certainly � is less than the

Planck scale,M P � 1019 GeV,since oneneedsa theory ofquantum gravity

to describe physics at these energies. However,there are also argum ents,

originating precisely from the study ofthe untested Higgs sector 2,which

suggestthat� should ratherbe close to the Ferm iscale G
� 1=2

F � 300 GeV.

Theessenceoftheseargum entsisthefollowing.Triviality ofthe�’4 theory,

absence ofLandau poles and perturbative unitarity im ply that within the

SM m ’ < 600{800 GeV.Ifone then triesto extend the validity ofthe SM

to energy scales� � G
� 1=2

F ,oneisfaced with thefactthatin theSM there

is no sym m etry to justify the sm allness ofthe Higgs m ass with respect to

2ForreviewsofHiggsboson physicssee,e.g.,refs.[2,3]
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the(physical)cut-o� �.Thisisapparentfrom thefactthatin theSM one-

loop radiative corrections to the Higgsm assare quadratically divergent;it

isknown asthenaturalness(orhierarchy)problem oftheSM .M otivated by

thisproblem ,m uch theoreticale�orthasbeen devoted to�ndingdescriptions

ofelectroweak sym m etry breakingwhich m odify theSM atscales�� G
� 1=2

F
.

Thelikelypossibility ofsuch m odi�cationsisthereason why,when discussing

theexperim entalstudy ofelectroweak sym m etry breaking,oneshould notbe

con�ned to the SM Higgs,butalso consideralternativesto it,which m ight

have radically di�erent signatures,and in som e cases be m ore di�cult to

detectthan theSM Higgs.Only aftera thorough study ofthesealternatives

can one be de�nite about the validity ofthe so-called ‘no-lose theorem s’,

statingthatthephysicssignaturesofelectroweak sym m etry breaking cannot

bem issed atLEP ortheLHC and SSC.

W hen consideringalternativestothem inim alSM Higgssector,itisnatu-

ralto concentrateon m odelswhich aretheoretically m otivated,phenom eno-

logically acceptable and calculationally well-de�ned. The m ost attractive

possibility satisfying thesecriteria istheM inim alSupersym m etricStandard

M odel(M SSM ) [4]. This possibility is theoretically m otivated by the fact

thatlow-energy supersym m etry,e�ectively broken in thevicinity oftheelec-

troweak scale,istheonly theoreticalfram ework thatcan naturallyaccom m o-

dateelem entary Higgsbosons.Thesim plestand m ostpredictiverealization

oflow-energy supersym m etry is the M SSM ,de�ned by 1) m inim algauge

group:SU(3)C � SU(2)L � U(1)Y ;2)m inim alparticlecontent:threegener-

ationsofquarksandleptonsandtwoHiggsdoublets,plustheirsuperpartners;

3)an exactdiscrete R-parity,which guarantees(perturbative)baryon-and

lepton-num ber conservation: R = +1 for SM particles and Higgs bosons,

R = � 1 for their superpartners;4) supersym m etry breaking param etrized

by explicitbutsoftbreaking term s:gaugino and scalarm assesand trilinear

scalarcouplings.

Besides the solution ofthe naturalnessproblem ,there are othervirtues

ofthe M SSM which are not shared by m any other alternatives to the SM

Higgsand should also berecalled to furtherm otivateourstudy.TheM SSM

successfully survives allthe stringent phenom enologicaltests com ing from

precision m easurem entsatLEP:in m ostofitsparam eterspace,the M SSM

predictions for the LEP observables are extrem ely close to the SM predic-

tions,evaluated forarelatively lightSM Higgs[5].Thiscan becom pared,for

exam ple,with thesim plesttechnicolorm odels,which areruled outby there-
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centLEP data [6].Again in contrastwith m odelsofdynam icalelectroweak

sym m etry breaking,the M SSM has a high degree ofpredictivity,since all

m asses and couplings ofthe Higgs boson sector can be com puted,at the

tree-level,in term sofonly two param eters,and radiativecorrectionscan be

keptundercontrol:in particular,cross-sectionsand branching ratiosforthe

M SSM Higgsbosonscan bereliably com puted in perturbation theory.Fur-

therm ore,itisintriguing thattheidea ofgrand uni�cation,which failsin its

m inim alnon-supersym m etric im plem entation,can besuccessfully com bined

with thatoflow-energy supersym m etry:m inim alsupersym m etricgrand uni-

�cation predictsa valueofsin2�W (m Z)which isin good agreem entwith the

m easured one,and avalueofthegrand-uni�cation m asswhich could explain

why proton decay hasescaped detection so far[7].Finally,asa consequence

ofR-parity,the lightestsupersym m etric particle,which istypically neutral

and weakly interacting,isabsolutely stable,and thusanaturalcandidatefor

dark m atter.

Any consistentsupersym m etricextension oftheSM requiresatleasttwo

Higgsdoublets,in ordertogivem assestoallcharged quarksand leptonsand

to avoid gauge anom aliesoriginated by the spin-1=2 higgsinos. The M SSM

hasjusttwo com plex Higgsdoublets,with thefollowing SU(3)C � SU(2)L �

U(1)Y quantum num bers(Q = T3L + Y ):

H 1 �

�
H 0

1

H
�
1

�

� (1;2;� 1=2); H2 �

�
H

+

2

H 0
2

�

� (1;2;+1=2): (3)

Othernon-m inim alm odels can be constructed,butthey typically increase

the num ber ofparam eters without correspondingly increasing the physical

m otivation.Forexam ple,thesim plestnon-m inim alm odel[8]isconstructed

by adding a singlet Higgs �eld N and by requiring purely trilinear super-

potentialcouplings. In this m odel,the Higgs sector has already two m ore

param etersthan in theM SSM .Folkloreargum entsin favourofthism odelare

thatitavoidstheintroduction ofa supersym m etry-preserving m assparam e-

ter� � G
� 1=2

F
andthatthehom ogeneitypropertiesofitssuperpotentialrecall

the structure ofsom e superstring e�ective theories. A closerlook,however,

showsthatthese statem entsshould be taken with a grain ofsalt. First,in

thelow-energy e�ectivetheory with softly broken globalsupersym m etry,the

supersym m etric m ass� � G
� 1=2

F could wellbea rem nantoflocalsupersym -

m etrybreaking,iftheunderlyingsupergravitytheoryhasasuitablestructure

ofinteractions[9].M oreover,when em bedded in a grand-uni�ed theory,the
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non-m inim alm odelwith asingletHiggs�eld m ightdevelop dangerousinsta-

bilities[10].Also,thetrilinearN 3 superpotentialcoupling,which isusually

invoked to avoid a m asslessaxion,istypically absentin string m odels. W e

thereforeconcentratein thispaperon theM SSM only.

The previous considerations should have convinced the reader that the

HiggssectoroftheM SSM isworth a system atic study in view ofthe forth-

com inghadron colliders,theLHC and SSC.Toperform such astudy,onehas

to dealwith the rich particle spectrum ofthe M SSM .Asdiscussed in m ore

detaillater,the Higgssector contains one charged (H � )and three neutral

(h;H ;A)physicalstates. Atthe classicallevel,allHiggsboson m assesand

couplingscan beexpressed in term softwo param etersonly,forexam plem A

and tan� � v2=v1.Thism akesthediscussion m orecom plicated than in the

SM ,where the only free param eter in the Higgs sector is the Higgs m ass,

m ’. In addition,when considering production and decay ofHiggs bosons,

the whole particle spectrum ofthe m odelhasto be taken into account. As

in the SM ,the top-quark m assm t isan im portantparam eter: barring the

�ne-tuned casesofavery lightstop squark,orofcharginosvery closein m ass

to m Z=2,the lim itsofeq. (1)are also valid in the M SSM [5]. In contrast

with the SM ,also the supersym m etric R-odd particles (squarks,sleptons,

gauginos,higgsinos)can play an im portantrolein theproduction and decay

ofsupersym m etric Higgsbosons[11]. Clearly,to keep track sim ultaneously

ofallsupersym m etric-particle m asses would be a di�cult (and confusing)

task.W eshalltherefore concentrate,following the approach ofref.[12],on

thelim iting casewhereallsupersym m etric-particlem assesareheavy enough

nottoplay an im portantrolein thephenom enology ofsupersym m etricHiggs

bosons. Thisisphenom enologically m eaningful,since one can argue thata

relatively light supersym m etric-particle spectrum is likely to give indepen-

dent,detectablesignaturesatLEP orattheLHC and SSC.

Anotherm otivationforthepresentstudyistherecentrealization [13]that

tree-levelform ulae for Higgs-boson m asses and couplings can receive large

radiativecorrections,dom inated by theexchange ofvirtualtop and bottom

quarksand squarksin loop diagram s.Forexam ple,tree-levelform ulaewould

predicttheexistenceofa neutralHiggsboson (h)lighterthan theZ.Ifthis

were true,there would be a chance oftesting com pletely the M SSM Higgs

sectoratLEP II,with noneed fortheLHC andSSC.However,m h can receive

a largepositive shiftby radiative corrections,which can push h beyond the

LEP IIdiscovery reach.Thism akesthe LHC and SSC im portant,notonly
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fora possiblecon�rm ation ofa SUSY Higgssignalseen atLEP,butalso for

theexploration oftheparam eterspaceinaccessible to LEP.

Thephenom enology oftheSM HiggsattheLHC [14{16]and SSC [17,18]

has been intensely studied over the last years: a lotofe�ortwas required

to prove [14,15],at least on paper,that the com bination ofLEP and the

LHC/SSC issu�cientto explore the fulltheoretically allowed range ofSM

Higgsm asses.However,thoseresultscannotbedirectly applied to theneu-

tralstates ofthe M SSM ,since there are im portant di�erences in the cou-

plings,and ofcourseoneneedsto analyseseparately thecaseofthecharged

Higgs.Even in thecasein which alltheR-odd supersym m etricparticlesare

very heavy,theHiggssectoroftheM SSM representsa non-trivialextension

oftheSM case.Also severalstudiesoftheM SSM Higgssectorhavealready

appeared in the literature. In particular,tree-levelform ulae forthe M SSM

Higgsboson m assesand couplingsareavailable,and they havealready been

used tocom putecross-sectionsand branchingratiosforrepresentativevalues

oftheM SSM param eters[3].However,theexisting analysesarenotsystem -

aticenough toallow forade�niteconclusion concerningthediscovery poten-

tialofthe LHC and SSC,even in the sim ple case oflarge sparticle m asses.

Also,they do not include radiative corrections to Higgs-boson m asses and

couplings.In thispaperweplan to help �lling thesetwo gaps.Thestrategy

fora system atic study ofneutralsupersym m etric Higgsbosonsatthe LHC

was outlined in ref. [12]: however,at that tim e radiative corrections were

notavailable,and also the branching ratiowasincorrectly encoded in the

com puterprogram .Ourgoalwillbeto seeifLEP and theLHC/SSC can be

sensitive to supersym m etric Higgsbosonsin thewhole(m A;tan�)space.

The structure ofthe paper is the following. In sect.2 we review the

theoreticalstructureoftheHiggssectoroftheM SSM ,including radiatively

corrected form ulaeforHiggs-bosonm assesandcouplings.Insect.3wesurvey

thepresentLEP Ilim its,aftertheinclusion ofradiativecorrections,and the

plausible sensitivity ofLEP II.In sect.4 we present branching ratios and

widthsofneutraland charged supersym m etric Higgsbosons. In sect.5 we

com pute the relevantcross-sectionsatthe LHC and SSC,and in sect.6 we

exam ine in som e detailthe m ost prom ising signals for discovery. Finally,

sect.7 contains a concluding discussion ofourresults and ofprospects for

furtherwork.
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2 H iggs m asses and couplings in the M SSM

For a discussion ofHiggs-boson m asses and couplings in the M SSM ,the

obviousstarting pointisthetree-levelHiggspotential[4]

V0 = m
2

1
jH 1j

2
+ m

2

2
jH 2j

2
+ m

2

3
(H 1H 2 + h:c:)

+
1

8
g
2
�

H
y

2~�H 2 + H
y

1~�H 1

�2
+
1

8
g
02
�

jH 2j
2
� jH1j

2
�2
; (4)

where m 2
1
;m 2

2
;m 2

3
are essentially arbitrary m ass param eters, g and g0 are

the SU(2) and U(1) coupling constants,respectively,and ~� are the Pauli

m atrices.SU(2)indicesareleftim plicitand contracted in theobviousway.

It is not restrictive to choose m 2
3
realand negative,and then the vacuum

expectation valuesv1 � hH0
1
iand v2 � hH0

2
irealand positive.

The physicalstatesofthe M SSM Higgssectorare three neutralbosons

(two CP-even,h and H ,and one CP-odd,A) and a charged boson,H � .

A physicalconstraint com es from the fact thatthe com bination (v2
1
+ v2

2
),

which determ ines the W and Z boson m asses,m ust reproduce their m ea-

sured values. Once this constraint is im posed,in the Born approxim ation

the M SSM Higgssectorcontainsonly two independentparam eters. A con-

venient choice,which willbe adopted throughout this paper,is to take as

independent param eters m A ,the physicalm ass ofthe CP-odd neutralbo-

son,and tan� � v2=v1,where v1 givesm assto charged leptonsand quarks

ofcharge � 1=3,v2 givesm assto quarksofcharge 2=3. The param eterm A

is essentially unconstrained,even ifnaturalness argum ents suggest that it

should be sm allerthan O (500 GeV),whereasfortan� the range perm itted

by m odelcalculationsis1� tan�<�
m t

m b
.

Atthe classicallevel,the m assm atrix ofneutralCP-even Higgsbosons

reads

�

M
0

R

�2
=

"�
cot� � 1

� 1 tan�

�
m 2

Z

2
+

�
tan� � 1

� 1 cot�

�
m 2

A

2

#

sin2� (5)

and thecharged-Higgsm assisgiven by

m
2

H � = m
2

W + m
2

A: (6)

From eq.(5),oneobtains

m
2

h;H =
1

2

�

m
2

A + m
2

Z �

q

(m 2
A + m 2

Z)
2 � 4m2Am

2
Z cos

22�

�

; (7)
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dd;ss;bb

e+ e� ;�+ �� ;�+ ��
uu;cc;tt W + W � ;ZZ

h � sin�=cos� cos�=sin� sin(� � �)

H cos�=cos� sin�=sin� cos(� � �)

A � i5tan� � i5cot� 0

Table 1: Correction factors for the couplings ofthe M SSM neutralHiggs

bosonsto ferm ion and vectorboson pairs.

and also celebrated inequalitiessuch asm W ;m A < m H � ,m h < m Z < m H ,

m h < m A < m H . Sim ilarly,one can easily com pute allthe Higgs-boson

couplingsby observing thatthe m ixing angle�,required to diagonalizethe

m assm atrix (5),isgiven by

cos2� = � cos2�
m 2

A � m2Z

m 2
H � m2h

; �
�

2
< � � 0: (8)

Forexam ple,the couplingsofthe three neutralHiggsbosonsare easily ob-

tained from the SM Higgs couplings ifone m ultiplies them by the �-and

�-dependentfactorssum m arized in table1.Therem aining tree-levelHiggs-

boson couplingsin theM SSM can beeasily com puted and aresum m arized,

forexam ple,in ref. [3]. An im portantconsequence ofthe structure ofthe

classicalHiggs potentialofeq. (4) is the existence ofat least one neutral

CP-even Higgs boson,weighing less than or about m Z and with approxi-

m ately standard couplingsto the Z. This raised the hope thatthe crucial

experim enton the M SSM Higgssectorcould be entirely perform ed atLEP

II(with su�cientcentre-of-m assenergy,lum inosity and b-tagginge�ciency),

and took som einterestaway from thelargehadron colliderenvironm ent.
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However,it was recently pointed out [13]that the m asses ofthe Higgs

bosons in the M SSM are subject to large radiative corrections,associated

with the top quark and its SU(2) and supersym m etric partners3. Several

papers[20{23]have subsequently investigated variousaspects ofthese cor-

rectionsand theirim plicationsforexperim entalsearchesatLEP.In therest

ofthissection,weshallsum m arizeand illustratethem ain e�ectsofradiative

correctionson Higgs-boson param eters.

AsfarasHiggs-boson m assesand self-couplingsare concerned,a conve-

nientapproxim ate way ofparam etrizing one-loop radiative correctionsisto

substitutethetree-levelHiggspotentialofeq.(4)with theone-loop e�ective

potential,and to identify Higgs-boson m asses and self-couplings with the

appropriate com binationsofderivativesofthe e�ective potential,evaluated

at the m inim um . The com parison with explicit diagram m atic calculations

showsthatthe e�ective potentialapproxim ation ism ore than adequate for

our purposes. Also,inspection shows that the m ost im portant corrections

are due to loopsoftop and bottom quarks and squarks. Atthe m inim um

hH 0
1
i= v1,hH

0
2
i= v2,hH

�
1 i= hH

+

2 i= 0,and neglecting intergenerational

m ixing,one obtains for the top and bottom quark and squark m asses the

fam iliarexpressions

m
2

t = h
2

tv
2

2
; m

2

b = h
2

bv
2

1
; (9)

m
2
~t1;2

= m
2

t +
1

2
(m 2

Q + m
2

U )+
1

4
m

2

Z cos2�

�

s
�
1

2
(m 2

Q � m2U )+
1

12
(8m 2

W � 5m2Z)cos2�

�2

+ m 2
t(A t+ � cot�)

2
;

(10)

m
2
~b1;2

= m
2

b +
1

2
(m 2

Q + m
2

D )�
1

4
m

2

Z cos2�

�

s
�
1

2
(m 2

Q � m2D )�
1

12
(4m 2

W � m2Z)cos2�

�2

+ m 2
b(A b+ � tan�)

2
:

(11)

3Previousstudies[19]eitherneglected the case ofa heavy top quark,orconcentrated

on the violations ofthe neutral-Higgs m ass sum rule without com puting corrections to

individualHiggsm asses.
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In eqs. (9) to (11),ht and hb are the top and bottom Yukawa couplings,

and m Q ;m U ;m D are softsupersym m etry-breaking squark m asses. The pa-

ram etersA t,A b and �,which determ ine the am ountofm ixing in the stop

and sbottom m ass m atrices, are de�ned by the trilinear potential term s

htA t(~tL ~t
c
LH

0
2
� ~bL ~t

c
LH

+

2 )+ h:c:,hbA b(~bL ~b
c
LH

0
1
� ~tL ~b

c
LH

�
1 )+ h:c:and by

thesuperpotentialm assterm �(H 0
1
H 0

2
� H

�
1 H

+

2 ),respectively.

To sim plify the discussion,in the following we willtake a universalsoft

supersym m etry-breaking squark m ass,

m
2

Q = m
2

U = m
2

D � m
2

~q; (12)

and wewillassum enegligiblem ixingin thestop and sbottom m assm atrices,

A t = A b = � = 0: (13)

Form ulae valid forarbitrary valuesofthe param eterscan be found in refs.

[22,23],but the qualitative features corresponding to the param eter choice

ofeqs. (12)and (13)are representative ofa very large region ofparam eter

space.In thecaseunderconsideration,and neglecting D -term contributions

to the �eld-dependentstop and sbottom m asses,the neutralCP-even m ass

m atrix ism odi�ed atoneloop asfollows

M
2

R =
�

M
0

R

�2
+

�
� 2

1 0

0 � 2
2

�

; (14)

where

� 2

1
=

3g2m 4
b

16�2m 2
W cos2�

log
m 2

~b1
m 2

~b2

m 4
b

; (15)

� 2

2 =
3g2m 4

t

16�2m 2
W sin2�

log
m 2

~t1
m 2

~t2

m 4
t

: (16)

From the above expressions one can easily derive the one-loop-corrected

eigenvalues m h and m H ,aswellasthe m ixing angle � associated with the

one-loop-corrected m assm atrix (14).The one-loop-corrected charged Higgs

m assisgiven instead by

m
2

H � = m
2

W + m
2

A + � 2
; (17)
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where,including D -term contributionsto stop and sbottom m asses,

� 2 =
3g2

64�2sin2� cos2�m 2
W

�

8
<

:

(m 2
b � m2W cos2�)(m 2

t � m2W sin2�)

m 2
~t1
� m2~b1

h

f(m 2
~t1
)� f(m2~b1

)
i

+
m 2

tm
2
b

m 2
~t2
� m2~b2

h

f(m 2
~t2
)� f(m2~b2

)
i

�
2m 2

tm
2
b

m 2
t � m2b

h

f(m 2

t)� f(m2b)
i
9
=

;
(18)

and

f(m 2)= 2m 2

 

log
m 2

Q 2
� 1

!

: (19)

Them oststriking factin eqs.(14){(19)isthatthecorrection � 2
2 ispropor-

tionalto (m 4
t=m

2
W ). This im plies that,form t in the range ofeq. (1),the

tree-levelpredictionsform h and m H can be badly violated,and so forthe

related inequalities.Theotherfreeparam eterism ~q,butthedependence on

itism uch m ilder.Toillustratetheim pactoftheseresults,wedisplay in �g.1

contoursofthem axim um allowed valueofm h (reached form A ! 1 ),in the

(m t;tan�)and (m t;m ~q)planes,�xing m ~q = 1 TeV and tan� = m t=m b,re-

spectively.Inthefollowing,when m akingnum ericalexam plesweshallalways

choose the representative value m ~q = 1 TeV. To plotdi�erentquantitiesof

physicalinterestin the (m A;tan�)plane,which isgoing to be the stage of

thefollowing phenom enologicaldiscussion,oneneedsto �x also thevalueof

m t.In thispaper,wheneveran illustration ofthem t dependence isneeded,

we work with the two representative values m t = 120;160 GeV,which are

signi�cantly di�erent but wellwithin the range ofeq. (1). Otherwise,we

work with thesinglerepresentativevaluem t= 140GeV.Asan exam ple,we

show in �gs.2{4 contoursofconstantm h,m H ,and m H � in the(m A;tan�)

plane.Hereand in thefollowing wevary m A and tan� in theranges

0� mA � 500GeV; 1� tan� � 50: (20)

Thee�ective-potentialm ethod allowsustocom putealsotheleadingcor-

rections to the trilinear and quadrilinear Higgs self-couplings. A detailed

discussion and the fulldiagram m atic calculation willbe given elsewhere.
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Here we justgive the form ofthe leading radiative correctionsto the trilin-

ear hAA,H AA,and H hh couplings,which willplay an im portant role in

thesubsequentdiscussion ofHiggs-boson branching ratios.One�nds[23,24]

�hA A = �
0

hA A + �� hA A ; �H A A = �
0

H A A + �� H A A ; �H hh = �
0

H hh+ �� H hh ;

(21)

where

�
0

hA A = �
igm Z

2cos�W
cos2� sin(� + �); (22)

�
0

H A A =
igm Z

2cos�W
cos2� cos(� + �); (23)

�
0

H hh = �
igm Z

2cos�W
[2sin(� + �)sin2� � cos(� + �)cos2�]; (24)

and,neglecting the bottom Yukawa coupling and the D -term contributions

to squark m asses

�� hA A = �
igm Z

2cos�W

3g2cos2�W

8�2

cos� cos2�

sin3�

m 4
t

m 4
W

log
m 2

~q + m 2
t

m 2
t

; (25)

�� H A A = �
igm Z

2cos�W

3g2cos2�W

8�2

sin� cos2�

sin3�

m 4
t

m 4
W

log
m 2

~q + m 2
t

m 2
t

; (26)

�� H hh = �
igm Z

2cos�W

3g2cos2�W

8�2

cos2� sin�

sin3�

m 4
t

m 4
W

 

3log
m 2

~q + m 2
t

m 2
t

� 2
m 2

~q

m 2
~q + m 2

t

!

:

(27)

Noticethat,besidestheobviousexplicitdependence,ineqs.(21){(27)thereis

also an im portantim plicitdependenceon m t and m ~q,via theangle�,which

isdeterm ined from them assm atrixofeqs.(14){(16).W ealsoem phasizethat

neglecting theD -term sin thestop and sbottom m assm atricesisguaranteed

to give accurate resultsonly form t � m Z.Form t � mZ,oneshould m ake

surethattheinclusion ofD -term sdoesnotproducesigni�cantm odi�cations

ofourresults. In the case ofthe h and H m asses,and ofthe m ixing angle

�,com plete form ulae are available,and thischeck can be easily perform ed.

In the case ofthe hAA,H AA and H hh couplings,com plete form ulae are

not yet available. Forthe phenom enologically m ost im portant coupling at

the LHC and SSC,�H hh,we have explicitly checked that the inclusion of

D -term sdoesnotproduceim portantm odi�cationsofourresults.
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Finally,oneshouldconsiderHiggscouplingstovectorbosonsandferm ions.

Tree-levelcouplings to vector bosons are expressed in term s ofgauge cou-

plingsand oftheangles� and �.The m ostim portantpartoftheradiative

correctionsistaken into accountby using one-loop-corrected form ulaeto de-

term ine� from theinputparam eters.Othercorrectionsareatm ostoforder

g2m 2
t=m

2
W and can besafely neglected forourpurposes.Tree-levelcouplings

to ferm ionsare expressed in term softhe ferm ion m assesand ofthe angles

� and �.In thiscase,theleading radiativecorrectionscan betaken into ac-

countby using theone-loop-corrected expression for� and running ferm ion

m asses,evaluated atthescaleQ which characterizestheprocessundercon-

sideration. This brings us to the discussion ofthe renorm alization group

evolution ofthetop and bottom Yukawa couplingsin theM SSM .Asbound-

aryconditions,weassum easusualthatm t(m t)= m tand m b(m b)= m b,with

m b = 4:8 GeV and m t num ericalinputparam eters. Asstated in the Intro-

duction,weassum ein thispaperthatallsupersym m etricparticlesareheavy.

Then,since we wantto com pute Higgs-boson production cross-sectionsand

branching ratios,we are interested in the standard renorm alization group

evolution ofht(Q)[hb(Q)]from Q = m t [Q = m b]to Q ’ m H � ;m H ,which

isdom inated by gluon loops.

To illustrate the behaviourofthe Higgscouplingsto vectorbosonsand

ferm ions,asfunctionsoftheinputparam eters,weshow in �gs.5{7 contours

in the(m A;tan�)planeofsom eofthecorrection factorsappearingin table1.

3 LEP lim its and im plications

In thissection,webriey sum m arizetheim plicationsofthepreviousresults

on M SSM Higgsboson searches atLEP Iand LEP II.Partialresultswere

already presented in refs.[21,22].

Asalreadyclearfrom tree-levelanalyses,therelevantprocessesforM SSM

Higgs boson searches at LEP I are Z ! hZ � and Z ! hA,which play

a com plem entary role,since theirratesare proportionalto sin2(� � �)and

cos2(�� �),respectively.Anim portante�ectofradiativecorrections[23]isto

allow,forsom evaluesoftheparam eters,thedecay h ! AA,which would be

kinem aticallyforbidden accordingtotree-levelform ulae.Experim entallim its

which takeradiativecorrectionsinto accounthaveby now been obtained by

the four LEP collaborations [25], using di�erent m ethods to present and

13



analyse the data,and di�erent ranges ofparam eters in the evaluation of

radiative corrections. A schem atic representation ofthe presently excluded

region ofthe(m A;tan�)plane,forthestandard param eterchoicesdiscussed

in sect.2,isgiven in �g.8,where the solid lines correspond to ourna��ve4

extrapolation ofthe exclusion contour given in the �rst ofrefs. [25]. For

a discussion ofthe precise experim entalbounds,we referthe readerto the

above-m entioned experim entalpublications.

The situation in which the im pact ofradiative corrections is m ost dra-

m atic is the search for M SSM Higgs bosons at LEP II.At the tim e when

only tree-levelform ulaewereavailable,therewashopethatLEP could com -

pletely testtheM SSM Higgssector.Accordingtotree-levelform ulae,in fact,

there should alwaysbe a CP-even Higgsboson with m asssm allerthan (h)

orvery closeto (H )m Z,and signi�cantly coupled to theZ boson.However,

asshould be clearfrom the previous section,thisresultcan be com pletely

upsetby radiative corrections. A detailed evaluation ofthe LEP IIdiscov-

ery potentialcan bem adeonly ifcrucialtheoreticalparam eters,such asthe

top-quarkm assandthevarioussoftsupersym m etry-breakingm asses,andex-

perim entalparam eters,such asthecentre-of-m assenergy,thelum inosity and

the b-tagging e�ciency,are speci�ed. Taking forexam ple
p
s = 190 GeV,

m t
>� 110GeV,and ourstandard valuesforthesoftsupersym m etry-breaking

param eters,in theregion oftan� signi�cantly greaterthan 1,theassociated

production ofa Z and a CP-even Higgs can be pushed beyond the kine-

m aticallim it. Associated hA production could be a usefulcom plem entary

signal,butobviously only form h + m A <
p
s. Associated H A production

is typically negligible at these energies. To give a m easure ofthe LEP II

sensitivity,we plot in �g.8 contours associated with two benchm ark val-

ues ofthe totalcross-section �(e+ e� ! hZ �;H Z �;hA;H A). The dashed

lines correspond to � = 0:2pb at
p
s = 175 GeV,which could be seen as

a rather conservative estim ate ofthe LEP IIsensitivity. The dash-dotted

linescorrespond to � = 0:05pb at
p
s = 190 GeV,which could be seen as

a rather optim istic estim ate ofthe LEP IIsensitivity. In com puting these

cross-sections,we have taken into accountthe �nite Z width,butwe have

4 W e � tted the experim entalexclusion contours, corresponding to mt = 140 G eV

and the other param eters as chosen here,with two num ericalvalues for � (Z ! hZ�)

and � (Z ! hA). W e have then com puted radiative correctionsforthe two valuesofmt

considered here,assum ingthatthevariationsin experim entale� cienciesaresm allenough

notto a� ectourresultssigni� cantly.
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neglected initialstate radiation,which leadsto suppression nearthreshold.

A m oreaccurateestim ateoftheLEP IIsensitivity can befound in ref.[26].

Ofcourse,one should keep in m ind thatthere is,atleast in principle,the

possibility offurther extending the m axim um LEP energy up to values as

high as
p
s ’ 230{240 GeV,at the price ofintroducing m ore (and m ore

perform ing)superconducting cavitiesinto theLEP tunnel[27].

Insum m ary,asigni�cantregionoftheparam eterspaceforM SSM Higgses

could be beyond the reach ofLEP II,atleastifone sticksto the reference

centre-of-m assenergy
p
s<� 190 GeV.The precise knowledge ofthisregion

iscertainly im portantforassessing thecom bined discovery potentialofLEP

and LHC/SSC,butitdoesnota�ectthem otivationsand thetechniquesof

ourstudy,devoted toLHC and SSC searches.W hetherornotaHiggsboson

willbefound atLEP in thefuture,wewanttoinvestigatethepossibilitiesof

searching forallthe Higgsstatesofthe M SSM atlarge hadron colliders,in

thewholeregion ofparam eterspacewhich isnotalreadyexcluded atpresent.

Even ifa neutralHiggsboson isfound atLEP,with propertiescom patible

with theSM Higgsboson within theexperim entalerrors,itwillbeim possible

toexcludethatitbelongstotheM SSM sector.TheLHC and SSC could then

play a role in investigating its properties and in looking for the rem aining

statesoftheM SSM .

Sim ilarconsiderationscan bem adeforcharged-HiggssearchesatLEP II

with
p
s<� 190GeV.Inview ofthe�3 threshold factorin�(e+ e� ! H + H � ),

and ofthe large background from e+ e� ! W + W � ,it willbe di�cult to

�nd the H � atLEP IIunlessm H � <� m W ,and certainly im possible unless

m H � <
p
s=2.W ealsoknow [23,20]thatforgenericvaluesoftheparam eters

there are no large negative radiative correctionsto the charged-Higgsm ass

form ula,eq. (6). A com parison of�gs.4 and 8 indicatesthatthere isvery

little hope of�nding the charged Higgsboson ofthe M SSM atLEP II(or,

stated di�erently,the discovery ofa charged Higgsboson atLEP IIwould

m ostprobably ruleouttheM SSM ).

4 B ranching ratios
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4.1 N eutralH iggs bosons

The branching ratios ofthe neutralHiggs bosons ofthe M SSM were sys-

tem atically studied in ref.[12],using thetree-levelform ulaeform assesand

couplings available atthattim e5 (previous work on the subject is sum m a-

rized in ref. [3]). Here we present a system atic study which includes the

radiativecorrectionsdescribed in sect.2.Asusually donefortheSM Higgs

boson,weconsiderthetwo-body decay channels

h;H ;A � ! cc;bb;tt;�
+
�
�
;gg;;W

�
W

�
;Z

�
Z
�
;Z : (28)

Forconsistency,wem ustalso considerdecayswith oneortwo Higgsbosons

in the�nalstate

h ! AA; H ! hh;AA;ZA; A ! Zh: (29)

On the otherhand,we neglecthere possible decaysofM SSM Higgsbosons

into supersym m etric particles:aspreviously stated,we consistently assum e

a heavy spectrum ofR-odd particles,so thatonly R-even onescan bekine-

m atically accessible in the decaysofh;H ;and A. W e perform ourstudy in

thefram ework ofM SSM param eterspace,with therepresentativeparam eter

choices illustrated in sect.2. The e�ects ofchanging the m ass ofthe top

quark,and thesensitivity tosquark m assesin thehigh-m assregion,willalso

bebriey discussed.

The partialwidths for the decays ofeq. (28) that correspond to tree-

leveldiagram scan beobtained from thecorresponding form ulaefortheSM

Higgs boson (for a sum m ary,see ref.[3]),by sim ply m ultiplying the vari-

ous am plitudes by the supersym m etric correction factors listed in table 1.

For decays that are described by loop diagram s, however, in the M SSM

onehasto include som e contributionsthatare absentin theSM .Diagram s

corresponding totheexchangeofR-odd supersym m etricparticlesgivenegli-

giblecontributionsto thecorresponding partialwidths,in thelim itofheavy

supersym m etric-particle m assesthatwehavechosen forouranalysis(in ac-

cordance with intuitive ideasaboutdecoupling).One m ustalso include the

charged-Higgsloop contributionsto the  and Z �nalstates.W hen con-

sidering instead theprocessesofeq.(29),weim provethetree-levelform ulae

5Also,thepartialwidthsforthedecaysh;H ;A ! werea� ected by num ericalerrors.
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ofref. [3]notonly with the self-energy corrections to the m ixing angle �,

butalso with thevertex correctionsofeqs.(21){(27).

QCD [28]and electroweak [29]radiative correctionsto the ferm ion-anti-

ferm ion and the W W ,ZZ channels have been recently com puted for the

SM Higgsboson,’. They have been found to be sm all(lessthan � 20% ),

with the exception ofthe QCD corrections to the decays into charm and

bottom quark pairs,which are large because ofrunning-quark-m asse�ects.

W e then included the QCD corrections asdescribed in ref. [14]. One m ay

also wonderwhetherrunning-m asse�ectsinduced by the large top Yukawa

coupling could give further im portant e�ects. However,one can easily see

thatthesee�ectsgivecorrectionswhich arecertainly lessthan 20% .

TheQCD correction to ’ !  isalso available,and known to benegli-

gibly sm all[30].SizeableQCD correctionsarefound,however,forthedecay

’ ! gg [31]. Although thise�ectisnotim portantforthe branching ratio

study,since’ ! ggisneitherthedom inantdecay m odenorausefulchannel

fordetection,itstillhasto be included in the production cross-section ofh

via thetwo-gluon fusion m echanism .

Anothergeneraland well-known property ofthe M SSM isthatthe self-

interactionsoftheHiggsbosonsarecontrolled,m odulo thelogarithm iccor-

rectionsdiscussed in sect.2,by theSU(2)and U(1)gaugecouplings.There-

fore,the totalwidths ofallM SSM Higgs bosons,displayed in �g.9,stay

below 10 GeV in thewholeparam eterspacewehaveconsidered.

Them ostim portantbranchingratiosfortheneutralM SSM Higgsbosons

areshown,asa function ofthem assofthedecaying particle,in �gs.10{12.

Toavoid excessiveproliferation of�gures,weconsiderthetwo representative

values

tan� = 1:5;30; (30)

and foreach ofthese we vary m A between the experim entallowerbound of

�g.8 (m A ’ 59 GeV fortan� = 1:5,m A ’ 44 GeV fortan� = 30)and the

upperbound ofeq.(20),assum ing m t = 140GeV and m ~q = 1TeV.

W e consider�rstthe branching ratiosofh (�g.10). W e can clearly see

the e�ectofradiative correctionson the allowed range ofm h forthe given

valuesoftan�.Form A
<� 25GeV,thedecay h ! AA can bekinem atically

allowed and even becom e the dom inantm ode. Thisdecay channelwasim -

portantatLEP I,butsince the corresponding region ofparam eterspace is

already excluded by experim ent,thisdecay m odedoesnotappearin �g.10.
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The dom inant decay m ode is then h ! b�b,whereas the �+ �� m ode has a

branching ratio ofabout8% throughoutthe relevantpartofthe param eter

space. In �g.10,one im m ediately notices the rather steep slopes for the

c�c and  branching ratiosplotted versus mh,with largere�ectsforlarger

valuesoftan�:theirorigin can beunderstood by looking at�gs.2 and 5{7,

which show how m h and theh couplingstoheavy ferm ionsand vectorbosons

vary in the(m A;tan�)plane.

Ifthe SM Higgsboson isin the interm ediate m assregion,m ’ = 70{140

GeV,atlargehadron collidersam easurablesignalcan beobtained viathe

m ode.Sincethem assofthelightHiggsh isindeed below orinsidethisregion,

the  m ode isalso crucialforthe M SSM Higgssearch. Furtherm ore,the

 branching ratioasa function oftheHiggsm assexhibitsa ratherpeculiar

behaviour,notonly forh butalsoforH and A,soam oredetailed discussion

isin order.Thepartialwidth isgiven by

�(� ! )=
�2g2

1024�3

m 3
�

m 2
W

�
�
�
�
�

X

i

I
�

i(�
�

i )

�
�
�
�
�

2

; �
�

i =
4m 2

i

m 2
�

; (31)

where � = h;H ;A and i = f;W ;H ;~f;~� indicates the contributions from

ordinary ferm ions,charged gauge bosons,charged Higgs bosons,sferm ions

and charginos,respectively.ThefunctionsIi�(�
i
�)aregiven by

I
�

f = F
�

1=2
(�

�

f )N cfe
2

f R
�

f ;

I
�

W = F1(�
�

W )R
�

W ;

I
�

H = F0(�
�

H )R
�

H

m 2
W

m 2
�

;

I
�

~f
= F0(�

�

~f
)N cfe

2

fR
�

~f

m 2
Z

m 2
~f

;

I
�

~� = F
�

1=2
(��� )R

�

~�

m W

m ~�

; (32)

where N cf is1 for(s)leptonsand 3 for(s)quarks,and the subscriptsofthe

com plex functionsF S
1=2
(�),FP

1=2
(�),F0(�),and F1(�),which were calculated

in ref.[32],indicatethespin oftheparticlesrunning in theloop.In thecase

ofspin-1=2 particles,the contribution isdi�erentforCP-even and CP-odd

neutralHiggses. The sym bolsR
�

i denote the appropriate correction factors
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forthe M SSM Higgscouplings: fori= f;W they are given in table 1,for

i= H ;~f;~� they can befound,forexam ple,in Appendix C ofref.[3].TheW

contribution dom inatesthe h !  decay rate. The function F1 islarge at

and above� = 1.FortheW contribution � = 4m2W =m
2
h > 1,and increasing

m h givesincreasingvaluesofF1.Thesteep dependenceofthebranchingratio

on m h isa consequence ofthefastchangeofsin
2(� � �)asmA isincreased

for�xed tan�. Thisisfurtherenhanced by the factthatthe large interval

100GeV <� m A � 500GeV ism apped into a very sm allinterval(afew GeV)

in m h.W eelucidate thise�ectby plotting in �g.13 thebranching ratiosof

h asa function ofm A,forthe sam e values ofthe param etersasin �g.10.

W ecan seethatthetip ofthegg;ccand  curvesin �g.10 ism apped into

a long plateau in �g.13. W e can also observe thatin a large region ofthe

param eterspace the h !  branching ratio hasa value som ewhatsm aller

than (butcom parableto)thecorresponding branching ratio fora SM Higgs

ofm assm h.Thisisdueto thefactthatalltheh couplingstend to theSM

Higgscouplingsform A � m Z;however,fortheh couplingsto ferm ionsthe

approach to the asym ptotic value is m uch slower than for the h couplings

to vectorbosons,ascan be seen from �gs.5 to 7. In �g.13,the branching

ratiosforthe W �W � and Z �Z � decays are also plotted,whereas they were

om itted in �g.10 in orderto avoid excessive crowding ofcurves. However,

forourparam eterchoice they have little interest atlarge hadron colliders,

becauseofthesm allproduction ratesand thelargebackgrounds.

The branching ratios ofthe heavy Higgs boson H ,depicted in �g.11,

havea rathercom plicated structure.W em akeherefourrem arks.

i)The m odehasa steeply decreasing branching ratio with increasing

m H ,except at sm allvalues oftan� and at the lower kinem aticallim it of

m H ,where one or m ore ofthe AA,ZA and hh decay channels are open.

The steep fallof the  branching ratio at large values of tan� can be

easily understood. The partialwidth �(H ! ) is dom inated by the W

contribution,proportionalto cos2(� � �).Aswe can see in �g.7,cos2(� �

�) decreases very fast,for increasing m H ,at �xed values oftan�. This

steep decrease isslightly com pensated by theincrease ofF1(�W )at�W � 1,

which hasa peak atthe W threshold m H = 2m W .Anotherpeak in the 

branching ratio isobtained,forsm allvaluesoftan�,atm H = 2m t,where

thetop-quark loop givesthedom inantcontribution.

ii)The com plicated structure in the H branching ratio curvesism ainly

due to the H ! hh channel. For m H < 2m t, and not too high values
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oftan�,this decay m ode is dom inant whenever kinem atics allows. This

channelisalwaysopen atthelowerkinem aticallim itofM H .Increasing M H

a little bit,however,itm ay becom e strongly suppressed,because forsm all

increasing valuesofm A thevalueofm h risesfasterthan thatofm H ,so that

thechannelcan becom ekinem atically closed.Obviously,forsu�ciently high

valuesofm H the channelisalwaysopen.Athigh valuesoftan�,the m ass

region atthelowerkinem aticallim itwhereH ! hh isopen becom essm aller

and sm aller,explaining thepresence ofthealm ostverticalline in �g.11.A

furtherstructure ispresentin thisdecay channeldue to the coupling factor

�H hh [see eqs. (24) and (27)]. There are relatively sm allvalues ofm H at

which �H hh accidentally vanishes.Furtherm ore,forvery largevaluesofm H

and tan� one has� ’ 0,� ’ �=2,and therefore �H hh ’ 0. Unfortunately,

even when itisdom inant,thism odehasvery largebackgrounds,so itseem s

unlikely to givea m easurablesignalatlargehadron colliders.TheH ! AA

m ode is kinem atically allowed only for values ofm A below 50{60 GeV,in

which case itcan have a large branching ratio,com peting with the one for

H ! hh.TheH ! ZA m odeiskinem atically allowed only in theregion of

param eterspacewhich isalready excluded by theLEP Idata.

iii) H can decay at tree levelinto ZZ ! l+ l� l+ l� ,which is the ‘gold-

plated’signature forthe SM Higgsboson. Unfortunately,in the case ofH

the branching ratio is sm aller,and it decreases fast with increasing tan�

and/orm A .Forsm alltan� and 2m h < m H < 2m t,thism odeissuppressed

by the com petition with H ! hh,and this e�ect is further enhanced by

theinclusion oftheradiativecorrection ofeq.(27),which typically givesan

additional50% suppression.Nevertheless,asweshallseein thenextsection,

thefour-lepton channelcan givea m easurablesignalin som esm allregion of

theparam eterspace.

iv)The decay into t�tisdom inantabovethreshold atm oderatevaluesof

tan�. Butabove tan� � 8 orso the b�b m ode rem ainsdom inantand �+ ��

hasthetypical� 10% branching ratio.

Finally,wediscussthebranchingratiosofA,shown in �g.12.The one

isalwayssm all,although atsm alltan� and slightly below thetop threshold,

m A � 2mt,itreachesavalue� 8� 10� 4,which m ay giveam easurablesignal

in a sm allisland ofthe param eter space. The behaviour ofthe A ! 

branching ratio can be easily understood by taking into account that the

partialwidth isdom inated by the top loop contribution. Two featuresare

im portanthere.First,thefunction F1=2(�)appearingin eq.(32)hasastrong
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enhancem ent at� � 1. Furtherm ore,the t�tA coupling gives a suppression

factor1=(tan�)2 forincreasing valuesoftan�.

Atsm allervaluesofm A and tan�,thereisa substantialbranching ratio

to Zh,which howeverdoesnotlook particularly prom ising fordetection at

largehadron colliders,becauseofthevery largeZb�bbackground.W ecan see

thatallthe dom inant decay m odesofthe A boson correspond to channels

which areoverwhelm ed by very largebackground,exceptperhapsthe�+ ��

m ode,which,asweshallseein thenextsection,m ay giveadetectablesignal

forvery high valuesoftan�.

W ehavestudied theneutralHiggsbranchingratiosalsoatm t = 120;160;180GeV.

Increasing thetop m asshastwo m ajore�ects.First,them axim um valueof

m h increases (see �g.1). Next, owing to the increased value ofthe top

threshold,the structure generated by the opening ofthe top decay channel

isshifted to higherm assvalues.W ealso notethatvarying m ~q in the range

0.5{2 TeV hasnegligiblee�ectson thebranching ratio curvesof�gs.10{12.

Finally,ifone choosesm t and m ~q so large thatm h > 130 GeV,the W �W �

and Z �Z � branching ratioscan becom erelevantalso forh.

4.2 C harged H iggs boson

In the case ofthe charged Higgs boson,we considered only the two-body

decay channels

H
+
! cs;�

+
�� ;tb;W

+
h: (33)

Tree-levelform ulae forthe corresponding decay ratescan be found,forin-

stance,in ref.[3].Loop-induced decayssuch asH + ! W + ;W + Z havevery

sm allbranching ratios[33]and arenotrelevantforexperim entalsearchesat

the LHC and SSC.Radiative corrections to the charged-Higgs-boson m ass

form ula were included according to eqs. (17)and (18). The H + W � h cou-

pling,proportionalto cos(� � �),wasevaluated with theone-loop corrected

valueof�.TheleadingQCD correctionstotheH + btand H + scverticeswere

param etrized,following refs. [34],by running quark m asses evaluated ata

scaleQ � mH � .Theresulting branching ratiosforthecharged Higgsboson

aredisplayed in �g.14,fortan� = 1:5;30and thestandard param eterchoice

m t = 140GeV,m ~q = 1TeV.Onecan seethatthedom inantfactora�ecting

thebranching ratiosisthem H � = m t+ m b threshold.Abovethreshold,the

tb m ode isdom inant forany value oftan� within the bounds ofeq. (20).
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Below threshold,the dom inantm ode is�+ ��,with the com peting m ode cs

becom ing m ore suppressed for higher values oftan�. For sm allvalues of

tan�,the W + h decay m ode can also be im portant,and even dom inate,in

a lim ited m H � interval,ifthe W + h threshold opens up before the tb one.

Theexactposition ofthetwo thresholdson them H � axisdependsofcourse

on tan�,m t,and m ~q. It is just a num ericalcoincidence that in �g.14a

thetwo thresholdscorrespond alm ostexactly.Forincreasing valuesofm H �

and tan�,the num ericalrelevance ofthe W + h branching ratio rapidly dis-

appears,because ofthecos2(� � �)suppression factorin thecorresponding

partialwidth.

Thetotalcharged Higgsboson width isshown,asa function ofm H � and

fortan� = 1:5;3;10;30,in �g.9d. Again one can see the e�ectsofthe tb

threshold,and also the tan�-dependence ofthe couplings to ferm ions. In

any case,the charged Higgswidth rem ainssm allerthan 1 GeV form H � <

m t+ m b,and sm allerthan 10GeV form H � < 500GeV.

5 N eutral-H iggs production cross-sections

There isonly a lim ited num berofparton-levelprocesseswhich can give in-

teresting ratesforthe production ofthe M SSM neutralHiggsbosons(� =

h;H ;A)atproton-proton supercolliders:

g+ g ! � ; (34)

q+ q! q+ q+ W
� + W

�
! q+ q+ � ; (35)

g+ g or q+ q! b+ b+ � ; (36)

g+ g or q+ q! t+ t+ � ; (37)

q+ q! W (Z)+ � ; (38)

where q denotes any quark avour. These processes are controlled by the

Higgs couplings to heavy quarks and gauge bosons, whose essential fea-

turesweresum m arized in table1.W ebriey discussherethecorresponding

cross-sectionsand thestatusoftheirtheoreticaldescription,em phasizingthe

features which are di�erent from the SM case. W e shallalways adopt the

HM RSB structurefunctions[35]with �(4) = 190M eV.
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G luon fusion. In the SM ,gg ! � [36]isthe dom inantproduction

m echanism ,the m ostim portantdiagram being the one associated with the

top-quarkloop.In theM SSM ,thisisnotalwaysthecase,sincethecorrection

factors oftable 1 give in generalsuppression for the top contribution and

enhancem ent for the bottom one,and stop and sbottom loops could also

play a role.

The leading-order am plitudes for the gluon-fusion processes are deter-

m ined by the functions ofeqs. (32),with top,bottom ,stop and sbottom

interm ediate states. For m ~q = 1 TeV,the squark contributions are very

sm all,owing to thesuppression factorm 2
Z=m

2
~q in thecorresponding I~q func-

tions. Forlarge valuesoftan�,the bottom contribution can com pete with

thetop oneand even becom edom inant.

QCD correctionstothegluon-fusion cross-section wererecently evaluated

in ref.[31],foraSM Higgsin them assregion below theheavy-quark thresh-

old.In thisregion,QCD correctionsincrease thetop contribution by about

50% . To a good approxim ation,the bulk ofQCD correctionscan be taken

into accountby perform ing thereplacem ent

�0(gg! �)� ! �0(gg ! �)

�

1+

�
11

2
+ �

2

�
�S

�

�

; (39)

at the renorm alization scale Q = m �. This calculation,unfortunately,is

not valid above the heavy-quark threshold,a region which is relevant for

the bottom contribution and for the top contribution to H ;A production,

when m H ;m A > 2m t.Even below theheavy-quark threshold,theSM QCD

correctionsareapplicable to h and H production,butnotto A production,

because ofthe additional5 factorappearing atthe Aqq vertex. In view of

thisnotcom pletely satisfactorystatusofQCD corrections,wecalculate,con-

servatively,the top contribution withoutQCD corrections. However,when

discussing thedetectability ofthedi�erentphysicssignals,weshalltakeinto

accountthe resultsofref. [31],when applicable. In the case ofthe bottom

contribution,weusetherunning m b,which leadsto suppression.

In �g.15 wedisplay cross-sectionsforgg! � (� = h;H ;A),asfunctions

ofm �,fortan� = 1:5;3;10;30and forLHC and SSC energies.TheSM Higgs

cross-section isalso shown forcom parison.Forlargevaluesoftan� and not

toohigh valuesofm �,thecross-sectionscan beenhanced with respecttothe

SM value.Thise�ectisdueto theenhanced bottom -quark contribution,as

apparent from table 1 and �g.5. The fastdisappearance ofthis e�ect for
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increasing Higgsm assesisdue to the fastdecrease ofthe function F
�

1=2
(�

�

b )

as�
�

b ! 0. W hen the neutralHiggscouplingsto ferm ionsare SM -like,the

gluon-fusion cross-sectionsapproach theSM value,and arealwaysdom inated

by thetop contribution.Thechangesin theslopesofthecurvesin �g.15are

due to the com peting top and bottom contributions. In particular,one can

noticean im portantthreshold e�ect,form A � 2mt,in theprocessgg ! A,

which can bring thecorresponding cross-section abovetheSM valueforlow

tan�.

Asa�nalrem ark,wenoticethattheLHC and SSC curvesin �g.15have

very sim ilarshapes,with a scaling factorwhich isdeterm ined by the gluon

lum inosity and uniform ly increasesfrom � 2:5 atm� � 100 GeV to � 5 at

m � � 500GeV.

W fusion. In the SM case,the W -fusion m echanism [37]can com pete

with the gluon-fusion m echanism only for a very heavy (m ’
>� 500 GeV)

Higgs boson,owing to the enhanced W LW L’ coupling and to the relative

increaseofthequark num ber-densities.In theM SSM ,thecorrection factors

for the couplings to vector boson pairs (see table 1 and �g.7) are always

sm allerthan 1,sothattheM SSM W -fusion cross-sectionsarealwayssm aller

than theSM one.

W e illustrate thisin �g.16,where W -fusion cross-sections forh and H

are displayed, for the sam e tan� and
p
s values as in �g.15. For both

h and H ,the SM cross-section is approached from below in the regions of

param eterspacewheresin2(� � �)! 1and sin2(� � �)! 0,respectively.In

�gs.16b and 16d,form A ! 0 thereisa positivelowerbound on sin2(� � �)

(see �g.7),reecting the factthatatthe tree level� ! � � in this lim it,

so the SM value is actually never reached. For increasing m H , one can

notice the fast decoupling ofH from W -pairs,as already observed when

discussing the totalwidth. In leading order,A doesnotcouple to W -pairs.

A non-vanishing cross-section could be generated at one loop,but such a

contribution iscom pletely negligible,since even forh and H the W -fusion

cross-section issm all(<� 20% )com pared with thegluon-fusion cross-section.

Finally,we observe thatthe LHC and SSC cross-sectionsof�g.16 di�erby

an overallfactor� 3in thephenom enologically relevantregion,m� = 70{140

GeV.
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A ssociated b�b� production. Thism echanism isunim portantin the

SM ,since its cross-section is too sm allto give detectable signals [38]. In

the M SSM m odel,however,forlarge valuesoftan� the b�b� couplingscan

be strongly enhanced. Then fornottoo high valuesofthe Higgsm asses,a

signi�cantfraction ofthetotalcross-section forneutralHiggsbosonscan be

dueto thism echanism .

The associated bb� production involvestwo ratherdi�erentm assscales,

m � >> m b,thereforeathigherorderslargelogarithm iccorrectionsoforder

�
n
sln

n

�
m �

m b

�

m ay destroy thevalidity oftheBorn approxim ation,depending on thevalue

ofm �. One needs an im proved treatm ent where these logarithm s are re-

sum m ed toallorders.Theorigin oftheselogarithm siswellunderstood.Part

ofthem com e from con�gurationswhere the gluonsare radiated collinearly

by nearly on-shellbottom quarks,which areobtained by splitting theinitial

gluonsinto a b�b pair. Thistype oflogarithm sare responsible forthe QCD

evolution ofthee�ective b-quark density within theproton:they werecare-

fully analysed and resum m ed to allorders,and it was found [39]that the

correctionsare positive and increase with the Higgs-boson m ass. A second

subsetoflogarithm slead to running quark m asse�ects. An analysiswhere

both e�ectsaretreated sim ultaneously isstillm issing.In view ofthisam bi-

guity,we interpolated the existing resultsby using the Born approxim ation

with thebottom quark m assadjusted to the�xed valuem b = 4GeV.How-

ever,oneshould keep in m ind thatthe theoreticalestim ate in thiscase has

a large(factorof2)uncertainty.

In �g.17 wedisplay cross-sectionsforassociated b�b� production,forthe

sam e tan� and
p
s values as in �g.15. Com paring the cross-sections of

�gs.15 and 17,wecan seethatthehb�bcross-section can giveatm osta 20%

correction tothetotalh cross-section.TheH b�band Ab�bcross-sections,how-

ever,can be even largerthan the corresponding gluon-fusion cross-sections

fortan� >� 10.Com paringtheLHC and SSC curvesof�g.17,onecan notice

a rescaling factorvarying from � 3 to � 8 in the m� region from 60 to 500

GeV.

A ssociated W � (Z�)production. Thism echanism [40]isthehadron

collideranalogue ofthe SM Higgsproduction m echanism atLEP,with the
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di�erence that athadron colliders W � production is m ore im portant than

Z� production. In the Z� case, the event rate at the LHC and SSC is

too low to give a detectable signal,both in the SM and (consequently) in

the M SSM .The W � m echanism has considerable im portance at the LHC

for � = h;H and in the Higgs m ass range m � = 70{140 GeV,where a

m easurablesignalm aybeobtained from �nalstatesconsistingoftwoisolated

photonsand oneisolated lepton.Thecalculation ofthecross-section iswell

understood,includingtheQCD corrections,sinceithasastructuresim ilarto

the Drell-Yan process,with the sam e next-to-leading-ordercorrections(for

a recentstudy concerning thenum ericalim portanceoftheQCD corrections

see ref.[41]).The QCD correctionsarepositive,and am ountto about12%

ifone chooses Q 2 = ŝ as the scale ofQ 2 evolution. The production cross-

sectionsofh and H areobtained by rescaling theSM m odelcross-section by

theappropriatecorrection factorsgiven in table1.

In �g.18,cross-sectionsforW h and W H are displayed,asfunctionsof

corresponding Higgsm asses,forthesam e tan� and
p
s valuesasin �g.15.

SincetheSUSY correction factorsarethesam e,theapproach totheSM case

and the irrelevance ofW A production can bedescribed in the sam e way as

fortheW -fusion m echanism .

In thephenom enologically relevantregion,m � = 70{140GeV,thescaling

factorbetween theLHC and SSC curvesis� 2:5.

A ssociated t�t� production. In the SM ,the Born cross-section

form ula forthisprocessisthe sam e asforthe bb’ case [38]. In the M SSM

case,one just needs to insert the appropriate SUSY correction factors,as

from table1.Note,however,thattheleading-orderQCD calculation ism ore

reliablein thiscase,sincein thett� caseonedoesnothavetwovery di�erent

physicalscales when m � is in the interm ediate m ass region. The next-to-

leading QCD corrections are not known, therefore the Born cross-section

stillsu�ersfrom a relatively large(� 50% )scaleam biguity.

In �g.19,theproduction cross-sectionsfort�t� (� = h;H ;A)areplotted,

as functions ofthe corresponding Higgs m ass,for the sam e tan� and
p
s

valuesasin �g.15.In general,theM SSM cross-sectionsaresm allerthan the

SM one,which isapproached in thelim itin which thet�t� coupling becom es

SM -like. A possible exception is the ttH cross-section for sm allvalues of

m A and tan�,since in thiscase the corresponding coupling can be slightly

enhanced with respectto theSM one.
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In thephenom enologically relevantrange,m � = 70{140 GeV,therescal-

ing factor between the LHC and SSC curves in �g.19 varies from � 6 to

� 7.

In thephenom enologically allowed rangeofeq.(1),thetop-m assdepen-

dence ofthe cross-sections of�gs.15{19 is not negligible,but it does not

change qualitatively the previous considerations. The largest e�ect com es

from the increase ofthe upper lim it on m h for increasing top m ass (see

�g.1).Thisinducesashiftin thelim itingvaluesfortheh and H production

cross-sections. There are also obvious kinem aticaltop-m ass e�ects in the

gluon-fusion m echanism and in the t�t� m echanism ,which are wellunder-

stood from SM studies[14].In theM SSM ,additionale�ectsaregiven by the

radiative corrections to the relevant Higgs couplings,which were discussed

in sect.2.

6 Physics signals

6.1 N eutralH iggs bosons

W e now calculate the rates for a num ber ofprocesses that could provide

evidence for one or m ore ofthe neutralM SSM Higgs bosons at the LHC

and SSC,and we sum m arize our results with the help ofcontour plots in

the (m A;tan�) plane. W e consider production cross-sections,folded with

branching ratios,forthefollowing signals:

� two isolated photons;

� oneisolated lepton and two isolated photons;

� fourisolated charged leptons;

� a pairoftau leptons.

In theSM case,the�rsttwosignalsarerelevantfortheregion ofinterm ediate

Higgsm ass,70 GeV < m � < 140 GeV,the third one isthe so-called ‘gold-

plated’signalin the high-m assregion 130 GeV < m � < 800 GeV,and the

�+ �� signalappearsto behopelessly di�cult.
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In a com plete phenom enologicalstudy,one would like to determ ine pre-

cisely thestatisticalsigni�cance ofthe di�erentphysicssignals.Thiswould

require,besidesthecom putation oftotalsignalrates,thecalculation ofthe

backgrounds,thedeterm ination ofthee�ciencies(forboth signalsand back-

grounds) due to kinem aticalcuts and detector e�ects,the optim ization of

the kinem aticalcutsto achieve the bestsignal=background ratio,etc. Such

a com plete analysis would require the speci�cation ofseveraldetector and

m achineparam eters,and goesbeyond theaim ofthepresentpaper.Instead,

we try here to presenttotalratesforwell-de�ned physicssignals,in a form

which should beusefulasastartingpointfordedicated experim entalstudies.

Astheonly exception,to illustratewith an exam plehow ourresultscan

beused to establish thestatisticalsigni�cance ofa given physicssignalin a

given detector,weshalldescribethecaseofthe‘two-isolated-photons’signal,

using the resultsofrecentsim ulation works. A sim ilarprocedure should be

adopted forany otherphysics signal,detector,and collider,once com plete

resultsofsim ulation worksareavailable.In m any cases,theexisting results

from previousbackground and sim ulation studies,carried outfortheSM ,can

also be used to draw conclusionsconcerning the M SSM case. W e m ention,

however,two im portantdi�erences:1)the totalwidthsofH and A rem ain

sm alleven in the high-m assregion;2)forlarge tan�,the num berofsignal

eventsin the�+ �� �nalstateissigni�cantly higherthan in theSM case.

Inclusive tw o-photon channel. In �g.20 we display cross-sections

tim esbranching ratiosforthe inclusive production of� = h;H ;A,followed

by thedecay � ! ,asfunctionsofm�,and forthesam eparam eterchoices

and energiesasin �g.15.W esum thecontributionsofthegluon-fusion,W -

fusion,and b�b� m echanism s.Forcom parison,theSM valueisalsoindicated.

TheQCD correctionsofref.[31]arenotincluded,forthereasonsexplained

in the previoussection. In the case ofh and H ,the signalratesare always

sm allerthan in theSM ,and approach theSM valuesattheupperand lower

edgeoftheallowed m h am d m H ranges,respectively.Therathersteep slope

characterizing the approach to the SM lim it,for varying Higgs m ass and

�xed tan�,isa reection ofthe property ofthe branching ratiosdiscussed

in sect.4. Also the structure in �gs.20b and 20e can be attributed to the

threshold behaviouroftheH ! hh channel.ThesignalratefortheCP-odd

A boson is extrem ely sm allfor tan� >� 3. However,we observe that in a

sm allregion ofthe param eterspace,form A justbelow 2m t and tan� <� 3,

28



the rate can becom e largerthan the SM one: nevertheless,in generalitis

stilltoolow to producea detectablesignal,unlessonechoosestan� � 1 and

m A � 2mt.

Forthe inclusive two-photon channel,the resultsofdetailed sim ulations

ofsignaland SM background arenow available,forsom eoftheLHC detector

concepts[42,16,43,44].Forillustrativepurposes,in thefollowingexam plewe

shallfollow thetreatm entofref.[43].In them assrangem � = 80{150 GeV,

and assum ing 105pb
� 1

integrated lum inosity,thisLHC sim ulation considers

a fairly wide range ofdetector perform ances,which a�ect the signi�cance

ofthe signal. For an energy resolution �E =E = [2% =
q

E (GeV)]+ 0:5% ,

ref.[43]obtainsa 104 e�ciency forrejecting jetsfaking an isolated photon

in the relevantpT region. Applying standard kinem aticalcuts,thissim ula-

tion �nds� 40{50% kinem aticalacceptance,with an additional� 30{40%

lossdue to isolation cutsand reconstruction e�ciency forthe isolated pho-

tons. Typically,for a SM Higgs with m ’ � 100 GeV,one obtains � 103

signalevents over � 104 background events,corresponding to a statistical

signi�cance S=
p
B � 10.M oregenerally,ref.[43]determ ined thestatistical

signi�cance ofthe signalforgiven valuesofthe generic Higgsm assm � and

ofthesignalrate� � B R(� ! )(see�g.21).In ouropinion,thisisan ex-

cellentway ofsum m arizing thesim ulation work,sinceitgivesthepossibility

ofstudying alternatives to the SM case,and in particularthe M SSM .The

dashed line in �g.21 correspondsto the signalforthe SM Higgs,which in-

cludesboth thegluon-fusion and theW -fusion production m echanism s,and

also theQCD correctionsofref.[31].Onecan seefrom �g.21 thatforsuch

optim istic detector param eters there is som e m argin for detecting sm aller

ratesthan in the SM .Clearly the SUSY Higgssearch furtherenhancesthe

need forthebestpossiblem  resolution and -jetrejection.

In extending the SM analysis to the M SSM ,one should pay attention

to the applicability ofthe QCD corrections ofref. [31]to the gluon-fusion

cross-section. W e have checked thatin the phenom enologically relevantre-

gion,which corresponds to h orH in the interm ediate m assrange,and to

signalrateswithin an orderofm agnitudefrom theSM one,thegluon-fusion

m echanism is dom inated by the top-quark loop. Since in this region the

gluon-fusion m echanism accounts for� 80% ofthe totalcross-section,and

the correction isroughly a m ultiplicative factor1.5,asa rule ofthum b we

can take it into account by m ultiplying the totalcross-section by a factor
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� 1:4.

In �g.22 we show contourplotsin the (m A;tan�)plane,corresponding

to �xed valuesof� � B R(� ! )(� = h;H ). QCD correctionshave been

included according to ref.[31].Theregion wheretherateislargeenough to

prom ise a m easurable signalisratherlargeforh,isconcentrated in a sm all

strip for H ,and is possibly a very sm allarea,just below m A = 2m t and

justabovetan� = 1,forA.In ourrepresentative exam ple[43],wecan now

evaluatethestatisticalsigni�canceofthe‘two-isolated-photons’signalatany

pointofthe(m A;tan�)plane,by justcom bining theinform ation contained

in �gs.22,2,3,and 21. In the case ofh searches,and form h
>� 90 GeV,a

signalrate beyond 40 fb should give detectable signals. A signalrate of30

fb istheborderlineofdetectability foroneyearofrunning,and signalrates

below 20 fb appearextrem ely di�cultto detect.In thecaseofH ,which has

higherm ass,a signalrateof20 fb appearsto betheborderlineofwhatcan

be achieved in one year ofrunning. In the case ofA,the interesting m ass

region ism A � 2mt:form A = 250GeV,and taking � � B R(A ! )= 3fb

asa plausible discovery lim itatthe LHC [43],a signalforA !  willbe

found only iftan� <� 1:5.

O ne isolated lepton and tw o isolated photons. Thissignalcan

com e from either W � or t�t� production. In the latter case,two or m ore

isolated jetsarealso produced.Thephysicssignalsfrom W � production are

particularly im portantatthe LHC,and were studied in ref. [45]. The im -

portanceofthephysicssignalsfrom tt� production wasrecently em phasized

in ref.[46].Theproduction rates,m ultiplied by the� !  branchingratio,

areshown in �g.23.W ecan see that,sim ilarly to theinclusive  channel,

theratesforW h,W H ,t�th,t�tH arealwayssm allerthan theSM value,which

represents the boundary curve in the lim itoflarge tan� and large (sm all)

m A forh (H ). From �gs.23g and 23jone can see thatttA production can

giveall signallargerthan in theSM forsm alltan� and nearthemA = 2m t

threshold,buteven in thiscasetherateappearstobetoosm allfordetection.

W eem phasize thattheproduction ratesshown in �g.23 do notincludethe

branching ratiosofleptonic W and sem ileptonic tdecays.Iftop decaysare

as in the SM ,one should stillinclude a com binatorialfactor of2,com ing

from thefactthatboth top and antitop can decay sem ileptonically.On the

otherhand,in theM SSM there isthepossibility oft! bH + decays,where

the subsequentH + decay cannotproduce a directlepton l= e;�.W e shall
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take thispossibility into accountin thefollowing,butitsim pacton the de-

tectability ofthel signalisrathersm all.Theonly casein which thise�ect

isnotcom pletely negligibleisforH ,when m A
<� 100GeV and tan� <� 4 or

tan� >� 10,in which casethet! bH + branching ratio can play a role.

From parton-levelsim ulations [42,47,48],for a SM Higgs ofabout 100

GeV,one typically obtains � (12+ 15) and � (3 + 11) l signalevents

attheLHC and SSC,respectively.Hereweassum ed 105 pb
� 1

ofintegrated

lum inosity fortheLHC and 104 pb
� 1

fortheSSC.Thequoted num berssep-

arately show the contributionsfrom W ’ and tt’ production.Furtherm ore,

they include lossesdue to acceptances(� 30% ),and lepton and photon de-

tection e�ciencies [� � (0:9)3]. The totalbackground is roughly 20{30%

ofthe signaland is dom inated by the irreducible W  and t�t contribu-

tions. There are m any di�erent contributions to the reducible background

(bbg;bb;bb;W j;:::).Parton-levelsim ulationsindicatethatthey can be

suppressed wellbelow theirreducible background,provided oneassum es,as

forthe inclusive  case,excellentdetectorperform ances: a -jetrejection

factor>� 3� 103 and a suppression factor>� 7 fortheleptonsfrom b-decays

afterisolation cuts.

Clearly,thereisvery littlem argin (afactorof2?) tobesensitivetosignal

ratessm allerthan in theSM .In �g.24,weshow contourplotscorresponding

to �xed valuesforthequantity

L� � [� � B R (l)]
�

= [2�(t�t�)� B R(t! W b)+ �(W �)]� B R(� ! )� B R(W ! l�);

(40)

forthesam echoiceofm tand m ~q asin �g.15,and forLHC and SSC energies.

In eq. (40),l= e;� and we have not considered the strongly suppressed

possibility ofgetting a lightcharged lepton from both top and antitop.

T he four-lepton channel. The channel’ ! Z �Z � ! l+ l� l+ l�

(l = e;�) gives the so-called ‘gold-plated’signalfor the SM Higgs in the

m assrange m ’ = 130{800 GeV.Below m ’ � 130 GeV,both the totalrate

and the acceptance decrease very rapidly,leading to too sm alla signalfor

detection.ForallthreeneutralHiggsbosonsoftheM SSM ,theratesin this

channnelare always sm aller than in the SM .In the case ofA,there is no

AZZ couplingattreelevel,and loop correctionscannotgeneratem easurable
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ratesin thefour-lepton channel.Asforh,ifm t
<� 180GeV and m ~q

<� 1TeV,

onecan seefrom �g.1 thatm h
<� 130 GeV.Therefore,theh ! Z �Z � ! 4l

signaldoesnothave chancesofdetection atthe LHC and SSC,unlessone

chooses extrem ely high values form t and m ~q orone hassuperb resolution

and acceptance for leptons. The situation is som ewhat better in the case

ofH ,despite the strong suppression with respect to the SM ,due to the

com petition with thehh;bb;ttchannels,asdiscussed in sect.3.

In �g.25,we show signalrates forthe SM Higgsboson and forH ,for

the sam e choicesofparam etersasin �g.15. The threshold e�ectsand the

suppression forlargevaluesoftan� areclearly visible.

The LHC and SSC discovery potentialcan be estim ated by using the

resultsofsim ulationscarried outfortheSM [15,49,50,16,18],takingalsointo

accountthat�H < 2 GeV alloverthe m assregion ofinterest,m H
<� 2m t.

Assum ing excellentlepton m om entum resolution,in the m assrange2m Z <

m H < 2m t a signalrate � 20 sm aller than in the SM could stilllead to a

detectablesignal.In �g.26,weshow contourplotsin the(m A;tan�)plane,

correspondingto�xed valuesof�� B R(H ! 4l).QCD correctionshavebeen

included accordingtoref.[31].Inview ofthestrongsensitivitytothevalueof

m t,weshow contoursform t= 120;140;160GeV,forLHC and SSC energies,

and for m ~q = 1 TeV. The two alm ost verticaldashed lines correspond to

m H = 2m Z and to m H = 2m t.Form H > 2m Z,a detectable signalcould be

obtained up to tan� � 5.Notice thattheexperim entalacceptanceschange

with m H ;in particular,in the region m H < 2m Z they fastly decrease with

decreasing m H :fora realisticassessm entofthediscovery lim itsin thism ass

region,one should take this and other e�ects into account. Anyway,the

prospects fordetection form H < 2m Z do notlook good ifm t
<� 150 GeV

and m ~q
<� 1TeV.

T he �+ �� channel. FortheSM Higgsboson,the�+ �� decay channel

hasbeen found hopelesslydi�cultfordiscovery [51,52],sincethischannelhas

bad m assresolution and overwhelm ingly largebackground com ing from the

production oft�t,W W + jets,Drell-Yan pairs,Z+ jets,b�b+ jets,....Thebad

resolution isduetothefactthatthetau-decayproductsalwaysincludeoneor

m ore neutrinos,which carry away energy;therefore one cannotreconstruct

the signalas a resonance peak. The situation is im proved ifthe Higgs is

produced with largetransversem om entum thatisbalanced by a jet[53].In
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thiscaseonecan usetheapproxim ation

p
(1)

�

~p
(1)

l;T

E
(1)

l

+ p
(2)

�

~p
(2)

l;T

E
(2)

l

= ~p
m iss

T (41)

to reconstruct the transverse m om enta ofthe neutrinos and hence the in-

variantm ass ofthe tau pair. In the above equation,p(i)� denotes the total

transversem om entum oftheneutrinoscom ingfrom thedecayof�(i),i= 1;2,

while~p
(i)

l;T and E
(i)

l denotethelepton m om enta and energies,respectively.It

was shown in ref. [51]that,in the m ass range m � = 70{140 GeV,a m ass

resolution of� 13{17% can beachieved.Thism ethod can alsobeused forthe

hadronic decay m odes,taking advantage ofthe factthatthe rate ishigher

by a factorof� 3:5.W hen a tau decayshadronically,thehadronshavevery

low m ultiplicity and invariantm ass,and these propertiesm ightbe used to

recognize the ‘�-jet’[54]. There is a price for the better m ass resolution.

Taggingon alarge-pT jetcan reducetherateby an orderofm agnitude.Fur-

therm ore,at 105pb
� 1
=year lum inosity,the presence ofpile-up deteriorates

signi�cantly the m easurem ent of~p m iss
T ,and therefore the �+ �� signalcan

only be studied with thism ethod atlowerlum inosities,� 104pb
� 1
=year 6.

W hilethesedi�cultiesappearprohibitivein thecaseoftheSM ,thesituation

isnotentirely negativein theM SSM .

In �g.27,wedisplay signalratesfor� ! �+ �� production (� = h;H ;A),

forthe sam e param eter choices as in �g.15,together with the SM values.

W e can see thatforlarge values oftan� the production ratescan becom e

m uch larger than in the SM .In the case ofh production,for tan� = 30

the enhancem ent can be m ore than one orderofm agnitude,and increases

with decreasing values ofm h (see �gs.27a and 27d). Huge enhancem ents

can be obtained also for H and A,thanks to the properties ofthe �+ ��

branching ratiosdiscussed in sect.4.Noteforexam plethat,attheLHC,for

m H ;m A � 500 GeV and tan�>� 10,we get� � B R(H ;A ! �+ �� )� 20 pb,

while for m A ;m H � 120 GeV and tan� >� 30,we obtain � � B R(H ;A !

�+ �� ) � 30 pb. The rates for the SSC are rescaled by the factor already

discussed in theprevioussection.

In order to assess, for any given m ass, the cross-section values above

which one obtainsa m easurable signalover the large background,detailed

6Alternatively,athigh lum inosity onem ay try to justsearch foran excessofeventsin

the e� �� orl� + ‘�-jet’channels.
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sim ulationsareneeded.Prelim inarystudieshavebeenreportedforthelepton

channele� �� in ref.[51]and forthe m ixed channell� + ‘�-jet’in ref.[55].

In thesecond case,thedi�culty ofrecognizing a‘�-jet’m ay becom pensated

by thehigherrateofthischannel.Theprelim inary analysisofref.[55]�nds

for the LHC sensitivity to values of� � B R(� ! �+ �� ) down to � 10 pb

in the low-m assregion m � � 100 GeV and � 1 pb in the high-m assregion

m � � 400GeV.Thisresultcannotbeeasily rescaled totheSSC case,sincea

largem assintervalisinvolved and theSSC lum inosity givesm orefavourable

experim entalconditionsforthesrudy ofthischannel.

In �g.28,we show contour plots corresponding to �xed values of� �

B R(� ! �+ �� ),forthesam evaluesofm t and m ~q asin �g.15.

6.2 C harged H iggs boson

W e now m ove to the discussion ofpossible physics signals associated with

the charged Higgsboson. The phenom enology ofthe charged Higgsboson

at hadron colliders was previously discussed in refs. [56]. The benchm ark

m assvalueforcharged-Higgs-boson searchesattheLHC and SSC ism H � =

m t � mb. For lower values ofm H � ,the dom inant production m echanism

at large hadron colliders is gg ! tt, followed by t ! H + b. For higher

valuesofm H � ,thedom inantproduction m echanism isgb! tH + .Asfaras

detectable signalsare concerned,thislastcase appearshopeless,in view of

thesuppressed cross-section and ofthelargebackgroundscom ing from QCD

subprocesses.The�rstcaseappearsinstead tobeexperim entally viableover

a non-negligible region ofparam eterspace. Given the known ttproduction

cross-section,one can com pute the t! bH + branching ratio according to

well-known form ulae,param etrizing again the leading QCD corrections by

runningm assesevaluated atascaleQ � mH � .Thecharged Higgsbranching

ratioswerediscussed intheprevioussection,whereitwasfoundthatthe�+ ��
m ode dom inatesin the m assrange underconsideration. The experim ental

signalofa charged Higgs would then be a violation oflepton universality

in sem ileptonic top decays.Asa convenientindicator,one can considerthe

ratio

R =
B R(t! �+ ��b)

B R(t! �+ ��b)
� 1+ �R ; (42)
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with

�R =
B R(t! H + b)� B R(H+ ! �+ ��)

B R(t! W + b)� B R(W+ ! �+ ��)
: (43)

Prelim inary investigations[56]show thattheexperim entalsensitivity could

reach �R >� 0:15 attheLHC.AttheSSC theincreased ttproduction cross-

section is likely to give better sensitivity. In �g.29, we display contour

lines of �R in the (m A;tan�) plane, for the three representative values

m t = 120;140;160 GeV. The dashed lines denote the kinem aticallim it

m H � = m t� mb.Onecan seethatthem ostdi�cultvaluesoftan� arethose

between 3and 10,and thattheprocessunderconsideration could giveaccess

to values ofm A as high as 80{120 GeV fortop-quark m asses in the range

120{160 GeV.

7 C onclusions and outlook

In this paper we carried out a system atic analysis ofthe possible physics

signalsofthe M SSM Higgssectoratthe LHC and SSC,assum ing thatthe

supersym m etric(R-odd)particlesareheavyenough nottoa�ectsigni�cantly

the production cross-sections and the branching ratiosofthe M SSM Higgs

particles.Asindependentparam etersin theHiggssector,we chose m A and

tan�,and weconsidered thetheoretically m otivated region oftheparam eter

space

0� mA � 500GeV; 1� tan� � 50:

W e assum ed m ~q = 1 TeV and negligible m ixing in the squark sector. W e

included the m ostim portantradiative correctionsto the Higgsm assesm h,

m H ,m H � ,and to the Higgs couplings to ferm ions and vector bosons. W e

also included the m ost im portant radiative corrections to the three-point

couplingsoftheneutralHiggsbosons.

W eestim ated thediscovery potentialofLEP Iand LEP II,and wecarried

outdetailed cross-section calculationsfortheLHC and SSC.W esingled out

fourclasses of�nalstates (,l� ,l+ l� l+ l� ,�+ �� )which could provide

signi�cantsignalsforneutralHiggsbosonsattheLHC and SSC,and wealso

exam ined possiblesignalsofcharged Higgsbosonsin top decays.

W ecalculated alltherelevantbranching ratios,and thecross-sectionsfor

allthe relevantproduction m echanism s. W e presented ourresultswith the

help ofbranching-ratio curves,cross-section curves,signal-rate curves and
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contourplotsin the(m A;tan�)plane.W edid notperform new background

studies,but we pointed out that,using the results ofour calculations and

ofthe existing sim ulations carried out forthe SM Higgs,supplem ented by

estim atesoftheacceptancesand e�cienciesoftypicalexperim ents,in m any

casesonecandraw conclusionsconcerningthediscoveryrange.Insom ecases,

as for the �+ �� channel,further sim ulation work appears to be needed in

orderto reach �rm conclusions. Nevertheless,som e prelim inary conclusions

can already bedrawn and willnow besum m arized.

At large hadron colliders,the M SSM Higgs search is,in general,m ore

di�cultthan the SM Higgssearch. Thisisdue to the factthat,in a large

region oftheparam eterspace,atleastoneoftheM SSM neutralHiggsbosons

isin theinterm ediatem assregion,80GeV <� m �
<� 140GeV,butwith rates

in the and l channelswhich can besigni�cantlysuppressed with respect

to the SM case. Sim ilarly,neutralHiggsbosonswith m �
>� 130 GeV have

typically strongly suppressed ratesin thel+ l� l+ l� channel.On thecontrary,

in theM SSM ,forratherlargevaluesoftan�,onecan obtain a m uch larger

signalrate in the �+ �� channelthan in the SM .Finally,t! bH + decays,

followed byH + ! �+ ��,cangivedetectablesignalsonlyinaratherrestricted

region oftheparam eterspace.

Asanexam ple,wenow trytoassessthediscoverypotentialofthedi�erent

channelsfortherepresentativeparam eterchoicem t = 140GeV,m ~q = 1TeV,

working asusualin the(m A ;tan�)plane.

To begin with,we recallthe expectations for LEP II.The size ofthe

LEP IIdiscovery region dependsratherstrongly on m t and m ~q,and on the

assum ed energy and lum inosity. Forstandard m achine param eters,LEP II

cannottestthewholeparam eterspaceallowed by thepresentdata.Looking

back at�g.8,onem ay tentatively say thatLEP IIwillgive us(ifno Higgs

boson is discovered) lower lim its ofaboutm A
>� 70{100 GeV and tan� >�

3{8 form t= 120GeV,tan� >� 1.5{3 form t= 160GeV.

W eobservethattheLHC and SSC willtesttheM SSM Higgssectorin a

largely com plem entary region ofthe(m A;tan�)plane.A pictorialsum m ary

ofthe discovery potentialofthe di�erent channels is presented in �g.30.

W e em phasize once again thatthe �naldiscovery lim itswilldepend on the

m achine and detectorproperties,aswellason the actualvaluesofthe top

and the soft supersym m etry-breaking m asses. W e therefore drew �g.30

justforillustrative purposes,to exem plify a particularly convenient way of

considering allthediscovery channelsatonce.
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The and l channelsareim portantin approxim ately thesam eregion

ofthe param eter space,m A � m Z for h and 50 GeV <� m A
<� 100 GeV

for H . Therefore,these two channels can be experim entally cross-checked

oneagainsttheother,reinforcing thesigni�canceofa possiblesignal.Asan

optim isticdiscovery lim itforh,weshow in �g.30thecontourline�� B R(h !

) = 30 fb at the LHC,corresponding to mA
>� 200 GeV. This contour

line isshown only form h
>� 80 GeV. In the region ofthe param eterspace

to the rightofthisline [indicated by the labelsh !  and l+ (h ! )],

itisexpected thatm easurable signalswillbe found,assum ing detectorand

m achine param eters as discussed in refs. [16]. Approxim ately the sam e

contourlineisobtained by taking � � B R(h ! )= 85fb attheSSC.This

indicatesthat,in the inclusive  channel,the discovery range ofthe LHC

and SSC willbe the sam e ifthe lum inosity atthe LHC willbe � 3 tim es

higherthan attheSSC andifthedetectorsused atthetwom achineswillhave

sim ilar e�ciencies in suppressing the backgrounds. Very sim ilar discovery

linescan bedrawn by consideringthel channeland taking�� B R[l+ (h !

)]� 0:8fb fortheLHC and � 4fb fortheSSC.

In �g.30 we also show the contourline for� � B R(H ! )= 20 fb at

the LHC,corresponding to � 55 fb atthe SSC.The slightly sm allersignal

ratewaschosen toaccountfortheim proved e�cienciesathigherHiggs-m ass

values.Thecontourlinede�nesanarrow strip around m A � 75GeV (shaded

in �g.30),where the discovery ofH isexpected to be possible both in the

 and in thel channels[forlack ofspacethelabell+ (H ! )hasbeen

om itted].

The four-lepton channelis im portantm ainly forH ,in the m ass region

2m Z
<� m H

<� 2m t, which translates into 150 GeV <� m A
<� 2m t, and

for relatively sm alltan�. As a reference value for discovery in this m ass

region,we take � � B R(H ! 4l)= 1 fb forthe LHC,which correspondsto

� � B R(H ! 4l)� 3 fb fortheSSC.Thiscontourde�nesthearea in �g.30

indicated by the labelH ! 4l. In a sm allpartofthisarea,corresponding

to m A � mt and tan� � 1,A !  could also givea detectablesignal.

In theregion ofvery largetan�,and m oderately largem A,onecould take

advantageoftheenhanced production cross-sectionsand oftheunsuppressed

decays into �+ �� to obtain a visible signalfor one or m ore ofthe M SSM

neutralHiggsbosons,and in particularforH and A,whose m assescan be

signi�cantly larger than 100 GeV.The sim ulation work for this process is

stillata ratherearly stage[55],so thatno de�niteconclusion can bedrawn
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yet. For reference,the dotted line in �g.30 corresponds to a (som ewhat

arbitrary)interpolation of� � B R(� ! �+ �� )� 10pb atm� = 100GeV and

� � B R(� ! �+ �� )� 1pb atm� = 400 GeV,forLHC energy and sum m ing

overthe� = H ;A channels.

Finally,intheregionofparam eterspacecorrespondingtom A
<� 100GeV,

a violation oflepton universality due to the decay chain t! bH + ! b�+ ��

could indicate the existence ofthe charged Higgsboson. Thisregion isin-

dicated by the labelH � ! �� in �g.30. Itsrightborderisde�ned by the

contourlineofR = 1:15,whereR wasde�ned in eq.(42).

By de�nition,ourcontourlinesdo nottake into accountchangesin the

acceptancesand e�ciencies,which areexpected in realisticexperim entalcon-

ditions,and depend on the Higgs m ass and on the detector. W e therefore

expectsom edeform ationsofourcontoursoncediscovery linesareextracted

from realisticexperim entalsim ulations[43,55].

As a last piece ofinform ation we also display in �g.30 the border of

theexpected discovery region atLEP II,which dependsrathersensitively,as

already discussed,on theassum ed valuesofthem achineenergy and lum inos-

ity.W ethen show tworepresentativelines:thelowerdashed linecorresponds

to �(e+ e� ! hZ;H Z;hA;H A)= 0:2pb at
p
s = 175 GeV,while the up-

per dashed line corresponds to �(e+ e� ! hZ;H Z;hA;H A) = 0:05pb at
p
s= 190GeV.

Using the result sum m arized in �g.30,we can draw severalim portant

qualitativeconclusions:

� The discovery potentials ofLEP and the LHC/SSC show a certain

com plem entarity. The discovery region atLEP coversalltan� values

atsm allvaluesofm A,and allm A valuesatsm allvaluesoftan�,while

atthe LHC/SSC one should be sensitive to the large tan�,large m A

region.

� One m ay ask whetherthe LHC and SSC,com bined with LEP II,can

explorethefullparam eterspaceoftheM SSM Higgssector,being sen-

sitive to atleastone signalin each pointofthe (m A;tan�)plane,for

allplausible valuesofm t and m ~q.Atpresent,thisquestion cannotbe

answered positively. The union ofthe regions where one should �nd

signalsatleastforoneHiggsboson doesnotcoverthewholeparam eter

space:the discovery region hasa hole in the m iddle ofthe param eter
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space. Forourparam eterchoice,the m ostdi�cultregion appearsto

be the cross-hatched area around m A = 150 GeV and tan� = 10.

Therefore we cannotclaim yetthe existence ofa ‘no-lose’theorem for

theM SSM Higgssearch.

� Onem ay alsoask ifthereareregionsofparam eterspacewhereonecan

�nd m ore than one signalfrom the M SSM Higgssector. The answer

is that around m A = 200 GeV and tan� < 5 one can discover h at

LEP IIand H atthe LHC/SSC in the four-lepton channel. There is

a som ewhatsm allerregion above m A = 200 GeV where one can also

�nd h in the and l channels.Furtherm ore,athigh valuesoftan�

(>� 20)and atm A > 200 GeV one m ay discover A and H in the ��

channeland h in the and l channels,although theseparation ofH

and A appearstobeim possible,duetotheiralm ostperfectdegeneracy

in m ass.Thispartoftheparam eterspaceisinaccessibleatLEP II.The

discovery region forH in the  and l; channels,corresponding to

low valuesofm A ,largely overlapswith theLEP IIdiscovery region and

with the discovery region related to charged-Higgs production in top

decays.In thelow tan�,for80GeV <� m A
<� 180GeV and m A

>� 2m t

one hasa signalatLEP IIand no signalatthe LHC and SSC,since

m h istoo sm allfordetection.

Finally,wewould liketo m akesom ecom m entson thetheoreticaluncer-

taintiesand on possiblefuturestudies.

Ourvaluesforthesignalratesdepend on severalphenom enologicalinput

param eters,asthe value ofthe bottom m ass,the parton-num ber densities

and the value of �S. The given cross-sections and branching ratios will

change ifthe inputparam eters are varied in theirallowed range. Also,for

som e production m echanism s,only the Born cross-sections are known. W e

estim ate thatthe theoreticalerrorsofthe calculated ratesvary from about

30% ,in the case ofthe  channel,up to abouta factorof2 when the bb�

ortt� production m echanism sareim portant.

W edid notstudy alle�ectsassociated to variationsoftheparam etersin

theSUSY (R-odd)sector.Itwould beinteresting to exam inethecasewhen

som e ofthe Higgsbosonsare allowed to decay into R-odd SUSY particles,

orthe e�ectsofsquark m ixing. M ore im portantly,serioussim ulation work

isstillneeded,in particularforthe�+ �� and thel channel.
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N ote added

Afterthecom pletion ofm ostofthework presented in thispaper,which was

anticipated in m anytalks[57],wereceived anum berofpapers[58,59]dealing

with di�erent subsets ofthe m aterialpresented here,and reaching sim ilar

conclusions. Reference [59]also containsthe generalization ofeqs. (21{27)

to the case ofarbitrary m ixing in the stop and sbottom m assm atrices,but

stillneglecting theD -term contributions.
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Figure captions

Fig.1:Contoursofm m ax
h (them axim um valueofm h,reached form A ! 1 ):

a)in the (m t;tan�)plane,form ~q = 1 TeV;b)in the (m t;m ~q)plane,

fortan� = m t=m b.

Fig.2:Contoursofm h in the(m A;tan�)plane,form ~q = 1TeV and a)m t =

120GeV,b)m t = 160GeV.

Fig.3:Contoursofm H in the(m A;tan�)plane,form ~q = 1TeV and a)m t =

120GeV,b)m t = 160GeV.

Fig.4:Contoursofm H � in the(m A ;tan�)plane,form ~q = 1 TeV.Thesolid

linescorrespond to m t = 120GeV,thedashed onesto m t= 160GeV.

Fig.5:Contours ofsin2�=cos2� in the (m A;tan�) plane,for m ~q = 1 TeV.

Thesolid linescorrespond to m t = 120GeV,thedashed onesto m t =

160GeV.

Fig.6:Contours ofcos2�=sin2� in the (m A;tan�) plane,for m ~q = 1 TeV.

Thesolid linescorrespond to m t = 120GeV,thedashed onesto m t =

160GeV.

Fig.7:Contours ofsin2(� � �) in the (mA;tan�) plane,for m ~q = 1 TeV.

Thesolid linescorrespond to m t = 120GeV,thedashed onesto m t =

160GeV.

Fig.8:Schem atic representation ofthe present LEP I lim its and ofthe fu-

ture LEP II sensitivity in the (m A ;tan�) plane, for m ~q = 1 TeV

and a) m t = 120 GeV, b) m t = 160 GeV. The solid lines corre-

spond to the present LEP I lim its. The dashed lines correspond to

�(e+ e� ! hZ;H Z;hA;H A)= 0:2pb at
p
s = 175 GeV,which could

beseen asaratherconservativeestim ateoftheLEP IIsensitivity.The

dash-dotted linescorrespond to �(e+ e� ! hZ;H Z;hA;H A)= 0:05pb

at
p
s= 190GeV,which could beseen asa ratheroptim isticestim ate

oftheLEP IIsensitivity.

Fig.9:TotalwidthsoftheM SSM Higgsbosons,asfunctionsoftheirrespective

m asses,form t= 140GeV,m ~q = 1TeV and tan� = 1:5;3;10;30:a)h;

b)H ;c)A;d)H � .
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Fig.10:Branching ratiosforh,asfunctionsofm h,form t = 140 GeV,m ~q =

1TeV and:a)tan� = 1:5;b)tan� = 30.

Fig.11:Branching ratiosforH ,asfunctionsofm H ,form t = 140 GeV,m ~q =

1TeV and:a)tan� = 1:5;b)tan� = 30.

Fig.12:Branching ratiosforA,asfunctionsofm A,form t = 140 GeV,m ~q =

1TeV and:a)tan� = 1:5;b)tan� = 30.

Fig.13:Branching ratiosforh,asa function ofm A ,form t = 140 GeV,m ~q =

1TeV and:a)tan� = 1:5;b)tan� = 30.

Fig.14:Branching ratios for H � ,as functions ofm H � ,for m t = 140 GeV,

m ~q = 1TeV and:a)tan� = 1:5;b)tan� = 30.

Fig.15:Cross-sectionsforneutralHiggsproduction,viathegluon-fusion m ech-

anism ,asfunctionsofthecorrespondingm assesand form t = 140GeV,

m ~q = 1TeV,tan� = 1:5;3;10;30:a)h,LHC;b)H ,LHC;c)A,LHC;

d)h,SSC;e)H ,SSC;f)A,SSC.QCD correctionsarenotincluded.

Fig.16:Cross-sectionsforh and H production,viatheW -fusion m echanism ,as

functionsofthecorresponding m asses,forthesam eparam eterchoices

asin �g.15:a)h,LHC;b)H ,LHC;c)h,SSC;d)H ,SSC.

Fig.17:Cross-sectionsforassociated b�b� production,asfunctionsofthecorre-

sponding Higgs m asses,forthe sam e param eter choices as in �g.15:

a)h,LHC;b)H ,LHC;c)A,LHC;d)h,SSC;e)H ,SSC;f)A,SSC.

Fig.18:Cross-sectionsforassociated W � production,asfunctionsofthecorre-

spondingHiggsm assesand forthesam eparam eterchoicesasin �g.15:

a)h,LHC;b)H ,LHC;c)h,SSC;d)H ,SSC.

Fig.19:Cross-sectionsforassociated t�t� production,asfunctionsofthecorre-

spondingHiggsm assesand forthesam eparam eterchoicesasin �g.15:

a)h,LHC;b)H ,LHC;c)A,LHC;d)h,SSC;e)H ,SSC;f)A,SSC.

Fig.20:Cross-sections tim es branching ratios for inclusive Higgs production

(the gluon-fusion,W -fusion,and b�b� contributions are sum m ed) and

decay in the  channel,forthe sam e param eterchoicesasin �g.15:

a)h,LHC;b)H ,LHC;c)A,LHC;d)h,SSC;e)H ,SSC;f)A,SSC.
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For the sake ofcom parison,the SM values are also indicated. QCD

correctionsto thegluon-fusion m echanism arenotincluded.

Fig.21:Signi�canceoftheinclusive� !  signal,in theplanede�ned by m �

and � � B R(� ! ),fortheCM S detectorproposalattheLHC,with

an energy resolution �E =E = [2% =
q

E (GeV)]+ 0:5% .Thesolid lines

are contours ofconstant S=
p
B ,where S is the signaland B is the

background. The dashed line correspondsto the SM Higgs,including

QCD correctionsto the gluon-fusion m echanism . Courtesy ofC.Seez

[43].

Fig.22:Contoursofconstantcross-sectionstim esbranchingratios,inthe(m A;tan�)

plane,fortheinclusive � !  channel:a)h,LHC;b)H ,LHC;c)h,

SSC;d)H ,SSC.Thechoiceofm t and m ~q isthesam easin �g.15,and

QCD correctionsto thegluon-fusion m echanism areincluded.

Fig.23:Cross-sectionsforassociated W � and t�t� production,tim esbranching

ratios forthe � !  channel,for the sam e param eter choices as in

�g.15:a)W h,LHC;b)W H ,LHC;c)W h,SSC;d)W H ,SSC;e)t�th,

LHC;f)t�tH ,LHC;g)t�tA,LHC;h)t�th,SSC;i)t�tH ,SSC;j)t�tA,SSC.

Forthesakeofcom parison,theSM valuesarealso indicated.

Fig.24:ContoursofconstantL� = [2�(t�t�)� B R(t! W b)+ �(W �)]� B R(� !

)� B R(W ! l�),forthesam echoiceofmt and m ~q asin �g.15:a)h,

LHC;b)H ,LHC;c)h,SSC;d)H ,SSC.

Fig.25:Cross-sectionsforinclusive H production (the gluon-fusion,W -fusion

and b�b� contributions are sum m ed) and decay in the Z�Z � ! 4l�

channel(l= e;�),forthesam eparam eterchoicesasin �g.15:a)LHC;

b)SSC.Forthesake ofcom parison,theSM valuesarealso indicated.

QCD correctionsto thegluon-fusion m echanism arenotincluded.

Fig.26:Contours ofconstant cross-sections tim es branching ratios for H !

Z �Z � ! 4l� ,for the sam e choice ofm ~q as in �g.15 and: a) m t =

140 GeV,LHC;b) m t = 140 GeV,SSC;c) m t = 120 GeV,LHC;

d)m t = 120 GeV,SSC;e) m t = 160 GeV,LHC;f)m t = 160 GeV,

SSC.QCD correctionsto thegluon-fusion m echanism areincluded.
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Fig.27:Cross-sectionstim esbranching ratiosfor� ! �+ �� ,forthe sam e pa-

ram eterchoicesasin �g.15:a)h,LHC;b)H ,LHC;c)A,LHC;d)h,

SSC;e)H ,SSC;f)A,SSC.Forthesakeofcom parison,theSM values

arealso indicated.

Fig.28:Contours of constant cross-sections tim es branching ratios for � !

�+ �� ,forthesam echoiceofm t and m ~q asin �g.15:a)h,LHC;b)H ,

LHC;c)A,LHC;d)h,SSC;e)H ,SSC;f)A,SSC.The verticallines

in c)and f)correspond to m A = 60GeV.

Fig.29:Contoursofconstant�R = [B R(t! H + b)� B R(H+ ! �+ ��)]=[B R(t!

W + b)� B R(W+ ! �+ ��)],form ~q = 1 TeV and: a) m t = 140 GeV;

b)m t = 120GeV;c)m t = 160GeV.

Fig.30:Pictorialsum m ary ofthe discovery potentialoflarge hadron colliders

form ~q = 1TeV and m t = 140GeV.
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