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A B ST R A C T

W e analyze the one-loop e�ects (strong and electroweak) on the unconven-

tionaltop quark decay m ode t ! H + b within the M SSM .The results are

presented in theon-shellrenorm alization schem ewith a physically wellm oti-

vated de�nition oftan�. The study ofthis process atthe quantum levelis

usefulto unravelthe potentialsupersym m etric nature ofthe charged Higgs

em erging from thatdecay. Ascom pared with the standard m ode t! W + b,

thecorrectionsto t! H + barelarge,slowly decoupling and persistata size-

ableleveleven forallsparticlem asseswellabovetheLEP 200discovery range.

Asa m atteroffact,the potentialsize ofthe SUSY e�ects,which am ountto

corrections ofseveralten percent,could counterbalance the standard QCD

correctionsand even m akethem to appearwith the\wrong" sign.Therefore,

ifthe charged Higgsdecay ofthe top quark iskinem atically allowed {a pos-

sibility which is not excluded by the recent m easurem ents ofthe branching

ratio B R(t! W + b)atthe Tevatron { itcould be an invaluable laboratory

to search for\virtual" supersym m etry. W hile a �rstsigni�canttestofthese

e�ectscould possibly beperform ed attheupgraded Tevatron,a m oreprecise

veri�cation would m ostlikely becarried outin futureexperim entsattheLHC.
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1. Introduction

Recently,theStandardM odel(SM )ofthestrongandelectroweakinteractionshasbeen

crowned with thediscovery ofthepenultim atebuilding block ofitstheoreticalstructure:

the top quark,t[1]. At present the best determ ination ofthe top-quark m ass at the

Tevatron readsasfollows[2]:

m t = 175� 6 GeV : (1)

W hiletheSM hasbeen am ostsuccessfulfram eworktodescribethephenom enology ofthe

strong and electroweak interactionsforthe lastthirty years,the top quark itselfstood,

at a purely theoreticallevel{nam ely,on the grounds ofrequiring internalconsistency,

such asgauge invariance and renorm alizability{asa �rm prediction ofthe SM since the

very con�rm ation oftheexistenceofthebottom quark and them easurem entofitsweak

isospin quantum num bers[3]. W ith the �nding ofthe top quark,the m attercontent of

the SM hasbeen fully accounted forby experim ent. Still,the lastbuilding block ofthe

SM ,viz.thefundam entalHiggsscalar,hasnotbeen found yet,which m eansthatin spite

ofthe greatsigni�cance ofthe top quark discovery the theoreticalm echanism by which

allparticlesacquiretheirm assesin theSM rem ainsexperim entally uncon�rm ed.Thus,it

isnotclearatpresentwhethertheSM willrem ain asthelastword in thephenom enology

ofthestrong and electroweak interactionsaround theFerm i’sscaleorwhetheritwillbe

eventually subsum ed within alargerand m orefundam entaltheory.Thesearch forphysics

beyond the SM ,therefore,far from been accom plished,m ust continue with redoubled

e�orts.Fortunately,thepeculiarnatureofthetop quark (in particularitslargem ass{in

fact,perhapstheheaviestparticlein theSM !{ and itscharacteristicinteractionswith the

scalarparticles)m ay help decisively to unearth any vestige ofphysicsbeyond theSM .

W eenvisageatleastfourwideavenuesofinteresting new physicspotentially conveyed

by top quark dynam ics and which could o�er us the clue to solving the nature ofthe

spontaneoussym m etry breaking (SSB)m echanism ,to wit: i)The \Top M ode" realiza-

tion(s)ofthe SSB m echanism ,i.e. SSB withoutfundam entalHiggs scalars,butrather

through the existence oft�tcondensates[4];ii) The extended Technicolour M odels;also

without Higgs particles,and giving rise to residualnon-oblique interactions ofthe top

quark with theweak gaugebosons[5];iii)The non-linear(chiralLagrangian)realization

ofthe SU(2)L � U(1)Y gauge sym m etry[6],which m ay eitheraccom m odate ordispense

with the Higgs scalars. Itcan also generate additional(i.e. non-standard)non-oblique

interactionsofthe top quark with the weak gauge bosons[7];and iv)The supersym m e-

tric(SUSY)realization oftheSM ,such astheM inim alSupersym m etricStandard M odel

(M SSM )[8],where also a lotofpotentialnew phenom enology spurred by top and Higgs

physicsm ightbecreeping in hereand there.Hintsofthisnew phenom enology m ay show
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up eitherin the form ofdirectorvirtuale�ectsfrom supersym m etric Higgsparticlesor

from the\sparticles" them selves(i.e.theR-odd[8]partnersoftheSM particles),in par-

ticularfrom thetop-squark(\stop")which istheSUSY counterpartofthetop quark.Due

to the huge m assofthe latter,one expectsthatthe top-stop system isone ofthe m ost

preferentialchiralsuperm ultiplets to which the Higgs sector should couple. Therefore,

top quark dynam icsisdeem ed to bean idealenvironm entforHiggsphenom enology and

a m ostsuitableSUSY trigger,ifSUSY isthereatall.

In thispaper,weshallfocusourattention on thefourth largeavenue ofhypothetical

physicsbeyond theSM ,nam ely on the(m inim al)SUSY extension oftheSM ,theM SSM ,

which is at present the m ost predictive fram ework for physics beyond the SM and,in

contradistinction to allotherapproaches,ithasthevirtueofbeing a fully-edged Quan-

tum Field Theory.M ostim portant,on theexperim entalsidetheglobal�tanalysesto all

indirectprecision data within theM SSM areatleastasgood asin theSM ;in particular,

the M SSM analysisim pliesthatm t = 172� 5[9,10],a resultwhich iscom patible with

theabovem entioned experim entaldeterm inationsofm t.

In theM SSM thespectrum ofHiggs-likeparticlesand ofYukawa couplingsisfarand

away richerthan in theSM .In thisrespect,acrucialfacta�ectingtheresultsofourwork

isthatin such a fram ework the bottom -quark Yukawa coupling m ay counterbalance the

sm allnessofthebottom m ass,m b ’ 5GeV ,attheexpenseofa largevalueoftan� { the

ratioofthevacuum expectation values(VEV’s)ofthetwo Higgsdoublets(Cf.Section 2)

{ the upshotbeing thatthe top-quark and bottom -quark Yukawa couplings(norm alized

with respectto the SU(2)gauge coupling)asthey stand in the superpotential,take on

theform

�t�
ht

g
=

m t
p
2M W sin�

; �b �
hb

g
=

m b
p
2M W cos�

: (2)

Thus,depending on the actualvalue oftan�,�b and �t can be ofthe sam e order of

m agnitude,perhapseven showing up in \inverse hierarchy":�b > �t fortan� > m t=m b.

Noticethatduetotheperturbativebound tan� <
� 70oneneverreachesa situation where

�t << �b.In a sense,�b ’ �t could bejudged asa naturalrelation in theM SSM ;itcan

even be a necessary relation in speci�c SUSY-GUT m odels,e.g. those based on t;band

� Yukawa coupling uni�cation[11],at least at the uni�cation point. Furtherm ore,one

expectsthatifsuch a relation holds,then itisnotjustthetop-stop system ,butalso the

bottom -sbottom chiralsuperm ultipletthatcould play a m om entousrolein thequantum

physicsofthetop and bottom quarks.Indeed,sincetheHiggssectoroftheM SSM doubles

thatoftheSM ,and itcom esassociated with theferm ionicSUSY partners{theso-called

higgsinos{,one expects thatin the lim it �b >
� �t there should occura very stim ulating

dynam ics triggered by the presence ofa rich variety ofpotentially large Yukawa-like
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interactionsform ed outofthetop/stop-bottom /sbottom -Higgs/higgsino �elds.

A particularly brilliantform ofthisdynam ics,on which weshallfocusourattention,

is revealed through the study ofthe 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 subject[12,13],is not at allexcluded by the

recentm easurem ents(attheTevatron)ofthebranching ratio ofthestandard top quark

decay,t! W + b,aswillbe discussed in m ore detailin Section 2. The quantum e�ects

on t ! H + b,which we wish to com pute in the fram ework ofthe M SSM at one-loop,

can be both strong and electroweak like. Ofthese the conventionalstrong corrections

(QCD)m ediated by gluons have already been treated in detail[14]. Also the subset of

strong supersym m etric corrections m ediated by gluinos,stop and sbottom squarks,i.e.

theSUSY-QCD corrections,hasbeen discussed in Ref.[15].Here,therefore,wewillcom e

togripswith therem ainingpart{asam ateroffact,thelargestand m ostdi�cultpart{of

theM SSM corrections:nam ely,them ultifariouselectroweak supersym m etric corrections

produced by squarks,sleptons,charginos,neutralinosand supersym m etric Higgsbosons,

which weshallcom binewith thetotalstrong (QCD +SUSY-QCD)correctionsto obtain

theM SSM correction.

In the present study1,we willclosely follow the system atic pathway adopted in our

previous treatm ent ofthe supersym m etric quantum corrections to the canonicaldecay

t! W + b[17,18]. However,because ofthe Higgsparticle in the �nalstate,we have to

incorporate the details ofthe renorm alization ofthe Higgs sector ofthe M SSM ,which

substantially altertheanalyticalcounterterm structureofthetbH � -vertex ascom pared

to theconventionaltbW � -vertex.Thisalso hasdram aticalconsequenceson thequanti-

tative side,aswe shallsee. M oreover,we have to include the quantum correctionsfrom

the supersym m etric Higgs bosons them selves. In spite oftheir negligible e�ect on the

width ofthestandard decay t! W + b[19]{ a factwhich wasnotobviousa priorisince

there are potentially large non-oblique Higgs interactions originating from the Yukawa

couplings (2) { their im pact on the alternative decay t! H + b m ust also be carefully

evaluated. In certain circum stances,they can be com parable to the virtuale�ectsfrom

thegenuinesupersym m etric particles(sparticles).

It is worth m entioning that the one-loop analysis ofthe unconventionaltop quark

decay t! H + bism otivated notonly by itsobviousintereston itsown asalaboratory to

testthespontaneoussym m etry breaking m echanism beyond theSM ,butalsoasaway to

characterizetheSUSY natureofthecharged Higgsem erging from thatdecay.In fact,we

shallsee thatim portant(� 50% )SUSY radiative correctionscan beobtained in certain

regionsofthe M SSM param eterspace. In one ofthese regions,tan� � mt=m b islarge

1A prelim inary presentation oftheseresultswasgiven in Ref.[16].
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enough such that �b ’ �t. Incidentally,we note that these are typicalvalues oftan�

characterizing one ofthe possible regions ofthe M SSM param eter space highlighted in

theliterature[20](otherregionshavealso been exploited [21])in orderto alleviatesom e

form erly claim ed \anom alies" observed in thehadronicdecay ratiosR b and R c oftheZ-

boson intob�band c�c,and in generaltotry toim provetheglobal�tanalysesoftheM SSM

to electroweak precision data.However,m ostofthefussabouttheZ-boson \anom alies"

seem sto havedeclined;atpresent,R c isfully understood within theSM ,and thereonly

rem ains a m arginal1:8� discrepancy in Rb with respect to the SM prediction[22]. It

should,nevertheless,be clear that the situation with the M SSM is not bad at all. As

m entioned above,both theSM and theM SSM can com fortably accom m odatethepresent

high precision data with basically thesam elevelofstatisticalsigni�cance[10].

ThustheM SSM isatpresentin very good shapeand weareperfectly entitled to deal

with the decay t! H + bfrom the SUSY pointofview. In particular,we wish to quest

forgeneric regions ofthe M SSM param eterspace where the decay rate oft! H + b is

com petitivewith theSM decay t! W + band atthesam etim eto look forregionswhere

itisasm uch sensitive aspossible to virtualsupersym m etric e�ects. Forde�niteness,in

thispaperwetakethepointofview thatthestudy ofthedecay t! H + bisworthwhile

provided thatitsbranchingratioisoperativeatalevelB R(t! H + b)> 10% ,acondition

which is not excluded by present Tevatron data (see Section 2). From the theoretical

pointofview,thisisfully guaranteed provided thattan� islargeenough (>� 30).In these

conditions,the SUSY-QCD one-loop correctionscan typically be in the 50% range and

the electroweak e�ectsinduced by the supersym m etric Yukawa couplings�t and �b can

beratherlarge(typically 20% )and so allofthem areliableto being m easured in future

experim ents at the Tevatron and/orat the LHC.W e shallsee thatthere are scenarios

where these electroweak supersym m etric correctionscould basically constitute the total

quantum e�ectfrom theM SSM ,i.e.thenete�ectafterincluding thecom plete(standard

plussupersym m etric)QCD corrections.

The paperisorganized asfollows.In Section 2 the lowestorderrelationsconcerning

the Higgs sector and the top quark decay are given. W e also discuss the status ofthe

charged Higgsdecayofthetop quarkin thelightoftherecentdatafrom Tevatron,and the

prospectsforitsdetection.Section 3discussestherenorm alization ofthetbH � -vertex in

theon-shellschem e with a physically wellm otivated de�nition oftan�.In Section 4 we

presentthefullanalyticalform ulaefortheone-loop corrected partialwidth �(t! H + b)

in the M SSM .The num ericalanalysis and discussion, as wellas the conclusions, are

delivered inSection5,wherewealsocom m entonthefeasibilityofm easuringthecom puted

quantum e�ectsin hadron colliders.Finally,wedevotethreeappendices,respectively on

SUSY Lagrangians,renorm alization detailsand one-loop functions,in orderto m akethe
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paperasself-contained aspossible.

2. Low est order relations and determ ination of

B R(t! H + b)from experim ent

In thispaperwe wish to em phasize the possibility thata charged pseudoscalar,H � ,

involved in a possible unconventionaldecay ofthe top-quark,t! H + b,be the charged

Higgs ofthe M SSM 2.A charged Higgs is necessary in the M SSM since Supersym m e-

try requires the existence ofat least two Higgs SU(2)L-doublets with opposite weak-

hyperchargesto givem assesto m atterand gauge�elds(Cf.Appendix A):

H 1 =

 
H 0

1

H
�
1

!

(Y = � 1); H2 =

 
H

+
2

H 0
2

!

(Y = +1): (3)

Because of the SUSY constraints, the structure ofthe Higgs potentialof the M SSM

constructed outofthetwo doublets(3)takeson theform [24]:

V = m
2
1jH 1j

2 + m
2
2jH 2j

2 � m
2
12

�

�ijH
i
1H

j

2 + h:c:
�

+
1

8
(g2 + g

02)
�

jH 1j
2 � jH2j

2
�2
+
1

2
g
2jH

y
1 H 2j

2
; (4)

wherem 2
1;m

2
2;m

2
12 aresoftSUSY-breakingm assesand g;g

0aretheSU(2)L � U(1)Y gauge

coupling constants. After SSB,the physicalcontent ofthe Higgs sector ofthe M SSM

consists ofone CP-odd (\pseudoscalar") neutralHiggs,A 0,two CP-even neutralHiggs

bosons, h0;H 0, and a charged Higgs boson, H � . Upon due account of the physical

gauge sector,the m asses ofthe variousspinless bosons are determ ined in term sofjust

threeparam eters,which can bechosen to bethetwo vacuum expectation values(VEV’s)

< H 0
2 >= v2,< H 0

1 >= v1,giving m assesto thetop and bottom quarksrespectively,and

onephysicalHiggsm ass.However,dueto theSSB constraint

v
2 � v

2
1 + v

2
2 = 2M 2

W =g
2 = 2� 3=2G � 1

F ’ (174GeV)2; (5)

whereG F isFerm i’sconstantin �-decay,in theend only two param eterssu�ce to com -

pletelyspecifytheM SSM Higgsm assesatthetree-level.M oreover,sinceweareinterested

in thedecay processt! H + b,itisnaturaltotakeM H � asthephysicalinputm assrather

than M A 0,asfrequently done in othercontexts. Asthe second independentparam eter,

one can take the ratio ofthe two VEV’s:tan� = v2=v1.Then,in lowestorder,we have

therelations[24]

M
2
A 0 = M

2
H � � M

2
W ;

M
2
H 0;h0 =

1

2

�

M
2
A 0 + M

2
Z �

q

(M 2
A 0 + M 2

Z)
2 � 4M 2

ZM
2
A 0 cos22�

�

; (6)

2In the M SSM there are severaladditional,m ore exotic,2-body decaysofthe top quark and also a

hostof3-body �nalstatesworth studying[23].
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whereM h0 < M H 0.Itiswell-known thattheseform ulasbecom em odi�ed atone-loop[25].

In ourcase,onceM H � is�xed,theotherHiggsm assesenterthedecay rateoft! H + b

onlythrough virtualcorrections.M oreover,therenorm alization ofthem assesalsoinduces

a renorm alization ofthe CP-even m ixing angle[25]. Although these one-loop e�ectsare

necessary to guarantee a neutralHiggsspectrum fully com patible with the phenom eno-

logicalbounds near the tan� ’ 1 region,one expects that in practice a one-loop shift

in them assesand couplingsjustentailsa sm all(two-loop order)correction to thedecay

rate.W ehaveexplicitly checked thisfact(Section 5).Asforthesupersym m etriccharged

Higgs,the present LEP 1.5 bound M A 0
>
� 60GeV [26]on the CP-odd state translates

into a lowerlim itM H �
>
� 100GeV ,which isnotsigni�cantly m odi�ed by the radiative

corrections(when M A 0 istaken asan input)[25].

Thecharged Higgscan be,asnoted above,verysensitivetobottom -quarkinteractions.

Speci�cally,after expressing the two-doublet Higgs �elds ofthe M SSM in term s ofthe

corresponding m ass-eigenstates,the interaction Lagrangian describing the tbH � -vertex

readsasfollows[24]:

LH bt=
gVtb

p
2M W

H
� �b[m tcot� PR + m btan� PL]t+ h:c:; (7)

whereVtb isthecorresponding Cabibbo-Kobayashi-M askawa m atrix elem ent,and PL;R =

(1=2)(1� 5)aretheprojection operatorson LH and RH ferm ions.On thephenom enolog-

icalside,one should notdism issthe possibility thatthe bottom -quark Yukawa coupling

could play a m om entousrolein thephysicsofthetop quark,to theextend ofdrastically

changing standard expectationson top-quark observables,particularly on the top-quark

width. Ofcourse,this is possible because ofthe potentialtan�-enhancem ent ofthat

Yukawa coupling.

In the\�-param etrization",wheretheinputparam etersare(�;M W ;M Z;M H ;m f;:::),

the coupling g on eq.(7)stands fore=sW ,where � � �e:m :(q
2 = 0)= e2=4� and s2W �

1 � c2W � 1 � M2W =M
2
Z. An alternative fram ework (\G F -param etrization") based on

the setofinputs(G F ;M W ;M Z;M H ;m f;:::)isalso useful,especially athigherordersin

perturbation theory (Cf. Section 3). At the tree-level, the relation between the two

param etrizationsistrivial:
G F
p
2
=

��

2M 2
W s

2
W

: (8)

From theLagrangian (7),thetree-levelwidth oftheunconventionaltop quark decay into

a charged Higgsboson in theG F -param etrization reads:

�(0)(t! H
+
b) =

 
G F

8�
p
2

!
jVtbj

2

m t

�
1=2(1;

m 2
b

m 2
t

;
M 2

H �

m 2
t

)

� [(m2t + m
2
b � M

2
H � )(m

2
tcot

2
� + m

2
btan

2
�)+ 4m 2

tm
2
b]; (9)
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where

�
1=2(1;x2;y2)�

q

[1� (x+ y)2][1� (x� y)2]: (10)

Itisusefulto com pare eq.(9)with the tree-levelwidth ofthe canonicaltop quark decay

in theSM :

�(0)(t! W
+
b) =

 
G F

8�
p
2

!
jVtbj

2

m t

�
1=2(1;

m 2
b

m 2
t

;
M 2

W

m 2
t

)

� [M 2
W (m

2
t + m

2
b)+ (m 2

t � m
2
b)
2 � 2M 4

W ]: (11)

Theratio between thetwo partialwidthsbecom esm oretransparentupon neglecting the

kinem aticalbottom m asscontributions,whileretaining alltheYukawa coupling e�ects:

�(0)(t! H + b)

�(0)(t! W + b)
=

�

1�
M 2

H +

m 2

t

�2 �
m 2

b

m 2

t

tan2� + cot2�

�

�

1�
M 2

W

m 2

t

�2 �

1+ 2
M 2

W

m 2

t

� : (12)

W e see from itthatifM H � isnotm uch heavierthan M W ,then there are two regim es,

nam ely a low and a high tan� regim e,where the decay rate ofthe unconventionaltop

quarkdecaybecom essizeableascom pared totheconventionaldecay.Theycan bede�ned

approxim ately as follows: i) Low tan� regim e: tan� < 2,and ii) High tan� regim e:

tan� � mt=m b ’ 35.Thecriticalregim eofthedecayt! H + boccursattheinterm ediate

valuetan� =
q

m t=m b � 6,where thepartialwidth hasa pronounced dip.Around this

value,the canonicaldecay t ! W + b is dom inant over the charged Higgs decay;m ore

speci�cally,for3 <
� tan� <

� 15 thedecay rateofthem odet! H + bisbasically irrelevant

ascom pared to the standard m ode:B R(t! H + b)< 10% . Therefore,a detailed study

ofthequantum e�ectswithin thatintervalisofno practicalinterest.

Even though the approxim ate perturbative regim e for tan� extends over the wide

range

0:5 <
� tan� <

� 70; (13)

weshallem phasizetheresultsobtained in thephenom enologically interesting high tan�

region (typically tan� >
� 30). As for the low tan� range,while B R(t ! H + b) can

also be sizeable itturnsoutthatthe corresponding quantum e�ectsare generally m uch

sm allerthan in the high tan� case (Cf. Section 5). Still,we �nd thatin the very low

tan� segm ent0:5 <
� tan� <

� 1 thesee�ectscan beofsom ephenom enologicalinterestand

we shallalso reporton them . As m entioned in Section 1,we do have som e theoretical

m otivation to contend thatatleastoneofthetwo regim esi)orii)m ay apply.Therefore,

itis justi�ed to focus ourattention on t! H + b,not only asa possibility on its own,

but also because there m ay be realistic situations where it could have a non-negligible

branching ratio.
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As a m atter of fact, and despite naive expectations, the non-SM branching ratio

B R(t! H + b)isnotasseverelyconstrained asapparentlydictatedbytherecentm easure-

m entsofthestandardbranchingratioattheTevatron,nam ely,B R(t! W + b)>
� 70% [27].

To assessthisfact,notice thatthe form erresultstrictly appliesonly underthe assum p-

tion that the sole source oftop quarks in p�p collisions is the standard Drell-Yan pair

production m echanism q�q ! t�t[28]. Now,the observed cross-section is equalto the

Drell-Yan production cross-section convoluted over the parton distributions tim es the

squared branching ratio.Schem atically,

�obs:=

Z

dqd�q �(q�q! t�t)� jB R(t! W
+
b)j2: (14)

However,in thefram eworkoftheM SSM ,weratherexpectageneralization ofthisform ula

in thefollowing way:

�obs: =

Z

dqd�q �(q�q! t�t)� jB R(t! W
+
b)j2

+

Z

dqd�q �(q�q! ~g�~g)� jB R(~g ! t
�~t1)j

2 � jB R(t! W
+
b)j2

+

Z

dqd�q �(q�q! ~ba
�~ba)� jB R(~ba ! t�

�
1 )j

2 � jB R(t! W
+
b)j2 + :::; (15)

where ~g stand forthe gluinos,~t1 forthe lightest stop and ~ba(a = 1;2)forthe sbottom

quarks. One should also include electroweak and QCD radiative correctionsto allthese

production cross-sections within the M SSM .For som e of these processes calculations

already existin theliteratureshowing thatone-loop e�ectscan beim portant[29,30].

It should be clear that the observed cross-section on eq.(15) refers not only to the

standard bW bW events,but to allkind of�nalstates that can sim ulate them . Thus,

e�ectively,we should substitute B R(t! W + b) in thatform ula by B R(t! X b),and

then sum thecross-section overX ,whereX isany statethatleadstoan observed pattern

ofleptonsand jetssim ilartothoseresulting from W -decay.In particular,X = H � would

contribute(seebelow)to the�-lepton signature,iftan� islargeenough.Sim ilarly,there

can be directtop quark decays into SUSY particles thatcould m im ic the SM decay of

thetop quark[23].Notwithstanding,even in theabsenceoftheX contributions,eq.(15)

showsthatiftherearealternative(non-SM )sourcesoftop quarkssubsequently decaying

into theSM �nalstate,W + b,onecannotrigorously placeany stringentupperbound on

B R(t! W + b)from the presentdata. The only restriction being an approxim ate lower

bound B R(t ! W + b) >
� 40 � 50% in order to guarantee the purported standard top

quark eventsattheTevatron[1].Thus,from theseconsiderationsitisnotexcluded that

thenon-SM branching ratio ofthetop quark,B R(t! \new"),could beasbig astheSM

one,i.e.� 50% .

Notice that at present one cannot exclude eq.(15) since the observed form ofthe

conventionalt! W + b �nalstate involves m issing energy,asitisalso the case forthe
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decayscom prising supersym m etricparticles.A �rststep to im provethissituation would

be to com pute som e ofthe additionaltop quark production cross-sectionsin the M SSM

undergiven hypotheseson the SUSY spectrum . Recently,the inclusion ofthe q�q ! ~g�~g

m echanism followed by the ~g ! t
�~t1 decay has been considered in Ref.[31],where it is

claim ed thatB R(t! ~t1�
0
1)’ 50% .By thesam etoken,onecannotplaceany com pelling

restriction on B R(t! H + b)from thepresentFNAL data.In particular,iftan� islarge

and thereexistsa relatively lightchargino with a non-negligiblehiggsino com ponent,the

third m echanism suggested on eq.(15),nam ely q�q ! ~ba
�~ba followed by ~ba ! t�

�
1 ,could

also be a rathere�cientnon-SM source oftop quarks. M oreover,if100GeV <
� M H � <

�

150GeV,then asizeableportion ofthetop quarkswilldecay intoacharged Higgs.Thus,

ifeither m t + m ~t1
<
� m ~g

<
� 300GeV and/or m t + m

�
�
i

<
� m ~ba

<
� 300GeV ,so that at

leastoneofthealternativeSUSY sourcesoftop quark �nalstatescontributing to eq.(15)

is available (and m ~g;m ~ba
are not too heavy so that the production cross-section is not

too phase-space suppressed),then one m ay equally argue that a large branching ratio

B R(t ! H + b) ’ 50% is not incom patible with the present m easurem ent ofthe top

quark cross-sections[1]. This could be m ost likely the case ifthe frequently advocated

SUSY decay t! �01
~t1 iskinem atically forbidden.Nonetheless,even ifitisallowed,itis

non-enhanced in ourpreferentiallargetan� region,in contrastto t! H + b.

Furtherm ore,itisworth m entioning thatthe decay m ode t! H + bhasa distinctive

signature which could greatly help in itsdetection,viz. the factthatatlarge tan� the

em ergentcharged Higgswould seldom decay into a pairofquark jets,butratherinto a

�-lepton and associated neutrino.Thisfollowsfrom inspecting theratio

�(H + ! �+ ��)

�(H + ! c�s)
=

1

3

�
m �

m c

�2 tan2�

(m 2
s=m

2
c)tan

2� + cot2�

!
1

3

�
m �

m s

�2

> 10 (for tan� >

q

m c=m s
>
� 2); (16)

whereweseethattheidenti�cation ofthecharged Higgsdecay ofthetop quark could bea

m atterofm easuring a departurefrom theuniversality prediction foralllepton channels.

In practice, �-identi�cation is possible at the Tevatron[32,33]; and the feasibility of

tagging the excess ofevents with one isolated �-lepton as com pared to events with an

additionallepton hasalso been substantiated by studiesoftheLHC collaborations [34].

Theexperim entalsignaturefort�t! H + H � b�bwould di�erfrom t�t! W + W � b�bby an

excess of�nalstateswith two �-leptons and two b-quarksand large m issing transverse

energy.

A prelim inarystudyin thisdirection bytheCDF collaborationattheTevatron[35]has

been abletoexcludealargeportion ofthe(tan�;M H � )-planecharacterized by tan� >
� 60

and M H � below agiven valuewhich varieswith tan�.Forextrem ely high tan� >
� O (100),
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the upperm ost excluded m ass region is M H � <
� 140GeV. However,within the interval

tan� = 60� 80,theallowed upperlim iton MH � variesvery fastwith tan�.In particular,

theM SSM perm issible valuesM H � >
� 100GeV (com patible with M A 0

>
� 60GeV )arenot

m anifestly excluded fortan� equalorbelow theperturbativebound tan� = 70,eq.(13).

W eshallneverthelesserron theconservativesideand assum ethattan� � 60throughout

ouranalysis. Thus,asfarasthe high tan� regim e isconcerned,we willforde�niteness

optim izeourresultsin thesafe,and phenom enologically interesting,high tan� segm ent

30� tan� � 60: (17)

To round o� the �-lepton business,it has recently been shown that it should be fairly

easy todiscrim inatebetween theW -daughter�’sand theH� -daughter�’sby justtaking

advantageoftheoppositestatesof� polarization resulting from theW � and H � decays;

the two polarization states can be distinguished by m easuring the charged and neutral

contributionsto the1-prong �-jetenergy (even withoutidentifying theindividualm eson

states) [36,37].

In short,therearegood prospectsfordetecting thedecay t! H + b,ifitiskinem ati-

cally accessible.Unfortunately,on thesolebasisofcom puting tree-levele�ectswecannot

�nd outwhetherthecharged Higgsem erging from thatdecay issupersym m etric ornot.

Quantum e�ects,however,can.

3. R enorm alization ofthe tbH +-vertex

Proceeding closely in parallelwith oursupersym m etric approach to the conventional

decay t! W + b[17,18],weshalladdressthecalculation oftheone-loop correctionstothe

partialwidth oft! H + bin theM SSM within thecontextoftheon-shellrenorm alization

fram ework[38]3.Again wem ay useboth the� ortheG F param etrizations.Atone-loop

order,we shallcallthe form erthe \�-schem e" and the latterthe \G F -schem e". In the

\�-schem e",thestructureconstant� � �em (q
2 = 0)and them assesofthegaugebosons,

ferm ionsand scalarsare the renorm alized param eters: (�;M W ;M Z;M H ;m f;M SU SY ;:::)

{M SU SY standing forthecollection ofrenorm alized sparticlem asses.Sim ilarly,the\G F -

schem e" ischaracterized by thesetofinputs(G F ;M W ;M Z;M H ;m f;M SU SY ;:::).Beyond

lowestorder,the relation between the two on-shellschem esisno longergiven by eq.(8)

butby
G F
p
2
=

��

2M 2
W s

2
W

(1+ �r M SSM ); (18)

3Fora com prehensiveexposition,seee.g.Refs.[39]-[41].
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where�r M SSM istheprediction oftheparam eter�r[39]in theM SSM 4.

Letussketch therenorm alization procedurea�ectingtheparam etersand �eldsrelated

to the tbH � -vertex,whose interaction Lagrangian wasgiven on eq.(7). In general,the

renorm alized M SSM Lagrangian L ! L + �L isobtained following asim ilarpattern asin

theSM ,i.e.by attaching m ultiplicativerenorm alization constantsto each freeparam eter

and �eld: gi ! (1+ �gi=gi)gi,�i ! Z
1=2

� i
�i. Asa m atteroffact,�eld renorm alization

(and so Green’sfunctionsrenorm alization)isunessentialand can beeitherom itted orbe

carried outin m any di�erentways withoutaltering physical(S-m atrix)am plitudes. In

ourcase,in the line ofRefs.[17,18]we shalluse m inim al�eld renorm alization,i.e. one

renorm alization constantpergaugesym m etry m ultiplet[40].In thisway thecounterterm

Lagrangian,�L,aswellasthevariousGreen’sfunctionsareautom aticallygauge-invariant.

Speci�cally,forthequark �eldsunderconsideration,wehave

 
tL

bL

!

! Z
1=2

L

 
tL

bL

!

!

0

@
(Z t

L)
1=2
tL

(Z b
L)

1=2
bL

1

A ;

bR ! (Z b
R )

1=2
bR ; tR ! (Z t

R)
1=2
tR : (19)

HereZi= 1+ �Ziarethedoublet(ZL)and singlet(Z
t;b

R )�eld renorm alization constantsfor

thetop and bottom quarks.Although in them inim al�eld renorm alization schem ethereis

only onefundam entalconstant,ZL,perm atterdoublet,itisusefultowork with Z
b
L = ZL

and Z t
L,wherethelatterdi�ersfrom theform erby a �niterenorm alization e�ect[40].To

�x allthese constantsone startsfrom the usualon-shellm assrenorm alization condition

forferm ions,f,togetherwith the\residue= 1"condition ontherenorm alized propagator.

Thesearecom pletely standard procedures,and in thisway oneobtains5

�mf

m f

= �

2

4
�
f

L(m
2
f)+ �

f

R (m
2
f)

2
+ �

f

S(m
2
f)

3

5 ; (20)

and

�Z
f

L;R = �
f

L;R(m
2
f)+ m

2
f[�

f 0

L (m
2
f)+ �

f 0

R (m
2
f)+ 2�

f 0

S (m
2
f)]; (21)

wherewehavedecom posed theferm ion self-energy according to

�f(p)= �
f

L(p
2)6pPL + �

f

R (p
2)6pPR + m f �

f

S(p
2); (22)

and used thenotation �0(p)� @�(p)=@p2.

4A dedicated study of�r M SSM hasbeen presented in Ref[42].
5W e follow the notation ofRef.[17], which is close enough to that ofRef.[40],but di�ers from it

in severalrespects,in particular in the sign conventions for the self-energy functions. M oreover,we

understand thatin allform ulasde�ning counterterm swe are taking the realpartofthe corresponding

functions.
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One also assignsdoubletrenorm alization constantsto the two Higgsdoublets(3)of

theM SSM :
 
H 0

1

H
�
1

!

! Z
1=2

H 1

 
H 0

1

H
�
1

!

;

 
H

+
2

H 0
2

!

! Z
1=2

H 2

 
H

+
2

H 0
2

!

: (23)

Therenorm alizationofthegaugesectorisrelatedtothatoftheHiggssector.Inparticular,

wepointoutthepresencein ourdecay processt! H + bofthe(one-loop induced)m ixing

term H � � W � forthe bare�elds(Cf.Appendix B),which m ustberenorm alized away

forthe physical�eldsH � and W � . In orderto generate the corresponding Lagrangian

counterterm wewrite

W
�
� ! (Z W

2 )
1=2
W

�
� � i

�ZH W

M W

@�H
�
: (24)

Therefore,from

LW bt=
g
p
2
W

�
�
�b� PL t+ h:c: (25)

weobtain

�LH W = � i�ZH W

g
p
2M W

@�H
� �b� PL t+ h:c:

! �ZH W

g
p
2M W

H
�
h

m t
�bPR t� mb

�bPL t
i

+ h:c:; (26)

and in thisway itadoptstheform oftheoriginalvertex (7).In theaboveexpression (24),

Z W
2 = 1+ �ZW2 isthe usualSU(2)L gaugetripletrenorm alization constantgiven by the

form ula

�Z
W
2 =

�(k
2)

k2

�
�
�
�
�
k2= 0

� 2
cW

sW

�Z(0)

M 2
Z

+
c2W

s2W

 
�M 2

Z

M 2
Z

�
�M 2

W

M 2
W

!

; (27)

and

�M
2
W = � �W (k

2 = M
2
W ); �M

2
Z = � �Z (k

2 = M
2
Z); (28)

arethegaugeboson m asscounterterm senforced by theusualon-shellm assrenorm aliza-

tion conditions.Furtherm ore,�ZH W on eqs.(24)-(26)isa dim ensionlessconstantassoci-

ated to thewave-function renorm alization m ixing am ong thebareH � and W � �elds.Its

relation with thedoubletrenorm alization constants,ZH i
= 1+ �ZH i

,isthefollowing (see

Appendix B):

�ZH W = sin� cos�

"
1

2
(�ZH 2

� �ZH 1
)+

� tan�

tan�

#

; (29)

where� tan� isa counterterm associated to therenorm alization oftan� (seebelow).

In practice,the m ost straightforward way to com pute �ZH W is from the unrenor-

m alized m ixed self-energy �H W (k
2)in theunitary gauge,where ittakeson thesim plest

form :

�ZH W =
�H W (M

2
H � )

M 2
W

: (30)
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However,sincewe shallperform therestofthecalculation in theFeynm an gauge[40],it

is worth considering the com putation of�ZH W in thatgauge (see Appendix B),where

thediscussion isslightly m orecom plicated dueto thepresenceofGoldstonebosons(G � )

leading to additional(H � � G� )m ixing term sam ong thebare�elds.Thecorresponding

expression for�ZH W is,however,form ally identicalin both gauges.

FortheSU(2)L gaugecoupling constant,wehave

g ! (1+
�g

g
)g = (Z W

1 )(Z W
2 )

� 3=2
g; (31)

where Z W
1 refers to the renorm alization constant associated to the triple vector boson

vertex.Therefore,from chargerenorm alization,

��

�
= �

�(k
2)

k2

�
�
�
�
�
k2= 0

� 2
sW

cW

�Z(0)

M 2
Z

; (32)

and the barerelation � = g2s2W =4� ! � + �� = (g2 + �g2)(s2W + �s2W )=4�,one getsfor

thecounterterm to g:

�g2

g2
=
��

�
�
c2W

s2W

 
�M 2

Z

M 2
Z

�
�M 2

W

M 2
W

!

; (33)

and asa by-product

�Z
W
1 =

1

2

�g2

g2
+
3

2
�Z

W
2 : (34)

Let us now outline the renorm alization ofthe Higgs sector ofthe M SSM [25,43]. De-

pendingon theparticularproblem athand,therenorm alization procedurem ay adoptthe

CP-odd state A 0 as the basic �eld on which to set the m ass and wave-function renor-

m alization conditions. In the presentwork,however,since the externalHiggsparticle is

charged,werathertakeH � asthebasic�eld.Itsm assand �eld renorm alization constants

arede�ned by

M
2
H � ! M

2
H � + �M

2
H � ; H

� ! Z
1=2

H � H
�
: (35)

The charged Higgs�eld renorm alization constant,Z H � = 1+ �ZH � ,isofcourse related

to the fundam entaldoubletrenorm alization constants introduced on eq.(23),asfollows

(Cf.Appendix B):

�ZH � = sin2� �ZH 1
+ cos2� �ZH 2

: (36)

Thestructureoftherenorm alized self-energy is

�̂H � (k2)= �H � (k2)+ �M
2
H � � (k2 � M

2
H � )�ZH � ; (37)

where�H � (k2)isthecorresponding unrenorm alized self-energy.

In orderto determ inethecounterterm s,weim posethefollowing renorm alization con-

ditions:
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i)On-shellm assrenorm alization condition:

�̂H � (M 2
H � )= 0; (38)

ii)\Residue= 1" condition fortherenorm alized propagatoratthepolem ass:

@�̂H � (k2)

@k2

�
�
�
�
�
k2= M 2

H �

� �̂0
H � (M

2
H � )= 0: (39)

From theseconditionsonederives

�M
2
H � = � �H � (M 2

H � );

�ZH � = +�0
H � (M

2
H � ): (40)

Although notneeded in our calculation,itis clear that with these settings the neutral

Higgs�eldswillundergo an additional�nitewavefunction renorm alization.

Consider next the renorm alization ofthe Higgs potentialin the M SSM ,eq.(4)[25].

After expanding the neutralcom ponents H 0
1 and H 0

2 around their VEV’s v1 and v2,

the one-point functions ofthe resulting CP-even �elds are required to vanish,i.e. the

tadpole counterterm s are constrained to exactly cancelthe tadpole diagram s,so that

the renorm alized tadpoles are zero and the quantities v1;2 rem ain as the VEV’s ofthe

renorm alized Higgspotential.Notwithstanding,atthisstageaprescription torenorm alize

tan� = v2=v1,

tan� ! tan� + � tan� ; (41)

is stillcalled for. There are m any possible strategies. The am biguity is related to the

factthatthisparam eterisjusta Lagrangian param eterand assuch itisnota physical

observable. Its value beyond the tree-levelis renorm alization schem e dependent. (The

situation is sim ilar to the de�nition ofthe weak m ixing angle �W , or equivalently of

sin2�W .) However,even within a given schem e,e.g.theon-shellrenorm alization schem e,

therearesom eam biguitiesthatm ustbe�xed.Forexam ple,wem ay wish to de�netan�

in a process-independent (\universal") way as the ratio v2=v1 between the true VEV’s

afterrenorm alization ofthe Higgspotential[25,43].In thiscase a consistentchoice (i.e.

a choice capable ofrenorm alizing away the tadpole contributions) is to sim ultaneously

shifttheVEV’sand them assparam etersoftheHiggspotential,eq.(4),

vi ! Z
1=2

H i
(vi+ �vi);

m
2
i ! Z

1

2

H i
(m 2

i + �m
2
i);

m
2
12 ! Z

1

2

H 1
Z

1

2

H 2
(m 2

12 + �m
2
12); (42)

15



(i = 1;2) in such a way that �v1=v1 = �v2=v2. This choice generates the following

counterterm fortan� in thatschem e(Cf.Appendix B):

� tan�

tan�
=
1

2
(�ZH 2

� �ZH 1
): (43)

Nevertheless, this procedure looks very form aland one m ay eventually like to �x the

on-shellrenorm alization condition on tan� in a m ore physicalway,i.e. by relating it

to som e concrete physicalobservable,so thatitisthe m easured value ofthisobservable

thatistaken asan inputratherthan the VEV’softhe Higgspotential. Following this

practicalattitude,we choose as a physicalobservable the decay width ofthe charged

Higgsboson into�-lepton and associated neutrino:H+ ! �+ ��.Asithasbeen argued in

Section 2,thisshould bea good choice,because:i)W hen t! H + bisallowed,thedecay

H + ! �+ �� isthedom inantdecay ofH
� already fortan� >

� 2;ii)From theexperim ental

point ofview there is a well-de�ned m ethod to separate the �nalstate �’s originating

from H + -decay from those com ing outofthe conventionaldecay W + ! �+ ��,so that

H + ! �+ �� should be physically accessible;and iii) At high tan�,the charged Higgs

decay ofthetop quark can havea sizeablebranching ratio.

Theinteraction Lagrangian describing thedecay H + ! �+ �� isdirectly proportional

to tan�,

LH � � =
gm � tan�
p
2M W

H
� �� PL �� + h:c:; (44)

and the relevantdecay width isproportionalto tan2�. W hetherin the �-schem e orin

theG F -schem e,itreads:

�(H + ! �
+
��)=

�m 2
�+
M H +

8M 2
W s

2
W

tan2� =
G F m

2
�+
M H +

4�
p
2

tan2� (1� �rM SSM ); (45)

wherewehaveused therelation (18).By m easuringthisdecay width oneobtainsaphysi-

calde�nition oftan� which can beused beyond thetree-level.A com bined m easurem ent

ofM H � and tan� from charged Higgs decaying into �-lepton in a hadron collider has

been described in the literature[44,34]by com paring the size ofthe varioussignalsfor

charged Higgsboson production,such asthem ultijetchannelsaccom panied by a �-jetor

alargem issingpT,and thetwo-�-jetchannel.Attheupgraded Tevatron,theconventional

m echanism sgg(q�q)! t�tfollowed by t! H + bhavebeen studied and com pared with the

usualt! W + b,and theresultisthatforM H � ’ 100GeV thecharged Higgsproduction

isatleastaslargeastheW � production,apartfrom a gap around tan� ’ 6[44].

Insofarasthedeterm ination ofthecounterterm � tan� in ourschem e,itcan be�xed

unam biguouslyfrom ourLagrangian de�nition oftan� on eq.(44)and therenorm alization

proceduredescribed above.Itisstraightforward to �nd:

� tan�

tan�
=
�v

v
�
1

2
�ZH � + cot� �ZH W + � � : (46)
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Noticetheappearanceofthevacuum counterterm

�v

v
=
1

2

�v2

v2
=
1

2

�M 2
W

M 2
W

�
1

2

�g2

g2
; (47)

which isassociated to v2 = v21 + v22,and whose structure is�xed from eq.(5). The last

term on eq.(46),

� � = �
�m�

m �

�
1

2
�Z

��
L �

1

2
�Z

�
R � F� ; (48)

isthe(�nite)process-dependentpartofthecounterterm .Here�m �=m �,�Z
��
L and �Z�R are

obtained from eqs.(20)and (21)(with m �� = 0 );they represent the contribution from

the m ass and wave-function renorm alization ofthe (��;�)-doublet,including the �nite

renorm alization ofthe neutrino leg. Finally,F� on eq.(48)isthe form factordescribing

thevertex correctionsto theam plitudeofH + ! �+ ��.

On com paring eqs.(43) and (46) we see that the �rst de�nition oftan� appears as

though it is free from process-dependent contributions. In practice,however,process-

dependentterm sareinevitable,irrespectiveofthede�nition oftan�.In fact,thede�ni-

tion oftan� where�v1=v1 = �v2=v2[45]willalsodevelop process-dependentcontributions,

ascan be seen by trying to relate the \universal" value oftan� in thatschem e with a

physicalquantity directly read o�som ephysicalobservable.Forinstance,ifM A 0 isheavy

enough,onem ay de�netan� asfollows:

�(A 0 ! b�b)

�(A 0 ! t�t)
= tan4�

m 2
b

m 2
t

 

1�
4m 2

t

M 2
A 0

! � 1=2 "

1+ 4

 
�v2

v2
�
�v1

v1

!

+2

 
�mb

m b

+
1

2
�Z

b
L +

1

2
�Z

b
R �

�mt

m t

�
1

2
�Z

t
L �

1

2
�Z

t
R

!

+ �V

#

; (49)

where we have neglected m 2
b � M 2

A 0,and �V stands for the vertex corrections to the

decay processes A 0 ! b�b and A 0 ! t�t. Since the sum ofthe m ass and wave-function

renorm alization term salongwith thevertex correctionsisUV-�nite,onecan consistently

choose�v1=v1 = �v2=v2 leadingtoeq.(43).Hence,derivingtan� from eq.(49)unavoidably

incorporatesalso som eprocess-dependentcontributions.

Any de�nition oftan� isin principle asgood asany other;and in spite ofthe fact

thatthecorrectionsthem selvesm ayshow som edependenceon thechoiceoftheparticular

de�nition,thephysicalobservablesshould notdepend atallon thatchoice.However,it

can be a practicalm atterwhatde�nition to use in a given situation. Forexam ple,our

de�nition oftan� given on eq.(45)should bem ostadequateforM H � < m t� mb and large

tan�,sincethen H + ! �+ �� isthedom inantdecay ofH
+ ,whereasthede�nition based

on eq.(49)requiresalso a largevalueoftan� (to avoid an im practicalsuppression ofthe

b�b m ode);m oreover,in order to be operative,it also requires a m uch heavier charged

Higgsboson,since M H � ’ M A 0 > 2m t when the decay A ! t�tiskinem atically open in
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the M SSM .(Use oflightquark �nalstateswould,ofcourse,be extrem ely di�cultfrom

thepracticalpointofview.)

W ithin ourcontext,weuseeq.(46)for� tan�=tan� in ordertocom putetheone-loop

corrections to our decay t ! H + b. Putting allthe pieces together,the counterterm

Lagrangian forthe vertex tbH + follows rightaway from the bare Lagrangian (7)after

re-expressing everything in term s ofrenorm alized param eters and �elds in the on-shell

schem e.Ittakeson theform :

�LH bt=
g

p
2M W

H
� �b[�CR m t cot� PR + �CL m b tan� PL]t+ h:c:; (50)

with

�CR =
�mt

m t

�
�v

v
+
1

2
�ZH + +

1

2
�Z

b
L +

1

2
�Z

t
R �

� tan�

tan�
+ �ZH W tan� ;

�CL =
�mb

m b

�
�v

v
+
1

2
�ZH + +

1

2
�Z

t
L +

1

2
�Z

b
R +

� tan�

tan�
� �ZH W cot� ; (51)

and where we have setVtb = 1 (Vtb = 0:999 within � 0:1% ,from unitarity ofthe CKM -

m atrix undertheassum ption ofthreegenerations).

4. O ne-loop C orrected �(t! H + b)in the M SSM

Asstated in Section 2,the study ofthe decay t! H + b isworthwhile in the sm all

(tan� < 2),and m ost conspicuously in the high (tan� � 30) tan� region,where the

branching ratio can be com parable to the one ofthe standard decay t! W + b. These

are,therefore,the regions on which we willfocus our search for potentially signi�cant

(strong and electroweak like)SUSY quantum correctionsto t! H + b.Asforthestrong

e�ects,they can be ratherlarge and have been evaluated in Ref.[15];here we shallnot

dwellany longeron theirdetailed structure apartfrom including them in ournum erical

analysisand adding som eusefulrem arksin Section 5.

On the electroweak side,one m ay also expectsizeable quantum correctionsfrom en-

hanced Yukawa couplingsofthetype(2).In therelevanttan� regionsm entioned above,

the latters yield the leading electroweak contributions and in these conditions we will

neglectthepuregaugecorrectionsfrom transversalgaugebosonsin theFeynm an gauge.

M oreover,asalready stressed in Section 2,thebranching ratioofthecharged Higgsm ode

in theinterm ediatetan� region istoo sm allto speak of,so thatthedetailed structureof

theradiativecorrectionsin thisrangeisirrelevant.

In the following we willdescribe the relevant electroweak one-loop supersym m etric

diagram sentering the am plitude oft! H + b in the M SSM .Atthe tree-level,the only

Feynm an diagram istheonein Fig.1.Attheone-loop,wehavethediagram sexhibited in
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Figs.2-6.The com putation ofthe one-loop diagram srequiresto use the fullstructure of

theM SSM Lagrangian.Theexplicitform ofthem ostrelevantpiecesofthisLagrangian,

togetherwith thenecessary SUSY notation,isprovided in Appendix A.

Speci�cally,Fig.2 showsthe electroweak SUSY vertices involving squarks,charginos

and neutralinos. In allthese diagram sa sum overallindicesistaken forgranted. The

supersym m etric Higgs particles ofthe M SSM and Goldstone bosons (in the Feynm an

gauge)contribute a hostofone-loop verticesaswell(see Fig.3). Asforthe variousself-

energies,they willbetreated ascounterterm sto thevertices.Theirstructureisdictated

by theLagrangian (50).Thus,Fig.4 displaysthecounterterm sCb1 � Ct4 generated from

theexternalbottom and top quark lines;they includecontributionsfrom supersym m etric

particles,Higgsbosonsand Goldstonebosons.Sim ilarly,Fig.5 containsthecounterterm s

CH 1 � CH 4 associated to the self-energy ofthe externalcharged Higgsboson. A variant

ofthe latter contribution is the m ixed W + � H+ self-energy counterterm s CM 1 � CM 3

shown in Fig.6.

Although we have displayed only the process dependent diagram s, the fullanaly-

sisshould also include the SUSY and Higgs/Goldstone boson contributionsto the vari-

ousuniversalvacuum polarization e�ectscom prised in ourcounterterm s. However,the

calculation ofallthese pieces has already been discussed in detaillong ago in the lit-

erature[46,47]and thus the lengthy form ulae accounting for these results willnot be

explicitly quoted here. Their contribution is not tan�-enhanced,but since we wish to

com pute the fullsupersym m etric contribution in the relevantregionsofthe M SSM pa-

ram eterspace,those e�ectswillbe included in ournum ericalcode. Finally,the sm aller

{though num erically overwhelm ing { subset ofstrong supersym m etric one-loop graphs

are displayed in Fig.2 ofRef.[15]. W e willuse the form ulae from the latterreference in

the present analysis to produce the total(electroweak+strong) SUSY correction to our

process.

Nextletusreporton thecontributionsfrom thevariousvertex diagram sand countert-

erm sin the on-shellrenorm alization schem e. The generic structure ofany renorm alized

vertex function,�,in Figs.2-3 iscom posed oftwo form factorsF L,FR plusthecountert-

erm s.Therefore,on m aking useoftheform ulaeofSection 3,oneim m ediately �nds:

�=
ig

p
2M W

[m t cot� (1+ �R)PR + m b tan� (1+ �L)PL]; (52)

where

�R = FR +
�mt

m t

+
1

2
�Z

b
L +

1

2
�Z

t
R � ��

�
�v2

v2
+ �ZH + + (tan� � cot�)�ZH W ;
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�L = FL +
�mb

m b

+
1

2
�Z

t
L +

1

2
�Z

b
R + � � : (53)

In thefollowing theanalyticalcontributionsto thevertex form factorsand counterterm s

willbespeci�ed diagram by diagram .

4.1 SU SY vertex diagram s

Inthissectionwewillm akeintensiveuseofthede�nitionsandform ulaeofAppendixA.

W e refer the reader there for questions aboutnotation and conventions. Following the

labelling ofFeynm an graphsin Fig.2wewritedown theterm scom ing from virtualSUSY

particles.

� Diagram (VS1):M aking use ofthe coupling m atricesofeqs.(A.18)and (A.23)we

introducetheshorthands6

A � � A
(t)

� ai and A
(0)

� � A
(t)

� a� ; (54)

and de�nethecom binations(om itting indicesalso forQ L
�i;Q

R
�i)

A
(1) = cos�A�

+ Q
L
A
(0)

� ; E
(1) = cos�A�

� Q
L
A
(0)

� ;

B
(1) = cos�A�

+ Q
L
A
(0)

+ ; F
(1) = cos�A�

� Q
L
A
(0)

+ ;

C
(1) = sin�A�

+ Q
R
A
(0)

� ; G
(1) = sin�A�

� Q
R
A
(0)

� ;

D
(1) = sin�A�

+ Q
R
A
(0)

+ ; H
(1) = sin�A�

� Q
R
A
(0)

+ : (55)

Thecontribution from diagram (VS1)to theform factorsFL and FR isthen

FL = M L

h

H
(1)~C0+

+ m b

�

m tA
(1)+ M

0
�B

(1)+ m bH
(1)+ M iD

(1)
�

C12

+ m t

�

m tH
(1)+ M

0
�G

(1)+ m bA
(1)+ M iE

(1)
�

(C11 � C12)

+
�

m tm bA
(1)+ m tM iE

(1)+ M
0
�m bB

(1)+ M iM
0
�F

(1)
�

C0

i

;

FR = M R

h

A
(1)~C0+

+ m b

�

m tH
(1)+ M

0
�G

(1)+ m bA
(1)+ M iE

(1)
�

C12

+ m t

�

m tA
(1)+ M

0
�B

(1)+ m bH
(1)+ M iD

(1)
�

(C11 � C12)

+
�

m tm bH
(1)+ m tM iD

(1)+ M
0
�m bG

(1)+ M iM
0
�C

(1)
�

C0

i

; (56)

wheretheoverallcoe�cientsM L and M R arethefollowing:

M L = �
ig2M W

m btan�
M R = �

ig2M W

m tcot�
: (57)

6Lowerindices are sum m ed over,whereas upper indices (som e ofthem within parenthesis)are just

fornotationalconvenience.
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The notation forthe various3-pointfunctions issum m arized in Appendix C.On

eq.(56)they m ustbeevaluated with argum ents:

C� = C�

�

p;p
0
;m ~ta

;M
0
�;M i

�

: (58)

� Diagram (VS2):Forthisdiagram {which in contrastto theothersis�nite{ wealso

usethem atriceson eqs.(A.18)and (A.21),and introducetheshorthands

A
(b)

� � A
(b)

� b� and A
(t)

� � A
(t)

� a� ; (59)

to de�netheproductsofcoupling m atrices

A
(2) = G baA

(b)�

+ A
(t)

� ; C
(2) = G baA

(b)�

� A
(t)

� ;

B
(2) = G baA

(b)�

+ A
(t)

+ ; D
(2) = G baA

(b)�

� A
(t)

+ : (60)

Thecontribution to theform factorsFL and FR from thisdiagram is

FL =
M L

2M W

h

m bB
(2)
C12 + m tC

(2)(C11 � C12)� M
0
�D

(2)
C0

i

;

FR =
M R

2M W

h

m bC
(2)
C12 + m tB

(2)(C11 � C12)� M
0
�A

(2)
C0

i

; (61)

thecoe�cientsM L,M R beingthoseofeq.(57)and thescalar3-pointfunctionsnow

evaluated with argum ents

C� = C�

�

p;p
0
;M

0
�;m ~ta

;m ~bb

�

: (62)

� Diagram (VS3):Forthisdiagram wewillneed

A � � A
(b)

� ai and A
(0)

� � A
(b)

� a� ; (63)

and again om itting indicesweshalluse

A
(3) = cos�A

(0)�

+ Q
L
A � ; E

(3) = cos�A
(0)�

� Q
L
A � ;

B
(3) = cos�A

(0)�

+ Q
L
A + ; F

(3) = cos�A
(0)�

� Q
L
A + ;

C
(3) = sin�A

(0)�

+ Q
R
A � ; G

(3) = sin�A
(0)�

� Q
R
A � ;

D
(3) = sin�A

(0)�

+ Q
R
A + ; H

(3) = sin�A
(0)�

� Q
R
A + : (64)

From thesede�nitionsthecontribution ofdiagram (VS3)to theform factorscan be

obtained by perform ing thefollowing changesin thatofdiagram (VS1),eq.(56):

{ Everywhere on eqs.(56)and (58)replaceM i$ M 0
� and m ~ta

$ m ~ba
.

{ Replaceon eq.(56)couplingsfrom (55)with thoseof(64).
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{ Includea globalm inussign.

4.2 H iggs vertex diagram s

Now weconsidercontributionsarisingfrom theexchangeofvirtualHiggsparticlesand

Goldstonebosonsin theFeynm an gauge,asshown in Fig.3.W efollow thevertex form ula

fortheform factorsby thevalueoftheoverallcoe�cientN and by theargum entsofthe

corresponding 3-pointfunctions.

� Diagram (VH 1):

FL = N [m 2
b(C12 � C0)+ m

2
tcot

2
�(C11 � C12)];

FR = N m
2
b[C12 � C0 + tan2�(C11 � C12)];

N = �
ig2

2

 

1�
fM 2

H 0;M
2
h0
g

2M 2
W

!
fcos�;sin�g

cos�
fcos(� � �);sin(� � �)g;

C� = C�(p;p
0
;m b;M H � ;fM H 0;M h0g):

� Diagram (VH 2):

FL = N cot�[m 2
t(C11 � C12)+ m

2
b(C0 � C12)];

FR = N m
2
btan�(2C12 � C11 � C0);

N =
ig2

4

fcos�;sin�g

cos�
fsin(� � �);cos(� � �)g

 
M 2

H �

M 2
W

�
fM 2

H 0;M
2
h0
g

M 2
W

!

;

C� = C�(p;p
0
;m b;M W ;fM H 0;M h0g):

� Diagram (VH 3):

FL = N m
2
t[cot

2
�C12 + C11 � C12 � C0];

FR = N [m 2
btan

2
�C12 + m

2
t(C11 � C12 � C0)];

N = �
ig2

2

fsin�;cos�g

sin�
fcos(� � �);sin(� � �)g

 

1�
fM 2

H 0;M
2
h0
g

2M 2
W

!

;

C� = C�(p;p
0
;m t;fM H 0;M h0g;M H � ):

� Diagram (VH 4):

FL = N m
2
t(2C12 � C11 + C0)cot� ;

FR = N [� m
2
bC12 + m

2
t(C11 � C12 � C0)]tan� ;

N = �
ig2

4

fsin�;cos�g

sin�
fsin(� � �);cos(� � �)g

 
M 2

H �

M 2
W

�
fM 2

H 0;M
2
h0
g

M 2
W

!

;

C� = C�(p;p
0
;m t;fM H 0;M h0g;M W ):
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� Diagram (VH 5):

FL = N [m 2
b(C12 + C0)+ m

2
t(C11 � C12)];

FR = N m
2
btan

2
�(C11 + C0);

N = �
ig2

4

 
M 2

H �

M 2
W

�
M 2

A 0

M 2
W

!

;

C� = C�(p;p
0
;m b;M W ;M A 0):

� Diagram (VH 6):

FL = N m
2
tcot

2
�(C11 + C0);

FR = N [m 2
bC12 + m

2
t(C11 � C12 + C0)];

N = �
ig2

4

 
M 2

H �

M 2
W

�
M 2

A 0

M 2
W

!

;

C� = C�(p;p
0
;m t;M A 0;M W ):

� Diagram (VH 7):

FL = N [(2m 2
bC11 + ~C0 + 2(m 2

t � m
2
b)(C11 � C12))cot

2
� + 2m 2

b(C11 + 2C0)]m
2
t;

FR = N [(2m 2
bC11 + ~C0 + 2(m 2

t � m
2
b)(C11 � C12))tan

2
� + 2m 2

t(C11 + 2C0)]m
2
b;

N = �
ig2

4M 2
W

sin� cos�

sin� cos�
;

C� = C�(p;p
0
;fM H 0;M h0g;m t;m b):

� Diagram (VH 8):

FL = N m
2
tcot

2
� ~C0;

FR = N m
2
btan

2
� ~C0;

N = �
ig2

4M 2
W

;

C� = C�(p;p
0
;fM A 0;M Zg;m t;m b):

In the equationsabove,itisunderstood thatthe CP-even m ixing angle,�,isrenor-

m alized into �e� by theone-loop Higgsm assrelations[25].

AsfortheSUSY and Higgscontributionsto thecounterterm s,they arem uch sim pler

sincetheyjustinvolve2-pointfunctions.Thusweshallpresentthefullelectroweak results

by addingup thevarioussparticleand Higgse�ects.In thefollowingform ulae,weappend

labelsreferring to thespeci�cdiagram son Figs.4-6.
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4.3 C ounterterm s

� Counterterm s�mf ;�Z
f

L ;�Z
f

R:Fora given down-like ferm ion b,and corresponding

isospin partnert,theferm ionicself-energiesreceive contributions

�b
fL;R g(p

2) = �b
fL;R g(p

2)
�
�
�
(C b1)+ (C b2)

= � ig
2

��
�
�A

(t)

� ai

�
�
�
2

B 1

�

p;M i;m ~ta

�

+
1

2

�
�
�A

(b)

� a�

�
�
�
2

B 1

�

p;M
0
�;m ~ba

��

;

m b�
b
S(p

2) = m b�
b
S(p

2)
�
�
�
(C b1)+ (C b2)

= ig
2
h

M iRe
�

A
(t)�

+ aiA
(t)

� ai

�

B 0

�

p;M i;m ~ta

�

+
1

2
M

0
�Re

�

A
(b)�

� a�A
(b)

+ a�

�

B 0

�

p;M
0
�;m ~ba

��

; (65)

from SUSY particles,and

�b
fL;R g(p

2) = �b
fL;R g(p

2)
�
�
�
(C b3)+ (C b4)

=
g2

2iM 2
W

n

m
2
ft;bg

h

fcot2�;tan2�gB1(p;m t;M H � )+ B 1(p;m t;M W )
i

+
m 2

b

2cos2�

h

cos2� B 1(p;m b;M H 0)+ sin2� B 1(p;m b;M h0)

+ sin2� B1(p;m b;M A 0)+ cos2� B1(p;m b;M Z)
io

;

�b
S(p

2) = �b
S(p

2)
�
�
�
(C b3)+ (C b4)

= �
g2

2iM 2
W

n

m
2
t[B 0(p;m t;M H � )� B0(p;m t;M W )]

+
m 2

b

2cos2�

h

cos2� B 0(p;m b;M H 0)+ sin2� B 0(p;m b;M h0)

� sin2� B0(p;m b;M A 0)� cos2� B0(p;m b;M Z)
io

; (66)

from Higgsand Goldstonebosonsin theFeynm an gauge.Toobtain thecorrespond-

ing expressionsforan up-likeferm ion,t,justperform thelabelsubstitutionsb$ t

on eqs. (65)-(66);and on eq.(66)replace sin� $ cos� and sin� $ cos� (which

also im pliesreplacing tan� $ cot�).

Introducing the above expressions into eqs.(20)-(21)one im m ediately obtainsthe

SUSY contribution to thecounterterm s�mf ;�Z
f

L;R.

� Counterterm �ZH � :

�ZH � = �ZH � j
(C H 1)+ (C H 2)+ (C H 3)+ (C H 4)

= �0
H � (M

2
H � )
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= �
ig2N C

M 2
W

h

(m 2
btan

2
� + m

2
tcot

2
�)(B1 + M

2
H � B

0
1 + m

2
bB

0
0)

+ 2m 2
bm

2
tB

0
0

i

(M H � ;m b;m t)

+
ig2

2M 2
W

N C

X

ab

jG baj
2
B
0
0(M H � ;m ~bb

;m ~ta
)

� 2ig2
X

i�

���
�
�Q

L
�i

�
�
�
2

cos2� +
�
�
�Q

R
�i

�
�
�
2

sin2�

�

(B 1 + M
2
H � B

0
1 + M

0
�

2
B
0
0)

+ 2M iM
0
�Re

�

Q
L
�iQ

R �
�i

�

sin� cos�B0
0

�

(M H � ;M
0
�;M i): (67)

Noticethatdiagram (CH 3)givesa vanishing contribution to �ZH � .

� Counterterm �ZH W :

�ZH W = �ZH W j(C M 1)+ (C M 2)+ (C M 3)
=
�H W (M

2
H � )

M 2
W

= �
ig2N C

M 2
W

h

m
2
btan�(B0 + B 1)+ m

2
tcot�B1

i

(M H � ;m b;m t)

�
ig2N C

2M 2
W

X

ab

G baR
(t)

1aR
(b)�

1b [2B 1 + B 0](M H � ;m ~bb
;m ~ta

)

+
2ig2

M W

X

i�

h

M
0
�

�

cos� Q
L�
�iC

L
�i+ sin� Q

R �
�iC

R
�i

�

(B 0 + B 1)

+ M i

�

sin� Q
R �
�iC

L
�i+ cos� Q

L�
�iC

R
�i

�

B 1

i

(M H � ;M
0
�;M i): (68)

A sum isunderstood overallgenerations.

Finally,theevaluation of� � on eq.(48)yieldssim ilarbulky analyticalform ulae,which

follow aftercom puting diagram sakin to those in Figs.2-6 forthe M SSM corrections to

H + ! �+ ��.W erefrain from quotingthem explicitly here.Thenum ericale�ect,though,

willbeexplicitly given in Section 5.

W e are now ready to furnish the corrected width oft! H + b in the M SSM .Itjust

followsaftercom putingtheinterferencebetween thetree-levelam plitudeand theone-loop

am plitude. Itisconvenientto expressthe resultasa relative correction with respectto

thetree-levelwidth both in the�-schem eand in theG F -schem e.In theform erweobtain

therelativeM SSM correction

�
M SSM
� =

�� �(0)�

�
(0)
�

=
N L

D
[2Re(�L)]+

N R

D
[2Re(�R)]+

N LR

D
[2Re(�L + �R)]; (69)

wherethecorresponding lowest-orderwidth is

�(0)� =

 
�

s2W

!
D

16M 2
W m t

�
1=2(1;

m 2
b

m 2
t

;
M 2

H �

m 2
t

); (70)
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with

D = (m 2
t + m

2
b � M

2
H � )(m

2
tcot

2
� + m

2
btan

2
�)+ 4m 2

tm
2
b;

N L = (m 2
t + m

2
b � M

2
H � )m

2
btan

2
� ;

N R = (m 2
t + m

2
b � M

2
H � )m

2
tcot

2
� ;

N LR = 2m 2
tm

2
b: (71)

From theseequationsitisobviousthatatlow tan� therelevantquantum e�ectsbasically

com efrom thecontributionsto theform factor�R whereasathigh tan� they com efrom

�L.

Using eq.(18)we �nd thatthe relative M SSM correction in the G F -param etrization

reads

�
M SSM
G F

=
�� �

(0)

G F

�
(0)

G F

= �
M SSM
� � �rM SSM

; (72)

where the tree-levelwidth in the G F -schem e,�
(0)

G F
,is given by eq.(9) and is related to

eq.(70)through

�(0)� = �
(0)

G F
(1� �rM SSM ): (73)

5. N um ericalA nalysis and D iscussion

Quantum e�ectsshould be able to discrim inate whetherthe charged Higgsem erging

from thedecay t! H + bissupersym m etricornot,fortheM SSM providesa wellde�ned

prediction ofthetypicalsizeofthesee�ectsusing thepresentboundson sparticlem asses.

Som ework on radiativecorrectionsto thedecay width oft! H + bhasalready appeared

in theliterature.In particular,theconventionalQCD correctionshavebeen evaluated[14]

and found to signi�cantly reducethepartialwidth.TheSUSY-QCD correctionsarealso

substantialand have been analyzed,only in part in Refs.[48,49],and in m ore detail

in Ref.[15]. Nevertheless,the electroweak correctionsproduced by the rosterofgenuine

(R-odd)sparticles have notbeen considered atallyet. As forthe virtuale�ects m edi-

ated by theHiggsbosons,a �rsttreatm entisgiven in Refs.[50]and [51].However,these

referencesdisagreein severalpartsofthecalculation,and m oreoverthey areboth incom -

plete calculationson theirown,forthey fully ignore the Higgse�ects associated to the

bottom quark Yukawa coupling,which could in principlebesigni�cantin thelargetan�

region. On the otherhand,even though the latterkind ofHiggse�ects have been dis-

cussed in theliteraturein otherrenorm alization schem esbased on alternativede�nitions

oftan� [43,52,53],adetailed analysisincludingthegenuineSUSY e�ectsthem selveshas

neverbeen attem pted. Thus,ifonly forcom pleteness,we are providing here notonly a
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dedicated treatm entoftheR-odd contributionsm ediated by thesparticlesoftheM SSM ,

butalso thefully-edged pay-o� ofthesupersym m etric Higgse�ects.

Before presenting the results ofthe com plete num ericalanalysis,it should be clear

thatthebulk ofthehigh tan� correctionsto thedecay rateoft! H + bin theM SSM is

expected to com e from SUSY-QCD.Thiscould already be foreseen from whatisknown

in SUSY GUT m odels[11];in fact,in thiscontextanon-vanishingsbottom m ixing(which

we also assum e in ouranalysis)m ay lead to im portantSUSY-QCD quantum e�ectson

the bottom m ass,m b = m G U T
b + �m b,where �m b isproportionalto M

b
LR ! � � tan�

atsu�ciently high tan�.These are�nitethreshold e�ectsthatonehasto includewhen

m atching the SM and M SSM renorm alization group equations (RGE) at the e�ective

supersym m etric threshold scale,TSU SY ,above which the RGE evolve according to the

M SSM �-functionsin the M S schem e[54,55]. In ourcase,since the bottom m assisan

inputparam eterfortheon-shellschem e,thesee�ectsobviously havea di�erentphysical

m eaning,butareform ally thesam e;they arejustfed into them asscounterterm �mb=m b

on eq.(53)and contributeto itwith oppositesign (�mb=m b = � �m b+ :::)7.

Explicitly,when viewed in term sofdiagram softheelectroweak-eigenstate basis,the

relevant �nite corrections from the bottom m ass counterterm are generated by m ixed

LR-sbottom sand gluino loops(Cf.Fig.7a):

 
�mb

m b

!

SU SY � Q CD

=
2�s(m t)

3�
m ~g M

b
LR I(m ~b1

;m ~b2
;m ~g)

! �
2�s(m t)

3�
m ~g� tan� I(m ~b1

;m ~b2
;m ~g); (74)

wherethelastresultholdsforsu�ciently largetan� and for� nottoosm allascom pared

to A b.W ehaveintroduced thepositive-de�nite function (Cf.Appendix C)

I(m 1;m 2;m 3)� 16�2iC0(0;0;m 1;m 2;m 3)=
m 2

1m
2
2ln

m 2

1

m 2

2

+ m 2
2m

2
3ln

m 2

2

m 2

3

+ m 2
1m

2
3ln

m 2

3

m 2

1

(m 2
1 � m22)(m

2
2 � m23)(m

2
1 � m23)

:

(75)

In addition,wecould also foreseepotentially large(�nite)SUSY electroweak e�ectsfrom

�mb=m b. They are induced by tan�-enhanced Yukawa couplings ofthe type (2). Of

course,thesee�ectshavealreadybeenfullyincluded inthecalculationpresented inSection

3 thatwe have perform ed in them ass-eigenstate basis,butitisillustrative oftheorigin

7In thealternativefram eworkofRef.[15],theSUSY-Q CD correctionshavebeen com puted assum ingno

m ixing in thesbottom m assm atrix.Nonetheless,thetypicalsizeoftheSUSY-Q CD correctionsdoesnot

changeascom pared to thepresentapproach (in which wedo assum ea non-diagonalsbottom m atrix)the

reason being thatin the absenceofsbottom m ixing,i.e.M b

L R
= 0,the contribution �mb=m b / � �tan�

at large tan� is no longer possible but,in contrast,the vertex correction does precisely inherits this

dependence and com pensatesforit(Cf.Appendix A).The drawback ofan scenario based on M b

L R
= 0,

however,is that when it is com bined with a large value oftan� it m ay lead to a value ofAb which

overshootsthe naturalrangeexpected forthisparam eter.
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ofthe leading contributions to pick them up again directly from the diagram s in the

electroweak-eigenstatebasis.In thiscase,from loopsinvolvingm ixed LR-stopsand m ixed

charged higgsinos(Cf.Fig.7b),one�nds:

 
�mb

m b

!

SU SY � Yukawa

= �
hthb

16�2

�

m b

m tM
t
LR I(m ~t1

;m ~t2
;�)

! �
h2t

16�2
� tan� AtI(m ~t1

;m ~t2
;�); (76)

whereagain thelastexpression holdsforlargeenough tan�.

Notice that,atvariance with eq.(74),the Yukawa coupling correction (76)diesaway

with increasing �. Setting ht ’ 1 at high tan�,and assum ing that there is no large

hierarchy between thesparticlem asses,theratio between (74)and (76)isgiven,in good

approxim ation,by 4m ~g=A ttim esaslowly varyingfunction ofthem assesoforder1,where

the(approxim ate)proportionalitytothegluinom assreectstheveryslow decouplingrate

ofthelatter[15].

In view ofthe presentboundson the gluino m ass,and since A t (aswellasA b)can-

not increase arbitrarily (Cf. Appendix A),we expect that the SUSY-QCD e�ects can

be dom inant and even overwhelm ing for su�ciently heavy gluinos. Unfortunately,in

contradistinction to the SUSY-QCD case,there arealso plenty ofadditionalvertex con-

tributionsboth from theHiggssectorand from thestop-sbottom /gaugino-higgsinosector

where those Yukawa couplingsenteronce again the gam e. So ifone wishesto trace the

origin ofthe leading contributions in the electroweak-eigenstate basis,a sim ilarthough

som ewhatm oreinvolved exercisehastobecarried outalsoforvertexfunctions.Ofcourse,

allofthese e�ectsare autom atically included in ourcalculation ofSection 3 within the

fram ework ofthem ass-eigenstate basis8.

W em ay now passon to thenum ericalanalysisoftheover-allquantum e�ects.After

explicit com putation ofthe various loop diagram s,the results are conveniently cast in

term softherelativecorrection with respectto thetree-levelwidth:

� =
�H � �

(0)

H

�
(0)

H

�
�(t! H + b)� �(0)(t! H + b)

�(0)(t! H + b)
: (77)

In whatfollowsweunderstand that� de�ned by eq.(77)is�� { Cf.eq.(69){ i.e.weshall

alwaysgiveourcorrectionswith respectto thetree-levelwidth �0� in the�-schem e.The

corresponding correction with respectto thetree-levelwidth in theG F -schem e issim ply

given by eq.(72),where �r M SSM was objectofa particularstudy [42]and therefore it

8The m ass-eigenstate basis is extrem ely convenientto carry outthe num ericalanalysis,but it does

notim m ediately provide a \physicalinterpretation" ofthe results. The electroweak-eigenstatebasis,in

contrast,isabetterbookkeepingdeviceto tracetheorigin ofthem ostrelevante�ects,butasadrawback

the intricaciesofthe fullanalyticalcalculation can be (in general)abhorrent.
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can beeasily incorporated,ifnecessary.Notice,however,that�r M SSM isalready tightly

bound by theexperim entaldataon M Z = 91:1863� 0:0020GeV atLEP [56]and theratio

M W =M Z in p�p,which lead to M W = 80:356� 0:125GeV.Therefore,even withoutdoing

theexacttheoreticalcalculation of�r within theM SSM ,wealready know from

�r= 1�
��

p
2G F

1

M 2
W (1� M 2

W =M
2
Z)

; (78)

that�r M SSM m ustliein theexperim entalinterval�r exp ’ 0:040� 0:018.

Now,sincethecorrectionscom puted in Section 3 can typically beaboutoneorderof

m agnitude largerthan �r M SSM ,the bulk ofthe quantum e�ectson t! H + bisalready

com prised in therelativecorrection (77)in the�-schem e9.Furtherm ore,in theconditions

understudy,onlyasm allfractionof�r M SSM issupersym m etric[42],andweshould notbe

dependenton isolating thisuniversal,relatively sm all,partofthetotalSUSY correction

to�.Toputin anutshell:ifthereistobeany hopetom easuresupersym m etricquantum

e�ects on the charged Higgsdecay ofthe top quark,they should bettercom e from the

potentially large, non-oblique, corrections com puted in Section 3. The SUSY e�ects

contained in �r M SSM [42],instead,willbem easured in a m uch m oree�cientway from a

high precision (�M
exp

W = � 40M eV )determ ination ofMW atLEP 200.

Anotherusefulquantity isthebranching ratio

B H � B R(t! H
+
b)=

�H

�W + �H + �SU SY
; (79)

where �W � �(t ! W + b) and �SU SY stands for decays ofthe top quark into SUSY

particles.In particular,thepotentially im portantSUSY-QCD m odet! ~t1 ~g iskinem at-

ically forbidden in m ostpartofouranalysiswhereweusually assum em ~g = O (300)GeV.

There m ay also bethecom peting electroweak SUSY decayst! ~t1�
0
� and t!

~b1�
+
i for

som e � = 1;:::;4 and som e i= 1;2. The latter,however,isalso phase space obstructed

in m ostofourexplored param eterspace,sincewetypically assum em ~b1
= 150GeV .The

decay t ! ~t1�
0
�,instead,is alm ost always open,but it is not tan�-enhanced in our

favourite segm ent(17). However,when studying the branching ratio (79)asa function

ofthesquark and gluino m asses,wedo includethee�ectsfrom allthesesupersym m etric

channelswheneverthey arekinem atically open.Thusin general�SU SY on eq.(79)isgiven

by

�SU SY = �(t! ~t1 ~g)+
X

�

�(t! ~t1�
0
�)+

X

i

�(t! ~b1�
+
i ): (80)

9Forthe standard decay t! W + b,the situation isquite di�erentsince the SM electroweak correc-

tions[57]and the m axim alSUSY electroweak corrections[17]in the�-schem earem uch sm allerthan for

the decay t! H + b ,nam ely they are ofthe orderof�r. Therefore,forthe standard decay t! W + b

there isa signi�cantcancellation between the correctionsin the �-schem e and �r in m ostofthe tan�

rangeresulting in a substantially dim inished correction in the G F -schem e.
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Thevariousterm scontributing to thisequation arecom puted atthetree-level.Recently,

theSUSY-QCD correctionsto som eofthesesupersym m etric m odeshavebeen evaluated

and in som e cases m ay be im portant[58]. Sim ilarly,we treat the com putation ofthe

partialwidth ofthestandard m odet! W + batthetree-level.Thisisjusti�ed since,as

shown in Refs.[17,18,19,59],thisdecay cannotin generaldevelop largesupersym m etric

radiativecorrections,oratleastaslargeastobecom parabletothosea�ectingthecharged

Higgsm ode(forthesam evalueoftheinputparam eters).Thereason foritstem sfrom the

very di�erentstructure ofthe counterterm sforboth decays;in particular,the standard

decay m odeofthetop quark doesnotinvolvethem assrenorm alization counterterm sfor

theexternalferm ion lines,and asaconsequencetheaforem entioned largequantum e�ects

associated to thebottom quark self-energy athigh tan� arenotpossible.

Figures8-20 and 22-23 display a clear-cutr�esum �e ofournum ericalresults. W e wish

to pointoutthatthey have been thoroughly checked. Scale independence of�,eq.(77),

and cancellation ofUV-divergenceshave been explicitly veri�ed. M ostofthe analytical

and num ericalcalculations have been doubled. In particular,we have constructed two

independent num ericalcodes and checked that the two approaches perfectly agree at

di�erentstages.In allournum ericalevaluationswehaveim posed thefollowingrestriction

on thenon-SM contributionsto the�-param eter [9]:

��new < 0:003: (81)

To start with,we concentrate on the case � < 0,which we study in Figs.8-20. (The

case � > 0 isstudied apartin Figs.22-23 and willbe com m ented lateron.) W e observe

that,fornegative �,the leading SUSY-QCD e�ectson � are positive. Thism eansthat

in these circum stances the potentially large strong supersym m etric e�ects are in frank

com petition with the conventionalQCD corrections,which are also very large and stay

alwaysnegativeaswillbediscussed lateron.

Needless to say,a crucialparam eter to be investigated is tan�. In Fig.8 we plot

the tree-levelwidth, �0(t ! H + b), and the totalpartialwidth, �M SSM (t ! H + b),

com prising allthe M SSM e�ects,asa function oftan�. A typicalsetofparam eters is

chosen wellwithin canonicalexpectations (see below);the individualinuence ofeach

one ofthem is tested in Figs.10 to 20. Also shown in Fig.8 is the (tree-level) partial

width ofthe standard top quark decay t ! W + b,which is (as noted above) far less

sensitive to quantum corrections. Forconvenience,we have included in Fig.8 a plot of

�Q CD (t! H + b),i.e.thepartialwidth thatwould beobtained in thepresenceofonly the

standard QCD corrections.In practice,thisistantam ounttosayingthat�Q CD (t! H + b)

is the partialwidth that would be expected in the absence of SUSY e�ects, for the

electroweak non-supersym m etriccorrectionsturn outto benegligibleversustheordinary
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QCD e�ects.

From eq.(69)itisclearthat,forlarge(resp.sm all)tan�,therenorm alized form factor

yielding the bulk ofthe SUSY contribution is �L (resp. �R). To appraise the relative

im portanceofthevarioustypesofM SSM e�ectson �(t! H + b),in Figs.9a-9b weprovide

plotsforthecorrection to thepartialwidth,eq.(77),and to thebranching ratio,eq.(79),

as a function oftan�,reecting the various individualcontributions. Speci�cally,we

show in Fig.9a:

� (i)The supersym m etric electroweak contribution from genuine (R-odd) sparticles

(denoted �SU SY � EW ), i.e. from sferm ions (squarks and sleptons), charginos and

neutralinos;

� (ii)Theelectroweakcontributionfrom non-supersym m etric(R-even)particles(�E W ).

Itiscom posed oftwo distincttypesofe�ects,nam ely,thosefrom Higgsand Gold-

stonebosons(collectively called \Higgs" contribution,and denoted �H iggs)plusthe

leading SM e�ects[40]from conventionalferm ions(�SM ):

�E W = �H iggs+ �SM ; (82)

The rem aining non-supersym m etric electroweak e�ectsare subleading and are ne-

glected.

� (iii)Thestrong supersym m etriccontribution (denoted by �SU SY � Q CD )from squarks

and gluinos;

� (iv)The strong contribution from conventionalquarksand gluons(labelled �Q CD );

and

� (v)The totalM SSM contribution,�M SSM ,nam ely,the netsum ofallthe previous

contributions:

�M SSM = �SU SY � EW + �E W + �SU SY � Q CD + �Q CD : (83)

In Fig.9b we reect the im pact ofthe M SSM on the branching ratio,as a function of

tan�;also shown are the tree-levelvalue ofthe branching ratio and the latterquantity

after including the (non-supersym m etric) QCD corrections. A typicalcom m on set of

inputshasbeen chosen inFigs.9a-9bsuch thatthesupersym m etricelectroweakcorrections

reinforcethestrongsupersym m etrice�ects(SUSY-QCD).Forthissetofinputs,thetotal

M SSM correction to the partialwidth oft! H + b ispositive fortan� > 20 (approx.).

Rem arkably enough,thisisso in spite ofthe huge negative e�ectsinduced by QCD.In

fact,we see thatthe gluon e�ectsare overridden by the gluino e�ectsprovided tan� is
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su�ciently large,to be concrete fortan� � 30. Beyond thisvalue,the strenghtofthe

supersym m etric loops becom es rapidly overwhelm ing; e.g. at the representative value

tan� = m t=m b = 35 we �nd �M SSM ’ +27% ;and attan� ’ 50,which isthe preferred

valueclaim ed bySO (10)Yukawacouplinguni�cationm odels[11],thecorrectionisalready

�M SSM ’ +55% .Quitein contrast,atthattan� onewould expect,in theabsenceofSUSY

e�ects,a (QCD)correction ofabout� 57% ,i.e.virtually ofthesam esizebutoppositein

sign!.

Com ing back to Fig.8,weseethat,afterincluding theSUSY e�ects,thepartialwidth

oft! H + bequalsthepartialwidth ofthestandard decay t! W + bnearthe\SO (10)"

pointtan� = 50. (The m eeting pointisactually a bitearlierin tan�,aftertaking into

account the known[17,18],negative,SUSY corrections to t! W + b,but this e�ect is

notshown in the�guresinceitisrelatively sm all.) Now,forthetypicalsetofparam eter

values introduced in Fig.8,the top quark decay width into SUSY particles,eq.(80),is

rather tiny. Thus it is not surprising that in these conditions the branching ratio of

the charged Higgsm ode can be rem arkably high: B R(t! H + b)’ 50% ,i.e. basically

50% � 50% versus the standard decay m ode. In contrast,the branching ratio without

SUSY e�ects (i.e. essentially the QCD-corrected branching ratio) is m uch sm aller: at

thecharacteristic SO (10)value,tan� = 50,itbarely reaches20% .Clearly,ifthe SUSY

quantum e�ectsarethere,they could hardly bem issed!.

Asnoted before,even though the dom inantM SSM e�ectsare,by far,the QCD and

SUSY-QCD ones,they have opposite signs. Therefore,there isa crossoverpointofthe

two strongly interacting dynam ics,where the conventionalQCD loopsarefully counter-

balanced by the SUSY-QCD loops.Thisleadsto a funny situation,nam ely,thatatthe

vicinityofthatpointthetotalM SSM correction isgiven byjustthesubleading,albeitnon-

negligible,electroweak supersym m etric contribution: �M SSM ’ �SU SY � EW . The crossover

pointoccursattan� >
� 32 ’ m t=m b,where �SU SY � EW >

� 20. Forlargerand largertan�

beyond m t=m b,thetotal(and positive)M SSM correction growsvery fast,aswehavesaid,

sincetheSUSY-QCD loopslargely overcom pensate thestandard QCD corrections.Asa

result,the nete�ecton the partialwidth appearsto be opposite in sign to whatm ight

naively be \expected" (i.e. the QCD sign). Ofcourse,thisisnota generalresultsince

itdepends on the actualvalues ofthe M SSM param eters. In the following we wish to

explore the variousparam eterdependencesand in particularwe wantto assesswhether

a favourablesituation astheonejustdescribed islikely to happen in an am pleportion of

theM SSM param eterspace.In particular,thevaluetan� = m t=m b = 35 willbechosen

in allourplotswhere thatparam eterm ustbe �xed. W e consideritasrepresentative of

the low end ofthe high tan� segm ent,eq.(17). Thustan� = m t=m b = 35 behavesasa

sortofthreshold pointbeyond which theM SSM quantum e�ectson t! H + btakeo� so
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fastthatthey should haveindelible experim entalconsequenceson top quark physics.

As regards to the non-supersym m etric electroweak corrections,�EW ,it is apparent

from Fig.9a thatthey are very sm all,especially in the high tan� segm ent. Also in the

very low tan� segm ent,0:5 <
� tan� <

� 1,�E W isrelatively sm all;and thisisso notonly

because both �H iggs and �SM becom e nevertoo large in absolute value,butalso because

in thatregion there isa cancellation between �H iggs < 0 and �SM > 0.Asithappens,we

end up with thefactthatthecom plicated Higgse�ectsresultin a very tiny contribution,

exceptin thevery low tan� end,wheree.g.they can reach � 15% attan� ’ 0:5.In this

corner ofthe param eter space,�H iggs becom es the dom inant part of�M SSM ,being even

larger than the QCD e�ects,which stay at the levelof� 8% ,and also larger than the

SUSY-QCD and SUSY-EW corrections,which rem ain below +4% and � 1% ,respectively.

W ehavetreated in detailthevery low tan� segm entby including theone-loop renor-

m alization ofthe Higgsm asses[25].Thisisnecessary in orderto avoid thatthe lightest

CP-even Higgsm asseithervanishesattan� = 1orbecom eslighterthan thephenom eno-

logicalboundsnearthatvalue.In passing,wehavechecked thattheone-loop shiftofthe

m asses,aswellasoftheCP-even m ixing angle,�,haslittleim pacton thepartialwidth

oft! H + bin the entire range oftan�,eq.(13). They entailatm ostan additional5%

negativeshiftof�M SSM in thevery low tan� region10.Itisprecisely in thisregion where

theHiggse�ectscould beexpected ofsom erelevance,and thuswheretherenorm alization

oftheCP-even m ixing anglecould haveintroduced som enoticeablechangein theneutral

Higgscouplings. Quite on the contrary,athigh tan� the corresponding e�ectisfound

to be oforder one per m iland is thus negligibly sm all. On the other hand,a sim ple

inspection ofFigs.8 and 9b showsthateven in the very low tan� ballpark,where there

m ay besom eten percente�ectfrom theHiggssector,therising ofthetree-levelwidth is

so fastthatitbecom esvery hard to isolate these corrections.W econclude that,despite

theratherlargenum berofdiagram sinvolved,theover-allyield from theHiggssectorof

theM SSM on t! H + bisratherm eagrein thewholetan� range(13).Thisfactissom e-

whatsurprising and wasnotobviousa priori,due to the presence ofenhanced Yukawa

couplings (2) in the whole plethora ofHiggs diagram s. The cancellations involved are

rem iniscentofthe scanty SUSY Higgse�ectsobtained forthestandard top quark decay

t! W + b[19].

W ecom enow to briey discussthestandard QCD e�ectsup to O (� s),which involve

one-loop gluon correctionsand gluon brem sstrahlung[14].Asitisplain from Fig.9a,�Q CD

isnegative-de�nite and very im portantin the high tan� segm ent. It quickly saturates

10To perform thatcheck,we have included both the stop and sbottom contributionsto the one-loop

Higgsm assrelations.A setof7 independentparam etershasbeen used to fully characterizethesee�ects,

viz.(M H � ;�;tan�;m ~b1
;m ~t1

;A b;A t).W e refrain from writing outthe cum bersom eform ulae[25].
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fortan� >
� 10 ata large value oforder � 60% . Therefore,the QCD e�ects need to be

considered in orderto isolate the virtualSUSY signature[14]. The leading behaviourof

the standard QCD com ponent in the relative correction (77) can be easily assessed by

considering thefollowing asym ptoticform ula

�Q C D = �
2�s

3�

8�2� 15

12
(m 2

btan
2� + m 2

tcot
2�)+ 3(4+ tan2� � 2

M 2

H +

m 2

t

cot2�)m 2
bln

�
m 2

t

m 2

b

�

m 2
btan

2� + m 2
tcot

2�
;

(84)

whichwehaveobtainedbyexpandingtheexactone-loopform ulauptoO (m 2
b=m

2
t;M

2
H + =m

2
t).

Here�s � �s(m
2
t),norm alized as�s(M

2
Z)’ 0:12.Thebiglogfactorln(m 2

t=m
2
b)originates

from the running b-quark m assevaluated atthe top quark scale. The correction isseen

to bealwaysnegative.W epointoutthatwhilewehaveused theexactO (�s)form ula for

thenum ericalevaluation,theapproxim ateexpression given aboveissu�ciently accurate

toconvey thegeneralfeaturestobeexpected both atlow and athigh tan�.In particular,

form b 6= 0and tan� in therelevanthigh segm ent(17),theQCD correction becom esvery

largeand saturatesatthevalue

�Q C D = �
2�s

�

 
8�2 � 15

36
+ ln

m 2
t

m 2
b

!

’ � 62% (tan� >>

q

m t=m b ’ 6): (85)

(The exact O (�s) form ula gives slightly below � 60% .) At low values of tan�, the

corrections are m uch sm aller, as it follows from the approxim ate expression �Q CD ’

(� �s=�)(8�
2 � 15)=18 ’ � 12% . W e rem ark thatformb = 0 the dependence on tan�

totally disappears from eq.(84),so that one would never be able to suspect the large

contribution (85) in the high tan� regim e. The lim it m b = 0,nevertheless,has been

considered forthestandard QCD correctionsin som eplacesoftheliterature[60,61]but,

as we have seen,it is untenable unless one concentrates on values oftan� oforder 1,

in which case the relevance ofour decay for SUSY is doom ed to oblivion. This situa-

tion issim ilarto theonem entioned aboveconcerning theSUSY-QCD correctionsin the

lim itm b = 0,which leadsto an scenario totally blind to theoutstanding supersym m etric

quantum e�ects obtained for m b 6= 0 at high tan� [15]. W e stress that in spite ofthe

respectable size ofthe standard QCD e�ects,they becom e fast stuck atthe saturation

value(85),which isindependentoftan�.On thecontrary,theSUSY-QCD e�ectsgrow

endlessly with tan� and thusrapidly overtake thestandard QCD prediction.

W orth noticing is the evolution ofthe quantities (77)and (79)as a function ofthe

gluinom ass(Cf.Figs.10a-10b).Ofcourse,only theSUSY-QCD com ponentissensitiveto

m ~g.Although the SUSY-QCD e�ectshave been objectofa particularstudy in Ref.[15],

we�nd itconvenient,toeasecom parison,todisplay thecorresponding resultsin thevery

sam econditionsin which theelectroweak supersym m etriccorrectionsarepresented.The
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steep fallsin Fig.10aareassociated tothepresenceofthreshold e�ectsoccurringatpoints

satisfying m ~g + m ~t1
’ m t. An analogoussituation was observed in Ref.[17,18]forthe

SUSY correctionsto thestandard top-quark decay.Away from thethreshold points,the

behaviourof�SU SY � Q C D issm ooth and perfectly consistentwith perturbation theory.In

Fig.10b,wherethebranching ratio (79)isplotted,thesteep fallsatthethreshold points

areno longerpresentsincethey arecom pensated forby thesim ultaneousopening ofthe

two-body supersym m etric m odet! ~t1 ~g,form ~g < m t� m~t1.

W eem phasize thattherelevantgluino m assregion forthedecay t! H + bisnotthe

lightgluino region,butthe heavy one,the reason being thatthe im portantself-energy

correction m entioned above,eq.(74),involvesa gluino m assinsertion.Asa consequence,

virtually forany setofM SSM param eters,there isa wellsustained SUSY correction for

any gluino m assabove a certain value,in ourcase m ~g
>
� 250� 300GeV .The correction

raises with the gluino m ass up to a long at m axim um before bending {very gently {

into thedecoupling regim e(farbeyond 1TeV ).The factthatthedecoupling rateofthe

gluinosappearsto beso slow hasan obviousphenom enologicalinterest.

Nextweconsiderin detailthesensitivity ofourdecay on thehiggsino-gauginoparam -

eters(�;M )characterizing thechargino-neutralino m assm atrices(Cf.Appendix A).W e

startwith the supersym m etric Higgsm ixing m ass,�. Asalready stated above,we will

largely concentrate on the � < 0 case.Togetherwith At > 0 thisyieldsA t� < 0,which

isa su�cientcondition[62]forthe M SSM prediction on B R(b! s)to be com patible

with experim entin thepresenceofa relatively lightcharged Higgsboson (astheonepar-

ticipating in thetop decay understudy).In fact,itisknown thatcharged Higgsbosons

ofO (100)GeV interfere constructively with the SM am plitude and would rendera �nal

value ofB R(b ! s)exceedingly high. Fortunately,this situation can be rem edied in

theM SSM sincethealternativecontribution from charginosand stopstendstocancelthe

Higgscontribution provided thatA t� < 0.Furtherm ore,onem ustalso requirerelatively

light values for the m asses ofthe lightest representatives ofthese sparticles,as wellas

high valuesoftan� [62];henceoneisled to a setofconditionswhich �tin with nicely to

build up a favourablescenario forthedecay t! H + b.

The evolution ofthe individualcontributions (83),together with the totalM SSM

yield,as a function of� < 0,is shown in Figs.11a-11b for given values ofthe other

param eters.W eim m ediately gatherfrom these�guresthattheSUSY-QCD correction is

extrem ely sensitive to �. In fact,�SU SY � Q CD growsratherfastwith j�j. Thisisalready

patentatthe levelofthe leading �mb=m b e�ectgiven by eq.(74). In all�gureswhere a

de�nite � < 0 is to be chosen,we have taken the m oderate value � = � 150GeV . In

thisway,forM ’ j�j= 150GeV ,we guarantee thatthelightestchargino m assisabove

the LEP 1:5 phenom enologicalbound: m
�
�
1

>
� 65GeV [26]. Concerning the electroweak
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contribution,we noted above that the com ponent �mb=m b,eq.(76),actually decreases

with �.However,the � dependencesin the full�SU SY � EW are m ore com plicated than in

�SU SY � Q CD and cannotbe read o� eq.(76). Thisisevidentfrom Fig.11a where the total

�SU SY � EW is fairly insensitive to �;�M SSM ,therefore,inherits its m arked �-dependence

basically from the SUSY-QCD com ponent. As for the sensitivity ofthe corrections on

theSU(2)L-gaugino softSUSY-breaking param eter,M ,Fig.12 conveysim m ediately that

itisvirtually non-existent.W epointoutthatthechoiceofM and � isalwaysm adein a

rangewherethechargino m assesareabove65GeV .

There is som e slight evolution ofthe corrections with A b (Fig.13a),m ainly on the

SUSY-QCD side. W e realize that�SU SY � Q CD isnotperfectly sym m etric with respectto

thesign ofA b.Oncethesign � < 0 ischosen,thecorrection islargerfornegativevalues

ofA b than forpositive values.W ehave erred on the conservative side by choosing A b =

+300GeV whereverthisparam eteris�xed.AsfarasA tisconcerned,�SU SY � Q CD can only

evolveasa function ofthatparam eterthrough vertex corrections,which areproportional

to A t cot� (Cf. Appendix A);however,at large tan� these are very depressed. The

electroweak correction �SU SY � EW ,instead,isvery m uch dependenton A t;indeed,atypical

com ponentexhibiting thisbehaviourisgiven by eq.(76),which islinearin A t. The full

dependence,however,isnotlinearand isrecorded in Fig.13b.W erealizethat�SU SY � EW

and �M SSM change sign with A t.The shaded verticalband in Fig.13b isexcluded by our

choiceofparam etersin Fig.8.

Anothervery crucialparam eterto beinvestigated isthevalueofm ~b1
.Thisisbecause

the SUSY-QCD correction hingesa greatdealon the value ofthe sbottom m asses,asit

isplain from eq.(74). Asa m atteroffact,a too large a value ofm ~b1
m ay upside down

theleadership oftheSUSY-QCD e�ects.Asa phenom enologicallowerbound forallthe

squark m asses we take the absolute LEP 1:5 bound m ~q � 65GeV [26]. However,as a

typicalm assvalueforallsquarksotherthan thestop weusem ~q � 150� 200GeV(~q6=~t).

From Fig.14a we see thatprovided m ~b1
<
� 300GeV theSUSY-QCD e�ectsrem ain dom i-

nant,butthey steadily go down thelargerism ~b1
.Theelectroweak correction �SU SY � E W ,

on theotherhand,isquitesustained with increasing m ~b1
and thereareparam etercon�g-

urationswhereforsu�ciently heavy sbottom sthesupersym m etricelectroweak e�ectsare

largerthan the SUSY-QCD e�ects. However,thisisnotthe m ostlikely situation. The

behaviourofthebranching ratio isplotted in Fig.14b.

Obviously,the evolution ofthe SUSY-QCD correctionswith the stop m assesisbasi-

cally at(Fig.15)sincetheleading contribution isindependentofm ~t1
.Therefore,itisof

littlehelp to usethestrictlowerm assbound m ~t1
’ 65GeV in ourcalculation instead of,

say,them oreconservativem ~t1
’ 100GeV.Nonetheless,ifwewish tokeep �M SSM > 0,we

cannotgotoofarwith m ~t1
,fortheelectroweak correction isalsoseen todecreasewith m ~t1

.
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Indeed,whereasform ~t1
= 65� 100GeV onehas�SU SY � EW >

� 20% ,form ~t1
>
� 250GeV one

�nds�SU SY � EW <
� 10% .Forheavierstop m asses,�M SSM becom eszero orslightly negative.

In thissituation,theim printofSUSY liesin thefactthatthetotalquantum e�ectisnot

asnegativeaspredicted by standard QCD,eq.(85).

The inuence from the sleptons and the other squarks is practically irrelevant as

it is borne out by Figs.16a-16b. They enter the correction through oblique (universal)

quantum corrections. The only exception are the �-sleptons ~�a (\staus"),since they are

involved in theprocess-dependent(non-oblique)contribution eq.(48),wherethe�-lepton

Yukawa coupling becom esenhanced atlargetan�.Forthisreason,�SU SY � EW in Fig.16b

issom ewhatlargerthe sm alleristhe �-sneutrino m ass(assum ed to be degenerate with

theothersneutrinos).In allourcalculation wehave�xed thecom m on sneutrino m assat

200GeV.

W e have also tested the variation ofourresultsasa function ofthe externalparticle

m asses,nam ely them assesofthetop quark,bottom quark and charged Higgs.Asforthe

externalferm ion m asses,the correctionsthem selves are notvery sensitive (see Figs.17a

and 18a). Am ong the SUSY corrections,the m ostsensitive one on m t (respectively on

m b) is �SU SY � EW (resp. �SU SY � Q CD ). The branching ratios also show som e dependence

(Figs.17b and 18b),especially on m b. This e�ect is m ainly due to the variation ofthe

tree-levelpartialwidths as a function ofm t and m b. As for the charged Higgs m ass,

M H + ,up to now it hasbeen �xed atM H + = 120GeV . W e con�rm from Fig.19a that

thereisnothing specialin thechosen valueforthatparam etersincethesensitivity ofthe

correction is generally low,except near the uninteresting boundary ofthe phase space

wherethebranching ratio (Fig.19b)boilsdown to zero.

W ecloseourstudy ofthecorrectionsin the� < 0 caseby plotting �� asa function of

tan� (seeFig.20).By de�nition,�� isthatpartof�M SSM originatingfrom thefullprocess-

dependent term � �,eq.(48),which stem s from ourde�nition oftan� on eq.(45). This

piece ofinform ation isrelevantenough. In fact,itshould be recalled thatthe quantum

corrections described in the previous �gures are schem e dependent. In particular,they

rely on ourde�nition oftan� given on eq.(45).W hatisnotschem edependent,ofcourse,

isthepredicted valueofthewidth and branching ratio (Figs.8 and 9b)afterincluding all

theradiativecorrections.Now,from Fig.20 itisclearthatthe� �-term isnotnegligible,

and so there is a process-dependence in ourde�nition oftan�,asitwas announced in

Section 3.At�rstsight,the��-e�ectsarenotdram aticsincethey aresm allascom pared

to �SU SY � Q CD ,butsince the latteriscancelled outby standard QCD we end up with ��

being oftheorder(roughly halfthesize)oftheelectroweak correction �SU SY � EW .

Them ain sourceofprocess-dependent��-e�ectsliesin thecorrectionsgenerated bythe

�-m asscounterterm ,�m�=m �,and can beeasily picked outin theelectroweak-eigenstate
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basis (see Fig.21)m uch in the sam e way as we did forthe b-m ass counterterm . There

are,however,som edi�erences,ascan beappraised by com paring thediagram sin Figs.7

and 21,where we see thatin the lattercase the e�ect derives from diagram sinvolving

�-sleptons with gauginos or m ixed gaugino-higgsinos. An explicit com putation ofthe

diagram s(a)+ (b)in Fig.21 yields

�m�

m �

=
g02

16�2
� M

0tan� I(m ~�1;m ~�2;M
0)

+
g2

16�2
� M tan� I(�;m ~��;M ); (86)

where g0 = gsW =cW and M 0;M (Cf. Appendix A) are the soft SUSY-breaking M a-

jorana m asses associated to the bino ~B and winos ~W � ,respectively,and the function

I(m 1;m 2;m 3)isagain given by eq.(75). In the form ula above we have projected,from

thebino diagram in Fig.21a,only theleading piecewhich isproportionalto tan�.Even

so,thecontribution from thewino-higgsinodiagram in Fig.21b ism uch larger.Num erical

evaluation ofthesum ofthetwo contributionson eq.(86)indeed showsthatitreproduces

to within few percent the fullnum ericalresult (Cf. Fig.20)previously obtained in the

m ass-eigenstate basis,thus con�rm ing that eq.(86) gives the leading contribution. In

practice,fora typicalchoiceofparam etersasin Fig.8,thiscontribution isapproxim ately

cancelled out by part ofthe electroweak supersym m etric corrections associated to the

originalprocesst! H + b,and oneise�ectively leftwith eq.(76)asbeingthem ain source

ofelectroweak supersym m etric quantum e�ectsathigh tan�.

Finally,thecorrectionscorresponding to thecasewhere� > 0 arestudied in Figs.22a

and 22b. The problem with � > 0 isthat,then,the large SUSY-QCD correctionshave

thesam e(negative)sign astheconventionalQCD e�ects,and asa consequencethetotal

M SSM correction can easily blow up above100% ,thebranchingratiobecom ingnegative!.

To avoid this disaster (from the point ofview ofperturbation theory),we enforce the

SUSY-QCD correction to be sm aller than in the � < 0 case by assum ing an \obesse

SUSY scenario"characterized by very largevaluesforthesbottom m ass(m ~b1
= 600GeV)

and the gluino m ass(m ~g = 1000GeV ). W e also choose A t < 0 so thatthe electroweak

SUSY correction becom esopposite in sign to the SUSY-QCD correction (a feature that

also applies in the � < 0 case,see Fig.13b)and in this way the totalSUSY correction

isfurtherlessened in absolute value.Incidentally,we rem ark thatthe sim ultaneoussign

changeofboth � and Atisalsonecessary in ordertokeep A t� < 0;asnoted above,thisis

required in orderthattheM SSM can becom patiblewith B R(b! s)in thepresenceof

arelatively lightcharged Higgs.In Fig.23webringforward thee�ectofthenew situation

on the totalpartialwidth. In the present instance,the physicalsignature would be to

m easureapartialwidth signi�cantly sm allerthan theonepredicted by QCD.Clearly,the
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� > 0 (At� < 0)scenario isnotasappealing asthe� < 0 (At� < 0)one.

In the end,from the explicitnum ericalanalysis,we have con�rm ed ourexpectations

thattheSUSY-QCD contribution to �(t! H + b)isgenerally dom inant.Thisconclusion

would nothold only in som e (unlikely) cases,e.g. ifthe gluino isvery lightand/orthe

lightestbottom squark is\obesse" ascom pared tolightesttop squark,i.e.iftheform eris

unusually m uch heavierthan expected.Furtherm ore,by restricting ourselvesto thecase

� < 0 (At� < 0)we con�rm thatatlargetan� and fortypicalvaluesoftheparam eters

the total(standard plus supersym m etric) QCD correction largely cancels out,leaving

a rem ainder on the SUSY-QCD side (Figs.8-9). In allcircum stances the virtualHiggs

e�ectsrem ain com paratively very sm all. Around tan� = m t=m b ’ 35,one isleftwith

basically the electroweak supersym m etric correction,�SU SY � E W ,which can be sizeable

enough to be pinned down by experim ent. However,asstated above,there isin general

a strong rem ainder,�SU SY � Q C D + �Q C D > 0,which growsvery fastwith tan� and ithas

thesam esign as�SU SY � E W .In thisfavourablescenario,thevirtualSUSY e�ectscould be

spectacular.Thisistruenotonly becausein therelevantwindow ofparam eterspacethe

SUSY quantum corrections are by them selves rather large,but also because they push

into the opposite direction than the \expected" standard QCD corrections. Asa result,

the relative deviation between the M SSM prediction and the QCD prediction e�ectively

\doubles" the size ofthe observable e�ect,a fact which is de�nitely welcom e from the

experim entalpointofview.

From allthe previousdiscussion there isone factstanding outwhich can be hardly

overem phasized:Ifthecharged Higgsdecay m odeofthetop quark,t! H + b,doesshow

up with a branching ratio oforder10% orabove (perhapseven asbig as50% ),a fairly

rich eventstatisticswillbe collected atthe Tevatron and especially atthe LHC e.g. by

m aking useoftheidenti�cation m ethodsdescribed in Section 2.If,in addition,itcom es

outthatthedynam icsunderlying thatdecay istruly supersym m etric,then the valuable

quantum signaturesthatourcalculation hasunveiled overan am pleportion oftheM SSM

param eterspaceshould eventually becom em anifestand,forsure,wecould notm issthem .

Atpresentallthecollected eventstatisticsbasically relieson ourexperim entalability

to recognize the top quark decaysoriginating from standard patterns(angulardistribu-

tion,energy spectrum ,jet topology etc.) associated to the usualDrell-Yan production

m echanism . Notwithstanding,we wish to point out that it should in principle be pos-

sible to clutch atthe supersym m etric virtualcorrectionsassociated to the vertex tbH �

also through an accurate m easurem entofthe variousinclusive top quark and Higgsbo-

son production crosssectionsin hadron colliders. Asan exam ple,in Fig.24 we sketch a

few alternativem echanism swhich would generatetop quark production patternsheavily

hinging on the properties ofthe interaction tbH � -vertex[63]. Thus,while this vertex
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could be responsible in partforthedecay ofthetop quark once itisproduced,itm ight

as wellbe at the rootofthe production process itselfat LHC energies,where it could

takeoverfrom Drell-Yan production[28].

W e observe thatin som e ofthese m echanism sa Higgsboson isproduced in associa-

tion,butin som e others(fusion processes) the Higgsboson entersasa virtualparticle.

Now,howeverdi�erentthese production processesm ightbe,allofthem are sensitive to

thee�ectivestructureofthetbH � -vertex.Sim ilarm echanism scan ofcoursebedepicted

involving theneutralHiggsbosonsoftheM SSM interacting with t�tand b�bvia enhanced

Yukawacouplings[63].W hileitgoesbeyond thescopeofthispapertocom putetheSUSY

corrections to the production processes them selves,we have at least faced the detailed

analysisofa partialdecay width which involvesone ofthe relevantproduction vertices.

In thisway,a de�nite prediction ism adeon thepropertiesofa physicalobservable and,

m oreover,thisshould su�ce both to exhibitthe relevance ofthe SUSY quantum e�ects

and to dem onstratethenecessity to incorporatethesecorrectionsin a future,truly com -

prehensive,analysisofthecross-sections,nam ely,an analysiswhereonewould includethe

quantum e�ectson allthe relevantproduction m echanism swithin the fram ework ofthe

M SSM .Forthisreason wethink thatin thefuturea precisem easurem entofthevarious

(single and double)top quark production cross-sections[64,65]should be able to detect

orto excludethetbH � -vertex aswellastheverticesq�qA 0(h0;H 0)involving theneutral

HiggsparticlesoftheM SSM and thethird generation quarksq= t;b.

W econcludeourdiscussion with thefollowingrem ark.W hereas,on theonehand,one

expectsthatsom e top quark partialwidthswillbedeterm ined with an accuracy of10%

atthe upgraded Tevatron and perhapsbetterthan 10% atLHC [28],on the otherhand

we believe thatfrom the pointofview ofan inclusive m odel-independent m easurem ent

ofthetotaltop-quark width,�t,thefuturee
+ e� supercollidershould bea bettersuited

m achine[66,67].For,in an inclusivem easurem ent,allpossiblenon-SM e�ectswillappear

on top ofthecorresponding SM e�ectsalready com puted in theliterature[57].M oreover,

asshown in Ref.[66],onehopesto beableto m easurethetotaltop-quark width in e+ e�

supercollidersatan unm atched precision of� 4% on the basisofa detailed analysisof

thethreshold e�ectsin thecross-section,in particularofthetop m om entum distribution

and theresonance contributionsto theforward-backward asym m etry in the t�tthreshold

region.Undertheassum ption that�H ’ �W ,and thattheSUSY e�ectson �t arepurely

virtuale�ects,itfollowsthatalargeSUSY correction of,say 50% ,tot! H + btranslates

into a 20% correction to �t. Thise�ectcould notscape detection. Thus,the com bined

inform ation from a futuree+ e� supercolliderand from presentand m edium term hadron

m achines can be extrem ely usefulto pin down the nature ofthe observed e�ects. Our

generalconclusion is,therefore,extrem ely encouraging: In view ofthe potentially large
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size and large variety ofm anifestations,quantum e�ectson top quark and Higgsboson

physicscould betheclueto thediscovery of\virtual" Supersym m etry.
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A ppendix A . Interaction Lagrangian ofthe M SSM in the

m ass-eigenstate basis

In this appendix we single out speci�c pieces ofthe M SSM Interaction Lagrangian

involved in the decay rate ofthe process t ! H + b. Although the Lagrangian ofthe

M SSM iswell-known[8],itisalwaysusefulto projectexplicitly the relevantpieces and

to castthem in a m ostsuitable form forspeci�c purposes. Asa m atteroffact,we have

produced a com plete set ofFeynm an rules for the M SSM using an algebraic com puter

codebased on M ATHEM ATICA [68]11.Herewe lim itourselvesto quotetheLagrangian

interactionsa�ecting the process-dependentpartsofourdecay and om itthe interaction

piecesneeded to com putetheuniversalcounterterm structures,whoseSM partsarewell-

known[40]and thecorresponding SUSY contributionsarealso availablein theliterature

sincelong tim eago[46].Allourinteractionsareexpressed in them ass-eigenstatebasis.

W ithin thecontextoftheM SSM weneed two Higgssuper�eld doublets

Ĥ 1 =

 
Ĥ 0

1

Ĥ
�
1

!

; Ĥ 2 =

 
Ĥ

+
2

Ĥ 0
2

!

; (A.1)

11W e have corrected severalm istakes in the subset ofrules presented in Ref.[24]involving sparticles

and Higgses.
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with weak hyperchargesY1;2 = � 1.The(neutralcom ponentsofthe)correspondingscalar

Higgsdoubletsgive m assto the down (up)-like quarksthrough the VEV < H 0
1 >= v1

(< H 0
2 >= v2).Thisisseen from thestructureoftheM SSM superpotential[8]

Ŵ = �ij[hb Ĥ
i
1Q̂

j
D̂ + htĤ

j

2Q̂
i
Û � �Ĥ

i
1Ĥ

j

2]; (A.2)

wherewehavesingled outonlytheYukawacouplingsofthethirdquark-squarkgeneration,

(t;b)� (~t;~b),asa genericalferm ion-sferm ion generation ofchiralm attersuper�elds Q̂,Û

and D̂ .Theirrespective scalar(squark)com ponentsare:

~Q =

 
~t0L
~b0L

!

; ~U = ~t0
�

R ; ~D = ~b0
�

R ; (A.3)

with weak hypercharges YQ = +1=3,YU = � 4=3 and YD = +2=3. The prim esin (A.3)

denotethefactthat~q0a = f~q0L;
~q0R gareweak-eigenstates,notm ass-eigenstates.Theratio

tan� =
v2

v1
; (A.4)

isa m ostrelevantparam eterthroughoutouranalysis.

W ebriey describethenecessary SUSY form alism entering ourcom putations:

� The ferm ionic partners of the weak-eigenstate gauge bosons and Higgs bosons,

called gauginos, ~B , ~W ,and higgsinos, ~H ,respectively. From them we construct

the ferm ionic m ass-eigenstates,the so-called charginos and neutralinos,by,�rst,

form ing thefollowing threesetsoftwo-com ponentW eylspinors:

�+i = f� i~W +
; ~H +

2 g ; ��i = f� i~W �
; ~H �

1 g ; (A.5)

�0� = f� i~B 0;� i~W 0
3;

~H 0
2;

~H 0
1g ; (A.6)

which getm ixed up when theneutralHiggs�eldsacquirenonvanishing VEV’sand

then diagonalizing theresulting \ino" m assLagrangian

LM = � < �+ j

�
M

p
2M W c�p

2M W s� �

�

j�� >

�
1

2
< �0j

0

B
B
B
@

M 0 0 M Zs�sW � MZc�sW

0 M � MZ s�cW M Zc�cW

M Zs�sW � MZ s�cW 0 � �

� MZc�sW M Zc�cW � � 0

1

C
C
C
A
j�0 >

+ h:c:; (A.7)

where we rem ark the presence ofthe param eter � introduced above and ofthe

soft SUSY-breaking M ajorana m asses M and M 0, usually related as M 0=M =
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(5=3)tan2�W ,and where c� = cos� and s� = sin�. The corresponding m ass-

eigenstates12 (charginosand neutralinos)arethefollowing:

	 +
i =

�
Uij�

+
j

V �
ij
���j

�

; 	 �
i = C �	 i

� T
=

�
Vij�

�
j

U �
ij
��+j

�

; (A.8)

and

	 0
� =

�
N ���

0
�

N �
��
��0�

�

= C �	 0T
� ; (A.9)

wherethem atricesU;V;N arede�ned through

U
�M V

y = diagfM 1;M 2g ; N
�M 0

N
y = diagfM 0

1;:::;M
0
4g : (A.10)

In practice,wehaveperform ed thecalculation with realm atricesU,V and N ,sowe

have been using unphysicalm ass-eigenstates (associated to non-positively de�nite

chargino-neutralino m asses). The transition from our unphysicalm ass-eigenstate

basisf	g � f	 �
i ;	

0
�g into the physicalm ass-eigenstate basisf�g � f��i ;�

0
�g can

bedonebyintroducingasetof� param etersasfollows:foreverychargino-neutralino

	 whosem assm atrix eigenvalueisM i;M � theproperphysicalstate,�,isgiven by

� =

(
	 if � = 1

� 5	 if � = � 1;
(A.11)

and the physicalm assesforcharginosand neutralinosare m
�
�
i

= � M i and m �0�
=

� M 0
�,respectively.Needlessto say,in thisrealform alism oneissupposed to propa-

gatethe� param etersaccordingly in alltherelevantcouplings,asshown in detailin

Ref.[23]. Thisprocedure isentirely equivalent[69]to use com plex diagonalization

m atricesinsuring thatphysicalstatesarecharacterized by a setofpositive-de�nite

m asseigenvalues;and forthisreason we have m aintained the com plex notation in

allour form ulae in Section 4. W hereas for com putations with realsparticles the

distinction m atters[23],for virtualsparticles the � param eters cancelout,and so

onecould useeitherbasisf	gorf�g withouttheinclusion ofthe� coe�cients.W e

havestressed herethedi�erencesbetween thetwobasesjusttom akeclearwhatare

thephysicalchargino-neutralino states,when they arereferred to in thetext.

Am ongthegauginoswealsohavethestrongly interacting gluinos,~gr (r= 1;:::;8),

which aretheferm ionicpartnersofthegluons.

� Asforthescalarpartnersofquarksand leptons,theyarecalled squarks,~q,and slep-

tons,~l,respectively. Again we willuse the third quark-squark generation (t;b)�

(~t;~b) as a generical ferm ion-sferm ion generation. The squark m ass-eigenstates,

12W eusethefollowing notation:�rstLatin indicesa,b,...= 1,2 arereserved forsferm ions,m iddleLatin

indicesi,j,...= 1,2 forcharginos,and �rstG reek indices�;�;:::= 1;:::;4 forneutralinos.
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~qa = f~q1;~q2g,ifwe neglect intergenerationalm ixing,are obtained from the weak-

eigenstateones ~q0a = f~q01 � ~qL; ~q
0
2 � ~qR g,through

~q0a =
X

b

R
(q)

ab ~qb;

R
(q) =

�
cos�q � sin�q
sin�q cos�q

�

(q= t;b): (A.12)

The rotation m atrices in (A.12) diagonalize the corresponding stop and sbottom

m assm atrices:

M 2
~q =

�
M 2

~qL
+ m 2

q + cos2�(T
qL
3 � Qqs

2
W )M

2
Z m qM

q

LR

m qM
q

LR M 2
~qR
+ m 2

q + cos2� Qqs
2
W M 2

Z

�

;

(A.13)

R
(q)yM 2

~qR
(q) = diagfm 2

~q2
;m

2
~q1
g (m ~q2 � m~q1); (A.14)

with T
qL
3 thethird com ponentofweak isospin,Q theelectriccharge,and M ~qL ;R the

softSUSY-breaking squark m asses[8].(By SU(2)L-gaugeinvariance,wem usthave

M ~tL
= M ~bL

,whereasM ~tR
,M ~bR

arein generalindependentparam eters.) Them ixing

angleon eq.(A.12)isgiven by

tan2�q =
2m qM

q

LR

M 2
~qL
� M 2

~qR
+ cos2�(T

qL
3 � 2Qqs

2
W )M

2
Z

; (A.15)

where

M
t
LR = A t� � cot� ; M

b
LR = A b� � tan� ; (A.16)

are, respectively, the stop and sbottom o�-diagonalm ixing term s on eq.(A.13).

Furtherm ore,� isthe SUSY Higgsm assparam eterin the superpotential,and At;b

arethetrilinearsoftSUSY-breakingparam eters.W eshallassum ethatjA t;bj< 3M ~Q
,

where M ~Q
is the average softSUSY-breaking m ass appearing in the m ass m atrix

(A.13);this relation roughly corresponds to the necessary,though not su�cient,

condition fortheabsenceofcolour-breaking m inim a[70].

Thecharged slepton m ass-eigenstatescan beobtained inasim ilarwayafterstraight-

forward substitutionsin them assm atrices,with theonlyprovisothatthereisno ~�R ,

so that ~�L isitselfthe sneutrino m ass-eigenstate,hence R
(~�)

ab = 0 unlessa = b= 1

whereR
(~�)

11 = 1.

NextletusdescribetherelevantpiecesoftheM SSM interaction Lagrangian involving

the�eldsde�ned above.

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

m ass-eigenstatebasis,one�nds

L	q~q = g
X

a= 1;2

X

i= 1;2

�

� ~t�a
�	 �
i

�

A
(t)

+ aiPL + A
(t)

� aiPR

�

b� ~b�a
�	 +
i

�

A
(b)

+ aiPL + A
(b)

� aiPR

�

t
�

+
g
p
2

X

a= 1;2

X

�= 1;:::;4

�

� ~t�a
�	 0
�

�

A
(t)

+ a�PL + A
(t)

� a�PR

�

t+ ~b�a
�	 0
�

�

A
(b)

+ a�PL + A
(b)

� a�PR

�

b
�

+ h.c. (A.17)

whereA
(t)

� ai;A
(b)

� ai;A
(t)

� a�;A
(b)

� a� are

A
(t)

+ ai = R
(t)�

1a U �
i1 � �tR

(t)�

2a U �
i2;

A
(t)

� ai = � �bR
(t)�

1a Vi2;

A
(t)

+ a� = R
(t)�

1a (N �
�2 + YL tan�W N

�
�1)+

p
2�tR

(t)�

2a N �
�3;

A
(t)

� a� =
p
2�tR

(t)�

1a N �3 � YtR tan�W R
(t)�

2a N �1 ;

A
(b)

+ ai = R
(b)�

1a V �
i1 � �bR

(b)�

2a V �
i2;

A
(b)

� ai = � �tR
(b)�

1a Ui2;

A
(b)

+ a� = R
(b)�

1a (N �
�2 � YL tan�W N

�
�1)�

p
2�bR

(b)�

2a N �
�4;

A
(b)

� a� = �
p
2�bR

(b)�

1a N �4 + Y b
R tan�W R

(b)�

2a N �1 :

(A.18)

withYL andY
t;b

R theweakhyperchargesoftheleft-handed SU(2)L doubletandright-

handed singletferm ion,and �t and �b are{ Cf.eq.(2){ thepotentially signi�cant

Yukawa couplingsnorm alized to theSU(2)L gaugecoupling constantg.

� quark{squark{gluino

L~gq~q = �
gs
p
2
~q�a;k

�~gr(�
r)
kl

�

R
(q)�

1a PL � R
(q)�

2a PR

�

ql+ h.c. (A.19)

where �r are the Gell-M ann m atrices. This is just the SUSY-QCD Lagrangian

written in thesquark m ass-eigenstatebasis.

� squark{squark{H iggs

LH � ~q~q =
g

p
2M W

H
�~b�aG ab

~tb + h.c. (A.20)

wherewehaveintroduced thecoupling m atrix

G ab = R
(t)

cbR
� (b)

da gcd

gcd =

�
m 2

btan� + m 2
tcot� � M 2

W sin2� m b(� + Abtan�)

m t(� + Atcot�) m tm b(tan� + cot�)

�

:(A.21)

� chargino{neutralino{charged H iggs

LH � 	 � 	 0 = � gH
� �	 0

�

�

cos� Q
L
�iPL + sin� Q

R
�iPR

�

	 +
i + h.c. (A.22)

with (
Q L
�i = U �

i1N
�
�3 +

1p
2
(N �

�2 + tan�W N
�
�1)U

�
i2

Q R
�i = Vi1N �4 �

1p
2
(N �2 + tan�W N �1)Vi2:

(A.23)
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� G auge interactions

In ourcalculation weonly need thesparticleinteractionswith theW � :

-quarks

LW � qq =
g
p
2
�t�PLbW

+
� + h.c. (A.24)

-squarks

LW � ~q~q = i
g
p
2
R
(t)�

1a R
(b)

1bW
+
�
~t�a

$

@
� ~bb+ h.c. (A.25)

-charginos and neutralinos

LW � 	 � 	 0 = g �	 0
�

�
�

C
L
�i���iPL + C

R
�iPR

�

	 +
i W

�
� + h.c. (A.26)

(
C L
�i = 1p

2
N �3U

�
i2 � N�2U

�
i1

C R
�i = � 1p

2
N �
�4Vi2 � N�

�2Vi1:
(A.27)

A ppendix B . T he C ounterterm �ZH W

W e discuss the structure of�ZH W both in the unitary gauge and in the Feynm an

gauge. In order to renorm alize the m ixed self-energy �H W (k2),a m ixing counterterm

m ustbeintroduced in thewavefunction ofW �
� :

W
�
� !

�

Z
W
2

�1=2
W

�
� � i

�ZH W

M W

@�H
�
: (B.1)

B .1 U nitary gauge

Ifone choosesto work in the unitary gauge,then the renorm alization isstraightfor-

ward:

LU G = �
1

4
F��F

�� + M
2
W W

+
� W

� � ! Lct = iM W �ZH W (W
�
� @

�
H

+ � W
+
� @

�
H

� ): (B.2)

In thisgaugethecorresponding renorm alized 2-pointGreen function reads(Fig.25a):

i

k2 � M 2
H �

"

k
�� i�H W (k

2)

M W

+ ik
�
M

2
W

�ZH W

M W

# � i

�

g�� �
k�k�

M 2

W

�

k2 � M 2
W

: (B.3)

Thus,a renorm alized self-energy can bede�ned asfollows:

�̂H W (k
2)= �H W (k

2)� M
2
W �ZH W (B.4)

Now wem ustim posea renorm alization condition on �̂H W (k2);and wechooseitin a way

thatthephysicalHiggsdoesnotm ix with thephysicalW � :

�̂H W (M
2
H � )= 0=) �ZH W =

�H W (M
2
H � )

M 2
W

: (B.5)
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B .2 Feynm an gauge

Aswecarry outourcalculation in theFeynm an gauge,wewould also liketo perform

the renorm alization ofthe Higgs sector in that gauge. The Lagrangian is sketched as

follows[40]:

L = LC + LG F + LF P : (B.6)

whereLG F standsforthegauge-�xing term in thatgauge,

LG F = � F
+
F
� + ::: (F � � @

�
W

+
� � iMW G

+ ) (B.7)

and LF P = ��a
�

@F a=@�b
�

�b is the Faddeev-Popov ghost Lagrangian constructed from

FP and anti-FP Grassm ann scalar �elds �;��. Since we are interested in the charged

gauge-Higgs(W � � H� )and charged Goldstone-Higgs(G � � H� )m ixing term sin that

gauge,wehavesingled outjusttherelevantterm on eq.(B.7).

The relationship with the originalweak-eigenstate com ponentson eq.(A1)isthe fol-

lowing:
�
� H

+
1

H
+
2

�

=

�
c� � s�

s� c�

� �
G +

H +

�

: (B.8)

As is well-known,although the classicalLagrangian,LC ,also contains a nonvanishing

m ixing am ong the weak gauge boson �elds,W � ,and the Goldstone boson �elds,G � ,

nam ely

LG W = iM W W
�
� @

�
G
+ + h:c:; (B.9)

thelatteriscancelled (in theaction)by apiececontained in LG F .Now,aftersubstituting

the renorm alization transform ation forthe Higgsdoublets,eq.(23),on the Higgsboson

kineticterm with SU(2)L � U(1)Y gaugecovariantderivative,oneeasily projectsoutthe

following relevantcounterterm s

�L = �ZH � @�H
+
@
�
H

� + �ZG � @�G
+
@
�
G
�

+ �ZH G

�

@�H
�
@
�
G
+ + h:c:

�

+ �ZH W

�

iM W W
�
� @

�
H

+ + h:c:
�

+ ::: (B.10)

where �
�ZH �

�ZG �

�

=

�
c2� s2�
s2� c2�

� �
�ZH 1

�ZH 2

�

; (B.11)

and

�ZH G = s� c� (�ZH 2
� �ZH 1

);

�ZH W = s� c�

"
1

2
(�ZH 2

� �ZH 1
)+

� tan�

tan�

#

: (B.12)

Therenorm alization transform ation fortheVEV’softheHiggspotential(4),

vi! Z
1=2

H i
(vi+ �vi)=

 

1+
�vi

vi
+
1

2
�ZH i

!

vi; (B.13)
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im pliesthatthe counterterm to tan� isrelated to the fundam entalcounterterm sin the

Higgspotentialby
� tan�

tan�
=
�v2

v2
�
�v1

v1
+
1

2
(�ZH 2

� �ZH 1
): (B.14)

Ifoneim posestheusualon-shellrenorm alization conditionsfortheA 0-boson,onehas

�ZH 2
� �ZH 1

= �
tan� + cot�

M 2
Z

�A Z(M
2
A 0): (B.15)

In addition,thereisanotherm ixing term between H � and G � originating from them ass

m atrix oftheHiggssector[43].Thisoneloop m ixtureiscontained in:

V
b =

�

H + bG + b
�
0

@
M b2

H �
tb
0p
2vb

tb
0p
2vb

tb
1p
2vb

1

A

 
H � b

G � b

!

; (B.16)

where we have attached a superscriptb to bare quantities,and ti are the tadpole coun-

terterm s
t0 = � sin(� � �) tH 0 + cos(� � �) th0

t1 = sin(� � �) th0 + cos(� � �) tH 0 :
(B.17)

W earenow ready to �nd an expression forthe m ixed 2-pointGreen functions(Figs.25a

and 25b).Asthem ixing Lagrangian between H � and W � on eq.(B.2)isthesam eason

eq.(B.10),the 2-pointGreen function willhave the sam e expression (B.3)butwith the

W � propagatorin theFeynm an gauge,nam ely:

i

k2 � M 2
H �

"

k
�� i�H W (k

2)

M W

+ ik
�
M

2
W

�ZH W

M W

#
� ig��

k2 � M 2
W

=
i

k2 � M 2
H �

"

k�
� î�H W (k

2)

M W

#
� i

k2 � M 2
W

� �H W
� : (B.18)

Next we im pose �̂H W (M
2
H � ) = 0 as before,leading to the sam e form alexpression for

�ZH W asin eq.(B.5). However,asa new ingredient,we now have the m ixed H � � G�

self-energy:

i

k2 � M 2
H �

 

� i�H G (k
2)+ ik

2
�ZH G � i

tb0p
2vb

!
i

k2 � M 2
W

: (B.19)

Thisallowsusto de�nerenorm alized self-energies,(B.4)and

�̂H G (k
2)= �H G (k

2)� k
2
�ZH G +

tb0p
2vb

: (B.20)

Them ixed self-energies�̂H W (k
2)and �̂H G (k

2)obeythefollowingSlavnov-Tayloridentity:

k
2�̂H W (k

2)� M
2
W �̂H G (k

2)= 0: (B.21)
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This identity is derived from a BRS transform ation involving the Green function con-

structed with an anti-FP �eld and the charged Higgs �eld: < 0j�B R S (��
+ H + )j0 >= 0.

Following thestandard procedure[71]oneim m ediately gets:

< 0jF +
H

+ j0>=< 0j@�W �
� + H

+ � iMW G
+
H

+ j0>= 0; (B.22)

which in m om entum spacereads

k
� � H W

� + M W � H G = 0 (B.23)

with

� H G �
i

k2 � M 2
H �

h

� î�H G (k
2)
i i

k2 � M 2
W

: (B.24)

Clearly,eq.(B.23)im plieseq.(B.21).Thelatteridentity guaranteesthatthecontribution

to our decay t! H + b from the two diagram s in Figs. 25a and 25b vanishes since no

m ixing isgenerated am ong the physicalboson H � and the renorm alized �elds G � and

W � :�̂H G (M
2
H � )= �̂H W (M

2
H � )= 0.There isofcourseanotherSlavnov-Tayloridentity,

derived in asim ilarm anner,which insuresthattherenorm alized m ixing between G � and

W � also vanishes. Thus we have proven that the expression for �ZH W is form ally the

sam e in both unitary and Feynm an gauges,butthatin the lattergauge one m usttake

into accounttheadditionalrenorm alization ofthem ixed self-energy �H G .

A ppendix C .Vertex functions

In thisappendix we briey collect,fornotationalconvenience,the basic vertex func-

tionsfrequently referred to in the text. Dim ensionalregularization isused throughout.

Thegiven form ulasareexactforarbitraryinternalm assesand externalon-shellm om enta.

M ostofthem arean adaptation to theg�� = f+ � � � g m etricofthestandard form ulae

ofref.[72].Thebasicone,two and three-pointscalarfunctionsare:

A 0(m ) =

Z

d
n~q

1

[q2 � m2]
; (C.1)

B 0(p;m 1;m 2) =

Z

d
n~q

1

[q2 � m21][(q+ p)2 � m22]
; (C.2)

C0(p;k;m 1;m 2;m 3)=

Z

d
n~q

1

[q2 � m21][(q+ p)2 � m22][(q+ p+ k)2 � m23]
; (C.3)

using theintegration m easure

d
n~q� �

(4� n) d
nq

(2�)n
: (C.4)

Thetwo and three-pointtensorfunctionsneeded forourcalculation arethefollowing

[B �;B ��](p;m 1;m 2)=

Z

d
n~q

[q�;q�q�]

[q2 � m21][(q+ p)2 � m22]
; (C.5)
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[~C0;C�;C��](p;k;m 1;m 2;m 3)=
Z

d
n~q

[q2;q�;q�q�]

[q2 � m21][(q+ p)2 � m22][(q+ p+ k)2 � m23]
: (C.6)

By Lorentz covariance,they can bedecom posed in term softheabove basic scalarfunc-

tionsand theexternalm om enta:

B �(p;m 1;m 2) = p�B 1(p;m 1;m 2):

B ��(p;m 1;m 2) = p�p�B 21(p;m 1;m 2)+ g��B 22(p;m 1;m 2):

~C0(p;k;m 1;m 2;m 3) = B 0(k;m 2;m 3)+ m
2
1C0(p;k;m 1;m 2;m 3):

C��(p;k;m 1;m 2;m 3) = p�p�C21 + k�k�C22 + (p�k� + k�p�)C23 + g��C24; (C.7)

wherewehavede�ned theLorentzinvariantfunctions:

B 1(p;m 1;m 2) =
1

2p2
[A 0(m 1)� A0(m 2)� f1B 0(p;m 1;m 2)]; (C.8)

B 21(p;m 1;m 2) =
1

2p2(n � 1)
[(n � 2)A0(m 2)� 2m21B 0(p;m 1;m 2)

� nf1B 1(p;m 1;m 2)]; (C.9)

B 22(p;m 1;m 2) =
1

2(n � 1)
[A 0(m 2)+ 2m

2
1B 0(p;m 1;m 2)+ f1B 1(p;m 1;m 2)];(C.10)

 

C11

C12

!

= Y

 

B 0(p+ k;m 1;m 3)� B0(k;m 2;m 3)� f1C0

B 0(p;m 1;m 2)� B0(p+ k;m 1;m 3)� f2C0

!

; (C.11)

 
C21

C23

!

= Y

 
B 1(p+ k;m 1;m 3)+ B 0(k;m 2;m 3)� f1C11 � 2C24

B 1(p;m 1;m 2)� B1(p+ k;m 1;m 3)� f2C11

!

; (C.12)

C22 =
1

2[p2k2 � (pk)2]
f� pk[B1(p+ k;m 1;m 3)� B1(k;m 2;m 3)� f1C12]

+p2[� B1(p+ k;m 1;m 3)� f2C12 � 2C24]g;

(C.13)

C24 =
1

2(n � 2)
[B 0(k;m 2;m 3)+ 2m 2

1C0 + f1C11 + f2C12]; (C.14)

thefactorsf1;2 and them atrix Y ,

f1 = p
2 + m

2
1 � m

2
2;

f2 = k
2 + 2pk+ m

2
2 � m

2
3;

Y =
1

2[p2k2 � (pk)2]

 
k2 � pk

� pk p2

!

: (C.15)

TheUV divergencesforn ! 4 can beparam etrized as

� = n � 4;

� =
2

�
+ E � ln(4�); (C.16)
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being E the Euler constant. In the end one is left with the evaluation ofthe scalar

one-loop functions:

A 0(m ) =

�
� i

16�2

�

m
2(�� 1+ ln

m 2

�2
); (C.17)

B 0(p;m 1;m 2) =

�
� i

16�2

� "

�+ ln
p2

�2
� 2+ ln[(x1 � 1)(x2 � 1)]

+x1ln
x1

x1 � 1
+ x2ln

x2

x2 � 1

�

; (C.18)

C0(p;k;m 1;m 2;m 3) =

�
� i

16�2

�
1

2

1

pk+ p2�
� (C.19)

with

x1;2 = x1;2(p;m 1;m 2) =
1

2
+
m 2

1 � m22

2p2
�

1

2p2
�
1=2(p2;m 2

1;m
2
2); (C.20)

�(x;y;z) = [x � (
p
y�

p
z)2][x� (

p
y+

p
z)2];

and where� isa bookkeeping deviceforthefollowing alternatesum oftwelve(com plex)

Spencefunctions:

�= Sp

 
y1

y1 � zi1

!

� Sp

 
y1 � 1

y1 � zi1

!

+ Sp

 
y1

y1 � zi2

!

� Sp

 
y1 � 1

y1 � zi2

!

� Sp

 
y2

y2 � zii1

!

+ Sp

 
y2 � 1

y2 � zii1

!

� Sp

 
y2

y2 � zii2

!

+ Sp

 
y2 � 1

y2 � zii2

!

Sp

 
y3

y3 � ziii1

!

� Sp

 
y3 � 1

y3 � ziii1

!

+ Sp

 
y3

y3 � ziii2

!

� Sp

 
y3 � 1

y3 � ziii2

!

: (C.21)

TheSpencefunction isde�ned as

Sp(z)= �

Z 1

0

ln(1� zt)

t
dt; (C.22)

and wehaveset,on onehand:

z
i
1;2 = x1;2(p;m 2;m 1);

z
ii
1;2 = x1;2(p+ k;m 3;m 1);

z
iii
1;2 = x1;2(k;m 3;m 2); (C.23)

and on theother:

y1 = y0 + � ; y2 =
y0

1� �
; y3 = �

y0

�
; y0 = �

1

2

g+ h�

pk+ p2�
; (C.24)

where

g = � k2 + m 2
2 � m23; h = � p2 � 2pk� m22 + m 2

1; (C.25)
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and � isa root(alwaysrealforexternalon-shellm om enta)of

p
2
�
2 + 2pk� + k

2 = 0: (C.26)

Derivativesofsom e2-pointfunctionsarealsoneeded in thecalculation ofselfenergies,

and weusethefollowing notation:

@

@p2
B �(p;m 1;m 2)� B

0
�(p;m 1;m 2): (C.27)

W ecan obtain allthederivativesfrom thebasicB 0
0:

B
0
0(p;m 1;m 2) =

�
� i

16�2

� (
1

p2
+

1

�1=2(p2;m 2
1;m

2
2)
�

�

�

x1(x1 � 1)ln

�
x1 � 1

x1

�

� x2(x2 � 1)ln

�
x2 � 1

x2

���

; (C.28)

which hasa threshold forjpj= m 1 + m 2 and a pseudo-threshold forjpj= jm 1 � m2j.
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Figure C aptions

� Fig.1 The lowest-order Feynm an diagram forthe charged Higgsdecay ofthe top

quark.

� Fig.2 Feynm an diagram s,up to one-loop order,forthe electroweak SUSY vertex

corrections to the decay process t ! H + b. Each one-loop diagram is sum m ed

overallpossible valuesofthe m ass-eigenstate charginos(	 �
i ;i= 1;2),neutralinos

(	 0
� ;� = 1;:::;4),stop and sbottom squarks(~ba;~tb;a;b= 1;2).

� Fig.3 Feynm an diagram s,up to one-loop order,fortheHiggsand Goldstoneboson

vertex correctionsto thedecay processt! H + b.

� Fig.4 Electroweak self-energy corrections to the top and bottom quark external

linesfrom thevarioussupersym m etric particles,Higgsand Goldstonebosons.

� Fig.5 Correctionstothecharged Higgsself-energy from thevarioussupersym m etric

particlesand m atterferm ions.Onlythethird quark-squarkgeneration isillustrated.

� Fig.6 Correctionstothem ixed W+ � H+ self-energy from thevarioussupersym m e-

tricparticlesand m atterferm ions.Only thethird quark-squark generation isillus-

trated.

� Fig.7 (a)LeadingSUSY-QCD contributionsto�mb=m bintheelectroweak-eigenstate

basis;(b)Leadingsupersym m etricYukawa couplingcontributionsto�mb=m b in the

electroweak-eigenstate basis.

� Fig.8 Thetotalpartialwidth,�M SSM (t! H + b),includingallM SSM e�ects,versus

tan�,as com pared to the tree-levelwidth and the QCD-corrected width. Also

plotted isthe tree-levelpartialwidth ofthe standard top quark decay,t! W + b.

The m asses ofthe top and bottom quarks are m t = 175GeV and m b = 5GeV ,

respectively,and the restofthe inputsare explicitly given. W e rem ark thatA t =

A b = :::� A isa com m on valueofthetrilinearcoupling forallsquark and slepton

generations.Unlessexplicitly stated otherwise,theinputsstaying at�xed valuesin

therem aining �guresarecom m on to thevaluesstated here.

� Fig.9 (a) The relative corrections �,eq.(77),as a function oftan�. Shown are

the SUSY-EW ,standard EW (i.e. non-supersym m etric electroweak),SUSY-QCD,

standard QCD,and totalM SSM contribution, eq.(83); (b) The branching ratio

(79),as a function oftan�; separately shown are the values ofthis observable

afterincluding standard QCD corrections,fullM SSM corrections,and thetree-level

value.
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� Fig.10 (a) The relative corrections �,eq.(77),as a function ofthe gluino m ass,

m ~g,for the SUSY-EW ,standard EW ,SUSY-QCD,standard QCD contributions,

and totalM SSM contribution,(b)Asin (a),butforthetree-leveland fullM SSM -

corrected branching ratios(79). W e have set tan� = m t=m b = 35. This value is

m aintained in all�gureswheretan� is�xed.

� Fig.11 (a)Therelative corrections�,eq.(77),asa function ofthesupersym m etric

Higgsm ixing param eter,�,forthevariouscontributionsasin Fig.9a;(b)Asin (a),

butforthesam ebranching ratiosasin Fig.10b.

� Fig.12 Dependenceof�,eq.(77),on theSU(2)L-gauginosoftSUSY-breaking m ass,

M ,assum ing thatthe U(1)Y gaugino m ass,M 0,isrelated to M through M 0=M =

5

3
tan2�W .Thesam eindividualand totalcontributionsasin Fig.9a areshown.

� Fig.13 (a) The relative corrections �,eq.(77),as a function ofthe trilinear soft

SUSY-breaking param eterA b in the bottom sector. The othertrilinearcouplings

arekeptasin Fig.8;(b)Asin(a),butforthetrilinearsoftSUSY-breakingparam eter

A t in the top sector. Shown are the sam e individualand totalcontributionsasin

Fig.9a.

� Fig.14 (a)Therelativecorrections�,eq.(77),asa function ofthelightestsbottom

m ass,m ~b1
,forthevariouscontributionsasin Fig.9a;(b)Asin (a),butforthesam e

branching ratiosasin Fig.10b.

� Fig.15 The relative corrections�,eq.(77),asa function ofthe lighteststop m ass,

m ~t1
,forthevariouscontributionsasin Fig.9a.

� Fig.16 (a)Therelativecorrections�,eq.(77),asafunction oftheup-squark m asses

m ~u � m~u1 = m ~u2.Thec-squarksareassum ed tobedegeneratewith theup-squarks;

(b)� asa function ofthesneutrino m asses,assum ed to bedegenerate.

� Fig.17 (a)The relative corrections�,eq.(77),asa function ofthetop quark m ass

within about2� ofthe presentexperim entalrangeatthe Tevatron.(b)Asin (a),

butforthesam ebranching ratiosasin Fig.10b.

� Fig.18 (a) The relative correction �,eq.(77),as a function ofthe bottom quark

m ass.(b)Asin (a),butforthesam ebranching ratiosasin Fig.10b.

� Fig.19 (a)The relative corrections �,eq.(77),asa function ofthe charged Higgs

m ass;(b)Asin (a),butforthesam ebranching ratiosasin Fig.10b.
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� Fig.20 The supersym m etric (��SU SY � EW ) and non-supersym m etric (��EW ) elec-

troweak contributionsto �,eq.(77),from the process-dependentterm ��,eq.(48),

asa function oftan�.

� Fig.21 Leadingsupersym m etricelectroweakcontributionsto�m�=m � intheelectro-

weak-eigenstatebasis.

� Fig.22 (a)Therelativecorrections�,eq.(77),asa function ofthelightestsbottom

quark m ass,forpositive � = +150GeV ,negative At and given valuesofthe other

param eters. In this case, huge values ofm ~b1
are needed in order to dam p the

absolutevalueofthetotalcorrection down to 100% ;(b)Asin (a),butforthesam e

branching ratiosasin Fig.10b.

� Fig.23 The totalpartialwidth,�(t! H+ b),including allM SSM e�ects,versus

tan�,forthe sam e inputs asin Fig.22a,ascom pared to the tree-levelwidth and

theQCD-corrected width.A typicalvalueofm ~b1
within therangeused in Fig.22a

is selected. Also plotted is the tree-levelpartialwidth ofthe standard top quark

decay t! W + b.

� Fig.24 Typicaldiagram s for top quark and charged Higgs production in hadron

collidersinvolving therelevanttbH � -vertex.

� Fig.25 The m ixed blobs W+ � H+ and G + � H+ at any order ofperturbation

theory.
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