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A bstract

G luon fusion is the m ain production m echanisn for H iggs particles at the
LHC .W epresent the Q CD ocorrections to the fiision cross sections forthe H iggs
boson in the Standard M odel, and for the neutralH iggsbosons in them inim al
supersym m etric extension of the Standard M odel. The QCD corrections are
In general large and they increase the cross sections signi cantly. In two steps
preceding the calculation of the production processes, we determ ine the Q CD
radiative corrections to H iggs decays into two photons and gluons.
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1 Introduction

The Higgsm echanisn is a comerstone In the electroweak sector of the Standard M odel
M ]. The fundam entalparticls, kptons, quarks and gauge particles, acquire them asses
through the Interaction w ith a scalar eld [l']. To accom odate the well{established elec—
trom agnetic and weak phenom ena, thism echanian requires the existence of at least one
weak {isodoublt scalar eld. A fter absorbing three G oldstone m odes to build up the lon—
gitudinalW ; ;Z; states, one degree of freedom is Jeft over which corresponds to a scalar
particle. The properties of the H iggs boson, decay w idths and production m echanian s,
can be predicted if the m ass of the particle is xed PII.

Even though the value of the H iggsm ass cannot be predicted in the Standard M odel,
constraints can nevertheless be derived from intermnal consistency conditions 3{&]. Upper
bounds on them ass can be set by assum ing that the Standard M odel can be extended up
to a scake before perturbation breaks down and new dynam ical phenom ena em erge. If
the H iggsm ass is less than 200 G &/, the Standard M odel can be extended, w ith particles
interacting weakly, up to the GUT scale of order 10'°® G &7, a prerequisite to the renor-
m alization of sih® ; from the symmetry value 3/8 down to 02 at low energies i[5].
For H iggs m asses of m ore than about 700 G &/, the theory becom es strongly Interacting
already at energy scales in the T&/ region f1]. For the large top quark m ass found experi-
mentally B{10], the requirem ent of vacuum stability sets a lower lim it on the H iggsm ass.
Fortop masses 0of150, 175 and 200 G &/, the Iower Ilin itson the H iggsm ass are 40, 55 and
70 G &7, repectively, if the elds of the Standard M odel becom e strongly Interacting at
a scale ofabout 1 T&/ . The Iower 1im its are shifted upwards if the Standard M odelw ith
weakly Interacting elds extends up to energies of the order of the P lanck scale. They
decrease dram atically, however, if the vacuum is only assum ed to be m etastable 1.

T he m ost stringent experin ental lim it on the H iggsm ass in the SM  has been st by
LEP.A lower bound of 63.9 G& hasbeen found {11] by exploiting the B jprken process
Z ! Z H [12]. The search w illbe extended to a H iggsm assnear 80 to 90 G & by studying
theH iggs{strahlinge’e ! Z ! ZH atLEP2 {13,14]. T he detailed exploration ofthe
H iggs sector in €' e oollisions for yet higher m asses requires the construction of linear
coliters 13, 18,

T he search forH iggs particlkes after LEP 2 w ill continue at the pp collider LHC L 77{19].
Severalm echanian s contribute to the production of SM H iggsbosons in proton collisions
[L6]. The dom inant m echanism is the gluon fusion process P0]

pp! gg! H

which provides the largest production rate for the entire H iggs m ass range of interest.
For large H Iggs m asses, the fusion processqg ! W W ;Z2Z ! H Q1] becomes com pet-
itive, while for H iggs particles In the ntem ediate mass rangeM ; < My < 2M ; the
H iggs{strahlung o top quarks R2]and W ;Z gauge bosons R3] are additional in portant
production processes.

R are decays to two photonsw illprovide them ain signature forthe search ofSM  H iggs
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particles in the lower part of the interm ediate range form asses below about 130 G&7 . To
isolate the narrow signalin the huge  contihuum badkground, excellent energy and
geom etric resolution ofthe detectors ism andatory [18, 19]. Besides, excellent {vertex
detectorsm ay open the gate to the dom inant Ho decay m ode P4]even though theQCD Ft
background rem ainsvery di cult to refect B5]. At the expense ofconsiderably Iow er rates
the background re®ction can be in proved forboth reactionsby selecting H iggs{ strahlung
events w here additional isolated leptons from the associated production of H iggs and top
orW bosons reduce the Q CD background.] Above thism ass range, H iggs decays to two
Z bosons { one Z being virtual In the upper part of the Interm ediate range { w illbe used
to tag the H iggs particle through Z decays into pairs of charged kptons 1§, L9]. The
badkground refction becom es increasingly sim pler when the H iggs m ass approaches the
real{Z decay threshold. At the upper end of the standard H iggsm ass range of about 800
G &/ the more frequent decays of the Z bosons Into neutrino pairs and Fts, as well as
the W W decays of the H iggs boson, w ith the W ’s decaying to lptons and fts, must be
exploited to com pensate for the quickly dropping production cross section.

Supporting argum ents for the supersymm etry extension of the Standard M odel are
rooted In the H iggs sector. Supersymm etric theories provide a natural m echanisn for
retaining light H iggs particles in the background of high GUT energy scales P6]. In the
m Inin alsupersym m etric extension ofthe StandardM odel M SSM ]Jtwo isodoublt scalar

elds P7]1must be introduced to preserve supersym m etry, lading to two CP {even neutral
bosons h’ and H , a CP {odd neutralboson A° and a pair of charged H iggs bosons H
T he cbserved value of sh® ; hasbeen accurately predicted in this theory R§), providing
a strong m otivation for detailed studies of this theory RY].

T he m ass of the lightest H iggs boson h° is bounded by the Z m ass m odul radiative
corrections of a faw tens of G& [30, 31]. [Iriviality bounds sin ilar to the SM  H iggs
sector suggest an upper lin it of 150 G & for supersymm etric theories in general![32].]
The m asses of the heavy neutral and charged H iggs particles are expected to be in the
range between the electroweak sym m etry breaking scale and the T&/ scale.

Apart from radiative corrections the structure ofthe M SSM H iggs sector is deter-
m Ined by tw o param eters, one ofthe H iggsm asses, In generalm 50, and theangke rlated
to the ratio ofthe vacuum expectation valuesofthe two neutralH iggs elds, tg = v,=v;.
W hile the overall strength of the couplings of the H iggs bosons to the SM  particlkes is
given by the m asses, the m ixing angles in the H iggs sector m odify the hierarchy of the
couplings considerably. For exam ple, the coupling of h® to bottom quarks is strongly
enhanced for Jarge tg com pared w ith the coupling to the heavier top quarks. Except
fora snall area In the I po;tg ] param eter space, Z bosons couple predom inantly to
h® while the com plem entary coupling to the heavy H ° Higgs boson is suppressed. The
pseudoscalar H iggs boson A° does not couple to the gauge bosons at the Bom level. Th
addition, the H iggs particles couple to the SUSY particles, wih a strength, however,
which is essentially set by the gauge couplings.

T he couplings determm ine the decay m odes and therefore the signatures of the H iggs
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particles. Apart from the an allregion In the param eter space w here the heavy H iggsboson
H % decays into a pair of Z bosons, rare  and decays m ust be utilized to search for
the neutralH iggs particles (1§, 19] ifb quark decays cannot be separated su ciently well
from the Q CD background. For large H iggs m asses, decays into SUSY particles 33, 34]
can provide additional experin ental opportunities.

The m ost in portant production m echanisn ©or SUSY H iggs particks at hadron col-
liders is the gluon fiision m echanisn , sin ilarly to the SM  H iggs boson production,

pp! gg! h%H%AC

and the H iggs radiation o top and bottom quarks. H iggs radiation o W =Z bosons and
the W W =Z Z fusion of H iggs bosons play m inor r®les In the SUSY H iggs sector.

In the present analysis we have studied In detail the gluon fusion of neutral H iggs
particles in the Standard M odeland itsm inim al supersym m etric extension. T he coupling
ofgluons to H iggsbosons ism ediated prim arily by heavy top quark loops, and eventually
bottom quark loops in supersym m etric theories. A n extensive literatiire already exists on
various agoects of thism echanisn .

T he fusion m echanisn hasbeen proposed in Ref. PQ] for the production of SM  H iggs
particles at hadron colliders, and has been discussed later In great detail [see Ref. Q,
17,1§,19] for a set of references]. The phenom enological issues for the production of
H iggs particles In the m Inin al supersym m etric extension of the Standard M odel through
the gluon fiision m echanism were thoroughly discussed in Refs. B5]. A 1l these analyses,
however, were based on Jowest{order calculations.

H igher{order QCD corrections have rst been carried out in Refs. 3G, 37] for the
lim it of lJarge Joop {quark m asses in the Standard M odel. Later they were extended to the
M SSM Higgs spectrum [38, 39]; for this case, however, areas of the param eter space in
which b{quark loops are in portant, are not covered by the approxin ation. The higher
order Q CD corrections of the fiision cross section for the entire H iggs m ass range have
been given for the Standard M odel in Ref. (] and for its supersym m etric extension in
Ref. @1]. A s anticipated, the QCD ocorrections to the flision processes are in portant and
experim entally signi cant. Quite generally they are positive and the corresponding K
factors run up to valuesof 2.

B esides the total production cross sections, the Q CD oorrected transverse m om entum
spectra of the H iggs particles 2] as well as the cross sections for H iggs + Ft nalstates
K3, 44] are of great experin ental interest.

T he theoretical analysis of QCD corrections to the glion fiision of H iggs particles
Involves com plicated two{loop calculations; generic Feynm an diagram s are depicted In
Fig.1l. Therefore they have rstbeen perfom ed for the sin pler case ofH iggs couplings to
tw o photons, F ig. 2, orwhic the virtualQ CD ocorrections are a subset of the corrections
to the H iggs couplings to glions, Fig. 3. In the experin entally relevant m ass range, the
QCD corrections to the widthsofthe SM and M SSM Higgs bosons are an all, of
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order . [34,45]. Th the M SSM , special attention must be paid to the kinem atical
range In which the heavy quark{antiquark threshold is nearly m ass{degenerate w ith the
pseudoscalar A° state so that non {perturbative resonance e ectsm ust be controlied [@4§].

T he gluon decay w idth ofthe Standard M odelH iggs particle hasbeen detem ined also
In next{to{leading order; the QCD oorrections are positive and num erically in portant
[36,47]. The QCD correctionsto the rare H iggsboson decay H ! Z [and to the reverse
process Z ! H ]have been presented in Ref. [8]; In the m ass ranges of experin ental
Interest they are tiny, of order 4. [ he lading elkctroweak radiative corrections to the
Hgg, H and H Z oouplings have been evaluated in the heavy top quark lm it to
O Grm?2) H9); they are very small.]

Thispaper is divided into two parts. In the st part we will discuss the glion {gluon
fusion cross section of the H iggs particle In the SM  1n next{to{lading orderQCD .The
photonic and gluonic partial decay w idths of the particle are included In the rst part
of the discussion. T he calculations of the production cross section and the decay w idths
have been perfom ed for the entire range of possible H iggsm asses. T he analytical results
are summ arized In the Appendix In tem s of one{din ensional Feynm an integrals. In the
lin i where the H iggs m ass is either an all or Jarge com pared to the quark {loop m asses,
the Integration can be perfom ed analytically and sin ple analytical results can be derdved
for the production cross sections and the decay w idths. In the second part of the paper
the analysis w ill be extended to the CP {even and CP {odd neutral SUSY H iggs bosons.
To ensure a coherent presentation of the resuls, som e m aterial published earlier in ktter
form w illbe included in the present com prehensive report.

2 The H iggs P article of the Standard M odel

21 The Two{Photon Decay W idth

T he two{photon decay w idth of the H ggsboson In the Standard M odel,
H !

isof interest fortwo reasons. In the lowerpart ofthe intermm ediate m ass range of the H iggs
partick, this rare decay m ode provides the signature for the search at hadron colliders [1§,
19]. The  width detem ines also the cross section or H iggs production n ~ collisions
fd]. Since the H  coupling is m ediated by triangle loops of all charged particles, the
precision m easurem ent ofthe  w idth eventually opensa w indow to particlesw ith m asses
m uch heavier than the H iggsm ass. If the m asses of these particles are generated through
the H iggs m echanian , the couplings to the H iggsboson grow w ith the m asses, balancing
the decrease of the trangle am plitude w ith rising loop mass. As a result, the heavy
particles do not decouple. H owever, if the m asses of the particles are generated prim arily
by di erent m echanisn s fas in supersym m etric theories, for exam plk], their e ect on the
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H coupling is In general an all.

T he decay process H ! proceeds In the Standard M odel through W and fermm ion
loops, F ig.2ao. D enoting the ferm ionic am plitude by A ¢ and theW contrdbution by Ay ,
the decay rate is determ ined by [13,'51]

2
! N +A 1
(H- )_ﬁp? . ch f(f) W(W) ()
where N . is the color factor, Q ¢ the electric charge of the ferm ion £ . T he scaling variables
are de ned by

m; m
=, and W= T @)
4m £ 4m 5

£

The am plitudes A ¢ and Ay can be expressed as

As() = 2[+ ( DEf()E?

Ay () = %+ 3 + 3@ DEf()E? 3)

where the function f ( ) is given by
8

3 arcsin?® 1
< " p #2
f()=3 1 bg1+ 1 1 , o1 4)
~ by —pe——— i
. 4 1 1 1

Ifthe Higgsm ass is am aller than the W W and ff pair thresholds, the am plitudes are
real; above the thresholds they are com plex, F ig.4. Below the thresholdstheW am plitude
is always dom inant, falling from ( 7) orvery light Higgsmassesto ( 5 F=4) at the
W W threshold; for large H iggsm asses the W am plitude approachesAy ! ( 2). Quark
contributions increase from 4/3 for light H iggsm asses (com pared w ith the quark m ass) to 2
at the quark {antiquark threshold; far above the ferm ion threshold, the am plitude vanishes
linearly n  mod. logarithm ic coe cients, A ¢ ! log@ ) i3=2 , ie.proportional
tom Z=m 2 . T he contrbution ofthe W loop interferes destructively w ith the quark loop.
For H iggsm asses of about 600 G &/, the two contributions nearly cancel each other [B2].

Sihce the H £f coupling is proportional to the ferm ion m ass, the contribution of light
ferm ions is negligbl so that in the Standard M odel w ith three fam ilies, only the top
quark and the W gauge boson e ectively contrbute to the  width. Since theW and
ferm ion loops Interfere destructively, a fourth generation of heavy ferm ions would reduce
the size of the H coupling. For an all H iggs m asses the additional contributions of the
heavy quarks and the charged lepton would suppress the decay w idth by about one order
ofm agniude.

To fully exploit the potential of the decay m ode of the H iggs particlke and the
production in collisions, the QCD oorrections must be shown to be under proper
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control. To Include the gluonic QCD oorrections, twelve two{loop diagram s plus the
associated counter termm s m ust be taken Into acoount. G eneric exam ples are depicted In
Fig. 2c.

T hroughout this analysis we have adopted the on{shell renom alization schem e which
is convenient for heavy quarks. In this schem e the quark massm o is de ned as the pole
of the propagator), related in the Hllow ing way to the running m ass
" (2 )#12=(33 N )

slo 2

5 D) f1+ 0 ( 2)g 5)
at them ass renom alization point , . It should benoted that thisde nition ofthe running
m ass does not coincide w ith the running M S m ass. The wave fiinction is renom alized
[Zzl=2] such that the residue at the polk is equal to uniy. The photon{quark vertex
is renom alized at zero{m om entum transfer; the standard QED W ard identity renders
the corresponding renom alization factor equal to the renom alization factor of the wave
function. Since the ferm ion m asses are generated in the Standard M odelby the interaction
with the Higgs eld, the renom alization factor associated w ith the H iggs{quark vertex
[Zyoolis xed unambiguously by the renom alization factorsZ,, forthemassand Z, for

the wave function. From the Lagrangian

2
mo (5)=mg

H
Lo = moQ 0Q o—
v
H H
= MeQOQ—+ ZyooMmgQQ — (©)
v v
we nd B3]
ZHQQ =1 ZoZn (7)

In contrast to the renom alized photon { ferm ion vertex, the scalarH QQ vertex ©%p) is

renom alized at zerom om entum transferby a nite am ount , oforder ¢ after subtract-

Ing Zy oo due to the lack of a corresponding W ard dentity. The nite renom alization
n corresoonds to the anom alousm ass dim ension discussed later.

W e have caloulated the two{loop am plitudes using dim ensional reqularization. The
ve{din ensional Feynm an param eter Integrals of the am plitudes have been reduced an—
alytically down to one{din ensional integrals over polylogarithm s §4] which have been
evaluated num ericallf [see Appendix A 1. In the two lin tswhere m § =4m J is either very
an all or very large, the am plitudes could be calculated analytically.

The QCD ocorrections of the quark contribution to the two{photon H iggs decay am —
plitude can be param eterized as

s

Ag =AZ% 1+ Cy— ®)

W ehave chosen m« = 174 G& forthe t polem ass t_ﬁ] andmyp = 5G& forthebpolkmass.

2The scalar integral associated w ith the gluon correction to the H Q Q vertex has also been analyzed
by m eans of analytical [_5!_5] and novel approxin ation m ethods t_i-é_}] The results are In agreem ent w ithin
an accuracy of10 5.



The coe cient C y spolits into two parts,

2
Ch = a+ cbg—> ©)
mo
where the functions ¢ depend only on the scaling variable = mj =4mj ( 5). The same
rmunning quark mass mg ( é ), evaliated at the renom alization scale o, enters in the
Jow est{order trangle am plitude Ago .Thescale In ; is arbitrary to this order; however,
In practice it should be de ned of orderm y . A s a typical renom alization scale we have
chosen o = my =2. This choice suggests itself or two reasons. The QQ decay threshod
is perturbatively] de ned at the correct position 2m o mg ) = 2m o . In addition, i tums
out a posteriorithat all relevant large logarithm s are e ectively absorbed into the running
m ass for the entire physically interesting range of the scaling variable

T he correction factorCy isdisplayed In Fig. 5, illustrating the preferred choice o =
my =2 for the renom alization scale. The coe cient is real below the quark threshold
and com plex above. Near the threshold, wihin a margin of a few G&7, the present
perturbative analysis is not valid. T he form ation ofa P {wave 0" resonance, interrupted
however by the rapid quark decay [57], m odi es the am plitude in this range ¥6]. The
perturbative analysis m ay nevertheless acoount for the resonance e ects In a dualway.
Sthoe QQ pairs cannot form 0" ' states at the threshold, =m Cy vanishes there. <eCy
develops a m axinum very close to the threshold.

The QCD {corrected decay width of the Higgs boson is shown in Fig. 6a. The
correction relative to the lowest order is sm all in general, Fig. 6b. The corrections are
seam Ingly Jarge only n the area where the destructive W { and Q {loop interference m akes
the decay am plitude nearly vanish.

The Lin it of Large Q uark{Loop M ass

In the linit mi=4m3 ! O, the ve{dinensional Feynm an param eter integrals can be
evaluated analytically. T he correction factor for the H coupling

S

mi=dmZ ! 0: 1+Cyg—1! 1 = (10)

agrees w ith the resul of the num erical integration in this lin it.

TheH coupling can also be derived by m eans of a general Iow {energy theoram for
am plitudes nvolving soft H iggs particles {13,51], lin,, 1 oA X H )= M (=v)RA X )=@m,.
The theoram is easy to prove. For zero 4{m om entum the kinetic derivative term In
the Lagrangian can be neglected and the [space{tin e Independent] H iggs eld can be
Incorporated by adding the potential energy to the baremassterm ,my ! my (1 + H=v),
In the Lagrangian. T he expansion of the bare propagators for an allvalues ofH =v is then
equivalent to nserting a zero{m om entum Higgs eld In an arirary amplimde A X ),

1 1 mo 1

E m, & myv & mp

11)
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and generating thisway the am plitudeA X H ). Since thebarem assm ( and the renom al-
Ized massmy are related by the anom alousm assdin ension, dlogm = (1+ ,)dlogmg,
we nd orthe nal form ofthe theoram

1
Im A XH)= — A X) 12)
pa ! O 1+ 5, v @Gmg

Tt is well{known that the theoram can be exploited to derive the H coupling In
lowest order {13, 51]. However, the theorem is also valid if radiative Q CD corrections
are taken into acoount. For lJarge ferm ion m asses, the vacuum polarization of the photon
propagator at zero m om entum is given by

| 1] | #
4 2 s 2
= - () 5 1+ — @1+ ) > +0 () 13)
Mo mo
so that
@
m g =92 14+ -2 (14)
@m ¢
From the anom alousm ass din ension to lowest order,
n = 2 5= (15)
one readily derives the correction Cy ofthe H coupling
1+ =
2 2 s s s
mi:=4m:- ! 0: 1+Cy—! ——M =1 — 16
R . 1+ 2 o= o)

Com pared w ith the radiative Q CD correction to the photon propagator, 1+ <= ), jist
the sign of the correction is reversed, (1 = ), for the H coupling [{52] In the
notation of eq.€9}) the correction is attrlbuted to ¢ whilke ¢ l=mf2 vanishes for large
quark m asses.

The sam e result can be derived by exploiting well{known results on the anom aly in
the trace of the energy {m om entum tensor F§],

— 1
= 1+ m)mOQoQO+ Zl_F F a7

denotes the mixed QED /QCD  function de ned by @ ( ?)=QR log = . Sihece
the matrix element h  J Pi vanishes for nfrared photons, the coupling of the two{
photon state to the Higgs source (m (=v)Q,Q, is given by °=F 1+ )], with ° =
2¢5 ’= (1+ =) Icluding only the heavy quark contrbution to the QED /QCD

function. Thus the H coupling is describbed by the e ective Lagrangian

eé p- 1=2 s
LEH )= — 2Gg 1 — F F H 18)
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which is apparently equivalent to the previous derivation ofthe H coupling in the lim it
2 2
my=4mg ! O.

The Lin it of Sm allQ uark{Loop M asses

In thelimitmg ( é) ! 0 the lrading and subleading logarithm s of the Q CD correction
Cyg can be evaluated analytically:

1 2
mo (2)! 0: Cy ! EJogZ< 4 1) gl 4 j_)+2logm% (19)

and, split into realand im agihary parts,

1
=mC = = 4 2
mCpy 3 3]09( )+
i 9 é
gbg(4 )+ 2log—- 20)
Mo

| 1h 2y 2
<eCy ! 15 Iog” @)

The choice of the renom alization scale  is crucial for the size of Cy . Choosing the
on{shellde niion ¢ = my ladsto very large corrections in the In aginary aswellasthe
real part, as dem onstrated In Fig. 5. By contrast, or o = %m u , the corrections in the
real and in agihary part rem ain an all in the entire  range of interest, < a few 1d
formy 3G& andmy < 1 T& . [[his colncides with the corresponding cbservation
rthedecay H ! I where the running of the b{m ass up to the scalk %m y absorbs the
leading Jogarithm ic coe cients [3].] Only for og  values above the physical range m ust
the leading logarithm ic corrections be summ ed up; such an analysis is beyond the scope
of the present Investigation.

22 The G luonic D ecay W idth

G luonic decays of the H iggs boson
H ! gg

are of physical interest for argum ents sim ilar to the preceding section. However, there
are som e qualitative di erences. Since the particle loops m ediating the H gg coupling
carry color charges, the color{neutralW ;Z gauge bosons do not contribute. T he gluonic
branching ratio can only be m easured directly at e e oolliders and for H iggs m asses
presum ably less than about 140 G& [18] since it drops quickly to a level below 10 3
for Increasing m asses. In this range, a fourth generation of fermm ions would enhance the
brandhing ratio to a kevelw here it becom es com petitive w ith the dom Inant o decay m ode.

T he gluonic w idth detem ines the production cross section of H iggs bosons In ghion {
glion fusion to lkading order at hadron colliders. T he cross section, however, is strongly
a ected by QCD radiative corrections so that the w idth can be m easured in this indirect
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way only wihin about 20% .

AttheBom levelthe contribution ofheavy quarksto the gluonicw idth in the Standard
M odel is given by

X

H ! )=—G§—§m3§ Ao (o) @1)
. gg 36§3H4QQQ

where A, denotes the quark am pliude, already discussed In eq.@), without the color
factor. The top quark contribution isby far dom nant in the SM . Any additional heavy
quark from a fourth fam ily etc. increases the decay am plitude by a factor 2 in the Iin it
where the H iggs m ass is sm all com pared w ith the Q Q threshold energy.

The QCD ocorrections to the glionic decay width 3§, 47] are large. Several classes
of diagram s m ust be calculated In addition to those fam iliar from the two{photon decay
am plitude. G eneric exam plsare shown in F ig. 3. T he virtual corrections involve the non {
abelian three{gluon and ur{glion couplings, and the counter temm s associated w ith the
renom alization 2y 1= (&4 1) % 25 1) ofthe QCD ooupling. W e have de ned
intheM S schemewith ve active quark avorsand the heavy top quark decouplked [(Y].
Besides the virtual corrections, three{gluon and glion plus quark{antiquark nal states
m ust be taken into account,

H ! ggg and g

In the quark channel we w ill restrict ourselves to the light quark species which we will
treat as m asskess particledi. A s a consequence of chirality conservation, the glion decay
am plitude does not Interfere In this lin it with the am plitude in which the g pair is
coupled directly to the H iggsboson [g#H o) of orderm o, but kept non{zero]. Thiswould
be di erent fortop quark decaysH ! ttg where the decay m echanism ofF ig. 3, however,
is a higher{order e ect, suppressed to O (gﬁ) already at the am plitude level w ith respect
to the gluon bram sstrahlung correction of the basic tt decay am plitude. T he light{quark

nal states n the QCD oorrections to the gluonic decays, on the other hand, must be
taken into acoount since they are energy {degenerate w ith the glion nal states.

The result can be w ritten in the formm

H ! g9@;gad= 1o® ! gg) 1+E (o) @2)
w ih
E()—9—5 zN +33 N 2+E ©3)
4 6 6 bgmg

*W e include ¢;b quarks am ong the light quarks so that all large logarithm s logm  =m 2, , associated
with nal state particle splitting, are rem oved by virtue of the K inoshita{Lee{N auenberg theorem . T his
assum es that when the theoretical prediction willbe com pared w ith data, ¢ and b quark nal states in
collinearcon gurationsare not subtracted. N ote that in H iggsdecaysto c;b quark pairsplusan additional
gluon #t, the heavy quarks are em itted preferentially back {to{back and not in collinear con gurations.
A m ore detailed phenom enological analysis ofthese nal states is In progress.]
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The st three temm s survive In the lim it of large Joop m asses while E vanishes in this
lim . isthe renom alization point and de nes the scale param eterof . ktumsouta
posteriori that the higher order corrections are m Inim ized by choosing the polem assm g
for the renom alized quark m ass; this is evident from Fig. 7a. The correction E , given
explicitely In the A ppendix, isdigplayed in F ig. 7b for the physically relevant m ass range.
In Fig. 8 we present the gluonic width of the H iggs boson including the QCD radiative
correctiong!.

T he totaldecay w idth and the branching ratios of all decay processes in the Standard
M odel are shown In Fig. 9 for Higgs boson massesup to 1 T&/ . Allknown QCD and
Jkading electrow eak radiative corrections are included.

T he size ofthe Q CD radiative corrections depends on the choice ofthe renom alization
scake forany xed order of the perturbative expansion. A transparent prescription is
provided by theBLM schem e {6(] in which theN ; dependent coe cient ofthe correction is
m apped into the coupling o, summ Ing up quark and gluon Joops In the gluon propagators.
W e shall apply this prescription in the large loop{m ass lim it where the am plitude can be
calculated analytically:

2—mm? 1 0 E () ® Ty, 3 2NF]og2 4)
m =4m . . = — _
e 4 6 ° 6 m 2
Choosing
7
BLM — € ZmH O:l7mH (25)
the Ny dependent part drops out ofE ( ) and we are left wih
9 s
H ! gg@+ga= sls(swm)] 1+ > (26)

A Jarge fraction ofthe totalQ CD correction isthusto be attributed to the renom alization
of the coupling.

W e shall conclude this subsection wih a few comments on the e ective H gg La—
grangian 37]. In the ssmeway asorH , we can derive the e ective gluon Lagrangian
for quark {Joop m asses large com pared to the H iggsm ass by taking the derivative of the
gluon propagator w ith respect to the bare quark m ass or ¢ = 0. Introducing again the
anom alousm ass din ension , , one nds for the gauge{invariant Lagrangian,

1 H
Ligg= — (o) gaga I @7)
4 1+ L () v
w here
s 19 s
= — 1+ —— and = 2— 28
3 4 m (28)

4In allnum ericalanalysesand gures, the contrioutions ofthe b quark loops have been inclided. Even
for am allH iggsm asses these e ects rem ain less than about 10% ofthe lkading t quark contributions.

12



so that to second order

p— 1=2 11
2G ¢ 1+z—5 G*G® H (29)

)

12

Lugg =

A s a consequence of the non{abelian gauge invariance the Lagrangian describes, besides
the H gg coupling, also the H ggg and H gggg couplings, F ig. 10a.

In contrast to the e ective H Lagrangian, L y g does not describe the H gg inter-
action to second order in ¢ In total. This Lagrangian acoounts only for the interactions
m ediated by the heavy quarks directly, but it does not include the quantum e ects ofthe
light eldsi: Ly gg Must be added to the light{quark and gluon part of the basic QCD
Lagrangian, and this sum then serves asa new e ective Lagrangian for H iggs{glion { light
quark interactions. Physical observables associated w ith the low {energy H iggs particlke
are calculated by m eans ofthise ective Lagrangian in the standard way, generating gluon
s=lf{energies, vertex corrections, gluon {by{gluon scattering, gluon splitting to gluon and
light quark pairs, etc. In summ a, the diagram s displayed in F ig. 10b m ust be evaluated,
taking Into account also the corresoonding counter temm s that renom alize the coupling

s and the glion wave function.

The xed{order program discussed so far can be applied to the m ass region where
my=2m, is snall fin essence < 1] B4, 31, 611 but Iogm o=my still m oderate so that
Jogarithm ic term s need not be summ ed up. This is the kinem atical region of physical
interest. Based on a carefull RG analysis [47], the Jogarithm ic term s have been summ ed
up In the lin i where also Jogm o=my is lJarge. This leads to the plausbl resul that
the energy scale in the e ective H gg Lagrangian is set by the heavy{quark m ass whilke
the H iggs m ass is the scale relevant for the additional light{quantum uctuations. This
can be moorporated by substiuting E () ! [11=2] sy ) + [/3=4 T=6Ng ] sy )
in eq.@4), laving us with the light{quantum uctuations as the m ain com ponent of
the QCD corrections In thism athem atical lin it. Form oderate values of logm g =m y the
solitting is of higher order in the Q CD ocoupling and can be neglcted.

2.3 Higgs Boson P roduction in pp C ollisions

G uon fusion 0]

rp! gg! H
isthem ain production m echanism ofH iggsbosons in high {energy pp collisions throughout
the entire H iggs m ass range. A s discussed before, the gluon coupling to the H iggs boson

In the Standard M odel is m ediated by trangular loops of top quarks. The decreasing
form factor w ith rising loop m ass is counterbalanced by the linear growth of the H iggs

®Technically, the additional contributions are proportionalto a comm on factor ( ?=m 2 ) which van—
ishes if the H iggs m ass is set to zero before isdriven to ( 0). Note that these m ass singularities are
regularized form ally or < 0.] However, keeping the H iggsm ass non { zero but am all, the expansion in
givesrise to log =m y tem swhich x the size of the renom alization scale of the physical process.
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coupling w ith the quark m ass. H eavier quarks still, In a fourth fam ily for nstance, would
add the sam e contrilbution to the production am plitude if their m asses were generated
through the standard H iggs m echanian .]

To lowest order the parton cross section, Fig. la, can be expressed by the glionic
w idth ofthe H iggsboson,

o

“olgg! H) = @ mi) (30)

2

0o = o @ ! gg)

3
H

o 3
N

3

where 8 is the gg Invariant energy squared. R ecalling the lowest{order two{glion decay
w idth ofthe H iggsboson, we nd

G 2 2 3X
0=L§Q = Ao (o) (31)
288 2 4

The , dependence of the form factor has been given in eq.@3). W ith rising m ass, the
w idth ofthe SM H iggsboson quickly becom esbroader. Thise ect can be ncorporated in
the Jow est{order approxin ation by substituting the B reit{W igner form forthe zero{w idth
{distribution
1 8 g=my

)= 2
¢ ) € m2)P+ 6 pmmg ) o2

and changing kinem atical factorsm % ! & appropriately.
D enoting the gluon lum nosity as

aLee %1 , ,
a = ;g(X;M )g( =x;M ) (33)

the Jow est{order proton {proton cross section is found in the narrow {w idth approxin ation
to be
dr,99
rofPp! H)= o= (34)
d

where the D rell{Y an variabl is de ned, asusual, by

2
m
R= (35)
S

w ith s being the nvarant pp collider energy squared. The expression y dL99=d ; isonly
m idly divergent for 5 ! O.

The QCD corrections to the fision processgg ! H [86,37,40], Fig. 1b,
gg! H@ and ggq! Hg ! Hg
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Involve the virtual corrections forthe gg ! H subprocess and the radiation of gluions in
the nal state; n addition, H iggs bosons can be produced in gluon {quark collisions and
quark {antiquark annihilation. T hese subprocesses contribute to the H iggs production at
the sam e order of . T he virtual correctionsm odify the lowest{order flision cross section
by a coe cient Inearin 5. G luon radiation leadsto 2{parton nalstatesw ith Invariant
energy 8 mfl in the gg;ggand dg channels. T he parton cross sections forthe subprocess
i+ j! H + X may thusbe written

s

"= 0 aggg 1 C(g)— @ M+Dyo)— @ M) (36)

fori;j= g;9;9. The new scaling variabke *, supplem enting the variables 5 = m 2 =s and
o = mj =4m 7 introduced earlier, is de ned at the parton Jevel,

LY
- e 37)

The quark{loop mass is de ned as the pole mass In the scaling variable o . The coef-

cientsC (o) and D 5 (%; o) have been determ ined by m eans of the sam e techniques as
described for the H and H gg couplings at great detail. The lengthy analytic expres—
sions for arbitrary H iggsboson and quark m asses are given in the Appendix in the formm
of one{dim ensional Feynm an integrals. T he quark{loop m asshasbeen de ned In the on{
shell renom alization schem e, whilke the QCD coupling is taken in theM S scheme. Ifall
the corrections (3§) are added up, ultraviokt and infrared divergences cancel. H owever
collinear singularities are kft over. T hese singularities are absorbed into the renom aliza—
tion of the parton densities [62]. W e have adopted the M S factorization schem e for the
renom alization of the parton densities. The nal result for the pp cross section can be
cast into the form

dng

P! H+X)= o, 1+C— 4 + gt et @ (38)
H

w ith the renom alization scale in ¢ and the factorization scale of the parton densities to
be =xed properly.

The coe cient C ( o) denotes the contrdbutions from the virtual two{loop corrections
regularized by the infrared singular part of the cross section for real gluon em ission.
This coe cient splits into the infrared part 2, a logarithm ic term depending on the
renom alization scale and a nite  {dependent piece c(q),

C(o)= “+c(g)+ Iog—; 39)

The tem c( o) can be reduced analytically to a one{din ensional Feynm an {param eter
integral [see Appendix B Jwhich hasbeen evaluated num erically Q]. In the heavy{quark
linit o = mj=4m} 1 and i the light{quark lin it | 1, the integrals could be
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sokred analytically.

The (non{shgular) hard contrbutions from gluon radiation In gg scattering, ggq scat—
tering and g annihilation depend on the renomn alization scale and the factorization
scale M ofthe parton densities F ig. 1b],

Z, ( 2

dr,99 s R R M R
gg = d d - 0 gg()bg?-i-dgg(;Q)
! " ! #)
]Og(l A) N A A A
tlz ——— 2 a )1log (1 )
+
Z1  x gne . ( " 1 M2 # )
gaq = d — o "Py(®)  Zlog—+ logd ") + dyq(%i )
H aiq d 2 8
21 X gL« 3
aa = d q — 0dg ("7 ) 40)
H

wih ~ = 4= . The renom alization scale enters through the QCD coupling ( 2) in
the radiative corrections and the lowest{order parton cross section [ ¢ ( 1. P4 and
Py, are the standard A tarelli{P arisi splitting fiinctions [63],

( )
1 1 33 2Ng

Pyu(?) = 6 + 2+ "¢ N+ —m— ¢
gg (%) T~ ( ) c ( )
41+ @ *F
Py = -—F— @1)
3
R
F, denotes the usual+ distrbution such thatF (%), = F (%) @ NgdF (*9).The

ooe cients d g4q7dyq and dgg can be reduced to one{dim ensional integrals Appendix C]
which have been evaluated num erically [4Q] for arbitrary quark masses. They can be
solved analytically in the heavy and light{quark lin is.

In the heavy{quark Im it the coe cients c( o) and di; (*; o) reduce to very sinple
expressions [36,37],

11
o =mg=Admj 1: clo) t <
11

dyg (% o) ! —~a
2

A2

dgq (%5 o) ! 1+ 27
;o) ! 2@ Ay 42)

dqq 7 Q . 27

T he corrections of O (o) In a system atic Taylor expansion have been shown to be very
an all [1]. In fact, the keading term provides an excellent approxin ation up to the quark
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threshold m g 2mg .

For the sake of com plteness we quote the di erential parton cross sections for hard{
gluon radiation and quark scattering in the heavy quark{loop lim it 36, 37,43, 44],

a» Gp 3
— = —p-S_H &b 43)
dt 288 2 2
w ih
Hgg! Ha) = 3¢+ +a'+mf
SR 2 &£t
Hgg! Ho) = 2 &+ @
gg! Hqg 3 ot
Hg! Ha) = 16 € + 02
qq’ g 9 32

TheM andelstam variabls€; are them om entum transfer squared from the nitialpartons
g9;99; dg, respectively, to the H ggsboson in the nalstate. [The singularities forf;a ! 0
can be regularized In n din ensions.]

In the opposite lin it where the H iggsm ass is very large com pared w ith the top m ass,
a com pact analytic result can be derived, too:

Q=mfl=4mé 1:
c(o) | — g ( 4 ) 2 pg( 4 i)
. —_— 1 — 1
Q 36 Q 3 g 0
2 n @) n @)
dyg (7 o) ! Bbg(élQ) 7 7°+ 5% 6log N1 ~+ *
:IO AN @)
+21g -3 6~ 2*+5% 6
( ." !#)
;o) ! Z h1+ a Afl "5 @ o)+ log '
dgq r Q * 3 15 g Q A
dg (i o) ! O (44)

T hese approxin ate expressions are valid to kading and sublkading logarithm ic accuracy.

The nalresuls of our analysis are presented In Fig. 11 and the subsequent gures
for the LHC energy = s = 14 T& . A brief simm ary is also given for 10 T&7.] They
are based on a top{quark mass of 174 G& E{1(]. If not stated otherw ise, we have
adopted the G RV param eterizations [p4] of the parton densities. These are de ned i the
M S scheme’. Wehave chosesn ® fn,) = 0:117 oftheM S scheme In next{to{leading

W e may switch to di erent schem es by adding the appropriate nite shift finctions [64] £i; to the
Jntegra]s ijr ie. subst'ji:mjng Pij ") ]ogM 2=§ ! Pij (@] ]ogM 2=§+ fj_j (") In equfl(_]‘).
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order. T his corresponds to the average m easured Q CD coupling for ve quark degrees of
freedom [65] w ith 1\(45_)5; = 214 M & ; the standard m atching conditions [66] are adopted
at =me: O(=mJ )= P(=m.J2)wih 2 =0413 2. TheGRV

ts are based on a som ewhat an aller value of . This ntroduces a slight inconsistency
Into the num erical evaluation of the cross section which we allow for since, on the other
hand, the basic parton cross section is quadratic In ¢ and thus depends strongly on the
choice of the QCD ocoupling. In order to correct the di erence In the ;- values, the
factorization scale M at which the parton densities are evaluated, has been changed to
adjist appropriately the matio M *= Z_ which enters in the structure functionsi. The
cross section is sensitive to gluon and quark densities down to x values of order 10 2 to
10 3, so that subtlk non{linear e ects in the evolution at sm all x need not be taken into

acoount yet.

W e introduce K factors in the standard way,

HO

K or = 45)

LO

T he cross sections ¢ in next{to{lading order are nom alized to the cross sections 1o,
evaluated consistently for parton densities and ¢ in lading order; the QCD NLO and
LO oouplings are taken from the GRV param eterizations of the structure functions. T he
K factor can be broken down to several characteristic com ponents. K 4+ accounts for the
reqularized virtual corrections, corregoonding to the coe cient C ;K ,z B ;B = g;9;9] for
the real corrections as de ned in egs.(@0). These K factors are shown for LHC energies
In Fig. 1l as a function of the H iggs boson m ass. For both the renom alization and the
factorization scales, = M = m g hasbeen chosen. Apparently K i+ and K g4 are of the
sam e size and oforder 50% whilke K g4 and K g are quite an all. Notethat K yir+ K a5)
diers from K 1) since the cross sections ( are evaluated with di erent NLO and
LO § values In the num erator and denom nator.] Apart from the threshold region for
H iggs decays Into tt pairs, K . is insensitive to the H iggsm ass.

T he absolute m agnitude of the correction is positive and large, increasing the cross
section for Higgs production at the LHC signi cantly by a factor of about 1.5 to 1.7.
C om paring the exact num erical results w ith the analytic expressions in the heavy {quark
Iim i, it tums out that these asym ptotic solutions provide an excellent approxin ation
even for Higgs m asses above the top{decay threshold. For H iggs m asses below 700
G &7, the deviations of the Q CD oorrections from the asym ptotic approxin ation are less
than 10% .

T here are two sources of uncertainties in the theoretical prediction of the H iggs cross
section, the variation of the cross section with di erent param etrizations of the parton
densities and the unknown next{to{next{to{leading corrections. Since all m ass scales,
the H iggsm ass aswellas the loop{quark m ass, are very large, the notorious uncertainties
from higher{tw ist e ects can safely be assum ed absent.

"T he dependence of the cross section on the factorization scale is very sm all
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O ne of the m ain uncertainties n the prediction of the H iggs production cross section
is due to the gluon density. This distrbution can only indirectly be extracted through
order ¢ e ects from desp{inelastic lepton{nuckon scattering, or through com plicated
analyses of nal states In Jpton {nuclkon and hadron{hadron scattering. A dopting a sst
of representative parton distributions 64,67, 68] which are up{to{date tsto allavailablk
experin ental data, we nd a varation ofabout 7% between them axinum and m Inin um
values of the cross section for H iggsm asses above 100 G&/, Fig.12a. Thisuncertainty
w ill be reduced In the near fiture when the deep{inelastic electron/positron{nuclkon
scattering experin ents at HERA w ill have reached the anticipated level of accuracy.

The lunphysical] variation of the cross section w ith the renom alization and factor-
ization scales is reduced by ncluding the next{to{leading order corrections. This is
dem onstrated in Fig. 13 for two typical values of the Higgsmass, my = 150 G& and
my = 500 G& : The renom alization/factorization scale = M isvariedas = m y
for between 1/2 and 2. The ratio of the cross sections is reduced from 1.62 In leading
order to 1.32 in next{to{leading order formy = 500 G& . W hile for sn allH iggsm asses
the variation wih for 1 is already an all at the LO Jvel, the In provem ent by the
NLO oorrections is signi cant at the NLO level for large H iggsm asses. However, the g—
ures Indicate that further im provem ents are required since the dependence of the cross
Section is still m onotonic in the param eter range set by the scale of order my . These
uncertainties associated w ith higher{order corrections appear to be less than about 15%
how ever.

Ifthe totalenergy is reduced from P s= 14T& to10 T&/ the production cross section

for the SM H iggs boson decreases by a little less than a factor 2 for an allH iggsm asses
and a little m ore than 2 for large H iggsm asses, F ig. 12b. The K factors agree w ithin less
than 5% for the two energies.

3 The NeutralSUSY H iggs P articles

3.1 TheBasic Set{Up

Supersym m etric theories are very attractive extensions of the Standard M odel. At low

energies they provide a theoretical fram ew ork in which the hierarchy problem in the H iggs
sector is solved w hilke retaining H iggsbosonsw ith m oderatem asses as elem entary particles
In the context of the high m ass scales dem anded by grand uni cation. The m ininal
supersym m etric extension of the Standard M odel M SSM ) p9lmay serve as a usefl
guideline in thisdom ain [/d]. This point isunderlined by the fact that them odel ked to a
prediction of the ekctroweak m xing angle R§] that is in striking agreem ent w ith present
high {precision m easurem ents of sih”* ; RY]. A though som e of the phenom ena w ill be
soeci ¢ to thism inin al version, the general pattem w ill nevertheless be characteristic to
m ore general extensions {33, i71] so that the analyses can be considered as representative
fora wide classof SUSY m odels.
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Supersym m etry requires the existence of at least two isodoublkt scalar elds ; and
», thus extending the physical spectrum of scalar particles to ve R7]. TheM SSM

is restricted to thism Inin alextension. The eld , ih vacuum expectation valie v,]
couples only to up{type quarks whilke ; Wit vacuum expectation value v;] couples to
down{type quarks and charged lptons. The physical H iggs bosons introduced by this
extension are of the ©llow ing type: two CP {even neutralbosons h® and H ° where h°
w illbe the lightest particlke], a CP {odd neutralboson A 0 usually called pssudoscalar] and
two charged H iggs bosons H

Besidesthe fourm assesm o, myo,m a0 andmy ,two additionalparam etersde ne the
properties of the scalar particles and their interactions w ith gauge bosons and fem ions:
them ixing angle , related to the ratio ofthe two vacuum expectation valuestg = v,=vq,
and them xingangle in theneutralCP {even sector. Supersym m etry gives rise to several
relations am ong these param eters and, in fact, only two of them are lndependent. These
relations in pose a strong hierarchical structure on them ass spectrum o < mg;mao <
myo andmy < myz ]whih however is broken by radiative corrections 80, 31] due to
the lJarge top quark m ass. The param eter tg will In general be assum ed in the range
1< tg <meEmy [=4 < < =2], consistent w ith the restrictions that follow from
Interpreting theM SSM asthe low energy lim it of a supergravity m odel

TheM SSM Higgs sector is generally param eterized by the massm 5o of the pssu—
doscalar H iggsboson and tg . O nce these two param eters aswell as the top quark m ass
and the associated squark m asses w hich enter through radiative corrections] are speci ed,
allotherm asses and them ixing angle can be predicted. To discuss the radiative correc—
tionswe shallneglect, forthe sake of sim plicity, non {leading e ects due to non{zero valies
of the supersym m etric H iggs m ass param eter and of the param eters A . and Ay, In the
soft sym m etry breaking interaction. T he radiative corrections are then determm ined by the
param eter which grow s asthe fourth power ofthe top quark m assm ; and logarithm icalky
w ith the squark massM ¢,

_3 1L omig g M 46)
2 & sn® m? m?

withs? =1 & = sih® y . [Themai part of the two{loop e ects can be incorporated
by using the running M S top m ass evaluated at the pokemass [/2].]

T hese corrections are positive and they shift the m ass of the light neutralH iggsboson
h® upward with increasing top m ass. The varation of the upper lin it on m 0 with the
top quark mass is shown In Fig. 14da forM 5 = 1 T& and two representative values of
tg = 15 and 30. W hilk the dashed lnhes corresoond to the lrading radiative corrections
in eg.{44),

mﬁo m% o2 + sin? @)

the solid lines correspond to the H iggs m ass param eter = 200;0;+ 200 G& and the
Yukawa parameters A, = Ay = 1 T& . The upper bound on mo is shifted from the
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tree{level valuem ; up to 140Gy orme= 174 G&/ .

Takingm ,o and tg as the base param eters, the m ass of the lightest scalar state h°
is given to leading order by

1h
mﬁo = 5 m§0+m§+
q
m2,+mz+ ) 4dmimZoos2 4 mi,sh® +mioos ) @48)

T he m asses of the heavy neutral and charged H iggs bosons follow from the sum rules

2 2 2
o = on+mZ mh0+

2
H
2 2 2

i Mmyo+ my 49)

In the subssquent discussion we will assum e for de niteness thatm .= 174 G& , M 5 =
1T& and = A .= Ap= 0. For the two rpresentative values of tg introduced above,
themassesmpo;myo and my  are displayed In Figs. 14b{d as a function ofm 0. [The
dependence of the m asses on the param eters ;A ;A is weak and the m ass shifts are
lim tted by a fow G& [34].]

Them xing param eter isdetem Ined by tg and the Higgsmassm o,

t92 = tg2 — w ith —< <0 (50)

mAO

3
_|_

[
8
0
N
N

T he couplings ofthe variousneutralH iggsbosonsto ferm ionsand gauge bosons depend
on the angles and .Nom alized to the SM H iggs couplings, they are sum m arized in
Table T. The pseudoscalar particke A° has no tree Jevel couplings to gauge bosons, and
its couplings to down (up) {type fem ions are (inversely) proportionalto tg .

9 uu 9 ad gvv
SM H 1 1 1
M SSM h® | cos =sin sin =cos  sin ( )
H? | sh =sh 00s =0os oos( )
A° 1=tg tg 0

Tabl 1: Higgs couplings in the M SSM to fem jons and gauge bosons relative to SM
couplings.

T ypical num erical values of these couplings are shown in Fig. 15 asa function ofm 5o
and for two values oftg . The dependence on the param eters and A ;A is very weak
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and the lading radiative corrections provide an excellent approxin ation [34]. There is in

generala strong dependence on the nput param eterstg andm o . The couplingsto down

(up) {type ferm ions are enhanced (suppressed) com pared to the SM  H iggs couplings. If
m o is Jarge, the couplings ofh? to ferm ions and gaugebosonsare SM  like. It is therefore
very di cukt to distinguish the H iggs sector ofthe M SSM from that ofthe SM , ifall

H iggs bosons, except the lightest neutral H iggs boson, are very heavy.

Apart from cascade decays in som e comers ofthe SUSY param eter space, the m ain
decay m odes of the neutral H iggs partickes are In generaltb decays [ 90% ] and *
decays [ 10% ], and top decays above threshold. T he branching ratios forallthe dom inant
decay m odes are shown in Fig.16. The gold{plated Z Z decays ofthe SM H iggsparticke
above 140 G&/ play only am lnor v :n the SUSY H iggs sector | and in large parts of
the param eter space their rOk is even negligble. The totalw idths of the states rem ain
anall, 0 (1 G& ), anywhere in the intermm ediate m ass range and they do not exceed a few
tens of G &/ even for H iggsm asses ofthe orderof 1 T&/ , Fig.17.

In addition to the conventionaldecays Into SM  particles, the H iggs particlesm ay also
decay into chargio and neutralino pairs 33, 34]. D epending on the details of the SUSY
param eters, the branching ratios for decays into these channels can add up to a few tens
ofpercent; invisbl LSP (lightest neutralino) decays, in particular, can even dom inate In
som e dom ains ofthe M SSM param eter goace. W hen kinem atically allowed, the H iggs
particles also decay Into squarks and skptons, with generally an all branching ratios,
though . Forthe present experin entalbounds on non {colored and colored supersym m etric
particles, see Refs. /3] and [74], respectively.

T he neutralH iggs particles w illbe searched form ainly in the decay channels * and

at the LHC [18, 19]. Large QCD backgrounds render the analysis of the dom inating
b nal states very di cult. Nonetheless, detailed feasbility studies have dem onstrated
that the b decay channel {/§]m ay be accessble in associated W h® and tt=tch® events if
a set of strong detector requirem ents ism et R5].

32 The Two{Photon Decay W idths

Sim ilarly to the Standard M odel H iggs boson, the precise prediction ofthe  widths of
the SUSY H iggs particles ism otivated by several points. T his rare decay m ode provides
the m ost In portant signature for the search ofthe light H iggs bosons at hadron colliders.
T he values of the coupling constants are a ected by the charged particle loops ofthe entire
SUSY spectrum with m asses far exceeding the light H iggsm ass. The e ect however is
an all n general for heavy SUSY particles since the m ain com ponent of their m asses is
not generated by the H iggsm echanian so that these particles decouple asym ptotically.

The  ooupling to Higgs bosons In supersym m etric theories is m ediated by charged
heavy particke loops built up by W bosons, standard femm ions £, charged H iggs bosons
H , charginos e and sferm ions £ in the scalar cases h%;H °, and standard ferm ions and
charginos [in the absence of sferm jon m ixing] in the pseudoscalar case A°. D enoting the
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amplitudes by A¢ etc., the decay rates are given?, by

Grp “m: X
@Ol ) = —p= NeSgiAl 4 AL+ g A]
f
2
X H X 2 H
+  gtAL+ Neelgial (51)
e hig
and )
0 Gr Zmzi X 2 X
@’ )= —p—=2 N .efgtnAs + gal (52)
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The spin 1, soin 1/2 and spin 0 am plitudes read to low est order for the scalarH iggsbosons

Al = R+ 3 +32 1DEf()E?
a¥, = 20+ ( DEOE?
Al = [ fO)F (53)

and for the pssudoscalar H iggs boson
Azfzz = f()= (54)

A s usual, the scaling variabk is de ned as = m*=4m{ with m; denoting the loop
m ass. The universal scaling function f ( ) is the same as in eq-{-_4) . The coe cients g ;

denote the couplings of the H iggs bosons to W bosons, top and bottom quarks given in
Tablk 7, and the couplings to sferm ions and charginos which are recollected for the sake
of convenience in Tabl 2 in the absence of sform jon m ixing. [hcliding m ixing e ects in
the scalar squark sector due to the soft param eters A; Ay and does not change the
production cross sections and photonic decay w idths ofthe SUSY H iggsbosons in m ost
of the param eter space, except in an all regions where they play a signi cant 0k and lead
to an enhancem ent of the signal {74].]

Since the contributions of the squark loops are strongly suppressed com pared to t;b
Joops, we shall restrict the discussion ofthe Q CD corrections to the standard quark loops.
T hese corrections w ill be param eterized again as

Ag=AgZ% 1+Cc— (55)
The coe cient C dependson = m *=4m? ( J), where the running mass mg ( 3) is

de ned at the renom alization point o,

2

C=oclg(2)]+ czmQ(?Q)]Jogm—% (56)
Q

8T he scalar particles h®;H © w ill generically be denoted by H °, and all the neutralH iggs particles by
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H °© &
SM H 0 0
m 2 n 2 st -
M SSM  h° | i sing y+ =L 2% sucos Qusin )
HC . ey
2 h 1
g ;ﬂzw oos( ) % 27 (Sysin + Q 35008 )
HC €1
Af 0 2= ( Syoos  Qush )
fi.;R
SM H 0
0 mi m 2 2 :
M sSM  h®| 29 —%(I; esn®y)sn(+ )
£ £
m 2 2 .
HO | 5o "4 (@ esh’ y)oos( + )
£ £
A° 0

Tablk 2: Higgs couplings n the M SSM to charged H iggs bosons, charginos and sferm ions
relative to SM  oouplings. Q i3 and Sy (A= 1;2) are related to the m ixing angles between the
charginos ¢ and &, Ref.[7d].

The renom alization point is taken to be o = m =2; this valie is related to the polk
m ass by the QCD formula noted 1 egq.(3). The lowest order am plitude Ago must be
evaluated for the ssmemass valuemg ( 5 = I =2F). The choice ¢ = m =2 of the
renom alization point ensures, a posteriori, a behavior of the couplings which iswell
controlled for H iggsm asse?s)m udh larger than the quark mass. The QCD coupling ¢ is

evaluiated at = m for ﬁ=214Mé/.

To regularize the pseudoscalar am plitude nvolving the s ocoupling, we have adopted
the "t H ooft{Velm an prescription [/7]. A technical rem ark ought to be added on a subtle
problem related to this in plem entation of s which reproduces the axial{vectoranom aly to
Iowest order autom atically. T he m ultiplicative renom alization factor of the scalar Q Q)
current is given by Zygg = 1 702, Where Z,;7, are the wave{function and m ass
renom alization factors, respectively. To ensure the chiral{symm etry relation s ©%p) !

5 E%p) hthelimitm, ! O forthe form jonic m atrix elem ent of the pseudoscalar and
scalar currents, the renom alization factor of the pssudoscalar current has to be chosen

[78] as

8 &
ZAQQ= ZHQQ+§_ (57)
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T he additional tem , supplem enting the naive expectation, is due to spurious anom alous
contributions that m ust be subtracted by hand.

The Lin it of Large Loop M asses

For largem, , the coe cient ¢, In eq.(586) is of order l=mé and approaches zero for the
scalar and pssudoscalar H iggs bosons. It has been shown before that ¢ approaches (1)
for scalar H iggsbosons; for the pssudoscalar H iggs particle ¢; vanishes asym ptotically, ie.

mg! 1 : d ! 1
4 ! 0 (58)

T his resul for the pssudoscalar H iggs boson can also be derived from the non {renom ali-
zation of the anom aly of the axial{vector current. In the same way In which the H
coupling In the local lim it can be related to the anom aly of the trace of the energy{
m om entum tensor, we can derive the A°  coupling from the anom aly of the axial{vector
current [79],

€5 =2mo0i0+Ng—F F (59)

with F = F  denoting the dual eld strength tensor. Since, as fam iliar from the
Sutherland{Velm an paradox, the matrix element h R J5 Pi of the divergence of the
axiakvector current vanishes for zero photon energy, them atrix elementh  n 4 0150 Pi
of the H iggs source can be linked directly to the anom alous term 1 eq.(59). It is well{
known that the anom aly is not renom alized ifthe Q CD strong interactions are sw itched
on [/9]. Asa result, thee ective A? Lagrangin

P 2
Leer A° )=Nceé_8— Gy F P A° (60)
is valid to all orders of perturbation theory in s nthelinitmZ, 4mj.

The Lin it of Sm all Loop M asses

A Iso in the opposite Iim it of am allquark { Joop m asses com pared w ith the H iggsm asses, the
H° andA? oouplings can be calculated analytically. This lin it is usefiill in practice
for Jarge tg values where the b quark coupling to the heavy HiggsbosonsH ? and A is
strongly enhanced. A s anticipated theoretically, the kading and sublkading logarithm ic
tem s are chirally invariant and we obtain the ssme QCD correction in this lim it for the
scalar and pseudoscalar couplings,

2 HA 1 2 . 2 . é
mo(2)! 0: CcifP1 —bd( 4 i) -“bg( 4 i)+2bgZ  (61)
18 3 2

The nite non{logarithm ic contrioutions to C m ay be di erent in the scalar and pssu-
doscalar cases.

The am plitudesC® forscalar Ioopsand C* forpsesudoscalar loops are shown in Fig. 18
as a function of Bg]. The coe cients are realbelow the quark threshod < 1, and
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com plex above. Very close to the threshold, wihin a margin ofa few G &/, the present
perturbative analysish can not be applied. [t m ay account to som e extent for resonance
e ects In a gldbalway.] Sihoe QQ pairs cannot form 0** states at the threshold, =m Cy
vanishes there; <eCy developsam axinum very close to the threshold. By contrast, sihoe
QQ pairsdo form 0 * states, the in agihary part =m C, develops a step that is built up
by the Coulom bic gluon exchange [fam iliar from the Somm erfeld singularity ofthe QCD
correction to QQ production in € e annihilation]; <eC, is shgular at the threshold.

T he singular behavior ofthe A°  coupling dem ands a m ore carefiil analysis at the
quark threshold [@4]. The fom factor is given to lowest order near the threshold by

2

ALY (o) = £(g)=0o ! e or o ! 1 62)
d 1
Where = 1 o isthe quark velocity above the threshold. The QCD corrections to
the in aginary part can be found by attaching the Som m erfeld rescattering correction [B0]
I/ 1 _ 4 s
CCoul_ ﬁ 1+5Z forz = (63)

which ocorresponds to the exchange of a ladder of Coulombic gluon quanta between the
slow Iy m oving quarks. The QCD corrected in agiary part ofthe A°®  couplingm ay thus
be w ritten
A 2 2
=m AQ = Cconr= + 5 s (64)

approaching a non{zero value at threshold. The real part can be derived from a onoe{
subtracted dispersion relation so that near the threshold

. 2
A ! ASTO 4 3 °[ lg(, 1)+ i + const] (65)

The an ooth constant term needs not be xed if we analyze only the singular behavior.
Forthe QCD correction C? near the threshold we therefore obtain the sin ple relations,

8
o ! 1: <ecCc® ! 5Jog(Q 1) + const
N 8
=m C* ! t3 8:38 (66)

T he absolute size of the In aghhary part and the logarithm ic singularity of the real part
are In agreem ent w ith the num erical analysis presented in F ig. 18b.

In Figs. 19ab the QCD corrected  widths orthe h%;H ;A% H iggs bosons are dis—
played, taking into account only quark and W boson loops for two valuestg = 15 and

By choosing the renom alization point ¢ = m =2 the perturbative threshold Ew, = 2mg (m7)
coincides w ith the on{m ass shell value proper. A shift between m =2 and m , for instance, a ects the
w idths very little away from the threshold.
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tg = 30.W hik in the st case top loops give a signi cant contribution, bottom Iloops

are the dom inant com ponent for Jarge tg . The overall QCD corrections are shown In

Figs.19c,d. The corrections to thewidthsare amall, O (= ) everywhere. R rti cially

large values of ocour only for speci ¢ large H iggs m asses when the lowest order am pli-
tudes vanish accidentally as a consequence of the destructive interference between W and
quark {loop am plitudes, see also [B2].] Thus, the QCD corrections are well under control
across the physically interesting m ass range if the running ofthe quark m asses is properly
taken into acoount.

3.3 The G luonic D ecay W idths
T he gluonic decays of the H iggs bosons
h®;H %A% gg

arem ediated by quark and squark triangle loops. In the sam e notation as in the preceding
section we nd for the widths In Iowest order

2 3X
0, _ > h, h
th- ! gg) gp?mh 4 gSAQ + 4 g;A@
Q €
2
Gy 2 3X 3X
0, _ F s 3 > H = H
H"! g9 ﬁmﬂ 1 DR+ 4 QJ;A@
&
2
0 Gr g 3 X A
@"! gg = 1—619?mA BHAL ©7
Q

Since the contribution of heavy squark loops is an all, we w ill neglect these e ects in the
follow ing discussion and we w ill focus on the dom nant quark contributions.

TheQCD corrections to the gluonic decay w idths are Jarge. B esides the virtual correc—
tions, the widths are a ected by three{gluon and glion plis light quark {antiquark nal
states,

h’;H %A% ! gggand gog (68)
P rooceeding in the sam e way as for the Standard M odel, the result can be written In the
om [ = h%H%A?]

s

(' 9gg@i;ga@= 10(! g9 1+E (g)— (69)
w ih

E()_95 7N+33 2NF10 2+E

mre 4 6 6 gmg i

B () = 97 7N +33 2N N 2 & o)

B 4 6 6 gmg 8
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In the lin it of lJarge loop m asses, a contribution 11/2 to the coe cients for scalar
states is related to the e ective Lagrangian after the heavy quarks are integrated out; the
ram aining part is associated w ith the rescattering and splitting corrections. A s a result
of the non {renom alization ofthe axialanom aly, the coe cient for the pseudoscalar state
is entirely due to the rescattering and splitting corrections. The corrections E = are dis-
played In F igs. 20ab as functions of the corresponding H iggsm asses w thin their relevant
m ass ranges fortg = 135 and 30. D ue to the bottom contribution, the deviations from
the heavy quark{loop lin it are signi cantly larger than in the SM case, thus rendering
this Iim it usefilonly fortg close to uniy. In Fig. 21 the glionic decay w idths including
the Q CD radiative corrections are presented fortg = 15 and 30. They are enhanced by
about 50% to 70% asa resul ofthe largeQ CD corrections. In am argin ofa few G &/ near
the threshold In 5 2m. ] the perturbative result of the pssudoscalar decay w idth is not
valid due to the Coulomb singularity in analogy to the photonic decay A° ! . The

nalbranching ratios of alldecay processes In theM SSM are shown In Fig.16. Forthe
light H iggs particle h® the gluonic decay m ode is signi cant only ©or h® m asses close to
the m axin al value, where h® has SM  lke couplings. For H ° the glion decay m ode is
signi cant only slightly below the top {antitop threshold and for an allvaluesoftg where
the coupling to top quarks is su ciently Jarge. For the pseudoscalar H iggs boson A 9,
the gluonic decay m ode is in portant for am all values of tg and below the top {antitop
threshold, where it can reach a branching fraction of  20% .

In the lim it of large quark m asses, the H iggs{gluon {glion coupling can be described
by gauge{invarant e ective Lagrangians,
1 P- 1=2 ( s)

L = = 2G — = g2®g@2HC
# a9 4 I L ()

p- 1=2
Lpogg = 8—5 2Gy GG A° (71)
wih and , de ned previously. They take account of the local Interactions of the

particles involved and serve as kemels for the standard gluon and light{quark corrections.

3.4 H iggs P roduction in pp C ollisions

T he production of SUSY H iggs particles at hadron colliders has received m uch attention
in recent years after the pioneering vestigations in Refs. 33]. The siuation is critical
since the st analyses could not ensure that the entire M SSM  H iggs param eter space
could be covered at the LHC . Yet, high statistics analyses appear to solve this problem
if the decays to SM particks are dom inant f19]. A second sin ilarly severe problkm
has arisen from the di culty to detect the heavy H iggs particles for m asses above a few
hundred G &/ and m oderate valuesoftg w here the production rates in the experin entally
clear * channel are too an all to be exploited in practice. However, no nalpicture
has em erged yet, since the detailed conclusions depend strongly on the detector desion.
Additionalh® decay and production channels, based on the tagging of heavy quarks, m ay
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also help close the hok in the param eter space [/3].

T he dom inant production process for SUSY H iggs particles at the LHC is the gluon
fusion m echanisn . Besides the virtual corrections, the bram sstrahlung of additional ghi—
ons, the inelastic C om pton process and quark {antiquark annihilation,

gg! h%=H°=A%(@Q) and gg! h°=H°=A°%G og! h%=H =A%

contribute to the H iggs production. The diagram s relevant to the various subprocesses
are the sam e as for the Standard M odel in Fig. 1b. The parton cross sections m ay thus
be w ritten

)

A= 0 igig L C(o)— @ M+ Dyt o)— @ M) (72)

ri;j= g;qgygand * = m?=8. The nalresul fr the pp cross sections can be cast into
the compact om [ = h%;H %;A°]

p! h°=H°=A°+x)= , 1+Cc-2 A=, wt  wt @ (73)
w ith
h Gp 2 3% .
° T 2882 4, %Ro
no_ G X gAAAZ (74)
° 1286 2, > °

after Mg the parton cross sectionsw ith theM S renom alized quark and glion densities
[ = m?=4mj and = m?®=s]. The virtual/IR and hard corrections have the sam e
generic form as before, egs. 89{41). A s a resuk of the factorization theorem , the parity
and the speci ¢ couplings of the H iggs bosons are not relevant for the infrared/collinear
form ofthe cross sections, related to Interactions at large distances. T he speci ¢ properties

of the H iggs bosons a ect only the non{singular coe cients c and d in egs.(39{41).

In the lm it of large quark{loop m asses com pared w ih the H iggs m asses, only the
coe cients ¢ depend on the pariy of the H iggs particle,

o =mZ=4m2 1 0: & 1—21
S (75)

T he coe cientsd are universal. T he next{to{leading term In the expansion for the scalar

H iggs bosons has also been calculated analytically {1]. T he form of the cross sections for
the parton subprocesses in the heavy quark{loop lim it ifthe nal states are analyzed, is
given by the sam e expressionsaseq. (43) . In the opposite lin it of an allquark { loop m asses,
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chiral symm etry is restored for the lading and subleading logarithm ic contrdbutions to
the coe cients, which are given by the sam e expressions as eq. (44).

The nal results of the pp cross sections are predicted in the subsequent gures for
the LHC energy s= 14 T& . A brief summ ary is appended for™ s= 10 T&/ .] Again,
the two representative valuestg = 1.5 and 30 are chosen and the top mass is xed to
m.= 174 G& . If not stated otherw ise, we have adopted the GRV param eterizations of
the quark and glion densities. For the QCD coupling we have chosen the average value

P, )= 0:117 in the nalcross sectionswhile the discussion ofthe K factors is carried
out consistently n the GRV frame. [The GRV NLO ooupling is close to the lIower 1
boundary ofthe global  t.]

The K factors, Kyt = wo= 10, are de ned by the ratios of the HO cross sections
to the LO cross sections. They are shown r LHC energies In Fig. 22. They vary little
w ith the m asses of the scalar and pssudoscalar H iggs bosons in general, yet they depend
strongly on tg as shown in Fig.23. For an all tg , their size is about the sam e as In
the SM , varying between 15 and 1.7; for large tg however they are in general close
to unity, except when h® approaches the SM  dom ain. The cross sections are shown in
Fig.24. Apart from exceptional cases, they vary In the range between 100 and 10 pb for
H iggsm asses up to severalhundred G &/ . Beyond 300 G & they drop quickly to a level
below 10 ! pb. Sin ilarly to the SM , a factor of about 2 is lost if the pp collider energies
is reduced to 10 T&/, Fig. 25.

T he varation of the cross sections w ith the renom alization/factorization scale is re—
duced by Including the next{to{lading order corrections. T he dependence of the cross
sections for low m asses, Fig. 26, is of order 15% ; the dependence rem ains m onotonic.
T hus the next{to{lading order corrections stabilize the theoretical predictions for the
H iggs particles in the intermm ediate to large m ass range, yet fiirther im provem ents must
be envisaged in the future.

It is apparent from the previous gures that the next{to{leading order corrections
Increase the production cross sections forthe SUSY H iggs particles, In som e areas ofthe
param eter space even strongly.

4 Summ ary

W e have presented a com plte next{to{leading order calculation for the production of
H iggs particles at the LHC in the Standard M odel of the electroweak Interactions aswell
as In itsm nin al supersym m etric extension. These corrections stabilize the theoretical
predictions com pared w ith the (ill{de ned) lading{orderpredictions. TheQ CD radiative
Increase the production cross sections signi cantly so that experin ental opportunities to
discover and detect these findam ental particles Increase.
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APPENDIX A:TheH and A C ouplings

In this Appendix, we summ arize the com plkte analytical result for the QCD ocorrected
CP {even H and CP {odd A vertex formm {factors, In the case ofarbitrary H iggsboson
and quark m asses.

As discussed In sections 2.1 and 3.1, the radiative QCD oorrections to the quark
contribution to the two{photon H iggsboson decay am plitudes can be w ritten as

S

Ag=Ag% 1+C = @)

where the coe cients C  split into two parts,

2
0
c = Cl + C2 ]Ogm—z A 2)
0
w ith the two functions C, and C, depending only on the scaling varisble 79,
m®=(@mj ) =4 @ 3)

For the CP {even and CP {odd H iggs bosons, the coe cientsC ; and C, are given by

h i1 n
cy = 2 'FE () 2 2@ ' 17+ 4 G ' Hf()g()
+4 (% 2 P+ 3fF()+24 F( t+2g()+2 (5 t+6)1()
+ 22 %+ 4+ 3k()+6 (Y DLn() 8(? 3 '+2)1
+4 '@ ' I B+ Ll+16 (' DIg
h i1 n o
cl = 3P FE() @ ' DEf() g() 1
A h 1A tion 2 2 2 1 2
cr = 3 'FE() 24 ?+16 “f()g()+ 6 2 2)E() 36 %g()
12 21() 3 2( Y+ 1k()+6 *h()+8( r+2)1
+12 M, T+ Ll+16 ‘I g
h il n o
cCy = 2 "F;() £() g()=(*' 1) @ 4)
w ih
H 3 lh 1 + A 1
Fo()=§ 1+ 1 JE() and Fy ()= £() @ b)

In tem s of the auxiliary variables

p—
= 1 =2 @ 6)

Y9singularitiesare xed by attributing to the quark {loop m assa snallin aghary part:m3 ! mg i.
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the functions f;g;1;k and h are de ned by

8 . P—

> arcsh . 1
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gl 5#109;—+ i > 1
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Here, Li;L1i; and S;,, are polylogarithm s, de ned {/7] as
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Z
17 1d
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T he expressions of I ;...5, which have been reduced from four{ and wve{dim ensionaldown

to one{din ensional Feynm an integrals, are m uch m ore involred:
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In temm s ofthe variables = (@d lkc)=d and
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1 @b 12( @)+ S,( b 5'2'1+b
C e 1T L b1+a'+ 12
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the expressions K ;, which appear in the integral I,, are given by K 5 and K g w illbe used
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APPEND IX B :The Infrared R egularized V irtualC orrections for
the H gg and Agg C ouplings

T he com plkte analytical expressions for the virtual, mfrared reqularized, Q CD radiative
corrections to the H gg and A gg couplings are sum m arized in this appendix. A s discussed
in section 2.3 and 3.3, the virtual corrections split into an nfrared part 2, a Jogarithm ic
part depending on the renom alization scale and a nite piece depending on

, 33 2Ng z
C = + —— bg—+c () B 1)
6 m
Agaln the coe cient ¢ can be split Into two parts
8 . , 9
3 0Fo () By +B, byt 2
c =<e P B 2)
3 o Fo () 3

where , is the scale at which the quark m ass is de ned; the coe cients B ;;B, read in
the case of CP {even and CP {odd H iggs bosons,
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The functionsF ;F; are given in eq. @ 5), whik the functions £;g;1;k and h are given
In eq. A .7); the two ram aining functions r and p read

" ! 4
1p + .
r() = 2 1 YL — Ly ——— +%bg[4(l )]
P— . .
p() = 1 'Li(d=,) Li(l= )] ® 4)

The Integrals I; to Is were presented in egs. A 9{A 13); the integrals Is; I; and Iz are
given by
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W hile the functionsK ; {K ;; arede ned in egs.(@ 16), the ram aining functions ollow from
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APPEND IX C:TheRealCorrectionsforpp ! H;A andH ;A ! gg

Finally, we give here the com plete analytical expressions for the real corrections to the
processespp ! H=A and H=A ! gg. W e start with the corrections to the production
process and de ne the varables

m 2 8 € 4
= — S=—F3 T=—7 U= — €1
mg mg mg mg
m2
J— H — A —_ AN
s=—L; €= @ MNv; a= &1 MHA V) c 2)
S T U
Q:Z; s= 47 t_zi w= C 3)

The coe cients d 4;dyq and dyg which appear in the realQCD corrections, eq. (40), for
the H iggs production, can be cast Into the form
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with Fy given n eq. & 5). W ith the functions f and g given n eq. A .7), A, and A
can be represented as
( ! )
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2 16
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The coe clents P ;5 r CP {even neutralH iggs bosons are given @4] by
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For the QCD oorrections to the gluonic decays of the H iggs bosons the correction

factors E de ned in egs. (23) and (70) can be w ritten as

E = E .+ E _+Np E
- 11
E e = @ (o) >
E\}:th = a (o) 6
8
21 %a SmC AL, SiT;U) m® o+ sttt ut®
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0 1 x3 2 stu F ( ) 2stu m ?
ofo lo
7 7 8 p ) 9
1 1 Sz+u2<m2 QAqqg(T) =
quq = dx; 2 2 — F 1
0 1 x tm S o Fo (@) i

wih ¢ and g given in egs. B 2, B .3); the kinem atical variables are de ned as

s=myg 1 x); t=m§(l %) ; u=m12{(1 X); X1t X+ X3=2

] t u
S=_2 ; 'I'=_2 ; U= —
mQ mQ m

0N

for the M andelstam variables nom alized by the quark m ass.
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G eneric diagram s of the gluon fusion mechanisn gg ! H for the production of
H iggs bosons: lowest order am plitude (@), and Q CD radiative corrections ().

G eneric diagram s for the am plitude of the H iggs boson decay into two photons
H ! : @) owest order W {boson am plitude, (o) lowest order quark am plitude,
and () QCD radiative corrections to the quark am plitude.

: G eneric Feynm an diagram s for the am plitude of the H iggs boson decay into gluons

H ! gg: @) lowest order am plitude, and (o) QCD radiative corrections.

The realand im agihary parts of the lowest order am plitudes A ¢ (@) and Ay () of
theH  vertex asa function of ¢y = mi=4m g, .

Realand in aghary parts of the radiative correction factor to the quark am plitudes
for the H coupling; the renom alization point for the quark m ass is taken to be
o =my=2dn @ and o =mgy In ).

(@) The QCD corrected partialdecay w idth of the H iggs boson to two photons as a
function ofthe H iggsm ass, and (o) the size ofthe QCD radiative correction factor
(In%).

(@) C om parison ofthe size ofthe nfrared reqularized virtualQ CD corrections to the

quark am plitude forthepolmassm g m o ) and the munningquark massmg My =2);

for lJarge quark { loop m asses the coe cient C approachesthevalueC =  2=2+ 11=4;

() The deviation E ofthe radiative QCD correction to thedecay H ! gg from

its valie In the heavy quark{loop lim i; the renomm alization scale is taken to be
=my.

@) The QCD oorrected partial decay width of the H iggs boson into two gluons
(In M &) as a function of the Higgsm ass, and (o) the size of the QCD radiative
correction factor; the renomn alization scale istaken tobe =m 4 .

: @) Totaldecay width (n G&/) of the Standard M odel H iggs boson as a function

of ts mass, and () the branching ratios (In % ) of the dom inant decay m odes
me= 174 G& ). Allknown QCD and leading electroweak radiative corrections are
ncluded.

(@) Feynm an diagram forthe e ective couplings of the H iggsboson to gluons In the
heavy{quark{loop lim it, and (o) generic Feynm an diagram s of the e ective QCD
corrections to thedecay H ! gg in the heavy{quark{loop lim it.

: K factors of the QCD corrected cross section {(p ! H + X ) at the LHC wih

cm.energy s= 14T& .Kye and Ky (A ;B = g;9) are the reqularized virtual
correction and the real correction factors, respectively; K . is the ratio ofthe QCD
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Fig.14:

Fig.

Fig.

Fig.

Fig.

Fig.

15:

16:
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18:

19:

corrected total cross section to the lowest order cross section. T he renom alization
and factorization scales are taken tobe = M = m y and the GRV param eteriza—
tions for the parton densities have been us=d.

(@) The spread of the H iggs boson production cross section at the LHC wih cm .

energy of s= 14 T&/ fortwo param eterizations of the parton densities. (o) The

totalH iggsproduction cross section at the LHC fortwo di erent cm . energy values:
s=14T& and s= 10 T&/ .

The renom alization and factorization scale dependence of the H iggs production
cross section at lowest and next{to{lading order; the H iggs m ass is chosen to be
@myg =150G&,and ) my = 500Gé&/.

@) The upper lim it of the lightest scalar Higgs boson mass in the M SSM asa
function of the top quark m ass ortwo values oftg = 15 and 30; the top quark
and the common squark m asses are taken tobem.= 174 G& and Mg = 1 T&/,
respectively. T he dashed line coresponds to the casewhere A= A= = 0 (onlky
the lrading radiative correction is included), whik the full lines correspond to the
cae where Ay = Ap,= 1 T& and = 200;0;+200 G& (from top to bottom ).
The masses of the M SSM Higgs bosons h?, H? and H , as a fiunction of the
pseudoscalar H iggsm ass for the two previous values oftg and orA .= Ap= =

O;Mg=1T&/, aredisplayed n ), () and ), respectively.

The coupling param eters of the M SSM neutral H iggs bosons as functions of the
pseudoscalar A% Higgsm ass ortwo valuesoftg = 15 and 30 and orA = Ay =
= O;M g = 1 T& . The couplings are nom alized to the SM couplings as de ned

T he branching ratios oftheM SSM Higgsbosonsh® @), H° ©),A°% () and H
(d) as functions of their m asses for two values of tg = 15 and 30; the values
A.=Ap= = 0andM g = 1T& havebeen chosen. [The arrow s in (@) denote the
branching ratios n the SM  lin it of lJarge A ° m asses.]

T he totaldecay w idthsoftheM SSM Higgsbosonsh®,H °,A%andH asfiinctions
of their m asses for two values of tg = 15 @) and tg = 30 (); the values
A.=Ap,= = 0andM g = 1Té& have been chosen.

Realand im agihary parts ofthe Q CD radiative correction factor to the quark am —

plitudes of the two{photon couplings ortheM SSM neutralH iggsbosons: (@) h’

and H? and (b) A°; the renom alization scale for the quark m ass is taken to be
0 = 1m :2.

The QCD oorrected partial decay widths Into two photons ofthe M SSM H iggs
bosons h’;H %;A° or @) tg = 15 and b) tg = 30, and the the size of the
QCD radiative corrections to the processes h’=H ° ! and A % ! %) as
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20:

21:

22:

23:

24:

25:

26:

functions of the H iggsboson m asses fortwo valuesoftg = 15 (c) and 30 (d). The
renom alization scale orthe quark mass istaken tobe o = m =2.

Thedeviation E 5 @) and E p (©) ofthe coe cientsE  of the radiative QCD
correction factorsto the process ! gg from their values in the heavy quark lim it,
fortwo valuesoftg = 1:5 and 30; the renom alization scale istaken tobe = m

The QCD oorrected gluonic partial decay widths of the M SSM neutral H iggs
bosons h’;H % (@) and A°? (o), r two values of tg = 15 and 30; the size of
the QCD radiative correction factor or h®=H® ! gg (©) and A° ! gg d). The
renom alization scale istaken tobe = m

K factors ofthe QCD corrected cross sections (p ! h%=H°+ X ) @) and (p !
A%+ X) ) Priwovaluesofty = 15 and 30;K e and Ky @ ;B = g;g) arethe
regularized virtual correction and real correction factors, respectively, and K . is
the ratio ofthe Q CD ocorrected total cross section to the lowest order cross section.
T he renom alization and factorization scales are taken tobe =M = m and the
G RV param eterization for the parton densities have been used.

T he dependence ofthe totalK factors fortheprocesses (Ep ! + X ) on thevalue
oftg fora characteristic set of H iggs boson m asses.

The spread oftheM SSM H iggsproduction cross sections p ! h%=H %+ X ) (@)
and (p! A%+ X ) (b) ortwo param eterizations of the parton densities.

T he total production cross sections of the scalar CP {even Higgs bosonsh®;H ° (a)
and theﬁvseudosca]ar H jg%s boson A () at the LHC Prtwo di erent cm . energy
values: ~ s= 14 T& and s= 10 T&/.

The renom alization/factorization scale dependence of the M SSM H iggs boson
production cross sections at lowest and next{to{lading order, for a characteristic
=t of H iggsboson m asses and tg values.
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