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ABSTRACT

A Iight neutralH iggs boson in the fram ew ork of the generaltwo H iggs doublet
model @HDM ) is not excluded by existing data. W e point out that it can be
looked for at the proposed low energy collider. Failure to detect one m ay lead
to in portant lin its on the param eters of the general 2HD M .
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W hilke the Standard M odel (SM ) H iggs scalaraswellasthe M SSM neutralH iggs particles
have been constrained by LEP 1 data tobeheavierthan 652 G &V ,and 40{50 G &V , respectively,
the general two H iggs doublkt m odel @HDM ) m ay yet accom odate a very light (< 40 GeV)
neutral scalar h or a pseudoscalar A as ongasM, + M, ~ M, [, 2]. The interestihg case
of very light ( faw Ge&V) Higgs particles has been studied in dedicated experim ents, for
example, in the W ilczek process B]. Unfortunately, lim its are not decisive, egpecially due
to large theoretical uncertainties n QCD and in relativistic corrections. There is som e hope
though that better 1im itsm ay be cbtained by exploring the Yukawa process (Z ! f£fh=A) in
the existing LEP 1 data [:4] orin mproved (g 2) measuram ents ES].

The option at the Next Linear Collider, on the other hand, m ay provide an excelent
opportunity to search for a very light neutral H iggs partick. W e focus here on the resonant
production of a very light neutral H iggs particke at the low energy collider, suggested as a
test m achine orthe NLC [§].

The general 2HDM is charactarized by ve H iggs) m asses and two param eters (anglks):
and [A]. W e consider here the phenom enologically appealing version, where the neutral
com ponents of the two doublts ;,; @ ih vacuum expectation valies vi,) couple exclusively
to the Iz = 1=2 fem ion elds. Tree kvel avour changing neutral currents, then, vanish
dentically. Sudh an assum ption could lad naturally to a large value for the ratio tan
wvw=v; ( m=m, 1) and, thus, to an enhanced coupling of the light scalar (ossudoscalar) to
the dow n-type quarks and the charged lptons, whilke suppressing the coupling to the up-type
quarks.

In addition to the above, the extension to the 2HDM resuls in signi cant m odi cation in
the scalar{vectorboson sector ofthe theory. T he canonicalH iggsboson production m echanisn ,
nam ely the B prken process Z ! Z h, now proceeds w ith a rate proportional to sin? ( ).
Negative results at LEP 1 thus inply that sin® ( ) < 0:d ifMy, < 50 GeV. M ore than
this, a strikkingly new feature is that the Z can now couple to a pair of nonidentical soin-0
ob Ects, eading to new H iggs particlke production m echanisn s. O fparticular interest is the
processZ ! h+ A,wih a rate / o= ( ). A lack of such events at LEP1 can then
be translated to a constraint in the three-din ensional M ;M » ; ) param eter space EB].
Foragiven M ;M a ) combine, this obviously translates to an relatively strong upper lin it on
o< ( ). The two constraints are thus com plem entary to each other. In addition, one has
also to consider the fact that a non-trivial H iggs sector m ay lead to additional contribution
to the Z width, even if the new decay channels cannot be identi ed over the SM background.
Yet,a light Higgspair M + M < 70 GeV) m ay stillbe acoom odated 21.

In this Letter, we concentrate on the scenaric wherein either h or A is very light RI.
W hile, fora Iight h, this clearly warrantsthat ’ , it isnot necessary ifonly A is light and
My>m,; M,.However, n order to reduce the num ber of param eters and thus sin plify the
analysis, we shall not only im pose this constraint, but rather prom ote it to an exact equality.
Since we propose to use charged lepton decay m odes as our signal, we further restrict oursehres
to the scenario w ith a large tan ¢ 20). Note that, orM 5, < 10 G €&V, thisparam eter isnot

IN ote that there are no tree kevelZZA orW *W A vertices in this theory.



yet constrained by LEP 1 data. A Though, orM y 5 > 10 G eV, non-observation of the Yukawa
process (Z ! kch=A) constrainstan tobebelow 10 (5) for scalar (pseudoscalar) {9], the sam e
process isunlkely to be ase cient or lower H iggsboson m asses. Such an analysis is currently

in progress though []. Low energy data like those on the muon anom alousm agnetic m om ent

still allow tan 20 orhigher orM, > 2{3 Ge&V [Q,12] (see Jater discussion).
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Figure 1: The partial and totaldecay widths fortan = 20: @) salrh ( = ), and ([)
pseudoscalar A .

In Figil, we present relevant for our analysis partial widths ofh and A (brtan = 20)
cbtained under the above hypothesis. To the lading order, all the w idths shown In the gure
scale as tan? . Note that the form ionic branching fractions for the two cases follow a very
sin ilar pattem, and the only noticgbale di erence occurs in the 2-photon and the 2-glion
decay m odes.

R esonant neutral (oseudo)scalar production m ay occurata collider through tw o photon
fusion at one loop. W hilke only the charged fem ion loops contrbbute for A, the  h vertex
would, In general, receive corrections from W and H loopsaswell. However, for =  the
W  contrbution vanishes identically. In the same lim it, the H *H h vertex is proportional to
gmz=400s y ) sh (@ ), where g is the weak coupling constant. C learly, this vertex becom es
progressively weakerastan increasesbeyond 20. M oreover, this contribution weakens fiirther
asM g+ Increases. Snce we assum e that the charged scalars are indeed heavy, this contribution
can be safely neglected for the purpose of our study.

T he cross section for the basic process ' h! ff Wherrwe specify f tobe or as
the m ost in portant decay m odes) is given by
8 (! ) ! ££)
= 1+ ; 1
(S Ml’%)z-l— }%M}? ( 1 2) ’ ( )

2A sin ilar expression holds for the pseudoscalar.



where ; are the m ean helicities of the photon beam s and the rest of the symbols carry their
usual meaning. In orxder to calculate the total cross section ge(ff), we need to fold the
above w ith the appropriate photon spectrum . Thus, oran € e center ofm ass ofp Sees the
di erential cross section is given by

2 xnax dx, s

d h
e £oc) £

dS Xm in
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where x; (@nd x, S =SeX1) are them om entum fractions of the initial electrons carried by
the photons, and Xy = S =See=Xmax - L he photon spectrum £ x), resulting from Com pton
backscattering electrons on an intense laser light, depends [I1] on the helicity of the initial
electrons ., Initial Jaser beam circular polarization P, and a m achine param eter z that de—
term ines the m axinum m om entum carried by the photon &Kyax = z=(0 + z)). De ning, for

convenience, variabls r x=(1 xX) and y 1 x+ 1=Q1 x), we have, for the photon
spectrum and them ean helicty &),
dn (x) N 4r r 1 P re ) 2r
= i r x) == .
N dx Y z z e e z !
! 1 n ( # (3)
dn (x) 2r z 2r
x) = N dx r 1+ @ X); + Py — 1
where N gives the nom alization.
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Figure 2: The e ective cross sections for the H iggs boson m ediated process kading to
and * nalstates (tan = 20). Also shown is the cross section summ ed over all decay

channels. @) scalarh ( =

) and (b) pseudosalr A .

W e consider the resonant production of very light H iggs scalar (pseudoscalar) at €' e

NLC collider with energy

See=10 GeV []. To maxin ize the photon energy, and yet avoid



m ultiple rescattering or pair{creation [l1], we choose z = 2 (p 2+ 1) = 482, and ‘chusq gnax s
083" See = 83 GeV. Following ref. [I1], we assum e the broad’ spectrum of photons w ith
2 P.= +1. Thishasthe advantage of being rather at over P s and, m ore In portantlky, of
favoring the J; = 0 state, the polarization state ofH iggs scalar. To a very good approxin ation,
b (ff) / tan? .InFigQ,wepresent the cross sections ortan = 20. The cutson the center
ofmassangk and the di erence in the photon m om entum fraction are m otivated below .

The (orders ofm agnitude larger) background ism ainly due to direct £f pair production,
since at such low energy the resolved photon contributions are negligblk. In Fig3 we show the
Invariant m ass distribution forthe QED process. W hik the predom inant contribution (J; = 2)
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Figure 3: The invariantm ass distribution for the QED process ! ff.

is already reduced signi cantly by the choice for the spectrum , the forward/backw ard peaked
J = 0 ocontrlbution is reduced by Inposing a cut ( 06 < cos < 06) on the CM scattering
angk. A s the signal is independent of , this cut elin inates only 40% of the H iggs events.
Tt should be noted that this cut ism ore e ective for the m uonic channel than for the tauonic
channel on acoount of the am aller m ass of the muon. A fhough sin ilar reduction can be
cbtained for the [ by further restricting , this does not lad to an appreciable
In provem ent in the signalto background ratio. Further In provem ents in this ratio can bem ade
by restricting the totalboost ofthe £f system , or equivalently, by restricting the di erence in
them om entum fractions carried by the two colliding photons. W e nd that k; % Jj< 06 is
an optin al choice.

It is clear from eqn.(l), that the signal would have a a sharp peak in the ff invariant
m ass. The task then isto look for it over the continuous, but much larger, QED background.
Since 4, ( ) isthy (seeFig.l), in the event of n nite resolution in the invariant m ass, the
signalwould be striking indeed! W e adopt, though, a m ore realistic approach and am ear the
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Figure 4: The exclusion pbts in the @) My {tan and ) M, {tan plnes that may ke
achieved at NLC from either of { and {channels. Param eter space above the curves
can ke rulkdoutat3 (99.7% C L.). The upper and ower sets are for integrated lum inosity of
100 pb * and 10 b ! respectively. A lso shown are the lim its fiom the currentdata on (g  2)
under the assum ption that the only non-SM contributions accrue from a light h=A .

signal (as well as the background) pro e w ith a gaussian resolution function f13]. Thus,

Z p—.,!
d & _ g i xS ds d M e )? @)
dIn. ff frl 2_ 4m % dS eXp 2 E

For the experim ental resolutions, we choose mse = 2 ¢, with =001G&V and =2GevV.
The3 (99.7% C L.) exclusion plotsin thetan {M - plane thatm ay then be ocbtained using
the * and the * nal states are digplayed in Fig4. To be speci ¢, we have adopted
tw 0 representaive values for the integrated Iim inosity : 100 pb ! and 10  !. It is nteresting
that though the * cross sections are typically larger, yet better lim its are obtained from
the muonic channel. The reasons are twofold : (i) as we have noted earlier, the angular cuts
are m ore e ective In elim inating the QED muons than the tau’s and (ii) the invariant m ass
resolution fora * pair is expected to be much worse than that for the * pair. In
the ideal case where ’ , the bounds from the two channels would be sin ilar. N ote that
above results are not expected to have large theoretical uncertainties in contrast to edg., the
process [3,12] ! h@) which, in principl, is sensitive to the sam e m ass range.

A Iso displayed in F ig¥ are the bounds that can be obtained from them easurem ent [14] of
the anom alousm agneticm om ent ofthe m uon under the assum ption that a light H iggs particle
constitutesthe only new source ofcontribution. A though the SM centralvalue forthisquantity
depends on the evaluation of hadronic vacuum polarization, the di erence is m iniscule. For
the curves above, we use Case A of ref. [[§] as this provides the stricter bounds. A ook at the

gures tellus then that, even forthe low lum inosity version ofNLC , the bounds obtainable
from the experim ent suggested here would be m uch stronger than the current ones. It should



be bome in m ind though that a substantial in provem ent in the experin ental m easurem ent
of (g 2) is i the o ng [L6] and if, in addition, theoretical errors could be reduced, this
m easuram ent could provide m uch stronger constraints.

To summ arize, we consider the physics potential ofhigh lum inosity, low energy NLC n
the search for a possibl light H iggs (ossudo)scalar In the general 2HDM . T he 1im its obtain—
able with an integrated lum inosity of 100 pb ! would already be better for the m ass range
3GeV < M, < 8GeV than the existing lin its from (g  2) . A lum inosity of the order 10
b /y would of course Jead to much m ore stringent bounds. The latter com pare very well
w ith those expected from a 20-fold inprovement n (g 2) m easuram ent and do not depend
upon any additional assum ptions regarding the spectrum ofnew physics. P hoton polarization
is crucial though.
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