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Universit�ede ParisXI,bâtim ent211,91405 Orsay Cedex,France

M ichelR A U SC H D E T R A U B EN B ER G

LaboratoiredePhysique Th�eorique,Universit�eLouisPasteur

3-5 rue de l’universit�e,67084 Strasbourg Cedex,France

C arlos A .SAV O Y

CEA,Service dePhysique Th�eorique,CE-Saclay,91191 G if-sur-Yvette Cedex,France

A bstract

W e discuss the Higgs sector ofthe supersym m etric standard m odelextended

by a gaugesingletfortherangeofparam eters,which iscom patiblewith universal

softsupersym m etry breaking term satthe G UT scale.W e presentresultsforthe

m asses,couplingsand decay propertiesofthelightestHiggsbosons,in particular

with regard toHiggsboson searchesatLEP.Theprospectsdi�ersigni�cantly from

the oneswithin theM SSM .
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1.Introduction

The search forthe Higgsboson belongsto the m ostinteresting tasksoffuture

experim entssuch asLEP 200.Theprospectsareparticularly attractivein super-

sym m etric m odels,where the lightest neutralHiggs scalar cannot be too heavy.

M ostofthe analysisofa supersym m etric Higgssector,e.g. atLEP 1 [1],isper-

form ed within the m inim alsupersym m etric standard m odel(M SSM ).The Higgs

sectoroftheM SSM involvesonly twounknown param eters,which allowstoobtain

relationsbetween them assesand couplingsofthedi�erentparticles[2].(Thesere-

lationsgetsom ewhatm odi�ed,however,duetoradiativecorrectionswhich depend

on additionalparam etersasthe softly supersym m etry breaking interactions.)

In thispaperwe considera m odestextension ofthe M SSM ,which am ountsto

the addition ofa gauge singletsuper�eld to the Higgssector[3-5]. Subsequently

this m odelwillbe called the (M +1)SSM .The (M +1)SSM has som e attractive

theoreticalfeatures: the superpotentialcan be chosen to be scale invariant,thus

there is no \�-problem " as in the M SSM .Assum ing relations am ong the susy

breaking term s at a large scale M G U T (such as,e.g.,universalgaugino m asses,

scalar m asses and trilinear scalar couplings) the m odelhas the sam e num ber of

free param eters as the M SSM in spite ofthe presence ofthe additionalsinglet

super�eld.

Itisevident,thatin the(M +1)SSM theparam etersin theHiggssectorsuch as

m assesand couplingstotheZ-boson di�ersigni�cantly from theM SSM .Itisthus

desirable to interpretthe experim ental�ndingsindependently from the relations

between theparam eterswithin theM SSM .On theotherhand itwould behelpful

to havean idea oftherangesofthem assesand couplings,which aretheoretically

allowed within the(M +1)SSM .

If one allows for arbitrary independent variations of all param eters of the

(M +1)SSM atthe weak scale,a largerange particlem assesand couplingscan be
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obtained [5-8]. There are obviousconstraintson the param eters,however,which

should be im posed: the e�ective potential,e.g.,has to have the correct proper-

ties: the m inim um where the SU (2)� U (1) sym m etry is broken as desired has

to be the absolute m inim um ;charged and/orcoloured �eldsassleptons,squarks

and charged Higgs scalars are not allowed to obtain vevs. In addition present

experim entallowerlim itson sparticlem assesshould be satis�ed.

Finally onecan invoketheoreticalprejudicessuch asuniversalgaugino m asses,

scalarm assesand trilinearscalarcouplingsatM G U T .A com pletescan ofthepa-

ram eterspaceofthe(M +1)SSM ,which isconsistentwith alltheseconstraints,has

been perform ed [9]. Recently also certain deviations from universalsusy break-

ing term s at M G U T have been investigated [10],but the corresponding sets of

low energy param eters did not exceed the ranges covered by the assum ption of

universality.

In the present paper we willpresent results for the range oflow energy pa-

ram eters within the Higgs sector ofthe (M +1)SSM ,which is obtained from the

scan over universalsusy breaking term s atM G U T . W e willfocus on the m asses

ofthe lightest Higgs scalars and pseudoscalars,their couplings to the Z boson,

and com m enton theirdecay properties.In particularwewillbeinterested in the

question which region ofthe param eterspace isaccessible to LEP 2.

2.The M odel

TheparticlecontentoftheHiggssectorisgiven bythetwoM SSM Higgsdoublet

super�elds H 1 and H 2,and the additionalgauge singlet super�eld S. The top

quark sectorisim portantbecauseofitsradiativecorrectionsto theparam etersof

the Higgssector.Itinvolvesthe righthanded top quark TR ,and the lefthanded

doublet Q containing the left handed top and bottom quarks TL and B L. The

relevantpartofthesuperpotentialisoftheform

W = ht Q H 2 T
c
R + �H 1 H 2 S +

�

3
S
3 (1)
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and involvesthreedim ensionlessYukawa couplingsht,�and �,butno m assterm .

The only dim ensionfulparam etersofthe m odelare the supersym m etry breaking

gaugino m asses,scalarm assesand trilinearcouplings:

�
�1�1�1 + �2�2�2 + �3�3�3 + ht A t Q H 2 T

c
R + �A � H 1 H 2 S +

�

3
S
3

�
+ h:c:

+m 2

1
jH 1j

2 + m
2

2
jH 2j

2 + m
2

SjSj
2 + m

2

Q jQ j
2 + m

2

T jTj
2 (2)

where �1, �2 and �3 are the gauginos ofthe U (1)Y , SU (2) and SU (3) gauge

groups,respectively.

Thescalarpotentialcontainsthestandard F and D term s,thesupersym m etry

breaking term sand in addition one loop radiativecorrectionsoftheform

Vrad =
1

64�2
S tr

�
M

4
‘n
�
M

2
=Q

2
��

(3)

where we only take the top quark and squark loops into account. W e include,

however,thenum erically im portantcontributionsbeyond theleading log approx-

im ation,which depend on A t,the vev ofS and the di�erence between M 2

Q and

M 2

T
[11].Q 2 denotestherenorm alization pointofO (M 2

Susy
).

Afterm inim ization ofthepotentialand therem ovaloftheG oldstonem odesthe

physicalparticlecontentin theHiggssectorisgiven by threeneutralscalars,two

neutralpseudoscalarsand onecharged Higgsboson.Thecorresponding m assm a-

tricesin term softheparam etersofthelow energy e�ectivepotentialcan befound

in [5-9]. In addition there are two (Dirac-) charginos,and �ve two-com ponent

neutralferm ionic states(\neutralinos").

As m entioned above,in this paper we constrain the range ofthe low energy

param eters ofthe m odelby requiring universalsupersym m etry breaking term s

at M G U T � 1016 G eV.Thus we start by scanning over � 106 points in the �ve

dim ensionalparam eterspace ofthe m odelatM G U T ,given by the three Yukawa

couplings �0,�0 and ht0 and the ratios ofthe supersym m etry breaking term s
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m 0=�0,A 0=�0. In each case we integrate the renorm alization group equations

down totheelectroweak scaleofO (100)G eV,determ ining thereby theparam eters

ofthelow energy theory appearing in eqs.(1)and (2).

Nextwe m inim ize the low energy e�ective potentialnum erically in each case,

including the radiativecorrectionseq.(3).W e check,whetherwe have found the

absolutem inim um ofthepotential,and verify,whethersquarksorsleptonsdo not

assum e vevs,which would break colorand/orelectrom agnetism [4,12].

In the rem aining cases we determ ine the overallscale ofthe dim ensionfulpa-

ram etersby identifying < H 1 >
2 + < H 2 >

2 with 2M 2

Z
=(g2

1
+ g2

2
),and com pute

the physicalm asses ofallparticles. Then we im pose the following experim ental

constraints: concerning the top quark,we require the pole m assm top to be just

roughly twostandard deviationswithin theCDF value[13],i.e.150G eV < m top <

200G eV.W edem and thecharginosand sneutrinostobeheavierthan 45G eV,and

the neutralinosto be eitherheavierthan 45 G eV orto couple su�ciently weakly

to theZ boson such thatthey do notcontributem orethan 7 M eV to itsinvisible

width.The lightestneutralino isalwaysthe lightestsparticle within the range of

param etersobtained �nally,and theothersparticlesturn outto beautom atically

su�ciently heavy such thatthey satisfy the presentexperim entallim its.(In par-

ticularthecharged Higgsboson isheavierthan 135 G eV,henceitwillplay no role

atLEP 2.)

3.HiggsM assesand Couplings

The �rst question concerns the upper lim it on the m ass ofthe lightest Higgs

boson h.Duetotheradiativecorrectionstothescalarpotential,eq.(3),thisupper

lim itdependson the scale ofthe supersym m etry breaking term s,notably on the

stop m assesm 2

Q ,m
2

T and thetrilinearcoupling A t.W ithin thepresentprocedure,

however, no autom atic upper lim it on the scale of supersym m etry breaking is

obtained. On the otherhand the present procedure m akesitevident,thatm ore
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and m ore �ne tuning isrequired forlarge scalesofsupersym m etry breaking,i.e.

the density ofpointsin theparam eterspace decreasesin the m ulti-TeV region.

This is visible from �g. 1, where we plot the m ass of the lightest neutral

Higgs scalar h versus the m ass ofthe gluino as a representative ofthe scale of

supersym m etry breaking,for � 5 000 points in param eter space. One �nds an

upper lim it on the m ass ofthe lightest Higgs boson of� 140 G eV for a gluino

m assbelow � 1 TeV,and an upperlim itof� 160 G eV fora gluino m assup to �

2,5 TeV.(Theupperlim iton theHiggsm asswould decrease by � 10 G eV,ifthe

top quark m asswould be required to be lighterthan orequalto 175 G eV).From

�g.1 one�ndsthatfora largepartoftheparam eterspaceh willbetoo heavy to

be produced atLEP 2.

On the other hand �g. 1 shows that for som e part ofthe param eter space

the lightest Higgs scalar can indeed be very light. (Note that we have not yet

included experim entalconstraintsfrom theunsuccessfulHiggssearch atLEP 1 at

thisstage). Atthispointthe question arises,how easily a lightHiggsboson can

be seen in Z boson decaysin thism odel.A prioritwo possible processesexist:

a)Z ! Z + h

b)Z ! A + h (4)

where A denotes a neutralpseudoscalar boson; in the following A willbe the

lightest one am ong the two pseudoscalars,which exist in the (M +1)SSM .(The

otheroneturnsoutto beheavierthan 120 G eV and willaccordingly play no role

at LEP2.) Let us �rst have a look at process a). G enerally the lightest Higgs

boson h isa superposition ofthree neutralscalar�elds:

h = c1 h1 + c2 h2 + c3 s : (5)

Only the SU (2) doublets h1 and h2 (with hypercharges � 1/2) couple to the

Z boson,the singlet s has no gauge boson couplings. It has been noted before
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[5,6],that the lightest Higgs boson could be dom inantly a gauge singlet in the

(M +1)SSM .In �g. 2 we show a plot ofthe coe�cient c 3 versus the m ass ofh

forthe presentsam ple ofpointsin param eterspace.W e observe,thatindeed the

param eterspacecan beapproxim ately divided into two distinctregions:a region,

whereh isdom inantly gaugesinglet(c3 iscloseto 1)and possibly very light,and

a region,where h is dom inantly a gauge non-singlet (c3 close to 0),but heavier

than � 55 G eV.

Thisfeatureisalsovisiblein adirectinvestigation oftheZ-Z-h coupling,which

isrelevantfortheprocessa)of(4).Ifwedenoteby gh thestrength ofthiscoupling

relativetothecorresponding coupling in thenon-supersym m etricstandard m odel,

we �nd thatgh isgiven by

gh =
c1 < h1 > +c2 < h2 >
p
< h1 >

2 + < h2 >
2

: (6)

In �g. 3 we plot the logarithm fo g2
h
versus M h for the present points in

param eterspace. Again we see thatforgh to be close to 1,M h hasto be larger

than � 55 G eV,whereasthere existsa long \tail" towardslighterHiggsm asses,

butwith very sm allcoupling gh.Asa dotted lineweshow in �g.3 theboundary

oftheregion in thisplane,which hasbeen excluded by LEP 1[1](assum ingvisible

Higgsdecays,seebelow).W eseethatLEP 1hasactually excluded justatiny part

oftheparam eterspace.W ealsoshow theboundaryoftheregion which isvisibleat

LEP 2.Herewede�nevisibility by requiringm orethan 50events(beforeany cuts

have been applied) for a c.m . energy of175 G eV and an integrated lum inosity

of500 pb�1 (dashed line),or for a c.m . energy of205 G eV and an integrated

lum inosity of300 pb�1 (fullline). Ofcourse the prospects forLEP 2 are better

than forLEP 1,butitisalso evidentthatatleastvia thesearch fora Higgsscalar

even LEP 2 isfarfrom covering the com pleteparam eterspace.

Letusbriey com m enton the decay propertiesofthe lightestHiggsscalarat

thisstage. Firstone hasto check,whetherinvisible decaysinto neutralino pairs
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play a role.W hereasneutralinoscould,in principle,stillbevery lightwithin this

m odel[14],we have found forourrange ofparam etersthatwithin the accessible

region forLEP 2,asin �g.3,thelightestneutralinosarestillheavierthan M h=2,

hence thisHiggsdecay channelisnotopen.ThelightestHiggsscalarthusdecays

practically exclusively through its h1 com ponent ofeq. (5),which couples to b

quarksand � leptonswith a relativestrength asthestandard m odelHiggsboson.

Thefactthatthecoe�cientc 1 can betiny (forc3 closeto 1)decreases,ofcourse,

thewidth ofthelightestHiggsscalarconsiderably;itslifetim edoesnotyetbecom e

long enough,however,forallowing itto travelm acroscopic distancessuch thata

displaced vertexcould bevisible.Hencethesam esearch criteriaasforthestandard

m odelHiggsboson can beapplied tothelightestHiggsscalarforthepresentregion

ofparam eterspace ofthe (M +1)SSM .

Now weturn to theHiggsproduction processb)of(4).Firstweinvestigate,in

�g.4,which rangeofm assesofthelightestpseudoscalarboson A asa function of

M h isallowed.W eseethat,within theplotted range,M A satis�esapproxim ately

M A � 2� Mh. The allowed region in the M A -M h plane isdi�erentfrom the one

within the M SSM [2,15].Thisisnotsurprising,however:here the lightestHiggs

scalar h is dom inantly gauge singlet,thus in this region ofthe param eter space

the Higgssectorofthe(M +1)SSM di�erssubstantially from theM SSM .

Itturnsout,m oreover,thatforM A � 130 G eV also the lightestpseudoscalar

A isto m orethan 99 % a gaugesingletstate.Unfortunately both factsim ply that

within therangeoftheM A -M h plane,which iskinem atically accessibleto LEP 2,

the Z-A-h coupling is vanishingly sm all. The process b) of(4) can thus not be

used to testa partofthe presentparam eterspace.

Ofcourse,prospectsforthe discovery ofa lightHiggsscalarh,which isdom i-

nantly gaugesinglet,look generally quitedim .Fortunately itturnsout,however,

thatundersuch circum stances the second lightestHiggsscalarH cannotbe too
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heavy [5-7].Thiso�erssom ehopetoaccesstheHiggssectorofthe(M +1)SSM via

thisparticle.Thus,in �g. 5,we plotthe logarithm ofg2
h
versusthe m assM H of

the second lightestHiggsscalar.Indeed we see that,forsm allgh,M H cannotbe

too large.The range ofM H corresponding to an \invisible" lightestHiggsscalar

h,90 G eV � M H � 150 G eV,can,however,hardly be reached by LEP 2.Below

150 to 160 G eV,on the other hand,a visible Higgsscalarh or H is guaranteed

to exist within this m odel,provided the gluino m ass (as a m easure ofthe susy

breaking scale)doesnotexceeed 2 to 3 TeV.

Letusreturn to LEP 2,wheretheonly accessto theHiggssectorturned outto

betheprocessa)of(4),which can coverthepartoftheparam eterspaceindicated

in �g. 3. It is ofinterest to com pare this part ofthe param eter space with the

one,which isaccessible via directsparticlesearches.In �g.6 weplotthem assof

the lightestchargino versusthe m assofthe lightestcharged sleptons(sleptonsof

di�erentgenerationsare nearly degenerate)forthe range ofparam etersobtained

within our scanning procedure. W e see that,ifLEP 2 can detect charginos or

charged sleptonswith m assesup to � 90 G eV,an essentialpartoftheparam eter

space can be tested. W e have to face the question, whether this part of the

param eter space covers com pletely the one accessible via the search for a Higgs

scalar.

In �g. 7 we show the points in the param eter space, which are visible via

the Higgsproduction processa)of(4),versusthe m assesofthe lightestchargino

and charged sleptons. W hereas for m ost ofthese points the lightest charginos

or the charged sleptons are indeed lighter than 90 G eV,we �nd nevertheless a

non-vanishing region in param eterspace,in which thelightestHiggsscalarcan be

observed atLEP 2,but both the lightestchargino and the charged sleptons are

too heavy.

4.Conclusions
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W e can sum m arize our results as follows. The extension ofthe M SSM by a

gaugesingletrequiresa fresh look atthephenom enology within theHiggssector.

The lightestneutralHiggsscalarcan besom ewhatheavierthan in theM SSM .In

particularthecouplingsofthelightestscalarand pseudoscalarto theZ boson can

be substantially reduced. For the range ofparam eters consistent with universal

soft susy breaking term s at M G U T we have found that a pseudoscalar Higgs is

either too heavy or couples too weakly for LEP 2,and the search for a Higgs

scalarcan coveronly a partoftheparam eterspace.IfthelightestHiggsscalaris

dom inantly gauge singletand hence practically invisible,the Higgsboson search

hasto putup with second lightestscalar;fortunately,however,thisstatewillthen

atleastbe accessable by thenextgeneration ofe+ e� linearcolliders[7].

For the m odelpresented in this paper the search for charginos or sleptons at

LEP 2 seem sto be som ewhatm ore prom ising than the Higgsboson search;nev-

ertheless a range ofparam eters exist,for which a Higgs boson,but no sparticle

would be visible.
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Figure C aptions

Fig. 1: M ass of the lightest Higgs scalar (in G eV) versus the gaugino m ass (in

TeV).Unlessstated otherwise,theplotsareproduced usingarepresentative

sam pleof� 5 000 pointsin the param eterrange asdescribed in the text.

Fig. 2: Singletcom ponentc3 ofthelightestneutralHiggsscalarversusitsm ass(in

G eV).

Fig. 3: Logarithm ofthe ZZh coupling squared versus m h. Dotted line: region

excluded by LEP 1.Dashed line:region visible atLEP 2 ata c.m .energy

of175 G eV and an integrated lum inosity of500 pb�1 . Fullline : region

visibleatLEP 2 ata c.m .energy of205 G eV and an integrated lum inosity

of300 pb�1 .

Fig. 4: M assofthe lightestpseudoscalarA versusm h.

Fig. 5: Logarithm oftheZZh coupling squared versusthem assofthesecond neu-

tralHiggsscalar.

Fig. 6: M assofthelightestcharginoversusthem assofthelightestcharged slepton.

Fig. 7: Asin �g. 6 foronly those points in param eter space,which are visible in

Z � ! Zh atLEP 2.
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