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ABSTRACT

W e analyze the oneloop e ects (strong and electroweak) on the unconven-
tional top quark decay mode t ! H ™ b wihin the M SSM . The resuls are
presented in the on-shell renom alization schem e w ith a physically wellm oti-
vated de nition of tan . The study of this process at the quantum level is
usefill to unravel the potential supersym m etric nature of the charged H iggs
em erging from that decay. A s com pared w ith the standard mode t! W * b,
the correctionsto t ! H * b are lJarge, slow Iy decoupling and persist at a size—
able keveleven forall sparticke m asseswellabove the LEP 200 discovery range.
A s a m atter of fact, the potential size of the SUSY e ects, which am ount to
corrections of several ten percent, could counterbalance the standard QCD

corrections and even m ake them to appear w ith the \w rong" sign. T herefore,
if the charged H iggs decay of the top quark is kinem atically allowed {a pos-
sibility which is not excluded by the recent m easurem ents of the branching
ratio BR (t! W * b) at the Tevatron { it could be an invaluabl laboratory
to search for \virtual"” supersymm etry. W hile a rst signi cant test of these
e ects could possibly be perform ed at the upgraded Tevatron, a m ore precise
veri cation would m ost likely be carried out in fiiture experin entsat the LHC .


http://arxiv.org/abs/hep-ph/9607485v2

1. Introduction

R ecently, the Standard M odel (SM ) ofthe strong and electrow eak Interactionshasbeen
crowned w ith the discovery of the penultin ate building block of its theoretical structure:
the top quark, t{i]. At present the best determ ination of the top-quark m ass at the
Tevatron reads as follow s B]:

me= 175 6GeV : @)

W hilethe SM hasbeen am ost successfiil fram ew ork to describe the phenom enology ofthe
strong and electroweak interactions for the last thirty years, the top quark itself stood,
at a purely theoretical level {nam ely, on the grounds of requiring intemal consistency,
such as gauge Invariance and renom alizability{as a m prediction of the SM since the
very con m ation of the existence of the bottom quark and the m easurem ent of its weak

isogpin quantum numbers 3]. W ith the nding of the top quark, the m atter content of
the SM has been fully accounted for by experim ent. Still, the last building block of the
SM , viz. the fundam ental H iggs scalar, hasnot been found yet, which m eans that in spite
of the great signi cance of the top quark discovery the theoretical m echanian by which

allparticles acquire theirm asses n the SM rem ains experin entally uncon med. Thus, it
isnot clear at present w hether the SM w ill ram an as the Jast word In the phenom enology
of the strong and electroweak interactions around the Ferm i’s scale or whether it w illbe
eventually subsum ed w ithin a lJarger and m ore findam entaltheory. T he search forphysics
beyond the SM , therefore, far from been accom plished, must continue w ith redoubled
e orts. Fortunately, the peculiar nature of the top quark (in particular its lJarge m ass{in

fact, perhaps the heaviest particle in the SM { and its characteristic interactions w ith the
scalar particles) m ay help decisively to unearth any vestige of physics beyond the SM .

W e envisage at least four w ide avenues of interesting new physics potentially conveyed
by top quark dynam ics and which could o er us the clue to solving the nature of the
goontaneous sym m etry breaking (SSB) m echanian , to wit: i) The \Top M ode" realiza—
tion (s) of the SSB m echanian , ie. SSB without findam ental H iggs scalars, but rather
through the existence of tt condensates Eﬂ; i) The extended Technicolour M odels; also
w ithout H iggs particks, and giving rise to residual non-oblique Interactions of the top
quark w ith the weak gauge bosons [§J; iii) T he non-linear (chiral Lagrangian) realization
ofthe SU (2)1, U (1) gauge symm etry [], which m ay either accom m odate or dispense
w ith the H iggs scalars. It can also generate additional (ie. non-standard) non-oblique
interactions of the top quark w ith the weak gauge bosons [1]; and i) The supersymm e~
tric (SU SY ) realization ofthe SM , such asthe M inin al Supersym m etric Standard M odel
M SSM ) RB], where also a Iot of potential new phenom enology spurred by top and H iggs
physics m ight be creeping in here and there. H ints of this new phenom enology m ay show



up either in the form of direct or virtual e ects from supersym m etric H iggs particles or
from the \sgparticles" them selves (ie. the R -odd {] partners of the SM particles), in par-
ticular from the top-squark (\stop") which isthe SUSY counterpart ofthe top quark. D ue
to the huge m ass of the latter, one expects that the top-stop systam is one of the m ost
preferential chiral supem ultiplets to which the H iggs sector should couplk. T herefore,
top quark dynam ics is deem ed to be an ideal environm ent for H iggs phenom enology and
amost suitable SUSY trigger, if SUSY is there at all.

In this paper, we shall focus our attention on the fourth large avenue of hypothetical
physics beyond the SM , nam ely on the (m inin al) SUSY extension ofthe SM , theM SSM ,
which is at present the m ost predictive fram ework for physics beyond the SM and, in
contradistinction to all other approaches, it has the virtue ofbeing a fully— edged Q uan—
tum Field Theory. M ost In portant, on the experim ental side the global t analysesto all
Indirect precision data within the M SSM are at last as good as In the SM ; In particular,
the M SSM analysis inpliesthat m ¢ = 172 519,710}, a resul which is com patbl w ith
the above m entioned experin ental determm nations ofm ..

In the M SSM the spectrum of H iggs-like particles and of Yukawa couplings is far and
aw ay richer than In the SM . In this respect, a crucial fact a ecting the resuls of ourwork
is that in such a fram ework the bottom quark Yukawa coupling m ay counterbalance the
an allness ofthe bottom mass, m, ’ 5G &V, at the expense ofa large value oftan { the
ratio ofthe vacuum expectation values VEV ’s) ofthe two H iggs doublkts (C f. Section 2)
{ the upshot being that the top—quark and bottom quark Yukawa couplings (nom alized
w ith respect to the SU (2) gauge coupling) as they stand in the superpotential, take on
the fom

he m¢ hy, my
¢t —=P= b — = P= @)
g 2M y sin g 2M y oS

Thus, depending on the actual value of tan , , and  can be of the sam e order of
m agniude, perhaps even show Ing up In \inverse hierarchy": ,> (fortan > m&=m,.
N otice that due to the perturbative bound tan < 70 one never reaches a situation where
<< p.Inasns, ,’ +oouldbe judged asa natural relation in the M SSM ; it can
even be a necessary relation In speci ¢ SUSYGUT m odels, eg. those based on t;b and
Yukawa coupling uni cation {I1], at least at the uni cation point. Furthem ore, one
expects that if such a relation holds, then it is not just the top-stop system , but also the
bottom —sbottom chiral supem uliplet that could play a m om entous rok in the quantum
physics ofthe top and bottom quarks. Indeed, since the H iggs sector oftheM SSM doubles
that of the SM , and it com es associated w ith the fermm jonic SU SY partners {the so-called
higgsinos{, one expects that In the Iimit , > + there should occur a very stinm ulating
dynam ics triggered by the presence of a rich varety of potentially large Yukawa-lke



Interactions form ed out of the top/stop-ottom /soottom -H iggs/higgsino elds.

A particularly brilliant form of this dynam ics, on which we shall focus our attention,
is revealed through the study of the quantum e ects on the non-standard top quark
decay into a charged Higgs: t ! H ™ b. This decay, which has already deserved som e
attention in the early literature on the subict 12, 13], is not at all excluded by the
recent m easurem ents (@t the Tevatron) of the branching ratio of the standard top quark
decay, t ! W " b, as willbe discussed in m ore detail in Section 2. The quantum e ects
ont! H'Db whih we wish to compute in the fram ework of the M SSM at one-loop,
can be both strong and electroweak like. O f these the conventional strong corrections
(QCD) mediated by gluons have already been treated in detail {[4]. A lso the subset of
strong supersym m etric corrections m ediated by gluinos, stop and soottom squarks, ie.
the SUSY QCD corrections, hasbeen discussed in Ref.[I5]. Here, therefore, we w ill com e
to grpsw ith the ram aining part {asam ater of fact, the Jargest and m ost di cult part { of
the M SSM corrections: nam ely, the m ultifarious electroweak supersym m etric corrections
producad by squarks, skptons, charginos, neutralinos and supersym m etric H iggs bosons,
which we shall com bine w ith the total strong QCD + SUSYQ CD ) corrections to cbtain
theM SSM correction.

In the present studyi'_l:, we will closely follow the system atic pathway adopted in our
previous treatm ent of the supersym m etric quantum oorrections to the canonical decay
t! W * b7, 18]. However, because of the H iggs particke in the nal state, we have to
Incorporate the details of the renom alization of the H iggs sector of the M SSM , which
substantially alter the analytical counterterm structure of the tbH -vertex as com pared
to the conventional tbW -vertex. This also has dram atical consequences on the quanti-
tative side, as we shall see. M oreover, we have to include the quantum corrections from
the supersymm etric H iggs bosons them selves. In soite of their negligble e ect on the
width of the standard decay t ! W * b19] { a fact which was not cbvious a priori since
there are potentially large non-oblique H iggs interactions originating from the Yukawa
couplings @) { their in pact on the altemative decay t ! H " bmust also be carefully
evalunated. In certain circum stances, they can be com parabl to the virtual e ects from
the genuine supersym m etric particles (sparticlks).

Tt is worth m entioning that the one-doop analysis of the unconventional top quark
decay t ! H * bism otivated not only by its cbvious interest on its own as a lJaboratory to
test the spontaneous sym m etry breaking m echanian beyond the SM ,but also asa way to
characterize the SU SY nature ofthe charged H iggs em erging from that decay. In fact, we
shall see that In portant (  50% ) SUSY radiative corrections can be obtained in certain
regions of the M SSM param eter space. In one of these regions, tan me=m ,, is lJarge

A prelin inary presentation of these results was given in Ref.{l6].



enough such that , ’ . Incidentally, we note that these are typical values of tan
characterizing one of the possible regions of the M SSM param eter space highlighted In
the literature (] (other regions have also been exploited R1]) in order to alleviate som e
form erly claim ed \anom alies" observed in the hadronic decay ratios Ry, and R ofthe Z -
boson Into bband cc, and in generalto try to in prove the global tanalysesoftheM SSM
to electrow eak precision data. H owever, m ost of the fiiss about the Z boson \anom alies"
seem s to have declined; at present, R is fully understood w ithin the SM , and there only
rem ains a marginal 18  discrepancy In Ry, with respect to the SM prediction P2].
should, nevertheless, be clear that the situation wih the M SSM is not bad at all. As
m entioned above, both the SM and theM SSM can com fortably accom m odate the present
high precision data w ith basically the sam e level of statistical signi cance [10].

ThustheM SSM is at present in very good shape and we are perfectly entitled to deal
with thedecay t ! H ' b from the SUSY point of view . In particular, we wish to quest
for generic regions of the M SSM param eter space where the decay rate of t ! H " b is
com petitive w ith the SM decay t! W * band at the sam e tim e to ook for regions w here
it isasmuch sensitive as possble to virtual supersym m etric e ects. For de niteness, n
this paper we take the point of view that the study ofthedecay t! H * b isworthwhilke
provided that itsbranching ratio isoperative ata levelBR (¢! H * b) > 10% , a condition
which is not excluded by present Tevatron data (see Section 2). From the theoretical
point ofview , this is fully guaranteed provided that tan is large enough ¢ 30). In these
conditions, the SUSY©Q CD one-doop corrections can typically be in the 50% range and
the electroweak e ects lnduced by the supersym m etric Yukawa couplings . and 1, can
be rather large (typically 20% ) and so allofthem are liable to being m easured In future
experin ents at the Tevatron and/or at the LHC . W e shall see that there are scenarios
w here these electroweak supersym m etric corrections could basically constitute the total
quantum e ect from theM SSM , ie. the net e ect after including the com pkte (standard
plis supersymm etric) Q CD corrections.

T he paper is organized as follow s. In Section 2 the lowest order relations conceming
the H iggs sector and the top quark decay are given. W e also discuss the status of the
charged H iggs decay ofthe top quark in the light ofthe recent data from Tevatron, and the
prospects for its detection . Section 3 discusses the renom alization ofthe tbH -vertex in
the on-shell schem e w ith a physically wellm otivated de nition oftan . In Section 4 we
present the full analytical form ulae for the one-loop corrected partialwidth (! H * b)
in the M SSM . The num erical analysis and discussion, as well as the conclusions, are
delivered in Section 5, wherewe also com m ent on the feasbility ofm easuring the com puted
quantum e ects In hadron colliders. F inally, we devote three appendices, respectively on
SUSY Lagrangians, renom alization details and one-loop functions, in order to m ake the



paper as selfocontained as possble.

2. Lowest order relations and determ ination of
BR ¢! H'b) from experim ent

In this paper we w ish to em phasize the possibility that a charged pssudoscalar, H ,
nvolved in a possibl unconventional decay of the top-quark, t ! H * b, be the charged
Higgs of the M SSM 4. A charged Higgs is necessary in the M SSM since Supersymm e—
try requires the existence of at least two H iggs SU (2);, doublkts w ith opposite weak—
hypercharges to give m asses to m atter and gauge elds (Cf. Appendix A):

| |
! Ll
H, = ;If €= 1; H-= iz) ¢ =41 G)
Because of the SUSY constraints, the structure of the H iggs potential of the M SSM
constructed out of the two doublkts @) takes on the form P41:

vV = mfjiljz+ mgj,sz2 mfz inliH2j+ hc:

+ %(g2+g@> .7 ﬁzf2+%<fﬁi’Hzf; 4)
wherem 7;m 5;m 2, are soft SUSY -breakingm assesand g;g’arethe SU 2);, U (1) gauge
coupling constants. A fter SSB, the physical content of the H iggs sector of the M SSM
consists of one CP-odd (\pseudoscalar") neutral H iggs, A°, two CP-even neutral H iggs
bosons, h%;H °, and a charged Higgs boson, H . Upon due account of the physical
gauge sector, the m asses of the various spinless bosons are detem ined in temm s of jast
three param eters, which can be chosen to be the two vacuum expectation values VEV ’s)
<HJ)>=w,< H?>= v, giving m asses to the top and bottom quarks regpectively, and
one physical H iggsm ass. H owever, due to the SSB constraint

Vo d+vi=2M2=gf=2 G, (174GeV)?; G)

where Gy isFem ¥s constant In -decay, in the end only two param eters su o= to com —
plktely soecify theM SSM H iggsm asses at the tree-level. M oreover, since we are Interested
in thedecay processt ! H * b, it isnaturalto takeM ; asthe physical inputm ass rather
than M 50, as frequently done in other contexts. A s the second independent param eter,
one can take the ratio ofthe two VEV ’s: tan = w=v;. Then, In Iowest order, we have
the relations p4]

M7z, = M7 MZ;
1 q
MZogo = 5 M7+ M/ M2, +M2)? 4MZM 3 o2 ©)

2T the M SSM there are several addjijol:la], m ore exotic, 2-body decays of the top quark and also a
host of 3-body nalstates worth studying R3].



whereM 0 < M yo . It iswelkknown that these fom ulasbecom em odi ed at one-loop R3].
Tn ourcase, once M ; is xed, the other H iggs m asses enter the decay rateoft! H " b
only through virtual corrections. M oreover, the renom alization ofthem asses also induces
a renom alization of the CP-even m ixing angk R5]. A Ithough these oneloop e ects are
necessary to guarantee a neutral H iggs spectrum  fully com patible w ith the phenom eno—
logical bounds near the tan ’ 1 region, one expects that In practice a oneloop shift
In the m asses and couplings just entails a am all (wo-Jloop order) correction to the decay
rate. W e have explicitly checked this fact (Section 5). A s for the supersym m etric charged
Higgs, the present LEP 15 bound M 20 > 60GeV R6] on the CP-odd state transltes
ntoa lowerimit My > 100GeV, which is not signi cantly m odi ed by the radiative
corrections wWhen M 0 istaken as an input) R31.

T he charged H iggs can be, asnoted above, very sensitive to bottom ~quark interactions.
Speci cally, after expressing the two-doublt Higgs elds of the M SSM in tem s of the
corresoonding m asseigenstates, the interaction Lagrangian describing the tbH -vertex
reads as ollow s 24]:

V,
LHbt=p%M—th bmy oot Pr + mpytan P lt+ hxc:; (7)

W

w here Vy, is the corresponding C abibboK cbayashiM askawa m atrix element, and P g =
1=2)(1 5) aretheprojpction operatorson LH and RH ferm jons. O n the phenom enolog—
ical side, one should not digm iss the possibility that the bottom quark Yukawa coupling
could play a m om entous role in the physics of the top quark, to the extend of drastically
changing standard expectations on top-quark cbservables, particularly on the top-quark
width. O f course, this is possible because of the potential tan -enhancem ent of that
Yukawa ocoupling.

In the \ -param etrization", w here the input param etersare ( ;M y ;M 7 ;M g ;m 5 222),
the coupling g on eq.{]) stands for e=sy , where em:(@ = 0) = &€=4 and &
1 ¢ 1 M:=M 7. An altemative framework (\Gy -param etrization") based on
the sst of nputs Gr ;M y ;M z ;M g ;m £;:22) Is also usefin], epecially at higher orders in
perturbation theory (Cf. Section 3). At the treedevel, the rlation between the two
param etrizations is trivial:

gi— = m : @)

From the Lagrangian (7), the treeJevelw idth of the unconventional top quark decay into
a charged H iggs boson in the Gy -param etrization reads:

!
G j] :? _ m2 M2
el ETY = s SBS B
t t t
[+ m? M? )@mZocot’ +mitan® )+ dmmil; )



where
q

2 1;%%v) L &+ yFIlL &  3Al: 10)

It is usefl to com pare eq.{9) with the treeJdevel w idth of the canonical top quark decay
n the SM :

!
G Vof -, m2 M2
R I = T oul T Lo 3
t t t
My mZ+m)+ @2 md)* oM 1: 11)

T he ratio between the two partialw idths becom es m ore transparent upon neglecting the
kinem atical bottom m ass contributions, whilke retaining all the Yukawa coupling e ects:

D@t H'D) m 2 m2 >
O@E! W*h y : : 12)

W e se from it that ifM 4 isnot much heavier than M i , then there are two regin es,
namely a Jow and a high tan regin e, where the decay rate of the unconventional top
quark decay beocom es sizeable as com pared to the conventionaldecay. T hey can be de ned
approxin ately as ollows: i) Low tan regime: tan < 2, and i) High tan regime:
tan me=m %’ 35. The crtical regin e ofthedecay t ! H * boccurs at the interm ediate

valietan = m&=my 6, where the partialw idth has a pronounced dip. A round this
value, the canonical decay t ! W * b is dom lnant over the charged H iggs decay; m ore
speci cally, for 3 < tan < 15 the decay rate ofthemode t! H * b isbasically irrelevant
as com pared to the standard mode: BR (¢! H ¥ b) < 10% . Therefore, a detailed study
of the quantum e ects w ithin that interval is of no practical interest.

Even though the approxim ate perturbative regin e for tan extends over the wide
range

05< tan < 70; @3)

we shall em phasize the resuls obtained in the phenom enologically interesting high tan
region (typically tan > 30). As for the ow tan range, whik BR (t ! H' b) can
also be sizeable it tums out that the corresponding quantum e ects are generally m uch
an aller than In the high tan case (C£f. Section 5). Still, we nd that In the very low
tan segment 05< tan < 1 these e ects can be of som e phenom enological interest and
we shall also report on them . Asmentioned In Section 1, we do have som e theoretical
m otivation to contend that at least one ofthe two regin es i) or ii) m ay apply. T herefore,
it is Justi ed to focus our attention on £t ! H * b, not only as a possibility on is own,
but also because there m ay be realistic situations where it could have a non-negligble
branching ratio.



A s a matter of fact, and desgpoite naive expectations, the non-SM branching ratio
BR (t! H ' b) isnotasseverely constrained as apparently dictated by the recent m easure—
m ents ofthe standard branching ratio at the Tevatron, namely, BR ¢! W * b) > 708 R7].
To assess this fact, notice that the form er result strictly applies only under the assum p—
tion that the sol source of top quarks in pp oollisions is the standard D rellY an pair
production mechanisn qgq ! ttP8]l. Now, the observed crosssection is equal to the
D rell-Y an production cross-section convoluted over the parton distributions tin es the
squared branching ratio. Schem atically,

z

ws:= dgdg @g! tty BRE! W bhF: (14)

H owever, in the fram ework oftheM SSM , we rather expect a generalization ofthis form ula
in the ollow ing way:
z

dgdg @g! tt) BRE! W'bT
7

+ dodg @gq! g9) PBRE! ®m)F BRE! W bF
Z

+ dgdg @g! BB) BRE! t )F BR(E! W bHF+ u; 15)

obs:

where g stand for the gluinos, § for the lightest stop and B, @ = 1;2) for the Soottom
quarks. O ne should also include electroweak and Q CD radiative corrections to all these
production cross-sections wihin the M SSM . For som e of these processes calculations
already exist in the literature show ing that one-loop e ects can be in portant 9, 30].

Tt should be clear that the observed crosssection on eq.({l5) refers not only to the
standard KN N events, but to all kind of nal states that can simulate them . Thus,
e ectively, we should substitute BR (¢t ! W * b) ;n that ormula by BR (¢! X b), and
then sum the cross-section overX ,where X isany state that leadsto an cbserved pattem
of keptons and gts sin ibrto those resulting from W -decay. In particular, X = H would
contribute (seebelow) to the -—Jepton signature, iftan is Jarge enough. Sin ilarly, there
can be direct top quark decays into SUSY particles that could m in ic the SM decay of
the top quark 23]. N otw ithstanding, even in the absence of the X contributions, eq.{15)
show s that if there are altemative (hon-SM ) sources of top quarks subsequently decaying
into the SM nalstate, W * b, one cannot rigorously place any stringent upper bound on
BR (! W *b) from the present data. The only restriction being an approxin ate Iower
bound BR (! W "b) > 40 50% In order to guarantee the purported standard top
quark events at the Tevatron [1']. T hus, from these considerations it is not excluded that
the non-SM branching ratio of the top quark, BR (¢! \new "), could be asbig as the SM
one, ie. 50% .

Notice that at present one cannot exclude eq.f15) since the observed form of the
conventionalt ! W * b nal state nvolves m issing energy, as it is also the case for the



decays com prising supersym m etric particles. A st step to in prove this situation would
be to com pute som e of the additional top quark production cross-sections in the M SSM

under given hypotheses on the SUSY soectrum . Recently, the inclusion ofthe gqg ! gg
m echanism llowed by the g ! tf decay has been considered in Ref.31)], where i is
chinedthatBR (t! f 8) " 50% . By the sam e token, one cannot place any com pelling
restriction on BR (t! H * b) from the present FNAL data. In particular, iftan is Jarge
and there exists a relatively light chargino w ith a non-negligible higgsino com ponent, the
third m echanisn suggested on eq.(l5), namely gqg ! BB Pllowed by B, ! t ;, could
also be a rather e cient non-SM source of top quarks. M oreover, if 100GeV < My <

150G eV, then a sizeable portion of the top quarksw illdecay Into a charged H iggs. Thus,
ifeftherm¢+ my < my < 300GeV and/orm¢+ m < my < 300GeV , so that at
Jeast one of the altemative SUSY sources of top quark lnal states contributing to eq.@5)
is available (and m4;m, are not too heavy so that the production cross-section is not
too phase-gpace suppressed), then one may equally argue that a large branching ratio
BR(t ! H"Db) ’ 50% isnot ncompatiblk wih the present m easurem ent of the top
quark cross-sections fI]. This could be m ost likely the case if the frequently advocated
SUSY decay t! 9% iskinem atically forbidden. Nonetheless, even if it is allowed, it is
non-enhanced in our preferential lJarge tan region, n contrasttot! H ' b.

Furthem ore, it is worth m entioning that the decay mode t ! H * b has a distinctive
signature which could greatly help in its detection, viz. the fact that at large tan the
am ergent charged H iggs would seldom decay into a pair of quark Fts, but rather into a

—Jlepton and associated neutrino. This follow s from inspecting the ratio

@*! )y 1 m °?2 tan?
@* ! cs) 3 m. @m2=m?)tan® + oot
1 m 2 k!
! 5 - > 10 fortan > meamg” 2); (16)

s

w here we see that the identi cation ofthe charged H iggs decay ofthe top quark could be a
m atter of m easuring a departure from the universality prediction for all lepton channels.
In practice, -identi cation is possbl at the Tevatron 32, 33]; and the feasbility of
tagging the excess of events w ith one isolated —lepton as com pared to events with an
additional Jpton has also been substantiated by studies of the LHC collaborations [34].
T he experim ental signature fortt ! H*H bbwoulddierfrom tt! W *W bbby an
excess of nal stateswih two —leptons and two b-quarks and large m issing transverse
energy.

A prelin inary study in thisdirection by the CD F collaboration at the Tevatron [35]has
been abl to exclude a Jarge portion ofthe (tan ;M y )-plane characterized by tan > 60
andM 5 below agiven valuewhich variesw ith tan . Forextram ely hightan > O (100),
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the uppem ost excluded mass region isMy < 140G eV . However, wihin the Interval
tan = 60 80,theallowed upperlim iton My varesvery fastwih tan . In particular,
the M SSM pem issble valuiesM 5 > 100GV (compatblewih M 40 > 60G €V ) are not
m anifestly exclided fortan equalorbelow the perturbative bound tan = 70, eq.{13).
W e shallnevertheless err on the conservative side and assum e that tan 60 throughout
our analysis. Thus, as far asthe high tan regin e is concemed, we w ill for de niteness
optin ize our resuls In the safe, and phenom enologically interesting, high tan segm ent

30 tan 60 : @7)

To round o the —lepton bushess, i has recently been shown that it should be fairly
easy to discrim nate between the W daughter ’sand theH -daughter ’‘sby justtaking
advantage of the opposite states of polarization resulting from theW andH decays;
the two polarization states can be distinguished by m easuring the charged and neutral
contrbutions to the 1-prong —gt energy (even w ihout identifying the individualm eson
states) (4, 371
Tn short, there are good prospects for detecting the decay t ! H * b, if it is kinam ati-
cally accessble. Unfortunately, on the sole basis of com puting treeJevel e ectswe cannot
nd out whether the charged H iggs em erging from that decay is supersym m etric or not.

Quantum e ects, however, can.

3. Renom alization of the tbH " <wertex

P roceeding closely In parallel w ith our supersym m etric approach to the conventional
decayt! W * b[l7,18], we shalladdress the caloulation ofthe one-loop corrections to the
partialw idth oft ! H ' bin theM SSM w ithin the context ofthe on-shell renom alization
fram ework 8. Agaih wemay useboth the orthe Gy param etrizations. At one-doop
order, we shall call the formm er the \ -schem e" and the latter the \Gr scheme". In the
\ -schem e", the structure constant a (@ = 0) and the m asses of the gauge bosons,
ferm ions and scalars are the renom alized parameters: ( ;M y ;M 7z ;M 5 ;m ;M gygy 7 220)
{M sysy standing for the collection of renom alized sparticle m asses. Sim ilarly, the \Gy —
schem e" is characterized by the sst of inputs G ;M y ;M 7 ;M y ;m £;M sysy 7 222) . Beyond
lowest order, the relation between the two on-ghell schem es is no longer given by eg.(§)
but by

G
Pz O 2 (18)
W

3For a com prehensive exposition, see eg. Refs.B41].
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where r™S5" isthe prediction of the param eter r (9] in the M SSM 1.

Let us sketch the renom alization proocedure a ecting the param etersand elds related
to the tbH -vertex, whose Interaction Lagrangian was given on eq.(?). In general, the
renom alized M SSM Lagrangian L ! L+ L isobtahed Pollow ng a sin ilar pattem as n
the SM , ie. by attaching m ultiplicative renom alization constants to each free param eter
and ed:g;! Q1+ g=gi)g, i! Z l=i2 ;. As amatter of fact, eld renom alization
(and so G reen’s finctions renom alization) is unessential and can be either om itted orbe
carried out In m any di erent ways w ithout altering physical (S-m atrix) am plitudes. In
our case, in the line of Refs.fI'], 18] we shalluse m ininal eld renom alization, ie. one
renom alization constant per gauge sym m etry m ultiplet §d]. In thisway the counterterm
Lagrangian, L,aswellasthevariousG reen’s fiinctions are autom atically gauge-invariant.

Speci cally, for the quark elds under consideration, we have

| | 0 1
: : 1=2
=3 | Z§=2 t, e (ZE)lzth A,
b, b, @2y
R!OC) T ! C) T 19)

HereZ;= 1+ Z;arethedoublkt (Z.) and singlet 2 ;’;b) eld renom alization constants for
the top and bottom quarks. A though in them Inin al eld renom alization schem e there is
only one fundam ental constant, Z, , perm atter doublet, it isussfilto work w ith ZE’ = 7y,
and Z £, where the latterdi ers from the ormerby a nite renom alization e ect f0]. To

x all these constants one starts from the usual on-shellm ass renom alization condition
for ferm ions, f, togetherw ith the \residue = 1" condition on the renom alized propagator.
T hese are com plktely standard procedures, and in thisway one obtajnsﬂ

2 3
f 2 f 2
Mg L(mf)+ R(mf) £
—— 4 5 + sm?)S; (20)
and
Zig = taxmH+mil’miH+ 'miH+2 ‘mi); 1)

w here we have decom posed the ferm ion selfenergy according to
P = ()Pt L) @Prtme 5 0); @2)

and used the notation %) @ (o)=Rp’.

‘A dedicated study of r' ®5" hasbeen presented in Ref[a]. i

W e Bllow the notation of Ref.[l], which is close enough to that of Ref.[40], but di ers from it
In several respects, In particular in the sign conventions for the selfenergy fiinctions. M oreover, we
understand that in all form ulas de ning counterterm s we are taking the real part of the corresponding
functions.
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One also assigns doublet renom alization constants to the two Higgs doubkts () of
the M SSM :

- H
1=2 - 23)

N ™+

Hl ' 1 Hl

T he renom alization ofthe gauge sector is related to that ofthe H iggs sector. In particular,
we point out the presence in ourdecay processt ! H * bofthe (oneJdoop nduced) m ixing
term H W frthebare elds (Cf. Appendix B), which must be renom alized away
for the physical eldsH and W . In order to generate the corresponding Lagrangian
countertemm we w rite

- Z
wol e w " en 24)
My
T herefore, from
Ly e = p%w b Py t+ he: ©5)
we obtain
. g
L‘HW = 1 qu p_—@H b PLt‘l'h:C::
2M y .
g 1
! ZHW pﬁM—H mtbPRt mbbPLt+h:C:; (26)

W
and in thisway it adoptsthe form ofthe origihalvertex (7). In the above expression £4),
zy =1+ 2z istheusualSU (2), gauge triplkt renom alization constant given by the
formula !

2 0 M 2 M 2
S . W TV R @7
k K22 0 Sy Mg Sy M Mg
and
MZ = 4 K=M7); M= K& =M}); 28)

are the gauge boson m ass countertem s enforced by the usual on-shellm ass renom aliza—
tion conditions. Furthem ore, Zyy on egs.£24)-@8§) is a dim ensionless constant associ-
ated to the wave-fiinction renom alization m ixing am ong thebareH and W elds. ks
relation w ith the doublet renom alization constants, Zy, = 1+ Zy,, is the follow ing (see
Appendix B): " #

tan

1
Z =sin s = (7% + ; 29
H W 2( H » Z‘Il) tan ( )

where tan isa counterterm associated to the renom alization oftan  (see below).
In practice, the most straightforward way to compute Zyy is from the unrenor-
m alized m ixed selfenergy nw (?) In the unitary gauge, where it takes on the sin plest
form :
aw MF )

= ——F: (30)

ZHW Mﬁ

13



However, since we shallperform the rest of the caloulation in the Feynm an gauge K(], it
is worth considering the com putation of Zyy 1In that gauge (see Appendix B), where
the discussion is slightly m ore com plicated due to the presence 0of G oldstone bosons G )
leading to additional H G ) m ixing tem s am ong the bare elds. T he corresponding
expression for Zyy is, however, form ally identical n both gauges.

For the SU (2), gauge coupling constant, we have

g! @+ §>g= ey el Tg; G1)

where Z{ refers to the renom alization constant associated to the triple vector boson
vertex. T herefore, from charge renom alization,

2
0
— ) R (32)
k k2= 0 CW MZ
and thebare relation = g°s =4 ! + = g+ &) + £ )=4 ,onegets or

the counterterm to g: |

g G M Mg
e 8 wpowp -
Z W
and as a by-product
1 3
z, = 5—22+5 VA (34)
g

Let us now outline the renom alization of the H iggs sector of the M SSM R§, 43]. De-
pending on the particularproblem at hand, the renom alization procedure m ay adopt the
CP-odd state A° as the basic eld on which to set the m ass and wavefiinction renor-
m alization conditions. In the present work, however, since the extermal H iggs partick is
charged, we rathertakeH asthebasic eld. Itsm assand eld renom alization constants
are de ned by

MZ ! Mf + M ; H ! Z.H : (35)

The charged H iggs eld renom alization constant, 2y = 1+ 7Zy , is of course rwlated
to the fundam ental doublkt renom alization constants introduced on eq.¢3), as ollow s
Cf. Appendix B):

Zy = sh 7y, + o  Zy, : (36)

T he structure of the renom alized selfenergy is
i K= 5 &)+ M € M7 Zw 37)

where 4 (k?) is the corresponding unrenom alized selfenergy.
In order to detem ine the countertermm s, we in pose the llow Ing renom alization con—
ditions:
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i) O n—<hellm ass renom alization condition:
w M )=0; (38)
i) \Residue = 1" condition for the renom alized propagator at the pole m ass:

e” 2 A
ZT(]{) g (M§ )= 0: (39)

k2=M 2
H

From these conditions one derives

Mé = H M[f );
2
H

Zy = 4+ 5 M ) : (40)

A Tthough not needed in our calculation, it is clear that with these settings the neutral
Higgs eldswillundergo an additional nite wave finction renom alization.

Consider next the renom alization of the H iggs potential in the M SSM , eg.@) R31.
A fter expanding the neutral com ponents H Y and H{ around their VEV’s v; and v,
the onepoint functions of the resulting CP-even elds are required to vanish, ie. the
tadpole countertermm s are constrained to exactly cancel the tadpol diagram s, so that
the renom alized tadpoles are zero and the quantities v;, ramain as the VEV's of the
renom alized H iggspotential. N otw ithstanding, at this stage a prescription to renom alize
tan = w=v,

tan ! tan + tan ; 41)

is still called for. There are m any possibl strategies. The ambiguity is related to the
fact that this param eter is Just a Lagrangian param eter and as such it is not a physical
observable. Its value beyond the treelevel is renom alization schem e dependent. (The
situation is sim ilar to the de nition of the weak m xing angke  , or equivalently of
sin® w - However, even w ithin a given schem e, eg. the on-shell renom alization schem e,
there are som e am biguities that must be xed. Forexam ple, wem ay w ish to de ne tan

I a process-independent (\universal') way as the ratio v,=v; between the true VEV's
after renom alization of the H iggs potential P5, 43]. In this case a consistent choice (ie.
a choice capabl of renom alizing away the tadpol contrlbutions) is to sin ultaneously
shift the VEV 's and the m ass param eters of the H iggs potential, eq.4),

=2

1
vi ' Zy Wt w);
1
m? ! ZZ @i+ mi);
2y gigZ 2+ m2); 42
my, 5,2y, M7, mi,); 42)
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@@= 1;2) mn such a way that vi=v; = vw=w. This choice generates the follow ing
counterterm fortan In that scheme (Cf. Appendix B):
tan 1
on 2 ( Zy, G,) : 43)
N evertheless, this proocedure looks very formm al and one m ay eventually lke to x the
on—shell renom alization condition on tan in a m ore physical way, ie. by relating i
to som e concrete physical observable, so that it is the m easured value of this cbservable
that is taken as an Input rather than the VEV ’s of the H iggs potential. Follow ing this
practical attitude, we choose as a physical cbservable the decay width of the charged
Higgsboson into —Jepton and associated neutrino: H* ! ¥ | Asihasbeen argued In
Section 2, this should be a good choice, because: ) W hen t! H ¥ bisallowed, the decay
H* ! * isthedom mnantdecay ofH already fortan > 2; i) From the experim ental
point of view there is a welkde ned m ethod to ssparate the nal state 's origihating
from H " -decay from those com ing out of the conventionaldecay W © ! © , so that
H* ! *  should be physically accessible; and iii) At high tan , the charged H iggs
decay of the top quark can have a sizeabl branching ratio.
T he interaction Lagrangian describing thedecay H* !  *  is directly proportional

totan ,

gm tan
Ly = —pTH Py, + h:C:,' 44)

W
and the relevant decay w idth is proportionalto tan® . W hether in the -scheme or in
the Gy -schem e, it reads:

m2+MH+ 2 GFm2+MH+

! " )= ——— tan® =
8M 2 4 4 2

tan® (1 1M @5
where we have used the relation (18). By m easuring this decay w idth one cbtains a physi-
calde nition oftan which can be used beyond the treelevel. A com bined m easurem ent
of My and tan from chamged Higgs decaying Into —Jkpton In a hadron ocollider has
been described in the literature 44, 34] by com paring the size of the various signals for
charged H iggs boson production, such as the m ultigt channels accom panied by a —gtor
a largem issing pr , and thetwo— —gt channel. A t the upgraded Tevatron, the conventional
mechanian sgg () ! ttllowed by t! H * bhave been studied and com pared w ith the
usualt! W " b,and the result isthat forM ; ’ 100G eV the charged H iggs production
isat kast as large astheW  production, apart from a gap around tan /6 @4].

Insofar as the determ ination of the counterterm  tan in our schem e, it can be xed
unam biguously from ourLagrangian de nition oftan on eq.{44) and the renom alization
procedure described above. It is straightforward to nd:

tan v 1
— - 5ZH + oot Zyy + : (46)
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N otice the appearance of the vacuum ocounterterm

v 1 v 1 MZ 14
2v2 2MZ2  2g '

@7)

v
which is associated to v2 = v + v5, and whose structure is xed from eq.®). The last
term on eq.{4§),

. m 1 7, 1 7. F; 48)

m 2 2
isthe ( nie) processdependent part ofthe counterterm . Here m =m , Z;, and Z; are
obtained from eqs.{2§]) and [21') Withm = 0); they represent the contrdoution from

the m ass and wave-function renom alization of the ( ; )-doublkt, including the nite
renom alization of the neutrino kg. Finally, F on eq.{48) is the om factor descrbing
the vertex corrections to the amplitude of H* ! 7

On com paring egs.(43) and (4§) we see that the rst de nition oftan appears as
though it is free from processdependent contrbutions. In practice, however, process-
dependent tem s are inevitable, irrespective of the de nition oftan . In fact, the de ni-
tion oftan where w=v; = w=v, 45]w illalso develop process-dependent contributions,
as can be seen by trying to rwlate the \universal" value of tan 1n that scheme with a
physical quantity directly read o som e physical observable. For Instance, ifM 50 isheavy

enough, onemay de ne tan as Pollow s:

°1 pb m 2 4m? '
T O O
01 ty m? M2 voow .
1 1 me 1 1.

+2 —24+ 2 2+ 2 CO AT PN )

Mp 2 2 m ¢ 2 2
where we have negkcted m? M 2, and V stands for the vertex corrections to the
decay processes A° ! bband A% ! tt. Sihce the sum of the m ass and wave-fiinction

renom alization tem s along w ith the vertex corrections isUV — nite, one can consistently
choose vi=v; = w=v, kadingtoeq.f43). Henoe, deriving tan  from eg.(49) unavoidably
ncorporates also som e processdependent contributions.

Any de nition oftan is in principle as good as any other; and In soie of the fact
that the corrections them selvesm ay show som e dependence on the choice ofthe particular
de nition, the physical observables should not depend at all on that choice. However, it
can be a practicalm atter what de nition to use In a given situation. For exam ple, our
de nition oftan given on eq.@5) should bem ost adequate orM y; < m. my and large
tan ,shoethenH* ! ¥ is the dom inant decay ofH * , whereas the de nition based
on eq.{49) requires also a Jarge value oftan  (to avoid an im practical suppression of the
bb m ode); m oreover, In order to be operative, it also requires a much heavier charged
Higgsboson, shceMy ' Mao > 2m when thedecay A ! tt is kinem atically open in
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the M SSM . (U = of light quark nal states would, of course, be extrem ely di cul from
the practical point of view .)

W ithin our context, we use eq.f@g) or tan =tan in orderto com pute the one-doop
corrections to our decay t ! H* b. Putting all the pieces together, the counterterm
Lagrangian for the vertex tbH © follow s right away from the bare Lagrangian (}) after
reexpressing everything in tem s of renom alized param eters and elds In the on-shell
schem e. It takes on the form :

g

Ly = pTH b[ Cgmyoot Pg+ C,mptan Pplt+ hc:; (50)
W
w ih
G o= M Vil i lpilog + Zyy tan
R m. v 2 H* 2 T, 2 R H W ’
c my, v+ 1 7. 4 1 7t + 1 N tan % v 51)
= P2 _4 = L4+ = z ot
t m, v 2 2 2 tan " ’

and where we have set Viyy, = 1 Vg = 0999 wihin 0:1% , from uniarity of the CKM —

m atrix under the assum ption of three generations).

4.0ne-loop Corrected ¢! H'Db) in theM SSM

A s stated in Section 2, the study of the decay t ! H ¥ b isworthwhilke in the small
(tan < 2), and most conspicuously In the high (tan 30) tan region, where the
branching ratio can be com parablk to the one of the standard decay t ! W © b. These
are, therefore, the regions on which we will focus our ssarch for potentially signi cant
(strong and electroweak like) SUSY quantum correctionstot! H * b. As for the strong
e ects, they can be rather large and have been evaliated in Ref. [15]; here we shall not
dwell any longer on their detailed structure apart from ncluding them in our num erical
analysis and adding som e useful rem arks In Section 5.

On the electroweak side, one m ay also expect sizeable quantum corrections from en—
hanced Yukawa couplings ofthe type @). In the relevant tan  regions m entioned above,
the Jatters yield the lading electroweak contributions and in these conditions we w ill
neglkct the pure gauge corrections from transversal gauge bosons in the Feynm an gauge.
M oreover, as already stressed In Section 2, the branching ratio ofthe charged H iggsm ode
In the Intermm ediate tan region is too am allto speak of, so that the detailed structure of
the radiative corrections in this range is irrelevant.

In the follow ng we will describbe the relkevant electroweak one-loop supersym m etric
diagram s entering the am plitude of t ! H ™ b in the M SSM . At the treedevel], the only
Feynm an diagram isthe one n Figl. At the oneJdoop, we have the diagram s exhibited in
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Figs2-6. The ocom putation of the one-loop diagram s requires to use the full structure of
the M SSM Lagrangian. T he explicit form of the m ost relevant pieces of this Lagrangian,
together w ith the necessary SU SY notation, is provided in Appendix A .

Speci cally, Fig2 show s the electroweak SU SY vertices nvolving squarks, charginos
and neutralinos. In all these diagram s a sum over all Indices is taken for granted. The
supersym m etric H iggs particlkes of the M SSM and G oldstone bosons (in the Feynm an
gauge) contribute a host of one-loop vertices aswell (see Fig.3). A s for the varous self-
energies, they w illbe treated as countertem s to the vertices. T heir structure is dictated
by the Lagrangian (5(). Thus, F ig.4 displays the counterterm s C,;  Cy generated from
the extemalbottom and top quark lines; they include contributions from supersym m etric
particles, H iggs bosons and G oldstone bosons. Sin ilarly, F ig.5 contains the countertem s
Cu1 Gy4 associated to the sslfenergy of the extemal charged H iggs boson. A varant
of the latter contribution is them ixed W * H' selfenergy counterterms Cy ; Gy 3
shown In Fig.6.

A though we have displyed only the process dependent diagram s, the full analy—
sis should also nclude the SUSY and H iggs/G oldstone boson contributions to the vari-
ous universal vacuum polarization e ects com prised In our counterterm s. H owever, the
calculation of all these pieces has already been discussed in detail long ago in the lit—
erature {6, 47] and thus the lengthy formulae accounting for these results will not be
explicitly quoted here. Their contrbution is not tan -enhanced, but snce we wish to
com pute the il supersym m etric contrbution In the relevant regions of the M SSM pa-—
ram eter space, those e ects w illbe included in our num erical code. F nally, the an aller
{though num erically overwhelm Ing { subset of strong supersymm etric one-loop graphs
are displayed In Fig2 of Ref.[15]. W e willuse the ormulae from the latter reference in
the present analysis to produce the total (electroweak+ strong) SUSY correction to our
process.

N ext let us report on the contributions from the varous vertex diagram s and countert—
em s in the on-shell renom alization schem e. T he generic structure of any renomm alized
vertex fiunction, , In Figs2-3 is com posed oftwo form factorsF , Fr plus the countert—
em s. T herefore, on m aking use of the form ulae of Section 3, one inm ediately nds:

ig
W
where
me 1 . 1 .
= Fg + + - Zr + =
R R mt 2 L 2 ZR
‘2
—+ Zy+ + (tan ot ) 4w

V2

19



L R S (53)
v Pomy, 2 o2 % )
In the follow Ing the analytical contributions to the vertex form factors and countertemm s

w illbe speci ed diagram by diagram .

4.1 SU SY vertex diagram s

In this section wew illm ake intensive use ofthe de nitionsand form ulae of A ppendix A .
W e refer the reader there for questions about notation and conventions. Follow ing the
labelling of Feynm an graphs in F ig2 we w rite down the term s com Ing from virtualSU SY
particles.

D iagram (¥;): M aking use of the coupling m atrices of egs. A 18) and @ _23) we
introduce the shorthands)

()
ai

(t)

A A%, and 2?9 a® ; (54)

and de ne the combiations (om itting indices also forQ *;;QF,)

A%Y = s A+QLA(O); EY = ps A QLA(O);

BY=cos A,0%"; FY=cs A Q2 Y;

C(l):sjn A+QRA(O); G(l):Sjn A QRA(O),‘

D%=gsh A,0%7; HY=sn A Q%a: (55)
+

T he contrbution from diagram (Vg;) to the form factorsF; and Fyr is then

F, = MLhH Do+
+ my mAY+MBY+mHEY+M DY Cyp
+ me mHP+MGCY+mAY+MEY Cn Cp)
+ momAY+mMEY+MmBYP+MMFY col;
Fr = MRhA(l)C'O+
+ my mHY+M%GCY+m AP+ MEY Cyp

+ me mAY+MBY+mHY+ MDY €y Cp)

1
+ mm HY+mMDPY+MmGcP+MM«C? c, ; (56)

w here the overall coe cientsM ; and M ; are the follow ing:

"M "M
- MR= _

M =
. m,tan m ot

©7)

®Lower indices are summ ed over, w hereas upper indices (som e of them w ithin parenthesis) are jist
for notational convenience.
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T he notation for the various 3-point fiinctions is summ arized in Appendix C.0On
eg. {56) they must be evaluated w ith argum ents:

C =C pipmeiM %M (58)

D jagram (¥,): Forthis diagram {which in contrast to the others is nite{ we also

use the m atrices on egs. @ 18) and @ 21)), and introduce the shorthands

®) ®)

®
A b

A and A9 a9 ; (59)
to de ne the products of coupling m atrices

A® =G AP A0, c®=G.A" A",

B®=06A"a"; DP=6,a"2n0": (60)

T he contribution to the form factorsF; and Fy from this diagram is

M L h i
Fy, = mBYC+m.C® €y Cp) MD®C ;
2M y
Mg D @) @) 0n @) 1
Fr = M mC “Cip+mB ™ Cyy  Cp) MATCy ; (61)

W

the coe cientsM [, M y being those ofeq. 1) and the scalar 3-point functions now
evaluated w ith argum ents

C =2¢C p;pO;M O;mta;mbo : (62)

D jagram (¥3): For this diagram we w ill need

©)

ai

(o)

A A® and 29 A% ; (63)

and again om iting indices we shalluse

A®= s a9 Q%A ; E®=cs 270" ;
B® = s 2% oA, ; F®=cs 2% 0%, ;
c®=gn 2°oFa ; G®=sn a9 0Ra ;
D®=gsn 2% oA, ; H®=3sn a®0fa, : (64)

From these de nitions the contrdboution ofdiagram (Vg3) to the form factors can be
obtained by perform ing the follow ing changes In that of diagram (Vs1), eq. G86):

{ Everywhere on egs. (66) and (68) replaceM ;$ M andm $ my .

{ Replace on eg. (56) couplings from G5) w ith those of (64).
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{ Include a globalm nnus sign.

4 2 H iggs vertex diagram s

N ow we consider contributions arising from the exchange ofvirtualH iggsparticles and
G oldstone bosons in the Feynm an gauge, asshown in Fig3. W e follow the vertex form ula
forthe form factorsby the value of the overall coe cient N and by the argum ents of the
corresoonding 3-point fiinctions.

Diagram ({1):

Fy

N mZC, Cl+micotf €1 Cuw)l;

Fr o= NmiCi, GCo+tan® Cu  Ci)li
i ™ 2,;M 3g foos ;sin
o= 2 807 g 2 I foos( )i sin ( )9 i
2 2M cos
C = C @Ep5mpMy ;M y0;M Q) :
D iagram ({,):
F, = Noot R{Cun Cw)+miCo Cu)l;
Frp = Nmitan @C;, Cpn G)j '
ig” foos  ;sin M 2 ™ 2,:M 4 g
No= TIPS G ieos( ghiE e L
4 cos My Mg
C = C ©EpimpiMy ;M 5oiM Q) :
D iagram ({3):
Fp = Nmi[OOt2 Ci2+tCi1 Co Gl;
Fr = N [nﬁtanz C12+mE(C11 Co Co)ls; '
ig” fsin ;cos M 2,:M 3 qg
N = E,;gfoos( ); sin ( )g 1 HO—’ZhOg ;
2 sin 2M
C = C @Ep%mgfMyoiMpogiMy ) ¢
D iagram ({4):
F, = Nm?@C;, Cy;+ Coloot ;
Fr = N [ mf,Clz+m§(Cn Cz G)ltan '
ig” fsin ;cos M 2 ™ 2,:M 4 g
N = E—.' I fain ( ) cos( )g e C
4 sm M g M
C = C (Ep%m M yo;MogiMy ) ¢
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D iagram ({s):

Frp, = N E’ﬂ}i(clz"' CO)+m12;(Cll Ci2) 17
Fr = Nmpjtan® Ciui+ Co);
i? M7 M 2
N = e 2 2 ’
4 M2 M2
C = C @EpmuiMy iMa0) :
D jagram ({¢):
F, = NmZootf Cu+ Co);
Fr = N EnﬁC12+m§(Clll Ci2+ Co)ls
i M2 M2,
No= 0 S 2
4 M2 M.
C = C (p;poimt;MAOiMw):
D iagram ({7):
F, = N [@m/Cy+ Co+ 2m? m] 2 2 2;
L = 5C11 0 ¢ m)Ci1 Cp))oott +2mpCi1+ 2Co)Img;
Fr = N [@m{Cn+ Co+2m mi)Cu Cp)tan® +2miCn+ 2Co)Iy;
N - i sin cos
4M 2 sin cos
C = C (%M goiM pogimmy) :
D jagram ({g):
Fp = Nmf_c:ot2 Cos
Fr = Nm_tan® Cj;
B ig?
N = >
4]‘V‘[W
C = C @EpP%Ma0;Mzgimemy) :

In the equations above, it is understood that the CP-even m ixing angle, , is renor-
m alized into . by the one-loop H iggsm ass relations R].

A s for the SUSY and H iggs contrdbutions to the countertem s, they are m uch sim pler
since they just mvolve 2-point finctions. Thuswe shallpresent the fullelectroweak results
by adding up the various sparticke and H iggse ects. In the follow ng form ulae, we append
labels referring to the speci ¢ diagram s on F igs4-6.
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4 3 Counterterm s

Counterterm s m;

£
VA

Zg : For a given down-like ferm ion b, and corresponding

isospin partner t, the ferm ionic selfenergies receive contributions

b 2
fL;Rgcp )

b 2
; )
fmg © Cp1)+ Cr2)
2 1 2
. © ® 0
= i§ AL BipMyme + o AL BipiMimg
b 2
= m )
bhs LR PP,

. © , ©
i MiRe AL A" By piM fHus

®) ®)

1
0 0
+ EM ReA A, By pM Hups ;

from SUSY particlkes, and

b
fLRg

©°) =

b 2
nmg ©°) Cp3)+ Cpa)
g2 n 2 h 2
m M g foot jtan® gBifim My )+ Bi(im My )
2 h
My 2 —_— in2 —_—
co Bl(plmblMHO)+Sm Bl(plmbthO)
2 cos? ,
10
+ sin® By@impMao)+ cof BiimpiMy)
b 2
s ©°) Cp3)+ Cpa)
g ",
IV my Bo/mMy ) Bofim My )]
2 h
My 2 N .2 e
ao Bo(plmblMHO)+5m Bo(plmbthO)
2 cog

io

sif Bo@impiMao) f BolimpMg)

(65)

i

(66)

from H iggs and G oldstone bosons In the Feynm an gauge. To obtain the correspond—
ng expressions for an up-lke ferm ion, t, just perform the label substitutionsb $ t

on egs. {659)—(64); and on eq. (06) replace sin  $ ocos and sin $ cos
alo mplies replacngtan  $ oot ).

which

Introducing the above expressions into egs. 23)—(21) one inm ediately obtains the
SUSY contrbution to the counterterm s mg ; ZE;R .

Counterterm g

Zy

. _ 0 2
Ze Jey )t Coort CasrtCaa — 8 ™)

24



(mﬁtan2 +m§oot2 )CB:L+M§ Bf+miB8)

1
2 25 0
+2mmiBy My ;mp;my)

ig? X

2

+ =N  PBIBoMy ;my;m,)

2MW ab

PR 2 2 .2 2 50 025 0
2id J, o + &, sh® @®:;+M7 B+ M "B

i
0 L AR . 0 g 0. .
+2M;M "Re 97,0, sh oos B; Mz ;M ;M;): ©7)

N otice that diagram (Cy 3) gives a vanishing contrdbution to  Zy

Counterterm gy :
aw M)
M
igch h 5 i

= M 2 mytan B+ B1)+m§oot B: My ;myp;my)

W
PN X ©

Iyyw = Zy w Jew D+ Cu )+ Cu ) T

o)

TAans 2 GbaRlaRlb |.2B1+BO]MH ’.mbo;mfa)

M 2

2if X B
+ g M° cos QF.CF+sn QF.CF ®Bo+ By)

MW i .

1

+M; shn Q% Ch+ cos QF.CF, By My ;M%Mi:  (68)

A sum isunderstood over all generations.

F nally, the evaluation of  on eq.@8) yilds sin flarbuky analytical form ulae, which
follow after com puting diagram s akin to those In Figs2-6 for the M SSM corrections to
HY ! * _Werefrain from quoting them explicitly here. T he num ericale ect, though,
w ill be explicitly given in Section 5.

W e are now ready to fumish the corrected width oft ! H* b in theM SSM . It just
follow s after com puting the Interference betw een the treeJdevel am plitude and the one-Jloop
am plitude. It is convenient to express the result as a relative correction w ith respect to
the treedevel w idth both in the -schem e and in the Gy —scham e. In the form erwe cbtain
the relative M SSM  correction

©)
M SSM

)

NL NR NLR
= o RRe( )]+ D RRe( r)]+ RRe( 1+ Rr)I; (69)
w here the corresoonding low est-order w idth is
|
' D L, m2 M2
D= = —— TG (70)
s; 16M 7 m mi mg¢
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w ith

D = (m§_+m§ g )(mf_c:ot2 +mk2,tar12 )+ 4m$_m1231
N, = @mi{+m; M )m tan® ;
Ny = (m§+mk2) If )mic:ot2 ;
Npig = 2mm}: (71)

From these equations it iscbviousthat at low tan the rlevant quantum e ectsbasically
com e from the contrdbutions to the form factor z whereasathigh tan they com e from
L.
Using eq.f18§) we nd that the relative M SSM correction in the G -param etrization
reads

(0)
G
M SSM _ ¥ _ M SSM M ssM 72)

Gr 0) 4
Gp

where the treedevel w idth In the Gy —scheamn g, ((;oF) , is given by eq.(3) and is related to

eq.{70) through
0) _ éOF) a M SsMy . 73)

5. N um erical A nalysis and D iscussion

Quantum e ects should be abl to discrim inate whether the charged H iggs em exging
from thedecay t! H * bis supersymm etric ornot, fortheM SSM provides a wellde ned
prediction ofthe typical size ofthese e ects using the present bounds on sparticle m asses.
Som e work on radiative corrections to the decay width oft ! H * bhas already appeared
in the literature. In particular, the conventionalQ CD corrections have been evaluated {14]
and found to signi cantly reduce the partialw idth. The SUSY Q CD oorrections are also
substantial and have been analyzed, only in part in Refs.f§, 49], and in m ore detail
in Ref.[l§]. Neverthelss, the electroweak corrections produced by the roster of genuine
R-odd) sparticles have not been considered at all yet. A s for the virtual e ects m edi-
ated by the H iggsbosons, a rst treatm ent is given in Refs.pd] and B1l]. However, these
references disagree In several parts of the calculation, and m oreover they are both inocom —
plkte caloulations on their own, for they fully ignore the H iggs e ects associated to the
bottom quark Yukawa coupling, which could in principlk be signi cant in the lJarge tan
region. On the other hand, even though the latter kind of H iggs e ects have been dis—
cused in the literature in other renom alization schem es based on altemative de nitions
oftan {3,52,53], a detailed analysis including the genuine SUSY e ects them selves has
never been attem pted. Thus, ifonly for com plkteness, we are providing here not only a
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dedicated treatm ent of the R ~odd contrbutionsm ediated by the spartickes oftheM SSM ,
but also the fully— edged pay-o of the supersym m etric H iggs e ects.

Before presenting the results of the com plete num erical analysis, i should be clear
that the buk ofthe high tan corrections to the decay rate oft ! H* bin theM SSM is
expected to come from SUSYQCD . This could already be foressen from what is known
in SUSY GUT models 11]; .n fact, in this context a nonvanishing sbottom m xing (which
we also assum e in our analysis) m ay lad to in portant SUSY QCD quantum e ects on
the bottom mass, m, = m{’" + m ,, where m , is proportionalto M 2, ! tan
at su ciently high tan . Thes are nite threshold e ects that one has to Include when
m atching the SM and M SSM renom alization group equations RGE) at the e ective
supersym m etric threshold scale, Tsysy ,» @bove which the RGE evolve according to the
M SSM -finctions in theM S schem e 54,55]. Tn our case, since the bottom m ass is an
Input param eter for the on-shell schem g, these e ects cbviously have a di erent physical
m eaning, but are form ally the sam e; they are just fad into them ass counterterm  mp=m 4,
on eg.(53) and contrbute to i w ith opposite sign ( my=m, = my+ ) 0.

E xplicitly, when viewed in tem s of diagram s of the electrow eak-eigenstate basis, the
relevant nite corrections from the bottom m ass counterterm are generated by m ixed

LR —sbottom s and gluino loops (C f. Fig.7a):

m 2 sfmy)
_b - 753 t mngRI(mbl;mbz;mg)
My sysy gcp
2 smy)
! 3 “mgy tan Iy im, mg); (74)

where the last resul holds for su ciently largetan and for nottoo snallas com pared
to Ap. W e have Introduced the positive-de nie function € f. Appendix C)

m

n

2
m 2
2 2 2 2
m7y m3)Mm; m3

2
1m

Ifm;myms) 16 ?iCo (0;0;m 1;m o5m 5) =
(75)
In addition, we could also foresee potentially lJarge ( nite) SUSY electroweak e ects from
my=m. They are induced by tan -enhanced Yukawa couplings of the type @). Of
course, these e ectshave already been fillly ncluded in the calculation presented in Section
3 that we have perform ed in the m asseigenstate basis, but i is illustrative of the origin

"Tn the altemative fram ew ork ofR ef. [_1-5], the SUSY ©Q CD correctionshavebeen com puted assum ing no
m ixing In the sfoottom m assm atrix. N onetheless, the typical size ofthe SUSY Q CD corrections does not
change as com pared to the present approach (n which we do assum e a non-diagonal sbottom m atrix) the
reason being that in the absence of foottom m ixing, ie. M fR = 0, the contribution mp=my / tan
at large tan  is no longer possble but, in contrast, the vertex correction does precisely inherits this
dependence and com pensates for it (C £. Appendix A). T he drawback of an scenario based on M fR =0,
however, is that when i is combined with a large value of tan i may lad to a value of Ay, which
overshoots the natural range expected for this param eter.

27



of the lading contrbutions to pick them up again directly from the diagram s In the
electrow eak-eigenstate basis. In thiscase, from loops involvingm ixed LR -stopsand m ixed
charged higgsinos (C £. Fig.7b), one nds:

!
Mp hehy
= _thLtRI(mtlr'mtz; )

2

Mb  sysy vukawa 16 My
2
hy

16 2

tan AcIfmesme; ); (76)

w here again the last expression holds for large enough tan

N otice that, at varance w ith eq.{74), the Yukawa coupling correction 7§) dies away
with increasing . Setting hy / 1 at high tan , and assum ing that there is no large
hierarchy between the sparticle m asses, the ratio between {74) and (76) is given, .n good
approxin ation, by 4m 4=A . tim es a slow Iy varying function ofthem asses oforder 1, where
the (@pproxin ate) proportionality to the gluinom ass re ectsthe very slow decoupling rate
of the latter [[5].

In view of the present bounds on the gluino m ass, and shce A, (@swellasAyp) can—
not increase arbitrarily (Cf. Appendix A), we expect that the SUSYQCD e ects can
be dom inant and even overwheln ing for su ciently heavy gluinos. Unfortunately, in
contradistinction to the SUSY ©QCD case, there are also plenty of additional vertex con—
tributions both from the H iggs sector and from the stop-doottom /gaugino-higgsino sector
w here those Yukawa couplings enter once again the gam e. So if one wishes to trace the
origin of the leading contrbutions in the electrow eak-eigenstate basis, a sin ilar though
som ew hat m ore involved exercise has to be carried out also for vertex functions. O foourse,
all of these e ects are autom atically lncluded in our calculation of Section 3 within the
fram ew ork of the m ass-eigenstate basis) .

W em ay now pass on to the num erical analysis of the overall quantum e ects. A fter
explicit com putation of the various loop diagram s, the results are conveniently cast in
tem s of the relative correction w ith respect to the treelevel w idth:

p ¢! BH'D) Q! H'D)

©) ©f(! H*D)
H

(77

In what ©llow s we understand that de nedby eq.{77) is { Cf. eq.(69) { ie. we shall
alvays give our corrections w ith respect to the treelevelwidth ° in the -scheme. The
corresoonding correction w ith respect to the treelevel w idth in the Gy -scham e is sin ply
given by eq.(72), where r" " was obict of a particular study [@2] and therefore it

8T he m ass-eigenstate basis is extrem ely convenient to carry out the num erical analysis, but it does
not in m ediately provide a \physical interpretation" of the resuls. T he electrow eak-eigenstate basis, in
contrast, is a better bookkeeping device to trace the origin ofthem ost relevant e ects, but as a draw back
the Intricacies of the full analytical calculation can be (in general) abhorrent.
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can be easily incorporated, if necessary. N otice, however, that r™ 55" is already tightly
bound by the experin entaldataonM ; = 91:1863 0:0020G eV at LEP i5b] and the ratio
My M, mpp,whith kad toMy = 80356 0:125G eV . Therefore, even w ithout doing
the exact theoretical calculation of r wihin the M SSM , we already know from

1
26y MZ @ MM’

r=1 p (78)
that r" 5" must lie .n the experim ental interval r =® ’ 0:040 0:018.

N ow , since the corrections com puted in Section 3 can typically be about one order of
m agnitude larger than r™ %", the buk of the quantum e ectson t! H * b is already
com prised in the relative correction (77) in the -schem er]. Furthem ore, in the conditions
under study, only a sm all fraction of r" %" issupersym m etric §2], and we should not be
dependent on isolating this universal, relatively an all, part of the total SUSY correction
to . Toput in a nutshell: ifthere is to be any hope to m easure supersym m etric quantum
e ects on the charged H iggs decay of the top quark, they should better com e from the
potentially large, non-oblique, corrections com puted in Section 3. The SUSY e ects
contained n r" 5™ {@2], instead, willbem easured .n a much m ore e cient way from a
high precision ( M;* = 40M &V ) detem nation ofMy at LEP 200.

A nother ussful quantity is the branching ratio

By BR@E! H D= = ; (79)

w t w1t susy

where 4 (t! W*"b) and sysy stands for decays of the top quark into SUSY

particles. In particular, the potentially in portant SUSYQCD modet! % g iskinemat-
ically forbidden in m ost part of our analysiswhere we usually assumem 4 = O (300) GeV .
There m ay also be the com peting electroweak SUSY decayst! & °andt! B | for
some = 1;u34 and some i= 1;2. The lJatter, however, is also phase space cbstructed
in m ost of our explored param eter space, since we typically assimem, = 150G eV . The
decay t ! # ©°, lnstead, is alnost always open, but i is not tan -enhanced in our
favourite ssgm ent @7). However, when studying the branching ratio (/%) as a function
of the squark and gluino m asses, we do Include the e ects from all these supersym m etric
channels w henever they are kinem atically open. Thus in general sygsy on eq.{79) isgiven
by

X X
susy = ! Bo+ €! & %)+ €! B 1): (80)

i

°For the standard decay t ! W * b, the situation is quite di erent since the SM electrow eak correc—
tions i_S-:A] and the m axin alSU SY electrow eak corrections f_l-]‘] In the -scheme aremuch amaller than for
thedecay t! H* b, namely they are of the order of r. Therefore, for the standard decay t! W * b
there is a signi cant cancellation between the corrections in the -scheme and r in most of the tan
range resulting in a substantially din inished correction in the Gy -schem e.
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T he various tem s contributing to this equation are com puted at the treeJdevel. R ecently,
the SUSY ©CD ocorrections to som e of these supersym m etric m odes have been evaluated
and in some cases may be inportant 58]. Sin ilarly, we treat the com putation of the
partialw idth ofthe standardmodet! W * b at the treedevel. T his is justi ed since, as
shown in Refs.[17,18,19,59], this decay cannot in generaldevelop large supersymm etric
radiative corrections, or at least as large asto be com parable to thoss a ecting the charged
Higgsm ode (forthe sam e value ofthe nput param eters). T he reason for it stem s from the
very di erent structure of the counterterm s for both decays; In particular, the standard
decay m ode of the top quark does not Involre the m ass renom alization countertem s for
the extemal ferm ion lines, and as a consequence the aforem entioned large quantum e ects
associated to the bottom quark sslfenergy at high tan are not possble.

F igures 820 and 2223 display a ckarcut resum e of our num erical results. W e w ish
to point out that they have been thoroughly checked. Scak independence of , eq.(77),
and cancellation of UV -divergences have been explicitly veri ed. M ost of the analytical
and num erical calculations have been doubled. In particular, we have constructed two
Independent num erical codes and checked that the two approaches perfectly agree at
di erent stages. In allour num erical evaluationswe have In posed the follow Ing restriction
on the non-SM contributions to the -param eter P1I:

new < 0:003: (81)

To start with, we concentrate on the case < 0, whith we study in Figs820. (The
cae > 0 is studied apart n Figs22-23 and willbe comm ented later on.) W e cbserve
that, for negative , the leading SUSYQCD e ectson  are positive. This m eans that
In these circum stances the potentially large strong supersymm etric e ects are In frank
com petition with the conventional Q CD corrections, which are also very large and stay
always negative asw illbe discussed lateron.

Needless to say, a crucial param eter to be Investigated istan . In Fig8 we plt
the treedevel width, o ! H ' b), and the total partial width, yssy € ! H ' b),
com prising allthe M SSM e ects, as a function oftan . A typical sst of param eters is
chosen well within canonical expectations (see below ); the individual In uence of each
one of them is tested In Figsl0 to 20. Also shown in Fig.8 is the (treedevel) partial
width of the standard top quark decay t ! W * b, which is (as noted above) far less
sensitive to quantum corrections. For convenience, we have Inclided n Fig.8 a plt of

ocp (€! HT D), ie. the partialw idth that would be obtained in the presence ofonly the
standard Q CD corrections. In practice, this is tantam ount to saying that 4cp €! H * b)
is the partial width that would be expected in the absence of SUSY e ects, for the
electrow eak non-supersym m etric corrections tum out to be negliglble versus the ordinary
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QCD e ects.

From eq.(9) i is clearthat, for large (resp. sm all) tan , the renom alized form factor
yielding the buk of the SUSY contrlbution is ; (. ). To appraise the relative
in portance ofthe varioustypesofM SSM e ectson (! H ' b), n Figs.9a-9 we provide
plots for the correction to the partialw idth, eq.(77), and to the branching ratio, eq.{79),
as a function of tan , re ecting the various individual contributions. Speci cally, we
show in Fig.9a:

(1) The supersym m etric electroweak contribution from genuine R -odd) sparticles
(denoted sysy mw )s 1e. from sfem ions (squarks and skptons), charginos and
neutralinos;

(i) T he electrow eak contribution from non-supersym m etric R -even) particles ¢y ) -
Tt is com posad of two distinct types of e ects, nam ely, those from H iggs and G old—
stone bosons (collectively called \H iggs" contrdbution, and denoted g i54s) plus the
leading SM e ects 0] from conventional ferm ions ( gy ):

EW = HiggsT sM 7 (82)

T he rem aining non-supersym m etric electroweak e ects are sublading and are ne-
glected.

(iii) T he strong supersym m etric contrbution (denoted by sysy ocp ) from squarks

and gluiinos;

(iv) The strong contribution from conventional quarks and gluons (labelled gcp );

and

(v) The totalM SSM contrbution, y sgm , nam ely, the net sum of all the previous
contributions:

MssM = susy Ew T Ew T susy ocp T ocp ¢ (83)

In Fig9b we re ect the inpact of the M SSM on the branching ratio, as a function of
tan ; also shown are the treelevel value of the branching ratio and the latter quantity
after mcluding the (on-supersymm etric) QCD oorrections. A typical common st of
Inputshasbeen chosen in F igs.9a-9b such that the supersym m etric electrow eak corrections
reinforce the strong supersym m etric e ects (SUSY -©Q CD ).Forthis set of nputs, the total
M SSM correction to the partialwidth oft ! H ' bispositive ortan > 20 (@pprox.).
Rem arkably enough, this is so In spite of the huge negative e ects induced by QCD . In
fact, we see that the gluon e ects are overridden by the gluino e ects provided tan is
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su ciently large, to be concrete for tan 30. Beyond this value, the strenght of the
supersym m etric Joops becom es rapidly overwheln ing; eg. at the representative value
tan = m&=mp,= 35we nd ygsu ' +27%;and attan ' 50, which is the preferred
value clain ed by SO (10) Yukawa coupling uni cation m odels [ 1], the correction isalready

Mssm | +55% .Quite In contrast, at thattan onewould expect, in the absence 0£SU SY
e ects, a QCD) correction ofabout 57% , ie. virtually of the sam e size but opposite In
sign!.

Com ing back to Fig.8, we see that, after including the SUSY e ects, the partialw idth
oft! H ' bequalsthe partialw idth ofthe standard decay t ! W * bnearthe \SO (10)"
point tan = 50. (The m esting point is actually a bit earlier n tan , after taking Into
acoount the known 17, 18], negative, SUSY correctionsto t ! W * b, but this e ect is
not shown In the gure since i is relatively an all) Now, for the typical set of param eter
values Introduced i Fig.8, the top quark decay width into SUSY particks, eq.@0), is
rather tiny. Thus it is not surprising that In these conditions the branching ratio of
the charged H iggs m ode can be rem arkably high: BR ¢! H " b) ’ 50%, ie. basically
50% 50% wversus the standard decay m ode. In contrast, the branching ratio w ithout
SUSY e ects (le. essentially the Q CD -corrected branching ratio) is much sn aller: at
the characteristic SO (10) value, tan = 50, it barely reaches 20% . C learly, if the SUSY
quantum e ects are there, they could hardly be m issed!.

A s noted before, even though the dom lnant M SSM e ects are, by far, the QCD and
SUSYQCD ones, they have opposite signs. T herefore, there is a crossover point of the
tw o strongly interacting dynam ics, where the conventionalQ CD loops are fully counter-
balanced by the SUSY QCD Iloops. This leads to a funny situation, nam ely, that at the
vichhity ofthat point the totalM SSM correction isgiven by jast the sublading, albeit non—
negligble, electroweak supersym m etric contribution: yssy ' susy ew - L he crossover
point occursattan > 32’ m&=my, where sysy gw -~ 20. For larger and larger tan
beyond m =m 1, the total (@nd positive) M SSM ocorrection grow s very fast, aswe have said,
since the SUSY QCD loops largely overcom pensate the standard Q CD ocorrections. Asa
resul, the net e ect on the partial w idth appears to be opposite In sign to what m ight
naively be \expected" (ie. the QCD sign). O f course, this is not a general resul since
it depends on the actual values of the M SSM param eters. In the follow ng we wish to
explore the various param eter dependences and in particular we want to assess w hether
a favourable situation as the one jist described is likely to happen In an am pl portion of
the M SSM param eter space. In particular, the valuietan = m=my = 35 willbe chosen
In all our plots where that param etermust be xed. W e consider it as representative of
the ow end ofthe high tan segment, eq.(I']). Thustan = m=m, = 35 behaves as a
sort of threshold point beyond which theM SSM quantum e ectsont! H *btakeo so
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fast that they should have ndelble experin ental consequences on top quark physics.

A s regards to the non-supersym m etric electroweak corrections, gy , i is apparent
from Fig.9a that they are very am all, especially in the high tan segment. A lso in the
very low tan segment, 05 tan < 1, py is relatively an all; and this is so not only
because both j 44 and sy becom e never too large in absolute value, but also because
In that region there is a cancellation between 54 < 0 and ¢y > 0. As it happens, we
end up w ith the fact that the com plicated H iggs e ects result in a very tiny contribution,
except in the very Iow tan end, whereeg. they can reach 15% attan ' 0:5. In this
comer of the param eter space, jigs becom es the dom nant part of y ssu , being even
larger than the QCD e ects, which stay at the kevel of 8%, and also larger than the
SUSY-QCD and SUSY-EW oorrections, which rem aln below + 4% and 1% , respectively.

W e have treated In detailthe very low tan segm ent by including the one-loop renor-
m alization of the H iggsm asses P5]. This is necessary In order to avoid that the lightest
CP-even H iggsm ass etther vanichesattan = 1 orbeocom es lighter than the phenom eno—
logicalbounds near that value. In passing, we have checked that the one-loop shift ofthe
m asses, aswell as of the CP-even m ixIng angle, , has little in pact on the partialw idth
oft! H' bin the entire range oftan , eq.(13). They entail at m ost an additional 5%
negative shift of y sqy I the very Iow tan regiort'd. It is precisely in this region where
the H iggse ects could be expected of som e relevance, and thus w here the renom alization
ofthe CP -even m ixing angl could have Introduced som e noticeable change in the neutral
H iggs couplings. Q uite on the contrary, at high tan the comresponding e ect is found
to be of order one per m il and is thus negligbly snall. On the other hand, a sinpl
Inspection ofFigs.8 and 9b show s that even In the very Iow tan ballpark, where there
m ay be som e ten percent e ect from the H iggs sector, the rising of the treelevel w idth is
so fast that it becom es very hard to isolate these corrections. W e conclude that, despite
the rather Jarge num ber of diagram s Involved, the overall yield from the H iggs sector of
theM SSM ont! H* bisrathermeagre in thewholketan range {13). Thisfact issome-
what surprising and was not obvious a prior, due to the presence of enhanced Yukawa
couplings ) In the whole pkthora of H iggs diagram s. The cancellations involved are
rem iniscent of the scanty SUSY H iggs e ects obtained for the standard top quark decay
t! W ' b9l

W e com e now to brie y discuss the standard QCD e ectsup to O ( ), which involve
one-loop glion corrections and gluon brem sstrahlung [14]. A s it isplain from Fig.9a, gcp
is negativede nite and very Inportant in the high tan segment. It quikly saturates

10T perform that check, we have included both the stop and sbottom contrbutions to the one-loop
H iggsm ass relations. A set of 7 Independent param eters hasbeen used to fully characterize these e ects,
viz. My ; ;tan ;m B, 1M g iAp;AtL). W e refrain from w riting out the cum bersom e form ulae ﬂ_2§‘]
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fortan > 10 at a large value of order 60% . Therefore, the QCD e ects need to be
considered in order to isolate the virtual SUSY signature {14]. T he leading behaviour of
the standard QCD ocom ponent in the relative correction {77) can be easily assessed by

considering the follow Ing asym ptotic form ula

2 M2, 2
2 . 8- 15 1215(mf)tan2 +mZoot? )+ 3@+ tan? 2—mH§ ot )mih 2—%

cp ~
° 3 mZtan? + m?oot?

which we have obtained by expanding the exact oneJoop Hrmulaup toO (mZ=m Z;M 7.,

14

84)

2
t

Here | sm?), nomalizedas ;M 7)’ 0:12.Thebi log factor Ih n 2=m ?) orighates

=m

from the running b-quark m ass evaluated at the top quark scale. T he correction is seen

to be always negative. W e point out that whilk we have used the exact O ( ) fomula for

the num erical evaluation, the approxin ate expression given above is su ciently accurate

to convey the general features to be expected both at Iow and athigh tan . In particular,
formp, 6 0Oand tan In the relevant high ssgm ent (1), the Q CD correction becom es very

large and saturates at the value

q
’ 62% (tan >> me=m,’ 6):

2 ¢ 82 15
36
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).

(The exact O ( 45) fomula gives slightly below 60% ) At low values of tan , the

ocorrections are much snaller, as i llows from the approxin ate expression gcp

( <= )@8°? 15)=18 ’ 12% . W e ram ark that form, = 0 the dependence on tan

totally disappears from eg.(4), so that one would never be ablk to suspect the large
contrbution (83) in the high tan regine. The lini m;, = 0, neverthekss, has been
considered for the standard Q CD corrections in som e places of the literature {6, 61] but,
as we have seen, it is untenable unless one concentrates on values of tan of order 1,
In which case the wlevance of our decay for SUSY is doom ed to cblivion. This situa—
tion is sim ilar to the one m entioned above conceming the SUSY © CD corrections in the
linitmy = 0, which leads to an scenario totally blind to the outstanding supersym m etric
quantum e ects cbtained form , 6 0 at high tan [[5]. W e stress that in spite of the

respectable size of the standard QCD e ects, they beocom e fast stuck at the saturation
valie (85), which is independent oftan . On the contrary, the SUSY -QCD e ects grow

endlessly wih tan and thus rapidly overtake the standard Q CD prediction.

W orth noticing is the evolution of the quantities (77) and (79) as a function of the
gluinom ass (C f. Figsl0a-10b). O foourse, only the SUSY ©QCD com ponent is sensitive to
m 4. A though the SUSYQCD e ects have been ob fct of a particular study in Ref.fL5],
we nd it convenient, to ease com parison, to display the corresponding results in the very
sam e conditions in which the electroweak supersym m etric corrections are presented. The
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steep 2lls In F ig.10a are associated to the presence ofthreshold e ects occurring at points
satisfyingm 4+ m, / m.. An analogous situation was observed in Ref.[l'], 1§] for the
SU SY corrections to the standard top-quark decay. Away from the threshold points, the
behaviour of sysy ocp is an ooth and perfectly consistent w ith perturbation theory. In
F ig.10b, where the branching ratio (79) is plotted, the steep falls at the threshold points
are no longer present since they are com pensated for by the sin ultaneous opening of the
twodbody supersymmetricmodet! g, formg<m¢ mg.

W e em phasize that the relevant ghuino m ass region forthe decay t ! H * b is not the
light gluino region, but the heavy one, the reason being that the im portant sslfenergy
correction m entioned above, eq.(74), nvoles a gluino m ass Insertion. A s a consequence,
virtually for any set of M SSM param eters, there is a well sustained SUSY correction for
any gluino m ass above a certain value, n ourcasem 4 > 250 300G eV . T he correction
raises with the gluino mass up to a Iong at maxinum before bending {very gently {
Into the decoupling regin e (arbeyond 1 TeV ). The fact that the decoupling rate of the
gluinos appears to be so slow has an obvious phenom enological interest.

N ext we consider in detail the sensitivity of our decay on the higgsino-gaugino param —
eters ( ;M ) characterizing the chargino-neutralino m assm atrices (Cf. Appendix A).W e
start with the supersymm etric H iggs m ixing m ass, . A s already stated above, we will
largely concentrate on the < 0 case. Togetherwith Ay > 0 thisyieldsA,. < 0,which
isa su cient condition 2] for the M SSM prediction on BR ! s ) to be compatblke
w ith experin ent in the presence of a relatively light charged H iggsboson (as the one par-
ticipating in the top decay under study) . In fact, it is known that charged H iggs bosons
of O (100) G &V interfere constructively w ith the SM am plitude and would render a nal
valie of BR ! s ) exceedingly high. Fortunately, this situation can be ram edied in
theM SSM since the altemative contribution from charginos and stops tends to cancel the
H iggs contrdbution provided that A < 0. Furthem ore, one m ust also require relatively
light values for the m asses of the lightest representatives of these sparticlkes, as well as
high valuesoftan  {62]; hence one is Jed to a set of conditionswhich t i with nicely to
build up a favourable scenario forthedecay t! H ' b.

The evolution of the individual contrbutions 83), together w ith the total M SSM
yield, as a function of < 0, is shown In Figslla-llb for given values of the other
param eters. W e inm ediately gather from thess guresthat the SUSY QCD correction is
extram ely sensitive to . In fact, sysy gcp grows rather fast with j j. This is already
patent at the kvel of the kading mp=m, e ect given by eq.(74). In all gures where a
de nite < 0 is to be chosen, we have taken the m oderate value = 150GevV . In
thisway, forM ' j j= 150G eV , we guarantee that the lightest chargino m ass is above
the LEP 15 phenomenolbogicalbound: m  ~ 65GeV R4]. Conceming the electroweak
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contribution, we noted above that the com ponent my=my, eq.(/§), actually decreases
wih . However, the dependences in the full gysy gw are m ore com plicated than in

susy ocp and cannot be read o eq.(76). This is evident from Figlla where the total

susy ew 1S fAirly nsensitive to ; ussu , therefore, Inherits its m arked -dependence
basically from the SUSY-©QCD ocomponent. A s for the sensitivity of the corrections on
the SU 2), gaugino soft SU SY -breaking param eter, M , Figl12 conveys inm ediately that
it is virtually non-existent. W e point out that the choice ofM and isalwaysmade in a
range w here the chargino m asses are above 65G &€V .

There is som e slight evolution of the corrections with A, Figl3a), mainly on the
SUSY-QCD side. W e realize that sysy gcp s not perfectly symm etric w ith respect to
the sign ofAp. Once the sign < 0 is chosen, the correction is Jarger for negative values
of Ay, than for positive values. W e have erred on the conservative side by choosing Ay, =
+ 300G eV wherever thisparam eteris xed. AsfarasA. isconcemed, sysy ocp can only
evolve as a function ofthat param eter through vertex corrections, which are proportional
to AL cot (CLf. Appendix A); however, at large tan these are very depressed. The
electroweak correction gysy ew ,InStead, isvery m uch dependent on A ; indeed, a typical
com ponent exhibiting this behaviour is given by eq.(78), which is Inear in A;. The full
dependence, however, is not lnear and is recorded In Fig13b. W e realize that sysy Ew
and yssmw change sign wih A.. The shaded verticalband In Figl3b is excluded by our
choice of param eters n Fig 8.

Another very crucial param eter to be nvestigated is the value ofm ; . This isbecause
the SUSY QCD oorrection hinges a great dealon the value of the soottom m asses, as it
is plain from eq.(/4). As a matter of fact, a too Jarge a value of m ; m ay upside down
the leadership ofthe SUSY QCD e ects. A s a phenom enological Iower bound for all the
squark m asses we take the absolute LEP 15 bound m4  65GeV I26]. However, as a
typicalm ass value for all squarks other than the stop we usem 4 150 200Ge&V $6b).
From Fig.l4a we see that provided m < 300G eV the SUSY-QCD e ects remain dom i
nant, but they steadily go down the larger ism B * T he electroweak correction sysy &w s
on the other hand, is quite sustained w ith increasingm , and there are param eter con g-
urationswhere for su ciently heavy soottom s the supersym m etric electroweak e ects are
larger than the SUSY QCD e ects. However, this is not the m ost lkely situation. The
behaviour of the branching ratio is plotted in Figl4b.

O bviously, the evolution of the SUSY ©CD oorrections w ith the stop m asses is basi-
cally at Figd5) since the leading contribution is ndependent ofm ., . Therefore, it is of
little help to use the strict owermassboundm, ’ 65G eV in our calculation instead of,
say, them ore conservativem,, * 100G €V . Nonetheless, ifwewish tokeep yssyw > O,we
cannot go too farw ith m . , for the electrow eak correction isalso seen todecreasewithm ., .
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Indeed, whereas form, = 65 100GeV onehas sysy gw ~ 20% ,orm. > 250G eV one

nds gsysy sw - 10% . Forheavier stop m asses, yssw eocom es zero or slightly negative.
In this situation, the In print 0£ SUSY lies In the fact that the totalquantum e ect isnot
as negative as predicted by standard QCD , eq.(83).

The in uence from the sleptons and the other squarks is practically irrelevant as
it is bome out by Figsl6a-16b. They enter the correction through oblique (Universal)
quantum corrections. The only exosption are the —skptons ¢ (\staus"), since they are
involved in the processdependent mon-oblique) contrbution eq.f§), where the —Jepton
Yukawa coupling becom es enhanced at large tan . Forthis reason, sysy sy I Figld6b
is som ewhat larger the an aller is the -sneutrino m ass (@ssum ed to be degenerate w ith
the other sheutrinos). In allour calculation we have xed the comm on sneutrino m ass at
200G ev .

W e have also tested the variation of our results as a function of the extemal particle
m asses, nam ely the m asses of the top quark, bottom quark and charged H iggs. A s for the
extemal fermm ion m asses, the corrections them selves are not very sensitive (see Figsl7a
and 18a). Among the SUSY oorrections, the m ost sensitive one on m . (regpectively on
my) IS sysy ew (@EP. susy ocp).- The branching ratios also show som e dependence
Figsl7b and 18b), especially on m,. This e ect ismanhly due to the variation of the
treelevel partial w idths as a function of m and my. As for the charged Higgs m ass,
My+,up tonow it hasbeen xed atM 5+ = 120GeV. We con m from Figd9a that
there is nothing special in the chosen value for that param eter since the sensitivity ofthe
correction is generally low , except near the uninteresting boundary of the phase space
w here the branching ratio Fig.19%) boils down to zero.

W e close our study of the corrections in the < 0 cass by plotting asa function of
tan (seeFig20).Byde nition, isthatpartof yssw orighating from the fullprocess—
dependent tem , €q.(48), which stem s from our de nition oftan on eq.5). This
piece of Infom ation is relevant enough. In fact, it should be recalled that the quantum
corrections describbed In the previous gures are schem e dependent. In particular, they
rely on ourde nition oftan given on eq.5). W hat is not schem e dependent, of course,
is the predicted value of the w idth and branching ratio  igs.8 and %) after incuding all
the radiative corrections. Now , from Fig20 it is clkarthat the -tem isnot negligble,
and so there is a processdependence In our de niion oftan , as it was announced In
Section 3. At rst sight, the -e ectsarenot dram atic since they are an all as com pared
to suysy ocp s but since the latter is cancelled out by standard QCD we end up w ith
being of the order (roughly half the size) of the electroweak correction sysy Ew -

Them ain source ofprocessdependent -e ects lies in the corrections generated by the

-m ass counterterm , m =m , and can be easily picked out In the electrow eak-eigenstate
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basis (see Fig2l) much in the same way as we did for the bm ass counterterm . There
are, however, som e di erences, as can be appraised by com paring the diagram s in F igs.7
and 21, where we see that In the latter case the e ect derives from diagram s hvolving

—skeptons w ith gauginos or m ixed gaugino-higgsinos. An explicit com putation of the
diagram s @) + () In Fig2l yields

@

m g 0 . g O
o = 16 2 M“"tan Ifm.;m ;M ")
g
+ M tan I( ;m.;M); 86
T ( ) (86)

where ¢ = gsy; =g and M %M (Cf. Appendix A) are the soft SUSY -breaking M a—
prana m asses associated to the bino B and winos W , resgoectively, and the function
If;m,;m3) is again given by eq.{75). In the formula above we have profcted, from
the bino diagram in Fig2la, only the keading piece which is proportionalto tan . Even
0, the contrbbution from the w ho-higgsino diagram in Fig21b ismuch larger. Num erical
evaluation ofthe sum of the two contributions on eq.E6) indeed show s that it reproduces
to within few percent the full num erical result (Cf. Fig20) previously obtained In the
m asseigenstate basis, thus con m ing that eq.§6) gives the lading contrbution. In
practice, for a typical choice of param eters as in F ig .8, this contribution is approxin ately
cancelled out by part of the electroweak supersym m etric corrections associated to the
origihalprocesst ! H * b, and one ise ectively left w ith eq.{6) asbeing them ain source
of electrow eak supersym m etric quantum e ects at high tan

F inally, the corrections corresponding to the case where > 0 are studied In Figs22a
and 22b. The problem with > 0 is that, then, the lJarge SUSY ©QCD oorrections have
the sam e (negative) sign as the conventionalQ CD e ects, and as a consequence the total
M SSM correction can easily blow up above 100% , the branching ratio becom ing negative!.
To avoid this disaster (from the point of view of perturbation theory), we enforoe the
SUSY-QCD ocorrection to be analler than in the < 0 case by assum ing an \obesse
SUSY scenario" characterized by very large values for the soottom mass fn, = 600G eV)
and the glunomass fny = 1000GeV ). W e also choose A < 0 so that the electroweak
SU SY correction becom es opposite in sign to the SUSY QCD correction (@ feature that
also applies n the < 0 case, see Figl3b) and In this way the total SUSY oorrection
is further lessened In absolute value. Incidentally, we ram ark that the sin ultaneous sign
change ofboth and A: isalso necessary in ordertokesp A < 0; asnoted above, this is
required in order that theM SSM can be compatblewih BR ! s ) in the presence of
a relatively light charged H iggs. In F ig 23 we bring forward the e ect ofthe new situation
on the total partial width. In the present instance, the physical signature would be to
m easure a partialw idth signi cantly am aller than the one predicted by Q CD .C learly, the
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> 0 At < 0) scenario isnot asappealngasthe < 0 A: < 0) one.

In the end, from the explicit num erical analysis, we have con m ed our expectations
that the SUSYQCD contrdution to (! H * b) isgenerally dom inant. T his conclusion
would not hold only in some (unlkely) cases, eg. if the gluino is very light and/or the
Tightest bottom squark is \obesse" as com pared to lightest top squark, ie. ifthe form er is
unusually m uch heavier than expected. Furthem ore, by restricting oursslves to the case

<0 @A: < 0)weoon m thatat largetan and for typical values of the param eters
the total (standard plus supersymm etric) Q CD correction largely cancels out, laving
a ram ainder on the SUSYQCD side Figs.8-9). In all circum stances the virtual H iggs
e ects ram aln com paratively very small. Around tan = m&=m, ’ 35, one is keft wih
basically the electroweak supersymm etric correction, sysy sw » Which can be sizeable
enough to be pinned down by experin ent. H owever, as stated above, there is in general
a strong rem ainder, sysy ocp * ocp > 0, which grows very fast with tan and it has
thesam e sign as sysy ew - I this Bvourable scenario, the virtual SU SY e ects could be
goectacular. T his is true not only because In the relevant w indow ofparam eter space the
SUSY quantum corrections are by them sslves rather large, but also because they push
Into the opposite direction than the \expected" standard Q CD corrections. As a resul,
the relative deviation between the M SSM prediction and the QCD prediction e ectively
\doubles" the size of the cbservablk e ect, a fact which is de nitely welcom e from the
experin ental point of view .

From all the previous discussion there is one fact standing out which can be hardly
overam phasized: If the charged H iggs decay m ode ofthe top quark, t ! H * b, does show
up wih a branching ratio of order 10% or above (perhaps even as big as 50% ), a fairly
rich event statistics w ill be collected at the Tevatron and especially at the LHC eg. by
m aking use of the denti cation m ethods describbed in Section 2. If, n addition, it com es
out that the dynam ics underlying that decay is truly supersym m etric, then the valuablk
quantum signatures that our calculation has unveiled over an am ple portion ofthe M SSM
param eter space should eventually becom em anifest and, for sure, we could notm issthem .

At present all the collected event statistics basically relies on our experin ental ability
to recognize the top quark decays originating from standard pattems (angular distriou-
tion, energy spectrum , Et topology etc.) associated to the usual D rellY an production
m echanisn . Notw ithstanding, we wish to point out that it should in principle be pos-
sble to clutch at the supersym m etric virtual corrections associated to the vertex tbH
also through an accurate m easuram ent of the various inclusive top quark and H iggs bo—
son production cross sections in hadron colliders. A s an exam pl, In Fig24 we sketch a
few altemative m echanism s which would generate top quark production pattems heavily
hinging on the properties of the interaction tbH -vertex [63]. Thus, whilke this vertex
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could be responsble in part for the decay of the top quark once it is produced, it m ight
as well be at the root of the production process itself at LHC energies, where it could
take over from D rellY an production R§I.

W e cbserve that In som e of these m echanisn s a H iggs boson is produced in associa—
tion, but In som e others (fusion processes) the H iggs boson enters as a virtual particle.
Now, however di erent these production processes m ight be, all of them are sensitive to
the e ective structure ofthe tbH —wvertex. Sin ilarm echanian s can of course be depicted
Ihvolring the neutralH iggsbosons ofthe M SSM interacting w ith tt and bb via enhanced
Yukawa couplings 63]. W hile it goesbeyond the scope of this paper to com pute the SU SY
corrections to the production processes them selves, we have at least faced the detailked
analysis of a partial decay w idth which involves one of the relevant production vertices.
In thisway, a de nite prediction ism ade on the properties of a physical cbservable and,
m oreover, this should su ce both to exhibit the relevance of the SUSY quantum e ects
and to dem onstrate the necessity to incorporate these corrections n a future, truly com —
prehensive, analysis of the cross-sections, nam ely, an analysis w here one would include the
quantum e ects on all the relevant production m echanisn s w ithin the fram ework of the
M SSM . For this reason we think that In the future a precise m easurem ent of the various
(single and double) top quark production cross-sections 64, 65] should be ablk to detect
orto exclude the tbH -vertex aswellas the vertices qgA® h’;H %) nvolving the neutral
H iggs partickes of the M SSM and the third generation quarks g= t;b.

W e conclude our discussion w ith the follow ng rem ark. W hereas, on the one hand, one
expects that som e top quark partialw idths w ill be determ ined w ith an accuracy of 10%
at the upgraded Tevatron and perhaps better than 10% at LHC P8§], on the other hand
we believe that from the point of view of an inclusive m odelindependent m easurem ent
of the total top-quark width, ., the future e’ e supercollider should be a better suited
m achine [66,'67]. For, in an inclusive m easurem ent, allpossbl non-SM e ectsw illappear
on top ofthe corresponding SM e ects already com puted in the literature B7]. M oreover,
as shown in Ref.[p4], one hopes to be able to m easure the total top-quark width in e" e
supercolliders at an unm atched precision of 4% on the basis of a detailed analysis of
the threshold e ects in the cross—section, in particular of the top m om entum distrioution
and the resonance contributions to the forward-badkward asymm etry in the tt threshold
region. Under the assum ption that 5 ' y ,and thatthe SUSY e ectson : are purely
virtuale ects, it ollow s that a Jarge SUSY correction of, say 50% ,tot! H * btransltes
Into a 20% oorrection to .. This e ect could not scape detection. Thus, the com bined
inform ation from a future e” e supercollider and from present and m edium term hadron
m achines can be extrem ely useful to pin down the nature of the cbserved e ects. Our
general conclusion is, therefore, extrem ely encouraging: In view of the potentially large
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size and large variety ofm anifestations, quantum e ects on top quark and H iggs boson
physics could be the clue to the discovery of \virtual" Supersym m etry.
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A ppendix A . Interaction Lagrangian of the M SSM in the
m ass—eigenstate basis

In this appendix we single out speci c pieces of the M SSM Interaction Lagrangian
nvoled in the decay rate of the process t ! H © b. A Ifhough the Lagrangian of the
M SSM is weltknown [], it is always usefill to profct explicitly the relevant pieces and
to cast them In a m ost suitable form for speci ¢ purposes. A s a m atter of fact, we have
produced a com plte set of Feynm an rules for the M SSM using an algebraic com puter
codebased on MATHEMATICA [B8]1. Here we lin it ourselves to quote the Lagrangian
Interactions a ecting the process-dependent parts of our decay and om it the interaction
pieces needed to com pute the universal countertermm structures, whose SM parts are well-
known 0] and the corresponding SUSY contributions are also availablke in the literature
since Jong tin e ago f44]. A Il our interactions are expressed in the m ass-eigenstate basis.

W ithin the context ofthe M SSM we need two H iggs super eld doublts

| |
A ° A
HY A H,
A ’ H2=

i = A
o, HZ

; @.d)

1Y e have corrected severalm istakes in the subset of nules presented in Ref.l_Z-Z_ll] Involring sparticles
and H iggses.
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w ith weak hyperchargesY;, = 1. The (heutralcom ponents ofthe) corresponding scalar
H iggs doublkets give m ass to the down (up) -lke quarks through the VEV < H? >= v
< HJ >= v;). This is seen from the structure ofthe M SSM superpotential §]

W = hHOW + )30 HiJ; @ 2)
w here we have singled out only the Y ukaw a couplings ofthe third quark-squark generation,
;) £;0), as a generdcal fem ion-sfermm ion generation of chiralm atter super elds @ , 0
and D . Their respective scalar (squark) com ponents are:

Q= ; U=t ; D=05; @a3)

with weak hypercharges Yo = +1=3,Y; = 4=3 and % = +2=3. Theprinesih @ 3)
denote the fact that &, = £&; ;&% g are weak-elgenstates, not m ass-eigenstates. T he ratio

V-
tan = —; @ 4)
Vi

is a m ost relevant param eter throughout our analysis.
W e brie y describe the necessary SUSY fom alisn entering our com putations:

The ferm ionic partmers of the weak-eigenstate gauge bosons and H iggs bosons,
called gauginos, B, W , and higgsinos, H', respectively. From them we construct
the fem jonic m asseigenstates, the socalled charginos and neutralinos, by, rst,
form ing the follow Ing three sets of two-com ponent W eyl spinors:

1=f W';H,9; ,=f W ;H.g; @ 5)

"=f BY WHIHIg; @ 6)

which get m ixed up when the neutralH iggs elds aoquire nonvanishing VEV ’s and

then diagonalizing the resulting \ino" m ass Lagrangian

P_
LM = < +j pé]_\D/-[/-[ s ZMWC >
0 " 1
M 0 Mys sy My C sy
1o of 0 M Misa Mzca § o,
2 EMZSSW M, s Gy 0 A
My, C sy MycC gy 0
+ hxc:; @A .7)

where we ram ark the presence of the param eter  Introduced above and of the
soft SUSY -breaking M ajprana masses M and M %, usually related as M M =
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5=3)tan® y , and wherec = cos and s = sih . The corresponding m ass—
elgenstated? (charginos and neutralinos) are the ollow ing:

R
t = Uij?' ; , =C ;= Vijj ; @ 8)

U M VY= diagfM ;M »,g ; NMONy=diang10;:::;Mfg: @ .10)

In practice, we have perfom ed the calculation w ith realm atricesU ,V andN ,sowe
have been using unphysical m asseigenstates (associated to non-positively de nite
chargihoneutralino m asses). The transition from our unphysical m asseigenstate
basisf g f ;; °g intothephysicalmasseigenstatebasisf g f,; gcan
bedoneby ntroducinga sst of param etersas follow s: forevery chargino-neutralino
whose m assm atrix eigenvalue isM ;M the proper physical state, , is given by

(

if =1
= 1
5 if = 1; @1
and the physicalm asses for charginos and neutralnosarem = M;andm o =

M?, respectively. N eedless to say, in this real o alisn one JS supposed to propa—
gate the param eters accordingly in allthe relevant couplings, as shown in detail in
Ref. P3]. This procedure is entirely equivalent 9] to use com plex diagonalization
m atrices nsuring that physical states are characterized by a set of positive-de nie
m ass eigenvalues; and for this reason we have m aintained the com plex notation In
all our formulae in Section 4. W hereas for com putations w ith real sparticks the
distinction m atters 23], for virtual sparticles the param eters cancel out, and so
one could use eitherbasisf gorf gw ithout the lnclusion ofthe o©oe cients. W e
have stressed here the di erences between the two bases jist to m ake clearwhat are
the physical charginoneutralino states, when they are referred to in the text.

which are the form jonic partners of the gluons.

A s forthe scalar partners of quarks and lgptons, they are called squarks, &, and skp—
tons, 1, respectively. Again we will use the third quark-squark generation (t;b)
&) as a generical ferm ion-sfermm ion generation. The squark m asseigenstates,

12) e use the ollow ing notation: rst Latin indices a,b,..= 1,2 are reserved for sferm ions, m iddle Latin
indices i,3j..= 1,2 for charginos, and st G reek indices ; ;::= 1;:::;4 Porneutralinos.
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a = fo;o9, if we neglect intergenerationalm ixing, are obtained from the weak-
eigenstateones &, = £§, q; &, @g, through

X @
qoa = Rab s
b
cOoSs q S q

R(q) .
s q cOoSs q

@= tb): @A 12)

The rotation m atrices n @ 12) diagonalize the corresponding stop and sbottom

m ass m atrices:

M 2= M;L+m(2q+0032 (Ts"  Qqsy M ; m M g ;
* m M & MZ +m2+ cos2 Qqsf M7
@ 13)
R @y ;R @ — diagfméz;m;g Mm o My ) ; @A 14)

with T5* the third com ponent of weak isospin, Q the electric charge, and M @ . e
soft SU SY -breaking squark m asses B]. By SU (2);, -gauge invariance, we m ust have
M, =M, ,whereasM . ,M; arein generalndependent param eters.) Them ixing
angk on eq.@A 12) is given by

tan2 = —— 2 2qu§CRIL 2 27 @ 15)
Mg Mg+ cos2 (I 2Q48; M 7
w here
M, =A, cwt ;  MP, = A, tan ; @ 16)

are, respectively, the stop and soottom o -diagonal m ixing tem s on eg.@ 13).
Furthem ore, isthe SUSY Higgsm ass param eter In the superpotential, and Ay,
are the trilinear soft SU SY -breaking param eters. W e shallassum ethat Apj< 3M 4,
where M , is the average soft SUSY -breaking m ass appearing in the m ass m atrix
@ 13); this relation roughly corresponds to the necessary, though not su cient,
condition for the absence of colourbreaking m nin a [/41.

T he charged skepton m asseigenstates can be cbtained In a sin ilarway after straight-
forw ard substitutions in them assm atrices, w ith the only proviso that there isno ~,
so that ~, is itself the sneutrino m asseigenstate, hence R;) = Ounlkssa=b=1

whereR|;' = 1.

N ext et us describe the relevant pieces ofthe M SSM Interaction Lagrangian involving
the eldsde ned above.

ferm Jjon {sferm ion{ (chargino or neutralino)
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A fter translating the allowed quark-squark-higgsino/gaugino interactions into the

m ass-eigenstate basis, one nds

X X
(t) (t) ©) ©)
L qa = g tcl i A+aiPL+A aiPR b ba i A+aiPL+A aiPR t
a=1;2i=1;2
X X
+op t * A Ppr+a® Py t+n O AP P +a® Py b
2 a=1;2 =154
+ hce. @ 17)
where A (t)ai; A (b;i; A (t)a ;A 00; are

(

c

(t)

®
A, = Ry Uy Roa Uy s
© )
A ai = lea V].Z;
© ® b ©
Ay = R, (NZ+YLta.r1 WN1)+ 2tR2aN3;
®) 5 ®© ©
AT, = 2R, N3 Ytan 4Ry N 18
AP - rOy O . @ .18)
+ai T la il bRZa i
©) ©)
A ai = tRla U12;
©) ©) P
AS = Ry N, Ytan 4N ;) 2, R, N ,;
©) o ©) b ©)
A" = 2 RN 4+ Y tan y RO N ;:

w ih Y; and YRt * the weak hypercharges ofthe left-handed SU (2); doublet and right—
handed singlkt ferm don, and ¢ and , are { Cf. eq.@) { the potentially signi cant
Yukawa ocouplings nom alized to the SU (2);, gauge coupling constant g.

quark { squark {gluino

I r
Lo = p%qa;kgr( )1 Rl(? P Rz(? Pr g+ hc. @A 19)

where T are the GellM ann m atrices. This is Just the SUSY QCD Lagrangian
w ritten in the squark m asseigenstate basis.

squark { squark {H iggs

Ly o= péMg—H BG.t + he. @ 20)

W

w here we have introduced the coupling m atrix
Oy ©

Gap = Rchda Jd
mitan + mZoot M7 sin2 my, ( + Aptan )

= @21
Fe mt( + Agoot ) mtmb(tan + oot ) @ )

chargino{neutralino{charged H iggs

Ly o= gH ° cos Q'Pr+sn QfPrx | + hec. @ 22)
QY = UyN ;+ 55 N ,+tan y N ;)Uy & 23)
QF, = VuN 4 I%(N2+’05‘anN1)\71'23
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G auge interactions

In our calculation we only need the soarticle interactions w ith the W

-quarks
Ly o= pg—zt P.bW * + he. @ 24)
—squarks
L e S R S T
W g = :Lis—ER1a R, W & @ KB+ hc. @ 25)
—charginos and neutralinos
Ly o=qg ° Cct P +CFPr W + hec. @ 26)
( L _ 1
C i = P—EN 3U1-2 N 2Uj_‘|_
R 1 @ 27)
C i = P—EN 4V1‘2 N 2le:

A ppendix B. The Counterterm Zyy

W e discuss the structure of Zyy both In the unitary gauge and in the Feynm an
gauge. In order to renom alize the m ixed selfenergy %" (?), a m ixing countertem
m ust be ntroduced in the wave function of W

1=2 Z
wo!oz' W +—"@H : ® 1)
w
B .1 U nitary gauge
If one chooses to work in the unitary gauge, then the renom alization is straightfor-

ward:
1 2 + : + +
Lyg = ZF F +M W'W ! La=My Zyy W Q@H W'@H ): B2)

In this gauge the corresponding renom alized 2-point G reen function reads Fig25a):

n ) # i g k k
i i Z M
- . HW (k ) + lk M[s H W - . . CB 3)
k? M2 My My k2 M2
T hus, a renom alized selfenergy can be de ned as ollow s:
AHW (kz) = HW (kz) M(,? Zy w ®B 4)

Now wemust In pose a renom alization condition on ~HW &?); and we choose it in a way

that the physical H iggs does not m ix w ith the physical W

“hw M2 )=0=) Zyy = ———2 " ® 5)



B 2 Feynm an gauge
A swe carry out our calculation in the Feynm an gauge, we would also lke to perfom
the renom alization of the H iggs sector in that gauge. The Lagrangian is sketched as
ollow s K(1:
L=1Lc+ Lgr + Lpp B 6)

where Lgr stands for the gauge- xing term 1In that gauge,

Lgrp = F'F +:: € ew " My GY) ®.7)
and Lyp = 2 @F3=QR ® P is the Faddeev-Popov ghost Lagrangian constructed from
FP and antiFP Grassnann scalar elds ; . Since we are interested in the charged
gauget iggs W H ) and charged G oldstoneH iggs G H ) m ixing tem s in that

gauge, we have singled out just the relevant term on eq.(B 7).
The relationship w ith the original weak-eigenstate com ponents on eq.@ 1) is the ol
low ing: . .
H? B 2 cS §+ : ® 2)
A s is wellknown, although the classical Lagrangian, L., also contains a nonvanishing
m ixing am ong the weak gauge boson elds, W , and the G oldstone boson eds, G ,
nam ely
Lgy = My W @ G + hx; ® .9)

the latter is cancelled (in the action) by a piece contained in Ly . Now , affer substituting
the renom alization transform ation for the H iggs doublets, eq.£3), on the H iggs boson
kinetictem with SU 2); U (1) gauge covariant derivative, one easily progcts out the
follow Ing relevant counterterm s

L % @H'@H + Z; @G'@G

+ Zyg @H @G "+hwx:+ Zyy My W Q@QH' + hwx: + :: ®.10)

w here )
and
Zng = s c ( Zyg, G,) i 4
Zyy = S C }(ZHZ G,)+ e ® 12)
2 tan

T he renom alization transfom ation ©orthe VEV ’s of the H iggs potential &),
|
han Vi ® 13)

1=2 1
v; ! ZH V;+ w)= 1+ —
* Vi 2

Zy

i
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In plies that the counterterm to tan  is related to the fiindam ental countertemm s in the
H iggs potential by
e %) : B 14)
tan Vo Vi 2 "z v

If one in poses the usual on-shell renom alization conditions for the A °+boson, one has

tan + oot

Zay .= g az M a0) ® 15)
Z

In addition, there is anotherm ixing term between H and G orighating from them ass
m atrix of the H iggs sector @3]. This one loop m xture is contained in:
1 |

M P2 B g b
Vb= H+bG+b Q@ g éaVb A . ; (B.l6)
P p_ G

2vb 2vP

where we have attached a superscript b to bare quantities, and t; are the tadpol coun—

tertermm s
b = sin ( ) o + cos ( ) to
17
L = sh( ) to + cos ( ) Go: ® )
W e are now ready to nd an expression for the m ixed 2-point G reen functions F igs25a
and 25b). A sthem ixing Lagrangian between H andW on eq. 8 4) isthe same ason
eq. B 10), the 2point G reen function will have the sam e expression (B 3) but w ith the

W propagator In the Feynm an gauge, nam ely:

n #
. . 2 .
i i Z
_ K an K )+ K M(,? H W 19 .
k? M2 M y My k2 M2
i oy (J<2)# i
_ . k HW - HW . CB.l8)
k2 M2 M 4 k2 M7
Next we Inpose S aw (le ) = 0 as before, kading to the sam e fom al expression for
Zyw as i eq.B 5). However, as a new ingredient, we now have the m ixed H G

slfenergy: 1

7i ine &)+ k% Zug -pEg : ® .19)
k2 M2 2w k? Mg
This allow s us to de ne renom alized selfenergies, B 4) and
“ae 6= e &) K zHG+p§—vb: ® 20)

Them ixed selfenergies "y %) and "¢ k?) obey the Hllow ing Slavnov-T ayor identity :

kZAHw (kz) M\% AHG (k2)= 0: B 21)
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This identity is derived from a BRS transform ation involving the G reen function con-
structed with an antiFP eld and the charged Higgs eld: < Ojgrs ( TH')P >= 0.
Follow ing the standard procedure [71)] one inm ediately gets:

<SOF*H"P>=<0RW +H" My G'H"P>=0; B 22)
which In m om entum space reads
k HW +MW HG:0 (B.23)

w ith . N , _
HG L A 2," L
e &)
k2 M2 4 k2 M2

C karly, eq.8 23) inplies eq.B 21). T he latter dentity guarantees that the contrbution
toourdecay t ! H* b from the two diagram s n Figs. 25a and 25b vanishes since no

B 24)

m ixing is generated am ong the physical boson H and the renom alized elds G and
W : yeM2 )= "yy M2 )= 0. There is of course another Slavnov-Taylor identity,
derived In a sim ilarm anner, which insures that the renom alized m ixing between G and
W  also vanishes. Thus we have proven that the expression or Zyy is fomm ally the
sam e In both uniary and Feynm an gauges, but that in the latter gauge one m ust take
Into acoount the additional renom alization of the m ixed selfenergy g -

A ppendix C .Vertex functions

In this appendix we brie y collect, for notational convenience, the basic vertex fiinc-
tions frequently referred to In the text. D in ensional regularization is used throughout.
T he given form ulas are exact for arbitrary Intemalm asses and extemalon-shellm cm enta.
M ost ofthem are an adaptation totheg = f+ gm etric of the standard form ulae

of ref.[72]. T he basic one, two and three-point scalar fiunctions are:
Z

1
Rof) = g i € 1)
. F m?] )
By o;m 1; = § ;
o ©Eim 1;m ) dqhz 21t p)?  ml) C 2)
z 1
Coto;k;mismoms)= d&° ; C 3)
o Brkim L im 27m 3 T nillgr p? millg+ pt kP ml]
using the integration m easure -
Fq 4L C 4)
B er

T he two and threepoint tensor flinctions needed for our calculation are the follow ing
z

B ;B limi;m,)= dg 499

F millg+ p)? m3]

; C 5)
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CoiC ;C I(ikim;my;m3) =
Z
P iaql

a :
T wlla+ p? milla+ p+ K2 ml]

C .6)

By Lorentz covariance, they can be decom posed In temm s of the above basic scalar func-

tions and the extermalm om enta:

B @imi;mz) = pBif/mi;my):

B (mimy) = ppBxP/mijmz)+ g BypPimimy):
Cotpiksmismoims) = Bokimo;ms)+ miCoojkimi;mo;ms):
C (ikimymymsz) = ppCunt+tkkCop+ Pk +kp)Cust+tg Coy CJ7)

where we have de ned the Lorentz invariant fiinctions:

1
Bi/my;my) = 2—pzp~0(m1) Aym,) fiBofimi;my)]; C 8)
1
By ojmy;my) = 2102(1171)[@ 2)B ;)  2miB, fo;m 1;m )
nfiB; ;m;m»)]; € .9)
1
By imi;my) = m)ﬁo(mz)"'szBo@;ml;mz)"'lelfpiml;mz)]i(C-lo)
! !
Cn  _ v Bo+ kjmy;msz) Bykymyms) £Cy ; C 11)
Cr2 Bo/my;my) Byf+ kjmi;msz) £Cy
! !
Car  _ v Bi+ kimijms)+ Bokimzims) £HCi1; 2G| C 12)
Cas Bi/mi;;m;) B+ kym;;ms) £Cyy ’
1
Cop = £ k + k;m ;;m B ;T o ;M C
27 DK (kP PkB; o+ kimq;m3) 1kimoims)  £Cq2] C 13)
+p°[ B+ k;my;ms)  £5Ci; 2Culg;
1
Cou= m)[Bo(k;mzim 3)+ 2m§Co+ £:.C11 + £2C1215 C 14)

the factors f;,; and thematrix Y,

f; = p2+m§ mg;
f, = k% + 2pk+m§ mg;
!
1 k? k
v = e C 15)

2p’k* (k¥ pk P
The UV divergences forn ! 4 can be param etrized as

n 4;
2
= -+ . ha); € .16)
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being , the Euler constant. In the end one is kft with the evaluation of the scalar
one-loop functions:

i, m
Agm) = 16 2 m “ ( 1+ h—); € a17)
i o
Boimq;my) = 16 2 th = 2+ hi e 1)]
X1 X5
tx + % ; C 18)
X1 1 X5 1
i 1 1
Cofsksmqi;my;ms) = - € 19)

w ih

}_l_m% m; 1

2 2072 2072
~ p_ _ P

B {y o 22k {y+

Xip = Xip Eim;my) = 2 °im i;m 5); € 20)

®;y;z) = z)%1;

and where isa bookkesping device for the follow ng altemate sum of twelve (com plex)
Spence functions:

! 1 ! .
- sp Y1 ‘ Sp Y1 -+ sp Y1 . Sp Y1 .
i 3 iz Vi 2 ' Vi 2 |
! . ! .
Sp Yo _ 4 sp Y2 - Sp Y2 _ 4 osp Y2 -
& %Il & %l' Y2 %ll Y2 Z \
! a ! a
sp — £ sp L= 4gp B sp £~ . o1
Y3 3 Y3 3" Y3 3" Y3 -
T he Spence function is de ned as
A
1n@ zt)
Spz) = —dt; C 22)
0 t
and we have set, on one hand:
Zi, = Xiplimaimi);
Z, = Xip@+ kimsmy);
ziy = xipkimaimy); € 23)
and on the other:
Yo Yo 1 g+h
= + — . = e = _ — C -24
Y1 Yo i ¥ 1 ’ Y3 ’ Yo 2 pk n p2 ’ ( )
where
g= ¥+m3 mi; h= P 2pk m+m7i; C 25)
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and isa root (@always real for extemal on-shellm om enta) of
PP+ 20k +¥=0: C 26)

D erivatives of som e 2-point fiinctions are also needed in the calculation of selfenergies,
and we use the llow Ing notation :

@

e Eimaims) B” (ojm 1/m 2) : € 27)

W e can obtain all the derivatives from the basic B{:
o
BJo;mi;m,) = - i+ !
PR 162 p  2eimim})
X1 1 X2 1
& 1h % & 1) i (€ 28)
X1 X2

which has a threshold for pj= m; + m, and a pssudo-threshold for pj= dn; m,3
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Figure C aptions

Fig.l The lowest-order Feynm an diagram for the charged H iggs decay of the top
quark.

Fig.2 Feynm an diagram s, up to one-loop order, for the electroweak SUSY vertex
corrections to the decay processt ! H ' b. Each onedoop diagram is summ ed
over all possible values of the m asselgenstate charginos ( ; ;i= 1;2), neutralinos
( °; = 1;:u:54), stop and soottom squarks @& ;% ;a;b= 1;2).

F ig.3 Feynm an diagram s, up to one-loop order, for the H iggs and G oldstone boson
vertex corrections to the decay processt! H * b.

Fig4 Elctroweak selfenergy corrections to the top and bottom quark extemal
lines from the various supersym m etric particles, H iggs and G oldstone bosons.

F ig.5 C orrections to the charged H iggs selfenergy from the various supersym m etric
particles and m atter ferm ions. O nly the third quark-squark generation is ilustrated.

F ig.6 Correctionsto them ixed W' H' selfenergy from the various supersym m e—
tric particlkes and m atter ferm ions. O nly the third quark-squark generation is illus—
trated.

Fig.7 (@) Leading SUSY ©QCD ocontrbutionsto m=m In the electrow eak-eigenstate
basis; ) Leading supersym m etric Yukaw a coupling contrlbbutionsto my=m , In the
electrow eak-eigenstate basis.

F ig .8 Thetotalpartialwidth, y ssy € ! H © b), ncludingallM SSM e ects, versus
tan , as compared to the treedevel width and the Q CD -corrected width. Also
plotted is the treeJdevel partial w idth of the standard top quark decay, t ! W * b.
The m asses of the top and bottom quarks arem = 175G&V and my, = 5G€&V,
respectively, and the rest of the inputs are explicitly given. W e ram ark that A, =
Ap= :: A isa common value of the trilinear coupling for all squark and slepton
generations. Unless explicitly stated otherw ise, the nputs staying at xed values in

the ram alning gures are comm on to the values stated here.

Fig.9 (@) The reltive corrections , eg.(/7), as a function of tan . Shown are
the SUSY EW , standard EW (ie. non-supersym m etric electroweak), SUSYQCD,
standard QCD, and total M SSM contrbution, eq.(83); ®) The branching ratio
(79), as a function of tan ; separately shown are the values of this observable
after ncluding standard Q CD corrections, fullM SSM corrections, and the tree-level

value.

58



Fig.l0 (@) The relative corrections , eq.(77), as a function of the gluino m ass,
m 4, for the SUSY -EW , standard EW , SUSY-QCD, standard QCD contributions,
and totalM SSM contridbution, (o) AsInh @), but for the treedevel and fullM SSM —
corrected branching ratios (/9). W e have sst tan = m¢=m, = 35. This value is
mahtained n all gureswhere tan is xed.

Fig.ll (@) The relative corrections ,eq.(77), as a function of the supersym m etric
H iggsm ixing param eter, , for the various contrbutionsasin Fig.9a; ) Asih @),
but for the sam e branching ratios as n Fig10b.

F ig.12 D ependence of , eq.(77), on the SU (2)gaugino soft SUSY -breaking m ass,
M , assum ing that the U (1)y gaugihomass, M °, is related toM through M =M =
g tan? . The sam e individual and total contributions as in F ig.9a are shown.

Fig.l3 (@) The relative corrections , eq.(77), as a fiunction of the trilinear soft
SU SY breaking param eter A, in the bottom sector. The other trilnear couplings
arekeptasin Fig8; o) Asn @),but forthe trilnear soft SU SY -breaking param eter
A In the top sector. Shown are the sam e individual and total contributions as In
Fig.9a.

Fig.l4 (@) The relative corrections , eq.(77), as a function ofthe lightest soottom
mass,my , forthe various contrbutionsas in Fig.9a; (o) Asin @), but forthe same

branching ratios as In Fig.10b.

Fig.15 The reltive corrections , eq.(77), as a function of the Iightest stop m ass,

m ., , for the various contrbutions as in Fig.9a.

Fig.l6 (a) The relatie corrections ,eq.(V7), asa fiinction ofthe up-squark m asses

m g M,, = M, . The csquarks are assum ed to be degenerate w ith the up-squarks;

1

) asa function of the sheutrino m asses, assum ed to be degenerate.

Fig.l7 (@) The relative corrections , eq.(77), as a function of the top quark m ass
within about 2 ofthe present experim ental range at the Tevatron. o) Asi (@),
but for the sam e branching ratios as n Fig10b.

Fig.l8 (@) The relative correction , eg.(V7), as a function of the bottom quark
mass. ) Asin @), but for the sam e branching ratiosas n Figl0b.

Fig.l19 (a) The relative corrections , eq.(77), as a function of the charged H iggs
mass; ) Asin @), but for the sam e branching ratios as in Fig.10b.
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Fig20 The supersymmetric (sysy gw ) and non-supersymmetric ( gy ) elec
troweak contrbutions to , eq.(77), from the processdependent tem  , eq.@8),
as a function of tan

F ig .21 Leading supersym m etric electrow eak contrbutionsto m=m in theelectro-
weak-eigenstate basis.

Fig.22 (a) The relative corrections , eq.(77), as a function of the lightest sbottom
quark m ass, orpositive = + 150G €V , negative A, and given values of the other
param eters. In this case, huge valies of m, are needed In order to damp the
absolute value of the total correction down to 100% ; (o) Asin @), but forthe same
branching ratios as In Fig.10b.

Fig.23 The totalpartialwidth, (¢! H' b), ncluding allM SSM e ects, versus
tan , for the sam e nputs as In Fig22a, as com pared to the treelevel w idth and
the Q CD ~corrected w idth. A typicalvalue ofm ; within the range used in Fig22a
is selected. A Iso plotted is the treedevel partial w idth of the standard top quark
decay t! W * b.

Fig.24 Typical diagram s for top quark and charged H iggs production in hadron
colliders involving the relevant tbH -vertex.

Fig.25 The m ixed blobs W* HY and G* H* at any order of perturbation
theory.
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