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A bstract

W einvestigatetheHiggssectorofanonlinearsupersym m etricstandard
m odelat LEP 1 and LEP 2, as wellas at future linear e+ e� colliders
with

p
s = 500,1000,and 2000 G eV.The LEP 1 data do not put any

constraints on the param eters ofthe m odel,and allow a m assless Higgs
boson in particular. ForLEP 2,there are rem arkable di�erencesbetween
the Higgsproductionsat

p
s = 175 G eV on the one hand and thatat

p
s

= 192 G eV and 205 G eV on the otherhand.Thecase for
p
s = 175 G eV

issim ilarto LEP 1,whereasthosefor
p
s= 192 G eV and 205 G eV willbe

ableto give experim entalconstraintson theparam eters.Finally thee+ e�

colliders with
p
s = 500,1000,and 2000 G eV are m ost probably able to

testthe m odelconclusively.

� To bepublished in PhysicsLettersB.| Thiswork issupported in partby the M inistery
ofEducation,K orea,BSRI-96-2442.
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1 Introduction

Form orethan a decadethephenom enology ofsupersym m etric m odelshasbeen
studied,and the search forsupersym m etric particlesisone ofthe m ain goalsof
existingand futureaccelerators.M ostofthesupersym m etricm odelsinvestigated
so farare linearones,i.e.,supersym m etry isrealized linearly in them [1]. How-
ever,it is stillan open question whether supersym m etry is realized linearly or
nonlinearly.

The form alism for extending the standard m odelnonlinear-supersym m etri-
cally wasdeveloped by Sam ueland W ess[2].Recently oneofushasconstructed
thegeneralform ofa nonlinearsupersym m etric standard m odelin curved space
and derived the Higgspotentialin the atlim it[3]. In globalnonlinearsuper-
sym m etric m odelsthe only new particle isthe Akulov-Volkov �eld [4],which is
a Goldstone ferm ion. Experim entally,no Goldstino has been observed. In lo-
calnonlinear supersym m etric m odels this goldstino can be gauged away;it is
absorbed into the gravitino,which becom es m assive [5]. In the at lim it,the
supergravity m ultiplet decouples from the ordinary m atter with the only rem i-
niscence ofsupersym m etry m anifesting itselfin theHiggssector.

TheHiggssectorofthenonlinearSUSY m odelsisevidently largerthan that
ofthe Standard m odel. It contains atleast two dynam icalHiggsdoublets and
an auxiliary Higgs singlet. In the case that both a dynam icaland an auxil-
iary singletare included in the theory,the Higgsboson spectrum ofthe nonlin-
earm odelresem ble thatofthelinearnext-to-m inim alsupersym m etric standard
m odel(NM SSM ).In both m odels,therearethreescalarHiggsbosons,two pseu-
doscalarHiggsbosons,andapairofcharged Higgsbosons.However,thestructure
oftheHiggspotentialisdi�erentbetween nonlinearand linearsupersym m etry.

In thisarticle we investigate the phenom enology ofthe nonlinearsupersym -
m etric m odelwith both an auxiliary and a dynam icalHiggs singlet beside the
doublets. In particular,we are interested in how far the Higgs sector can be
tested atLEP,aswellasatfuturee+ e� colliders.

2 T he M odel

Thecom pleteHiggspotentialofourm odelisgiven in Ref.[3]:
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The two HiggsdoubletsH 1 and H 2 and the singletN develope vacuum expec-
tation valuesv1,v2,and x,respectively. Thefullm assm atricescan befound in
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Ref.[3]. W e denote the three scalarHiggsbosonsand theirm assesrespectively
by S1,S2,S3 and m S1 � m S2 � m S3.Asin thecaseoftheNM SSM [7],onecan
derivean upperbound on m S1 in ourm odelas

m
2

S1
� m

2

S1;m ax
= m

2

Z

 

cos22�+
2�2

0

g21 + g22
sin22�

!

; (2)

wheretan�= v2=v1.Thisrelation showsthatthequarticcoupling �0 isrelevant
fortheupperbound asin thecaseofthestandard m odel.For�2

0
� (g2

1
+ g2

2
)=2=

(0:52)2 thisrelation givesm 2
S1
� m 2

Z,whereasfor�
2
0
> (0:52)2 theupperbound is

given bym 2
S1
� (1:92�0m Z)2.Inthelattercase,theupperbound of�0 determ ines

thatofm S1.Form t = 175GeV (190GeV)and with theGUT scaleasthecut-o�
scale,oneobtains�0;m ax � 0.74 (0.66)and m S1 � 130 GeV (117 GeV).

It is very instructive to notice that,as in the case ofthe NM SSM [8],the
upperboundson m S2 and m S3 can bederived asfunctionsofm S1;m ax and m S1:
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with

R 1 = U11cos�+ U 12sin�
R 2 = U21cos�+ U 22sin� ; (4)

whereUij istheorthogonalm atrix thatdiagonalisesthescalarm assm atrix,and
0 � R 2

1
+ R 2

2
� 1. Clearly,R 1 and R 2 are com plicated functionsofthe relevant

parem eters.Neverthelesstheserelationsturn outto bevery usefulto derive the
lowerlim itson theproduction crosssection ofthescalarHiggsbosons.

3 H iggs Production at LEP 1 and LEP 2

TheLEP 1datayield an experim entallowerbound of60GeV on theHiggsboson
m assofthestandard m odel,and 44 GeV forthem assofthelightestscalarHiggs
boson ofthem inim allinearsupersym m etricstandard m odel(M SSM ).In thecase
oftheNM SSM theLEP 1 data do notexcludetheexistence ofa m asslessscalar
Higgs boson [9]. Now,we analyse the LEP 1 data in the fram e ofour m odel.
As in the case ofthe NM SSM ,the m ain contributions to the production cross
section com e from (i) the Higgs-strahlung process,(ii) the process where Si is
radiated o� leptonsorquarks,and (iii)associated pairproduction PjSi,where
Pj (j= 1;2)isa pseudoscalarHiggsboson:

(i) Z ! Z �Si ! �ffSi
(ii) Z ! f �f ! �ffSi
(iii) Z ! PjSi ! �ffSi ;

(5)
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Figure1:ContourlinesofthelightestHiggsboson m assm S1 (dotted)and ofthe
production crosssection �1 (solid)at

p
s= m Z,asfunctionsof�1 and �2,for�0

= 0.4,k = 0:02,tan� = 3,and m C = 200 GeV.Theshadowed region m arksthe
param eterregion excluded by LEP 1,de�ned astheregion wheretheproduction
crosssection isgreaterthan 1 pb.

Thedom inantcontributionscom efrom thebquark,f = b.
Ourm odelhas6freeparam eterswhich can betaken as�0;k;�1;�2;tan�and

m C (thecharged Higgsm ass).W esearch forparam eterregionswherenoneofSi
(i= 1;2;3)hasenough production crosssections to be detected atLEP 1 and
wherem S1 = 0 isstillallowed.Fig.1 showssuch a region.W eplotfor�0 = 0.4,
k = 0.02,m C = 200 GeV,and tan� = 3 thecontoursofm S1 and theproduction
crosssection ofS1,�1.Only theshadowed region where�1 � 1pb isexcluded by
the LEP 1 data. �2 issm allerthan 12.3 fb and �3 vanishesin the entire plane.
Thusweconclude thattheLEP 1 data allow theexistence ofm asslessS1 in our
m odel.

Now we turn to LEP 2. In orderto obtain a feeling we plotin Fig.2a,2b,
and 2c the production sections of�(a)1 ,�(a)2 ,and �

(a)

3 (a = i;ii;iii)forthe three
processesofEq.(5),aswellastheproduction crosssections�1,�2,and �3 forthe
sum oftheirprocesses,againstthec.m .energy ofthee+ e� colliderfora �xed set
ofparam eters. The contribution from the Higgs-strahlung process is dom inant
forS1 and S2.�

(i)

1 and �(i)2 areapproxim ately equalto �1 and �2,with �1 > �
(i)

1

and �2 > �
(i)

2 ,respectively. The dom inantcontribution ofinterferencesbetween
three processes arises positively at the Z peak forS1,negatively at

p
s � 180

GeV forS2,and negatively at
p
s = 500 GeV forS3. The m axim um values of

theircontributionsare� 1 fb forS1,� 10� 1 fb forS2,and � 10� 4 fb forS3.W e
observethat�2 isa very steep function of

p
sin therangebetween 150 GeV and

180 GeV,whereasitisratheratbetween
p
s = 180 GeV and 240 GeV.Thus
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(a) (b)

(c)

Figure2: (a)Theproduction crosssections�(a)1 (a= 1;2;3)and �1 ofS1 for�0
= 0.3,k = 0.02,�1 = -0.3,�2 = 0.45,tan� = 6,and m C = 400 GeV.�(a)1 and
�1 denotetheproduction crosssectionsforthethreeprocessesofEq.(5)and for

thesum oftheseprocesses1,respectively.�(i)1 isapproxim ately equalto �1. |
(b)Theaccording production crosssectionsofS2.�

(i)

2 isapproxim ately equalto

�2. | (c)Theaccording production crosssectionsofS3.�
(ii)

3 isneglegible.
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Figure3:ContourlinesofthelightestHiggsboson m assm S1 (dotted)and ofthe
production crosssection (�1 + �2)(solid)at

p
s = 175 GeV,asfunctionsof�1

and �2,for�0 = 0.4,k = 0:02,tan� = 3,and m C = 200 GeV.Thecrosssection
(�1 + �2)issm allerthan 50 fb in thehatched region.

we expect a relevantdi�erence between the behaviorat
p
s = 175 GeV on the

onehand and thatat
p
s= 192GeV or205 GeV on theotherhand.Itturnsout

thatthisexpectation isgenerally correctwhen thesum (�1 + �2)isaround 30fb
� 50 fb.Thediscovery lim itisabout50 fb form S = 80 GeV and 30 fb form S

= 40 GeV ata lum inosity of500 pb� 1 for
p
s= 175 GeV and atoneof300 pb� 1

for
p
s = 192 and 205 GeV in ourm odel[10].In Fig.3 thecontoursofm S1 and

thoseof(�1+ �2)areplotted.W e�nd (�1+ �2)� 50fb and (�1+ �2)m in � 26 fb
in the hatched region. Thisregion containspartofthe m S1 = 0 contour,which
m eansthatLEP 2 with

p
s= 175 GeV would notbeableto putany constraints

on m S1.
In orderto see whetherLEP 2 can puta constrainton the quartic coupling

constant �0,we scan the param eter space jkj� 0.7,j�1j� 1,0 < �2 < 1,2
< tan�< 15,and 150 GeV < m C < 1000 GeV and plot(�1 + �2)asa function
of�0,for

p
s = 175 GeV in Fig.4.About106 pointsareconsidered.Again one

seesthatwith a discovery lim itof30 fb � 50 fb LEP 2 with 175 GeV willnotbe
ableto putany experim entallim iton �0,either.

As expected,the situations both with
p
s = 192 GeV and with

p
s = 205

GeV arem uch m orefavorable.W escan thesam eparam eterspaceasthatofFig.
4a and determ ine (�1 + �2)asa function of�0 atthese c.m . energies. W e then
plottheresultsin Fig.4b for

p
s= 192 GeV and in Fig.4cfor205 GeV.Fig.4b

showsthat(�1 + �2)isgreaterthan 50 fb for�0 � 0.54.ThusLEP 2 with
p
s=

192 GeV would beableto putan experim entallowerlim iton �0 as

�0;EX P � 0:53 : (6)
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(a) (b)

(c)

Figure4:Thecrosssection (�1 + �2),asa function of�0,forjkj� 0:7,j�1j� 1,
0 < �2 < 1,2 < tan� < 15,and 150 GeV < m C < 1000 GeV,at(a)

p
s = 175

GeV,(b)
p
s= 195 GeV,(c)

p
s= 205 GeV.
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(a) (b)

Figure5:(a)Thecrosssection (�1 + �2)with m S1 � 10 GeV at
p
s= 192 GeV,

asfunction of�0,forjkj� 0.7,j�1j� 1,0 < �2 < 1,2 < tan� < 15,and 150
GeV < m C < 1000 GeV. | (b)Thesam eas(a),exceptfor

p
s= 205 GeV and

m S1 � 27 GeV.

Thisexperim entallowerlim itim pliesvia Eq.(2)an experim entallowerlim iton
theupperlim iton m S1 as

m S1;m ax;EX P � 1:92� �0;EX P � mZ � 92 GeV : (7)

Sim ilarly from Fig.4cweconcludefor
p
s = 205 GeV

�0;EX P � 0:61 (8)

and
m S1;m ax;EX P � 107 GeV : (9)

Now,weturn to thequestion ofim posing a lowerlim iton m S1 itself.In Fig.
5a we plot(�1 + �2)for

p
s = 192 GeV with the constraintm S1 � 10 GeV.W e

om it the points for �0 < 0.5 as in the region (�1 + �2) � 50 fb. For m S1 �

10 GeV + 1 GeV = 11 GeV,there are pointswith (�1 + �2)< 30 fb. W e �nd
that(�1 + �2)form S1 < 10 GeV isalwaysgreaterthan 30 fb.Thisim pliesthat
LEP 2 with

p
s = 192 GeV and discovery lim it30 fb would be able to putan

experim entallowerlim iton m S1 as

m S1;EX P � 10 GeV : (10)

In Fig.5b weplotthesam easin 5a for
p
s = 205 GeV.In thiscaseweobtain

m S1;EX P � 27 GeV : (11)
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4 H iggs Production at LC 500,1000,and 2000

As discussed in section 2,the upper bound ofm S1 is about 130 GeV.Thus,if
the collider energy

p
s islargerthan EC = m Z + 130 GeV,which is a kind of

threshold energy,theproduction via theHiggs-strahlung ispossiblein thewhole
param eterspaceforatleastoneofSi(i= 1;2;3).In thiscaseoneshould consider
the productionsofS1;S2,and S3 sim ultaneously. In orderto be system atic,we
considerthe production crosssectionsofS1;S2,and S3 via the Higgs-strahlung
process,denoted respectively by �1,�2,and �3:

�1(m S1) = �SM (m S1)R
2

1

�2(m S2) = �SM (m S2)R
2

2 (12)

�3(m S3) = �SM (m S3)(1� R
2

1
� R

2

2
);

where �SM (m )is the cross section in the standard m odelforthe production of
theHiggsboson ofm assm via theHiggs-strahlung process.

A usefulobservation is that �i(m Si;m ax) � �i(m Si),which allows to derive
theparam eter-independentlowerlim itof�i aswewillshow in thefollowing.At
�rst,we determ ine the cross sections �1(R 1;R 2;m S1),�2(R 1;R 2;m S2;m ax),and
�3(R 1;R 2;m S3;m ax)ata �xed setofm S1,R 1,and R 2.Secondly,we keep R 1 and
R 2 �xed,while varying m S1 from itsm inim um to m axim um and determ ine the
quantity

�(R 1;R 2)= m in[m ax(�1;�2;�3)] (0� m S1 � m S1;m ax) (13)

where�1 = �1(R 1;R 2;m S1)and �i= �i(R 1;R 2;m Si;m ax)(i= 2;3).
Aslaststep,we vary R 2

1
and R 2

2
from 0 to 1 (0 � R 2

1
� 1 and 0 � R 2

2
� 1)

and plot �(R 1;R 2) in the R 2
1-R

2
2 plane. For

p
s � ET = m Z + m S1;m ax � 222

GeV thisplotproducesnullresultsbecause �(R 1;R 2)= 0,which isthecase for
LEP 2. For

p
s > ET,�(R 1;R 2)never vanishes in the entire R 2

1
-R 2

2
plane and

them inim um valueof�(R 1;R 2)isa param eter-independentlowerlim itofoneof
�1;�2;�3.Thus,thism inim um isa characteristicquantity ofthem odel.

In Fig.6aweplot�(R 1;R 2)for
p
s= 500GeV.Them inim um of�(R 1;R 2)in

theplaneisabout19 fb,which m eansthatoneofSi willbeproduced with �i�
19 fb for

p
s = 500 GeV.Fora discovery lim itof50 eventsperyearone would

need an integrated lum inosity ofabout2.5 fb� 1,which isa realisticone.
Fig.6b and 6cshow �(R 1;R 2)for

p
s= 1000GeV and 2000GeV,respectively.

The m inim um �(R 1;R 2)isabout5 fb for
p
s = 1000 GeV and 1.2 fb for

p
s =

2000 GeV.The conclusion is that this m odelm ay m ost probably be tested at
futureLC 500,1000,and 2000 colliders.

9



(a) (b)

(c)

Figure 6: Contourlines of�(R 1;R 2)asde�ned by Eq.(13)for(a)
p
s = 500

GeV,(b)
p
s = 1000 GeV,(c)

p
s = 2000 GeV.The m inim um valuesare 19 fb

for(a),5 fb for(b),and 1.2 fb for(c).
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5 Q ualitative D iscussion about D ecay M odes

Them ain purposeofthepresentpaperistoinvestigateatwhich energy and lum i-
nosity ourm odelcould in principlebetested.Thisiswhatwehavejustdonecon-
sidering theproduction ofon-shellSi.However,forexperim entalsearches,m ore
detailed inform ationsare needed,in particularon theirdecay m odes. Com pre-
hensiveinvestigationsin thisrespectareunderway,sim ilarto theinvestigations
donefortheM SSM [11].Here,wem erely m akea few quantitative rem arks.

The dom inantdecay m odesofS1 are those into bquark and � lepton pairs,
except forthe case where m S1 approachesitsm axim um value. In thiscase,S1
behaveslikethestandard m odelHiggsboson,and otherdecaym odes,forexam ple
thoseinto pairsofgaugebosonswillbecom eim portant,with partialwidthsthat
could becom ecom parabletothoseoftheb�bchannelforlargetan�.An im portant
signatureofS1 iscertainly itsupperm assbound ofabout130 GeV.

Thedecay m odesoftheheavy bosonsS2,S3 could bem orecom plex,depend-
ing on tan�.Forlargetan� thesebosonsdecay dom inantly to b�band �+ �� .In
theM SSM ,thedecay oftheheavy neutralscalarHiggsboson into a pairoflight
scalar or pseudoscalar bosons can be dom inant in the param eter region where
the m assofthe heavy Higgsboson approachesitsm axim um [11]. The question
whetherthiscould happen in ourm odel,too,isunderinvestigation. Forsm all
tan�,the decay m odesinto pairsoflightHiggsbosons,gauge boson pairs,and
m ixed pairs ofHiggs and gauge bosons willbecom e im portant. Above the t�t
threshold, S3 willdecay dom inantly into t quark pairs. The upper bound of
m S2 is sm aller than the threshold. W e num erically determ ined bounds for the
m asses ofS2,S3,P1,and P2 by system atically scanning the param eter space
and obtained 55 GeV <

�
m S2

<

�
260 GeV,m S3

>

�
150 GeV,m P1

<

�
240 GeV,and

m P2

>

�
120 GeV

Another interesting question is how to distinguish the Higgs sector ofour
m odelfrom thoseofotherm odels,in particular,from thatoftheNM SSM ,which
has the sam e Higgs particle spectrum . The Higgs sectors should be easy to
distinguish ifsom e ofthe s-particles ofthe NM SSM were light enough for the
Higgsbosonstodecay into.Otherwise,thedecay patternsshould bevery sim ilar
in both m odels.A theoreticalpossibility todistinguish them odelsarisesfrom the
num beroffree param etersofthe Higgssector. Although both m odelshave the
sam enum berofparam eterson treelevel,thenum bersdi�eron loop level.Forthe
NM SSM ,thenum berincreasesduetothecontributionsofthes-particles,whereas
forourm odel,itrem ainsthesam e,i.e.six.So onceallHiggsbosonswerefound,
ourm odelcould bedeterm ined com pletely by six independentexperim ents.

6 C onclusion

W edem onstrated thatatLEP 2 with
p
s = 175 GeV no boundson m S1 and �0

can bederived,whereasLEP 2 with
p
s = 192 GeV and

p
s = 205 GeV willbe
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able to put experim entallower bounds on �0,m S1;m ax,and m S1. Our analysis
predicts

�0;EX P � 0:53 (0:61)
m S1;m ax;EX P > 92 GeV (107 GeV) (14)

m S1;EX P > 10 GeV (27 GeV)

for
p
s = 192 GeV (205 GeV).W e also derived a lowerlim itofthe production

cross sections ofthe scalar Higgs bosons to be 19 fb,5 fb and 1.2 fb at e+ e�

colliderswith
p
s = 500 GeV,1000 GeV,and 2000 GeV respectively,which are

largeenough to testthem odelconclusively.
Oneshould rem ark thattheaboveresultsarebased on treelevelcalculations.
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