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A bstract

W e dem onstrate that supersym m etric decays, as typi� ed by the pre-
dictions ofseveralG UT-scale boundary condition choices,do not prevent
detection ofZ ? ! H 0A 0;H + H � ,at a 1TeV � 4TeV e+ e� or �+ �� col-
lideroperating atanticipated lum inosity. Form uch ofparam eterspace the
relative branching ratios for various SUSY and non-SUSY decays can be
m easured with su� cientaccuracy thatdi� erentG UT-scaleboundary condi-
tion choicescan bedistinguished from oneanotherata very high con� dence
level.

1 Introduction

The m inim alsupersym m etric m odel(M SSM ) is widely regarded as the m ost
attractiveextension oftheStandard M odel(SM ).The approxim ateuni� cation of
coupling constants that occurs in the M SSM at an energy scale ofa few tim es
1016GeV [1]suggeststheappropriatenessoftreating theM SSM in thecontextof
a grand uni� ed (GUT)m odel,in which the supersym m etry breaking param eters
have sim ple universalvalues at the uni� cation scale,MU . The GUT fram ework
isespecially com pelling in thatelectroweak sym m etry breaking (EW SB)iseasily
induced atascale� mZ asthesoftm ass-squared oftheHiggs� eld thatcouplesto
thetop quarkisdriven tosm all(som etim esnegative)valuesbytheassociated large
Yukawa coupling during evolution to low energy scales. Thus,itisim portantto
considerthe im plicationsofGUT scenariosforthe detection ofthe Higgsbosons
ofthe M SSM and to determ ine the extent to which (and strategies by which)
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Higgsboson decay branching fractions can be m easured with accuracy su� cient
to constrain GUT m odels.

The Higgs sector ofthe M SSM is reviewed in Refs.[2,3]. The M SSM con-
tains exactly two Higgs doublets,leading to two CP-even Higgs bosons (h0 and
H 0,with m h0 � mH 0),one CP-odd Higgs boson (A 0) and a charged Higgs pair
(H � ).Crucialparam etersfortheHiggssectorarem A 0 and tan� (theratio ofthe
vacuum expectation valuesforthe neutralHiggs� eldsthatgive m assto up-type
and down-type quarks,respectively). A fundam entally im portantGUT result is
thatessentially allm odelswith properEW SB requirem A 0 > 200GeV,with m uch
largervaluesbeing com m on.Thisresulthasm any im portantim plications:

� The h0 willbe very SM -like, and, at � xed tan�, willhave a m ass near
theupperbound predicted by including (two-loop/RGE-im proved)radiative
correctionsascom puted forthe known value ofm t and the valuesforstop-
squark m assesand m ixingpredicted bytheGUT.Forallscenariosconsidered
(even those with m A 0 wellabove a TeV),m h0 isbelow � 130GeV and,as
reviewed in Ref.[3],willbe discovered with relative ease atboth the LHC
and any e+ e� or�+ �� colliderwith

p
s >� 500GeV. However,because the

h0 willbe very SM -like,it willbe quite di� cult to establish on the basis
ofprecision m easurem ents that it is the M SSM h0 and not the SM Higgs,
especially ifm A 0 >� 300� 400GeV [3].

� The H0, A 0 and H � willbe approxim ately degenerate in m ass and will
decouple from the vectorboson sector. The coupling ofthe A 0 to bb [tt]is
given by 
5 tim es � gmb=(2m W )tan� [� gmt=(2m W )cot�]. Forlarge m A 0,
the couplings ofthe H 0 asym ptote to itim es these sam e coe� cients. The
H + ! tbcoupling isproportionalto ig=(

p
2m W )(m bPR tan� + m tPL cot�).

� In m ostGUT scenarios,thehigh m assespredicted fortheH0 and A 0 im ply
that decays to pairs of supersym m etric particles willbe im portant when
tan� is not large and tt decays are not kinem atically allowed. For sm all
to m oderate tan� and m H 0;m A 0 >

� 2m t,tt is the dom inant m ode unless
the m assofthe lighteststop squark,et1,issm allenough thatdecaysto et1

et1

are kinem atically allowed. (This does not happen in the GUT m odels we
consider.) W hen tan� is large,the enhanced bb coupling ofthe A0 and
H 0 im ply that bb decays willbecom e dom inant,even when SUSY and/or
tt decay m odes are allowed. In the case ofthe H � ,SUSY decays always
com pete with the largertb decay m ode since m H � > m t+ m b forthe GUT
scenariosconsidered. (In the GUT m odelswe consider,et1eb1 decaysare not
kinem atically allowed.)

� For mA 0 >� 200GeV it is entirely possible that none ofthese heavy Higgs
bosons could be detected atthe LHC (see the review ofRef.[3]),even as-
sum ing theabsenceofSUSY decays.In term softhe(m A 0;tan�)param eter
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space plane,heavy Higgs discovery is not possible once m A 0 >� 200GeV if
tan� >� 3and iftan� liesbelow an upperlim itthatincreaseswith increasing
m A 0 (reachingtan� � 15bymA 0 � 500GeV,forexam ple).M orethan likely,
thetan� <� 3discovery region would bedim inished afterincludingtheSUSY
decays ofthe H 0 and A 0 thatare predicted to be im portant. Detection of
theH 0 and A 0 viasuch SUSY decaysattheLHC appearstobevery di� cult
exceptin ratherspecialsituations.

� The only large rate production m odes for these heavy Higgs bosons at an
e+ e� or�+ �� colliderwillbe Z ? ! H 0A 0 and Z ? ! H + H � .These m odes
are kinem atically lim ited to m A 0 � mH 0 � mH � <

�

p
s=2. In particular,

ata � rste+ e� colliderwith
p
s = 500GeV and L = 50 fb� 1 observation is

restricted toroughly <� 220� 230GeV,im plying thatdetection would notbe
possiblein m ostGUT scenarios

� Although single H0 and A 0 production issigni� cantata 

 colliderfacility
form asses <� 0:8

p
s,i.e.about400GeV ata

p
s = 500GeV e+ e� collider,

backgroundsare such thatvery high lum inositiesare required fordiscovery
[4]| L >

� 200 fb� 1 isrequired when eitherSUSY decaysare signi� cantor
tan� islarge.

In com bination,these resultsim ply thatH 0,A 0,and H � detection m ay very
wellrequireem ploying theZ ? ! H 0A 0 and Z ? ! H + H � production m odesatan
e+ e� or�+ �� colliderwith

p
s substantially above 500 GeV.Even ifthe H 0 and

A 0 are observed attheLHC,studying theirdecaysand couplingswould be m uch
sim plerin thepairm odes.VariousaspectsofHiggspairproduction arediscussed
in Ref.[5],which appeared aswewerecom pleting thepresentwork.

Our� rstgoalistodeterm inethelum inosity required toguaranteeobservability
ofthe Z ? ! H 0A 0;H + H � m odes regardless ofthe SUSY-GUT decay scenario.
W e willconsider collider energies of1TeV and 4TeV (the latter being actively
considered [6]for�+ �� colliders),with integrated lum inositiesup to 200 fb� 1 and
1000fb� 1,respectively.Oursecond goalwillbetodevelop strategiesfororganizing
the rates observed for physically distinct � nalstates so as to yield inform ation
regardingtherelativebranching fractionsofdi� erenttypesofdecay m odes,and to
assesstheextentto which such inform ation can determ ine theGUT scenario and
itsparam etersgiven theexpected experim entalerrors.

W e� nd thatiftheintegrated lum inosity at1TeV (4TeV)iscloseto 200 fb� 1

(1000 fb� 1)then detection oftheH 0A 0 and H + H � pairproduction processeswill
be possible over alm ost allofthe kinem aticaly allowed param eter space in the
m odelsweconsider,butthatsigni� cantreductionsin theselum inositieswillim ply
gaps in param eter space coverage. A m easurem ent ofthe m ass m A 0 � mH 0 �

m H � already provides criticalconstraints on the GUT m odel. The correlation
between thism assand the m asses ofthe charginos,neutralinos,and/orsleptons
(asm easured in directproduction)determ inestheGUT scaleboundary conditions
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(provided there is universality for the standard soft-SUSY-breaking param eters)
and a fairly unique location in the param eterspace ofthe GUT m odelso singled
out. In particular,tan� is determ ined. Assum ing fulllum inosity, the relative
Higgsbranching fractionscan be used to crosscheck the consistency ofthe GUT
m odeland con� rm the param eter space location with substantialprecision. For
exam ple,the relative branching fractions for the H 0;A 0;H � to decay to SUSY
pairparticlestatesvs.Standard M odelpairstatesprovidea surprisingly accurate
determ ination oftan� given a m easured value for m A 0. This tan� value m ust
agree with that determ ined from the m asses. Other relative branching fractions
providecom plem entary inform ation thatcan beused tofurtherconstrain theGUT
m odel,and can providea determ ination ofthesign oftheHiggssuper� eld m ixing
param eter.Thus,arelatively thorough study ofthefullHiggssectoroftheM SSM
willbe possible and willprovide consistency checks and constraints that could
singleoutthecorrectGUT m odel.

Theorganization ofthepaperisasfollows.In thenextsection,wedescribethe
six GUT m odelsthatwe consider,and delineate the allowed param eterspace for
each.ContoursofconstantHiggsboson,neutralino and chargino m assesaregiven
within theallowed param eterspace,and Higgsboson decay branchingfractionsare
illustrated.In Section 3,wedem onstratethat,forexpected integrated lum inosities
ate+ e� or�+ �� colliders,detection ofHiggspairproduction willbe possible in
� nalstatem odeswhereboth Higgsbosonsdecay to� nalstatescontainingonlybor
tquarks,even though thebranchingfractionsforsuch � nalstatesaredecreased due
to com petition from theSUSY decay channels.Eventratecontoursasa function
ofparam eter space location are presented for the six GUT m odels. In Section
4,we determ ine the prospects for m easuring the branching fractions for various
Higgsboson decays,including those forspeci� c supersym m etric (SUSY)sparticle
pairs.Theability to discrim inatebetween di� erentGUT m odelsand to determ ine
theparam eterspacelocation within thecorrectGUT m odelon thebasisofHiggs
decaysisdelineated.Section 5 sum m arizesourresultsand conclusions.

2 T he G U T M odels,M asses and H iggs D ecays

In the sim plest GUT treatm ents ofthe M SSM ,softsupersym m etry breaking
attheGUT scaleisspeci� ed by threeuniversalparam eters:

� m0:theuniversalsoftscalarm ass;

� m1=2:theuniversalsoftgaugino m ass;

� A0:theuniversalsoftYukawa coe� cient.

The absolute value of� (the Higgsm ixing param eter)isdeterm ined by requiring
thatradiativeEW SB givestheexactvalueofm Z fortheexperim entally m easured
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value ofm t;however,the sign of� rem ainsundeterm ined. Thus,the rem aining
param etersrequired to com pletely � x them odelare

� tan�:thevacuum expectation valueratio;and

� sign(�).

W erem ind thereaderthatauniversalgauginom assattheGUT scaleim pliesthat
M 3 :M 2 :M 1 � 3 :1 :1=2 atscale � mZ.Form odelsofthisclassone also � nds
thatj�j� M 1;2. These two factsim ply thatthe e�01 ism ainly bino,while e�02 and
e�
+
1 arem ainly wino,with heaviergauginosbeing m ainly higgsino [7].Therunning

gluino m assm eg(m eg)isroughly three tim esaslarge asm e�0
2

� m
e�
+

1

which in turn
isofordertwice aslargeasm

e�0
1

.(The polegluino m assisgenerally substantially
largerthan m eg(m eg)when squark m assesarelarge.)

W ewillconsiderthree representative GUT scenarioscharacterized by increas-
ingly large valuesofm 0 relative to m 1=2 (which translatesinto increasingly large
slepton m assesascom pared to m e�0

1

,m e�0
2

,and m
e�
+

1

):

� \No-Scale" (NS)[8]:A0 = m 0 = 0;

� \Dilaton" (D)[9]:m1=2 = � A0 =
p
3m 0;

� \Heavy-Scalar" (HS):m0 = m 1=2,A 0 = 0.

W ithin anyoneofthesethreescenarios,them odeliscom pletely speci� ed by values
form 1=2,tan� and sign(�).W ewillpresentresultsin the(m 1=2;tan�)param eter
spaceforagiven sign(�)and agiven choiceofscenario.Ournotation willbeN S�

fortheNo-Scalescenario with sign(�)< 0,and so forth.
In Figures1,2,and 3 wedisplay theallowed (m 1=2;tan�)param eterspacefor

theNS,D and HS scenarios,respectively.Theboundariesoftheallowed param eter
spaceare� xed by experim entaland theoreticalconstraintsasfollows:

� The left-hand boundary atlow m1=2 derivesfrom requiring thatZ ! SUSY
decaysnotviolateLEP1 lim its.

� The low-tan� boundary is obtained by requiring that the t-quark Yukawa
coupling rem ain perturbativein evolving from scalem Z to theGUT scale.

� In the NS scenario,the allowed param eter space is � nite by virtue oftwo
com petingrequirem ents.First,thereisanupperboundontan� asafunction
ofm 1=2 obtained by requiring that the LSP (always the e�01 in the allowed
region) notbe charged (i.e.we require m e�1

� me�0
1

).1 Second,there is the
lowerbound on tan� required by t-quark Yukawa perturbativity.One� nds
thatforlargeenough m 1=2 theupperbound dropsbelow thelowerbound.

1Thisbound isespecially strong in the NS scenario due to the factthatm 0 = 0 im pliesvery
m odestm assesforthe sleptons,in particularthe e�1,atscalem Z .
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� Theupperbound on tan� asafunction ofm1=2 in theD scenariocom esfrom
dem anding thattheLSP notbecharged.

� In the HS scenario,the upper bound on tan� arises by requiring thatthe
SM -like lightHiggsm asslie above the currentlim itofm h0

>
� 63GeV. (In

the HS scenario,for� xed m1=2,m A 0 becom es sm allerand sm aller astan�
increases untileventually itapproacheszero forcing m h0 to decline rapidly.
In other scenarios,with lighter scalar m asses and hence sleptons,the LSP
becom es charged before tan� becom es so large that m A 0 starts declining
rapidly.)

� In the D and HS scenarios,there isno upperbound on m1=2 unlesscosm o-
logicalconstraintsareim posed.High m 1=2 values(roughly,m 1=2

>
� 500GeV

[10])are,however,disfavored by naturalnessconsiderations.

Before proceeding,we provide a few technicalnotes. First,we note thatthe
evolution equations m ust be im plem ented very carefully when considering very
large m A 0 values. In orderto avoid instabilities2 deriving from unnaturally large
(and henceunreliable)one-loop corrections(forgoingfrom running m assestopole
m asses),we found itnecessary to term inate evolution forsoftm assesatscalesof
ordertheassociated � nalphysicalsquark,slepton and heavy Higgsm asses.In this
way,theone-loop correctionsarekeptsm alland thephysicalm assesobtained are
reliable.The evolution program we em ployed isbased on onedeveloped by C.H.
Chen [12].Resultsatlow m assscaleswere checked againstresultsobtained using
the program sdeveloped forthe work ofRefs.[13]and [4]. Once the appropriate
low-energy param eters were determ ined from the evolution, we then em ployed
ISASUSY [11]to obtain thebranching ratiosfortheHiggsboson and subsequent
chain decays. The ISASUSY results were cross-checked with ourown program s.
The decay resultswere then com bined with Higgsboson pairproduction ratesto
determ ineratesforspeci� cclassesof� nalstates.

2.1 Sparticle and H iggs M asses

Also displayed in Figs.1,2,and 3 are contours ofconstant m
e�0
1

,m
e�
+

1

,m
e‘R
,

and m A 0. These revealthe im portance ofdetecting the heavy Higgsbosonsand
m easuring theirm asses accurately. The m asses ofthe inosand the sleptons will
presum ably be m easured quite accurately, and the � gures show that they will
determ ine in large m easure the values ofm 1=2 and m 0. But the rather vertical
natureofthem

e�0
1

,m
e�
�
1

,and m
e‘R
contoursim pliesthattan� islikely to bepoorly

determ ined from thesem assesalone.Fortunately,them A 0 contoursarenotnearly
so vertical,im plying thata m easurem entofm A 0 can be com bined with the m 1=2

determ ination from the ino m asses to � x a value oftan�. The accuracy ofthis
2Such instabilitiesarefound,forexam ple,in ISASUG RA [11].
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Figure 1: W e show the (m 1=2;tan�)param eterspace regions(bold outer
perim eter) within which we � nd a consistent EW SB solution for the No-
Scale m odel. Contours of constant m ass are shown within the allowed
region forthe e�01,e�

�
1 ,A

0 and e‘R .Resultsforboth signsof� areshown.
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Figure 2: W e show the (m 1=2;tan�)param eterspace regions(bold outer
perim eter)within which we� nd aconsistentEW SB solution fortheDilaton
m odel.Contoursofconstantm assareshown within theallowed region for
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determ ination dependsupon the accuracy with which m A 0 (and m H 0,m H � )can
be m easured. Fordiscovery in the A 0 ! bb decay m ode (as possible foralm ost
allm odelparam eterchoicesatfulllum inosity,seelater),thisaccuracy is� xed by
the bb m ass resolution. Atan e+ e� collider,a resolution of� � Mbb � � 10GeV
is probably attainable. For a large num ber,N ,ofevents,m A 0 can be � xed to
a value oforder� M bb=

p
N ,which forN = 20 (ourm inim aldiscovery criterion)

would im ply � m A 0 � 2� 3GeV.Exam ination ofthe� guresshowsthatsuch m ass
uncertainty willlead to a ratherprecise tan� determ ination within a given GUT
m odel,exceptatlow m A 0 and high tan� in theNS case.

2.2 H iggs D ecays

Let us now turn to the decays ofthe heavy Higgs bosons ofthe M SSM .As
already noted,ourultim ategoalisto use these to con� rm /re-enforcethecorrect-
nessofboth them odeland theparam eterchoiceswithin them odelthathasbeen
singled outby the m ass m easurem ents. The m ostim portantcom m on feature of
the GUT m odels we consider is that squarks are always su� ciently heavy that
decaysofHiggsbosonsto squark pairsarenotkinem atically allowed.Thisistrue
even for the NS boundary conditions with m 0 = 0,in which the large squark
m asses derive from the substantialevolution ofthe colored soft-scalarm asses to
positive values as the scale decreases from M U towards m Z. In order that the
squarks be light enough for squark pairs to appear in Higgs decays,substantial
breaking oftheuniversality ofsoft-SUSY-breaking scalarm assesattheGUT scale
isrequired. Forexam ple,lightsbottom and stop squarkscan be consistent with
radiativeEW SB via evolution iftheHiggssoftscalarm assesarem uch largerthan
the squark (in particular,stop and sbottom ) soft scalar m asses at M U . In this
case,H 0;A 0 ! et1

et1;
eb1
eb1 and H + ! et1

eb1 pairchannelswould dilutetheSM decay
m odesoftheHiggsto am uch greaterextentthan dotheino and slepton decaysin
them odelsdiscussed here.Strategiesfordetecting and studying H 0A 0 and H + H �

pair production would have to be reconsidered. In any case,there would be no
di� culty in distinguishing m odels with light stop and/or sbottom squarks from
theNS,D and HS m odelsconsidered here.

In fact,thethreem odelsweconsiderarerathersim ilarto oneanotherin m ost
respects. Thus,they provide a good testing ground for assessing the extent to
which wecan distinguish between m odelsby using experim entalinform ation from
theHiggssector.W eshallseethatHiggsbranching ratiosdepend substantially on
theparticularm odelchoiceand on thepreciselocation in param eterspacewithin
agiven m odel.Figures4a,4b,and 4cillustratethedependenceofHiggsbranching
fractionsupon param eterspace location forthe � < 0 Dilaton (D � )scenario. In
these � gures,we give contours ofconstant branching fractions for H0,A 0 and
H + decays. The decay channels bb,tt, e�

+
1
e�
�
1 , e�01e�

0
2,and the sum over allSUSY

decay channels,areconsidered forboth theH 0 and A 0.In addition,we show the
h0h0 and e�e� (sum m ed overalle� types)branching fractionsforthe H 0. (The e�e�
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branching fraction forthe A 0 isvery tiny.) The A 0 ! Zh0 branching fraction is
sm all,but,aswe shallsee,m easurable in som e regions ofparam eter space. For
theH + wedisplay branching fraction contoursfortb,W + h0,e‘L e�,�+ �,cs,and the
sum overallSUSY decays.[B (A 0 ! Zh0)issim ilarto B (H + ! W + h0).]Several
im portantfeaturesoftheseplotsdeserveem phasis.

� For the H0 and A 0,the net branching fraction for SUSY decays declines
rapidly with increasing tan� duetotheenhancem entofthebbcoupling and,
hence,increasing relativeim portanceofbbdecays.

� SUSY decaysofthe H0 and A 0 are also sm allwhen m H 0;m A 0 > 2m t,with
therelativebranchingfractionB (SUSY)=B (tt)saturatingtoaconstantvalue
below 0.1 forlargem A 0 (equivalently largem 1=2)at� xed tan�.

� For mH 0;m A 0 > 2m t,the ratio ofbb to tt branching fractions rises very
rapidly astan� increases.

� The SUSY decay branching fraction ofthe H+ isrelatively independent of
tan� forlowerm 1=2 values.

� B (H+ ! W + h0)[aswellasB (A 0 ! Zh0)]isonly sign� cantwhen tan� and
m 1=2 areboth sm all.

� B (H0 ! h0h0) is signi� cant for a larger range ofm odest tan� and m1=2

valuesthan theform ertwo branching fractions.

� B (H+ ! �+ �)rem ains signi� cant(>� 0:1)fora range oftan� values that
becom esincreasingly largeasm 1=2 increases.

These� guresshow thatam easurem entofseveralratiosofbranchingfractions(e.g.
SUSY/bbfortheH 0;A 0 and SUSY/tbforthe H + )would determ ine the valuesof
tan� and m 1=2.Branching ratiosin theother� vescenariosdisplay a m oreorless
sim ilarpattern tothatfound in theD � case,although thenum ericalvaluesatany
given (m 1=2;tan�)location can di� ersubstantially. Forany given GUT scenario,
de� nite predictions for allother experim entalobservables are then possible and
could be checked for consistency with observations. In particular,the predicted
Higgs,neutralino,and chargino m assesshould agree with the m easured valuesif
theGUT scenario isthecorrectone.

3 D iscovering the H 0,A 0 and H
�

In this section,we determ ine the lum inosity required in orderthat discovery
ofH 0A 0 and H + H � be guaranteed over essentially allofthe allowed param eter
spaceofthethreescenarios.Forthem odelsconsidered in thispaper,we� nd that
discovery isalwayseasiestby em ploying � nalstatesin which neitheroftheHiggs
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bosonsofthepairdecaystoa� nalstatecontainingSUSY particles.The� nalstate
con� gurationsweem ploy fordiscovery arelisted below,along with techniquesfor
isolating them from backgrounds.

� I)H0A 0 ! 4b:W edem and observation offourjetswhich separateinto two
nearly equalm asstwo-jetpairs.Eventratesforthism ode[labelled by N (4b)]
includea factorofB (H 0 ! bb)B (A 0 ! bb).

� II) H0A 0 with H 0 ! h0h0 ! 4b and A 0 ! X : it would be su� cient to
observe the two h0’s by dem anding two jet pairs that reconstruct to the
known m h0 recoiling againsta reconstructed (from incom ing energy and net
h0h0 pairfourm om entum )‘m issing’m assthatisthe sam e asthe h0h0 pair
m ass. Event rates for this m ode [labelled by N (hh)]include a factor of
B (H 0 ! h0h0)[B (h0 ! bb)]2.

� III)H0A 0 ! 4t:W ecan sim ply dem and � 10 visible(and m oderately ener-
getic/separated)leptons/jets.Thepredicted rateforsuch stateson thebasis
ofQCD (including 4t production) is quite sm all. Because ofine� ciencies
associated with com binatorics,wewould notrequiredirectreconstruction of
the W ’sort’s(im plying thatwe would also notbe able to require roughly
equalHiggs boson m asses). Event rates for this m ode [labelled by N (4t)]
include the e� ective branching ratio for H0A 0 ! � 10 visible leptons/jets,
given by B (H 0 ! tt)B (A 0 ! tt)B (tttt! � 10 visible).

� IV)H+ H � ! 2t2b:W einsiston 8 jetsor1 lepton plus6 jets(in particular,
fewerthan 10visibleleptons/jetssoastodiscrim inatefrom theabove4t� nal
states)andpossiblyrequirethatoneW andtheassociated tbereconstructed.
Event ratesforthism ode [labelled by N (tb)]include a factorof[B (H + !

tb)]2f2B (t! 2jb)B (t! ‘+ �b)+ [B (t! 2jb)]2g.

There willalso be an overalle� ciency factor for detector coverage and for ex-
perim entally isolating and detecting these m odes. This willbe incorporated in
our yearly event rate estim ates by reducing the totallum inosity available (pre-
sum ed to be L = 200 fb� 1 peryearat

p
s = 1TeV and L = 1000 fb� 1 peryear

at
p
s = 4TeV) by an overalle� ciency factor of40% (to Le� = 80 fb� 1 and

Le� = 400 fb� 1,respectively). W e have notperform ed a detailed sim ulation,but
believe thatthatsuch an e� ciency isnotunreasonable given the factthatback-
groundsarerelatively sm allfortheaboveoutlined signatures.In particular,since
allthe � nalstates contain at least four b jets,we can require one or two b-tags
(in orderto elim inateany residualQCD background)withoutincurring signi� cant
penalty,given that the vertex-tagger should have e� ciency of60% or better for
any single b-jet within its acceptance. (Tagging ofb-jets would be desirable for
cleanly separating H 0A 0 from H + H � � nalstates.In theabsenceofany b-tagging
there would be a sm allnum berofH + H � ! 4j (with j= c;s)eventsthatwould
com binewith theH 0A 0 ! 4b� nalstatesto theextentthatmH + � mH 0 � mA 0.)
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Afterincludingbranchingfractionsand the40% e� ciency,som ethinglike20events
should be adequate fordetection. In ourgraphs,we willdisplay 20,50 and 200
eventcontours.

Ifthe H 0A 0 ! 4tm ode isdom inant,we willwish to reconstructthe m assof
either the A 0 or the H 0 from the 4j2b decay m ode ofone ofthe ttpairs. This
willbe im portant both as a m eans form easuring the m ass and also asa m eans
fortriggering on H 0A 0 pairproduction using justone ofthe two m em bersofthe
pair(see Section 4).Therewillbea furthere� ciency factor(on top oftheabove
overalle� ciency factor)forisolating the relevantevents and then reconstructing
them assoftheA 0 orH 0.W eestim atethisadditionale� ciency factorbeoforder
25% each for the A 0 and H 0. This is the result that would be obtained from
[B (t! 2jb)]2�̂,with �̂ = 0:55 forcom binatoric and otherproblem s. The low net
e� ciency (� 0:2 = 2� � 0:25� 0:4)foreventsin which eithermH 0 orm A 0 could
befully reconstructed im pliesthatan accuratedeterm ination ofm H 0 � mA 0 would
requireseveralyearsofrunning ifH 0A 0 ! 4tisthedom inant� nalstate.

Thereareseveralreasonswhy non-SUSY � nalstatesarebestfordiscovery:

� Asillustrated in Figs.4a-c,branchingfractionsforSM decays,e.g.A0;H 0 !

bborttand H + ! tb,do notfallm uch below 0:1;

� Unlike the bb channel,m ass reconstruction in SUSY m odes is not possible
(dueto m issing energy).

� Particle m ultiplicitiesin the 4tand 2t2b� nalstatesare su� ciently large to
be very distinctive and free ofbackground,unlike m any ofthe � nalstates
associated with SUSY decays.

In Figures5,6,and 7 (forthe NS,D and HS scenarios,respectively) we give
the 20,50 and 200 eventcontoursin the (m 1=2;tan�)param eterplane forH 0A 0

discovery m odesI,IIand IIIand H + H � discovery m ode IV at
p
s = 1TeV. W e

assum e L = 200 fb� 1 and � = 40% e� ciency,i.e.Le� � L� = 80 fb� 1. Results
are displayed forboth signsof�. Also shown are the boundariesde� ned by the
kinem atically accessible m H 0 + m A 0 �

p
s or2m H � �

p
s portion ofthe allowed

param eterspace(bold solid lines).In com paring scenarios,itwillbeim portantto
notethattheNS scenario plotshavegreatly expanded axisscalesrelativeto plots
fortheD and HS scenarios.

Asnoted earlier,20 eventsislikely to beadequate fordiscovery;the 50 event
contouratLe� = 80 fb� 1 would probably allow discovery atLe� = 32fb� 1 and the
200 eventcontourwould allow discovery atLe� = 8 fb� 1.These� guresshow that
forallthreeGUT scenariosatleast20H 0A 0 eventsarepresentinoneorm oreofthe
m odes I-IIIthroughout alm ost the entire kinem atically accessible portion ofthe
allowed (m 1=2;tan�) param eter space. Ifthe 50 event contours are appropriate
(because Le� is a factor of2.5 sm aller) then one begins to see som e, but not
enorm ous,sections ofparam eter space such that H 0A 0 detection would not be
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possible. Ife� ciencies and integrated lum inosity were in com bination a factor
of10 worse than anticipated,the 200 event contours m ight apply;they indicate
that H 0A 0 detection would then be possible only in the part param eter space
characterized by sm allvaluesofm 1=2 and largevaluesoftan�.

In thesesam e� gures,the20,50and200eventcontoursfortheH+ H � discovery
m odeIV show that20 eventsarefound foralloftheconstraintand kinem atically
allowed param eterspaceexceptasm allwedgeatsm allm 1=2 values.The200event
contours(equivalentto20eventsatLe� = 5fb� 1)covernearly asalargesection of
param eterspace.Thus,even ife� ciencyandlum inosityareincom bination afactor
of10worsethan anticipated,H + H � discovery afterjustoneyearofrunningwould
bepossibleoverthebulk ofparam eterspace.Thesom ewhatbetterguaranteesfor
the H + H � m ode as com pared to the H 0A 0 m ode derive sim ply from the larger
H + H � crosssection which isroughly a factorof3 largerthan thatforH 0A 0.

This sam e analysis can be repeated for 4TeV and L = 1000 fb� 1 (im ply-
ing L = 400 fb� 1 for � = 0:4 e� ciency) with very sim ilar results. The kine-
m aticrangeism uch greater,allowing H 0A 0 and H + H � production outto m asses
m A 0 � mH 0 � mH � <

� 2TeV.(Thelim ited NS param eterspaceim pliesthatsuch
energiesarenotneeded werethisthecorrectGUT scenario).If20 eventsareade-
quate(and they would certainly beratherspectaculareventsathigh Higgsboson
m ass) then both H 0A 0 and H + H � detection would be possible fornearly allof
theconstraint/kinem atically allowed param eterspaceforallthreeGUT scenarios.
Dim unition in coverage due to poorere� ciency orlowerlum inosity followsm uch
the sam e pattern asdescribed forthe

p
s = 1TeV,L = 200 fb� 1 case. To illus-

trate,we present the 20,50 and 200 event contours forH 0A 0 (� nalstates I-III)
and H + H � (� nalstateIV)in theD scenario,Fig.8.

4 M easuring R atios ofB ranching Fractions and

D iscrim inating B etw een M odels

In thissection we discuss the prospectsform easuring the relative size ofthe
variousbranching fractionsfordi� erentdecay m odesofa given Higgsboson and
forusing such m easurem entsto pin down the GUT m odeland param eterchoices
within a given GUT m odel. Additionalinform ation iscontained in the absolute
ratesfordi� erenttypesof� nalstates.However,itislikely thatgreateruncertainty
willbe associated with absolute ratesthan with ratiosofrates,since som e types
ofe� ciencieswillcanceloutoftheratios.

The key to determ ining the relative m agnitude ofthe branching fractionsfor
di� erent� nalstate decays isto � rstidentify and m ass-reconstruct (‘tag’)one of
the Higgs bosons in the H 0A 0 or H + H � pair � nalstate,and then com pare the
relativeratesfordi� erenttypesofdecaysofthesecond Higgsboson.Identi� cation
and m ass-reconstruction ofthe � rst Higgs boson requires using one ofits fully
reconstructable � nalstates. Asadditionalveri� cation thatthe eventcorresponds
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Figure5: W eshow NS m odel20,50and 200eventcontourswithinthekine-
m atically accessibleportion oftheallowed (m 1=2;tan�)param eterspacefor
H 0A 0 discovery m odesI,II,IIIand H + H � discovery m ode IV,assum ing
Le� = 80 fb� 1.
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Figure6: W eshow D m odel20,50and 200 eventcontourswithin thekine-
m atically accessibleportion oftheallowed (m 1=2;tan�)param eterspacefor
H 0A 0 discovery m odesI,II,IIIand H + H � discovery m ode IV,assum ing
Le� = 80 fb� 1.
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Figure7: W eshow HS m odel20,50and 200eventcontourswithinthekine-
m atically accessibleportion oftheallowed (m 1=2;tan�)param eterspacefor
H 0A 0 discovery m odesI,II,IIIand H + H � discovery m ode IV,assum ing
Le� = 80 fb� 1.
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Figure8: W eshow D m odel20,50and 200 eventcontourswithin thekine-
m atically accessibleportion oftheallowed (m 1=2;tan�)param eterspacefor
H 0A 0 discovery m odesI,II,IIIand H + H � discovery m ode IV,assum ing
Le� = 400 fb� 1 at

p
s= 4TeV.
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to Higgspairproduction,we would require thatthe m issing m ass (ascom puted
using theincom ing center-of-m assfour-m om entum and thefour-m om entum ofthe
reconstructed Higgs) be roughly equalto the m ass ofthe identi� ed Higgs. For
identi� cation and m ass-reconstruction ofthe� rstHiggsboson,weem ploy:

� H0A 0 with H 0 ! 2borA 0 ! 2b;

� H0A 0 with H 0 ! 2torA 0 ! 2t| notethat,unlikethe4tdiscovery channel,
reconstruction ofthe 2t m ass willbe necessary, and willbe accom panied
by an extra e� ciency penalty relative to H 0 ! 2b or A 0 ! 2b tagging of
�tt=bb � [B (t! 2jb)]2�̂ � 0:25 (for �̂ = 0:55),asdiscussed earlier;3

� H0A 0 with H 0 ! h0h0 ! 4b;

� H+ H � with H + ! tb! W 2b! 2j2b;orthereverse | tbm assreconstruc-
tion willbenecessary.

In thecaseofH 0A 0 pairproduction,in determ ining thatthesecond (non-tagged)
m em berofthe pairdecaysto tt,we willagain dem and fullttreconstruction,and
we willapply the extra �tt=bb e� ciency penalty relative to bb decay. This m ight
be som ewhat too conservative an approach,but does sim plify ouranalysis since
theeventratesofinterestinvolving tt+ bbdecayswillthen beproportionalto the
e� ectivebranching fractions

B e�(H
0
;A

0
! bb+ tt)� B (H0

;A
0
! bb)+ �tt=bbB (H

0
;A

0
! tt): (1)

Because m A 0 � mH 0 over m uch ofparam eter space,we willpresum e that it
is not possible to separate the A 0 and H 0 from one another. W e also stick to
oursim plifying assum ption thatthe overalle� ciency,�,associated with detector
coverage, b-tagging and so forth does not depend upon the � nalstate, except
that in the case oftt decay we include an extra �̂ in �tt=bb,as discussed above
and asincorporated through B e� de� ned in Eq.(1).W ith these assum ptions,the
following ratiosofbranching fractionscan beextracted directly from experim ental
observationsusing them easured valuesofB (h0 ! bb)and B (t! 2jb).

B (H 0 ! SUSY)B e�(A 0 ! bb+ tt)+ B (A 0 ! SUSY)B e�(H 0 ! bb+ tt)

B e�(H 0 ! bb+ tt)B e�(A 0 ! bb+ tt)
(2)

B (H 0 ! tt)B (A 0 ! bb)+ B (A 0 ! tt)B (H 0 ! bb)

B (H 0 ! bb)B (A 0 ! bb)
(3)

B (H 0 ! h0h0)B (A 0 ! bb)

B (H 0 ! bb)B (A 0 ! bb)
(4)

3Thesedetailsforthett�nalstateareonly relevantforB e� de�ned in Eq.(1)and theratios
ofEqs.(2)and (3)below,and then only when B (H 0;A 0 ! tt)arerelatively large.
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B (A 0 ! Zh0)B (H 0 ! bb)

B (H 0 ! bb)B (A 0 ! bb)
(5)

B (H + ! SUSY)B (H � ! bt)+ B (H � ! SUSY)B (H + ! tb)

B (H + ! tb)B (H � ! bt)
(6)

B (H + ! �+ �)B (H � ! bt)+ B (H � ! �� �)B (H + ! tb)

B (H + ! tb)B (H � ! bt)
(7)

B (H + ! h0W + )B (H � ! bt)+ B (H � ! h0W � )B (H + ! tb)

B (H + ! tb)B (H � ! bt)
(8)

Asa shorthand,wewillem ploy thenotations
*

2B (H 0;A 0 ! SUSY )

B e�(H 0;A 0 ! bb;tt)

+

;

*

2B (H 0;A 0 ! tt)

B (H 0;A 0 ! bb)

+

; (9)

fortheratiosofEqs.(2)and (3),respectively.TheratiosofEqs.(6)-(8)reduceto

2B (H + ! SUSY;�+ �;W + h0)

B (H + ! tb)
; (10)

respectively.W eretain both bband tt� nalstatesin Eq.(2),usingthecom bination
de� ned in Be�,in orderthatwem ay assesstheim portanceofSUSY decaysboth in
regionswherebbdecaysoftheH 0;A 0 aredom inantand in regionswherettdecays
areim portant.

In estim atingtheaccuracy with which theseratioscan bem easured experim en-
tally,itisim portanttokeep track oftheactual� nalstatein which theobservation
occurs and the e� ective e� ciency for observing that � nalstate. W e m ake this
explicitbelow.

� The eventrate forthe num eratorofEq.(2)isobtained by m ultiplying the
rate forH 0A 0 pairproduction by � (the overalle� ciency factor)tim esthe
indicated sum ofbranching ratio products:[B (H 0 ! SUSY)B e�(A 0 ! bb+
tt)+ B (A 0 ! SUSY)B e�(H 0 ! bb+ tt)].

� Thenum eratorofEq.(4)m ustbem easured in the� nalstatein which both
h0’sdecaytobb.Thus,theeventrateassociated with determ iningthenum er-
atorisobtained by m ultiplying theH 0A 0 pairproduction rateby a factorof
[B (h0 ! bb)]2 tim estheoveralle� ciency � tim esB (H0 ! h0h0)B (A 0 ! bb).

� Theeventrateassociatedwithm easuringthenum eratorofEq.(3)isobtained
using a factorof��tt=bb = ��̂[B (t! 2jb)]2 tim esB (H 0 ! tt)B (A 0 ! bb)+
B (A 0 ! tt)B (H 0 ! bb).

� The event rate for the num erator ofEq.(5) is com puted using the factor
�B (h0 ! bb)B (A 0 ! Zh0)B (H 0 ! bb). This im plicitly assum es that we
can sum over allZ decays,as would be possible since the Z m ass can be
reconstructed from thec.m .

p
s valueand them om enta ofthefourb’s.
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� The eventrate forthe num eratorofEq.(6)isobtained by m ultiplying the
H + H � event rate by the factor �B (t ! 2jb)[B (H+ ! SUSY)B (H � !

bt)+ B (H � ! SUSY)B (H + ! tb)].

� The event rate for the num erator ofEq.(7) is com puted by m ultiplying
the pair rate by �B (t ! 2jb)[B (H+ ! �+ �)B (H � ! bt)+ B (H � !

�� �)B (H + ! tb)].

� Therateforthenum eratorofEq.(8)iscom puted using thefactor�B (h0 !
bb)B (t! 2jb)[B (H + ! h0W + )B (H � ! bt)+ B (H � ! h0W � )B (H + !

tb)].

� The factorsforthe denom inatorsareobtained by m ultiplying the indicated
branching ratio productby � in thecase oftheneutralHiggsratios,and by
�[B (t! 2jb)]2 in thecaseofcharged Higgsratios.

� W hen dividing the SUSY collection of� nalstates (as sim ply identi� ed by
m issing energy) into subcategories ofa certain num ber ofleptons and/or
jets,thefullsetofappropriatebranching ratiosareincluded in allthechain
decaysleading to thespeci� ed � nalstate.

As noted,the overallfactor of� com m on to allrates is incorporated by reduc-
ing the fulllum inosity to the e� ective lum inosity Le�. Rates for the standard
Le� = 80 fb� 1 are thusobtained by com puting the pairproduction crosssection,
m ultiplying by Le� and then including allthe above factors after rem oving the
overallm ultiplicative� contained in each.Thebottom lineisthateven though we
plot the ratios listed,the statisticalerrors we shalldiscuss willbe based on the
actualnum berofeventsasobtained according to theabove-outlined procedures.

Theutility oftheaboveratiosderivesfrom thefollowing generalfeatures.The
1st ratio is prim arily a function of tan�. The 2nd provides an alm ost direct
determ ination oftan� since tt=bbisroughly proportionalto cot4� in theM SSM .
The ratios of Eqs.(6) and (7) both exhibit substantialand rather orthogonal
variation as a function oftan� and m 1=2. The ratio ofEq.(4) is proportional
to the relative strength ofthe H 0 ! h0h0 trilinear coupling as com pared to the
H 0 ! bbcoupling.Thiscould bethe� rstdirectprobeofHiggstrilinearcouplings.
TheratiosofEqs.(5)and (8)would probetheveryinterestingHiggs{Higgs{vector-
boson couplings.Thesefeatureswillbeillustrated shortly.

4.1 R esolving A m biguities in Identifying D i�erent Final

States

Since allSUSY � nalstateswillcontain substantialm issing energy,the am bi-
guitiesin separating SUSY decaysfrom othersare lim ited. W e discussbelow the
proceduresforrem oving theonly am biguitiesthatappearto beofim portance.
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(A)A potentialam biguity arisesin ‘+ + E=T � nalstatesofthe H+ to which the
SUSY e‘+ e� and e�+ e�0 decay m odesand the SM H + ! �+ � ! ‘+ 3� decay m odes
allcontribute. The H + ! �+ �� ! ‘+ 3� decay can be identi� ed using kinem atic
constraints. Considerthe c.m . system ofthe decaying H + (asdeterm ined using
incom ing beam inform ation and the tagged H � four-m om entum ). To the extent
thatm � can be neglected and,therefore,the � decays collinearly to ‘+ 2�,allof
which m ove opposite the prim ary ��,one m ust have E = jE=Tj,where E is the
energy ofthe observed ‘. SUSY events ofany type willnorm ally violate this
constraint. In what follows,the e‘+ e� and e�+ e�0 decays are both included in the
overallSUSY decay rateoftheH + .

(B) In H 0 or A 0 decay, �+ �� decays contribute to the sam e ‘+ ‘� + E=T � nal
statesto which the SUSY m odes e‘+ e‘� and e�+ e�� contribute. The procedure for
elim inating the �+ �� decay is analogous to that discussed in (A) for rem oving
H + ! �+ �� decays. W e again note that,for m ost events,the � m ass can be
neglected relative to itsm om entum . In the (known)restfram e ofthe Higgs,the
collinearapproxim ation im pliesthatthe‘+ and ‘� and theirassociated neutrinos
travelin essentially thesam edirectionsastheparent�+ and �� ,respectively.As
a result,such events m ust have jE + � E� j= jE=Tj,where E � are the observed
energies ofthe ‘� in the Higgs rest fram e. The very non-collinear SUSY m odes
would generally be farfrom approxim ately satisfying this constraint. Kinem atic
constraints do not allow an event-by-event separation ofthe two SUSY m odes,
e‘+ e‘� and e�+ e�� ,in the‘+ ‘� + E=T � nalstate.These arelum ped togetheraspart
oftheoverallSUSY decay branching fraction.

(C)Eventsin which the unreconstructed Higgsboson/decay isH 0 orA 0 ! tt!

‘�2j2b or H � ! tb ! ‘�bb can be elim inated by using the incom ing beam en-
ergy/m om entum 4-vector,subtracting the m om enta ofallvisible � nalstate lep-
tonsand jets,and com putingtheinvariantm assoftheresultingdi� erence4-vector.
Thiswould belong to the� in theabovecases.A cutrequiring a substantialvalue
would elim inate the above � nalstates and be highly e� cient in retaining true
SUSY decays. For param eters such that the rates for single neutrino events (as
de� ned by the above procedure and requiring a sm allvalue forthe di� erence 4-
vector m ass) are signi� cant,we shall� nd that the H0;A 0 ! tt and H + ! tb

branching fractionscan bedirectly m easured with reasonableaccuracy (using all-
jet m odes). The predicted single neutrino rate could then be com pared to that
observed as a further check. Events where the unreconstructed Higgs/decay is
H 0 orA 0 ! tt! 2‘2�2bcannotbeelim inated by theabove technique.However,
the branching fractions,B (H 0;A 0 ! tt),m easured in all-jet � nalstates can be
em ployed to m akean appropriatecorrection.Thesingleneutrino rates,asde� ned
above,m ay allow a double-check ofthe all-jet� nalstate determ inationsofthe tt
branching fractions.

(D)Otheram biguities include events in which the second Higgsboson/decay is:
A 0 ! Zh0 ! Z�+ �� ,where the Z decaysinvisibly orto �+ �� ;H � ! W � h0 !
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W � �+ �� where the W � decaysleptonically;and H 0 ! h0h0 ! �+ �� �+ �� . The
com m on characteristic ofallthese is the presence ofm issing energy from �,W
and/or Z decays that is due to m ore than a single neutrino and that m akes it
im possibletoeitherdirectly orindirectly reconstructthem assoftheh0,W and/or
Z.However,theeventratesfortheseprocessesaresolow thattheycan beincluded
in SUSY decays without any visible alteration ofthe e� ective SUSY branching
fraction. Further,whenever the H 0 ! h0h0,A 0 ! Zh0 orH + ! W � h0 decays
aresigni� cant,weshallseethatatleastarough m easurem entofthecorresponding
branching ratio willbe possible in all-jetm odes. Given the known Z ! �� and
h0 ! �+ �� branching fractions,a correction could then be m ade using a M onte
Carlo sim ulation.

4.2 R atio C ontours,Error Estim ates and M odelD iscrim i-

nation

In orderto determ inehow wellwecan m easuretheratiosofEqs.(2),(3),(4),
(5),(6),(7),and (8),we have proceeded asfollows. Foreach ofthe six scenarios
(D � ,D + ,...) and fora given (m 1=2;tan�)choice within the allowed param eter
spaceofagiven scenario,we� rstcom putetheexpected num berofeventsavailable
fordeterm iningthenum eratorordenom inatorofeach ratio.Theingredients(such
as branching ratios and e� ciencies) in the event num ber com putations for each
channelwere given earlier. The expected num ber ofevents in the num erator or
denom inator is taken as the m ean value in determ ining a Poisson distribution
for that event num ber; ifthe m ean num ber ofevents is � 30, then we use a
Gaussian approxim ation to thedistribution.From theeventnum berdistributions
wecom putetheprobabilityforthenum eratoranddenom inatorofeachratiototake
on given values. (W e 
 uctuate the eventnum bersand then correctforbranching
fractions and e� ciencies.) The probability ofthe resulting value for the ratio
is then sim ply the product ofthese probabilities. The probabilities for di� erent
com binationsthatyield thesam evaluefortheratio aresum m ed.In thisway,we
obtain a probability forevery possible value ofthe ratio. These probabilitiesare
re-ordered so asto form a distribution. The lower (upper)lim it forthe ratio at
this(m 1=2;tan�)valueisthen found by adding up theprobabilities,starting from
zero,untilthesum ofis15.9% (84.1% ).In otherwords,the con� dence levelthat
thetruevalueoftheratio ishigher(lower)than thelower(upper)lim itis84.1% .
These would be the � 1� upper/lower lim its forthe ratio in the lim it where the
distribution oftheratio isnorm al.

In com puting the num ber ofevents available for determ ining the num erator
ordenom inator(oroneoftheindependentcontributionsthereto)weincludeonly
fully reconstructable� nalstatesforthetagged Higgsboson.Thebranching ratios
and e� ciency factorswere detailed below Eq.(10).W epresum e Le� = 80 fb� 1 at
1TeV (Le� = 400 fb� 1 at4TeV).The e� ciency factor,�,included in Le� should
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re
 ecte� cienciesassociated with identifying a particulartype ofeventin such a
way as to elim inate backgrounds,e.g.via b-tagging,cuts on E=T,and so forth;
the� appropriate to the currentsituation where one ofthe Higgsm ustbeclearly
‘tagged’(asde� ned earlier)willprobably besm allerthan thatappropriateto sim -
ply discovering a signal,given the need to clearly separate di� erenttypesof� nal
statesfrom oneanother.Thus,theaboveLe� = 80fb� 1 (400fb� 1)valuesprobably
would only be achieved afterseveralyears ofrunning. W e re-em phasize thatan
im plicitapproxim ation to ourapproach isthatLe� isthe sam e forallthe obser-
vationally/statistically independent� nalstatesthatappearin thenum eratorand
denom inatorofa given ratio.[Asidefrom ourspecial�̂ = 0:55 correction forttre-
construction,theonlyexplicitlychannel-dependentfactorsthathavebeen included
aretherelevantbranching fractions,asdetailed below Eq.(10).]Presum ably,this
willnotbetruein practice,butitisatleastareasonable� rstapproxim ation.Full
detectorspeci� cation and sim ulation would benecessary to do better.

In Figs.9,10,11,12,13,14,and 15 we plot contours ofconstant values for
the ratios ofEqs.(2), (3), (4), (5), (6), (7), and (8) within the

p
s = 1TeV

constraint/kinem atically allowed (m 1=2;tan�)param eter space. Associated with
each such contour,we give two additionalcontoursshowing how m uch the tan�
valueata given (known)valueofm 1=2 would haveto changein ordertoreproduce
the values obtained for deviations in the ratio at the � 1� statisticallevel. [As
previously explained,� 1� is ourshort hand phrase fordeviations such thatthe
ratio has84.1% probability ofbeing lower(higher)than the upper(lower)lim it.]
W edo notconsidererrorswhen therearefewerthan 4 eventsthatcan beused to
determ inethenum eratorforoneoftheseratios.The4-eventcontoursareindicated
on the� gures.

Consider� rstthe relative SUSY branching ratio contoursofEqs.(2)and (6)
displayed in Figs.9 and 13,respectively. For m ost points in param eter space,
a sim ultaneous m easurem ent ofthe two ratios willdeterm ine a fairly sm alland
unique region in the param eter space of a given m odelthat is sim ultaneously
consistentwith both m easurem entsatthe1� level.

Iftan� is not large, then m easuring B (H + ! �+ �)=B (H + ! tb) via the
ratio ofEq.(7)can provide a second determ ination oftan�. The dependence of
thisratio on tan� fora selection ofm H + valuesisillustrated in Fig.16. There,
the ratio iscom puted attree level. W e see thatthe ratio dependssensitively on
tan� at� xed mH + fortan� <� 6.Forsuch tan� values,m easurem entoftheratio
providesan excellenttan� determ ination.However,when tan� islargethe�+ �=tb
ratio becom esindependentoftan� and sensitivity islost.Notealso thattheratio
becom esindependentofm H + when m H + islarge.Thus,when both m H + and tan�
arelarge,thisratio willprovidelittleinform ation regarding location in param eter
space.

ContoursofconstantB (H + ! �+ �)=B (H + ! tb)in (m 1=2;tan�)param eter
space are displayed in Fig.14. It is also usefulto plot these sam e contours in
(m H + ;tan�)param eter space,as done in Fig.17. In both � gures,one observes
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Figure 9: W e plotcontours,along which the ratio ofEq.(2)hasa given
constant value,within the constraint/kinem atically allowed (m 1=2;tan�)
param eterspaceoftheD � ,D + ,NS� ,NS+ ,HS� ,and HS+ m odels.Results
areshown forthesam ethreecentralvaluesforallm odels.Foreach central
value,three linesare drawn.The centralline isforthe centralvalue.The
othertwo linesarecontoursforwhich theratio deviatesby � 1� statistical
error from the central value. Bold lines indicate the boundary beyond
which fewerthan 4 eventsarefound in the� nalstatesused to m easurethe
num eratoroftheratio.
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Figure 10: Asin Fig.9,butforthe ratio ofEq.(3).
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Figure 11: Asin Fig.9,butforthe ratio ofEq.(4).
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Figure 12: Asin Fig.9,butforthe ratio ofEq.(5).

31



10

20

30

100 200 300

10

20

30

100 200 300

2.5

5

7.5

10

12.5

100 150 200 250 300

2.5

5

7.5

10

12.5

100 150 200 250

10

20

30

40

100 200 300

10

20

30

40

100 200 300

Figure 13: Asin Fig.9,butforthe ratio ofEq.(6).
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Figure 14: Asin Fig.9,butforthe ratio ofEq.(7).
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Figure 15: Asin Fig.9,butforthe ratio ofEq.(8).
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Figure 16: The ratio B (H + ! �+ �)=B (H + ! tb)com puted attree level
form t = 175G eV and m b = 4G eV asa function oftan� form H + = 200,
300,400,600,and 1000 G eV.
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Figure 17: Contours ofthe ratio B (H + ! �+ �)=B (H + ! tb) and its
associated � 1� contours are plotted as a function oftan� and m H + for
Le� = 80 fb� 1 at1TeV.
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Figure 18: Contour ofthe ratio 2hB (H 0;A 0 ! tt)=B (H 0;A 0 ! bb)i its
associated � 1� contours are plotted as a function oftan� and m A 0 for
Le� = 80 fb� 1 at1TeV.
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a change from horizontalto verticalcontours as one m oves from low tan� and
largem 1=2 (equivalentto largem H + )to high tan� and sm allm 1=2 (im plying sm all
m H + ). The horizontalnature ofthe contoursatlarge m 1=2;m H + and sm alltan�
can be understood from Fig.16. Asalready brie
 y noted,this� gure showsthat
when tan� issm all,sm allchangesin tan� yield largechangesin theratio,whereas
there islittle sensitivity to changesin m H + at� xed tan� when mH + islarge. In
contrast,forsm allm H + Fig.16 shows thatsm allchanges in m H + produce large
changes in the ratio,whereas there is alm ost no sensitivity to tan� when tan�
is large. As a result the contours in Figs.14 and 17 are verticalat sm allm H +

when tan� islarge. The wide separation between the centraland � 1� contours
when m 1=2 and tan� are both large isa re
 ection ofthe constancy ofthis ratio
(asdisplayed in Fig.16)when both tan� and m H + are large.Outside the region
wheretan� and m H + areboth large,the�+ �=tbcontoursareroughly ‘orthogonal’
to thoseforthetwo SUSY ratiosdiscussed earlier.

In general,itisapparentthatthecontoursfortheratiosofEqs.(2),(6)and (7)
in the (m 1=2;tan�)plane are alloriented ratherdi� erently. Thism eansthat,in
com bination,thesethreerelativeHiggsbranching fractionsprovidea fairly power-
fulcheckoftheconsistencyofagivenm odel,aswellasaveryde� nitedeterm ination
ofthe value oftan� thatisrequired fora particularvalue ofm 1=2 in the m odel.
W e have already noted thatm 1=2 willbe accurately determ ined in a given m odel
by theneutralino and chargino m asses,and thatthem easured m A 0 willgenerally
provide a tan� determ ination. Thisdeterm ination oftan� from the m assesand
thevaluefortan� required forconsistency with theabovethreeratiosofbranching
fractionsareusually notconsistentwith oneanotherforan incorrectm odelchoice.

Additionaldiscrim ination power between the correct and an incorrect m odel
choiceispossibleifweresolvetheSUSY ratesin Eqs.(2)and (6)into � nalstates
with a � xed num berofleptonsplusany num berofjets(including 0)plusm issing
energy.Thus,instead ofthesingleratio ofEq.(2),whereSUSY wasde� ned to be
the sum over allsupersym m etric decay channels,itwillprove usefulto consider
the three ratiosobtained by dividing SUSY into the (i)[0‘][� 0j],(ii)[1‘][� 0j]
and (iii) [2‘][� 0j]channels,where the [� 0j]notation indates that states with
any num ber ofjets (including 0)are sum m ed over. Rateswith [� 3‘][� 0j]are
negligible.Sim ilarly,instead oftheratio ofEq.(6)wewillconsiderthetwo ratios
obtained byseparatingSUSY intothechannels(i)or(ii)de� ned above.Rateswith
[� 2‘][� 0j]are negligible. AllSUSY � nalstateswillhave large m issing energy.
The � ve observable SUSY ratiosso obtained are notvery closely correlated,and
thusareunlikely to be consistentwith one anotherand with the�+ �=tbratio for
any butthecorrectm odelchoice.

Stillm orediscrim ination powercan beachieved viatheotherbranchingfraction
ratios de� ned in Eqs.(3),(4),(5),and (8). For exam ple,we see from Fig.10
thatthe tt=bb ratio isquite sensitive to tan�. Thisiseven clearerby displaying
the contours in (m A 0;tan�) space,Fig.18. The H 0 ! h0h0=H 0 ! bb,A 0 !

Zh0=A 0 ! bb and H + ! W + h0=H + ! tb ratios plotted in Figs.11,12 and
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15,respectively, are also sensitive to tan�. However, even m ore interesting is
theirsensitivity to thesign ofthe� param eter.Allthree ratiosarem uch sm aller
for � > 0 than for � < 0 [at a � xed (m1=2;tan�) location]. These di� erences
derive alm ost entirely from a large decrease in the H 0 ! h0h0,A 0 ! Zh0 and
H + ! W + h0 couplings,respectively,asthesign of� ischanged from + to � .(In
the case ofthe H 0 ! h0h0 coupling,thisdecrease islargely due to the change of
sign ofa radiative correction to thevertex associated with top,bottom ,stop and
sbottom loops. In the A 0 ! Zh0 and H + ! W + h0 cases,the large decrease isa
tree-levele� ect.) Together,thesethreeratioswillprovidesigni� cantdiscrim ination
between scenarioswith theoppositesign of�.

4.3 Q uantitative Strategy for Estim ating M odelD iscrim i-

nation Power

Todeterm inethediscrim ination powerachieved by alltheseratios,weadoptan
experim entalpointofview.W ewillchoosea particularinputboundary condition
scenario and particularvaluesofm 1=2 and tan� as‘nature’schoice’.Theresulting
m odelwillpredictcertain m A 0 and m

e�
�
1

values,which willbem easured with sm all
errors.The sam evaluesforthese two observable m assescan only beobtained for
veryspeci� cm1=2 and tan� valuesin anyotherboundarycondition scenario.Once,
the (m 1=2;tan�)location in each scenario thatyieldsthe observed m A 0 and m

e�
�
1

isestablished,wecom putethepredictionsforalltheratiosofbranching fractions.
W e use the notation R i,with ispecifying any particularratio;the values ofthe
R i forthe input scenario willbe denoted by R 0

i. W e also com pute the 1� error
in them easurem entofeach oftheseratios(denoted � R i)asfound assum ing that
the inputm odelisnature’schoice. W e m ay then com pute the expected � �2 for
any oftheotherm odelsrelativeto theinputm odelas:

� �2 =
X

i

� �2i; with � �2i =
(R i� R0i)

2

� R 2
i

: (11)

W e willsee thatvery large � �2 valuesare typically associated with an incorrect
choiceofm odel.

Itisim portantto notethatm any otherobservablesthatdiscrim inatebetween
m odelswillbeavailablefrom otherexperim entalobservations.An additional� �2

contribution should be added foreach observable in assessing the overallim prob-
ability ofa m odelotherthan the correctone. However,there are advantagesto
restricting oneselfto thebranching fraction ratiosonly.Forexam ple,m

e‘R
(which

willbe readily m easured in slepton pairproduction)di� erssubstantially at� xed
m A 0;m 1=2 asone m ovesbetween the NS,D and HS scenarios,and would readily
distinguish between the m odels. However,m

e‘R
isprim arily sensitive to the value

oftheslepton m 0 atM U ,which could di� erfrom them0 associated with theHiggs
� eldsifthe GUT boundary conditionsare nonuniversal. In contrast,the branch-
ing fraction ratiosare prim arily sensitive to the Higgsm 0 value relative to m 1=2.
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Di� erentsetsofobservableswillhave m axim ialsensitivity to di� erentsubsetsof
the GUT scale boundary conditions. The Higgsbranching fraction ratiosshould
be very valuable in sorting outthe correctrelation between m 1=2 and the m 0 for
theHiggs� elds,and in determ ining tan�.

4.4 A Test C ase

Asa speci� cexam ple,supposethecorrectm odelisD� with m 1=2 = 201:7GeV
and tan� = 7:50. This would im ply m A 0 = 349:7GeV,m

e�
�
1

= 149:5GeV. The
m 1=2 and tan� values required in order to reproduce these sam e m A 0 and m

e�
�
1

values in the other scenarios are listed in Table 1. Also given in this table are
the predicted values ofm H 0 and m e‘R

for each scenario. In order to get a � rst
feeling foreventnum bersand fortheerrorsthatm ightbeexpected fortheratios
ofinterest,wegivein Table2 thenum bersofevents,N and D ,predicted in each
scenario foruse in determ ining the num eratorsand denom inatorsofEqs.(2)-(5)
and Eqs.(6)-(8),assum ing Le� = 80 fb� 1 at

p
s= 1TeV.These num bersinclude

theSUSY branching fractions,B e� ofEq.(1),and so forth following theitem ized
listoffactorsgiven earlier.4

Table1:W etabulatethevaluesofm 1=2 (in GeV)and tan� required in each ofour
six scenarios in orderthatm A 0 = 349:7GeV and m

e�
�
1

= 149:5GeV. Also given
arethecorresponding valuesofm H 0 and m

e‘R
.M assesarein GeV.

D � D + NS� NS+ HS� HS+

m 1=2 201.7 174.4 210.6 168.2 203.9 180.0
tan� 7.50 2.94 3.24 2.04 12.06 3.83
m H 0 350.3 355.8 353.9 359.0 350.1 353.2
m e‘R

146.7 127.5 91.0 73.9 222.9 197.4

From Table 2,we observe thattheD (2)� (5) eventratesforthe � > 0 scenarios
areallrathersm allascom pared to the eventratesforthe� < 0 scenarios.(This
happens because the m 1=2 and tan� values required for m A 0 = 349:7GeV and
m
e�
�
1

= 149:5GeV when � > 0 are very close to the scenario boundary.) For

exam ple, ifthe D � m odelis nature’s choice, the H 0A 0-pair denom inator rates
would be� 198,im plying a statisticalerrorofonly � � 14.Assum ing system atic
erroroforder10% ,theneterrorineventnum berwould certainlybe<� 35,i.e.m any
� away from any ofthe� > 0 scenario predictions.W ealso seesigni� cantly larger

4Because B (A 0 ! tt) = 0 and B (H 0 ! tt) is typically sm allfor the test case choice of
m A 0 = 349:7G eV (given m t = 175G eV),the ratio ofEq.(3)and itsnum eratoreventrate are
both sm all.NotethatB e�(A 0 ! bb+ tt)= B (A 0 ! bb)and thatB e�(H 0 ! bb+ tt)isnotvery
di�erentfrom B (H 0 ! bb)forthissam ereason.
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Table2:W egivethenum bersofeventspredicted in each scenarioattheparam eter
space locationsspeci� ed in Table 1 available fordeterm ining the num eratorsand
denom inators ofEqs.(2)-(5) and Eqs.(6)-(8). These event rates are those for
Le� = 80 fb� 1 at

p
s= 1TeV.They includeallbranching fractions.Ournotation

isN (# )andD (# )fortheeventratesinthenum eratoranddenom inator,respectively,
oftheratio de� ned in Eq.(# ).

D � D + NS� NS+ HS� HS+

N (2) 97.0 92.3 88.3 49.2 76.1 124.0
N (3) 0.1 0.7 3.8 1.02 0.0 0.2
N (4) 16.4 2.7 46.6 1.47 3.8 2.4
N (5) 2.0 1.3 9.2 0.6 0.4 1.1
D (2) 198 9.6 62.1 2.6 250 18.2

D (3)� (5) 198 8.9 58.3 1.6 250 18.0
N (6) 225 189 138 135 189 262
N (7) 58.4 4.2 6.5 1.1 90.0 9.5
N (8) 13.0 12.8 21.9 9.0 3.3 12.3

D (6)� (8) 317 415 445 465 320 348

num eratorratesN (4) and N (7) forthe� < 0scenariosthan forthe� > 0scenarios.
Thus,in thisparticularcase,even beforeexam ining thebranching fraction ratios,
the� > 0 scenarioscould beexcluded.

TheN and D eventnum bersofTable2 also m akeapparenttheaccuracy with
which the ratiosofEqs.(2)-(5)and Eqs.(6)-(8)can be m easured. Forexam ple,
theeventnum bersN 2 and D 2 show thatgood statisticalprecision,� � 10% � 15% ,
can be expected forthe ratio ofEq.(2)in the � < 0 scenarios. Such statistical
precision im pliesthatthisratio willalso clearly distinguish between theinputD �

scenario and any ofthe� > 0 m odelpredictions.
To illustratethevalueofthebranching fraction ratiosm oreclearly,wepresent

in Fig.19 a plotwhich givestheexpected valuesand the� 1� errorsasa function
ofscenario forfourofthe ratiosthatwillbe usefulin distinguishing between the
di� erentscenariosatthe given input(m easured)valuesofmA 0 and m

e�
�
1

. In this
plot,theerrorsasafunction ofscenario arethosethatareexpected ifthescenario
listed on the horizontalaxisisthe correctone. Thus,ifthe correctm odelisD � ,
the centralvalue and � 1� upper and lower lim its foreach ratio are those given
abovetheD � scenario labelon thex-axis.Theability ofeach ratiotodiscrim inate
between a given scenario on the horizontalaxisand one ofthe � ve alternativesis
indicated by theextentto which the� 1� errorbarsforthegiven scenario do not
overlap the centralpointsforthe otherscenario. Referring to Fig.19 we observe
thefollowing.
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Figure19: W eplotthebranchingfraction ratiosB (H + ! �+ �)=B (H + !

tb), B (H + ! SU SY ! [0‘][� 0j])=B (H + ! tb), B (H 0;A 0 !

SU SY )=B e�(H 0;A 0 ! bb;tt) and B (H + ! h0W + )=B (H + ! tb) with
� 1� errorbarsasa function ofscenario,adjusting m 1=2 and tan� in each
scenario so that m A 0 = 349:7G eV and m

e�
�
1

= 149:5G eV are held � xed.

Errorbarsare forLe� = 80 fb� 1 at
p
s= 1TeV ,and arethose thatwould

arise ifthe input(nature’schoice)scenario isthatlisted on the horizontal
axis.No errorbarisshown forthe �+ �=tbratio in the NS+ scenario since
the predicted rate is less than 4 events;a very large error bar should be
assum ed.
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� The ratio B (H+ ! SUSY ! [0‘][� 0j])=B (H+ ! tb) succeeds in distin-
guishing theD � scenario from allbuttheHS� and HS+ scenarios.

� The ratio B (H+ ! �+ �)=B (H + ! tbb) provides excellent discrim ination
between theD � inputscenarioand theD + ,NS� ,NS+ ,and HS+ scenarios,all
ofwhichm usthavetan� < 4(inordertoreproducem A 0 = 349:7GeV;m

e�
�
1

=

149:5GeV)ascom paredtotan� = 7:5fortheD� scenario.Them uchsm aller
tan� valuesim ply m uch sm aller�+ �=tbratios,aswasillustrated in Fig.16.
Them orelim ited ability ofthisratio to discrim inatebetween thehigh tan�
valuesof7.5 forD � vs.12 forHS� isalso apparentfrom Fig.16.

� The ratio B (H0;A 0 ! SUSY )=B (H 0;A 0 ! bb;tt) willstrongly rule out
� > 0 scenariosif� < 0 isnature’schoice.Dueto thesm allerrorbars,this
ratio providessom e discrim ination between the D � and HS� scenarioseven
though thepredicted centralvaluesarenotvery di� erent.

� The ratio B (H+ ! h0W + )=B (H + ! tb)isquite di� erentfortheD� ,NS� ,
andHS+ scenariosascom paredtotheD + ,NS+ ,andHS� scenarios.However,
discrim ination powerislim ited bytherelativelylargeerrorbars.Nonetheless,
thisratio yieldsa bitm orethan 2:7� discrim ination againsttheHS� m odel
iftheD � m odelisnature’schoice.

The quite substantialdependence ofthe ratios on scenario and location in pa-
ram eter space,as displayed in Figs.9,10,11,12,13,14,and 15,suggests that
sim ilardiscrim ination willbepossibleform ostinputscenarioand param eterspace
location choices.

In Table3 wem orethoroughly quantify theprocessofexcluding theD + ,NS� ,
NS+ ,HS� ,and HS+ scenariosrelativetotheinputD � scenario.Therewegivethe
contribution to� �2 (com puted relativetotheassum ed-to-be-correctD � scenario)
foreach ofa selection ofindependently m easurable ratios. Also given foreach of
theincorrectscenariosisthesum ofthesecontributions.Thistableshowsthatthe
D � scenario can be distinguished from the D + ,NS� ,NS+ ,and HS+ scenariosat
an extrem ely high statisticallevel. Further,even though no one ofthe branching
fraction ratiosprovidesan absolutely cleardiscrim ination between theD � and the
HS� scenarios,the accum ulated discrim ination powerobtained by considering all
theratiosisvery substantial.In particular,although theratiosofEq.(4),(5),and
(8)areonly poorly m easured forLe� = 80fb� 1,theiraccum ulated � �2 weightcan
be an im portant com ponent in determ ining the likelihood ofa given m odeland
thereby ruling outincorrectm odelchoices.

Thus,consistency ofallthe ratios with one another and with the m easured
m A 0,neutralino and chargino m asseswillgenerally restricttheallowed m odelsto
ones thatare very closely related. The likelihood orprobability associated with
the best� tto allthese observablesin a m odelthatdi� erssigni� cantly from the
correctm odelwould bevery sm all.
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Table 3:W e tabulate � �2i,see Eq.(11),(relative to the D
� scenario)forthe in-

dicated branching fraction ratiosasa function ofscenario,assum ing them easured
m A 0 and m

e�
�
1

valuesare349:7GeV and 149:5GeV,respectively.TheSUSY chan-
nelshave been resolved into � nalstatesinvolving a � xed num berofleptons.The
errorused in calculating each � �2i istheapproxim ate1� error(asde� ned in text)
with which thegiven ratio R i could bem easured forLe� = 80 fb� 1 at

p
s= 1TeV

assum ing thatthe D � scenario isthe correctone.

Ratio D � D + NS� NS+ HS� HS+

2hB (H 0;A 0 ! SU SY ! [0‘][� 0j])= 0 12878 1277 25243 0.77 10331
B e�(H 0;A 0 ! bb;tt)i

2hB (H 0;A 0 ! SU SY ! [1‘][� 0j])= 0 13081 2.41 5130 3.6 4783
B e�(H 0;A 0 ! bb;tt)i

2hB (H 0;A 0 ! SU SY ! [2‘][� 0j])= 0 4543 5.12 92395 26.6 116
B e�(H 0;A 0 ! bb;tt)i

B (H 0 ! h0h0)=B (H 0 ! bb) 0 109 1130 1516 10.2 6.2
2B (H + ! SU SY ! [0‘][� 0j])= 0 12.2 36.5 43.2 0.04 0.2

B (H + ! tb)
2B (H + ! SU SY ! [1‘][� 0j])= 0 1.5 0.3 0.1 5.6 0.06

B (H + ! tb)
2B (H + ! h0W )=B (H + ! tb) 0 0.8 0.5 3.6 7.3 0.3
2B (H + ! ��)=B (H+ ! tb) 0 43.7 41.5 47.7 13.7 35.5

P

i
�� 2

i
0 30669 2493 124379 68 15272

4.5 Separating D i�erent SU SY D ecay M odes

An im portantissueistheextenttowhich onecan besensitivetothebranching
fractionsfordi� erent types ofSUSY decays ofthe Higgsbosons,relative to one
another and relative to the overallSUSY decay branching fraction. Interesting
SUSY decay ratesinclude:

� B (H0;A 0 ! e�01e�
0
1 + e�e�),leading to a totally invisible � nalstate;

� B (H0;A 0 ! e‘+ e‘� ),where e‘� ! ‘� e�01 or�e�
�
1 ;

� B (H0;A 0 ! e�
+
1
e�
�
1 ),where e�

�
1 ! ‘� �e�01,jje�

0
1 or

e‘� e� (with e‘� e� ! ‘� e�01�e�
0
1);

� B (H� ! e‘� e�),wheree‘� ! ‘� e�01,or�e�
�
1 ;

� B (H� ! e�
�
1
e�01),where e�

�
1 ! ‘� �e�01,jje�

0
1 or

e‘� e� (with e‘� e� ! ‘� e�01�e�
0
1).

Predictions for such rates depend in a rather detailed fashion upon the SUSY
param etersand would providevaluableinform ation regarding theSUSY scenario.
Forexam ple,in goingfrom NS toD toHS them assesofthesneutrinosand sleptons
increase relative to those forthe charginosand neutralinos. The H 0;A 0 ! e‘+ e‘�

and H � ! e‘� e� branching fractions should decline in com parison to H 0;A 0 !
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e�
+
1
e�
�
1 and H � ! e�

�
1
e�01,respectively. In sm allsectionsofthe D and NS scenario

param eterspaces,thesleptonsand sneutrinosaresu� ciently lightthat e�
�
1 decays

alm ostexclusively to e‘� e� followed by e‘� e� ! ‘� e�01�e�
0
1,im plying that e�

�
1 decays

would m ainly yield leptonsand notjets.
The di� culty is that severaldi� erent SUSY channels can contribute to any

given � nalstate.Twoexam pleswerenoted earlier:the‘+ ‘� + E=T channelreceives
contributionsfrom both H 0;A 0 ! e‘+ e‘� and e�

+
1
e�
�
1 decays;and the‘

� + E=T channel
receivescontributionsfrom H � ! e‘� e� and e�

�
1
e�01.Anotherexam ple,isthepurely

invisible H 0 or A 0 � nalstate; it can arise from eithere�01e�
0
1 or e�e� (with e� !

�e�01) production. Thus,the physically distinct channels,de� ned by the num ber
ofleptons and jetspresent,5 typically have m ultiple sources. Still,a com parison
between the rates for the � nalstates so-de� ned m ight be quite revealing. For
instance, if e�

�
1 ! e‘� e� is not kinem atically allowed, the e�

+
1
e�
�
1 � nalstates are

expected toyield m ore1‘+ 2jand 0‘+ 4jeventsthan 2‘+ 0jevents,whereas e‘+ e‘�

eventswillyield only2‘+ 0jevents.Further,the‘’sm ustbeofthesam etypeinthis
lattercase.Thee� ectivebranchingfractionfore�+1 e�

�
1 ! ‘+ ‘� + E=T with both ‘’sof

thesam etypeisonly1/81.In addition,the‘’sin thelatterderivefrom three-body
decaysofthe e�

�
1 ,and would bem uch softeron averagethan ‘’sfrom

e‘+ e‘� .Even
ifthisdi� erence isdi� cultto see directly via distributions,itwilllead to higher
e� ciencyforpickingupthe e‘+ e‘� events.Ofcourse,ifeventnum bersaresu� ciently
large(which in generalthey arenot)thatdetailed kinem aticaldistributionswithin
each � nalstatecould beobtained,they would provideadditionalinform ation.W e
do notpursuethislatterpossibility here.

Based on theabovediscussion,thefollowing ratioswould appearto bepoten-
tially useful.FortheH 0 and A 0 weconsider:

B (H 0 ! bb)B (A 0 ! [0‘][0j])+ B (A 0 ! bb)B (H 0 ! [0‘][0j])

B (H 0 ! bb)B (A 0 ! SUSY)+ B (A 0 ! bb)B (H 0 ! SUSY)
; (12)

B (H 0 ! bb)B (A 0 ! [2‘][0j])+ B (A 0 ! bb)B (H 0 ! [2‘][0j])

B (H 0 ! bb)B (A 0 ! SUSY)+ B (A 0 ! bb)B (H 0 ! SUSY)
; (13)

B (H 0 ! bb)B (A 0 ! [� 0‘][0j])+ B (A0 ! bb)B (H 0 ! [� 0‘][0j])

B (H 0 ! bb)B (A 0 ! SUSY)+ B (A 0 ! bb)B (H 0 ! SUSY)
; (14)

B (H 0 ! bb)B (A 0 ! [0‘][� 1j])+ B (A0 ! bb)B (H 0 ! [0‘][� 1j])

B (H 0 ! bb)B (A 0 ! SUSY)+ B (A 0 ! bb)B (H 0 ! SUSY)
; (15)

B (H 0 ! bb)B (A 0 ! [1‘][� 1j])+ B (A0 ! bb)B (H 0 ! [1‘][� 1j])

B (H 0 ! bb)B (A 0 ! SUSY)+ B (A 0 ! bb)B (H 0 ! SUSY)
; (16)

(Asbefore,m A 0 � mH 0 im plies thatwe cannotseparate the H 0 and A 0 via the
taggingprocedure.6) Onceagain,weem ploy shorthand notationsforthequantities

5The totally invisible�nalstatewould be [0‘][0j],and so forth.
6The A 0 ! e‘+ e‘� branching ratio turns out to be rather sm allin the three G UT scenarios

studied | the required L � R m ixing isnum erically very sm allin the slepton sector.
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appearing in Eqs.(12)-(16).Forexam ple,theratio ofEq.(12)willbedenoted by

hB (A 0;H 0 ! [0‘][0j])B (H 0;A 0 ! bb)i

hB (A 0;H 0 ! SUSY)B (H 0;A 0 ! bb)i
or

B (H 0;A 0 ! [0‘][0j])

B (H 0;A 0 ! SUSY)

�
�
�
�
�
e�

(17)

in whatfollows.
FortheH � weconsidertheratios:

B (H + ! [1‘][0j])B (H � ! bt)+ B (H � ! [1‘][0j])B (H + ! tb)

B (H + ! SUSY)B (H � ! bt)+ B (H � ! SUSY)B (H + ! tb)
; (18)

B (H + ! [� 1‘][0j])B (H� ! bt)+ B (H � ! [� 1‘][0j])B (H+ ! tb)

B (H + ! SUSY)B (H � ! bt)+ B (H � ! SUSY)B (H + ! tb)
; (19)

B (H + ! [0‘][� 1j])B (H� ! bt)+ B (H � ! [0‘][� 1j])B (H+ ! tb)

B (H + ! SUSY)B (H � ! bt)+ B (H � ! SUSY)B (H + ! tb)
: (20)

TheratiosofEqs.(18)-(20)reduceto:

B (H + ! [1‘][0j])

B (H + ! SUSY)
;
B (H + ! [� 1‘][0j])

B (H + ! SUSY)
;
B (H + ! [0‘][� 1j])

B (H + ! SUSY)
; (21)

respectively.
Also of interest are ratios of the di� erent num erator term s to one another

within the above neutraland charged Higgs boson sets. Allthe ratios that one
can form havethepotentialto provideim portanttestsoftheHiggsdecaysto the
supersym m etric particlepair� nalstates.

To illustrate,we presenttwo � gures. In Fig.20 we presentthree-dim ensional
lego plotsoftheratio ofEq.(14)asa function oflocation in (m 1=2;tan�)param -
eterspace.(Becauseofthecom bination ofslow variation and very sharp changes,
the contour plots sim ilar to those presented earlier are rather di� cult to inter-
pret.) In Fig.21,we plot the num erator ofEq.(19) divided by the num erator
ofEq.(20). In both sets oflego plots,the ratio is set to zero ifthere are fewer
than 4eventsin thenum eratorordenom inatorafterincludingtheearlier-discussed
tagging/reconstruction e� cienciesand assum ing

p
s= 1TeV and Le� = 80 fb� 1.

The m ost im portant feature apparent from these � gures is the generally de-
creasing m agnitude ofthese two ratiosasonem ovesfrom theNS to theD to the
HS scenario. This is a result ofthe decreasing im portance ofslepton/sneutrino-
related decays as com pared to chargino/neutralino-based decays. W hen the lat-
ter types ofdecay are prevalent,a m uch larger fraction ofthe events willhave
jetsthan ifthe form erdecays dom inate. The decreasing im portance ofthe slep-
ton/sneutrino classisto beexpected dueto theincreasing m assofthesestatesas
m 0 increasesin going from NS to D to HS.The occasionally very large valuesof
B (H + ! [� 1‘][0j])=B (H+ ! [0‘][� 1j])in Fig.21in theD� and NS+ plotsoccur
in thesm allwedgesofparam eterspacewhere e�

�
1 ! e‘� e� decaysarekinem atically
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Figure20: W epresentlego plotsoftheratio ofEq.(14)in each ofthesix
scenarios as a function oflocation in (m 1=2;tan�) param eter space. The
value ofthe ratio isgiven by the heighton the z-axis. Non-zero valuesof
the ratio are given only in regionswhere there are atleast4 eventsin the
num eratorafterincluding tagging/reconstruction e� ciencies.
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Figure 21: W e present lego plots ofthe num erator ofEq.(19) divided
by the num eratorofEq.(20) in each ofthe six scenarios asa function of
location in (m 1=2;tan�) param eter space. The value ofthe ratio isgiven
by the height on the z-axis. Non-zero values ofthe ratio are given only
in regions where there are at least 4 events in both the num erator and
denom inatorafterincluding tagging/reconstruction e� ciencies.
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allowed,and � nalstatescontaining only jetsm ustarisefrom higherinostatesand,
thus,arevery rare.

Itshould be apparentfrom these two � guresthatratherdram atic di� erences
between the scenariosata given (m 1=2;tan�)location are the norm . In general,
statisticsaresuch thatthedi� erentscenarioscanbedistinguished from oneanother
ata substantiallevelofsigni� cance juston the basisofthese two ratios. Ratios
otherthan the two plotted ones can also provide good discrim ination. W e shall
illustratethisforourstandard m A 0 = 349:7GeV;m

e�
�
1

= 149:5GeV pointdiscussed
in association with Tables1 and 2,Fig.19 and Table3.

Table1givesthe(m 1=2;tan�)param etersrequired form A 0 = 349:7GeV;m
e�
�
1

=
149:5GeV in each ofthe six GUT scenarios. In Table 4 the event rates for the
SUSY � nalstatescorresponding tothenum eratorsoftheratioslisted in Eqs.(12)-
(16)and (18)-(20)aregiven forthese(m 1=2;tan�)values.W ewillfollow thesam e
notation in term s ofN (Eq: # ) as forTable 2. An exam ination ofTable 4 reveals
eventratesin the individualchannelsthatvary from a few events,im plying poor
statistics,to 50 or60 events,forwhich statisticalaccuracy would bequitereason-
able.

Table 4: For the (m 1=2;tan�) values required for m A 0 = 349:7GeV;m
e�
�
1

=
149:5GeV,we tabulate the num bers ofevents predicted in each scenario in the
� nalstatescorresponding to the num erators and denom inators ofEqs.(12)-(16)
and (18)-(20). These ratesare those obtained forLe� = 80 fb� 1 at

p
s = 1TeV.

They includeallbranching fractions.

D � D + NS� NS+ HS� HS+

N (12) 14.8 20.4 64.3 8.7 7.7 14.7
N (13) 29.5 20.4 15.6 19.5 1.4 6.8
N (14) 53.7 43.3 79.8 30.2 9.1 21.7
N (15) 10.8 9.8 3.1 3.0 30.5 37.2
N (16) 10.8 19.3 1.8 3.4 5.6 22.1

D (12)� (16) 97.2 87.9 86.4 37.7 76.1 124
N (18) 26.0 24.3 40.6 40.5 13.4 25.9
N (19) 26.0 26.2 40.6 43.5 13.4 25.9
N (20) 58.4 38.3 11.1 5.2 57.2 67.9

D (18)� (20) 225 189 138 135 189 262

Notsurprisingly,theratiosofratesofthevariousSUSY channelscan contribute
signi� cantly to our ability to discrim inate between di� erent GUT scenarios. To
illustrate,we follow the sam e procedure asin Table 3. Taking m A 0 = 349:7GeV
and m

e�
�
1

= 149:5GeV,we assum e that the correct scenario is D � and com pute

the � �2 by which the prediction fora given ratio in the otherscenariosdeviates
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from theD � prediction.Statisticsare com puted on the basisofthe expected D �

rates,asgiven in Table 4. The resulting � �2 valuesare given in Table 5. Since
these ratios are not allstatistically independent ofone another,we do not sum
their� �2i’sto obtain an overalldiscrim ination level.However,a rough indication
ofthe levelat which any given scenario can be ruled out relative to the D � is
obtained ifweadd thelargest� �2i from theneutralHiggslistand thelargestfrom
the charged Higgslist. The weakestdiscrim ination levelfollowing thisprocedure
is � �2 � 15 in the case ofthe D+ scenario. Note that this scenario is highly
unlikely on the basis ofthe earlier

P

i� �
2
i value listed in Table 3. In Table 3,

the weakestdiscrim ination wasthatforthe HS� scenario with
P

i� �
2
i � 68.W e

observe from Table 5 thattheratio B (H 0;A 0 ! [0‘][0j])=B (H 0;A 0 ! [2‘][0j])je�
has� �2i � 928 fortheHS� case,which would certainly ruleitout.

Table 5: W e tabulate � �2i,see Eq.(11),(relative to the D � scenario) for the
indicated ratios as a function ofscenario,assum ing the m easured m A 0 and m

e�
�
1

valuesare349:7GeV and 149:5GeV,respectively. The SUSY channelshave been
resolved into � nalstatesinvolving a restricted num berofleptonsand jets. Only
those ratioswith substantialpowerfordiscrim inating between scenariosare tab-
ulated. The error used in calculating each � �2i is the approxim ate 1� error (as
de� ned in text)with which thegiven ratioRicould bem easured forLe� = 80fb� 1

at
p
s= 1TeV assum ing thatthe D � scenario isthe correctone.

Ratio D � D + NS� NS+ HS� HS+

B (H 0;A 0 ! [0‘][0j])=B (H 0;A 0 ! SUSY )je� 0 3.5 193 3.4 1.4 0.6
B (H 0;A 0 ! [� 0‘][0j])=B (H 0;A 0 ! SUSY )je� 0 0.4 15.3 6.8 20.9 15.8
B (H 0;A 0 ! [0‘][0j])=B (H 0;A 0 ! [2‘][0j])je� 0 9.6 503 0.1 928 105
B (H 0;A 0 ! [0‘][0j])=B (H 0;A 0 ! [� 0‘][0j])je� 0 5.8 41.9 0.03 48.4 24.5
B (H 0;A 0 ! [0‘][0j])=B (H 0;A 0 ! [0‘][� 1j])je� 0 1.4 1074 6.4 3.5 2.7
B (H 0;A 0 ! [0‘][0j])=B (H 0;A 0 ! [1‘][� 1j])je� 0 0.3 3520 4.3 0 1.4

B (H + ! [� 1‘][0j])=B (H + ! SUSY ) 0 1.0 56.2 75.2 3.4 0.5
B (H + ! [0‘][� 1j])=B (H + ! SUSY ) 0 2.1 21.7 33.4 1.3 0

B (H + ! [� 1‘][0j])=B (H + ! [0‘][� 1j]) 0 5.2 930 5738 4.0 0.4

Theaboveillustrationsdem onstratethattheratiosofratesforindividualSUSY
channelscorrelate strongly with the underlying physicsofthe di� erentGUT sce-
narios(lightvs. heavy sleptons in particular)and add a powerfulcom ponentto
ourability to determ inethecorrectscenario.

5 Sum m ary and C onclusions

In this paper, we have considered detecting and studying the heavy Higgs
bosonsofthem inim alsupersym m etricm odelwhen pairproduced in e+ e� or�+ ��
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collisions.W ehaveshown that,in theSUSY GUT m odelsstudied,thetargetlum i-
nositiesofL = 200fb� 1 and L = 1000fb� 1 at

p
s= 1TeV and 4TeV,respectively,

willallow detection ofH 0A 0 and H + H � pairproduction throughoutessentially all
ofthe m odelparam eterspace which isallowed by theoreticaland kinem atic con-
straints,despitethepresenceofSUSY decay m odesoftheH 0;A 0;H � ata signi� -
cantlevel.Theall-jetandhigh-m ultiplicity� nalstatescom ingfrom H0;A 0 ! bb;tt

and H + ! tb;H � ! btare essentially background free and provide appropriate
and e� cient signals with rates that are adequate even when SUSY decays are
present.In theall-jetchannels,theindividualHiggsboson m asses,m A 0,m H 0 and
m H + ,can be m easured and the approxim ate degeneracy (m A 0 � mH 0 � mH � )
predicted by theM SSM can bechecked.

Once the Higgsbosonsare detected and theirm assesdeterm ined,the relative
branching fractionsforthedecay ofa singleHiggsboson can bem easured by ‘tag-
ging’(i.e.identifying)onem em beroftheH 0A 0 orH + H � pairin an all-jetm ode,
and then looking atthe ratiosofthe num bersofeventsin di� erenteventclasses
on the opposing side. In this way,the relative branching ratios ofEqs.(2)-(5),
Eqs.(6)-(8),Eqs.(12)-(16),and Eqs.(18)-(15)can be m easured with reasonable
accuracy wheneverparam etersaresuch thatthe� nalstatesin thenum eratorand
denom inatorboth have signi� canteventrate.7 W e � nd thatthe m easured Higgs
m assesand relativebranching fractions,in com bination with directm easurem ents
ofthechargino and neutralino m asses,willover-constrain and very strongly lim it
thepossibleSUSY GUT m odels.

Thespeci� cSUSY GUT m odelsconsidered arem oderately conservativein that
they arecharacterized by universalboundary conditions.In all,wedelineated ex-
pectationsforsix di� erentm odels,requiring correctelectroweak sym m etry break-
ing via evolution from the GUT scale to m Z.Foreach m odel,there are only two
param eters: m 1=2 (the universalgaugino)m ass;and tan� (the usualHiggs � eld
vacuum expectation valueratio).Each m odelischaracterized byade� niterelation
oftheuniversalsoft-SUSY-breaking scalarm ass,m 0,and theuniversalm ixing pa-
ram eter,A 0,to m 1=2,aswellasby a choiceforthesign of� (theHiggssuper� eld
m ixing coe� cient).

Thestrategyforcheckingtheconsistency ofagiven GUT hypothesisisstraight-
forward. First,the m easured A 0,neutralino and chargino m asses are,in alm ost
allcases,already su� cientto determ inethem 1=2 and tan� valuesrequired in the
given GUT scenario with good precision. The value oftan� so obtained should
agree with thatdeterm ined from chargino pairproduction rates. The Higgssec-
tor branching fractions can then be predicted and becom e an im portant testing
ground forthe consistency ofthe proposed GUT hypothesisaswellasfortesting
theM SSM two-doubletHiggssectorstructureperse.

7W e focuson eventrate ratiosratherthan the absolute ratesin the m any di�erentchannels
since the possibly large system atic errorsofthe absolute rateswilltend to cancelin the ratios.
In som e cases,absolute event rates are so di�erent that they would also provide substantial
discrim ination between di�erentm odels,despite the possibly largesystem atic errors.
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W ithin thelistofratiosofbranching fractionsgiven in Eqs.(2)-(5)and (6)-(8),
the average8 H 0;A 0 ! SUSY,the H + ! SUSY and the H + ! �+ � branching
fractionstypically � x arelatively preciselocation in (m1=2;tan�)param eterspace.
These valuescan be com pared to those required by the m A 0 and m

e�
�
1

m assm ea-
surem ents. Consistency within experim entalerrors is typically only possible for
a sm allsetofclosely related m odels. In the sam ple situation detailed in Section
4,where we assum ed thatone ofthe six GUT m odelswascorrectand com puted
statisticalerrorson thatbasis,only oneoftherem aining � ve m odelscould possi-
bly be confused with the inputm odelafterm easuring the above three branching
fractionsrelative to thatforthe � nalstate used fortagging. By subdividing the
SUSY signalinto � nalstates with a de� nite num ber ofleptons and any num ber
ofjets,and considering as wellthe H 0 ! h0h0,A 0 ! Zh0 and H + ! W + h0

branching fractions,we found itpossibleto distinguish between these two choices
ata very substantialstatisticallevel.Thus,a unique m odelam ong thesix rather
sim ilar m odels is singled out by com bining m easurem ents from the Higgs sector
with those from conventionalSUSY pairproduction. In short,m easurem entsde-
riving from pairproduction ofHiggsparticlescan have a greatim pactupon our
ability to experim entally determ ine thecorrectSUSY GUT m odel.

Theabovediscussion hasleftasidethefactthatforuniversalsoft-scalarm asses
them easured valueoftheslepton m asswould determ inetherelativem agnitudeof
m 0 and m 1=2. Ofthe two m odelsm entioned justabove,one hasa large m 0=m 1=2

value and the othera m uch sm allervalue. They could be easily distinguished on
the basisofm

e‘
alone.However,ifthe soft-scalarslepton m assisnotthe sam e as

the soft-scalarHiggs� eld m assesatthe GUT scale,the branching fraction ratios
would give the bestindication oftherelative size ofthesoft-scalarHiggsm assas
com pared to m 1=2.

M ore inform ation regarding the slepton/sneutrino m ass scale and additional
ability to discrm inatebetween m odelsareboth realized by subdividing theSUSY
decays ofthe Higgs bosons in a way that is sensitive to the relative branching
fractionsforslepton/sneutrino vs.chargino/neutralino decays.Slepton/sneutrino
channelsessentially only produceleptonsin the� nalstate,whereasthejetcom po-
nentistypically largerthan theleptoniccom ponentforchargino/neutralinodecays
(otherthan thetotallyinvisible e�01e�

0
1 m ode).Thus,weareabletode� neindividual

SUSY channels,characterized by a certain num ber ofleptonsand/orjets,which
display a strong correlation with theslepton/sneutrino decay com ponent.W e� nd
thattheseindividualchannelshavesu� ciently largeeventratesthattheratiosof
thebranchingfractionsforthesechannelscan typically bedeterm ined with reason-
ablestatisticalprecision.Fortheearlier-m entioned inputm odel,wecan com pute
thestatisticallevelatwhich theother� ve GUT scenarioswould be ruled outus-
ingvariousoftheseratiosofbranchingfractions.Excellentdiscrim ination between
m odelson thisbasisisfound.

8O nly the averagecan be determ ined given thattypically m A 0 � m H 0.
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In conclusion,ourstudy showsthatnotonly willdetection ofHiggspairpro-
duction in e+ e� or�+ �� collisions(atplanned lum inosities)bepossibleform ostof
the kinem atically accessible portion ofparam eterspace in a typicalGUT m odel,
but also the detailed rates for and ratios ofdi� erent neutraland charged Higgs
decay � nalstateswillvery strongly constrain the choice ofGUT-scale boundary
conditions.In estim ating experim entalsensitivity forHiggspairdetection and for
m easuringHiggsm assesand branchingfractions,weincluded substantialine� cien-
ciesand allrelevantbranching fractions. Although we believe thatourestim ates
arerelatively conservative,itwillbeim portantto re-visitthisanalysisusing a full
M onteCarlo detectorsim ulation.
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