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A lightneutralHiggsboson in thefram ework ofthegeneraltwo Higgsdoublet

m odel(2HDM ) is not excluded by existing data. W e point out that it can be

looked foratthe proposed low energy  collider.Failureto detectone m ay lead

to im portantlim itson theparam etersofthegeneral2HDM .
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W hiletheStandard M odel(SM )HiggsscalaraswellastheM SSM neutralHiggsparticles

havebeen constrained byLEP1datatobeheavierthan 65.2GeV,and 40{50GeV,respectively,

the generaltwo Higgsdoubletm odel(2HDM )m ay yetaccom odate a very light(<� 40 GeV)

neutralscalarh ora pseudoscalar A aslong asM h + M A
>
� M Z [1,2]. The interesting case

ofvery light (� few GeV) Higgs particles has been studied in dedicated experim ents, for

exam ple,in the W ilczek process [3]. Unfortunately,lim its are not decisive, especially due

to large theoreticaluncertaintiesin QCD and in relativistic corrections. There issom e hope

though thatbetterlim itsm ay beobtained by exploring theYukawa process(Z ! f �fh=A)in

theexisting LEP1 data [4]orin im proved (g� 2)� m easurem ents[5].

The  option atthe NextLinearCollider,on the otherhand,m ay provide an excelent

opportunity to search fora very lightneutralHiggs particle. W e focushere on the resonant

production ofa very lightneutralHiggsparticleatthelow energy  collider,suggested asa

testm achinefortheNLC [6].

The general2HDM ischaractarized by �ve (Higgs)m assesand two param eters(angles):

� and � [7]. W e consider here the phenom enologically appealing version,where the neutral

com ponentsofthetwo doublets�1;2 (with vacuum expectation valuesv1;2)coupleexclusively

to the I3 = � 1=2 ferm ion �elds. Tree levelavour changing neutralcurrents,then,vanish

identically. Such an assum ption could lead naturally to a large value for the ratio tan� �

v2=v1 (� mt=m b � 1)and,thus,to an enhanced coupling ofthelightscalar(pseudoscalar)to

thedown-typequarksand thecharged leptons,whilesuppressing thecoupling to theup-type

quarks.

In addition to theabove,theextension to the2HDM resultsin signi�cantm odi�cation in

thescalar{vectorbosonsectorofthetheory.ThecanonicalHiggsbosonproductionm echanism ,

nam ely theBjorken processZ ! Z �h,now proceedswith a rateproportionalto sin2(� � �).

Negative results at LEP1 thus im ply that sin2(� � �) < 0:1 ifM h
<
� 50 GeV. M ore than

this,a strikingly new feature is that the Z can now couple to a pair ofnonidenticalspin-0

objects,leading to new Higgsparticle production m echanism s. Ofparticularinterest1 isthe

process Z � ! h + A,with a rate / cos2(� � �). A lack ofsuch events at LEP1 can then

be translated to a constraint in the three-dim ensional(M h;M A;� � �)param eterspace [2].

Fora given (M h;M A)com bine,thisobviously translatesto an relatively strong upperlim iton

cos2(� � �).Thetwo constraintsarethuscom plem entary to each other.In addition,onehas

also to consider the factthata non-trivialHiggssectorm ay lead to additionalcontribution

to theZ width,even ifthenew decay channelscannotbeidenti�ed overtheSM background.

Yet,a lightHiggspair(M h + M A
<
� 70GeV)m ay stillbeaccom odated [2].

In this Letter, we concentrate on the scenario wherein either h or A is very light [8].

W hile,fora lighth,thisclearly warrantsthat� ’ �,itisnotnecessary ifonly A islightand

M h > m Z � MA .However,in orderto reducethenum berofparam etersand thussim plify the

analysis,weshallnotonly im posethisconstraint,butratherprom oteitto an exactequality.

Sinceweproposetousecharged lepton decay m odesasoursignal,wefurtherrestrictourselves

tothescenario with alargetan� (>� 20).Notethat,forM h;A < 10GeV,thisparam eterisnot

1Note thatthereareno tree levelZZA orW +
W

�
A verticesin thistheory.
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yetconstrained by LEP1 data.Although,forM h;A
>
� 10GeV,non-observation oftheYukawa

process(Z ! b�bh=A)constrainstan� tobebelow 10(5)forscalar(pseudoscalar)[9],thesam e

processisunlikely tobease�cientforlowerHiggsboson m asses.Such an analysisiscurrently

in progressthough [4].Low energy data likethoseon them uon anom alousm agneticm om ent

stillallow tan� � 20 orhigherforMh
>
� 2{3 GeV [10,12](seelaterdiscussion).
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Figure 1: The partialand totaldecay widths for tan� = 20: (a)scalar h (� = �),and (b)

pseudoscalarA.

In Fig.1,we presentrelevantforouranalysispartialwidthsofh and A (fortan� = 20)

obtained undertheabovehypothesis.To theleading order,allthewidthsshown in the�gure

scale as tan2�. Note thatthe ferm ionic branching fractions forthe two cases follow a very

sim ilar pattern,and the only noticebale di�erence occurs in the 2-photon and the 2-gluon

decay m odes.

Resonantneutral(pseudo)scalarproduction m ayoccurata colliderthrough twophoton

fusion at one loop. W hile only the charged ferm ion loops contribute for A,the h vertex

would,in general,receivecorrectionsfrom W � and H � loopsaswell.However,for� = � the

W � contribution vanishesidentically.In thesam elim it,theH + H � h vertex isproportionalto

(gm Z=4cos�W ) sin(4�),where g istheweak coupling constant.Clearly,thisvertex becom es

progressively weakerastan� increasesbeyond 20.M oreover,thiscontribution weakensfurther

asM H + increases.Sinceweassum ethatthecharged scalarsareindeed heavy,thiscontribution

can besafely neglected forthepurposeofourstudy.

Thecrosssection forthebasicprocess ! h ! f�f (wherewespecify f to be� or� as

them ostim portantdecay m odes)isgiven by2

� =
8��(h ! )�(h ! f �f)

(s � M 2
h)

2 + �2hM
2
h

(1+ �1�2); (1)

2A sim ilarexpression holdsforthe pseudoscalar.

2



where �i arethe m ean helicitiesofthe photon beam sand the restofthe sym bolscarry their

usualm eaning. In order to calculate the totalcross section �hee(f
�f),we need to fold the

above with the appropriate photon spectrum . Thus,foran e+ e� centerofm assof
p
see,the

di�erentialcrosssection isgiven by

d�hee

ds
=

Z
xm ax

xm in

dx1

x1see
� f(x1)f

�
s

seex1

�

; (2)

where x1 (and x2 � s=seex1)arethem om entum fractionsoftheinitialelectronscarried by

the photons,and xm in = s=see=xm ax. The photon spectrum f(x),resulting from Com pton

backscattering electrons on an intense laser light,depends [11]on the helicity ofthe initial

electrons �e,initiallaserbeam circular polarization Pc and a m achine param eterz thatde-

term ines the m axim um m om entum carried by the photon (xm ax = z=(1+ z)). De�ning,for

convenience,variables r � x=(1 � x) and y � 1� x + 1=(1� x),we have,for the photon

spectrum and them ean helicity �(x),

dn(x)

N dx
= y+ 4

r

z

�
r

z
� 1

�

� �e Pcr(2� x)

�
2r

z
� 1

�

;

�(x) =

 
dn(x)

N dx

!
� 1 "

� �er

(

1+ (1� x)

�
2r

z
� 1

�2
)

+ Pcy

�
2r

z
� 1

�#

;

(3)

whereN givesthenorm alization.
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Figure 2: The e�ective cross sectionsfor the Higgs boson m ediated processleading to �+ ��

and �+ �� �nalstates (tan� = 20). Also shown is the cross section sum m ed over alldecay

channels.(a)scalarh (� = �)and (b)pseudoscalarA.

W e consider the resonant production ofvery light Higgs scalar (pseudoscalar) at e+ e�

NLC colliderwith energy
p
see=10 GeV [6]. To m axim ize the photon energy,and yetavoid
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m ultiplerescattering orpair{creation [11],wechoosez= 2(
p
2+ 1)= 4:82,and thus

q
sm ax ’

0:83
p
see = 8:3 GeV. Following ref.[11],we assum e the ‘broad’spectrum ofphotons with

2�ePc = +1.Thishastheadvantageofbeing ratheratover
p
s and,m oreim portantly,of

favoringtheJZ = 0state,thepolarization stateofHiggsscalar.Toaverygoodapproxim ation,

�hee(f
�f)/ tan2�.In Fig.2,wepresentthecrosssectionsfortan� = 20.Thecutson thecenter

ofm assangle�� and thedi�erencein thephoton m om entum fraction arem otivated below.

The (ordersofm agnitudelarger)background ism ainly due to directf �f pairproduction,

sinceatsuch low energy theresolved photon contributionsarenegligible.In Fig.3weshow the

invariantm assdistribution fortheQED process.W hilethepredom inantcontribution (JZ = 2)
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Figure3: The invariantm assdistribution forthe QED process ! f�f.

isalready reduced signi�cantly by thechoiceforthespectrum ,theforward/backward peaked

J = 0 contribution isreduced by im posing a cut(� 0:6 < cos�� < 0:6)on the CM scattering

angle. Asthe signalisindependent of��,this cutelim inates only 40% ofthe Higgsevents.

Itshould benoted thatthiscutism oree�ective forthem uonicchannelthan forthetauonic

channelon account ofthe sm aller m ass ofthe m uon. Although sim ilar reduction can be

obtained for the  ! �+ �� by further restricting ��,this does not lead to an appreciable

im provem entinthesignaltobackground ratio.Furtherim provem entsinthisratiocanbem ade

by restricting thetotalboostofthef �f system ,orequivalently,by restricting thedi�erencein

them om entum fractionscarried by thetwo colliding photons.W e�nd thatjx1 � x2j< 0:6 is

an optim alchoice.

It is clear from eqn.(1),that the signalwould have a a sharp peak in the f �f invariant

m ass.Thetask then isto look foritoverthecontinuous,butm uch larger,QED background.

Since�h (�A)istiny (seeFig.1),in theeventofin�niteresolution in theinvariantm ass,the

signalwould be striking indeed! W e adopt,though,a m ore realistic approach and sm earthe
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Figure 4: The exclusion plots in the (a) M h{tan� and (b) M A{tan� planes thatm ay be

achieved atNLC from either of��{ and ��{channels. Param eter space above the curves

can beruled outat3� (99.7% C.L.).Theupperand lowersetsareforintegrated lum inosity of

100 pb� 1 and 10 fb� 1 respectively.Also shown arethe lim itsfrom thecurrentdata on (g� 2)�
underthe assum ption thatthe only non-SM contributionsaccrue from a lighth=A.

signal(aswellasthebackground)pro�lewith a gaussian resolution function [13].Thus,

d�hee

dm f �f

=
1

�f
p
2�

Z
x2
m ax

see

4m 2

f

ds
d�

ds
exp

 

�
(m f �f �

p
�)

2

2�2f

!

: (4)

Forthe experim entalresolutions,we choose �mf �f = 2�f,with ��=0.01 GeV and ��=2 GeV.

The3� (99.7% C.L.)exclusion plotsin thetan�{M h=A planethatm ay then beobtained using

the �+ �� and the �+ �� �nalstatesare displayed in Fig.4. To be speci�c,we have adopted

two representaivevaluesfortheintegrated lum inosity :100 pb� 1 and 10 fb� 1.Itisinteresting

thatthough the �+ �� crosssectionsare typically larger,yetbetterlim itsare obtained from

the m uonic channel. The reasonsare twofold :(i)aswe have noted earlier,the angularcuts

are m ore e�ective in elim inating the QED m uonsthan the tau’sand (ii)the invariantm ass

resolution for a �+ �� pair is expected to be m uch worse than that for the �+ �� pair. In

the idealcase where �� ’ ��,the boundsfrom the two channelswould be sim ilar. Note that

above resultsarenotexpected to have largetheoreticaluncertaintiesin contrastto e.g.,the

process[3,12]�! h(A)which,in principle,issensitive to thesam em assrange.

Also displayed in Fig.4 aretheboundsthatcan beobtained from them easurem ent[14]of

theanom alousm agneticm om entofthem uon undertheassum ption thatalightHiggsparticle

constitutestheonlynew sourceofcontribution.AlthoughtheSM centralvalueforthisquantity

depends on the evaluation ofhadronic vacuum polarization,the di�erence ism iniscule. For

thecurvesabove,weuseCaseA ofref.[15]asthisprovidesthestricterbounds.A look atthe

�gurestellusthen that,even forthelow lum inosity version ofNLC,theboundsobtainable

from theexperim entsuggested herewould bem uch strongerthan thecurrentones.Itshould
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be borne in m ind though that a substantialim provem ent in the experim entalm easurem ent

of(g� 2)� is in the o�ng [16]and if,in addition,theoreticalerrors could be reduced,this

m easurem entcould providem uch strongerconstraints.

To sum m arize,weconsiderthephysicspotentialofhigh lum inosity,low energy NLC in

the search fora possible lightHiggs(pseudo)scalarin the general2HDM .The lim itsobtain-

able with an integrated lum inosity of100 pb� 1 would already be better forthe m ass range

3 GeV <
� M h

<
� 8 GeV than the existing lim its from (g� 2)�. A lum inosity ofthe order 10

fb� 1/y would ofcourse lead to m uch m ore stringent bounds. The latter com pare very well

with thoseexpected from a 20-fold im provem entin (g� 2)� m easurem entand do notdepend

upon any additionalassum ptionsregarding thespectrum ofnew physics.Photon polarization

iscrucialthough.
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