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ABSTRACT

The absolute value of (the Higgs mixing parameter) is deter-

mined by requiring that radiative EWSB gives the exact value

We delineate the techniques and prospects for using Hi%}sm

pair productionire* e or *  collisions to probe GUT-scale
boundary conditions in the minimal supersymmetric statdar
model.

[. Introduction and Results

The heavier CP-even, the CP-odd and the charged Hi
bosons ¥ °, A° andH , respectively) of the minimal super-
symmetric standard model (MSSM) (see R@’gi‘. [1] for a receﬁ
review) are typically predicted to be fairly heavy (with, o
mao myg > 200GeV)in models where electroweak sym
metry breaking at scala ; arises as a result of evolution be-
ginning from simple GUT/Planck-scale boundary condition
Nonetheless, oncesis large enough that e ! H °A° and
e'e ! H*'H (ortheir *

the sign of

gha
We will consider three representative GUT scenarios char-
analgoues) are kinematicallyaCterized by increasingly large valuesmof, relative tom ;_,

; for the experimentally measured valuenof; however,
remains undetermined. Thus, the remaining pa-

rameters required to completely fix the model are

tan : the vacuum expectation value ratio; and

sign( ).

%3 remind the reader that a universal gaugino mass at the GUT
(fale implies thayt 5 :M 5, :M ;
or models of this class one also finds that
two facts imply that thes{ is mainly bino, whileed ande; are

mainly wino, with heavier gauginos being mainly higgsino, s

3:1:1=2atscale my.
M 1,,. These

2me0.

tm e mg.

possible, event rates are substantial for expected madine(Which translates into increasingly large slepton massesan-

minosities, and discovery and study of these Higgs bosons Béred tan o, m o, andm . )

comes possible'_[2]. The all-jet and high-multiplicity firsihtes
coming fromH %;A° | ttandH * ! to;H ! btare
background free and for the model we study provide appropri-
ate and efficient signals with rates that are adequate even wh
SUSY decays are present. Further, in the all-jet chanrteds, t
individual Higgs boson masses,; s, m ;o andm 4+, can be
measured. Event rates and decay branching fractions are t

“No-Scale” (NS):a = mq = 0;
3m 0s

“Dilaton” (D): m_, = Ag = ©

“Heavy-Scalar” (HS)m = m 15, Ao = 0.

Within any one of these three scenarios, the model is coglplet

cally such that it will be possible to ‘tag’ one member therpapPecified by valuesfari ,_,, tan  andsign(). We will present

in such a fully reconstructable final state and then studyléie

results in them ;_, ;tan

) parameter space for a given sigh(

cays of the untagged member of the pair. Here, we point out ff&d @ given choice of scenario. Our notation willbe  for

very dramatic sensitivity of measurements of decay brangchi
fractions to the GUT boundary condition scenario, illustg
in particular the high statistical level at which varioud ter-
ribly different scenarios can be distinguished from onetla@io
using ratios of branching fractions. A more detailed treattn
of this analysis appears in Ref, [2].

In the simplest GUT treatments of the MSSM, soft supersym-
metry breaking at the GUT scale is specified by three universa
parameters:

my: the universal soft scalar mass;
m_,: the universal soft gaugino mass;

A: the universal soft Yukawa coefficient.
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ithe no-scale scenario wittign ( ) < 0, and so forth.
In exploring each of these scenarios, we proceed as follows.

First, we delineate the allowed region @f_, ;tan ) pa-
rameter space consistent with all available experimental
and phenomenological constraints (such as the LSP being
uncharged, coupling constants remaining perturbative, no
Higgs or SUSY particle having been observed at Ld&P).

The extent of these regions is quite limited for the NS mod-
els, and is largest for the HS models.

Second, we determine the masses of the Higgs bosons and
SUSY patrticles as a function af ;_, ;tan ). The masses
of the inos and the sleptons will presumably be measured
quite accurately, and they will determine the values of
m -, andm ¢; buttan is likely to be poorly determined
from these masses alone. However, a measurement of
(orm ;0 Ormy ) in combination with then ;_, determi-
nation from the ino masses will fix a value edn . The
accuracy of this determination depends upon the accuracy
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with whichm 5+ (andm ; o, m ; ) can be measured. Forat . = 400 f& ' (about two years of running). We observe
thea%;H° ! Wbodecay modes, for example, this accuthat the precision is actually rather good. Sincexh& ° and
racy is fixed by thedo mass resolution. A resolution ofH *H SUSY ratio contours displayed tend to cross one an-
Mg 10G eV is probably attainable. For a largether, a measurment of these two ratios will determine aloca

numbe{JN_,of eventsm , o can be fixed to a value of ordertion in m ,_,;tan ) parameter space in each GUT scenario. It

M = N, which forN = 20 (our minimal discovery turns out that this determination in one model often disagse
criterion) would imply m 5o 2 3GevV. Such massa statistically very significant level with the location dehined
uncertainty will lead to a rather precisen determina- on the basis of the . andm ,. masses, described earlier, for
tion within a given GUT model (except in special cases).any other model. '

Finally, we examine the Higgs branching ratios as a func-
tion of location in ¢n ;_,;tan ) parameter space, and de-
ter_mme the statistical accuracy with which these.brarg;hln 2<B(H?, A°—> SUSY) /B.(H®, A°—> bb or tt)>
ratios can be measured for reasonable assumptions regard-
ing Higgs tagging and reconstruction efficiencies.

. . . . . . e'e” > HA° E,.=1TeV, L,,=80 fb™'
Ratios of branching ratios are of particular interest since

certain types of sytematic errors will cancel. Relative ¢g$ig
branching ratios can be measured by ‘tagging’ one membey,
of the produced pair using a fully reconstructable all-jetaly <
mode, and then looking at the various final states emergiamy fr S o
the decay of the other member of the pair. Using the measured
values ofs8 h° ! o) andB (! 23b) and with experimental
knowledge of efficiencies, we can thus measure
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The SUSY final states can be identified by the presence of miss- m,, (GeV) m,,, (GeV)

ing energy opposite the fully reconstructable all jet majle(
used to tag the first member of the Higgs pair. We retain both
o and tt final states in Eq.:_(l), using an efficiency weighted

combination denoted by . , in order that we may assess the

importance of SUSY decays both in regions wheselecays Figure 1: We plot contours along which the ratio of k. (1) has
of ther 2;A° are dominant and in regions whetedecays are & given constant value, within the constraint/kinemaltcal-

important. Note that since .o my « we cannot separate thel®Wed @1, ;tan ) parameter space (as indicated by the ‘Bdy’

1 ° anda° decays to the same final state; we can only meastift¢s) of the D, D™, NS , NS", HS , and HS models. Re-

the indicated ‘average’ values of E@'. (1) afd (2). sults are shown for the same three central values for all mode
Two illustrations are provided. In Figs. 1 arld 2 we show coffr €ach central value, three lines are drawn. The centralsi

tours in fm ,_,;tan ) parameter spacé of constant values fépr the central value. The other two lines are contours factvh

the ratio of EqS.Ecl) and_:(S), respectively, for each of the gihe ratio deviates by _1 st.atis.tical error (see Ref, [2]) from th_e

scenarios defined earlier. The three different curves foh egentral value. Bold lines indicate the boundary beyond tvhic

value of the ratio indicate the precision with which expesit fewer than 4 events are found in the final states used to neasur

can determine a location in parameter space. These resailts[3 numerator of the ratio.

based on event rates calculated including all relevantdbran

ing ratios and assuming an ‘effective’ integrated lumityosf To more thoroughly illustrate the extent to which the set of
L. = 80® ‘at’ 5= 1Tev,whereL. = 80% ®includes ratios given in Egs.i{1):(7) can distinguish between sdesar

an overall tagging, detection, and so forth, efficiency 6f 02 let us focus on one particular case. Suppose the correctimode



Table I: We tabulate the values of,_, (in GeV) andtan

2+B(H* = SUSY)/B(H* = tb) required in each of our six scenarios in _order that, =
349:7Gev andm , = 1495Gev. Also given are the cor-

. 1 .
responding values of ; » andm o - Masses are in GeV.

w b w b | [ D [ D* [NS [NS | HS |HS |
f : m,., | 201.7| 174.4| 210.6| 168.2| 203.9| 180.0
ch 20 & 20 & tan 750 | 294 | 3.24 | 2.04 | 12.06| 3.83
o F L myo | 350.3| 355.8| 353.9| 359.0| 350.1| 353.2
10 - 10 = me 146.7| 127.5| 91.0 | 73.9 | 222.9| 197.4
‘ ‘ 100 200‘ - ‘3(‘)0‘ -
125 F 125
P o b Table 1l: We give the numbers of events predicted in each
Q. F scenario at the parameter space locations specified in ¥able
= 73 73 * available for determining the numerators and denominatbrs
< s 5 E Egs. (1)«4) and Egs:(5)(7). These event rates are thase fo
25 L ] o 2 , . - L. = 80/ * at"s = 1Tev. They include all branching
e ”15;3" s H:j)(‘)w ST T sl fractions. Our notation is 4 , andD 4 , for the event rates
- _ in the numerator and denominator, respectively, of the e
40 - 40 = fined in Eq. (#).
@ W - w - | [D [D° [NS [NS [AS [ FAS |
§ 20 & 20 N &) 97.0| 92.3| 88.3| 49.2 | 76.1| 124.0
» E " E N 5 01| 07| 3.8 | 102| 0.0 0.2
g ,, £ hs Hs* N 5, 16.4| 2.7 | 46.6 | 1.47| 3.8 2.4
a0 w0 w0 N@ | 2013|9206 | 04| 11
my,, (GeV) My, (GeV) D 198 | 9.6 | 62.1| 2.6 | 250 | 18.2
Db | 198 | 89 | 583 | 1.6 | 250 | 18.0
N, | 225|189 | 138 | 135 | 189 | 262

N@ |584| 42| 65| 11900/ 95
N@d |130|128|219| 9.0 | 3.3 | 123

Figure 2: As in Figi 1, but for the ratio of Ed. (5). b 5 | 317 | 415 | 445 | 65 320 | 348
& W

isD withm,_, = 201:7Gev andtan = 7:50. This would

imply m 0 = 3497Gev,m_ - 1495Gev. Them ., and tion ratios provides an absolutely clear discriminatiotwsen

) , \ the D and the HS scenarios, the accumulated discrimination
tan  values required in order to reproduce these same o er obtained by considering all the ratios is very subiigtan
andm e, values in the other scenarios are listed in Table I. Algg particular, although the ratios of Eq! (3), (4), ahd (8 anly
given in this table are the predicted ValueSnoﬁ o andm s p00r|y measured for., = 80 b 1’ their accum-u|ated 2
for each scenario. In order to get a first feeling for event numweight can be an important component in determining the like
bers and for the errors that might be expected for the rafiosliiood of a given model and thereby ruling out incorrect node
interest, we give in Tablg}Il the numbers of eventsandD, choices.
predicted in each scenario for use in determining the numerarhys, consistency of all the ratios with one another and with
tors and denominators of Eqs: (1)-(4) and Egs. (5)-(7).rmssuhe measuredh , ¢, neutralino and chargino masses will gen-
ingL. =80 "at” s= 1Tev. These numbers include thegrally restrict the allowed models to ones that are veryatjos
SUSY branching fraction® . , and so forth. related. The likelihood or probability associated with test

In Table!Tll we quantify the process of excluding theé D fit to all these observables in a model that differs signifilyan
NS , NS', HS , and HS scenarios relative to the input D from the correct model would be very small.
scenario. There we give the contribution to 2 (computedrel-  An important issue is the extent to which one can be sensi-
ative to the assumed-to-be-correct Bcenario) for each of a se-tive to the branching fractions for different types of SUS&-d
lection of independently measurable ratios. Also giverefieh cays of the Higgs bosons, relative to one another and reldiv
of the incorrect scenarios is the sum of these contributibhs the overall SUSY decay branching fraction. Rates in difiere
table shows that the Dscenario can be distinguished from thehannels depend in a rather detailed fashion upon the SUSY pa
D*,NS , NS, and HS scenarios at an extremely high statisrameters and would provide valuable information regardtlirg
tical level. Further, even though no one of the branching-fraSUSY scenario. For example, in going from NS to D to HS the



, ) appear to be potentially useful.
Table Ill: We tabulate 2 (relative to the D scenario) for

the indicated branching fraction ratios as a function ohacie, B@E° B @A°! 0IDN+B A°! bb)B @ °! D103 ®)
assuming the measured,. andm _ values are349:7G ev B H! OB A%! SUSY)+B A°! b)B #°! SUSY)
. 1 0 g 0 N . 0 = 0 N .
and 149:5G ev, respectively. The SUSY channels have been BE DB @  BU0J)rE @ ! bh)B | BUDJD  (g)
. ! . . . BHO! bb)B %! SUSY)+B (A°%! kb)B H°! SUSY)
resolved into final states involving a fixed number of leptons .- . .- .
. . . . 1 1 Al | 1 1 Al o
The error used in calculating each 2 is the approximate T L (1)
. . . . BH"! bb)B AY! SUSY)+B @°! bb)B H°! SUSY)
error with which the given ratio could be measuredfQr = A . . - . .
1 — . .. BH ! bb)B@A"! D' 1jD)+B @A ! bb)B (H ! [0I[ 13]) (11)
80 " at” s= 1TeV assuming that the D scenario is the B E° 1) BO! SUSY)+ B 30! 5B (0! SUSY)
correct one. B@E ! 6B @°! IV 13)+B @°! bBo)B @ °! [0V 13D (12)
Ratio | DO [NS | NS [ HS [ HS BHO ! bb)B %! SUSY)+B (A°! bb)B H°! SUSY)
_ %A% BMH*! IMOIDB H ! bO+B E ! 1VO3INB @' ! tb) (13)
DY OjFdbjtr | 12878 | 1277 | 25243 | 0.77 | 10331 BMH*! SUSY)B(MH ! bO+BH ! SUSY)B H* ! th)
L[ Ojl]:hk_);tiz 13081 | 2.41 5130 3.6 4783 B@ET! [ 1MOSNB E ! BO+B@E ! [ 103)B @ ! tB) (14)
Rl OjFkojtt | 4543 | 5.12 | 92395 | 26.6 | 116 BH*! SUSY)B (H ! bu+B @ ! SUSY)B (H* ! th)
hOh%=tb 109 | 1130 | 1516 | 10.2 | 6.2 . , - , .=
o BMH"™! 0O 13D BH ! bt)+B H ! [0'][ 1jH)B H !_tb) (15)
= B@H*! SUSY)B (H !bE)+B(H ! SUSY)B H* ! tb) )
D[ Ojkto 122 [ 365 | 432 | 004 | 02
aar ojEtb | 1.5 103 1 01 | 56 | 006 Also of interest are ratios of the different numerator tetms
how =tb 0.8 0.5 3.6 7.3 0.3 e .
= 137 | 415! 477 | 137| 355 one another within the above neutral and charged Higgs boson
P = . . . . . . B
2 30669 | 2493 | 124379 68 | 15272 sets. All the ratios that one can form have the potential ¢ pr

vide important tests of the Higgs decays to the supersymmet-

ric particle pair final states. We find that the ratios of raiés

the various SUSY channels can contribute significantly to ou

) ) ] ability to discriminate between different GUT scenarios.ilt

masses of the sneutrinos and sleptons increase relatiiede t lustrate, we follow the same procedure as in Table IIl. Tgkin

for the charginos and neutralinos. THE;A° + & ® and | - 3197Gev andm . = 149:5Gev, we assume that

H ! € ¢ branching fractions should decline in comparis ©

toH %A% ! ele andH ! e; €f, respectively. In small

sections of the D and NS scenario parameter spaces, the fi8D prediction. Statistics are computed on the basis of the

tons ar_1d sneutrinos are sufficiently light that d_ecay_s almost expected D rates. The resulting 2 values are given in Ta-

exclusivelyto® e followedby® e ! ~ e} &, implyingthat pje 1), Since these ratios are not all statistically indegt

e, decays would mainly yield leptons and not jets. of one another, we do not sum their %'s to obtain an overall
The difficulty is that several different SUSY channels cagdliscrimination level. However, a rough indication of thede

contribute to any given final state. For example, the + B at which any given scenario can be ruled out relative to the D

channel receives contributions from batH ;A% 1 & & and Is obtained if we add the largest { from the neutral Higgs

el e, decays;andthe + B channel receives contributiondist and the largest from the charged Higgs list. The weakest

1
e correct scenario is Dand compute the 2 by which the
rediction for a given ratio in the other scenarios devifies

fomH | © e ande . Another example, is the pure|ydiscriminati0n level following this procedureis >  15in
invisible  © or 2° final sta%e' it can arise from eithef ° or the case of the D scenario. Notg that this scenario is highly
ee (withe ! & production. Thus, the physically distinctunlikely on the basis of the earlier ; £ value listed in Ta-

channels, defined by the number of leptons and jets pr@'semg:lll" In Table}jli, the wezakest discrimination was that the
typically have multiple sources. Still, a comparison bewthe HS scenariowith , £ 68. We observe from Table:lV

rates for the final states so-defined might be quite reveafiog that the2 ratios @ °;A° | DVDID=B @ %A% ! R0
instance, ife, ! € e is not kinematically allowed, the; e, 23? i 928forthe HS case, which would certainly rule it

final states are expected to yield marer 25and0 '+ 4jevents . . .
b y J J The above illustrations demonstrate that the ratios ofrate

than2*+ 0jevents, wherea® € eventswillyieldonly2*+ 05 . .. .
events. Further, th&s must be of the same type in this Iatte}nd'\”duaI SUSY channels correlate strongly with the uigier

case. The effective branching fraction fef e, ! * * + By ing p_hy5|cs_of the different GUT scenarios (light vs. hedeyos_ _
. : . . tons in particular) and add a powerful component to our bili
with both *s of the same type is only 1/81. In addition, the io determine the correct scenario
in the latter derive from three-body decays of #he and would '
be much softer on average thasfrom ® € . Even if this dif- Il Di . dc lusi
ference is difficult to see directly via distributions, itli#ead to . ISCuUssion an onclusions
higher efficiency for picking up th& © events. Once the Higgs bosons are detected and their masses deter-

Based on the above discussion, the following ratios woulained, the relative branching fractions for the decay ohalsi
Higgs boson can be measured by ‘tagging’ (dentifying) one
member of thei °A° orH *H  pair in an all-jet mode, and
1The totally invisible final state would b *]1[05], and so forth. then looking at the ratios of the numbers of events in differ-




] ] ever, if the soft-scalar slepton mass is not the same as the so
Table IV: We tabulate £ (relative to the D scenario) for the gcaar Higgs field masses at the GUT scale, the branching frac
indicated ratios as a function of scenario, assuming the- Mgg, ratios would give the best indication of the relativeesof
suredm , o andm e values are349:7G ev and149:5G eV, re-  ha soft-scalar Higgs mass as compared ta,.
spectively. The SUSY channels have been resolved into finaMore information regarding the slepton/sneutrino maskesca
states involving a restricted number of leptons and jetsly Orand additional ability to discrminate between models arié bo
those ratios with substantial power for discriminatingwn realized by subdividing the SUSY decays of the Higgs bosons
scenarios are tabulated. The error used in calculating ea¢h in a way that is sensitive to the relative branching fraction
is the approximate error with which the given ratio could befor slepton/sneutrino vs. chargino/neutralino decaysepSl
measured foL. = 80 'at” s= 1TeV assuming that the ton/sneutrino channels essentially only produce leptorthé

D scenario is the correct one. final state, whereas the jet component is typically largan tihe
Ratio [DF NS [ NS* [HS [HS leptonic component for chargino/neutralino decays (othan
%A 0% the totally invisiblee? e mode). Thus, we are able to define
0TD3FSU SY 351 193 | 34 ) 14 | 06 individual SUSY channels, characterized by a certain numbe
[ 0'1D3FSUSY 04| 153 | 6.8 | 209 | 158 Y dlor hich displ latioth
003 =R 03] 96 | 503 | 01 | 928 | 105 of leptons and/or jets, which display a strong correlatiothw
DID3j=[ 04 D3] | 5.8 | 41.9 | 0.03 | 48.4 | 245 the slepton/sneutrino decay component. We find that thelée in
0YMO3EOYC 131 | 14} 10741 6.4 | 35 | 27 vidual channels have sufficiently large event rates thataties
DIOIFRYL 13] 0'3H 3520] 43 | 0 | 14 of the branching fractions for these channels can typidadly
[ 1DI=sUsY 10562 752 1 34 | 05 dgtermmed with reasonable stat|s.t|cal precision. Erctltlis-
D'][ 13}kSUSY 21| 217 | 334 | 13 0 crimination between models on this basis is found.
[ 1'0jEDIL 13] | 52 | 930 | 5738 | 4.0 | 04 In conclusion, our study shows that not only will detectidn o

Higgs pair productionire* e or * collisions (at planned
luminosities) be possible for most of the kinematicallyessi-

) ) _ _ ble portion of parameter space in a typical GUT model, but als
ent event classes on the opposing side. In this way, thevelaie getailed rates for and ratios of different neutral arargéd
branching ratios of Egsu(1j:(4), Egs. (2)-(7), Egb. (&(and Higgs decay final states will very strongly constrain theicko
Egs. {18)-(11) can be measured with reasonable accuracywhg GuT-scale boundary conditions. In estimating experimen
ever param_eters are such that t_h_e final states in the ”Umert'%ipsensitivity for Higgs pair detection and for measuririgds
and denominator both have significant event rite find that masses and branching fractions, we included substangifii-in

the measured Higgs masses and relative branching fracliong;iencies and all relevant branching fractions. Althoughbee
combination with direct measurements of the chargino anel n§eye that our estimates are relatively conservative, littve im-

tralino masses, will over-constrain and very strongly tithe 1, tant to re-visit this analysis using a full Monte Carlaesor
possible SUSY GUT models. simulation.
The specific SUSY GUT models we considered are moder-
ately conservaf[i\_/e in that they are charactgrized by us_a'aler REFERENCES
boundary conditions. The strategy for checking the coesst
of a given GUT hypothesis is straightforward. First, the meél] J.F. Gunion, A. Stange, and S. Willenbrock, “Weakly-@tad
sureda, neutralino and chargino masses are, in almost all Higgs Bosons”, inElectroweak Symmetry Breaking and New
cases, already sufficient to determine the., andtan  val- Physics at the TeVScal(_z, edited by TL I_3_arklo_w, S. Dawson, H.E.
ues required in the given GUT scenario with good precision. HaPer. and J.L. Siegrist (World Scientific, Singapore, 3996
The Higgs sector branching fractions can then be prediatdd 42] J.F. Gunion and J. Kelly, preprint UCD-96-24.
become an important testing ground for the consistencyef th
proposed GUT hypothesis as well as for testing the MSSM two-
doublet Higgs sector structure per se. Typically, a uniqodeh
among the six rather similar models is singled out by conmigjni
measurements from the Higgs sector with those from conven-
tional SUSY pair production. In short, measurements degivi
from pair production of Higgs particles can have a great ichpa
upon our ability to experimentally determine the correcSYU
GUT model.
The above discussion has left aside the fact that for uni-
versal soft-scalar masses the measured value of the slepton
mass would determine the relative magnitudegfandm ;_,,
thereby restricting the possible scenarios (see T:able Ow-H

2In some cases, absolute event rates are so different tlyatthdd also pro-
vide substantial discrimination between different moddkspite the possibly
large systematic errors.



