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A bstract

W e dem onstrate that supersym m etric decays, as typi ed by the pre-
dictions of several GU T -scale boundary condition choices, do not prevent
detection of z° ! HA%HT™H ,ata lTeVv 4TeV e'e or * o
lider operating at anticipated lum inosity. Formuch of param eter space the
relative branching ratios for various SUSY and non-SUSY decays can be
m easured w ith su cient accuracy that di erent GU T -scale boundary condi-
tion choices can be distinguished from one another at a very high con dence
evel.

1 Introduction

The m inin al supersymm etric m odel M SSM ) is widely regarded as the m ost
attractive extension of the Standard M odel (SM ). T he approxin ate uni cation of
coupling constants that occurs in the M SSM  at an energy scale of a few tines
10'°G eV [li] suggests the appropriateness of treating the M SSM in the context of
agrand uni ed GUT) model, n which the supersymm etry breaking param eters
have sin ple universal values at the uni cation scale, My . The GUT fram ework
is especially com pelling in that electroweak symm etry breaking EW SB) is easily
Induced ata scale  my asthe soft m asssquared ofthe Higgs eld that couples to
the top quark isdriven to an all (som etin es negative) valuesby the associated large
Yukawa coupling during evolution to low energy scales. Thus, it is in portant to
consider the In plications of GUT soenarios for the detection of the H iggs bosons
of the M SSM and to detem ne the extent to which (and strategies by which)
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H iggs boson decay branching fractions can be m easured w ith accuracy su cient
to constrain GUT m odels.

The H iggs sector of the M SSM  is reviewed In Refs. , 3]. The M SSM con-
tains exactly two H iggs doublets, Jeading to two CP-even H iggs bosons h° and
H?, with m o my o), one CP-odd Higgs boson @A°) and a charged H iggs pair
H ).Crucialparam eters for the H iggs sectorarem ,0 and tan  (the ratio of the
vacuum expectation values for the neutral H ggs elds that give m ass to up-type
and dow n-type quarks, respectively). A fundam entally imnportant GUT result is
that essentially allm odels w ith proper EW SB requirem po > 200G €V, w ith much
larger values being comm on. This resul hasm any in portant in plications:

The A will be very SM -lke, and, at xed tan , will have a m ass near
the upper bound predicted by including (two-oop/RG E—in proved) radiative
corrections as com puted for the known valie ofm . and the values for stop—
squark m asses and m ixing predicted by the GU T .Forall scenarios considered
(even those with m z0 well above a TeV ), m o is below 130G &V and, as
reviewed in Ref. 3], willbe discovered w ith relative ease at both the LHC
and any e'e or * colliderwith © s > 500G eV . However, because the
h® will be very SM -lke, it willbe quite di cult to establish on the basis
of precision m easurem ents that it is the M SSM h° and not the SM H iggs,
especially ifm o0 > 300 400G eV [3].

The ¥, A° and H will be approxin ately degenerate in mass and will
decouple from the vector boson sector. The coupling of the A to o ] is
given by s tines gm=@my )tan [ gm=@Cmy )oot ]. For largemyo,
the ooug]jngs of the H % asym ptote to itfjiﬁes these sam e coe cients. The
H* ! tbooupling is proportionalto ig=( 2my ) mPr tan + m P, oot ).

Tnmost GUT scenarios, the high m asses predicted forthe H and A° inply
that decays to pairs of supersym m etric particles will be in portant when
tan is not large and tt decays are not kinem atically allowed. For amall
to moderate tan and myo;mao > 2my, tt is the dom nant m ode unless
the m ass of the lightest stop squark, €, is an all enough that decays to § &
are kinem atically allowed. (This does not happen in the GUT models we
consider) W hen tan is large, the enhanced o coupling of the A° and
H° inply that o decays will becom e dom inant, even when SUSY and/or
tt decay m odes are allowed. Th the case ofthe H , SUSY decays always
com pete w ith the lhrger tb decay mode shcemy > me+ my orthe GUT
scenarios considered. (In the GUT m odels we consider, &8 decays are not
kinem atically allowed.)

Formo > 200G eV i is entirely possible that none of these heavy H iggs
bosons could be detected at the LHC (see the review of Ref. [:3;]), even as-
sum Ing the absence 0of SUSY decays. In tem s ofthe m,o;tan ) param eter



Soace plane, heavy H iggs discovery is not possible oncem o > 200G &V if
tan > 3and iftan liesbelow an upper lin it that Increases w ith increasing
mao (readching tan 15bymao 500G &V, Porexam plk). M ore than likely,
thetan < 3 discovery region would be dim nished after ncluding the SU SY
decays of the H ° and A that are predicted to be in portant. D etection of
theH ° and A° via such SUSY decays at the LHC appears to be very di cult
except In rather soecial situations.

The only large rate production m odes for these heavy H iggs bosons at an
ete or ¥  collderwillbez® ! H°A%and Z?! H'H . Thesemodes
are kinem atically lin ited to m Ao my o my; < = s=2. In particular,
ata rmtéde oolliderwih s= 500GeV and L = 50 b ' observation is
restricted to roughly < 220 230G &V, In plying that detection would not be
possible nmost GUT scenarios

A though single H and A° production is signi cant at a collider facility
formasses < 08 s, ie.about 400GeV ata s= 500GeV &' e oollider,
badckgrounds are such that very high lum inosities are required for discovery
B1] L > 200 ' is required when either SUSY decays are signi cant or
tan is large.

In com bination, these results inply that H%, A%, and H detection m ay very
wellrequire emplying the Z? ! HA®and z? ! H'H production m odes at an
e'e or ' collderwith = s substantially above 500 G eV .Even ifthe H ° and
A% are dbserved at the LHC, studying their decays and couplings would be m uch
sim pler In the pairm odes. Various agoects of H iggs pair production are discussed
in Ref. B], which appeared aswe were com pkting the present work.

Our rstgoalisto determ ne the Jum inosity required to guarantee observability
ofthez? ! H°A%H'H modes regardless of the SUSY-GUT decay scenario.
W e will consider collider energies of 1 TeV and 4TeV (the latter being actively
oconsidered ] or * colliders), with integrated um inosities up to 200 B * and
1000 B 1, respectively. O ur seocond goalw illbe to develop strategies for organizing
the rates cbserved for physically distinct nal states so as to yield Infom ation
regarding the relative branching fractions ofdi erent types ofdecay m odes, and to
assess the extent to which such inform ation can determ ine the GUT soenario and
its param eters given the expected experim ental errors.

We nd that ifthe ntegrated im inosity at 1 TeV (4TeV) is close to 200 b *
(1000 b ') then detection ofthe H A% and H *H  pair production processes w ill
be possblk over aln ost all of the kinem aticaly allowed param eter space In the
m odels we consider, but that signi cant reductions in these um nositiesw illin ply
gaps In param eter space coverage. A measurem ent of the mass m 5o my o
my already provides critical constraints on the GUT model. The correlation
between this m ass and the m asses of the charginos, neutralinos, and/or skptons

(@sm easured in direct production) determ inesthe GUT scale boundary conditions



(fcrovided there is universality for the standard soft-SU SY -breaking param eters)
and a fairly unigue location in the param eter space ofthe GUT m odel so singled
out. In particular, tan is detem ined. A ssum ing full um nosity, the relhtive
H iggs branching fractions can be used to cross check the consistency ofthe GUT
model and con m the param eter space location with substantial precision. For
exam ple, the relative branching fractions for the H °;A%;H  to decay to SUSY
pair particle states vs. Standard M odel pair states provide a surprisingly accurate
determm nation of tan given a measured value rm,o. Thistan valie must
agree w ith that detem ined from the m asses. O ther relative branching fractions
provide com plem entary inform ation that can be used to further constrain theGU T
m odel, and can provide a detem nnation of the sign ofthe H iggs super eld m ixing
param eter. T hus, a relatively thorough study ofthe fullH iggs sector ofthe M SSM
w ill be possbl and will provide consistency checks and constraints that could
single out the correct GUT m odel.

T he organization ofthe paper is as ollow s. In the next section, we describe the
six GUT m odels that we consider, and delineate the allowed param eter space for
each. Contours of constant H iggs boson, neutralino and chargino m asses are given
w ithin the allow ed param eter space, and H iggsboson decay branching fractions are
ustrated. In Section 3, we dem onstrate that, for expected integrated lum nosities
ate'e or ° ocolliders, detection of H iggs pair production w ill be possiblk in

nalstatem odeswhereboth H iggsbosonsdecay to nalstates containing only bor

tquarks, even though the branching fractions forsuch nalstatesare decreased due
to com petition from the SUSY decay channels. Event rate contours as a fiinction
of param eter space location are presented for the six GUT models. In Section
4, we detemm ine the prospects or m easuring the branching fractions for various
H iggs boson decays, ncluding those for speci ¢ supersymm etric (SUSY ) sparticke
pairs. T he ability to discrim inate between di erent GUT m odels and to determ ine
the param eter space location w ithin the correct GUT m odel on the basis of H iggs
decays is delineated. Section 5 summ arizes our results and conclusions.

2 TheGUT M odels, M asses and H iggs D ecays

In the sinplest GUT treatm ents of the M SSM , soft supersymm etry breaking
atthe GUT scalk is speci ed by three universal param eters:

n : the universal soft scalar m ass;
m-, : the universal soft gaugino m ass;
A : the universal soft Yukawa coe cient.

The absolute value of  (the H iggs m ixing param eter) is determ ined by requiring
that radiative EW SB gives the exact value ofm ; for the experin entally m easured



value of m ; however, the sign of ram ans undetem ined. Thus, the ram aining
param eters required to com pletely x them odelare

tan : the vacuum expectation value ratio; and
sign ().

W e ram ind the reader that a universalgaugihom assat the GUT scale in plies that
M3 :M, :M; 3:1:1=2atscake 1y .Formodelsofthisclassone also nds
that § § M ;. These two facts inply that the € ismainly bino, whik e and
e] arem ainly wino, w ith heavier gauginosbeing m ainly higgsino [7]. T he running
glunomassm g fn ) is roughly three tin es as large asm g Mgt which In tum
is of order tw ice as Jarge asm e - (T he pole gluno m ass is generally substantially
larger than m o (m @) when squark m asses are large.)

W e w ill consider three representative GUT scenarios characterized by increas—
Ingly large values ofm o relative to m -, Which translates into increasingly large
skepton m asses as compared tom o, M g, and M o+ ) :

\No-Scale" NS) Bl:A=mg,= 0;

. P
\D ilaton" ©)!Pl:m—, = A;= 3my;
\H eavy-Scalar" HS):m = m-,,A, = 0.

W ithin any one ofthese three scenarios, them odel is com pltely speci ed by values
form,,,tan and sign( ). W ewillpresent results in the m,,;tan ) param eter
goace fora given sign ( ) and a given choice of scenario. O ur notation willbe N S
for the No-Scale scenario with sign ( ) < 0, and so forth.

In Figuresi, 2, and 3 we display the allowed (m ;,;tan ) param eter space for
theN S, D and H S scenarios, respectively. T he boundaries ofthe allow ed param eter
soace are xed by experim ental and theoretical constraints as follow s:

T he keft-hand boundary at low m_, derives from requiring that Z ! SUSY
decays not violate LEP 1 Iim its.

The ow-tan boundary is cbtained by requiring that the tquark Yukawa
coupling rem ain perturbative n evolving from scalkem, totheGUT scalk.

In the NS scenario, the allowed param eter space is nie by virtue of two
com peting requirem ents. F irst, there isan upperbound on tan asa function
ofm ;-, obtained by requiring that the LSP (always the eg in the allowed
region) not be charged (ie.we require m o Mo )fj Seocond, there is the
Iowerbound on tan required by tquark Yukawa perturbativity. One nds
that for Jarge enough m -, the upper bound drops below the lower bound.

1Thisbound is especially strong in the NS scenario due to the fact that m o = 0 in plies very
m odest m asses for the skptons, In particular the g, at scalem y .



Theupperbound on tan asa function ofm_, in theD scenario com es from
dem anding that the LSP not be charged.

In the HS scenario, the upper bound on tan arises by requiring that the
SM -like light H iggs m ass lie above the current lim it ofmo > 63GeV. (In
the HS scenario, or xed m;—,, m 0 becom es an aller and sn aller as tan
Increases until eventually it approaches zero forcing m o to decline rapidly.
In other scenarios, with lighter scalar m asses and hence skptons, the LSP
becom es charged before tan becom es so lJarge that mao starts declining
rapidly.)

In the D and HS scenarios, there is no upper bound on m_, unlss cosn o—
Jogical constraints are im posad. High m ;—, values (roughly, m ;—, > 500G &V
Q) are, however, disfavored by naturalhess considerations.

Before proceading, we provide a few technical notes. First, we note that the
evolution equations must be In plem ented very carefuilly when considering very
large m 50 values. Th order to avoid instabilities) deriving from unnaturally large
(@and hence unreliable) one-loop corrections (for going from running m asses to polk
m asses), we found it necessary to temm inate evolution for soft m asses at scales of
order the associated nalphysical squark, skepton and heavy H iggsm asses. In this
way, the one-Jloop corrections are kept am all and the physicalm asses obtained are
reliable. T he evolution program we em ployed is based on one developed by C . H .
Chen {12]. Resuls at Iow m ass scales were checked against results cbtained using
the program s developed for the work of Refs. {13] and 4]. O nce the appropriate
Jow —energy param eters were determm ined from the evolution, we then em ployed
ISASUSY [11] to obtain the branching ratios for the H iggs boson and subsequent
chain decays. The ISASUSY results were crosschedked w ith our own program s.
T he decay results were then combined w ith H iggs boson pair production rates to

determ ne rates for speci ¢ classes of nal states.

2.1 Sparticle and H iggs M asses

A lso displayed in Figs. ), 2, and 3 are contours of constant m 0 Mg Mg,
and m po0. These reveal the in portance of detecting the heavy H iggs bosons and
m easuring their m asses accurately. The m asses of the Inos and the skeptons w ill
presum ably be measured quite accurately, and the gures show that they will
determ ine In large m easure the values of m -, and m 3. But the rather vertical
nature ofthem 0rMe v and m e contours in plies that tan  is lkely to be poorly
determm ined from these m asses alone. Fortunately, them , 0o contours are not nearly
S0 vertical, in plying that a m easuram ent ofm 0 can be combined w ith them ;-
determm nation from the momasses to x a value oftan . The accuracy of this

2Such instabilities are und, or exam ple, in ISASUGRA [I1].
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Scale m odel. Contours of constant m ass are shown wihin the allowed

region for the eg, e, ,A% and & . Resuls orboth signsof are shown.
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determ nation depends upon the accuracy with which mao @nd myo, my ) can
be measured. For discovery in the A® ! Wb decay m ode (as possbl for aln ost
allm odel param eter choices at full um nosity, see later), this accuracy is  xed by
the Do m ass resolution. At an ' e oollider, a resolution of Mg 10G&v
is probably attamnable. For a large number, N , of events, m 0 can be xed to
a value of order M u= N_, which orN = 20 (our m inin al discovery criterion)
would nply mpo 2 3GeV.Exam hhation ofthe guresshow sthat such m ass
uncertainty will lead to a rather precise tan detem ination wihin a given GUT
m odel, except at Jow m 0 and high tan in the NS case.

2.2 Higgs D ecays

Let us now tum to the decays of the heavy H iggs bosons of the M SSM . As
already noted, our ultin ate goal is to use these to con m /re-enforce the correct-
ness ofboth the m odel and the param eter choices w thin the m odel that hasbeen
singled out by the m ass m easurem ents. The m ost in portant comm on feature of
the GUT m odels we consider is that squarks are always su ciently heavy that
decays of H iggs bosons to squark pairs are not kinem atically allowed. T his is true
even for the NS boundary conditions wih my = 0, In which the large squark
m asses derive from the substantial evolution of the colored soft-scalar m asses to
positive values as the scale decreases from My towards m ; . In order that the
squarks be light enough for squark pairs to appear in H iggs decays, substantial
breaking of the universality of soft-SU SY -breaking scalarm assesat theGUT scake
is required. For exam ple, light soottom and stop squarks can be consistent w ith
radiative EW SB via evolution ifthe H iggs soft scalarm asses are m uch larger than
the squark (in particular, stop and soottom ) soft scalar masses at My . In this
case, H %A% ! €€;868 andH* ! §8B pair channels would dilute the SM decay
m odes of the H iggs to a m uch greater extent than do the ino and skpton decays in
them odels discussed here. Strategies for detecting and studying H °A° and H " H
pair production would have to be reconsidered. In any case, there would be no
di culty in distinguishing m odels w ith light stop and/or soottom squarks from
theNS,D and HS m odels considered here.

In fact, the three m odels we consider are rather sim ilar to one another In m ost
respects. Thus, they provide a good testing ground for assessing the extent to
which we can distinguish between m odels by using experin ental Inform ation from
the H iggs sector. W e shall see that H iggs branching ratios depend substantially on
the particular m odel choice and on the precise location in param eter space w ithin
a given m odel. F igures4a, 4b, and 4c illustrate the dependence of H iggs branching
fractions upon param eter space location forthe < 0Dikton @O ) scenario. In
these gures, we give contours of constant branching fractions for H°, A° and
H* decays. The decay channels ko, tt, e] e, , e%eJ, and the sum over all SUSY
decay channels, are considered for both the H ® and A°. In addition, we show the
h°h® and ee (summed over alle types) branching fractions for the H?. (The ee

10
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Figure 4: a) W e show contoursw ithin the m ;—,;tan ) param eter space of
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decay channels. Resuls are fortheD scenario.
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Dilaton (u=—) Branching Ratio Contours
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Dilaton (u=—) Branching Ratio Contours
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branching fraction ©r the A is very thy.) TheA® ! Zh° branching fraction is
an all, but, as we shall see, m easurabl In som e regions of param eter space. For
theH * we display branching fraction contours forth, W *h, & e, * , &S, and the
sum over allSUSY decays. B A% ! Zh®) issmiartoB " ! W *h).] Several
In portant features of these plots deserve em phasis.

For the H¥ and A?, the net branching fraction for SUSY decays declines
rapidly w ith Increasing tan due to the enhancam ent of the Ido coupling and,
hence, Increasing relative in portance ofldo decays.

SUSY decays ofthe H and A° are also smallwhen myzo;m 40 > 2m, wih

the relative branching fraction B (SU SY )=B (tt) saturating to a constant value
below 01 for largem po (equivalently largem ;) at xed tan

Formo;mao > 2m,, the ratio of kb to tt branching fractions rises very
rapidly astan Increases.

The SUSY decay branching fraction of the H is relatively independent of
tan forlowerm -, values.

BH ! W'h? mswellasB @°! Zh%]isonly sign cantwhen tan and
m -, are both an all.

B® ! h'h) is signi cant or a larger range of modest tan and my_,
values than the fom er two branching fractions.

BMH ! * ) ramainssigni cant X 0:) for a range of tan values that
becom es increasingly large asm ;-, increases.

These guresshow that am easuram ent of several ratios ofbranching fractions (eg.
SUSY /b orthe H %;A° and SUSY /tb orthe H ¥ ) would determ e the values of
tan and m -, .Branching ratios In the other wve scenarios display a m ore or kss
sim ilar pattem to that found in theD case, although the num erical values at any

given (m—,;tan ) location can di er substantially. For any given GUT scenario,
de nite predictions for all other experin ental observables are then possibl and
could be checked for consistency w ith observations. In particular, the predicted

H iggs, neutralino, and chargino m asses should agree w ith the m easured values if
the GUT socenario is the correct one.

3 D iscovering the H °, A% and H

In this section, we determ ine the lum inosity required in order that discovery
of H°A? and H*H be guaranteed over essentially all of the allowed param eter
space of the three scenarios. For the m odels considered in this paper, we nd that
discovery is always easiest by em ploying nalstates in which neither of the H iggs

14



bosonsofthepairdecaystoa nalstate containing SUSY particks. The nalstate
con gurationswe em ply for discovery are listed below , along w ith techniques for
isolating them from backgrounds.

) A° ! 4b: W e dem and observation of our Fts which separate into two
nearly equalm ass two—gt pairs. Event rates forthism ode [labelled by N (4b)]
include a factorofB H? ! H)B A° ! 1b).

m A with H° ! h°h® ! 4band A° ! X : it would be su cint to
dbserve the two h%’s by dem anding two ¥t pairs that reconstruct to the
known m 40 recoiling against a reconstructed (from incom ing energy and net
h°h® pair fourm om entum ) tn issing’ m ass that is the sam e as the h®h° pair
mass. Event rates for this m ode [abelled by N (h)] include a factor of
BH?! hh)B @°! W)F.

D) PA® ! 4t: W ecan sinply demand 10 visble (and m oderately ener—
getic/ssparated) kptons/ £ts. T he predicted rate for such states on the basis
of QCD (including 4t production) is quite sm all. Because of ne ciencies
associated w ith com binatorics, we would not require direct reconstruction of
the W ’s or t's (In plying that we would also not be abl to require roughly
equal H iggs boson m asses). Event rates for this m ode [labelled by N (4t)]
include the e ective branching ratio for HA? ! 10 visble kptons/ Ets,
gvenby B H°! tH)B A° ! tH)B @t ! 10 visble).

IV)HH ! 2t2b:W e insist on 8 £tsor 1 lepton plus 6 fts (in particular,
fewer than 10 visble Jeptons/ £ts so asto discrin nate from the above 4t nal
states) and possibly require that oneW and the associated tbe reconstructed.
Event rates for thism ode [abelled by N (tb)] include a factorof B # © !
t)Ff2B ! 2B ! ¥ b+ B ¢! 27bfg.

There will also be an overall e ciency factor for detector coverage and for ex—
perin entally isolating and detecting these m odes. This will be incorporated in

our yearly event rate estim ates by reducing the total lum inosity available (pre-
sumed tobe L = 200 b ! peryearat” s= 1Te&V and L = 1000 b ' per year
atp§ = 4TeV) by an overall e ciency factor of 40% (o L. = 80 b ! and

L. = 400 b ', respectively). W e have not perform ed a detailed sin ulation, but
believe that that such an e ciency is not unreasonable given the fact that badk—
grounds are relatively an all for the above outlined signatures. In particular, since
all the nal states contain at last four b gts, we can require one or two btags
(In order to elim inate any residualQ CD background) w ithout Incurring signi cant
penalty, given that the vertex-tagger should have e ciency of 60% or better for
any single bt within its acceptance. (Tagging of b—gts would be desirabl for
cleanly separating H °A° from H *H nal states. In the absence of any btagging
there would be a smallnumberof H *H ! 47 with j= ¢;s) events that would

combine wih the H °A° ' 4b nalstatesto the extent thatmy+  myo  Mao.)
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A fter ncluding branching fractions and the 40% e ciency, som ething like 20 events
should be adequate for detection. In our graphs, we will display 20, 50 and 200
event contours.

IftheH°A°% ! 4tm ode is dom nant, we willwish to reconstruct the m ass of
either the A° or the H ° from the 432b decay m ode of one of the tt pairs. This
w ill be In portant both as a m eans for m easuring the m ass and also as a m eans
for triggering on H °A° pair production using jist one of the two m em bers of the
pair (see Section 4). There willbe a furthere ciency factor (on top of the above
overalle ciency factor) for isolating the wlevant events and then reconstructing
them assofthe A? orH °. W e estin ate this additionale ciency factorbe of order
25% each for the A% and H°. This is the result that would be cbtained from
B ¢! 2jp)F~,wih ~ = 0:55 or combinatoric and other problem s. The low net
e ciency ( 02= 2 025 04) Prevents in which eithergo orm 5o could
be fully reconstructed in plies that an accurate determ ination ofm y o mao would
require several years of munning ifH °A° ! 4t is the dom lnant nal state.

There are several reasons why non-SUSY  nal states are best for discovery :

A s ilustrated in F igs.4a-c, branching fractions for SM decays, eg.&;H ° !
borttand H* ! tb, do not allmuch below 0:;

Unlke the Hb channel, m ass reconstruction in SUSY m odes is not possble
(due to m issing energy) .

Particle m ultiplicities in the 4t and 2t2b nal states are su clently large to
be very distinctive and free of background, unlke m any of the nal states
associated w ith SUSY decays.

In Figures'§, §, and 7} (orthe NS, D and HS scenarios, regpectively) we give
the 20, 50 and 200 event contours in the fm ;—,;tan ) param eter plane for H °A°

discovery modes I, ITand IITand H *H discovery mode IV at ™ s= 1TeV.We

assmel = 200 b ' and = 40% e ciency, ie. L L = 80 H'. Resuls
are displayed for both signs of . A lso shown are the boundaries de ned by the
kinem atically accessbble myo + m po S or 2m g s portion of the allowed

param eter space (pold solid lines). In com paring scenarios, it w illbe In portant to
note that the N S scenario plots have greatly expanded axis scales relative to plots
forthe D and H S scenardos.

A s noted earlier, 20 events is lkely to be adequate for discovery; the 50 event
contouratL. = 80 H ! would probably allow discovery at L, = 32 b ! and the
200 event contour would allow discovery at L, = 8 b ! These gures show that
rallthreeGUT scenarios at Jeast 20 H °A ° events are present in one orm ore ofthe
m odes IHIIT throughout alm ost the entire kinem atically accessble portion of the
allowed (m i—;tan ) param eter space. If the 50 event contours are appropriate
(because L. is a factor of 25 snalker) then one begins to see som e, but not
enom ous, sections of param eter space such that H °A° detection would not be
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possbl. If e ciencies and integrated lum inosity were in combination a factor
of 10 worse than anticipated, the 200 event contours m ight apply; they Indicate
that H °A°% detection would then be possbl only in the part param eter space
characterized by sn allvalues ofm ;-, and large values of tan

Inthesesam e gures, the 20, 50 and 200 event contours forthe H* H  discovery
mode IV show that 20 events are found for all of the constraint and kinem atically
allow ed param eter space exospt a an allwedge at an allm ;-, values. T he 200 event
contours (equivalent to 20 eventsatL, = 5 L cover nearly asa large section of
param eter space. Thus, even ife ciency and lum inosity are in com bination a factor
of 10 worse than anticipated, H *H  discovery after just one year of running would
be possibbk over the buk ofparam eter space. T he som ew hat better guarantees for
the H'™H mode as compared to the H °A°% m ode derive sinply from the larger
H'H cross section which is roughly a factor of 3 Jarger than that forH °A°.

This sam e analysis can be repeated ©r 4TeV and L = 1000 B ' (mpl-
hgL = 400 b ' or = 04 e cincy) wih very sin ilar results. The kine-
m atic range ismuch greater, allwing H °A° and H *H production out to m asses
mao mg o my < 2TeV. (The lim ted N S param eter space In plies that such
energies are not needed were this the correct GUT scenario) . If 20 events are ade-
quate (@nd they would certainly be rather spectacular events at high H iggsboson
m ass) then both H°A? and H*H  detection would be possble for nearly all of
the constraint/kinem atically allowed param eter space orallthree GUT soenarios.
D Inunition in coverage due to poorer € ciency or lower lum nosity follow s much
the sam e pattem as described forthe ™ s= 1TeV, L = 200 b ! case. To illus
trate, we present the 20, 50 and 200 event contours for H °A° ( nal states I-IIT)
andH"H ( nalstate V) in the D scenarb, Fig!B.

4 M easuring R atios of Branching Fractions and
D iscrim inating Between M odels

In this section we discuss the prospects for m easuring the relative size of the
various branching fractions for di erent decay m odes of a given H iggs boson and
for using such m easurem ents to pin down the GUT m odel and param eter choices
within a given GUT m odel. Additional inform ation is contained in the absolute
rates fordi erent typesof nalstates. However, it is Ikely that greater uncertainty
w ill be associated w ith absolute rates than w ith ratios of rates, sihce som e types
ofe clencies w ill cancel out of the ratios.

The key to detemm ining the relative m agnitude of the branching fractions for
di erent nalstate decays isto rst identify and m assreconstruct (tag’) one of
the Higgs bosons in the H °A° or H*H pair nal state, and then com pare the
relative rates fordi erent types of decays of the second H iggsboson. Identi cation
and m assreconstruction of the rst Higgs boson requires using one of its fully
reconstructable nalstates. A s additional veri cation that the event corresponds
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No Scale Scenario Discovery Contours
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Figure5: W eshow NSm odel20, 50 and 200 event contoursw ithin the kine-
m atically accessible portion oftheallowed (m ;_,;tan ) param eter space for
H °A° discovery modes I, IT, IITand H *H  discovery m ode IV, assum ing
L, = 80 ® '.
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Dilaton Scenario Discovery Contours
F.=1TeV, L.,=80 fb™
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Figure 6: W eshow D m odel20, 50 and 200 event contoursw ithin the kine-
m atically accessible portion oftheallowed (m ;_,;tan ) param eter space for
H °A° discovery modes I, IT, IITand H *H  discovery m ode IV, assum ing
L, = 80 ® '.
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Heavy Scalar Scenario Discovery Contours
Fe,=1TeV, L,,=80 fb™"
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Figure7: W eshow HSm odel20, 50 and 200 event contoursw ithin the kine-
m atically accessible portion oftheallowed (m ;_,;tan ) param eter space for
H °A° discovery modes I, IT, IITand H *H  discovery m ode IV, assum ing
L, = 80 ® '.
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Dilaton Scenario Discovery Contours
Fen=4 TeV, L,=400 fb™'
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Figure8: W e show D m odel20, 50 and 200 event contoursw ithin the kine-
m atically accessible portion oftheallowed (m ;_,;tan ) param eter space for
H °A° discovery modes I, IT, ITTand H TH  discovery m ode IV, assum ing
L, = 400 b ! at¥s= 4Tev.
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to H iggs pair production, we would require that the m issing m ass (@s com puted
using the ncom ing center-ofm ass fourm om entum and the fourm om entum ofthe
reconstructed H iggs) be roughly equal to the m ass of the identi ed Higgs. For
denti cation and m assreconstruction ofthe rst H iggsboson, we em ploy:

PAwith H®! 2borA®! 2b;

Ha’withH ! 2torA®! 2t| notethat, unlike the 4t discovery channel,
reconstruction of the 2t m ass w ill be necessary, and w ill be acoom panied
by an extra e ciency penalty relative to H° ! 2borA® ! 2b tagghg of

e B! 2901 025 (or” = 0:55), as discussed earlier

A with HO ! h'h® ! 4b;

HH withH* ! tb! W 2b! 2j2b; orthe reverse | thm ass reconstruc—
tion w ill be necessary.

In the case of H °A° pair production, in detem ining that the second (on-tagged)
m em ber of the pair decays to tt, we w ill again dem and fi1ll tt reconstruction, and
we will apply the extra 4y, € cincy penalty relative to o decay. This m ight
be som ew hat too conservative an approach, but does sin plify our analysis since
the event rates of Interest involving tt+ b decays w ill then be proportional to the
e ective branching fractions

B, H%A%! Wo+tt) BEHGA! )+ 4B HGAY ! ) @)

Becauss m o my o over much of param eter space, we will presum e that it
is not possble to ssparate the A° and H° from one another. W e also stick to
our sin plifying assum ption that the overalle ciency, , associated w ith detector
coverage, btagging and so forth does not depend upon the nal state, except
that in the case of tt decay we include an extra ~ in -y, as discussed above
and as incorporated through B, de ned in Eq.(l). W ith these assum ptions, the
follow iIng ratios ofbranching fractions can be extracted directly from experin ental

cbservations using the m easured values of B (h° ! ko) and B £ ! 27jb).

BM?! SUSY)B. A°! o+t +B @°! SUSY)B. H! Ib+ th)

- il 2
B, H°! o+ thB., @A° ! b+ to) @
BH°! OB @°! B+ B @°! OB H ! L) a)
BH! DB @°! Ib)
BH?! h’'hB @a°! Ko
H B @A ) @)

BH! DB @A°! Ib)

3T hese details for the t£ nal state are only relevant orB. de ned in Eq. {l) and the ratios
r 1 —_
ofEgs. (@) and @) below, and then only when B @ %;A° | tf) are relatively large.
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B@a®! zhB E°! b

BHC! B A°! Ib) ©)
BH" ! SUSY)BH ! bE)_+B(H ! SUSY)B HT ! th) -
BH*! tOBH ! Lo
BHY! * BH ! H+BH ! B @HT ! th)
BH*! tOoBH ! Lo 0
BH*! h"w ")BH ! b+B®H ! h'W )BEH' ! tb 8)
BH*! OB H ! Lo
A s a shorthand, we w ill em ploy the notations
*213 ® ;A0 SUSY)+. *213 ® ;A0 tE)+; o)

B, HO%GAC! Hott) =~ B HGAC! Lo
forthe ratios of Egs. @) and @), respectively. T he ratios of Egs. (§)—§) reduce to
2B H* ! SUsy; * ;wWw*h°

BH* ! th

; 10)

respectively. W e retain both oand tt  nalstates mn Eq. i(2), using the com bination
de ned n B, , n orderthatwem ay assess the in portance of SU SY decaysboth in
regions w here kb decays of the H %;A % are dom inant and i regions where tt decays
are in portant.

In estin ating the accuracy w ith w hich these ratios can bem easured experin en—
tally, it is in portant to keep track ofthe actual nalstate in which the ocbservation
occurs and the e ective e ciency for obssrving that nal state. W e m ake this
explicit below .

The event rate for the num erator of Eq.![2) is obtained by muliplying the
rate or H °A° pair production by  (the overalle ciency factor) tim es the
indicated sum ofbranching ratio products: B @ ° ! SUSY)B. @°! Ib+
tt)+ B @°! SUSY)B., H°! Io+ tO)l.

The num erator of Eq.i{4) must be m easured In the nalstate in which both
h°’sdecay to o. T hus, the event rate associated w ith determ ining the num er—
ator is obtained by m ultiplying the H °A° pair production rate by a factor of
B h° ! )F tinestheoveralle cincy timesB ! h°h®)B @°%! k).

T he event rate associated w ith m easuring the num erator ofE q.E [3) iscbtaned
usihg a factorof 4y, = B! 2 ltinesB H® ! tH)B A% ! ko) +
BA’! B H ! o).

The event rate for the num erator of Eq.:(5) is com puted using the factor

B ! B @A°%°! zh)B H° ! ko). This inplicitly assum es that we
can sum over all Z decays, as would be possible since the Z m ass can be
reconstructed from thecm . s valie and the m om enta of the fourb's.
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The event rate for the num erator of Eq.![6) is obtained by muliplying the
H*H event rate by the factor B & ! 2jb)B H* ! SUSY)BH !

)+ BH ! SUSY)BH' ! th)l.

The event rate for the num erator of Eq.![7) is com puted by muliplying

the pairmte by B ! 2ppBH* ! * BH ! BO+BH !
B HT ! th].

T he rate for the num erator of Eq. {8) is com puted using the factor B th!

LB @E! 25o)BHT ! "W *)BH ! ®o+BEH ! h'w )B@ET !

to) 1.

T he factors for the denom inators are obtained by m ultiplying the iIndicated
branching ratio product by In the case of the neutral H iggs ratios, and by
B ¢! 2jo)f in the case of charged H iggs ratios.

W hen dividing the SUSY oollection of nal states (as sinply identi ed by
m issing energy) into subcategories of a certain number of lptons and/or
Ets, the full st of approprate branching ratios are included In all the chain
decays leading to the speci ed nalstate.

A s noted, the overall factor of common to all rates is nocorporated by reduc—
Ing the full um nosity to the e ective lum Inosity I, . Rates for the standard
L. = 80 b ® are thus obtained by com puting the pair production cross section,
multiplying by L, and then including all the above factors affer rem oving the
overallm ultiplicative contained n each. The bottom line is that even though we
plot the ratios listed, the statistical errors we shall discuss w ill be based on the
actualnum ber of events as obtained according to the above-outlined procedures.

T he utility of the above ratios derives from the ollow ng general features. The
lst ratio is prim arily a function of tan . The 2nd provides an alm ost direct
determ ination oftan  since ti=tb is roughly proportionalto cot?  in the M SSM .
The ratios of Egs. @) and {j) both exhibit substantial and rather orthogonal
variation as a function of tan and m;-,. The ratio of Eq. ) is proportional
to the relative strength ofthe H° ! h°h® trilinear coupling as com pared to the
H° ! Ibooupling. Thiscould bethe rstdirect probe ofH iggs trilinear couplings.
The ratiosofEgs. ) and ) would probe the very interesting H iggs{H iggs{vector-
boson couplings. T hese features w illbe illustrated shortly.

4.1 Resolving Ambiguities in Identifying D i erent F inal
States

Since all SUSY  nal states will contain substantial m issing energy, the ambi-
guities in separating SUSY decays from others are lim ited. W e discuss below the
procedures for ram oving the only am biguities that appear to be of in portance.
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@) A potential ambiguity arisess in ¥ + E=; nal states of the H" to which the

SUSY ® e ande' e’ decaymodesand theSM H* ! * | ¥3 decay modes
allcontrdbute. TheH* ! * | Y3 decay can be denti ed using kinem atic
constraints. Consider the cm . system of the decaying H* (as determ ined using

hoom Ing beam infom ation and the tagged H  fOourm om entum ). To the extent

that m can be neglected and, therefore, the decays collinearly to Y2 , allof
which m ove cpposite the primary , onemust have E = ¥ j wherre E is the

energy of the observed ‘. SUSY events of any type will nom ally violate this

constraint. Th what ©llows, the ® e and e* e’ decays are both included in the

overall SUSY decay rate ofthe H * .

B) m H® or A® decay, * decays contrbbute to the same Y ' + E=; nal
states to which the SUSY modes ® © and e' e contrbute. The procedure for

elin nating the * decay is analogous to that discussed In @A) for rem oving

H* ! 7 decays. We again note that, for m ost events, the mass can be
neglected relative to itsm om entum . In the (known) rest fram e of the H iggs, the

ocollinear approxin ation in plies that the ¥ and ' and their associated neutrinos

travel in essentially the sam e directions as the parent * and , respectively. A s

a resul, such events must have ¥, E j= 3:j wherer E are the cbserved

energies of the ¥ in the Higgs rest fram e. The very non-collinear SUSY m odes

would generally be far from approxin ately satisfying this constraint. K nem atic

constraints do not allow an eventby-event ssparation of the two SUSY m odes,

&® and e'e ,inthe ¥ + B; nalstate. These are um ped together as part
of the overall SUSY decay branching fraction.

(C) Events in which the unreconstructed H iggs boson/decay isH ° orA® ! !
‘'292borH ! tb! Wb can be elin mated by usihg the ncom ing beam en—
ergy/m om entum 4-vector, subtracting the m om enta of all visbble nal state lep—
tonsand Fts, and com puting the invariant m ass ofthe resultingdi erence 4-vector.
Thiswould belong to the 1n the above cases. A cut requiring a substantial value
would elimn inate the above nal states and be highly e cient In retaining true
SUSY decays. For param eters such that the rates for singlke neutrino events (@s
de ned by the above procedure and requiring a an all value for the di erence 4-
vector m ass) are signi cant, we shall nd that the #;A° | ttand H* ! tb
branching fractions can be directly m easured w ith reasonabl accuracy (using alk-
Bt modes). The predicted single neutrino rate could then be com pared to that
Obsarved as a further check. Events where the unreconstructed H iggs/decay is
H%orA®! t! 2%2 2bcannot be elin inated by the above technique. H owever,
the branching fractions, B # %;A° ! t&), measured in alkgt nal states can be
em ployed to m ake an appropriate correction. T he singlke neutrino rates, asde ned
above, m ay allow a doublecheck of the all-gt nal state detemm inations of the tt
brandching fractions.

(O ) O ther am biguities include events n which the second H iggs boson/decay is:
A%°! zh®! z * ,wherethe?Z decays nvisbly orto * ;H ! W h%!
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W ' wheretheW decays kptonically;and H? ! h®n® ! 7 *  .The
comm on characteristic of all these is the presence of m issihg energy from  , W
and/or Z decays that is due to m ore than a singlke neutrino and that m akes it
in possble to either directly or indirectly reconstruct them assoftheh®, W and/or
Z . However, the event rates forthese processes are so Iow that they can be Included
In SUSY decays without any visble aleration of the e ective SUSY branching
fraction. Further, whenever the H? ! h°h% A% ! Zh®orH* ! W h® decays
are signi cant, we shall see that at least a rough m easuram ent of the corresoonding
branching ratio w illbe possble In all-gt m odes. G iven the known Z2 ! — and
h1 branching fractions, a correction could then be m ade using a M onte
Carl simulation.

42 Ratio Contours, E rror E stin ates and M odelD iscrim i-
nation

In order to determ ine how wellwe can m easure the ratios ofEgs. @), 3), @),
&, @), 1), and @), we have proceeded as follow s. For each of the six scenarios
© ,D*,...) and fora given mi,;tan ) choice within the allowed param eter
space of a given soenario, we  rst com pute the expected num ber of events available
fordeterm ning the num erator or denom nator ofeach ratio. T he ingredients (such
as branching ratios and e ciencies) in the event num ber com putations for each
channel were given earlier. The expected number of events In the num erator or
denom nator is taken as the mean valie in detem ining a Poisson distribution
for that event number; if the m ean number of events is 30, then we use a
G aussian approxin ation to the distrbution. From the event num ber distributions
we com pute the probability forthe num erator and denom inator ofeach ratio to take
on given values. W e uctuate the event numbers and then correct for branching
fractions and e ciencies.) The probability of the resulting valie for the ratio
is then sinply the product of these probabilities. The probabilities for di erent
com binations that yield the sam e value for the ratio are ssamm ed. In thisway, we
obtaln a probability for every possibl value of the ratio. These probabilities are
re-ordered so0 as to form a distrdbution. The lower (Upper) lin it for the ratio at
this m 1,;tan ) value is then found by adding up the probabilities, starting from
zero, untilthe sum ofis 15.9% (B84.1% ). In other words, the con dence level that
the true value of the ratio is higher (lower) than the lower (upper) lim it is 84.1% .
These would bethe 1 upper/lower lim its for the ratio in the lin it where the
distrbution of the ratio is nom al.

In com puting the number of events available for detem ining the num erator
or denom Inator (or one of the Independent contributions thereto) we include only
fully reconstructable nalstates for the tagged H iggs boson. T he branching ratios
and e ciency factors were detailed below Eq. (1(). W epresume L, = 80 b ' at
1TeV (L. = 400 'at4Tev). Thee cincy factor, , ncluded in I, should
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re ect e ciencies associated w ith identifying a particular type of event in such a
way as to elin inate badckgrounds, eg. via btagging, cuts on B, and so forth;
the approprate to the current situation where one of the H iggs m ust be clearly
tagged’ (asde ned earlier) will probably be sn aller than that approprate to sin -
ply discovering a signal, given the need to clkarly ssparate di erent types of nal
states from one another. Thus, theaboveL., = 80 b * (400 b ') values probably
would only be achieved after ssveral years of running. W e re-em phasize that an
In plicit approxin ation to our approach is that L. is the sam e for all the obser-
vationally/statistically independent nal states that appear in the num erator and
denom inator of a given ratio. A side from our special * = 0:55 correction for tt re—
construction, the only explicitly channeldependent factors that have been incluided
are the relevant branching fractions, as detailed below Eq. (10).] P resum ably, this
w illnot be true In practices, but it isat least a reasonable rst approxin ation. Full
detector speci cation and sin ulation would be necessary to do better.

n Figs.9, 10, 11, 12,13, 14, and 15 we plt contours of constant valies for
the ratios of Egs. @), @), @), &, @, ), and @ wihin the P s = 1Tev
constraint/kinem atically allowed @ 1—,;tan ) param eter gpace. A ssociated w ith
each such contour, we give two additional contours show ing how much the tan
value at a given (known) value ofm -, would have to change in order to reproduce
the values cbtained for deviations in the ratio at the 1 statistical level. R s
previously explained, 1 is our short hand phrase for deviations such that the
ratio has 84 1% probability of being lower (igher) than the upper (lower) lim it.]
W e do not consider errors when there are fewer than 4 events that can be used to
determ ne the num erator for one ofthese ratios. T he 4-event contours are iIndicated
on the gures.

Consider rst the relative SUSY branching ratio contours of Egs. (2) and (b)
displayed in Figs.'9 and 13, respectively. For m ost points in param eter space,
a sin ulaneous m easuram ent of the two ratios w ill determ ine a fairly sm all and
unigue region In the param eter space of a given m odel that is sim ultaneously
consistent w ith both m easurem ents at the 1 level.

If tan is not large, then measurng B H* ! T )=B E* ! tb) via the
ratio of Eq. (1) can provide a second detemm nation oftan . The dependence of
this ratio on tan for a selection ofmy+ values is illustrated :n Fig.il6. There,
the ratio is com puted at tree level. W e see that the ratio depends sensitively on
tan at xedmy+ fortan < 6.Forsuch tan values, m easurem ent of the ratio
provides an excellent tan  determ fnation. However, when tan  islargethe * =tb
ratio beoom es independent oftan  and sensitivity is lost. N ote also that the ratio
beocom es ndependent ofm 5+ whenm 4+ islarge. Thus, when bothm  + and tan
are lJarge, this ratio w ill provide little inform ation regarding location in param eter
Foace.

Contoursof constant B H* !  * )=B @' ! tb) In M i,;tan ) param eter
space are displayed in Fig.d4. Tt is also useful to plt these sam e contours in
My ;tan ) parameter space, as done in Fig.:1]. In both gures, one cbserves
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Figure 9: W e plot contours, along which the ratio ofEq. {:2) has a given

constant value, w thin the constraint/kinem atically allowed @m ;—,;tan )

param eter space oftheD ,D*,NS ,NS*,HS ,andHS" models. Resuls
are shown for the sam e three central values for allm odels. For each central
value, three lines are drawn. T he central line is for the central value. The
other tw o lines are contours for which the ratio deviatesby 1 statistical
error from the central valie. Bold lines indicate the boundary beyond

which fewer than 4 events are ound In the nalstatesused to m easure the
num erator of the ratio.
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Figure 16: TheratboBH*' ! * )=B @' ! tb) computed at tree kevel
form¢= 175GeV andmy= 4G€eV asa function oftan formy+ = 200,
300, 400, 600, and 1000 GeV .
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a change from horizontal to vertical contours as one moves from low tan and
largem -, (Eequivalent to largemy+ ) tohigh tan and smallm -, (Implying anall
m g+ ). The horizontal nature of the contours at Jargem 1,;m 5+ and sn all tan
can be understood from Fig.71§. As already brie y noted, this gure shows that
when tan isanall, snallchangesin tan yield large changes In the ratio, whereas
there is little sensitivity to changes hmy+ at xed tan when my+ is large. In
contrast, or snallm 4 + Fjgfl:a show s that an all changes in m  + produce large
changes in the ratio, whereas there is aln ost no sensitivity to tan when tan

is large. As a resukt the contours In Figs. 14 and 117 are vertical at snallmy -
when tan is Jarge. The wide ssparation between the centraland 1 oontours
when m -, and tan are both large is a r= ection of the constancy of this ratio
(@s diplayed In Fig.18) when both tan and my+ are large. O utside the region
wheretan andmy-+ areboth large, the =tb contours are roughly brthogonal’
to those for the two SU SY ratios discussed earlier.

Tn general, it is apparent that the contours for the ratios of Egs. @), {§) and (1)
In the m-,;tan ) plane are all orented rather di erently. This m eans that, In
com bination, these three relative H iggs branching fractions provide a airly power-
fiilcheck ofthe consistency ofa given m odel, aswellasa very de nite determ ination
of the value of tan that is required for a particular value ofm -, in the m odel.
W e have already noted thatm -, willbe accurately determ ined in a given m odel
by the neutralino and chargino m asses, and that the m easured m 0 w ill generally
provide a tan determ ination. This determ ination of tan from the m asses and
thevalue fortan required for consistency w ith the above three ratios ofbranching
fractions are usually not consistent w ith one another for an incorrect m odel choice.

A dditional discrim Ination power between the correct and an incorrect m odel
choice is possble ifwe resolve the SUSY ratesin Egs. §) and (6) into nalstates
wih a xed number of leptons plus any num ber of gts (including 0) plism issing
energy. T hus, nstead of the single ratio ofEq. @), where SUSY wasde ned tobe
the sum over all supersym m etric decay channels, it w ill prove useful to consider
the three ratios obtained by dividing SUSY into the (i) PI[ 03], @) OM[ 03]
and (i) RM[ 03j] channels, where the [ 03j] notation indates that states w ith
any num ber of £ts (ncluding 0) are summed over. Rateswith [ 3‘][ 03j]are
negligble. Sin ilarly, instead of the ratio of Eq. {§) we w ill consider the two ratios
obtained by ssparating SU SY into the channels (i) or (il) de ned above. Ratesw ith
[ 2'[ O0jlarenegligbl. AI1SUSY nalstates will have large m issing energy.
The ve dbsarvable SUSY ratios so obtained are not very clossly correlated, and
thus are unlkely to be consistent w ith one another and with the * =tb ratio for
any but the correct m odel choice.

Stillm ore discrin ination power can be achieved via the otherbranching fraction
ratios de ned i Egs. (3), %), 5), and (B). For example, we see from Fig.1p
that the tt=lb ratio is quite sensitive to tan . This is even clearer by displaying
the contours In M zo;tan ) space, Fig.18. The H® ! h°h%=H° ! b, A° !
zh’=2°% ! Wand H* ! W *h’=H' ! tb mtios pbtted in Figs. 11, 12 and
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05, respectively, are also sensitive to tan . However, even more interesting is
their sensitivity to the sign ofthe param eter. A 1l three ratios are much an aller

for > Othan or < 0 Bta xed M ;tan ) location]. These di erences
derive aln ost entirely from a large decrease in the H® ! h°h%, A% ! Zh® and

H* ! W *h® couplings, respectively, as the sign of ischanged from + to . (In
the case of the H ° ! h°h°® coupling, this decrease is Jargely due to the change of
sign of a radiative correction to the vertex associated w ith top, bottom , stop and

soottom loops. n the A% ! Zh®andH* ! W *h cases, the lJarge decrease is a

treelevele ect.) Together, these three ratiosw illprovide signi cant discrim nation
between soenarios w ith the opposite sign of

4.3 Quantitative Strategy for E stim ating M odelD iscrim i-
nation Power

T o detemm ine the discrin nation power achieved by allthese ratios, we adopt an
experin ental point of view . W e w ill choose a particular input boundary condition
soenario and particular values ofm 1, and tan  as hature’s choice’. T he resulting
m odelw ill predict certain m 0 and m . values, which willbem easured w ith sm all
errors. The sam e values for these ’cﬂo observab]e m asses can only be obtained for
very speci cmi, andtan valuesin any otherboundary condition scenario. O nce,
the m ;;tan ) location in each scenario that yields the cbserved mao and m
is established, we com pute the predictions for all the ratios ofbranching ftacuons
W e use the notation R;, with i soecifying any particular ratio; the values of the
R; for the nput scenario willbe denoted by R{. W e also compute the 1  error
In the m easurem ent of each ofthese ratios (denoted R;) as found assum ing that
the input m odel is nature’s choice. W e m ay then com pute the expected 2 or
any of the other m odels relative to the nput m odel as:

02
2_ " 2; with §=7(Ri 1}) : 11)
i Ri
W e will see that very large 2 values are typically associated w ith an incorrect
choice ofm odel.

It is in portant to note that m any other cbservables that discrin inate between
m odels w illbe available from other experin ental cbservations. An additional 2
contribution should be added for each cbservable In assessing the overall in prob—
ability of a m odel other than the correct one. However, there are advantages to
restricting oneself to the branching fraction ratios only. For exam ple, m e (which
willbe readily m easured In skpton pair production) di ers substantially at xed
mao;m—, as onemoves between the NS, D and HS scenarios, and would readily
distinguish between the m odels. H owever, m e is prim arily sensitive to the value
ofthe skepton m ¢ atM y , which could di er from them, associated w ith the H iggs

elds ifthe GUT boundary conditions are nonuniversal. In contrast, the branch-
Ing fraction ratios are prim arily sensitive to the Higgsm ( value relative tom 1-,.
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D1 erent sets of cbservables w ill have m axin ial sensitivity to di erent subsets of
the GUT scalk boundary conditions. The H iggs branching fraction ratios should
be very valuable in sorting out the correct relation between m -, and them ( for
the Higgs elds, and in determ ining tan

44 A Test Case

Asa speci cexample, suppose the correct modelisD wihm o, = 2017G&V
and tan = 7:50. Thiswould Imply mao = 349:7GeV,mel = 1495GeV. The
mi-, and tan values required In order to reprofiuoe these same m,o and me
values In the other scenarios are listed in Tabl 1. A lso given in this tablk are
the predicted values ofm o and m e for each soenario. In order to get a st
feeling for event num bers and for the errors that m ight be expected for the ratios
of Interest, we give In Tab]e_:z the num bers of events, N and D , predicted in each
scenario for use in determ ining the num erators and denom inators of Egs. @)-@)
and Egs. §)-@), assuming L. = 80 b ! atp§= 1TeV . These numbers nclide
the SUSY branching fractions, B, ofEq. (), and so forth ollow ing the iem ized
list of factors given earlier:)

Tabk 1l: W etabulate the valuesofm 1, (In G&V) and tan required in each ofour
six soenarios in order that m ,o = 3497 G &V andmel = 1495Ge&V. Also given

are the corresponding values ofm 4 o andm@R .Massesarein GeV.

| | D | p* | Ns | NS" |HS [ HS |
mi, | 201.7] 1744 | 210.6] 1682 ] 2039 | 180.0
tan 750 | 294 | 324 | 204 | 1206| 383
myo | 3503 | 3558 | 3539 | 359.0 | 3501 | 3532

me 146.7 | 1275 | 910 | 739 | 2229 1974

From Tablk'2, we cbserve that the D by & event rates forthe > 0 scenarios
are all rather an all as com pared to the event rates forthe < 0 scenarios. (This
happens because the m ;-, and tan values required orm,o = 3497Ge&V and

m, = 1495GeV when > 0 are very close to the scenario boundary.) For

exam pl, if the D model is nature’s choice, the H °A °-pair denom inator rates

would be 198, in plying a statistical ervor of only 14. A ssum ing system atic

erroroforder10% , the net error in event num berwould certainly be < 35, ie.m any
away from any ofthe > 0 scenario predictions. W e also see signi cantly larger

‘Because B @° ! tt) = 0and B H? ! tf) is typically small for the test case choice of
mao = 34977GeV (ivenm = 175_GeV),the ratio of_Eq. (_3) and ji'snumerat.oreventrate are
both small. Notethat B, @A° ! o+ tt)=B @° ! bb) andthatB, #H° ! b+ tf) isnot very

dierent from B @ ° ! Ib) r this sam e reason.
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Tablk 2: W e give the num bers of events predicted In each soenario at the param eter
space Jocations speci ed In Tabk'] availablk for detem ining the num erators and
denom inators of Egs. @)-@) and Egs. {§)—@). These event rates are those for
L. = 80 'at” s= 1TeV. They nclide allbranching fractions. O ur notation
isN 4, andD @, orthe event rates In the num eratorand denom inator, respectively,
oftheratiode ned nEqg. ().

| | D | D' |[Ns |[NS'[HS | HS" |

Ng [970]923]883[492] 7611240
Ng | 01]07|38[]102| 00/ 02
Ng |164| 27 |466|147| 38| 24
Ng | 20] 13| 92| 06| 04| 12
Dy | 198 | 96 | 621 | 26 | 250 | 182

DY | 198 | 89 | 583 | 1.6 | 250 | 180
N | 225|189 | 138 | 135 | 189 | 262
Neg |584| 42| 65| 11| 90| 95
Ng |130[128|219| 90 | 33 | 123

Dy & | 317 | 415 | 445 | 465 | 320 | 348

num erator ratesN J;, and N ) forthe < 0 scenariosthan forthe > 0 scenardos.
Thus, In this partjc;u]ar case: even before exam ining the branching fraction ratios,
the > 0 scenarios could be excluded.

TheN and D event numbers of Tablk 2, also m ake apparent the accuracy w ith
which the ratios of Egs. )-8) and Egs. @)-() can be m easured. For exam ple,
the event numbersN 5 and D4 show that good statistical precision, 105  15%,
can be expected fr the mtio of Eq. @) in the < 0 scenarios. Such statistical
precision im plies that this ratio w ill also clearly distinguish between the lnput D
scenario and any ofthe > 0 m odel predictions.

To illustrate the value of the branching fraction ratiosm ore clearly, we present
in Fig.19 a plot which gives the expected valuesand the 1 errors asa function
of scenario for four of the ratios that w illbe useful In distinguishing between the
di erent soenardos at the given input (m easured) values ofmyo and m e - In this
plot, the errors as a function of scenario are those that are expected if the scenario
listed on the horizontal axis is the correct one. Thus, if the correct modelisD ,
the central value and 1 upper and lower lim its for each ratio are those given
above theD scenario Jabelon the x-axis. T he ability ofeach ratio to discrin inate
between a given scenario on the horizontal axis and one of the ve altematives is
Indicated by the extent to which the 1 errorbars for the given scenario do not
overlap the central points for the other scenario. Referring to Fig. 19 we observe
the llow Ing.
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Scenario Overlap of Branching Fraction Ratios
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Figure 19: W eplotthebranching fraction ratiosB @#* ! * )=B @©* !
to), BE* ! SUsSY ! DM O0j)=BEH* ! tb), BHA !
SUSY)=B., H%A? ! Iyt andBEH* ! h'w ")=BH ™ ! th) wih
1 errorbarsas a function of scenario, adjustingm ;_, and tan In each
scenario so thatm o = 349:77GeV andm , = 1495GeV are hed xed.

1
Errorbarsare orL, = 80 b ! atp§ = 1T&V, and are those that would
arise if the input (hature’s choice) scenario is that listed on the horizontal
axis. No errorbar is shown orthe ' =tb ratio in the NS" scenariv since
the predicted rate is kss than 4 events; a very large error bar should be

assum ed.
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Thermtio B® ! SUSY ! D[ 03)=B @' ! tb) succeeds in distin—
guishing theD scenario from allbut the HS and HS® scenarios.

Thermtb BHE ! * )=BH' ! tdb) provides excellent discrin ation
between theD inputscenarioandtheD*,NS ,NS*,andHS" scenarios, all
ofwhichmusthavetan < 4 (in orderto reproducem o = 349:7G &V ;m e =
1495GeV)ascomparedtotan = 75 fPortheD soenario. Themudh an aller
tan values mply much snaller * =tb ratios, aswas illustrated 1 F ig.i16.
Them ore lim ited ability ofthis ratio to discrim inate between the high tan
valuesof 7.5 forD vs. 12 orHS isalso apparent from Fig.il6.

The ratibo B @;A° ! SUSY)=B H %A% ! Ib;tt) will strongly rule out

> 0 scenardos if < 0 is nature’s choice. D ue to the an all ervor bars, this

ratio provides som e discrim ination between the D and HS scenarios even
though the predicted central values are not very di erent.

TheratbB @ ! h'W *)=B @* ! tb) isquitedi erent ortheD ,NS ,
and HS* scenariosascompared totheD " ,NS* ,andHS scenarios. H owever,
discrin Ination pow er is lim ited by the relatively Jarge errorbars. N onetheless,
this ratio yields a bit m ore than 2:7 discrm ination against the HS m odel
iftheD m odel is nature’s choice.

The quite substantial dependence of the ratios on scenario and location in pa-
ram eter space, as displayed In Figs. 9, 10, 13, 12, 13, 14, and 15, suggests that
sin ilar discrim nation w illbe possible form ost nput scenario and param eter space
Jocation choices.

In Tabk3 wem ore thoroughly quantify the process of excluiding theD*, NS ,
NS*,HS ,and HS' scenarios relative to the nput D scenario. T here we give the
ocontrbution to 2 (com puted relative to the assum ed-to-be-correct D scenario)
for each of a selection of ndependently m easurable ratios. A 1so given for each of
the noorrect scenarios is the sum ofthese contributions. T his table show s that the
D scenario can be distinguished from theD*,NS ,NS", and HS" scenarios at
an extrem ely high statistical level. Further, even though no one of the branching
fraction ratios provides an absolutely clear discrin ination between theD and the
HS scenarios, the accum ulated discrin nation power obtained by considering all
the ratios is very substantial. Tn particular, although the ratios of Eq. (4), &), and
) are only poorly m easured forL, = 80 b !, their accum ulated 2 weight can
be an in portant com ponent in determ ining the lkelhood of a given m odel and
thereby ruling out incorrect m odel choices.

Thus, consistency of all the ratios w ith one another and w ith the m easured
m » o0, neutralino and chargino m asses w ill generally restrict the allowed m odels to
ones that are very closely related. The lkelhood or probability associated w ith
the best t to all these cbservables in a m odel that di ers signi cantly from the
correct m odelwould be very an all.
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Tabk 3: W e tabulate 2, sse Eq. (11), (relative to theD scenario) for the in-
dicated branching fraction ratios as a function of scenario, assum ing the m easured
mao and m e values are 349{7G eV and 1495G &V, respectively. The SUSY chan—
nels have been resolved nto nal states involving a  xed num ber of leptons. The
error used In caloulating each ? isthe approxinate 1 eror (@sde ned in text)
w ith which the given ratio R ; could bem easured orL, = 80 b * atp§= 1Tev
assum ing that the D scenardo is the correct one.

Ratio D D* NS N st HS Hs*
2B @ %A% ! susy ! D[ 03D=| O | 12878 | 1277 | 25243 | 0.77 | 10331
B. %A% ! Hotoi
2B @ %A% ! susy ! [IM[ O03D=| O | 13081 | 241 | 5130 3.6 | 4783
B. %A% ! Hotoi
2B @ %A% susy ! RM[ 03)=]| O 4543 | 512 | 92395 | 266 | 116
Be. ® %A% ! Hothi
BE?! h°h®)=B @ ! Wb 0 109 | 1130 | 1516 | 102 | 62
2BHT ! sSUSY ! D[ 03)= 0 122 | 365 | 432 | 0.04 02
BH' ! th
2BHT ! sUSY ! [ 03)= 0 15 03 01 56 | 006
BH' ! th
2BEHY! R''W)=BE' ! tb 0 038 05 3.6 73 03
2BE* !, )=B@E' ! th 0 437 | 415 | 477 | 137 | 355
. 0 | 30669 | 2493 | 124379 | 68 | 15272

45 Separating D i erent SUSY D ecay M odes

An in portant issue is the extent to which one can be sensitive to the branching
fractions for di erent types of SUSY decays of the H iggs bosons, relative to one
another and reltive to the overall SUSY decay branching fraction. Interesting
SUSY decay rates include:

B @;A° ! elel+ ee), lading to a totally invisbl nalstate;

B H;A°! ¢ ), where® | Y elor e ;
.70 + 0 4400 A @ “h @ 0 40y,
B @;A%! ele ),wheree; ! ¥ e, 9jel0or® e with® e ! e &f);
BH ! ®e),where® ! Y&l or e;
0 0 22,0 e d (S 0 0
BH ! e e),wheree; ! ' ej,jjejor® e wWith® e ! Ye] e]).

P redictions for such rates depend In a rather detailed fashion upon the SUSY
param eters and would provide valuabl inform ation regarding the SUSY scenario.
Forexam ple, In going from NS toD to H S them asses ofthe sneutrinos and skeptons
increase relative to those for the charginos and neutralinos. The H %;A°% | & @
and H ! © e branching fractions should decline in com parison to H%;A? !
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efe; andH ! e; e, respectively. In small sections of the D and N S scenario
param eter spaces, the skptons and sneutrinos are su  ciently light that e; decays
alnost exclusively to € e Pllowed by ® e | e} ef, inplying that e; decays
would m ainly yield Jeptons and not gts.

The di culty is that ssveral di erent SUSY channels can contribute to any
given nalstate. Two exam pleswere noted earlier: the ¥ ¥ + BE=; channel receives
contrbutions from both H ;A% | ® € and e] e, decays;and the ' + E=; channel
receives contrbutions from H ! ® e and e; ). Another exam pk, is the purely
nvisble H? or A° nal state; i can arise from eitherelel or ee Wih e !

e?) production. Thus, the physically distinct channels, de ned by the number
of Jeptons and Fts present,” typically have muliple sources. Still, a com parison
between the rates for the nal states sode ned m ight be quite revealing. For
instance, if e; ! © e is not kinem atically allowed, the e] e;  nal states are
expected to yield more 1 '+ 29 and 0+ 47 events than 2+ 07 events, whereas & ¢
eventsw illyield only 2 “+ 0jevents. Further, the Ysmust be ofthe sam e type in this
lattercase. Thee ectivebranching fraction fore; e; ! Y ' + B wihboth Ysof
the sam e type isonly 1/81. In addition, the Vs in the latter derive from threebody
decays of the e; , and would be much softer on average than Vs from € € . Even
ifthisdi erence isdi cult to see directly via distrdboutions, it will lead to higher
e clency Porpickingup the ® ® events. O foourse, ifevent numbersaresu  ciently
large which in generalthey are not) that detailed kinem aticaldistributionsw ithin
each nalstate could be obtained, they would provide additional Infom ation. W e
do not pursue this Jatter possibility here.

Based on the above discussion, the follow Ing ratios would appear to be poten—
tially usefill. Forthe H ° and A° we consider:

B HC! u‘o_)B @°! PYPIN+B @°! OB EC! [0‘][0j]),_ 12)
BH?! o)B @°! SUSY)+ B @°! )B(HO! SUSY)
B HO! H‘o_)B @°! RMDIN+B@°! KB EC! [2‘][0j]), 13
BH?! o)B @°! SUSY)+ B @°! )B(HO! SUSY)

B HO! u‘a)B_(AO! [ 0MDID+B @ ! B HE! [ ][ojn; )
BH?! B @°! SUSY)+ B @°! )B(HO! SUSY)

BE"! BB @A’! DL 15)+B@ ! MBE! D 1. s
BH?! B @°! SUSY)+ B @°! )B(HO! SUSY)

BE! ;B @°! L[ 1i)+B @ ! MoB H! L[ 13 g

BH?! B @°! SUSY)+B @°! H)B @? ! SUSY)

@ s before, m 5o my o in plies that we cannot separate the H ° and A° via the
tagging procedure ) O nce again, we em ploy shorthand notations for the quantities

ST he totally nvisble nalstate would be D‘]03], and so ©rth.
The A’ | ® € branching ratio tums out to be rather sn all in the three GUT scenarios
studied | the required I R m ixing is num erically very sm all in the slepton sector.
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appearing in Egs. ((2)-{16). For exam pk, the ratio of Eq. (I2) willbe denoted by

B @E%H®! DVDIDB E %A ! )i . B H%A! DVIDID a7
— r
B @%H! SUSY)B H %A ! Wi B HAC! SUSY) _
in what follow s.
FortheH we consider the ratios:
BHE"! LIPJDBEHE ! ®)+BEH ! LIDIBEHET! t’B). 18)
BH* ! SUSY)BH ! B)+B@H ! SUSY)BH' ! to
BHE"! [ 1MP3)BE ! tO+BE ! [ 1DIIB H' ! tb) 1)
BH*! SUSY)BH ! B)+B®H ! SUSY)BH' ! to)
BE'! DY 13)BE ! lO+B@E ! D[ 13)B H' ! tb) 20)
BH*! SUSY)BH ! BO+B®H ! SUSY)BH* ! th
The ratios of Egs. (18)-20) reduce to:
BE"! [IP3) BE'! [ 1MP3) B®E* ! DY 13) o1
BE*! SUSY)’ B@E@*+! susy) ' B@E*! SUsy)
respectively.

A lso of interest are ratios of the di erent num erator temm s to one another
w ithin the above neutral and charged H iggs boson sets. A 1l the ratios that one
can form have the potential to provide in portant tests of the H iggs decays to the
supersym m etric particle pair nal states.

To illustrate, we present two gures. In Fig! 2D we present three-din ensional
lego plots of the ratio of Eq. {14) as a function of ocation in (m ;—,;tan ) param —
eter space. Because of the combination of slow varation and very sharp changes,
the contour plots sin ilar to those presented earlier are rather di cul to inter-
pret) In Fig. 21, we plot the num erator of Eq. ({9) divided by the num erator
of Eq. 20). Tn both sets of lego plots, the ratio is set to zero if there are fewer
than 4 events In the num erator or dencm inator after incliding the earlierdiscussed
tagging/reconstruction e ciencies and assum ng~ s= 1TeV and L, = 80 b .

The m ost in portant feature apparent from these gures is the generally de—
creasing m agnitude of these two ratios asonem oves from the NS to the D to the
HS scenario. This is a result of the decreasing im portance of skpton/sneutrino—
related decays as com pared to chargho/neutralino-based decays. W hen the lat-
ter types of decay are prevalent, a much larger fraction of the events w ill have
£ts than if the form er decays dom inate. The decreasing in portance of the skp-
ton/sneutrino class is to be expected due to the ncreasing m ass of these states as
m ( Increases in going from NS to D to HS. The occasionally very large values of
BE'! [ 1Yp3jD=B ®@* ! D[ 13j) mFig.2l ntheD andNS' plbtsoccur
in the sn allwedges of param eter space where e; ! € e decays are kinem atically
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<B(H®, A°— SUSY = [nI0j1)B(A° H* —>bb) > /
<B(H®, A°—>SUSY)B(A°,H*—>bb)>

e'e” > HA% E,=1 TeV, Ly=80 fb™
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Figure 20: W e present lego plts of the ratio ofEq. (14) in each of the six
scenarios as a function of location In M ;_,;tan ) param eter space. The
value of the ratio is given by the height on the z-axis. Non-zero values of
the ratio are given only in regions w here there are at least 4 events in the
num erator affer ncluding taggihg/reconstruction e ciencies.
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B(H* —> SUSY —> [= 111[0j1) /B(H* — SUSY —> [01[= 1]])
e'e” > HH, E,,=1TeV, L,=80 fb™'

(40
% 520

Figure 21: W e present lgo plots of the num erator of Eq. (_1-131) divided
by the num erator cfEqg. (_Z-Q) In each of the six scenarios as a function of
Iocation in (m 1_,;tan ) param eter space. T he value of the ratio is given
by the height on the z-axis. Non-—zero values of the ratio are given only
In regions where there are at least 4 events in both the num erator and
denom inator after including tagging/reconstruction e ciencies.

48



allowed, and nalstates containing only tsm ust arise from higher ino states and,
thus, are very rare.

It should be apparent from these two gures that rather dram atic di erences
between the scenarios at a given (m 1-,;tan ) location are the nom . In general,
statistics are such that thedi erent socenarios can be distinguished from one another
at a substantial kevel of signi cance just on the basis of these two ratios. Ratios
other than the two plotted ones can also provide good discrin nation. W e shall
ilustrate this forour standardm po = 349:7GeV;m . = 149:5G eV point discussed
In association with Tables, and 2, Fig.19 and Tab]e3

Tab]e'l,gjyesthe (m—;tan ) param etersrequired form,o = 3497GeV;m . =
1495G eV In each of the six GUT scenarios. In Tablk -4 the event rates for the
SUSY nalstates corresponding to the num erators of the ratios listed in Egs. (12)-
{14) and (18)-{0) are given forthese M ;,;tan ) values. W e will ©llow the sam e
notation I tem s of N gq. 4, as or Tabk 2. An exam lnation of Tabk 4 reveals
event rates in the individual channels that vary from a f&w events, i plying poor
statistics, to 50 or 60 events, for which statistical accuracy would be quite reason—
ablk.

Tablk 4: For the (m,;tan ) values required for mao = 3497 G&V;m e =
1495G &V, we tabulate the num bers of events predicted in each scenario in the

nal states corresponding to the num erators and denom hators of Egs. (12)-(1f)
and (18)-@0). These rates are those dotained orL, = 801 " at” s= 1Tev.
They Include allbranching fractions.

| |D | D' |Ns |[NS' [HS [HS' |

Ngs |148]204]643] 87 [ 77 [ 147
N &3 |295|204|156|195| 14 | 68
Ngs |537(433|798|302| 91 | 217
Ng3 |108| 98| 31| 30 |305] 372
Ngo |108|193| 18 | 34 | 56 | 221
Dap g | 972 |87.9| 864 | 377 | 761 | 124
Ngs |260|243|406|405| 134259
N g3 |260|262|406 | 435|134 259
Ngp |584(383|111| 52 | 572 67.9
D a3 g0 | 225 | 189 | 138 | 135 | 189 | 262

N ot surprisingly, the ratios of rates of the various SU SY channels can contribute
signi cantly to our ability to discrim inate between di erent GUT scenarios. To
illustrate, we ollow the sam e procedure as in Tablk 3. Takingm o = 349:7G eV
andm ., = 1495GeV, we assum e that the correct scenario isD  and com pute

the 2 by which the prediction for a given ratio in the other scenarios deviates

49



from theD prediction. Statistics are com puted on the basis of the expected D

rates, as given in Tabk 4. The resulting 2 valies are given in Tabk . Since
these ratios are not all statistically independent of one another, we do not sum
their  2’sto obtain an overall discrin fnation level. H owever, a rough indication
of the kvel at which any given scenario can be ruled out relative to the D is
obtained ifwe add the largest 2 from the neutralH iggs list and the largest from
the charged H iggs list. T he weakest discrin nation level follow ing this procedure

is 2 15 In the case of the D+Psoenarjo. N ote that this scenario is highly
unlkely on the basis of the earlier ; 2 value listed In Table 3. In Tabk 3,

the weakest discrin ination was that orthe HS scenarowith ;¢ 68.We

observe from Tablkd that theratio B H %;A°% ! D'IDj)D=B H %A% ! RIDID1i
has 2 928 ortheHS case, which would certainly rule i out.

1

Tablke 5: W e tabulate %, e Eq. (1), (relative to the D scenarid) for the
indicated ratios as a function of scenario, assum ing the measured m 40 and m ¢

values are 349:7G eV and 1495G &V, respectively. The SUSY channels have been
resolved Into nal states involving a restricted num ber of leptons and F£ts. Only
those ratios w ith substantial power for discrim inating between soenarios are tab—
ulated. The error used in calculating each % is the approxinate 1 error (as

de_ned in text) with which the given ratio R; could bem easured forL, = 80 b !
at” s= 1TeV assum ing thatthe D scenario is the correct one.

Ratio D DY | NS NSt | HS Hs*

B®H%A! pYDID=B @ %A% ! SUSY)3} 35| 193 | 34 14 0.6

BE%A! [ 0vP3D=B ®© %A ! sSUSY)} 04| 153 | 68 | 209 | 158
BH%A%! DPMDIN=B ® %A% ! RMDIDE 96 | 503 | 01 | 928 | 105

BHEY%A! DMPIN=B @ %A% ! [ 0MDiD1 58 | 419 | 0.03 | 484 | 245

14 | 1074 64 35 2.7
03| 3520 | 43 0 14
10| 562 | 752 34 05
21| 21.7 | 334 13 0
52| 930 | 5738 | 4.0 04

BH%GA! DMDID=B @ %A% ! D[ 13D
BH%GA! DMDID=B @ %A% ! I 13D3
BHET ! [ 1MpiD=B E* ! SUSY)
BE*Y! D[ 13D=B @E* ! SUSY)
BHEH" ! [ 1MPID=B E" ! DI 13j)

O OO O O O o o o

T he above illustrations dem onstrate that the ratios of rates for nd#idualSU SY
channels correlate strongly w ith the underlying physics ofthe di erent GUT sce-
narios (light vs. heavy skptons in particular) and add a powerfiil com ponent to
our ability to detemm ine the correct scenario.

5 Summ ary and C onclisions

In this paper, we have considered detecting and studying the heavy H iggs
bosons ofthem inin al supersym m etricm odelw hen pairproduced ne"e or *
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collisions. W e have shown that, In the SUSY GUT m odels studied, the target lum i-
nostties of . = 200 'andL = 1000 H 'at™ s= 1TeV and 4TeV , respectively,
willallow detection ofH °A° and H *H pairproduction throughout essentially all
of the m odel param eter space which is allowed by theoretical and kinem atic con-—
straints, despite the presence of SUSY decay modes ofthe H °;A%;H  ata signi -
cant level. The all-gt and high-m ultiplicity nalstates com ing from H;AC | Io;tt
and H* ! tH ! It are essentially background free and provide appropriate
and e cient signals with rates that are adequate even when SUSY decays are
present. In the all-gt channels, the Individual H iggsboson m asses, m o0, m zo and
my+, can be measured and the approxin ate degeneracy (m o My o my )
predicted by the M SSM can be chedked.

O nce the H iggs bosons are detected and their m asses detem ined, the relative
brandching fractions for the decay of a single H iggsboson can bem easured by tag—
gihg’ (ie.identifying) onememberoftheH °A° orH *H pairin an all-gt m ode,
and then looking at the ratios of the num bers of events In di erent event classes
on the opposing side. In this way, the relative branching ratios of Egs. @)-),
Eags. (6)-@8), Egs. {12)-{14), and Egs. (18)-f15) can be m easured w ith reasonable
accuracy whenever param eters are such that the nalstates in the num erator and
denom inator both have signi cant event ratc{. W e nd that the m easured H iggs
m asses and relative branching fractions, in com bination w ith direct m easurem ents
of the chargino and neutralino m asses, w ill overconstrain and very strongly lim it
the possible SUSY GUT m odels.

The speci ¢SUSY GUT m odels considered arem oderately conservative in that
they are characterized by universal boundary conditions. In all, we delneated ex—
pectations for six di erent m odels, requiring correct electrow eak symm etry break—
Ing via evolution from the GUT scalke tom ; . For each m odel, there are only two
param eters: m -, (the universal gaugino) mass; and tan (the usualHiggs eld
vacuum expectation value ratio). Each m odel is characterized by a de nite relation
ofthe universal soft-SU SY breaking scalarm ass, m o, and the universalm ixing pa-
ram eter, Ay, tom ;-,, aswellasby a choice for the sign of (the H iggs super eld
m ixing coe cient).

T he strategy for checking the consistency ofa given G U T hypothesis is straight-
rward. First, the measured A, neutralino and chargino m asses are, in alm ost
all cases, already su  cient to detem Ine them -, and tan values required in the
given GUT soenario with good precision. The valie oftan o obtained should
agree w ith that detem ined from chargino pair production rates. The H iggs sec—
tor branching fractions can then be predicted and becom e an in portant testing
ground for the consistency of the proposed GUT hypothesis as well as for testing
the M SSM two-doublet H iggs sector structure per se.

"W e cus on event rate ratios rather than the absolite rates in the m any di erent channels
since the possbly large system atic errors of the absolute rates w ill tend to cancel In the ratios.
In som e cases, absolute event rates are so di erent that they would also provide substantial
discrim Ination between di erent m odels, despite the possbly large system atic errors.
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W ithin the list of ratios of branching fractions given in Egs. 2)-@) and 6)-@®),
the averagell H %;A% | SUSY,theH*® ! SUSY andtheH" ! * branching
fractions typically x a relatively precise location In (m;—,;tan ) param eter soace.
T hese values can be com pared to those required by them 0 and m e, Massmea-
surem ents. Consistency within experin ental errors is typically only possble for
a am all st of closely related m odels. In the sam pl situation detailed in Section
4, where we assum ed that one of the six GUT m odels was correct and com puted
statistical errors on that basis, only one of the rem aining ve m odels could possi-
bly be confiised w ith the Input m odel after m easuring the above three branching
fractions relative to that for the nal state used for tagging. By subdividing the
SUSY signal into nal states with a de nite number of kptons and any number
of gts, and considering aswellthe H? ! h°h®, A% ! Zh®andH* ! W *h'
branching fractions, we found it possble to distinguish between these two choices
at a very substantial statistical level. T hus, a unigue m odel am ong the six rather
sim ilar m odels is singled out by com bining m easurem ents from the H iggs sector
w ith those from conventional SUSY pair production. In short, m easurem ents de—
riving from pair production of H iggs particles can have a great im pact upon our
ability to experin entally determm ine the correct SUSY GUT m odel.

T he above discussion has kft aside the fact that foruniversal soft-scalarm asses
the m easured value of the slepton m ass would determm ne the relative m agnitude of
my and m ;. O fthe two m odels m entioned just above, one has a lJarge m ¢g=m 1,
value and the other a mudch an aller value. They could be easily distinguished on
the basis of m i alone. However, if the soft-scalar skepton m ass is not the sam e as
the soft-scalar Higgs eld masses at the GUT scale, the branching fraction ratios
would give the best ndication of the relative size of the soft—scalar H iggsm ass as
com pared tom 15 .

M ore Inform ation regarding the slepton/sneutrino m ass scale and additional
ability to discrmm inate between m odels are both realized by subdividing the SU SY
decays of the H iggs bosons In a way that is sensitive to the relative branching
fractions for skepton/sneutrino vs. chargino/neutralino decays. Slkpton/sneutrino
channels essentially only produce leptons in the nalstate, whereas the &t com po—
nent is typically larger than the Jeptonic com ponent for chargino/neutralino decays
(other than the totally nvisble e e m ode). Thus, we areabke to de ne ndividual
SUSY channels, characterized by a certain num ber of lptons and/or gts, which
display a strong correlation w ith the slepton/sneutrino decay com ponent. W e  nd
that these Individual channels have su ciently lJarge event rates that the ratios of
the branching fractions for these channels can typically be determ ined w ith reason—
able statistical precision. For the earlierm entioned input m odel, we can com pute
the statistical level at which the other ve GUT scenarios would be ruled out us-
Ihg various of these ratios ofbranching fractions. E xcellent discrim nation between
m odels on this basis is found.

80 nly the average can be determ ined given that typically m a0 myo .
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In conclusion, our study show s that not only w ill detection of H iggs pair pro-—
ductionine'e or * collisions (@t planned lum inosities) be possbl form ost of
the kinem atically accessible portion of param eter space in a typical GUT m odel,
but also the detailed rates for and ratios of di erent neutral and charged H iggs
decay nal states will very strongly constrain the choice of G U T -scale boundary
conditions. In estin ating experin ental sensitivity for H iggs pair detection and for
m easuring H ggsm asses and branching fractions, we included substantialine cien—
cies and all relkevant branching fractions. A lthough we believe that our estin ates
are relatively conservative, it w illbe In portant to re-visit this analysis using a fi1ll
M onte C arlo detector sim ulation.
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