arXiv:hep-ph/9605339v1 17 May 1996

DESY 95{213
KA {TP {10{96
TFT-96{09
OUTP {96{19P
M ay 1996

H eavy SU SY H iggs Bosons at € e Linear C olliders

A .D jouadi?, J.K alinow ski, P.Ohmann'® and P M . Zerwas'

! D eutsches E kktronen {Synchrotron DESY , D 22603 H am burg, FRG .
2 Institut fur T heoretische P hysik, U niversitat K arlsruhe, D 76128 K arlsruhe, FRG .
3 mstitute of T heoretical P hysics, W arsaw U niversity, PL-00681 W arsaw , Poland.

4 D epartm ent of T heoretical P hysics, O xford University, 0X 1 3NP, O xford, UK .

A bstract

T he production m echanisn s and decay m odes ofthe heavy neutraland charged

H iggsbosons in theM inin alSupersym m etric Standard M odelare investigated

at fuiture e’ e oolliders in the TeV energy regin e. W e generate supersym m et—
ric particle spectra by requiring theM SSM H iggs potential to produce correct

radiative electroweak symm etry breaking, and we assum e a comm on scalar
massm,, gaugino massm ;-, and trilinear coupling A, as well as gauge and

Yukawa coupling uni cation at the G rand Uni cation scale. Particular em -

phasis is put on the Iow tan solution in this scenario where decays of the
H iggs bosons to Standard M odel particles com pete w ith decays to supersym —
m etric charginos/neutralinos as well as sferm ions. In the high tan  case, the
supersymm etric goectrum is either too heavy or the supersymm etric decay

m odes are suppressed, since the H iggs bosons decay alm ost exclusively into

band pairs. The m ain production m echanisn s for the heavy H iggs parti-
cles are the associated AH production and H *H  pair production w ith cross

sections of the order ofa few .
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1. Introduction

Supersym m etric theories {I}, 4] are generally considered to be the m ost natural extensions
of the Standard M odel (SM ). This proposition isbased on several points. In these theo-
ries, findam ental scalar H iggsbosons 3, 41w ith Iow m asses can be retained in the context
of high uni cation scales. M oreover, the prediction [ of the renom alized electroweak
m ixing angle sin® ; = 02336 0:0017, based on the spectrum of the M inin al Super—
symm etric Standard M odel M SSM ) [§], is in strking agreem ent w ith the electroweak
precision data which yield sin? w = 02314 (3) E_]]. An additional attractive feature is
provided by the opportunity to generate the electroweak symm etry breaking radiatively
B1. If the top quark mass is in the range between 150 and 200 G &V, the universal
squared H iggs m ass param eter at the uni cation scale decreases w ith decreasing energy
and becom es negative at the electroweak scale, thereby breaking the SU 2); U (1)
gauge symm etry whilk laving the U (1) electrom agnetic and SU (3) color gauge symm e
tries intact @]. The analysis of the electroweak data prefers a light H iggsm ass [/, 9] as
predicted in supersym m etric theories; how ever since the radiative corrections depend only
logarithm ically on the H iggs m ass {1(], the dependence is weak and no m conclusions
can yet be drawn.

The m ore than doubling the soectrum of states In the M SSM gives rise to a rather
large proliferation of param eters. T his num ber of param eters is however reduced drasti-
cally by embedding the low {energy supersym m etric theory into a grand unied GUT)
fram ework. This can be achieved in supergravity m odels B], In which the e ective low {
energy supersym m etric theory [including the Interactions w hich break supersymm etry] is
described by the follow Ing param eters: the comm on scalarm assm ¢, the com m on gaugino
massm ;—,, the trilinear coupling A , the bilinear coupling B , and the H iggs{higgsino m ass
param eter . In addition, two param eters are needed to describe the H iggs sector: one
H iggsm ass param eter [in generalthem ass of the pseudoscalar H iggsboson, M 5 ] and the
ratio of the vacuum expectation values, tan = w=v;, of the two H iggs doublkt elds
which break the electroweak symm etry.

The number of param eters can be further reduced by introducing additional con—
straints which are based on physically rather natural assum ptions:

(d) Uni cation of the b and  Yukawa couplings at the GUT scak fI1] kads to a
correlation between the top quark massand tan  {12,'13,'14]. A dopting the centralvalue
of the top m ass asm easured at the Tevatron {L5], tan is restricted to two narrow ranges
around tan 1:7 and tan 50, wih the Iow tan solution theoretically som ewhat
favored [I4].

(i) If the electroweak symm etry is broken radiatively, then the bilinear coupling B
and the Higgs{higgsino m ass param eter are determ ined up to the sign of . [The
sign of m ight be detem ned by future precision m easurem ents of the radiative b decay
am plitude.]



(i) & tums out a posteriori that the physical cbservables are nearly Independent of
the GUT scal value of the trilinear coupling A, or Ag j< 500 GeV .

M ass spectra and couplings of all supersym m etric particles and H iggs bosons are
determ ined after these steps by jist two m ass param eters along w ith the sign of ; we
shall choose to express our results In tem s of the pseudoscalar H iggs boson A massM ,
and thecommon GUT gaugihomassm 1, .

In this paper we focus on heavy Higgs particles A, H and H wih masssofa faw
hundred GeV, and therefore close to the decoupling lin it fl4]. The pattem of Higgs
m asses is quite regular In this 1im it. W hilke the upper lim it on the m ass of the lightest
CP {even Higgsboson h isa function oftan  [{I7],

My < 100 to 150 GeV  [for ow to high tan ] i)
the heavy H iggs bosons are nearly m ass degenerate [c.f. Figld]
Ma " My ' My @12)

M oreover, the properties of the lightest CP {even H iggsboson h becom e SM {lke in this
lin . The production of the heavy H iggs bosons becom es particularly smple n €' e
collisions; the heavy H iggs bosons can only be pair{produced,

ee ! AH 13)
ee ! H'H 1.4)

C Jose to thisdecoupling lin it, the cross section forH H iggs{strahluinge’e ! ZH isvery
am all and the cross section forthe W W fusion mechanisn e'e ! . H isappreciable
only foramn allvaluesoftan ,tan 1, and relatively anallH masses, My < 350 G &V .
T he cross section forZ 72 fusion oftheH is suppressed by an order ofm agnitude com pared
toW W fusion. The pssudoscalar A particle does not couple to W =Z boson pairs at the
tree level.

T he decay pattem for heavy H iggs bosons is rather com plicated In general. For large
tan theSM femn ion decaysprevail. Foranalltan this is true above the tt threshold of
Mya = 350 GeV Porthe neutralH iggs bosons and above the th threshold ofM y > 180
G eV for the charged H iggs particlkes. Below these m ass values m any decay channels
com pete w ith each other: decays to SM fem ions £f and for H to gauge bosons VV ],
H iggs cascade decays, chargino/neutralino ; ; decays and decays to supersymm etric
sferm ions £f

H ! ff;,vv ;hh; ; 5; £ff 15)
A ! ff;hz,; 4 4;£ff 1.6)
H ! f£f% hw ;5 5 ; £F° (hy))
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In this paper, we analyze in detail the decay m odes of the heavy H iggs particlkes and
their production at €" e Ilinear colliders. The analysis w ill ocus on heavy particles for
which m achines In the TeV energy range are needed. The paper is organized in the
follow ing way. In the next section we de ne the physical set{up of our analysis in the
fram ework of the M SSM embedded into a m Inin al supergraviy theory. In section 3,
we discuss the production cross sections of the heavy H iggs bosons. In the subsequent
Sections, we discuss the w idths of the various decay channels and the nalH iggs decay
products. For com plteness, analytical expressions for supersym m etric particle m asses
and couplings w illbe collected in the A ppendix.

2. The Physical Set{Up

T heH iggs sectoroftheM inim alSupersym m etric Standard M odelis described at treedevel
by the follow Ing potential

Vo = (mfll-i_ YH . F+ (mIZ{z"' YH,F mi(yHL'H, + hxo
1 h i2 1 ] .
+§<92+ %) H.f H7F +592jifH§f @)

The quadratic H iggs tem s associated wih  and the quartic H iggs tem s com ing w ith
the electrow eak gauge couplings g and ¢° are invariant under supersym m etric transfom a-
tions. my ,my, and m 3 are soft{supersym m etry breaking param eters w ith m% =B

i3 b= 1;2 and ., = 1] is the antisymm etric tensor in two dim ensions and H ;
Hi;HY)= BYH,),H,  H;HZ) = #H,;H)D) arethetwo Higgsdoubkt elds. A frer
the sym m etry breaking, three out ofthe initially eight degrees of freedom w illbe absorbed
to generate the W and Z m asses, kaving a quintet of scalar H iggs particles: two CP {
even Higgsbosonsh and H , a CP {odd [pssudoscalar] boson A and two charged H iggs
particles H

Retaining only the [leading] Yukawa couplings of the third generation

j - p- p_—
2m ¢ 2m y, 2m
£ = ; ;i b= and = 22)
V s VvV COS VvV COSs

wheretan = w=v; With v* = vi + v; xed by theW mass, v= 246 GeV ] is the mtio
of the vacuum expectation values of the eldsH J and H ?, the superpotential is given in
term s of the super edsQ = (b) and L = ( ; ) byn
h o o o i
W = i H, O+ HQXY+ HL)C HH 23)

IN ote that our convention for the sign of is consistent w ith Ref.l_l-é], which is opposite to the one
adopted in Ref.[L9].



Supersym m etry is broken by introducing the soft{supersym m etry breaking bino B, w Ino
W B=1{3]land guino ¢ B=1{8]masstem s,

1 - 1 —a 1 —a
_J}(l]_BVBv + —M2Y/\T We + —M3g qa; (2.4)
2 2 2
soft{supersym m etry breaking trilinear couplings,
h i
i AH T+ AH QB+ A HTAC BHH 25)

and soft{supersym m etry breaking squark and slepton m ass tem s
MOBG + BBIF MGG + MIRR + M v+ ~p ~p ]+ MIgw + 2.6)

where the ellppses stand for the soft m ass tem s corresponding to the st and second
generation sferm ions.

Them ninalSUSY {GUT m odelam erges by requiring at the GUT scake M ¢ :
(1) the uni cation ofthe U (1), SU (2) and SU (3) coupling constants ; = gf=4 A= 1{3],

sMeg)= 2Mg)= 1Mg)= ¢ 2.7

(i1) a comm on gaugihom ass; theM ; with i=1{3 at the electroweak scale are then related
through renom alization group equations RGE s) to the gauge couplings,

Mi=#ml=2 ! M3MZ)=%M2MZ)=%M1MZ) (2.8)
(iii) a universal trilinear coupling A
Ag =A:Mg)=AMs)=A Mg) @.9)
(iii) a universal scalarm assm g
mg = Mg=My=Mp =My, =Mg
= myz, Mg)=muz, Mg) @10)

Besides the three param eters m 1-,;A; and m  the supersym m etric sector is described
at the GUT scalk by the bilinear coupling B and the H iggs{higgsino m ass param eter
¢ - The theoretically attractive assum ption that the electroweak symm etry is broken
radiatively constrains the latter two param eters. Indeed, radiative electroweak symm etry
breaking results in two m inin ization conditions [see Ref.EL:Q] for details] of the H iggs
potential; at the low {energy scale In the tree approxin ation, they are given by
1 m m’  tan® )

M 2 L 2 @11)

B = }(mz +m2 + 2 ?)s
= Sy my, ) sih 2 2.12)



For given values of the GUT parametersm ;_,;m ¢;Ag aswellastan , the rstmini-
m ization equation can be solved for fto within a sign]; the second equation can then
be solved forB . Sincem ;  andm are related to M 5 through the RGEs, the solution
for and B can be approxin ately expressed as a function ofM 5, and tan . The power
of supergravity m odels w ith radiative electroweak sym m etry breaking becom es apparent
when one includes the one-doop contributions to the H iggs potential. Tt is through these
one{loop tem s thatm ost ofthe supersym m etric particlke m asses are determ ined; them in—
In ization conditions Wwhich are also solved for to within a sign and B] x the m asses
In order that the electroweak symm etry is broken correctly, ie. with the correct value of
M,;. U @en and SU (3) ram ain unbroken of course]. T he one{loop contributions and the
m inin ization equations are given in Ref.[l9] to which we refer for details.

A heavy top quark is required to break the electroweak symm etry radiatively, since
it is the Jarge top Yukawa coupling which will drive one of the H iggs m ass param eters
squared to a negative value. A s em phasized before, the additional condition ofuni cation
ofthe b{ Yukawa ocouplings gives rise to stringent constraints on tan . The attractive
dea of explaining the large top Yukawa ocoupling as a result of a xed point solution of
the RGEs leads to a relationship between M . and theangke ,M.’ Q00Ge&V)sn for
tan < 10, giving a further constraint on the m odel.

To lin it the param eter space further, one could require that the SUGRA m odel isnot
ne{tuned and the SUSY breaking scale should not be too high, a constraint which can
be particularly restrictive in the amalltan region. However, the degree of ne{tuning
which can be considered acosptable is largely a m atter of taste, so we disregard this issue
In our analysis.

W enow detailthe calculations ofthe supersym m etric particle spectrum m ore precisely.
W e nocorporate boundary conditions at both electroweak and GUT scales, adopting the
am bidextrous approach of Ref.[L9]. W e specify the values of the gauge and Yukawa cou—
plings at the electroweak scale, in particularM ¢, tan and 4. The gauge and Yukawa
couplings are then evolved to the GUT scake M ¢ de ned to be the scale ~ for which
1(~) = 5 (~)] using the two{loop RGEs [I3]. At M ; we specify the soft supersym -
m etry breaking param etersm ;_,, m o and A . W e then evolve param eters down to the
electroweak scale where we apply the one{loop m Inin ization conditions derived from the
one{loop e ective H iggs potential and solve for to wihin a sign and B fwe then can
Integrate the RGEs back to M and cbtain ¢ and B¢ ]. By this procedure, the su—
persymm etric spectrum is com pletely speci ed; that is, we generate a unique soectrum
corresponding to particular values ofm 15, my, Ag, tan and the sign of . Ik tums
out that the spectrum is nearly independent of Ay, for Ag j< 500 Ge&V . In m ost of our
calculations, we substitute a particular value ofM 5, form ¢ in order to Introduce a m ass
param eter which can be m easured directly; In this case the value of my is chosen by
fteration] so as to produce the desired value ofM , .



W e discuss the SUSY soectrum and its phenom enological im plications for two repre—
sentative points in theM ({tan plnd. W e chooseM P = 175G eV, consistent w ith the
m ost recent Tevatron analyses [I§] throughout our caloulations, and valuesoftan = 1:75
and 50, which are required (w ithin uncertainties) by b{ uni cation atM; . In particular,
we em phasize the Iow tan solutions; they are theoretically favored from considerations
such asb ! s P1] and cosnological constraints P2]. The low tan solutions gener-
ate much lighter SUSY spectra, m ore lkely to be seen at fuiture e' e  colliders. In both
the Iow and high tan regionswe takel M ,) = 0:118 P3land A; = 0, though the
qualitative behavior In each region should not depend greatly on these param eters.

@) Low tan

Asa typicalexample ofthe ow tan region we consider the point M £°® = 175 GeV and
tan = 175 forwhich (M) lesn its \ xedpoint" region 2, 14]. IfM , is xed, the
scalar m ass param eter m o can be calculated as a function of the comm on gaugino m ass
param eterm -, so that allH iggs and supersym m etric particle m asses can in principle be
param eterized by m 1, . The correlation between m ( and m 1, is shown In Fig2 for three
valies of M , = 300;600 and 900 GeV in the low tan region.

Som e of the param eter space is already elin lnated by experin ental bounds on the
Iight H iggsm ass, the chargiho/neutralino m asses, the light stop m ass, the skepton m asses
and the squark/gluino m asses from LEP 1/1.5 and the Tevatron P4]. The ower lim its are
indicated by the non{solid lines in Fig2. Low values ofm 1, < 60 G &V are excluded by
the Iower bound on the gaugino m asses. For > 0, the bound from the negative search
of charginos at LEP 1.5 aln ost rules out com pltely the scenariowith M, < 300 GeV . If
the h boson isnot discovered at LEP 2, ie. ifM 4, > 95Ge&V,thewhole < 0 scenario [for
mi—;mo < 500 GeV ] can be excluded, whilke for > 0 only them -, > 200 G&V range
Wwhich in plies very lJarge values ofM , Jwould survive. T he requirem ent that the lightest
neutralino is the LSP, and therefore itsm ass is larger than the lightest ~ m ass, excludes
a an all edge of the param eter space [dotted line] at snallmy wih m -, > 200 Ge&V 1In
the < 0 case.

Them asses of the H iggsbosons are shown in Fig.3a as a function ofm 1, fortan =
1:75, both signs of and for two representative values of m 3 = 100 and 500 GeV . The
Iightest H iggs boson has a rather am all tree{levelmass and M, comesmahly from ra-
diative corrections; the m axin al values [form -, 400 GeV] are M, ** 90 Gev for

< 0 and 100 for > 0. Because the pssudoscalar m ass is approxin ately given
by M 2 B =sin2 B [t the tree{level] and shce B tums out to be large

20 ur num ericalanalysis is consistent w ith the num bers cbtained in Ref.d], once theirvalie of A  in
Tab 2 is corrected. W e thank W . de Boer for a discussion on this point.

3This corresponds to the sin? w Vvalie quoted and com pared w ith the high{precision electroweak
analyses In the Introduction.



In this scenaro, the pseudoscalar A is rather heavy especially for large values of m ¢,
and thus is alm ost m ass degenerate w ith the heavy CP {even and charged H iggs bosons,
M a My " My .NotethatM , isbelow the tt threshold, M 5 < 350 G&V, only ifm g
and m -, are both ofO (100) GeV.

The chargino/neutralino and sferm on m asses are shown Fig3b-d as a function of
m i, Porthe two valuesM , = 300 and 600 G&V and for both signs of . In the case of
charginos and neutralinos, the m asses are related through RGE s by the sam e ratios that
describe the gauge couplings at the electroweak scale. The LSP is alm ost bino{lke [ ith
amassm o M, ] whilke the next{to{lightest neutralino and the lightest chargiho are
wInho{lke [with massesm 0 m M, 2m 2]- T he heavier neutralinos and chargino
are prin arly higgsinos w th m assesm 0 m o m J 3. The analytical expressions
for the chargino and neutralino m asses fand their Iim iting values for large j j are given
In Appendix A . Note that the m asses approxin ately scale asM 5 and that the decay of
the heavy scalar and psesudoscalar H iggs bosons into pairs of the heaviest charginos and
neutralinos is kinem atically not allowed.

The keft{ and right{handed charged skptons and sneutrinos are alm ost m ass degen—
erate, them ass di erences not exceeding O (10) G &V ; them ixing in the  sector is rather
anall foranalltan , allow Ing one to treat all three generations of slkeptons on the sam e
footing. In the case of squarks, only the st two generations are degenerate, w ith left{
and right{handed squarks having approxin ately the sam e m ass. The m ixing in the stop
aswell as In the sottom sector leads to a rather substantial splitting between the two
stop or soottom m ass eigenstates. Only for snallvalues of M 5 and for < 0 isB the
lightest squark; otherw ise  is the lightest squark state. N ote that the squark m asses in—
crease w ith m 1, and that they scale asM , ie. as j J. T he slepton m asses decrease w ith
Increasing m ;- : this isdue to the fact that when m ;, increasesand M , isheld constant,
m o decreases [see Fig2], and the dependence of the skpton m asses on m( is stronger
[for xed m (, the skpton m asses would Increase with increasing m ;—,]. The analytical
expressions for the sfermm ion m asses are given In Appendix B.

©) High tan

In this region we take tan = 50 as a representative exam ple, a value consistent w ith
the uni cation ofthe t, band Yukawa couplings. The s=t of possble solutions in the
param eter space 15, m o] ©rM 5 = 300 and 600 GeV isshown n Figd.Attan = 50
and M P°® = 175 GeV, we nd solutionsonly for < 0; this is a result of the large one{
Joop contribution to M 5, the sign of which depends on  R3]. The boundary contours
given in the gure correspond to tachyonic solutions in the param eter space: m 21 < 0,
M7 < 0orM/ < 0 at the tree{level. The latter constraint is in portant for algorithm ic
reasons: M/ at the tree{Jevel enters into the m Inin ization equations in the orm of a
logarithm [19]. A lso the requirem ent of the lightest neutralino to be the LSP excludes a



an all edge of the param eter space at sm all values ofm ; this explains why the curves for

M, = 300 and 600 G &V are not extended to Iow m o values.

P articlke Mass G&V) Mass GeV) Mass G&V) Mass GeV)
M a 300 300 600 600
m -, mg) (364,250) (352,800) (603,300) (590,800)
g 940 910 1557 1524
5,5 662,817 753,896 1115,1285 1156,1325
B 5 689,787 804,894 1159,1260 1220,1312
Uy 881,909 1144,1164 1431,1479 1586,1628
d1,4 878,912 1142,1167 1425,1481 1582,1630
Ny o2i o~ 165,365; 325 567,740; 729 255,517; 485 586,812; 799
e, e % 290,360; 351 813,838; 835 381,519; 513 833,901; 898
i 268,498 261,536 452,764 443,779
g 144,268,485,496 | 139,261,526,534 | 239,452,754,763 | 234,443,771,778
MaMy MygM, | 300,315,300,124 | 300,315,300,124 | 600,608,600,131 | 600,608,600,131
Tab .l: Particle spectra forM foje: 175GeV,tan = 50 rselected M 5 ;m 1, and m o values.

T he sparticle spectra forM , = 300 and 600 G &V and two sets ofm 1, and (extrem e)
m o values are shown in Tabl 1. In all these cases, the particle soectrum is very heavy;
hence m ost of the SUSY decay channels of the H iggs particlkes are shut for large tan
The only allowed decay channelsare H;A ! ~~; ¢ YandH | ~~ [or hrge M,
values]. However, the branching ratios of these decay channels are suppressed by large
b and thb w idths of the H iggs particles for large tan : whik the supersym m etric decay
w idthsare ofthe orderO (01 G €V ), the decays Involving b quarkshave w idthsO (10 G&V)
and dom Inate by 2 orders ofm agnitude.

(c) Additional C onstraints

T here are additional experim ental constraints on the param eter space for both high and
low tan ; themost Inportant ofthese aretheb ! s ,Z ! Kb, and dark m atter [relic
LSP abundance] constraints. These constraints are much m ore restrictive in the high
tan case.

Recent studies P1] have indicated that the combination of b ! s , dark matter
and my constraints disfavor the high tan solution for which the t, b and  Yukawa
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couplings are equal, in particular the m inim al SUSY {SO (10) m odel w ith universal soft—
supersym m etry breaking temm satM ¢ . Thism odelcan, however, be saved ifthe soft term s
are not universal [in plying a higgsino{lke lightest neutralino], and there exist theoretical
m otivations fornon {universal soft tem satM ¢ £6]. The presently favored Z ! kb decay
w idth would favor a very low A m ass for large tan

For low tan , these additional constraints do not endanger the m odel, yet they can
signi cantly reduce the available param eter space. In particular the Z ! kb constraint
favors a light chargino and light stop for sm all to m oderate values of tan P17, 28] so
that they could be detected at LEP2 P8]. T he dark m atter constraint essentially places
an upper limit onm, and m;-, 29]. Theb! s constraint 0], on the other hand, is
prlgued w ith large theoretical uncertaintiesm ainly stemm ing from the unknown next-to—
kading QCD corrections and uncertainties in the measurament of (M ;). However, i
is consistent with the low tan solution and m ay In the future be usefiill In determ ining

the sign of [B11.

3. Production M echanism s

Them ain production m echanisn s ofneutralH iggsbosonsate” e colliders are the H iggs{
strahlung process and pair production,

@) Higgsstrahlung e'e ! (@Z)! Z+h=H

©) pairproduction ee ! @)! A+ h=H
aswellastheW W and Z Z fusion processes,

(©) fision processes ee ! Ww)! + h=H

ee ! &e @z)! e + h=H

[T he CP {odd H iggsboson A cannot be produced in the H iggs{strahling and fision pro-

cesses to kading order since it does not couple to VV pairs.] T he charged H iggs particle
can be pair produced through virtualphoton and Z boson exchange,

d) charged H iggs e'e ! (;Z2) "' H'H
For m asses an aller than 170 G &V, the charged H iggs boson is also accessbl in top
decays, e"e ! ttwiht! H'b.]

T he production cross sections’ for the neutralH iggs bosons are suppressed by m ixing
angle factors com pared to the SM H iggs production,

€e ! Zzh); WV ! h); Ee ! AH) sirf ( ) 31)

“T he com plete analytical expressions of the cross sections can be found, eg., in Ref. ﬁ_3-2_]l] N ote that in
this paper there are a few typos that we correct here: in eq.(20), the factor 92 should replaced by 96; In
the argum ent ofthe function of the denom inator in eq.@1), the param eter M Zf should be replaced by
M z2 ; nally, the m inus sign in the Interference term in eq.(25) should be replaced by a plus sign.
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€e ! ZH); WV ! H); Ee ! Ah) 08 ( ) 3B2)

w hilke the cross section for the charged H iggs particle does not depend on any param eter
other than M y

In the decoupling lin i, M M, the HVV ooupling vanishes, whilke the hVVv
coupling approaches the SM H iggs value

Gavy = oos( ) ! snd4 MJ=2M/7 ! 0 (33)
Gwv = sin( )1 oM=mM,) ! 1 34)

Hence, the only relevant m echanisn s for the production ofthe heavy H iggsbosons in this
lin it w ill be the associated pair production () and the pair production of the charged
H iggs particles (d). The cross sections, In the decoupling lin it and for~ s M, are
given by WeuseM y Ma ]

GZM ;

o 5 Vet a) (3.5)
2 4 4 " 2 #
2GE My sy n VeVH n (ae+v§)v2H 3 3.6)

3 s 8% & 2560 i " ’

e ! AH)

€e ! H'H ) =

where 5= (1  4MZ?=s)'" is the velcity of H iggs bosons, the 2 couplings to electrons
are given by a. = L = 1+ 4sif 4 , and to the charged H iggs boson by v =

2+ 4sjr?w;sp2q =1 é, sif , . The cross sections ©rhA and H Z production
vanish in the decoupling lin it shee they are proportionalto cos’ ( ) -

T he cross section for the fusion process, e'e ! . .H, isenhanced at high energies
sihece it scales ke M % log s2M If . Thism echanian provides therefore a usefiill channel for
H production In the m ass range of a faw hundred G &V below the decoupling lim it and
an allvaliesoftan , where co¢ ( ) isnotprohbitively an all; the cross section, though,
becom es gradually less in portant for increasingM y and vanishes In the decoupling 1im it.
In the high energy regine, the W W ! H fusion cross section is well approxin ated by
the expression

" ! !4
GIM 4 M 2 s M 2
e ! eeH)=ZIE>§—W3 1+ SH JogM2 21 SH oo ( ) (3.7)
H

obtained in the e ective IongitudinalW approxin ation. Sihce the NC ocouplings are sm all
com pared to the CC couplings, the cross section orthe Z 7Z fiision processis 1608  ,
ie. one order ofm agnitude an aller than forW W fusion.

N um e:dcalrespl]ts forthe cross sectionsare shown in Fig5 athigh{energy €' e colliders
as a function of = s TeV for the two values tan = 1:75 and 50, and for pseudoscalar
massesM 5 = 300, 600 and 900 GeV hotethatMy /' My ' M, asevident from Figs.
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1 and 3a]. For a lum inosity of 'L = 200 B !, typically a sam ple of about 1000 H A and
H'H pairs are predicted orheavy Higgsmasses of 500 G&V at™ s= 15 TeV .For
analltan values, tan < 2, a ffw hundred events are predicted In theW W ! H fusion
process for H m asses 300 G&V . The cross sections for the hA and H Z processes are
too low , Jess than 01 b, to beussful orMy > 300GeV;Fighb.

N ote that the cross seﬁctjons for the production of the lightest H iggs boson h in the
decoupling lim it and or s M ;M 4, are sinply given by

GZM
€e ! zh) ' 9F6SZ(v§+ a’) 38)
G2M 1 S

€e ! .ch) ' —$H=—"Ig (3.9)

4 23 M2
T he cross sections are the sam e as for the SM H iggs particke and are very large 100 fo,
esoecially forthe W W fusion m echanian .

4. D ecay M odes

4.1 D ecays to standard particles

For large tan the H iggs couplings to down{type ferm ions dom inate over all other
couplings. A s a result, the decay pattem is in general very sin ple. The neutral H iggs
bosonsw illdecay intotband * pairs forwhich thebranching ratiosarecloseto 90 %
and 10 & , repectively. The charged H iggs particles decay into pairs below and
Into th pairs above the top{bottom threshold.

T he partial decay w idths of the neutralH iggsbosongl, = H and A, to form ions are
given by #4]

GpM
(! ff)=Nc—4fs§—g2ffm§§ @)

wih p= 3 (1) orthe CP {even (odd) Higgsbosons; ¢= (1  4mf=M ?)'? is the velocity
ofthe ferm ions in the nalstate, N . the color factor. Forthe decay w idths to quark pairs,
the Q CD radiative corrections are large and m ust be lncluded; for a recent update and a
m ore detailed discussion, see Ref.[34].
T he couplingsoftheM SSM neutralH jggs bosons hom alized to the SM H iggs coupling
_ 19

— 11=2
Gu., e = 2Gp meand gy, vy = 2 2Gp M Z]are given in Tabk 2.

W e refrain from a discussion of the h decays which becom e SM {like in the decoupling lim it. In
addition, we discuss only the dom inant tw o{body decay m odes ofthe heavy H iggsbosons; for an updated
and m ore detailed discussion, ncliding also three{body decays, see Ref.EQ].
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g uu gdd gvv

h s =sih sin =cos sin (
H sin =sih o0S =00S oos( )
A 1=tan tan 0

Tab. 2: Higgs boson couplings In the M SSM to fermm ions and gauge bosons relative to the SM

H iggs couplings.

In the decoupling lin it, M » M , , we have at tree{level]
2

cos sin s snd4—% | sh 42)
2M 2
MZ
sin s + s snh4—Z ! cos 4.3)
2M 2

T herefore the hf £ couplings reduce to the SM H iggs couplings, while the H £ £ couplings
becom e equal to those of the pssudoscalar boson A,

cos =sin ! 1

sih =cos ! 1

sih =shh ! 1=tan

OsS =Cos ! tan 44)

The partialw idth of thedecay mode H * ! ud is given by

1=2

N .G ;
B! oud) = B —F g F

w 2 M i

M7 mi m} mitan® +mice’ 4m’m? @45)

with V4 the CKM {type m atrix elem ent for quarks and is the two{body phase space

function de ned by
ux = (@ M12=M]f Mj2=M]f)2 4MfM 32=M]f @ .6)
For decays Into quark pairs, the Q CD correctionsm ust be also lncluded.

Below the tt threshold, a variety of channels is open for the decays of the heavy CP {

even H iggsbosons, the m ost in portant being the cascade decays H ! wih = hor
A, wih a partialwidth [for real light H iggs bosons]
Gr M,
H ! )= —P= @.7)
16 2 My gé
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where = (I 4M?=M ?)'? and the radiatively corrected three{boson self{couplings

ko leading order], in units of g = ( 2Gy)*™M ?, are given by
. . sin  cos
OGinn = 2sn2 sn( + ) os2 cos( + )+ 3 3 - 4 .8)
M/ sm
sin  cos’
Guan = cs2 cos( + )+— ,
M/ sm

In contrast to the previous couplings, the lading mﬁ radiative corrections cannot be
absorbed entirely In the rede nition ofthem ixing angle , but they are renom alized by
an explicit tetm depending on the param eter given by Mg is the comm on squark m ass
at the electroweak scak]

3Gy m} M2
=p_— . 2 ]Qg l+—2 (4.9)
2 2sin m

In the decoupling lim it, these couplings approach the values

Funn ! 553'114
1
Juan ! 5811’14 (4 10)

In them ass range above the W W and Z Z thresholds, where the H VV couplings are
not strongly suppressed or an allvaluesoftan , the partialw idths ofthe H particle nto
m assive gauge bosons can also be substantial; they are given by

O
H! VV)= 2GFO§;2( )Mg(l dy+122)@ 4y)7* 9 @11)

with v =MZM? and { =2@1) orv =W ).

For anall values of tan and below the tt and the tb thresholds, the pssudoscalar
and charged H iggs bosons can decay into the lightest H iggs boson h and a gauge boson;
how ever these decays are suppressed by cos’ ( ) and therefore are very rare for large
A m asses. T he partial decay w idths are given by

Gr oo ( )M ;1o
@ ! hz) = P= UNY
8r'2 MA Zh;A AhjZ
Gr cos ( )M & 1
@Y hwt) = F 8p§ MHW Zoa B nm 412)

In the decoupling lim it, the partial w idths of all decays of the heavy CP {even, CP {
odd and charged H iggs bosons involving gauge bosons vanish since cos’ ( )y ! 0. In
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addition, the H ! hh decay width is very sm all since i is inversely proportionaltoM g ,
and H ! AA isnot allowed kinem atically. T herefore, the only relevant channels are the
decays Into o=ttt for the neutral and tb for the charged H iggs bosons. T he total decay
w idths of the three bosons H ;A and H , Into standard particles can be approxin ated in
this 1im i by

3G h i
Hy! al) = sziMHk m2tan® + mZctg’ 413)

W e have neglected the an all contribbution of the decays into  Ileptons for lJarge tan ]
4 2 D ecays to charginos and neutralinos

T he decay w idths ofthe H iggsbosonsHy k = (1;2;3;4) correspond to # ;h;A;H )]
into neutralino and chargino pairs are given by B3]

n |
1=2 2 .

N

I . .:GE\MﬁMHk i3k 2 L p2 1 m-, m,
(H k i ]) 2t-’2 1+ 5 (Fljk jJ.k) M gk , M gk
m m .
4y 5 jFiijjikﬁ (4.14)
Hy
where 1,4 = +1, 3= 1 and ;3 = 0 unlkss the nal state consists of two identical
M aprana) neutralinos n which case 4 = 1; ; = 1 stands for the sign of the i'th

eigenvalue of the neutralino m ass m atrix the matrix Z is de ned In the convention of
Ref.[1§], and the eigenvalues of the m assm atrix can be either positive or negative] whilke
;= 1 for charginos; 4 is the usualtwo{body phase space function given in eg.(4.6).

In the case of neutral H iggs boson decays, the coe cients F ;5 are related to the
elem ents of the m atrices U;V for charginos and Z for neutralinos,

1

He! 15 @ Fig= P= BValsz  dVeUs] 415)
1 . .

Hy ! S 3 P Fix = > Zs tany Z41) E&Zs+ &Zyw) + 1S 3 (4.16)

w ith the coe cients e, and dy given by
e=d; = cos = sn ;e=d=sh =S ; e=d3= sin =0os @a7)

For the charged H iggs boson, the coupling to neutralino/chargino pairs are given by

! #
1
Fij4 = COSs Z 34\/'11 + p—z (z 32 + tan y 2 1 ) Vi
n l #
Fji4 = sin ZJ3U11 p—z (Zj2+ tan W Zjl)UJZ (4.18)
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Them atrices U;V for charginos and Z for neutralinos are given in Appendix A .

Since In m ost of the param eter space discussed in Section 2, the H iggs{higgsino m ass
param eter j jtumed out to be very large, 7 J M ;M ;M 5, it isworth discussing the
H iggs decay w idths Into chargihos and neutralinos in this lim it. F irst, the decays of the
neutral H iggs bosons Into pairs of [identical] neutralinos and charginos Hy ! ;1 will
be suppressed by powers of M 7= #. This is due to the fact that neutral H iggs bosons
m ainly coupl to m ixtures of higgsino and gaugino com ponents, and in the large  Iim i,
neutralinos and charginos are either pure higgsino{ or pure gaugino{lke. For the sam e
reason, decaysH* !}, ] and §, ; ofthe charged Higgsbosons willbe suppressed.
Furthem ore, sihce In thiscase M 5 is of the sam e order as j j decays Into pairs of heavy
charginos and neutralinos w illbe kinem atically forbidden. T herefore, the channels
2;4; 2 2;4 and ; ,

0
12

0 +
34 and

R+ RO

(419)

w ill be the dom inant decay channels of the heavy H iggs particks. Up to the phase space
suppression [le. ©orM, su cintly larger than j j, the partial widths of these decay
channels, in unitsof Gy M 7 My, =@ 2 ), are given by 35]

| 0 0 _ 1— 2 .
@ !Dog o5 = 2Um w 1 sh2 )
! 0 0 = } :
@ ! 2 34) = 2(1 sn2 )
H ! 1 o) =1 4 20)
' 0 0 — 1— 2 .
@ 1 43) = 2tan w @ sn2 )
| 0 0 = }
(A 2 4,3) - 2(1 sz )
@ ! 1 o) =1 421)
@5 =1
@ g 8) = tan’
@a*r 5 =1 422)
W e have used the fact that iIn thedecoupling Iim it sih 2 = sin 2 .] Ifallthese channels

are kinem atically allowed, the total decay w idths of the heavy H iggs bosons to chargino
and neutralino pairs w illbe given by the expression

X 3Gy M 1,
H ! ij)=_4p§—MHk 1"‘5’0311 W (423)

which holds universally for all the three H iggsbosons H ;A ;H
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4 3 D ecays to squarks and sleptons

D ecays of the neutral and charged H iggsbosons, Hy = h;H ;A ;H , to sferm ion pairs can
be w ritten as

NcGp 1=2 2

Hy! £f5)= (4 24)

= Y. e
2 2 My, Of#c S

fiwith i= 1;2 are the sfermm ion m ass eigenstates which are related to the current eigen—
states f3, ; fx by

B = fiisih ¢+ fxr cOs ¢ (4 25)

The m ixing angles ¢ are proportional to the m asses of the partner femm ions and they
are im portant only In the case of third generation sferm ions. T he couplings g, gir0 Ofthe
173
neutral and charged H iggs bosons H , to sfermm ion m ass eigenstates are superpositions of
the couplings of the current eigenstates,
X
I 510 = Ty Jep (4 26)

; =L;R
The elements of the 4 4 matrix T are given In Tab.3a. The couplings g (0, In the
P S
current elgenstate basis £, = f1z hom alized to 2( 2Gr )'™?]m ay be w ritten as 4, 35]

S, - migl +M z2 (I3f @szq )9,
2 2 2
Fu, e — MG T Myees; g,
1 h i
G, 8 Emf s Arg, 427)
for the neutral H iggs bosons, Hy = h;H;A. T3 = 1=2 is the isospin of the [eft{

handed] sferm don and e; its electric charge. The coe cients g; are given in Tab.3b; In
the decoupling lim it, the coe cients g, reduce to

cos( + ) ! sin 2
snh( + ) ! cos?2 4 28)

[for the other co c_:jents, e egs. (4 2)]. For the charged H iggs bosons, the couplings also
nom alized to 2( 2Gy )2 ]are

h i
9 +Miqg 429)

gH*u q

NTFH

w ith the coe cientsg,_, with ; = L;R listed In Tabk 3c.
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;9= ; LL RR LR RL

11 OS £ OOS £0 sin ¢ sin o oS ¢ sin o Sin £ COS ¢o0
12 S ssin g0 SN fCOS f0  COS £ COS fo0 sin £ sin ¢o
21 SIN £ COS g0 COS £ SN 0 S ¢S g0 COS £ COS f0
22 sin ¢ sin o QoS ¢ QOS o sin £ COS fo CoS £ SN f0

Tab. 3a: Transfom ation m atrix for the H iggs couplings to sferm ions in the presence ofm ixing.

£ 91 % 93 %

h cos =sin sn( + ) sin =sin s =sin
o] H sin =sih cos( + ) s =sh sin =sin

A 0 0 1 1=tan

h sin =Cos sn( + oS =os sin =cos
a H 0S =00S cos( + ) sin =0o0s QOsS =Cos

A 0 0 1 tan

Tab.3b:Coe cients in the couplings of neutral H iggs bosons to sferm ion pairs.

L R R L
1= Iy =2 9y
mZ=tan + mitan | mymg(tan + l=tan )| mgq( + Agtan )| my( + A,=tan )
sin 2 0 0 0

Tab. 3c: Coe cients in the couplings of charged H iggs bosons to sferm ion pairs.

M ixing between sferm ions occurs only in the third{generation sector. For the rst
tw o0 generations the decay pattem is rather sin ple. In the lin it ofm assless ferm ions, the
pseudoscalar H iggs boson does not decay Into sferm ions since by virtue of CP {Invarance
it couples only to pairs of keft{ and right{handed sferm ionsw ith the coupling proportional
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tom ¢. In the asym ptotic regin e, where them assesM 5  are Jarge, the decay w idths of
the heavy CP {even and charged 4] H iggs bosons into sferm ions are proportional to

GeM

H;HY ! FP) sin® 2 4 30)

H

T hese decay m odes can be signi cant only for low valiestan [rhich in plies sh? 2 11.
However, In this regin e the decay w idths are Inverssly proportional to M y , and thus

cannot com pete w ith the decay w idths into charginos/neutralinos and ordinary ferm ions

which increase w ith Increasing H iggs m ass. T herefore, the decays Into st and second

generations are unlikely to be in portant.

In the case of the third generation squarks, the H iggs decay w idths can be larger by
m ore than an order of m agnitude. For instance the decay w idths of the heavy neutral
H iggs boson into top squarks of the sam e helicity is proportional to

4
Ggm

| - - -
€ m M y tan?®

(4 31)
In the asym ptotic region, and it will be enhanced by large coe cients [for small tan ]
com pared to rst/second generation squarks. Conversely, the decay w idths into soottom
quarks can be very large for large tan . Furthem ore, the decays of heavy neutral CP {
even and CP {odd H iggs bosons to top squarks of di erent helicities w ill be proportional
In the asym ptotic region fand for the CP {even, up to the suppression by m ixing anglk] to

2
Ggmg

H;A ! t®) [ +A=tan T (4 32)

H
For and A values of the order of the H iggs boson m asses, these decay w idths will
be com petitive w ith the chargiho/neutralino and standard ferm ion decays. T herefore, if
kinem atically allowed, these decay m odes have to be taken into account.

4.4 N um erical resuls

Thedecay widthsoftheH ;A andH H iggsbosons Into the sum ofcharginos and neu-
tralinos, squark or slepton nalstates, aswell as the standard and the totaldecay w idths
are shown in Figs.6a, 7a and 8a as a function ofm ;—, for two values of the pssudoscalar
Higgsboson massM 5 = 300 and 600 G &€V, and for positive and negative values; tan
is xed to 1:75.

F ig.6a show s the various decay w idths for the heavy CP {even H iggsboson. ForM , =
300GeV,theH ! ttchannelis still closed and the decay w idth into standard particks is
rather an all, being ofO (250) M €V . In this case, the decays Into the lightest stop squarks
which are kinam atically allowed for an allvalues ofm -, w illbe by far the dom inant decay

19



channels. This occurs In m ost ofthem ;, range if > 0,but if < 0only form -, < 50
G eV whith isalrady ruled outby CDF and LEP 1.5 data.

T he decays Into charginos and neutralinos, although one order of m agniude sn aller
than stop decays when allowed kinem atically, are also very in portant. They exceed the
standard decays in m ost of the m 1, range, except for large values of m -, and < 0
where no m ore phase space is available for the H iggs boson to decay into com binations
of the heavy and light chargino/neutralino states. For am allm ;, values, chargino and
neutralino decays can be larger than the standard decays by up to an order ofm agnitude.

A sexpected, the decay w idths into skeptons are rather sn alland they never exceed the
w idths Into standard particles, exospt for Jarge values ofm -, . N ote that due to the isosgoin
and charge assignm ents, the coupling of the H boson to sneutrinos is approxin ately a
factor of two larger than the coupling to the charged skptons. Since all the skptons of
the three generations are approxin ately m ass degenerate the m ixing In the ~ sector is
very an all for Iow values oftan ], the an all decay w idths Into skptons are given by the
approxinate relation: H ! ~~)’" 4 H ! ZL)’ 4 H ! XEk).

For larger values of My , My > 350 G&V, the decay widths into supersymm etric
particles have practically the sam e size asdiscussed previously. However, sihcetheH ! &
channel opens up, the decay width into standard m odel particles becom es rather large,
O (10 Ge&V), and the supersym m etric decays are no longerdom nant. ForMy ’/ 600Ge&V,
Figba, only the H ! ag decay width can be larger than the decay width to standard
particles; this occurs in the lower range of the m -, values. The chargino/neutralino
decays have a branching ratio of 20% , while the branching ratios of the decays Into
slkeptons are below the 1% level

Fig.eb and 6c show the ndividual decay w idths of the heavy H boson wih a m ass
My ' 600 GeV Into chargios, neutralinos, stop quarks and skptons for the sst of pa—
ram eters Introduced previously. Fordecays into squarks, only the channelsH ! #t;8%,
and In a very an allrange ofm -, values the channelH ! B, are allowed kinem atically
[s=e Fig3c]. The decay into two di erent stop states is suppressed by the [an alll m ixing
angle, and due to the larger phase space thedecay H ! #t isalways dom inating.

For the decays into chargino and neutralinos, the dom Inant channels are decays into

+

m xtures of light and heavy neutralinos and charginos, in particular H ! ;1 , and
H! 9 9%0or 9 9. This can be qualitatively explined, up to phase space suppression
factors, by recalling the approxin ate values of the relative branching ratios In the large
j jlin it given in egs.(@.18{20): H ! 1 2) 1, whie & ! 39 1 and
@ ! 99 taf y because sh2 isclse to one. The m ixed decays nvolving
are suppressed since they are proportionalto (1 sin2 ), and all other decay channels

are suppressed by powers of M 2= ? for large j jvalues.
T he decay w idths for the pssudoscalar H iggsboson are shown in Fig.7a. There are no
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decays into sleptons, since the only decay allowed by CP {invariance, A ! ~ ~, is strongly
suppressed by the very an all ~ m ixing angle. ForM, = 300 G&V, the decay Into the
two stop squark eigenstates, A ! %, isnot allowed kinam atically and the only possble
supersym m etric decays are the decays into charginos and neutralinos. The sum of the
decay w idths into these states can be two orders ofm agnitude larger than the decay w idth
Into standard particlks.

ForvaliesofM , above the tt threshold, the decay w idth Into charginosand neutralinos
is still of the sam e order as for Iow M , , but because of the opening ofthe A ! ttm ode,
the totaldecay w idth increases dram atically and the chargino/neutralino decay branching
ratio drops to the vel 0of 20% . A s in the case of the heavy CP {even H iggsboson H , the
relative decay w idths of the psesudoscalar boson Into charginos and neutralinos, F ig.7b,
are larger for the channels nvolving m ixtures of light and heavy neutralinos or charginos;
the dom inant decay m odes are, roughly, A ! | , andA ! ¢ Sor J 9.Agam, this
can be qualitatively explained, up to phase space suppression factors, by recalling the
approxin ate form ulae of egs.(4 18{19), since the situation is the sam e as forH , w ith the
two neutralino states § and | being interchanged.

For am all values of the comm on gaugino mass, m -, < 100 G &V, the decay m ode of
the pseudoscalar H iggs boson into stop squarks, A ! %, is phase space alowed. In
this case, it is com petitive w ith the top {antitop decay m ode. A s discussed previously, the
1=M ? suppression fnd to a lesser extent the suppression due to the m ixing anglk] of the
A ! 4t decay width compared to @ ! tt) willbe com pensated by the enhancem ent
of the A%yt coupling for large values of and A..

F ig.8a show s the decay w idths for the charged H iggsboson. Since the dom Inant decay
channelH * ! tbisalready open orM y ’ 300 Ge&V Rlthough still slightly suppressed
by phase space], the charged H iggs decay w idth into standard particles is rather large and
it increases only by a factor of 4 when increasing the pssudoscalar m ass to M, = 600
G &V . T he situation for the supersym m etric decays is quite sin ilar for the two m asses: the
chargino/neutralinos decay m odes have branching ratios ofthe order ofa few ten percent,
whilke the branching ratios for the decays into skptons, when kinem atically allowed, do
not exceed the level of a few percent, as expected. Only thedecay H* ! 5, the only
squark decay m ode allowed by phase space [see F ig3c] for relatively low valies ofm 1,
is com petitive w ith the th decay m ode.

T he decay w idths of the charged H iggs into the various com binations of charginos and
neutralinos are shown n Fig8b forM 4 600 G &V . The dom lnant channels are again
decays into m ixtures of gauginos and higgsinos, since j jis lJarge. The pattem follow s
approxin ately the rules of eq.(4 22), m odulo phase suppression.

A s discussed In section 2, since the chargino, neutralino and sferm ion m asses scale as
M » , the situation for even larger values of the pssudoscalar H iggs boson m ass, M 1
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TeV , willbe qualitatively sin ilar to what hasbeen discussed forM , 600G &V .Theonly
exception is that there w illbe slightly m ore phase space available for the supersym m etric
decays to occur.

5. FinalD ecay P roducts of the H iggs B osons

In this section, we will qualitatively describe the nal decay products of the produced
Higgs bosons. Assum ing that M, is large, M, > 500 G &V, the decays nto standard
particles fand m ore precissly, the tt for the neutral and the tb decays for the charged
H iggs bosons] always have substantial branching ratios, even for the value tan = 1:75
which will be chosen for the discussion. Therefore, to investigate decays into SUSY
particles In the m ain production processes, e"e ! HA andH "H , one hasto look for

nal states where one of the H iggs bosons decays into standard m odes whik the other
H iggs boson decays Into charginos, neutralinos or stop squarks. A s discussed previously,
the decays into the other squarks are disfavored by phase space, w hik the branching ratios
Into skptons are always an all and can be neglected.

Let us st discuss the case where one of the H iggs bosons decays into chargino and
neutralino pairs,

ee ! H'H ! []I %] 61)

The lightest chargino ] and next{to{lightest neutralino  decay into possbly virtuall
W ;Z and the lightest H iggs boson h, assum ing that decays into skptons and squarks are
kinem atically disfavored. In the lin i of large j J the decay widths [in the decoupling
lim it] are proportionalto B7]

(v wmy sirf 2 G2)
(3! 92) o§2 (M, Mp)=2 T
(51 n sirf 2 53)

In m ost of the param eter space, the W =Z=h are virtual [in addition to the three{body
phase space factors, the decay widths are suppressed by powers of M ,M , = 2] except
near the upper values ofm 1, . In the case of 5, the channel J ! 92 mode is always
dom inant although suppressed by additionalpowers ofM 2= ? compared tothe 5! h §
m ode, sihce both h and Z are o {shell, and the Z boson width ismuch larger than the
w idth ofthe h boson for sn allvaluesoftan . The radiativedecay 5! ¢ should ply
a m arginal role except for very sm allvalues ofm ;-, where the di erence between the

and Z boson m asses becom es too large.

Forlarge valuesofm 1-,, the sleptonsbecom e rather light com pared to the gauginosand
the decays of the light chargiho and neutralino Into leptonst skeptons are kinem atically
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possibl. In this case, these cascade decays becom e dom nant since the partialw idths for
large j jare given by
X X 3G2ZM ?
(5! M= 2 (,! l~>=—pF§—WM2 (54)
1 1

and therefore not suppressed by powers of M ;M ,= 2, unlke the previous decay m odes
we assum e of course that there isno suppression by phase{soace]. T he skptonsw ill then
decay into the LSP and m assless lptons, kading to m uli{lpton nal states.

T he heavier chargino, in the absence of squark and slkpton decay m odes, w ill decay
preferentially Into the lightest chargino ancbn_eutra]jnos plus gauge or light H iggs bosons.
T he decay w idths, in unitsofGy M V? J F@ 2 )may be approxin ated in the decoupling
Iim it by 371

; ! IZ : =1
! th : =1
! ‘W : =tan® y
! wr o =1 G5)

The branching ratios for the various nal states are roughly equal. Since ; is almost
higgsino{lke, the decay w idths Into sleptons and partners of the light quarks, when kine-
m atically allowed, are extrem ely an all since they are suppressed by powers of m 2=M 2.
Because of the arge m  value, only the decays into stop squarks and bottom quarks w ill
be very in portant. This decay is allowed in m ost of the param eter gpace forM , > 600
G eV and, up to suppression by m ixing angles, i is enhanced by a powerm 2 37]

;! 3m ¢ 1
(3! W;z2;h) M2 sn® @+ tan® )

—

4 (5.6)

com pared to the other decays. T herefore, when kinem atically possible, this decay w illbe
the dom nant decay m ode of the heavy charginos.

For the heava)er neutralinos, 3;4 , the decay w idths into W =Z =h bosons, again In units
of GgM 2 § ¥(8 2 ) may bebe written i the decoupling lin i as {37]

1 .
9, ! %7z = 5tan2 v @ snh2 )
! ’h - len? , a4 sn2
1 - Etan W ( smn )
| 0 1 :
97 = 5(1 sn2 )
| 0 l .
h = 5(1 sn2 )
| W =2 .7
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T he dom lnantm ode isthe charged decay, 3, ! W ,©lowed by them odes involving

theh (Z) boson for ( 3). Because sin2 1, only one ofthe h or Z decay channels is
In portant. Here again, because of the higgsino nature of the two heavy neutralinos, the

decay w idths into skptons and the scalar partners of the light quarks are negligbl; the

only in portant decays are the stop decays, 2;4 ! 5, when they are allow ed kinem atically

[le. for not too Jarge values ofm 1-,]. The ratio between stop and W =Z=h decay w idths,

up to suppression by m ixing angls, is also given by eg.(5.6), and the stop decays w ill
therefore dom inate.

W e now tum to the case where one of the produced H iggs particles decays into stop
squarks

ee ! HA ! [t]ft] and []1HG ]
ee ! H'H ! ioibyk] (5.8)

From the squark m ass plots, Fig. 3¢, the only decay m odes of the lightest stop squark
allowed by phase space are

gl t? ;) ;b .9)

O nly the last decay m ode occurs for relatively sm allvaluesofm 1, shcem, < m¢+m o
In this case. For larger values of m 1, ¥ is heavy enough to decay Into top quarks plus
the lightest neutralinos. Forthesem -, values, the three decay m odes ofeq.(5.9) w illhave
approxin ately the sam e m agnitude since the chargino and the neutralinos are gaugino{

like and there is no enhancem ent due to the top mass orthet; ! t ° decays.

T he heavier stop squark, in addition to the previous m odes, has decay channels w ith
¥ and Z=h bosons in the nalstate

%! 2 ; th (5.10)

These decays, in particular the decay into the lightest H iggs boson h, will be dom nant
in the lJarge j jlim i, since they willbe enhanced by powers of 2.
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A ppendix A : Chargino and N eutralino M asses and C ouplings

In this Appendix we collect the analytical expressions of the chargino and neutralino
m asses and couplings, and we discuss the 1im it In which the H iggs{higgsino m ass param —
eter j jis large.

T he general chargino m ass m atrix L8],

n pﬁM #
M, w sin
M¢:,= P= 1
c 2M, cos A1)
is diagonalized by two realm atrices U and V,
(
0 ifdetM . > O
1o = vV = * ¢ 2
UM .V ! U=0 and o, HFdetM o < 0 A2)
where isthem atrix
" #
1 0
= 3
0 1 @A 3)

w ith the appropriate signs depending upon the valuesofM ,, ,and tan in the chargiho
massmatrix. O isgiven by:

" #
o = = @4)
S cos
w ith
X o ™ + s )
W 2 COS
tan 2 N M 2 2 2M? cos
2 W
2 2My M,sih + cos )
tan2 , = e ®5)
M 2 + 2M 5 cos

T his leads to the two chargino m asses, the 1, masses

1 h
m + = p—_M22+ 2+2MV§
1;2 2
n oL 3
MZ %+ 4M) cof2 +4AMS M+ ‘+2M, sn2 ) @6)

Ihthelmi jj M,;M;,themassesofthe two charginos reduce to

2

m-. ' M, VZV(M2+ sh?2 )
1

2

m - U B & Z M,sn2 + ) @7)
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where isforthesignof .Forj j! 1 ,the lightest chargino corresoondsto a purew ino
state with massm + ' M ,, while the heavier chargino corresponds to a pure higgsino
state w ith amassmlz =33
In the case ofthe neutralinos, the fourdin ensional neutralino m assm atrix depends on
the sametwom assparam eters andM ,, iftheGUT relation M | = gtan2 w Mo/ %M 2
8] isused. In the ( B; #5;HY;H)) basis, it has the form
2

M, 0 My sy ©OsS M, sy sin
0 M M M sin
Moo= 2 2 Gr COS 2 G a8)
4 My sy ©Os M, Gy ©Os 0 5
M ;s sinh My, g; sih 0

Tt can be diagonalized analytically 38]1by a shgle realm atrix Z ; the positive] m asses
of the neutralino statesm o are given by

1] #=
C L. 1 l=2+ Lol Cs B
m = —-a = —-a =
e Lg% g 2% 3727 8a 8C,=3)2
1] #=
c,+ C - L, Lo Cs -
m = —-a - —-a =
2% 3 1T g 2% 37% 8Ba 8C,=3)=2
n #:
. 11, 1-2 11, C, 2
m = —-a = —a =
3 Lg% g 2° 3777 8Ba 8C,=3)=2
" #:
C.+ 1 1C 1:2+ 1 lC Cs - A9)
m = —-a = —a =
M LT g 2% 37% 8Ba 8C,=3)1=
where ;= 1; the coe cients C ; and a are given by
Ci = M1+M,)=4
C2 = MthZ MZ2 2 6Cf
1
Cs; = 2C; C,+2C2+ 27 +M/ M id +M,s,) M7 sin 2
C, = CiCs CC; G MM, 4+ M1d +M,sh M7 sh2 @®10)
and
1 " 1:2#l=3
a= —Re S+ 1 — 11
21-3 27 ®11)
w ith
S = Cc2+ 2c3 8c C
37 772 3
4
D = E(C22+ 12C,)°  27% @12)
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In the Iim it of lJarge j jvalues, the m asses of the neutralino states sin plify to

MZ
7 .
mg ’ M, —2M1+ sin 2 )Sf]

MZ
mog /M, —2> M+ sh2)d
1M
mo ' jj+§—2Z (1 sh2 ) +M,s + M,
, L., 1MZ | .
m 2 J :|+ 5—2 (1+ sin 2 ) MzSW M]_Céq (A13)

Agan, or j j! 1 , two neutralinos are pure gaugino states wih m asses m 0 "M, ,
m o= M ,, while the two others are pure higgsino states, with m assesm 2’ m o’ ji

4

Them atrix elem ents of the diagonalizing m atrix, Z ;5 with i;j= 1;:4, are given by

" # 1:2
Zip ° Zi 2 T °
Zy = 1+ =2 + =2 4+ == A 14)
Z i Zq Z i
Zp 1 M, im0
Z i tan y M, im o
Zi ™ 1 sm g)(Mz sm g) MZsh cos [M; My)& +M, sm g]
Zy M; M, m o)sy [ cos + m osin )
7 ia Mmoo My am o) M im o) MZ o [M; My& +M, im o]
Z 4y M, M, m o)sy [ cos + im osin )

where ; isthe sign ofthe ith eigenvalue ofthe neutralino m assm atrix, which in the large
jj]inital:e:1= 2=land 4= 3=
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A ppendix B : Sferm ion M asses and M ixing

W e now present the explicit expressions ofthe squark and skepton m asses. W ew illassum e
a universal scalarmassm  and gaughomassm 1, at the GUT scale, and we w illneglect
the Yukawa couplings In the RGE’s [see Appendix C ]. For third generation squarks this
is a poor approxin ation since these couplings can be large; these have been taken into
acoount in the num erical analysis.

By perform ing the RG E evolution to the electrow eak scale, one cbtains forthe left{ and
right{handed sferm ion m asses at one{loop order Wwe include the full two{loop evolution
of the m asses In the num erical analysis]

X3
+ Fifm?, (B es. )M Zcos2 B1)
=1

2 2
m = m
L r 0

T3¢ and er are the weak isogon and the elctric charge of the corresoonding fem ion £,
and F; are the RGE ooe cients for the three gauge couplings at the scale Q M 5, given
by

2 | 3
Q2 ¢

ci (£) R
i B2)

= 2l _S
Fi b 1 1 4blbg

The coe cients b, assum Ing that all the M SSM particke spectrum contributes to the
evolution from Q totheGUT scalke M ¢, are

b=335; h=1; x= 3 B3)

Theooe cientsc(f) = (@;2;x) (£) depend on the hypercharge and color ofthe sferm ions
F;, = L; orQ; isthe slepton or squark doublet]

1 0 1
3=10 6=5
clL)=8 32 & ;cEr)=€ 0 &
0 0
0 1 0 1 0 1
1=30 8=15 2=15
cQL)=8 32 % ;cUx)=8 0 &% ;cOx)=& 0 X ®B4)
8=3 8=3 8=3

W ih the Input gauge coupling constants at the scale ofthe Z boson m ass
1™Mz)" 001 ; ,Mz)’" 0033 ; 3M;)" 0418 B5)
one obtains forthe GUT scake M ¢ and for the coupling constant ¢
Me 19 1¥Gev and = 0041 B 6)
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U sing these values, and including only gauge loops in the one{loop RGE's, one obtains
for the left{ and right{handed sferm ion m asses 3Y]

mi = mg+ 628mi, + 035M ; cos@2 )
m; = 2+ 628mZ, 042M] cos@ )
m, = mg+ 58I, + 016M ; cos@ )
my = mg+582mi, 00847 cos@ )
m? = m§+ 052mi,+ 050M ; cos@ )
m2 = mg+ 052mi, 027M; cos@ )
m2 = mg+ 0d5m7, 023M] cos@ ) B7)

In the case of the third generation sparticlkes, keft{ and right{handed sferm ions will
m ix; or a given sferm ion £'= B and ~, the m assm atrices which detem ne the m xing
are
" 2 2 #
me tmy  mg@s %)
2

2
me@rs %) me tms

B8)

where the sferm ion m asses m £ . are given above, m  are the m asses of the partner
fermionsand B, = r = 1= = tan . These m atroces are diagonalized by orthogonal
m atrices w ith m ixing angles ¢ de ned by

2 2

2m ¢ A %) me me

sn2 ¢ = > > j OS2 f= ——— ®B9)
m m
f1 2 fi 2

and the m asses of the squark eigenstates given by

h

m 2 =m2+}m2+m2 q(mZ m2 )2+ 4m2 @A )2 ®10)
iz £ 5 fi, fx £ i £Vr E :
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Appendix C : Renom alization G roup Equations

Finally, we collect for com plteness the renom alization group equations for the soft{
SU SY breaking param eters fthe trilinear couplings, scalarm assesaswellasfor and B ],
Including the dependence on A;A, and A . W e restrict oursslves to the one{loop RGE's
and we keep only the krading tem s in them asshierarchy in theM SSM w ith three ferm ion

generations. T he com plete expressions for the RGE ’s can be found in Refs.[13, 19].

For the trilnear couplings of the third generation sfermm ions, the RGE’s are given by

dA ¢
dt

dAy
dt

da
dt

while for the scalar m asses

am 5, _ 2
dt 16 2
ami 2
dt 16 2
g2
dt 16 2
a 7 _ 2
dt 16 2
a 2 2
dt 16 2

T he evolution param eter is

and

2 X
. cgM s+ 6 A+ (A,

=
SRS

X
0 2 2 2
5 AEM s+ 6 A+ A+ A

=
SRS

X

67 IEM s+ 3 JAL+ 4 A

of the third generation sferm ions, one has

1 16
Somi sgui

16 16

Pz Damirix,
4 16

1_59§M12 §9§M32+212>Xb
3

gng 7 3gMZ+ X

12
M P+ 2 %X
5
de ned by t= logQ=M ),

= (33=5;1; 3)
= (13=15;3;16=3)
= (7=15;3;16=3)
= (9=5;3;0)

FOB s Q g

2 2 2
+MZ2 +MZ + A7
2 2 2
+M7 + ML +A]
+M2 +MS +A°
R 1
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Forthe st and second generation sferm ions, these expressions reduce to

da, 2
dt 16 2
dAg 2
dt 16 2
da. 2
dt 16 2
and
2
i 2
dt 16 2
deR B 2
gt 16 2
a & _ 2
dt 16 2
2
g 2
dt 16 2
2
ai_ 2
dt 16 2

For the gauge coupling
RGE's are given by

X
coM i+ {A.

X
0 2 2
cing i+ Apt 7 A

* PgiM ;s + E)Ab+?l% ‘A
i sgul g
e o
SM?
Sm i 3gu
o

C5)

Co)

constants and the other soft{SUSY breaking param eters, the

dgi _ 1
dt 16 2
M 2
dt 16 2
dB 2
dt 16 2
d —_—
dt 16 2
dm | B 2
dt 16 2
dmflz B 2
dt 16 2
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Fig.1l:M assesofthe CP {even H ggsbosonsh;H and ofthe charged H iggs particles H
as a function ofM , fortwo valuesoftan = 1:{75 and 50; the comm on squark massM g
attheweak scak is xedtoM g = 1 TeV andwetake = A.= 0.
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Fig. 2: The correlation between my and m ., or tan = 1:75 and three values of

Ma = 300;600 and 900 G&V . The non-solid lines show the boundaries which can be
excluded by Including the experim entalbounds from LEP 1.5 and Tevatron.
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Fig. 3a: The m asses of the H iggs bosons as a function ofm 1, ortan = 1:75, for the
two valuesm o = 100 and 500 G €V and both signs of
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Fig. 3b: Them asses of the two charginos (dashed lnes) and the four neutralinos (solid
lines) as a function ofm ., fortan = 1:75,M, = 300 and 600 G&V and for both signs
of . The chargihs/neutralinos are ordered w ith increasing m asses.
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generation squark (dashed lines) eigenstates asa function ofm -, fortan = 1:/5,M, =
300 and 600 G &V and for both signs of
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of M , = 300 and 600 Ge&V . The boundary contours correspond to tachyonic solutions,
m?< 0,M2< 0andM ? < 0 at the tree{level.
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Fig. 8b: Partial decay widths (in G&V) of the charged Higgsboson H Into allcombi-
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