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trum , and include recent results on one-loop radiative corrections to
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1 Introduction

A1l available experin ental data in particle physics are consistent w ith the
Standard M odel (SM ) of strong and electroweak interactions, provided [I|]

91GeV < m < 180Ge&V (95% cib) @)
and
57GeV < m., (95% cibi); )

wherem ¢ and m » denote the m asses of the top quark and of the SM H iggs
boson, respectively. The lower lin ftson m and m . are obtained from un-—
successfiil direct searches at the Tevatron and LEP. The upper lin it on m ¢
is obtained as a consistency condition of the SM , after the inclusion of ra-
diative corrections, w ith the high-precision data on electroweak phenom ena.
Strong evidence for the existence of the top quark, w ith the quantum num —
bers predicted by the SM , is also provided by the precise m easurem ents of
the weak isospin ofthe bquark. In the case ofthe H iggsboson, the situation
is radically di erent. There is no experin ental evidence yet that the m ini-
malSM Higgsm echanisn isthe correct description ofelectroweak sym m etry
breaking. Fortunately, present and fiiture accelerators w ill give decisive con—
trbutions towards the experim ental solution of this problem . If the SM
description of the H iggs m echanisn is correct, LEP or the LHC and SSC
should be abl to nd the SM H iggsboson and study its properties.

D espie its ram arkable sucoesses, the SM can only be regarded as an
e ective low-energy theory, valid up to some energy scale at which it is
replaced by som e m ore findam ental theory. Certanly is less than the
Planck scale, M,  10° GeV, sihce one needs a theory of quantum gravity
to describbe physics at these energies. However, there are also argum ents,
orighating precisely from the study of the untested H iggs sector A, which
suggest that should rather be close to the Ferm iscale G ¢ = 300Gev.
T he essence of these argum ents is the ©llow ing. Triviality ofthe /¢ theory,
absence of Landau poles and perturbative unitarity inply that wihin the
SM m., < 600{800 G€&V . If one then tries to extend the validiy of the SM
to energy scales G ., oneis faced w ith the fact that in the SM there
is no symm etry to jastify the sn allness of the H iggs m ass w ith respect to

2For review s of H iggs boson physics see, eg., refs. B/3]



the (hysical) cuto . This is apparent from the fact that in the SM one-
Joop radiative corrections to the H iggs m ass are quadratically divergent; it
isknown as the naturalness (or hierarchy) problem ofthe SM .M otivated by
thisproblem , m uch theoreticale ort hasbeen devoted to nding descriptions
ofelectrow eak sym m etry breaking which m odify the SM at scales Gp
T he Ikely possibility of such m odi cations is the reason w hy, when discussing
the experim ental study ofelectrow eak sym m etry breaking, one should not be
con ned to the SM H iggs, but also consider altermatives to it, which m ight
have radically di erent signatures, and In som e cases be m ore di cul to
detect than the SM H iggs. O nly after a thorough study of these alternatives
can one be de nite about the validity of the socalled ho-lose theoram ¢,
stating that the physics signatures of electrow eak sym m etry breaking cannot
bem issed at LEP orthe LHC and SSC.

W hen oconsidering alternatives to them inim alSM H iggs sector, it isnatu-
ralto concentrate on m odels which are theoretically m otivated, phenom eno—
logically acosptable and calculationally wellde ned. The m ost attractive
possbility satisfying these criteria is the M Inim al Supersym m etric Standard
M odel M SSM ) []. This possibility is theoretically m otivated by the fact
that low -energy supersymm etry, e ectively broken in the viciniy ofthe elec-
trow eak scale, is the only theoretical fram ew ork that can naturally acocom m o—
date elem entary H iggs bosons. T he sin plest and m ost predictive realization
of low-energy supersymm etry is the M SSM , de ned by 1) m inin al gauge
group: SU (3)c SU @2}, U (1) ; 2) m InIn al particke content: three gener-
ationsofquarksand leptonsand two H iggsdoublts, plus their superpartners;
3) an exact discrete R -parity, which guarantees (perturbative) baryon—and
Ieptonnum ber conservation: R = +1 for SM particles and H iggs bosons,
R = 1 for their superpartners; 4) supersymm etry breaking param etrized
by explicit but soft breaking tem s: gaugino and scalarm asses and trilinear
scalar couplings.

Besides the solution of the naturalness problm , there are other virtues
of the M SSM which are not shared by m any other altematives to the SM
H iggs and should also be recalled to furtherm otivate our study. The M SSM
successfilly survives all the stringent phenom enological tests com Ing from
precision m easurem ents at LEP : In m ost of its param eter space, the M SSM
predictions for the LEP observables are extram ely close to the SM predic—
tions, evaluated fora relatively light SM H iggs §]. T his can be com pared, for
exam ple, w ith the sim plest technicolorm odels, which are ruled out by the re—



cent LEP data [{]. Again in contrast w ith m odels of dynam ical electrow eak
symm etry breaking, the M SSM has a high degree of predictivity, sihoe all
m asses and couplings of the H iggs boson sector can be com puted, at the
tree—level, In temm s of only two param eters, and radiative corrections can be
kept under control: in particular, cross-sections and branching ratios for the
M SSM H iggs bosons can be reliably com puted in perturbation theory. Fur-
them ore, it is ntriguing that the idea of grand uni cation, which fails In its
m Inin al non-supersym m etric in plem entation, can be successiilly com bined
w ith that of Jow -energy supersym m etry: m Inin al supersym m etric grand uni-

cation predicts a valie of sh?  (n ;) which is n good agreem ent w ith the
m easured one, and a value of the grand-uni cation m asswhich could explain
why proton decay has escaped detection so far {}]. F inally, as a conssquence
of R pariy, the lightest supersym m etric particle, which is typically neutral
and weakly Interacting, is absolutely stable, and thus a natural candidate for
dark m atter.

Any consistent supersym m etric extension ofthe SM requires at least two

H iggs doublets, in order to give m asses to all charged quarks and leptons and
to avoid gauge anom alies origihated by the spin-1=2 higgsinos. The M SSM
has jist two com plex H iggs doublets, w ith the follow ng SU (3)¢ SU 2},
U (1)y quantum numbers Q = T3, + Y ):

HY

H
1 H,

+
G2 1-2); B Iffg G2i+1=2): @)
O ther non-m inim alm odels can be constructed, but they typically increase
the num ber of param eters w ithout correspondingly ncreasing the physical
m otivation. For exam ple, the sim plest non-m inin alm odel {§] is constructed
by adding a sihgkt Higgs eld N and by requiring purely trilinear super—
potential couplings. In this m odel, the H iggs sector has already two m ore
param eters than in theM SSM .Foklore argum ents in favour ofthism odelare
that it avoids the introduction of a supersym m etry-preserving m ass param e—-
ter Gp "2 and that the hom ogeneity properties of its superpotential recall
the structure of som e superstring e ective theories. A closer look, how ever,
show s that these statam ents should be taken with a grain of salk. First, in
the low -energy e ective theory w ith softly broken global supersym m etry, the
supersym m etric m ass e ' would wellbe a rem nant of ocal supersym —
m etry breaking, ifthe underlying supergravity theory hasa suiable structure
of interactions []. M oreover, when embedded In a grand-uni ed theory, the



non-m nin alm odelw ith a singlet H iggs eld m ight develop dangerous insta—
bilities fI3]. A Iso, the trilinear N * superpotential coupling, which is usually
Invoked to avoid a m assless axion, is typically absent In string m odels. W e
therefore concentrate in this paper on the M SSM only.

T he previous considerations should have convinced the reader that the
H iggs sector of the M SSM  isworth a systam atic study In view of the forth-
com ing hadron colliders, the LHC and SSC .To perform such a study, onehas
to dealw ith the rich particle spectrum ofthe M SSM . A s discussed in m ore
detail Jater, the H iggs sector contains one charged H ) and three neutral
(;H ;A) physical states. At the classical level, all H iggs boson m asses and
couplings can be expressed In tem s of two param eters only, for exam plem »
and tan y=v; . Thism akes the discussion m ore com plicated than in the
SM , where the only free param eter In the H iggs sector is the H iggs m ass,
m . . In addition, when oconsidering production and decay of H iggs bosons,
the whole particle spectrum of the m odel has to be taken into acoount. As
In the SM , the top—quark m assm ¢ is an in portant param eter: barring the

ne-tuned cases ofa very light stop squark, or of charginos very close In m ass
tom =2, the lim its of eg. (1) are also valid in the M SSM [5]. Th contrast
w ih the SM , also the supersymm etric R -odd particles (squarks, sleptons,
gauginos, higgsinos) can play an in portant role in the production and decay
of supersym m etric H iggs bosons [1]. C learly, to keep track sin ultaneously
of all supersym m etric-particle m asses would be a di cult (@and confiising)
task. W e shall therefore concentrate, ©llow ing the approach of ref. 2], on
the lin ing case where all supersym m etricparticle m asses are heavy enough
not to play an In portant role in the phenom enology of supersym m etric H iggs
bosons. This is phenom enologically m eaningfiil, since one can argue that a
relatively light supersym m etricparticle spectrum is lkely to give indepen—
dent, detectablk signatures at LEP or at the LHC and SSC.

A notherm otivation frthe present study isthe recent realization [[3]that
tree—level form ulae for H iggsboson m asses and couplings can receive large
radiative corrections, dom inated by the exchange of virtual top and bottom
quarks and squarks In loop diagram s. Forexam pl, treeJlevel form ulae would
predict the existence of a neutral H iggsboson (h) lighter than the 7 . Ifthis
were true, there would be a chance of testing com pletely the M SSM  H iggs
sectorat LEP IT, w ith no need forthe LHC and SSC .H owever, m ;, can receive
a large positive shift by radiative corrections, which can push h beyond the
LEP IT discovery reach. Thism akes the LHC and SSC in portant, not only



for a possble con m ation ofa SUSY H iggs signalseen at LEP, but also for
the exploration of the param eter space naccessbl to LEP.

T he phenom enology ofthe SM Higgsatthe LHC [14{I6]and SSC [L7,18]
has been Intensely studied over the last years: a lot of e ort was required
to prove [14/15], at least on paper, that the combiation of LEP and the
LHC/SSC is su cient to explore the full theoretically allowed range of SM
H iggsm asses. H owever, those results cannot be directly applied to the neu—
tral states of the M SSM , since there are in portant di erences in the cou-
plings, and of course one needs to analyse ssparately the case of the charged
H iggs. Even in the case in which allthe R -odd supersym m etric particles are
very heavy, the H iggs sector of the M SSM represents a non-trivial extension
ofthe SM case. A 10 several studies of the M SSM H iggs sector have already
appeared in the literature. In particular, treeJdevel form ulae for the M SSM
H iggs boson m asses and couplings are available, and they have already been
used to com pute cross—sections and branching ratios for representative values
oftheM SSM param eters [3]. H owever, the existing analyses are not system —
atic enough to allow fora de nite conclision conceming the discovery poten—
tial of the LHC and SSC, even In the sin ple case of large sparticle m asses.
A lso, they do not include radiative corrections to H iggsboson m asses and
couplings. In thispaper we plan to help 1ling these two gaps. T he strategy
for a system atic study of neutral supersym m etric H iggs bosons at the LHC
was outlined in ref. [l2]: however, at that tin e radiative corrections were
not available, and also the branching ratio was incorrectly encoded In the
oom puter program . O ur goalw illbe to see f LEP and the LHC /SSC can be
sensitive to supersym m etric H iggsbosons in thewhole m, ;tan ) soace.

The structure of the paper is the llow ng. In sect. 2 we review the
theoretical structure of the H iggs sector of the M SSM , Including radiatively
corrected form ulae forH iggsboson m asses and couplings. In sect. 3 we survey
the present LEP T lim its, after the inclusion of radiative corrections, and the
plusble sensitivity of LEP II. In sect. 4 we present branching ratios and
w idths of neutral and charged supersym m etric H iggs bosons. In sect. 5 we
com pute the relevant cross-sections at the LHC and SSC, and In sect. 6 we
exam ne in som e detail the m ost prom ising signals for discovery. F inally,
sect. 7 contains a concliding discussion of our resuls and of prospects for
further work.



2 H iggsm asses and couplings in the M SSM

For a discussion of Higgsboson m asses and ocouplings in the M SSM , the
dbvious starting point is the treelevel H iggs potential 4]

Vo = m§ﬁ1f+m§ﬁ232+m§a{lH2+hﬁ:)
1 2 1 2
+§92 Hj~H,+ H{~H, +2—3g@ Hof T @)

where m2;m %;m ; are essentially arbitrary m ass param eters, g and g° are
the SU () and U (1) coupling constants, respectively, and ~ are the Pauli
m atrices. SU (2) indices are keft in plicit and contracted in the cbvious way.
It is not restrictive to choose m§ real and negative, and then the vacuum
expectation valuesv; HYiand v, HHJi realand positive.

T he physical states of the M SSM  H iggs sector are three neutral bosons
{wo CP-even, h and H , and one CP-odd, A) and a charged boson, H
A physical constraint com es from the fact that the combination 7 + vZ),
which detem Ines the W and Z boson m asses, m ust reproduce their m ea—
sured values. Once this constraint is In posed, in the Bom approxin ation
the M SSM H iggs sector contains only two Independent param eters. A con—
venient choice, which will be adopted throughout this paper, is to take as
Independent param eters m  , the physical m ass of the CP-odd neutral bo—
son, and tan y=vy, where v; gives m ass to charged lptons and quarks
of charge 1=3, y givesm ass to quarks of charge 2=3. The param eterm »
is essentially unconstrained, even if naturalness argum ents suggest that it
should be an aller than O (500 G&V ), whereas for tan the range pem ited
by modelcalculations is1  tan < Imn—; .

At the classical level, the m ass m atrix of neutral CP -even H iggs bosons
reads

" 2 2#
My OOtl tanl mTZJr tanl ootl mTA sh 2 ©)
and the charged-H iggs m ass is given by
m; =m; +m;:: (6)
From eq. {3), one cbtains
mi;H:%mzi-l_m% q(mzi+m§,)2 dmimZ o2 @)



da;s_;}j_o _ - 4
. v + uu;cGtt W™W ;27
e e ; ;
sin =cos s =sin sin ( )
0S =00Ss sin =sin cos ( )
i5ta.r1 l5COt 0

Tabl 1: Correction factors for the couplings of the M SSM neutral H iggs
bosons to farm ion and vector boson pairs.

and also cekbrated inequalities such asmy ;ma < My
my, < mp < myg .

,My < my < myg,
Sin ilarly, one can easily com pute all the H iggsboson
couplings by cbserving that the m ixing angle , required to diagonalize the
massm atrix @), is given by

2 2
ma my

s2 = o0s2 ; — < O: 8)

m2 m 2
For exam pl, the couplings of the three neutral H iggs bosons are easily ob—
tained from the SM H iggs couplings if one multiplies them by the -and
-dependent factors summ arized In table 1. T he ram aining tree-level H iggs-
boson couplings in the M SSM can be easily com puted and are sum m arized,
for exam ple, n ref. 1. An im portant consequence of the structure of the
classical H iggs potential of eq. ) is the existence of at Jeast one neutral
CP-even H iggs boson, weighing less than or about m ; and with approxi-
m ately standard couplings to the Z . This raised the hope that the crucial
experin ent on the M SSM H iggs sector could be entirely perform ed at LEP
IT W ith su cient centre-ofm ass energy, lum inosity and btagging e ciency),
and took som e Interest away from the Jarge hadron collider environm ent.



However, it was recently pointed out {[3] that the m asses of the H Iygs
bosons In the M SSM  are sub fct to large radiative corrections, associated
w ith the top quark and its SU (2) and supersym m etric par’mers'fi. Several
papers R0{23] have subsequently nvestigated various aspects of these cor-
rections and their in plications for experin ental searches at LEP . In the rest
ofthis section, we shall sum m arize and illustrate them ain e ects of radiative
corrections on H iggsboson param eters.

A s far as H iggsboson m asses and selfcouplings are concemed, a conve—
nient approxin ate way of param etrizing one-loop radiative corrections is to
substitute the treedevel H iggs potentialofeq. 4) with the oneJdoop e ective
potential, and to identify H iggsboson m asses and selfcouplings with the
appropriate com binations of derivatives of the e ective potential, evaluated
at the m inimum . The com parison with explicit diagram m atic calculations
show s that the e ective potential approxin ation ism ore than adequate for
our purposes. A lso, lngoection show s that the m ost In portant corrections
are due to loops of top and bottom quarks and squarks. At the m Inin um
W% =v,HJi=wv,H,;i= M, i= 0, and neglkcting intergenerational
m ixing, one obtains for the top and bottom quark and squark m asses the
fam iliar expressions

mi=hiv;; mp=hiv; ©

me, = mt+—(mé+mf])+—m§oos2
S
1 2 2 1 2 2 ? 2 2
E(mQ mg )+ E(Smw 5my ) cos2 +mi @A+ oot );
(10)
mém = mb+—(mé+m§) —méoosZ
S
1 2 2 1 2 2 ? 2 2
E(mQ mg ) E(‘kﬂw my ) Ccos2 +mg Ap+ tan )
11)

3P revious studies f_l-g%'] either neglected the case of a heavy top quark, or concentrated
on the violations of the neutralfl iggs m ass sum rule w ithout com puting corrections to
IndividualH iggsm asses.



In egs. Q) to @1), h. and hy, are the top and bottom Yukawa couplings,
andmg;my;mp are soft supersymm etry-breaking squark m asses. The pa—
rameters A, Ap and , which detemm ine the am ount of m ixing in the stop
and soottom m ass m atrices, are de ned by the trilinear potential temm s
hA @tLH) Bt H,)+ he, hAyBBFLH) &P, H,; )+ hc:and by
the superpotentialmassterm  HH) H, H, ), respectively.

To sin plify the discussion, In the llow ng we w ill take a universal soft
supersym m etry-oreaking squark m ass,

_ 2 _ 2 2.
mg=mg =mp mg ; 12)

and we w ill assum e negligble m ixing in the stop and soottom m assm atrices,
A=Ay = =20: 13)

Fom ulae valid for arbitrary values of the param eters can be found in refs.
P2,.23), but the qualitative features corresponding to the param eter choice
ofegs. {12) and ([3) are representative of a very large region of param eter
goace. In the case under consideration, and neglecting D -term contrdoutions
to the eld-dependent stop and sbottom m asses, the neutral CP -even m ass
m atrix ism odi ed at one loop as follow s

MZI= M2 + 0 , (14)
2
where .
2 _ 3g2mlil> bgmblmbz . (15)
1 ’
16 *m; cos my
2 2
2 _ 39—2m3 :Iog_mtlm © (16)
2 ;
16 2m2 sin? m ¢

From the above expressions one can easily derive the one-loop-corrected
eigenvaluiesmy, and my , aswell as the m ixing angle  associated w ith the
one-loop-corrected m assm atrix (14). The one-Jdoop-corrected charged H iggs
m ass is given instead by

m2 =mi +mi+ % a7

10



where, ncluding D term contributions to stop and soottom m asses,

2 _ 39°
64 2sin® cof m2
8

Cwp mp g JmE mposit )R L o)
m 2 m2 =] B
=] E’l 9
m2m2 h i om?m?2 h i=
2y fl) f@m) 2 fm))  f@) (18)
mg  my mg my i
and !
2
2 2 m
fm?)=2m? bg— 1 : (19)

Them ost strking fact in egs. @4){ ((9) is that the correction 3 is propor-
tionalto fmi=m2 ). This mplies that, orm. i the range ofeg. (1), the
treelevel predictions form, and my can be badly violated, and so for the
related nequalities. T he other free param eter ism 4, but the dependence on
it ismuch m ider. To illustrate the in pact ofthese results, wedisplay n g.1
contours ofthem axin um allowed value ofm, (rached form, ! 1 ), in the
fme;tan ) and my;m4) planes, xingm g = 1TeV and tan = m=my, re-
soectively. In the ollow ing, w hen m aking num ericalexam pleswe shallalways
choose the representative valuem 4, = 1 TeV . To plot di erent quantities of
physical Interest iIn the (m , ;tan ) plane, which is going to be the stage of
the follow Ing phenom enological discussion, one needs to  x also the value of
m . In this paper, whenever an illustration of the m . dependence is needed,
we work wih the two representative valuiesm . = 120;160 G&V, which are
signi cantly di erent but well within the range of eq. (). O themwise, we
work w ith the single representative valulem = 140G eV . Asan exam pl, we
show In gs.2{4 contoursof constant m,,my ,andmy inthe Mm,;tan )
plane. Here and in the follow ng we vary m . and tan in the ranges

0 ma 500Gev; 1 tan 50: (20)

T he e ective-potentialm ethod allow s us to com pute also the leading cor-
rections to the trlinear and quadrilinear H iggs sslfocouplings. A detailed
discussion and the fiill diagram m atic calculation will be given elsewhere.
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Here we jast give the form of the kading radiative corrections to the trilin—
ear hAA, HAA, and H hh couplings, which will play an in portant role in
the subsequent discussion ofH iggsboson branching ratios. One nds R3,24]

hAA = EAA+ hAA 7 HAA = gAA+ HARA 7 Hhh = ghh+ Hhh 7
21)
where .
0 gm 7 .
= ——oos2 sin( + ; 22
hAA ZCOSW ( )I ( )
0 igm 4
= ———— os2 cos( + ; 23
HAA 2008 4 ( ); 23)
ghh= ﬂgsm( + )sinh2 oos( + )oos2 1; (24)
2008 y

and, neglecting the bottom Yukawa coupling and the D -temm contridbutions
to squark m asses
2

ign, 3¢ y cos o mi - mZ+m?

hAaa = . 7 @5)
2cos y 8 2 sin® m & m?2
. . 4 2 2
_ ign, 3¢ y sh o m; mg+mg oe
HAA = 2 3 2 o7 (26)
2008 y 8 sin my h
_ igm, 3 g y o sh m; 3 mZ+m? R m 2
H hh — . 4
2008 y 8 2 sin® m m 2 mZ+mg
@7)

N otice that, besides the obvious explicit dependence, in egs. €1){ £71) there is
also an in portant in plicit dependence on m  and m 4, via the angle , which
isdeterm ined from them assm atrix ofegs. (14){ {L§). W e also em phasize that
neglcting the D ~tem s in the stop and soottom m assm atrices is guaranteed
to give accurate results only form my.Form. my , one should m ake
sure that the lnclusion ofD -tem s does not produce signi cant m odi cations
of our results. In the case of the h and H m asses, and of the m ixing angle

, com plkte form ulae are availabl, and this chedk can be easily perform ed.
In the case of the hAA, HAA and H hh couplings, com plkte formulae are
not yet availabl. For the phenom enologically m ost in portant coupling at
the LHC and SSC, unn, we have explicitly checked that the inclusion of
D —temm s does not produce in portant m odi cations of our resuls.
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F inally, one should consider H iggs couplings to vectorbosonsand ferm ions.
T ree-Jlevel couplings to vector bosons are expressed in tem s of gauge cou—
plings and of the angles and . Them ost In portant part of the radiative
corrections is taken Into acoount by using one-loop-corrected form ulae to de—
term ne  from the nput param eters. O ther corrections are at m ost of order
g’m2=mZ and can be safely neglcted for our purposes. T reelevel couplings
to fermm jons are expressed In tem s of the ferm ion m asses and of the angles
and . In this case, the lading radiative corrections can be taken into ac—
count by using the one-loop-corrected expression for and running fermm ion
m asses, evaluated at the scale Q which characterizes the process under con—
sideration. This brings us to the discussion of the renom alization group
evolution ofthe top and bottom Yukawa couplings in theM SSM . A sbound-
ary conditions, weassum easusualthatm () = myandmy M) = my, with
my = 48 G&V and m: num erical nput param eters. A s stated in the Intro—
duction, we assum e In thispaper that all supersym m etric particles are heavy.
Then, shce we want to com pute H iggsboson production cross-sections and
branching ratios, we are Interested In the standard renom alization group
evolution ofh¢ Q) hy Q)] from Q =m¢ R = myJtoQ ' my ;my,which
is dom inated by gluon loops.
To illustrate the behaviour of the H iggs couplings to vector bosons and
ferm ions, as functions of the nput param eters, we show In gs. 5{7 contours
inthe fm, ;tan ) plane of som e of the correction factors appearing in tabl,.

3 LEP lim its and im plications

In this section, we brie y sum m arize the In plications of the previous results
on M SSM H iggs boson ssarches at LEP I and LEP II.Partial results were
already presented in refs. R122].

A salready clear from treelevel analyses, the relevant processes forM SSM
Higgs boson searches at LEP Tare Z ! hZ and Z ! hA, whith phy
a com plm entary role, since their rates are proportional to sin® ( ) and
0o ( ), respectively. An in portante ect of radiative correctionsiP3]isto
allow , for som e values of the param eters, thedecay h ! AA, which would be
kinem atically forbidden according to treedevel form ulae. E xperim ental lim its
w hich take radiative corrections into account have by now been obtained by
the four LEP oollborations P5], using di erent m ethods to present and
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analyse the data, and di erent ranges of param eters in the evaluation of
radiative corrections. A schem atic representation of the presently exclided
region ofthe (m, ;tan ) plane, for the standard param eter choices discussed
in sect. 2, isgiven in  g. 8, where the solid lines correspond to our na vé,
extrapolation of the exclusion contour given in the st of refs. R5]. For
a discussion of the precise experin ental bounds, we refer the reader to the
abovem entioned experin ental publications.

The situation in which the im pact of radiative corrections is m ost dra—
m atic is the search for M SSM H iggs bosons at LEP II. At the tine when
only tree-level form ulae were available, there was hope that LEP could com —
plktely test theM SSM H iggs sector. A ccording to treelevel form ulae, in fact,
there should always be a CP-even H iggs boson w ih m ass an aller than ()
orvery closeto (H ) m ;, and signi cantly coupled to the Z boson. H owever,
as should be clear from the previous section, this result can be com pltely
upset by radiative corrections. A detailed evaluation of the LEP II discov—
ery potential can be m ade only if crucial theoretical param eters, such as the
top-quark m ass and the various soft supersym m etry-breaking m asses, and ex—
perin entalparam eters, such asthe centre-ofm ass energy, the lum inosiy and
the btagging e ciency, are speci ed. Taking Prexample =~ s= 190 G&V,
m.~> 110 G &V, and our standard values for the soft supersym m etry-breaking
param eters, In the region oftan signi cantly greater than 1, the associated
production of a Z and a CP-even H iggs can be pushed beyond the kine-
m atical lim i. A ssociated hA production could be a usefiil com plem entary
signal, but cbviously only orm, + ma < = s. Associated H A production
is typically negligble at these energies. To give a m easure of the LEP IT
sensitivity, we plot In  g. 8 contours associated w ith two benchm ark val-

ues of the total crosssection (€'e ! hZ ;HZ ;hA;HA). The dashed
lines corespond to = 02pb at~ s = 175 GeV, which could be seen as
a rather conservative estim ate of the LEP II sensitivity. The dash-dotted
lines correspond to = 0:05pb atp§ = 190 G&V, which could be s=en as

a rather optin istic estin ate of the LEP II sensitivity. In com puting these
cross-sections, we have taken Into acoount the nite 72 width, but we have

“ We tted the experim ental exclision contours, corresponding to my = 140 Ge&V
and the other param eters as chosen here, wih two num erical values for (@ ! hZ )
and (Z ! hA). W e have then com puted radiative corrections for the two values ofm¢
considered here, assum Ing that the variations in experin entale ciencies are sm allenough
not to a ect our results signi cantly.
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neglected initial state radiation, which leads to suppression near threshold.
A m ore accurate estin ate of the LEP II sensitivity can be found in ref. P4].
O f course, one should keep in m ind that there is, at least In principle, the
possibility of further extending the maxinum LEP energy up to values as
high as ™ s ’ 230{240 GeV, at the price of iIntroducing m ore (and m ore
perform Ing) superconducting cavities into the LEP tunnel P1].

In summ ary, a signi cant region ofthe param eter space forM SSM H iggses
could be beyond the reach of LEP II, at last if one sticks to the reference
centre-ofm ass energy © s < 190 G&V . T he precise know Jedge of this region
is certainly In portant for assessing the com bined discovery potential of LEP
and LHC /SSC, but it does not a ect the m otivations and the techniques of
our study, devoted to LHC and SSC searches. W hether ornot a H iggsboson
w illbe found at LEP in the future, we want to investigate the possibilities of
searching for all the H iggs states of the M SSM  at Jarge hadron colliders, in
the whole region ofparam eter space w hich isnot already excluded at present.
Even if a neutral H iggs boson is found at LEP, w ith properties com patible
w ith the SM H iggsboson w ithin the experin ental errors, it w illbe in possible
to exclude that belongsto theM SSM sector. The LHC and SSC could then
ply a ok In Investigating its properties and in looking for the rem aining
states ofthe M SSM .

Sin ilar considerations can bem ade for charged-H iggs searchesat LEP IT
with® 5< 190 GeV . In view ofthe ° threshold fitorin € e ! H'H ),
and of the large background from e'e ! W *W , it will be di cult to

nd theH atLEP ITunkssmy < my ,and certainly in possibl unless
m,; < s=2.Wealoknow 3,20]that forgeneric values of the param eters
there are no large negative radiative corrections to the charged-H iggs m ass
fomula, eq. ). A comparison of gs. 4 and 8 indicates that there is very
little hope of nding the charged H iggs boson of the M SSM at LEP IT (or,
stated di erently, the discovery of a charged H iggs boson at LEP IT would
m ost probably rule out theM SSM ).

4 Branching ratios
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4.1 NeutralH iggs bosons

T he branching ratios of the neutral H iggs bosons of the M SSM were sys—
tem atically studied in ref. {[4], using the treelevel form ulae form asses and
couplings available at that tin e'fl (orevious work on the sub fct is summ a—
rized in ref. B]). Here we present a system atic study which inclides the
radiative corrections described in sect. 2. A s usually done for the SM H iggs
boson, we consider the twobody decay channels

h;H ;A ! 6(:;[13;1?(:;+ ;997 s WW ;2 2 ;72 (28)

For consistency, we m ust also consider decays w ith one or two H iggs bosons
in the nalstate

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

O n the other hand, we neglect here possible decays of M SSM H iggs bosons
Into supersym m etric particlkes: as previously stated, we consistently assum e
a heavy spectrum ofR -odd particles, so that only R -even ones can be kine—
m atically accessible in the decays ofh;H ; and A . W e perform our study in
the fram ework ofM SSM param eter space, w ith the representative param eter
choices illustrated In sect. 2. The e ects of changing the m ass of the top
quark, and the sensitivity to squark m asses In the high-m ass region, w illalso
be brie y discussed.

The partial w idths for the decays of eq. (§) that correspond to tree-
level diagram s can be cbtained from the corresponding form ulae for the SM
Higgs boson (for a summ ary, see ref. B]), by sinply muliplying the vart
ous am plitudes by the supersym m etric correction factors listed In table 1.
For decays that are describbed by loop diagram s, however, in the M SSM
one has to nclude som e contrbutions that are absent in the SM . D iagram s
corresoonding to the exchange ofR -odd supersym m etric particles give negli-
gible contributions to the corresponding partialw idths, in the lim it ofheavy
supersym m etricparticle m asses that we have chosen for our analysis (n ac—
cordance w ith intuitive ideas about decoupling) . O ne m ust also include the
charged-H iggs loop contributions to the and Z nal states. W hen con—
sidering instead the processes ofeq. £9), we in prove the tree-level form ulae

5A Iso, the partialw idths for the decaysh;H ;A ! werea ected by num ericalerrors.
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of ref. [3] not only with the selfenergy corrections to the m king angke ,
but also w ith the vertex corrections ofegs. £1){ 7).

QCD P8]and ekctroweak R3] radiative corrections to the ferm jon-anti-
ferm ion and the W W , ZZ channels have been recently com puted for the
SM Higgsboson, ' . They have been found to be amn all (less than 20% ),
w ith the exosption of the QCD oorrections to the decays into cham and
bottom quark pairs, which are large because of munning-quark-m ass e ects.
W e then included the QCD ocorrections as describbed In ref. {I4]. Onemay
also wonder w hether running-m ass e ects induced by the large top Yukawa
coupling could give further in portant e ects. However, one can easily see
that these e ects give corrections which are certainly less than 20% .

The QCD oorrection to ’ ! is also availabl, and known to be negli-
gbly anall 8(]. Sizeable Q CD corrections are found, how ever, for the decay
’ | gg B1]. Although this e ect is not inportant for the branching ratio
study, sihce ’ ! gg isneither the dom inant decay m ode nor a usefill channel
for detection, it still has to be included in the production cross-section ofh
via the twogluon fiision m echanism .

A nother general and wellknown property of the M SSM is that the self-
Interactions of the H iggs bosons are controlled, m odulo the logarithm ic cor-
rections discussed in sect. 2, by the SU (2) and U (1) gauge couplings. T here—
fore, the total widths of allM SSM H iggs bosons, displayed In  g. 9, stay
below 10 G&V in the whol param eter space we have considered.

Them ost In portant branching ratios for the neutralM SSM H iggsbosons
are shown, as a function of the m ass of the decaying particle, n gs. 10{12.
To avoid excessive proliferation of gures, we consider the two representative
values

tan = 15;30; (30)

and for each of these we vary m 5 between the experim ental lower bound of
g.8m, " 59GeV fortan = 15,m, " 44GeV Prtan = 30) and the
upper bound ofeg. @€0), assumingm .= 140GeV andmy= 1 TeV.

W e consider rst the branching ratios ofh ( g.10). W e can clarly see
the e ect of radiative corrections on the allowed range ofm ;, for the given
valuiesoftan .Form, < 25Ge&V,thedecay h ! AA can be kinem atically
allowed and even becom e the dom nant m ode. This decay channel was in —
portant at LEP I, but since the corresponding region of param eter space is
already exclided by experin ent, this decay m ode does not appear in g. 10.
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The dom inant decay mode is then h ! Ko, whereas the * m ode has a
branching ratio of about 8% throughout the relkvant part of the param eter
sace. In g. 10, one Inm ediately notices the rather stesp slopes for the
cc and branching ratios plotted versus my,, w ith Jarger e ects for larger
values oftan : their origin can be understood by looking at gs. 2 and 5{7,
which show how m 4 and the h couplings to heavy ferm ions and vector bosons
vary In the m,;tan ) plne.

Ifthe SM Higgs boson is in the interm ediate m ass region, m» = 70{140
G &V, at large hadron colliders a m easurable signalcan be obtained via the
m ode. Since them assofthe light H iggsh is ndeed below or Inside this region,
the m ode is also crucial for the M SSM  H iggs search. Furthem ore, the

branching ratio as a function ofthe H iggsm ass exhibits a rather peculiar
behaviour, not only forh but also forH and A, so a m ore detailkd discussion
is in order. T he partialw idth is given by

22 m?3 X 2 4m 2
! = —— I (; ; .= =; 31
where = h;H;A and i= £f;W ;H ;f;~ indicates the contributions from

ordinary ferm ions, charged gauge bosons, charged H iggs bosons, sfermm ions
and charginos, respectively. T he fiinctions I ( ') are given by

I = FlzZ(f)NCfeng;
L/\] = Fl(w )RW ’
m g
L = FO(H)RHmzl
2
Z
I, = Fo( NeefR_—5;
£
My
I. = F,( )RNm ; (32)

where N+ is 1 for (s)kptons and 3 Por (s)quarks, and the subscripts of the
com plex functionsF 7, ( ), Fi,( ), Fo( ), and F; ( ), which were caloulated
in ref. 824], indicate the spin of the particles running in the loop. In the case
of spin-1=2 particls, the contribution is di erent for CP-even and CP-odd
neutral H iggses. The symbols R; denote the appropriate correction factors
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for the M SSM H iggs couplings: for i= £;W they are given In tablk 1, for
i= H ;f;~ they can be found, forexam ple, in Appendix C ofref. 1. TheW
contribution dom nates the h ! decay rate. The function F; is lJarge at
and above = l.FortheW contrbution = 4nf =m? > 1, and Increasing
m , gives Increasing values ofF'; . T he stesp dependence ofthe branching ratio
on my is a consequence of the fast change of sin? ( ) asm, is increased
for xed tan . This is further enhanced by the fact that the large Interval
100GeV < m, 500 G &V ism apped into a very an all interval (@ few G&V)
Inmy. W eelicdate thise ect by plotting In  g. 13 the branching ratios of
h as a function ofm , , for the sam e values of the param eters as in g. 10.
W e can see that the tip of the gg;cc and curves n  g. 10 ism apped Into
a ong plateau In  g. 13. W e can also observe that in a Jarge region of the
param eter space the h ! branching ratio has a value som ewhat an aller
than (but com parable to) the corresponding branching ratio fora SM H iggs
ofmassm . This is due to the fact that all the h couplings tend to the SM
H iggs couplings form , m 5 ; however, for the h couplings to ferm ions the
approach to the asym ptotic value is mudch slower than for the h couplings
to vector bosons, as can be seen from gs.5to 7. In g. 13, the branching
ratios forthe W W and Z Z decays are also plotted, whereas they were
om ited In  g. 10 In order to avold excessive crow ding of curves. However,
for our param eter choice they have little interest at large hadron colliders,
because of the an all production rates and the large backgrounds.

The branching ratios of the heavy Higgs boson H , depicted In g. 11,
have a rather com plicated structure. W e m ake here four rem arks.

i) The m ode has a steeply decreasing branching ratio w ith increasing
my , except at an all values of tan  and at the lower kinem atical 1lim it of
my , where one or more of the AA, ZA and hh decay channels are open.
The steep 211 of the branching ratio at large values of tan can be

easily understood. The partialwidth H ! ) is dom inated by the W
contribution, proportional to cos’ ( ).Aswecan seein g.7, co$ (
) decreases very fast, for increasihg my , at xed values of tan . This

steep decrease is slightly com pensated by the ncrease of F'1 (y ) at 1,
which hasa peak at the W threshodmy = 2my . Anocther peak in the
branching ratio is cbtained, for anallvaluesoftan ,atmy = 2m, where
the top-quark loop gives the dom inant contribution.

i) The ocom plicated structure in the H branching ratio curves ism ainly
due to the H ! hh channel. Formy < 2m, and not too high values
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of tan , this decay m ode is dom inant whenever kinem atics allows. This
channel is always open at the lower kinem atical 1im it ofM 4 . Increasing M y
a little bit, however, i m ay becom e strongly suppressed, because for smn all
Increasing values ofm 5 the value ofm ,, rses faster than that ofm y , so that
the channel can becom e kinam atically closed. O bviously, for su ciently high
valies ofm y the channel is always open. At high values oftan , them ass
region at the lowerkinem aticallm twhere H ! hh isopen becom es sn aller
and an aller, explaining the presence of the alm ost vertical Ine in g.11. A
further structure is present in this decay channel due to the coupling factor

mhn [2e egs. @4) and @7)]. There are relatively anall valies ofmy at
whith yunn accidentally vanishes. Furthem ore, for very large values ofm y
andtan onehas ' 0, ' =2,and thercbre 4, ’ 0. Unfortunately,
even when it is dom inant, thism ode has very large backgrounds, so it seem s
unlkely to give a m easurable signal at lJarge hadron colliders. TheH ! AA
m ode is kinem atically allowed only for values ofm, below 50{60 G&V, In
which case it can have a large branching ratio, com peting w ith the one for
H ! hh.TheH ! ZA mode is kinem atically allowed only In the region of
param eter space which is already excluded by the LEP Idata.

i) H can decay at tree level into 27 ! 1I'1 I' 1 , which is the Yold—
plated’ signature for the SM H iggs boson. Unfortunately, in the case of H
the branching ratio is an aller, and it decreases fast wih ncreasing tan
and/orm, . Foranalltan and 2m, < my < 2m, thism ode is suppressed
by the competition wih H ! hh, and this e ect is further enhanced by
the inclusion of the radiative correction ofeq. £27), which typically gives an
additional 50% suppression. N evertheless, aswe shall see in the next section,
the fourdepton channel can give a m easurable signal in som e an all region of
the param eter soace.

7) The decay into tt is dom nant above threshold at m oderate values of
tan . But above tan 8 or so the bm ode ram ains dom inant and *
has the typical 10% branching ratio.

F inally, we discuss the branching ratiosofA , shown in g.12. The one
isalways an all, although at snalltan and slightly below the top threshold,
mp 2m, it reachesavalie 8 10%, which m ay give am easurable signal
In a anall island of the param eter space. The behaviour of the A !
branching ratio can be easily understood by taking into account that the
partial w idth is dom inated by the top loop contrlbution. Two features are
in portant here. F irst, the function F;, ( ) appearing in eg. {32) hasa strong
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enhancem ent at 1. Furthem ore, the tA ooupling gives a suppression
factor 1=(tan )? for ncreasing values of tan

At anallervaliesofm , and tan , there is a substantial branching ratio
to Z h, which however does not look particularly prom ising for detection at
large hadron colliders, because of the very large Z Ido background. W e can see
that all the dom inant decay m odes of the A boson corresoond to channels
which are overw helm ed by very large background, exoept perhaps the *
m ode, which, aswe shall see in the next section, m ay give a detectable signal
for very high values of tan

W ehave studied the neutralH iggsbranching ratiosalsoatm = 120;160;180 G &V .
Increasing the top m asshastwom apre ects. First, them axinum value of
my Ihcreases (see g.1l). Next, owng to the increased value of the top
threshold, the structure generated by the opening of the top decay channel
is shifted to higher m ass values. W e also note that varying m 4 in the range
05{2 TeV hasnegliglbl e ects on the branching ratio curves of gs.10{12.
Finally, if one choosesm and m 4 so large that m, > 130 Ge&V,theW W
and Z Z branching ratios can becom e relevant also forh.

42 Charged H iggs boson

In the case of the charged H iggs boson, we considered only the two-body
decay channels

H" ! &; ' ;to;wW *h: 33)
T reelevel form ulae for the corresoonding decay rates can be found, for in-
stance, in ref. 3]. Loop-induced decayssuchasH* ! W * ;W *Z have very
am allbranching ratios {33] and are not relevant for experin ental searches at
the LHC and SSC . Radiative corrections to the charged-H iggsboson m ass
form ula were included according to egs. {17) and {1§). The H*W h cou-
pling, proportional to cos( ), was evaluated w ith the one-loop corrected
valuieof .The ladingQCD correctionsto theH *btand H * s¢ verticeswere
param etrized, follow ing refs. (34], by running quark m asses evaluated at a
scale Q my . The resulting branching ratios for the charged H iggs boson
aredisplayed in g.14, fortan = 15; 30 and the standard param eter choice
my= 140GeV,m4= 1TeV.One can see that the dom nant factora ecting
the branching ratios isthemy = m+ my threshold. Above threshold, the
to m ode is dom inant for any value of tan  w ithin the bounds of eq. £0).
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Below threshod, the dom mant mode is * , wih the com peting m ode cs
becom ing m ore suppressed for higher values of tan . For am all values of
tan ,theW "h decay m ode can also be in portant, and even dom inate, in
alinited my interval, ifthe W " h threshod opens up bebre the tb one.
T he exact position ofthe two thresholds on them ; axis depends of course
on tan , m¢, and m4. Ik is just a numerical coincidence that In  g. 14a
the two thresholds correspond alm ost exactly. For ncreasing valies ofm y
and tan , the num erical relevance of the W * h branching ratio rapidly dis-
appears, because of the cos ( ) suppression factor in the corresponding
partialw idth.

T he total charged H iggsboson w idth is shown, asa function ofmy and
fortan = 1:5;3;10;30, in g.9d. Agai one can see the e ects of the th
threshold, and also the tan -dependence of the couplings to fem ions. In
any case, the charged Higgswidth remains anallerthan 1 GeV formy <
me+ my,and snallerthan 10GeV formy < 500G €&V.

5 N eutralH iggs production cross-sections
There is only a lim ited num ber of parton-level processes which can give In—

teresting rates for the production of the M SSM neutral H iggs bosons ( =
h;H ;A ) at proton-proton supercolliders:

gtg! (34)

gt qgq! g+g+w +W ! g+gt+ ; (35)
g+ g or g+ g! b+ b+ ; (36)

g+ g or g+qg! t+t+ ; 37)

g+tg! W @Z)+ (38)

where g denotes any quark avour. These processes are controlled by the
H iggs couplings to heavy quarks and gauge bosons, whose essential fea-
tureswere summ arized In tabl 1. W e brde y discuss here the corresponding
cross—sections and the status of their theoretical description, em phasizing the
features which are di erent from the SM case. W e shall always adopt the
HM RSB structure functions B§lwih ® = 190M ev .
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G luon fusion. In the SM, gg ! {36] is the dom mant production
m echanisn , the m ost in portant diagram being the one associated w ith the
top-quark loop. In theM SSM , this isnot always the case, since the correction
factors of table 1 give In general suppression for the top contrbution and
enhancem ent for the bottom one, and stop and sbottom loops could also
phly a k.

The ading-order am plitudes for the gluon-flision processes are deter-
m ined by the functions of egs. 2), with top, bottom , stop and soottom
Interm ediate states. Form4 = 1 TeV, the squark contributions are very
sm all, ow ing to the suppression factorm 7 =m Z in the corresponding I func-
tions. For large values of tan , the bottom ocontribution can com pete w ith
the top one and even becom e dom nant.

Q CD oorrections to the gluon-fiision cross-section were recently evaluated
in ref. B1], fora SM Higgs in them ass region below the heavy-quark thresh—
old. In this region, Q CD oorrections increase the top contribution by about
50% . To a good approxin ation, the buk of Q CD oorrections can be taken
Into acoount by perform ing the replacem ent

| | | E 2 S5
olgg! ) ! o@! ) 1+ 2+ ; (39)

at the renom alization scale Q = m . This calculation, unfortunately, is
not valid above the heavy-quark threshold, a region which is relevant for
the bottom ocontribution and for the top contrdbution to H ;A production,
whenmy ;ma > 2m . Even below the heavy-quark threshold, the SM QCD

corrections are applicable to h and H production, but not to A production,
because of the additional s factor appearing at the A dqg vertex. In view of
thisnot com pletely satisfactory statusofQ CD corrections, we calculate, con—
servatively, the top contribution w ithout Q CD corrections. H owever, when
discussing the detectability of the di erent physics signals, we shall take into
acoount the resuls of ref. [31], when applicabke. In the case of the bottom

contrdbution, we use the running m ,, which leads to suppression.

In g.15we display crosssections forgg ! ( = h;H ;A), as functions
ofm ,fortan = 1:5;3;10;30and forLHC and SSC energies. The SM H iggs
cross-section is also shown for com parison. For large values of tan  and not
too high values ofm , the cross-sections can be enhanced w ith respect to the
SM value. Thise ect is due to the enhanced bottom -quark contribution, as
apparent from tabl 1 and g.5. The fast disappearance of this e ect for
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Increasing H iggs m asses is due to the fast decrease of the function F,_, ()

as , ! 0. W hen the neutral H iggs couplings to fermm ions are SM -lke, the
gluon-fusion cross-sections approach the SM value, and are always dom nated
by the top contrbution. T he changes in the slopes ofthe curvesin g.15 are
due to the com peting top and bottom contrbutions. In particular, one can
notice an im portant threshold e ect, form 2m., in the processgg ! A,
which can bring the corresponding cross-section above the SM value for low
tan .
Asa nalrem ark, we notice that the LHC and SSC curves In g.15 have
very sin ilar shapes, wih a scaling factor which is detem ined by the gluon
Jum nosity and uniform ly increases from 25 atm 100 GeV to 5at
m 500G &v.

W fiusion. Th the SM case, the W —fiision m echanisn [37] can com pete
w ith the glion—fision m echanism only for a very heavy m. > 500 Ge&V)
H iggs boson, ow ing to the enhanced W (W ,/ ocoupling and to the rlative
Increase of the quark num berdensities. Tn the M SSM , the correction factors
for the ocouplings to vector boson pairs (see tabk 1 and g.7) are always
an allerthan 1, so that theM SSM W —fusion cross-sections are always an aller
than the SM one.

W e illustrate this In g. 16, where W_-fusion crosssections for h and H
are digplayed, for the same tan and pE valies as n g. 15. For both
h and H , the SM cross—section is approached from below in the regions of

param eter space w here sin? ( ) ! 1 and sif ( ) ! 0, respectively. Tn
gs.1l6b and 16d, form 5 ! 0 there is a positive lower bound on sin® ( )
(s=e g.7), r& ecting the fact that at the tree level ! In this 1 i,

0 the SM value is actually never reached. For increasing my , one can
notice the fast decoupling of H from W -pairs, as already observed when
discussing the totalw idth. In leading order, A does not couple to W -pairs.
A non-vanishing cross-section could be generated at one loop, but such a
contrbution is com pletely negligble, since even orh and H the W —fusion
cross-section is am all (< 20% ) com pared w ith the gluon—-fusion cross-section.
F inally, we observe that the LHC and SSC cross—sections of g.16 di erby
an overallfactor 3 in the phenom enologically relevant region, m = 70{140
Gev.
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A ssociated o production. Thismechanism isunim portant in the
SM , since its cross-section is too small to give detectable signals [8]. In
the M SSM m odel, however, for large values of tan thell oouplings can
be strongly enhanced. Then for not too high values of the H iggs m asses, a
signi cant fraction of the total cross—section for neutralH iggsbosons can be
due to thism echanisn .

The associated o production involves two rather di erent m ass scakes,
m >> my, therefore at higher orders lJarge logarithm ic corrections of order

n n m
S :Irl m b

m ay destroy the validity of the Bom approxin ation, depending on the value
ofm . One needs an inproved treatm ent where these logarithm s are re-
sum m ed to allorders. T he origin ofthese logarithm s iswellunderstood. Part
of them come from con gurations where the glhions are radiated collinearly
by nearly on-shellbottom quarks, which are obtained by splitting the initial
glions Into a o pair. This type of Jogarithm s are regoonsible for the QCD
evolution of the e ective bquark density w ithin the proton: they were care-
fully analysed and resumm ed to all orders, and it was found [39] that the
corrections are positive and increase w ith the H iggsboson m ass. A second
subset of Jogarithm s lead to running quark m ass e ects. An analysis where
both e ects are treated sin ultaneously is stillm issing. In view ofthisambi-
guiyy, we interpolated the existing results by using the Bom approxin ation
w ith the bottom quark m ass adjusted to the xed valiem ,= 4GV . How—
ever, one should kesp in m Ind that the theoretical estim ate In this case has
a large (factor of 2) uncertainty.

In g.17 we digplay crosssections for associated b production, for the
same tan and s values as n  g. 15. Comparing the cross-sections of
gs. 15 and 17, we can see that the hlb cross-section can give at m ost a 20%
correction to the totalh cross-section. The H Ido and A Ido cross-sections, how —
ever, can be even larger than the corresponding gluon-flision cross-sections
fortan > 10.Comparingthe LHC and SSC curvesof g.17,one can notice
a rescaling factor varying from 3to 8 In them region from 60 to 500

Gev.

A ssociated W (Z ) production. Thismechanism [40]isthehadron
collider analogue of the SM H iggs production m echanisn at LEP, with the
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di erence that at hadron colliders W  production is m ore In portant than
Z production. In the Z case, the event rate at the LHC and SSC is
too low to give a detectabl signal, both n the SM and (consequently) in
the M SSM . The W mechanisn has considerabl in portance at the LHC
for = h;H and h the Higgsmass rangem = 70{140 G&V, where a
m easurable signalm ay be cbtained from nalstates consisting oftw o isolated
photons and one isolated lepton. T he calculation of the cross-section is well
understood, Including the Q CD ocorrections, since it hasa structure sin ilarto
the D rellY an process, w ith the sam e next-to-leading-order corrections (for
a recent study conceming the num erical in portance ofthe Q CD corrections
see ref. f41]). The QCD corrections are positive, and am ount to about 12%
if one chooses Q2 = 8 as the scale of Q2 evolution. The production cross—
sectionsofh and H are obtained by rescaling the SM m odel cross-section by
the appropriate correction factors given in table 1.

In g.18, crosssections forW h and W H are digplayed, as functions of
corresponding H iggsm asses, forthe same tan and ™ svaluesasin g.15.
Since the SU SY ocorrection factors are the sam g, the approach to the SM case
and the irrelevance of W A production can be describbed in the sam e way as
for the W -fusion m echanian .

In the phenom enclogically relevant region, m = 70{140 G &V, the scaling
factor between the LHC and SSC curvesis  235.

A ssociated tt production. In the SM , the Bom cross-section
formula for this process is the sam e as for the o’ case Bgl. In the M SSM
case, one just needs to insert the approprate SUSY ocorrection factors, as
from table 1. Note, however, that the lreading-orderQ CD calculation ism ore
reliable in this case, since in thett case one does not have two very di erent
physical scales when m  is in the interm ediate m ass region. The next-to-
leading QCD oorrections are not known, therefore the Bom cross-section
still su ers from a rehtively large ( 50% ) scale am biguity.

In g.19, the production cross—sections fortt ( = h;H ;A) are plotted,
as finctions of the corresponding H iggs m ass, for the same tan and ™ s
valiesasn g.15. In general, theM SSM cross—sections are an aller than the
SM one, which is approached in the lim it In which the tt ooupling becom es
SM -like. A possible exception is the ttH crosssection for am all values of
m, and tan , sihce in this case the corresponding coupling can be slightly
enhanced w ith respect to the SM one.

26



In the phenom enologically relevant range, m = 70{140 G &V, the rescal-
Ing factor between the LHC and SSC curves n  g. 19 vares from 6 to
7.

In the phenom enologically allowed range ofeq. (1), the top-m ass depen-
dence of the crosssections of gs. 15{19 is not negligble, but it does not
change qualitatively the previous considerations. The largest e ect com es
from the increase of the upper lim it on m, fOr increasing top mass (see

g.1l). This induces a shift in the lim iting values fortheh and H production
cross-s=ctions. There are also obvious kinem atical top-m ass e ects in the
glion—fiision m echanism and in the tt mechanisn, which are well under-
stood from SM studies [14]. In theM SSM , additionale ects are given by the
radiative corrections to the relevant H iggs couplings, which were discussed
In sect. 2.

6 P hysics signals

6.1 NeutralH iggs bosons

W e now calculate the rates for a number of processes that could provide
evidence for one or m ore of the neutral M SSM H iggs bosons at the LHC
and SSC, and we summ arize our results wih the help of contour plots in
the m,;tan ) plane. W e consider production cross-sections, folded w ith
branching ratios, for the follow Ing signals:

tw o isolated photons;

one isolated Jpton and two isolated photons;
four isolated charged leptons;

a pair of tau Jeptons.

In the SM case, the rsttwo signalsare relevant forthe region of intermm ediate

Higgsmass, 70GeV < m < 140 G&V, the third one is the so-called yold—

plated’ signal in the high-m ass region 130 GeV < m < 800 Ge&V, and the
" signal appears to be hopelssly di cul.
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In a com plkte phenom enological study, one would like to determm ine pre-
cisely the statistical signi cance of the di erent physics signals. This would
require, besides the com putation of total signal rates, the calculation of the
backgrounds, the determ ination ofthe e ciencies (forboth signals and back—
grounds) due to kinem atical cuts and detector e ects, the optin ization of
the kinem atical cuts to achieve the best signakFbadckground ratio, etc. Such
a com plkte analysis would require the speci cation of several detector and
m achine param eters, and goes beyond the ain ofthe present paper. Instead,
we try here to present total rates for wellde ned physics signals, in a form
w hich should be ussfilas a starting point for dedicated experim ental studies.

A s the only excsption, to illustrate w ith an exam ple how our resuls can
be used to establish the statistical signi cance of a given physics signalin a
given detector, we shalldescribe the case of the w o-isolated-photons’ signal,
using the results of recent sim ulation works. A sin ilar procedure should be
adopted for any other physics signal, detector, and collider, once com plete
results of sin ulation works are availabl. In m any cases, the existing results
from previousbadckground and sim ulation studies, carried out forthe SM , can
also be usad to draw conclusions conceming the M SSM case. W e m ention,
however, two in portant di erences: 1) the totalwidths of H and A rem ain
an alleven in the high-m ass region; 2) for large tan , the num ber of signal
events in the ~ nal state is signi cantly higher than in the SM case.

Inclusive tw o-photon channel. In g.20 we display cross-sections
tin es branching ratios for the nclusive production of = h;H ;A , Pllowed
by thedecay ! , as functions ofm , and forthe sam e param eter choices
and energiesasin g.15. W e sum the contrbutions of the glion-fusion, W —
fiusion, and o m echanisn s. For com parison, the SM value is also indicated.
The QCD corrections of ref. 31] are not included, for the reasons explained
In the previous section. In the case ofh and H , the signal rates are always
an aller than in the SM , and approach the SM values at the upper and lower
edge oftheallowed m, amd m yz ranges, respectively. T he rather stesp slope
characterizing the approach to the SM lm i, for varying H iggs m ass and

xed tan , isa re ection of the property of the branching ratios discussed
In sect. 4. Also the structure in gs. 20b and 20e can be attributed to the
threshold behaviourofthe H ! hh channel. T he signal rate for the CP -odd
A boson is extremely snall or tan > 3. However, we observe that in a
am all region of the param eter space, form, Just below 2m . and tan < 3,
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the rate can becom e larger than the SM one: neverthelkss, in general it is
still too low to produce a detectable signal, unless one chooses tan 1 and
ma 2m; .

For the Inclusive two-photon channel, the resuls of detailed sim ulations
ofsignaland SM background are now available, for som e ofthe LHC detector
concepts ¥2,16,4344]. For ilustrative purposes, in the ollow ing exampk we
shall ollow the treatm ent of ref. 43]. In them ass rangem = 80{150 G&V,
and assum ing 10° pb * integrated lum inosity, this LHC sin ulation considers
a fairly wide range of detector perform ances, which a %Ft the signi cance
of the signal. For an energy resolution E=E = R%= E G&V)]+ 05%,
ref. 3] obtains a 10* e ciency for refcting fts faking an isolated photon
in the relevant pr region. Applying standard kinem atical cuts, this sin ula—
tion nds 40{50% kinem atical acosptance, w ith an additional 30{40%
Joss due to isolation cuts and reconstruction e ciency for the isolated pho—
tons. Typically, ora SM Higgswih m . 100 Gev, one cbtains 19
signal events yer 1d background events, corresponding to a statistical
signi cance S= B 10. M ore generally, ref. ![43] determ ined the statistical
signi cance of the signal for given values of the generic Higgsmassm and
of the signalrate BR( ! ) (s2e g.21). In our opinion, this is an ex-—
cellent way of sum m arizing the sim ulation work, since it gives the possibility
of studying altematives to the SM case, and in particular the M SSM . The
dashed lne in g. 21 corresponds to the signal for the SM H iggs, which in-
cludes both the gluon-fusion and the W —fuision production m echanian s, and
also the QCD corrections of ref. Bli]. One can see from g. 21 that for such
optin istic detector param eters there is som e m argin for detecting sm aller
rates than in the SM . C kearly the SUSY H iggs search further enhances the
need for the best possblem  resolution and —gt refction.

In extending the SM analysis to the M SSM , one should pay attention
to the applicability of the QCD corrections of ref. [31] to the glion—fiision
cross—section. W e have checked that in the phenom enologically relevant re—
gion, which corresponds to h or H in the intermm ediate m ass range, and to
signal rates w ithin an order ofm agnitude from the SM one, the glion-flision
m echanisn is dom inated by the top-quark loop. Since in this region the
glion—fiision m echanian acoounts for 80% of the total cross—section, and
the correction is roughly a muliplicative factor 1.5, as a ruke of thumb we
can take i Into acoount by multiplying the total crosssection by a factor
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14.

In g.22 we show contour plots in the m , ;tan ) plane, corresponding
to xed values of BR( ! ) ( = h;H). QCD oorrections have been
included according to ref. B1]. The region where the rate is lJarge enough to
prom ise a m easurable signal is rather large for h, is concentrated in a anall
strip for H , and is possbly a very snall area, just below m, = 2m. and
jist above tan = 1, for A . In our representative exam ple %3], we can now
evaluate the statistical signi cance ofthe two-isolated-photons’ signalat any
point ofthe (m  ;tan ) plane, by Just com bining the Inform ation contained
in gs.22,2,3,and 21. In the case ofh searches, and form ,, > 90Ge&V, a
signal rate beyond 40 f should give detectabl signals. A signal rate of 30
o is the borderline of detectability for one year of running, and signal rates
below 20 o appear extram ely di cult to detect. In the case ofH , which has
higherm ass, a signal rate of 20 b appears to be the borderline of what can
be achieved iIn one year of running. In the case of A, the Interesting m ass
region ism 2me: form , = 250 GeV, and taking BRA ! )= 3
as a plusbl discovery lin it at the LHC {43], a signal or A ! will be
found only iftan < 15.

O ne isolated lepton and tw o isolated photons. T his signal can
com e from either W ortt production. In the latter case, two or m ore
isolated gts are also produced. T he physics signals from W production are
particularly im portant at the LHC, and were studied in ref. f5]. The in -
portance of the physics signals from tt production was recently em phasized
in ref. f4G]. T he production rates, m ultiplied by the ! branching ratio,
are shown In g.23.W e can see that, sim ilarly to the Inclusive channel,
theratesforW h,W H ,tth, ttH are always an aller than the SM value, which
represents the boundary curve in the lim i of large tan and large (sn all)
m, forh H ). From gs.23g and 23jone can see that ttA production can
givea 1l signallargerthan in the SM foranalltan andnearthem, = 2m
threshold, but even in this case the rate appears to be too an all for detection.
W e em phasize that the production rates shown in g. 23 do not lnclude the
branching ratios of kptonic W and sam ikptonic t decays. If top decays are
as In the SM , one should still include a combinatorial factor of 2, com ing
from the fact that both top and antitop can decay sam ileptonically. O n the
other hand, n the M SSM there is the possbility oft ! H * decays, where
the subsequent H * decay cannot produce a direct kpton 1= e; . W e shall
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take this possbility Into acocount in the follow Ing, but its in pact on the de-
tectability ofthel  signalisrather an all. The only case in which thise ect
is not com pletely negligbl isforH ,whenm, < 100GeV andtan < 4 or
tan > 10, n which casethet! M ' branching ratio can play a k.

From parton-lkevel sinulations [24748], or a SM H iggs of about 100
G eV, one typically obtains (12 + 15) and B+ 11 1 signal events
at the LHC and SSC, respectively. Here we assum ed 10° pb ' of integrated
um nosity rthe LHC and 10° pb ' frthe SSC . T he quoted num bers ssp—
arately show the contrbutions from W / and tt/ production. Furthem ore,
they include losses due to acceptances (1 30% ), and Jepton and photon de-
tection e ciencies [ (0:9)]. The total badkground is roughly 20{30%
of the signal and is dom inated by the irreducble W and t  contru-
tions. There are m any di erent contributions to the reducible background
(tf)g;}:f) ;ﬁ) ;W 3§ ;i1 . Parton—level sin ulations indicate that they can be
suppressed well below the irreducible background, provided one assum es, as
for the nclusive case, excellent detector perform ances: a —ft refction
factor> 3 10 and a suppression factor > 7 for the Jptons from b-decays
after isolation cuts.

C learly, there isvery littlem argin (@ factor of2?) to be sensitive to signal
rates an allerthan in the SM . In g.24, we show contour plots corresponding
to xed values for the quantity

L [ BR @ )]

=R ) BR({E! Wh+ @ )] BR( ! ) BR@W ! 1);
40)
forthe sam e choice ofm ¢ andm 4 asin g.15,and for LHC and SSC energies.
In eg. (40), 1= &; and we have not considered the strongly suppressed
possbility of getting a light charged lpton from both top and antitop.

The four-lepton channel. The channel’ ! z z ! I'111
(1= e; ) gives the socalled Yold-plated’ signal for the SM Higgs in the
massrangem . = 130{800 GeV .Below m . 130 G eV, both the total rate
and the accsptance decrease very rapidly, lrading to too an all a signal for
detection. For all three neutral H iggs bosons ofthe M SSM , the rates in this
channnel are always an aller than In the SM . In the case of A, there is no
A Z Z coupling at tree level, and loop corrections cannot generate m easurable
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rates in the fourJdepton channel. As forh, fm < 180Ge&V andm 4 < 1 TeV,
onecan see from g.1thatmy, < 130GeV. Therefore, theh ! Z Zz ! 41
signal does not have chances of detection at the LHC and SSC, unless one
chooses extrem ely high values for m ¢ and m 4 or one has superb resolution
and acosptance for leptons. The situation is som ewhat better n the case
of H , despite the strong suppression with respect to the SM , due to the
com petition w ith the hh;do;tt channels, as discussed in sect. 3.

In g.25, we show signal rates for the SM H iggs boson and for H , for
the sam e choices of param eters as in  g. 15. The threshold e ects and the
suppression for large values oftan are clearly visble.

The LHC and SSC discovery potential can be estim ated by using the
results of sin ulations carried out forthe SM  {15;49;50,16,18], taking also into
account that y < 2 GeV all over the m ass region of interest, my < 2m..
A ssum Ing excellent Jepton m om entum resolution, in the m ass range 2m , <
my < 2m a signal rate 20 gn aller than in the SM ocould still lead to a
detectabl signal. In g.26, we show contourplots in the m , ;tan ) plane,
corresoonding to  xed values of BRH ! 41).QCD ocorrections have been
included according to ref. B1]. Th view ofthe strong sensitivity to the value of
m ., we show contours form .= 120;140;160 G &V, for LHC and SSC energies,
and form4 = 1 TeV. The two aln ost vertical dashed lines correspond to
my =2my; andtomy = 2m.. Formy > 2m;, a detectable signal could be
obtained up to tan 5. N otice that the experim ental acceptances change
wih my ; In particular, In the region my < 2m , they fastly decrease wih
decreasingm y : for a realistic assesan ent of the discovery lim its in thism ass
region, one should take this and other e ects into account. Anyway, the
prospects for detection formy < 2m; do not look good ifm < 150 G eV
andmg < 1TeV.

The * channel. FortheSM Higgsboson,the *  decay channel
hasbeen found hopelessly di cul fordiscovery B1,52}, since this channelhas
bad m ass resolution and overw helm ingly large background com ing from the
production ofth, W W + ts,D relkYan pairs, Z + Fts, ot Fts, .... Thebad
resolution isdue to the fact that the tau-decay products alw ays Include one or
m ore neutrinos, which carry away energy; therefore one cannot reconstruct
the signal as a resonance peak. The situation is In proved if the H iggs is
produced w ith large transverse m om entum that isbalanced by a £t B3]. In
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this case one can use the approxin ation

1) @)
1) LT ) FLT m iss
P o TP o~ Pr 41)
El El

to reconstruct the transverse m om enta of the neutrinos and hence the n—
variant m ass of the tau pair. In the above equation, p® denoctes the total
transversem om entum ofthe neutrinos com ing from the decay of O i=1;2,
while 131;(;) and E l(l) denote the lepton m om enta and energies, resoectively. It
was shown in ref. 1] that, n themass rangem = 70{140 G&V, a mass
resolution of 13{17% can beachieved. Thism ethod can also beused forthe
hadronic decay m odes, taking advantage of the fact that the rate is higher
by a factorof 3:5.W hen a tau decays hadronically, the hadrons have very
low multiplicity and invarant m ass, and these properties m ight be used to
recognize the ' —gt’ b4]. There is a price for the better m ass resolution.
Tagging on a largepr Ft can reduce the rate by an order ofm agniude. Fur-
them ore, at 10° pb 1=year Jum inosity, the presence of pileup deteriorates
signi cantly the m easuram ent of p,;" s and therefore the * signal can
only be studied w ith this method at lower um inosities, 10 pb '=year?.
W hilethese di culties appearprohbiive in the case ofthe SM , the situation
is not entirely negative in the M SSM .

In g.27,wedisplay signalmatesfor ! *  production ( = h;H;A),
for the sam e param eter choices as n  g. 15, together w ith the SM values.
W e can see that for large values of tan  the production rates can becom e
much larger than in the SM . In the case of h production, fortan = 30
the enhancem ent can be m ore than one order of m agnitude, and increases
w ith decreasing values of my, (see gs. 27a and 27d). Huge enhancam ents
can be cbtained also for H and A, thanks to the properties of the *
branching ratios discussed in sect. 4. N ote for exam ple that, at the LHC, for

My ;Mma 500 GeV and tan > 10, we get BRHEH;A! " ) 20 pb,
while orm , ;my 120 GeV and tan > 30, we obtann BR H ;A !
) 30 pb. The rates for the SSC are rescaled by the factor already

discussed in the previous section.
In order to assess, for any given m ass, the cross-section values above
which one cbtains a m easurablk signal over the large background, detailed

A tematively, at high Iim hosity onem ay try to jist search fr an excess of events n
the e orl + ' —gt’ channels.
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sim ulations are needed. P relin nary studieshave been reported forthe epton
channel e in ref. Blj] and forthem ixed channell + ' —gt’ ;n ref. H5].
In the second case, the di culty of recognizing a ¥ —gt’ m ay be com pensated
by the higher rate of this channel. T he prelin inary analysis of ref. B5] nds

for the LHC sensitivity to values of BR( ! © ) down to 10 pb
In the low-m ass region m 100 GeV and 1 pb In the high-m ass region
m 400 G &V . This resul cannot be easily rescaled to the SSC case, since a

large m ass Interval is involved and the SSC lum inosity givesm ore favourable
experin ental conditions for the srudy of this channel.

In g. 28, we show ocontour plots corresoonding to xed values of
BR( ! * ), orthe same valuesofm andm 4 asin g.15.

6.2 C harged H iggs boson

W e now m ove to the discussion of possible physics signals associated w ith
the charged H iggs boson. The phenom enology of the charged H iggs boson
at hadron colliders was previously discussed In refs. [B6]. The benchm ark
m ass value for charged-H iggsboson searches at the LHC and SSC ismy =
my mp. For lower values of my , the dom inant production m echanisn
at Jarge hadron colliders is gg ! t&, ®llowed by t ! H *b. For higher
values ofmy , the dom inant production m echanisn isgb! tH*.Asfaras
detectable signals are concemed, this last case appears hopelss, n view of
the suppressed cross—section and of the large backgrounds com Ing from Q CD
subprocesses. The rst case appears instead to be experin entally viable over
a non-negligble region of param eter space. G iven the known tt production
cross-section, one can compute the t ! I * branching ratio according to
weltknown form ulae, param etrizing again the leading Q CD corrections by
running m asses evaluated at a scale Q my . The charged H iggsbranching
ratioswere discussed in the previous section, where it was found that the *
m ode dom ihates in the m ass range under consideration. The experim ental
signal of a charged H iggs would then be a violation of lepton universality
In sem ikeptonic top decays. A s a convenient indicator, one can consider the
ratio

BR&! ' Db

R = 1+ R; 42)
BR(E&! * Db
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WD BR@&! H'b) BRE! * )
R = i - : 43)
BR({E! W*b) BR®W ! * )
P relin nary investigations [5§] show that the experin ental sensitivity could
reach R > 0:15attheLHC .At the SSC the increased tt production cross—
section is lkely to give better sensitivity. In  g. 29, we disgplay contour
lines of R In the m ,;tan ) plne, for the three representative values
m. = 120; 140; 160 G&V . The dashed lines denote the kinem atical lim it
my = my my.Onecan seethatthemostdi cultvaluesoftan arethose
between 3 and 10, and that the process under consideration could give access
to values ofm, as high as 80{120 G&V for top-quark m asses in the range
120{160 G&V .

7 Conclisions and outlook

In this paper we carried out a system atic analysis of the possble physics
signals of the M SSM H iggs sector at the LHC and SSC, assum Ing that the
supersym m etric R -odd) particles are heavy enough not to a ect signi cantly
the production cross-sections and the branching ratios of the M SSM H iggs
particles. A s independent param eters In the H iggs sector, we chose m 5 and
tan , and we oconsidered the theoretically m otivated region ofthe param eter
Space
0 ma 500Gev; 1 tan 50:

Weassuamed mgq = 1 TeV and negligble m ixing in the squark sector. W e
Included the m ost in portant radiative corrections to the Higgsmassesmy,,
my,my , and to the H iggs couplings to ferm ions and vector bosons. W e
also Included the m ost in portant radiative corrections to the threepoint
couplings of the neutral H iggs bosons.

W e estin ated the discovery potentialof LEP Tand LEP IT, and we carried
out detailed cross-section calculations for the LHC and SSC .W e singled out
four classes of nalstates ( ,1 ,11I1, * ) whih could provide
signi cant signals for neutralH iggsbosons at the LHC and SSC, and we also
exam ined possible signals of charged H iggs bosons in top decays.

W e caloulated all the relevant branching ratios, and the cross-sections for
all the relevant production m echanian s. W e presented our results w ith the
help of branching+ratio curves, cross-section curves, signalrate curves and
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contour plots in the M, ;tan ) plane. W e did not perform new badkground
studies, but we pointed out that, using the results of our calculations and
of the existing sim ulations carried out for the SM H iggs, supplam ented by
estin ates of the acosptances and e ciencies of typical experim ents, in m any

casesone can draw oconclisions conceming the discovery range. In som e cases,
as for the * channel, further sim ulation work appears to be needed In
order to reach m conclusions. N evertheless, som e prelin inary conclusions
can already be drawn and w illnow be sum m arized.

At large hadron colliders, the M SSM H iggs search is, In general, m ore
di cul than the SM H iggs sesarch. This is due to the fact that, n a large
region ofthe param eter space, at least one oftheM SSM neutralH iggsbosons
is In the nterm ediate m ass region, 80 GeV < m < 140 G eV, but w ith rates
In the andl channelswhich can be signi cantly suppressed w ith respect
to the SM case. Sim ilarly, neutral H iggs bosonswith m > 130 GeV have
typically strongly suppressed rates in the I' 1 I' 1 channel. O n the contrary,
In theM SSM , for rather large values of tan , one can obtain a much larger
signal rate n the * channel than In the SM .Fially, t ! H * decays,
llowedbyH* ! * ,can givedetectable signalsonly in a rather restricted
region of the param eter space.

A san exam ple, wenow try to assess the discovery potentialofthe di erent
channels forthe representative param eter choicem « = 140G €V ,m4= 1 TeV,
working asusualin the m, ;tan ) plane.

To begin wih, we recall the expectations for LEP II. The size of the
LEP IIdiscovery region depends rather strongly on m ¢ and m 4, and on the
assum ed energy and lum inosity. For standard m achine param eters, LEP IT
cannot test the whole param eter space allowed by the present data. Looking
back at g. 8, onem ay tentatively say that LEP ITwillgive us (if no H iggs
boson is discovered) Iower lin its of about m, > 70{100 G&V and tan >
3{8 orm.= 120Ge&V,tan > 15{3orm.= 160G&V.

W e cbserve that the LHC and SSC willtest theM SSM H iggs sector in a
largely com plem entary region ofthe (m  ;tan ) plane. A pictorial summ ary
of the discovery potential of the di erent channels is presented In  g. 30.
W e em phasize once again that the naldiscovery lim its w ill depend on the
m achine and detector properties, as well as on the actual values of the top
and the soft supersym m etry-breaking m asses. W e therefore drew g. 30
Just for iMlustrative purposes, to exem plify a particularly convenient way of
considering all the discovery channels at once.
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The and 1l channels are In portant in approxin ately the sam e region
of the param eter space, m my, forh and 50 GeV < m, < 100 Ge&v
for H . Therefore, these two channels can be experin entally cross-checked
one against the other, reinforcing the signi cance of a possibl signal. A s an
optin istic discovery I it forh, we show in g.30 the contour line BR h!

) = 30 b at the LHC, corresponding to mp > 200 Ge&V . This contour
Ine is shown only orm, > 80 G&V . In the region of the param eter space
to the right of this line [indicated by the labels h ! and 1+ (! )1
it is expected that m easurable signals w ill be found, assum Ing detector and
m achine param eters as discussed in refs. [1§]. Approxin ately the same
contour line is obtained by taking BR th'! ) = 85 at the SSC . This
Indicates that, in the inclusive channel, the discovery range of the LHC
and SSC will be the sam e if the lum nosity at the LHC will be 3 times
higherthan at the SSC and ifthe detectorsused at the twom achinesw illhave
sin ilar e ciencies In suppressing the backgrounds. Very sin ilar discovery
lines can be drawn by considering the 1  channeland taking BRI+ h'!

)] 08 b orthe LHC and 4 b for the SSC.

In g.30 we also show the contour line for BRH ! )= 20 b at
the LHC, corresponding to 55 b at the SSC . The slightly an aller signal
rate was chosen to acoount for the In proved e ciencies at higher H iggsm ass
values. The contour line de nesa narrow strip aroundm p 75 G eV (shaded
In g.30), where the discovery of H is expected to be possible both In the

and In thel  channels [for lack of space the labell+ H ! ) hasbeen
om itted].

T he Pourdepton channel is In portant m ainly for H , in the m ass region
2m,; < my < 2m which translates into 150 G&V < m, < 2m,, and
for relatively analltan . As a reference value for discovery in this m ass
region, we take BR®EH ! 4) = 1 o for the LHC, which corresponds to

BRH ! 4] 3 b for the SSC . This contour de nes the area In  g. 30
Indicated by the labelH ! 41. Tnh a an all part of this area, corresponding
tomp m. and tan 1,A ! could also give a detectable signal.

In the region ofvery argetan , and m oderately Jargem 5 , one could take
advantage ofthe enhanced production cross-sections and ofthe unsuppressed
decays into * to obtain a visble signal for one or m ore of the M SSM
neutral H iggs bosons, and in particular orH and A, whose m asses can be
signi cantly larger than 100 G&V . The sinulation work for this process is
still at a rather early stage B3], so that no de nite conclusion can be drawn
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yet. For reference, the dotted lne in g. 30 corresponds to a (som ewhat
arbitrary) interpolation of BR( ! " ) 10pbatm = 100G&V and

BR( !* ) 1lpbatm = 400Ge&V, orLHC energy and summ ing
overthe = H ;A channels.

F inally, In the region ofparam eter space corregpondingtom , < 100G eV,
a violation of Jpton universality due to thedecay chaint! H* ! b *
could indicate the existence of the charged H iggs boson. This region is n—
dicated by the labelH ! In g.30. s right border is de ned by the
contour lne of R = 115, where R wasde ned in eq. @2).

By de nition, our contour lnes do not take Into acoount changes in the
acosptances and e ciencies, which are expected in realistic experin ental con—
ditions, and depend on the H iggs m ass and on the detector. W e therefore
expect som e deform ations of our contours once discovery lines are extracted
from realistic experin ental sin ulations @3;53].

As a last piece of Infom ation we also display n  g. 30 the border of
the expected discovery region at LEP IT, which depends rather sensitively, as
already discussed, on the assum ed values ofthem achine energy and lum nos—
ity. W ethen show two representative lines: the lower dashed line corresoonds
to (e ! hZ;HZ;hA;HA)= 02pb atpé = 175 GeV, while the up-
Ber dashed line corresponds to (€ e ! hZ;HZ;hA;HA) = 0:05pb at

s=190Gev.

U sing the result suimm arized in g. 30, we can draw several In portant
qualitative conclusions:

The discovery potentials of LEP and the LHC/SSC show a certain
com plem entarity. T he discovery region at LEP covers alltan values
at an allvalues ofm , , and allm , values at an allvaluesoftan ,while
at the LHC /SSC one should be sensitive to the large tan , largem,

region.

Onemay ask whether the LHC and SSC, combined with LEP II, can
explore the fiull param eter space of the M SSM H iggs sector, being sen—
sitive to at least one signal n each point ofthe M, ;tan ) plane, for
allplausible values of m . and m 4. At present, this question cannot be
answered positively. The union of the regions where one should nd
signals at Jeast for one H iggsboson does not cover the whole param eter
goace: the discovery region has a hoke in the m idddle of the param eter
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goace. For our param eter choice, the m ost di cul region appears to
be the crosshatched area around m, = 150 Ge&Vv and tan = 10.
T herefore we cannot clain yet the existence of a ho-lose’ theoram for
the M SSM H iggs search.

Onem ay also ask ifthere are regions of param eter space w here one can

nd m ore than one signal from the M SSM H iggs sector. The answer
isthat around m, = 200 GeV and tan < 5 one can discover h at
LEP ITand H at the LHC/SSC in the fourdepton channel. There is
a som ewhat an aller region above m , = 200 Ge&V where one can also

nd h in the and 1 channels. Furthem ore, at high values oftan
> 20) and at m, > 200 Ge&V onemay discover A and H in the
channeland h In the and 1l channels, although the ssparation ofH
and A appears to be In possible, due to their aln ost perfect degeneracy
Inm ass. Thispart ofthe param eter space is naccessble at LEP II.The
discovery region for H in the and 1; channels, corresponding to
low valuesofm , , largely overlapsw ith the LEP IT discovery region and
w ith the discovery region related to charged-H iggs production in top
decays. Inthe low tan ,©r80GeV < m, < 180GeV andm, ~ 2m .
one has a signalat LEP IT and no signal at the LHC and SSC, since
m, is too an all for detection.

F inalk, we would like to m ake som e com m ents on the theoretical uncer-
tainties and on possible future studies.

O ur values for the signal rates depend on several phenom enological input
param eters, as the value of the bottom m ass, the parton-num ber densities
and the value of 5. The given cross—sections and branching ratios will
change if the Input param eters are varied in their allowed range. A Iso, for
som e production m echanisn s, only the Bom crosssections are known. W e
estin ate that the theoretical errors of the calculated rates vary from about
30% , In the case of the channel, up to about a factor of 2 when the o
ortt production m echanisn s are in portant.

W e did not study alle ects associated to variations of the param eters in
the SUSY R -odd) sector. It would be Interesting to exam ine the case when
som e of the H iggs bosons are allowed to decay into R-odd SUSY particks,
or the e ects of squark m ixing. M ore In portantly, serious sin ulation work
is still needed, in particular forthe * andthel  channel
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N ote added

A fter the com pletion ofm ost of the work presented in this paper, which was
anticipated in m any taks B7], we received a num ber ofpapers 58,691 dealing
w ith di erent subsets of the m aterial presented here, and reaching sim ilar
conclusions. Reference 9] also contains the generalization of egs. ©21.{27)
to the case of arbirary m ixing in the stop and soottom m ass m atrices, but
still neglecting the D -term contributions.
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F igure captions

Figl:

Fig2:

Fig3:

Figd:

Figh:

Fig6:

Fig.7:

Figa8:

FigJ9:

Contours ofm }} ¥ (them axinum valie ofm,, reached form, ! 1 ):
a) n the (m¢;tan ) plane, ormgy = 1 TeV ; b) In the m ;m 4) plane,
fortan = m=m,.

Contoursofm, in the (m,;tan ) plane, ormy= 1TeV anda) m =
120GeV,b)m.= 160Ge&V.

Contoursofmy inthe m,;tan ) plane, ormg= 1TeV anda)m =
120GeV,b)m.= 160G &V.

Contoursofmy in the ma;tan ) plane, formg = 1 TeV . The solid
lines correspond tom « = 120 GeV, the dashed onestom = 160G &V .

Contours of sh?® =cof in the @, ;tan ) plane, ormgy = 1 TeV.
T he solid lines correspond tom = 120 G€V , the dashed onestom =
160 Gev.

Contours of ;o =sih® in the (ma;tan ) phne, Horm, = 1 TeV.
The s0lid lines correspond tom « = 120 G&V , the dashed onestom =
160Gev.

C ontours of sin? ( ) In the (my;tan ) plane, ormgy = 1 TeV.
T he solid lines correspond tom = 120 G€V , the dashed onestom ¢ =
160 Gev.

Schem atic representation of the present LEP I lin its and of the fu—
ture LEP II sensitivity in the m,;tan ) plne, formg = 1 TeV
and a) my = 120 G&V, b) my = 160 G&V. The solid lnes corre—
soond to the present LEP T lin its. The dashed lines correspond to

€e ! hz;HZ;hA;HA)= 02pb atp§= 175 GeV, which could
be seen as a rather conservative estin ate ofthe LEP II sensitivity. T he
dagh-dotted lines correspond to (€ e ! hZ;H Z;hA;HA)= 0:05pb
atp§= 190 GeV, which could be seen as a rather optin istic estin ate
ofthe LEP II sensitivity.

Totalw ddthsoftheM SSM H iggsbosons, as fiinctions oftheir respective
masses, orm.= 140GeV,mqy= 1TeV andtan = 15;3;10;30:a) h;
b)H;c)A;d)H
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FiglO0:

Figll:

Figl2:

Figl3:

Figld:

Figl5:

Figlé6:

Figl7:

Figl8:

Figl9:

Fig20:

Branching ratios for h, as functions ofmy,, orm. = 140 GeV, m4 =
1TeV and:a) tan = 15;b) tan = 30.

Branching ratios for H , as functionsofmy , orm. = 140GeV, m4 =
1TeV and:a) tan = 15;b) tan = 30.

Branching ratios for A, as functions ofm,, orm. = 140 GeV ,m 4 =
1TeV and:a)tan = 15;b) tan = 30.

Branching ratios for h, as a function ofm, , form= 140GeV, m4 =
1TeV and:a) tan = 15;b) tan = 30.

Branching ratios for H , as functions ofmy , form. = 140 G&V,
mg= 1TeV and:a) tan = 15;b) tan = 30.

C ross—sections for neutralH iggs production, via the glion-flision m ech—
anism , as functions ofthe comrespondingm assesand form . = 140 G &V,
mg=1TeV,tan = 15;3;10;30:a) h,LHC;b)H ,LHC;c)A,LHC;
d)h,SSC;e)H,SSC; f) A,SSC.QCD ocorrections are not included.

C ross—sections forh and H production, via theW -fiision m echanian , as
fiunctions of the corresponding m asses, for the sam e param eter choices
asih g.15:a)h,LHC;b)H ,LHC;c) h,SSC;d) H,SSC.

C ross—sections for associated o production, as fiinctions of the corre-
goonding H iggs m asses, for the sam e param eter choices as in  g. 15:
a) h,LHC;b)H ,LHC;c)A,LHC;d)h,SSC;e) H,SSC; HA,SSC.

C ross—sections forassociated W  production, as functions of the corre-
goonding H iggsm asses and for the sam e param eter choicesasin g.15:
a)h,LHC;b)H ,LHC;c) h,SSC;d)H ,SSC.

C ross-—sections for associated tt production, as functions of the corre-
goonding H iggsm asses and for the sam e param eter choicesasin g.15:
a)h,LHC;b)H ,LHC;c)A,LHC;d)h,SSC;e) H,SSC;f) A,SSC.

C ross—sections tim es branching ratios for inclusive H iggs production
(the gluon—-fusion, W —fusion, and o contrbutions are summ ed) and
decay in the channel, for the sam e param eter choices as In  g. 15:
a)h,LHC;b)H ,LHC;c)A,LHC;d) h,SSC;e)H,SSC; ) A,SSC.
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Fig2l:

Fig22:

Fig23:

Fig24:

Fig25:

Fig26:

For the sake of com parison, the SM values are also indicated. QCD
corrections to the gluon-flision m echanism are not included.

Signi cance ofthe Inclusive ! signal, In the plane de ned by m
and BR( ! ), orthe CM Sqdetectorproposalat‘dﬁ.eLHC,with
an energy resolution E=E = R%= E Ge&V)]+ 05% . The solid lnes
are contours of constant S=p B, where S is the signal and B is the
badkground. The dashed line corresoonds to the SM H iggs, lncluding
QCD oorrections to the gluon—-fusion m echanian . Courtesy of C . Seez
B31.

C ontours of constant cross-sections tim esbranching ratios, in the M , ;tan
plne, for the nclusive ! channel: a) h, LHC;b) H,LHC;c) h,
SSC;d) H ,SSC.Thechoiceofm andm 4 isthesameasin g.15,and
QCD oorrections to the gluon-fiision m echanisn are lncluded.

C ross—sections forassociated W and t£ production, tin es branching
ratios or the ! 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) tth,
LHC;H) tH ,LHC;qg) tA,LHC;h) tth,SSC; i) ttH , SSC; J A, SSC.
For the sake of com parison, the SM values are also indicated.

Contoursofconstant . = R &t ) BR E&! Wh+ @W )] BR( !
) BRW ! 1), forthesame choiceofrandmasin g.15:a) h,
LHC;b)H ,LHC;c) h,SSC;d) H,SSC.

C ross—sections for nclusive H production (the glion-fusion, W —flusion
and o oontrbutions are summed) and decay in the Z 2 ! 41
channel (1= e; ), forthe sam e param eter choicesasin g.15:a) LHC;
b) SSC . For the sake of com parison, the SM values are also indicated.
QCD oorrections to the gluon-fiision m echanisn are not inclided.

Contours of constant cross-sections tin es branching ratios for H !
Zz 7z ! 41, for the same choice of mq asin g.15 and: a) m¢ =
140 Gev, LHC; b) m = 140 Ge&Vv, SSC; c) m = 120 Ge&v, LHC;
dmy= 120Ge&V,SSC;e)m, = 160 GeV, LHC; ) m. = 160 G&V,
SSC .QCD oorrections to the gluon-fusion m echanisn are included.
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Fig27:

Fig28:

Fig29:

Fig30:

C ross—sections tim es branching ratios for ! * , for the sam e pa-—
ram eter choicesasn g.15:a) h,LHC;b)H ,LHC;c)A,LHC;d) h,
SSC;e) H,SSC; f) A, SSC .For the sake of com parison, the SM values
are also indicated.

Contours of constant cross-sections tim es branching ratios for !

", Prthesame choiceofmandmgqasin g.15:a)h,LHC;b)H,
LHC;c)A,LHC;d) h,SSC;e) H,SSC; f) A, SSC.The vertical Iines
In ¢) and f) comrespond tomy = 60G&V.

Contoursofconstant R = BR&! H *b) BREH ! * )YEBR !
W*'b) BRW@W ! * ), formg= 1TeV and: a) m = 140 GeV;
b)m.= 120G&V;c)m.= 160G&V.

P ictorial sum m ary of the discovery potential of large hadron colliders
ormg=1TeV andm.= 140GeV.
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