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Abstract

We perform a detailed study of the decays of the heavier top and bottom squarks
(ty and by) in the Minimal Supersymmetric Standard Model (MSSM). We show
that the decays into Higgs or gauge bosons, i.e. ty — t; + (h°, H?, A or Z9),
ty — 51,2 + (H* or W), and the analogous by decays, can be dominant in a wide
range of the model parameters due to the large Yukawa couplings and mixings of ¢
and b. Compared to the conventional decays into fermions, such as fo — t+ (XY or 3)
and ty — b+ )Zj, these bosonic decay modes can have significantly different decay
structures and distributions. This could have an important impact on the search
for 75 and by and the determination of the MSSM parameters at future colliders.
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The search for supersymmetric (SUSY) particles is one of the most important subjects
at present and future collider experiments. Future colliders, such as the Large Hadron
Collider (LHC), the upgraded Tevatron, ete™ linear colliders, and ptpu~ colliders will
extend the discovery potential for SUSY particles to the TeV mass range and allow for a
precise determination of the SUSY parameters.

Many phenomenological and experimental studies have been performed for squark (§)
search [l]. In most studies, production and decay of the squarks are studied assuming
that they decay into fermions, i. e. a quark plus a neutralino (x}), chargino ()Zj[), or
gluino (g):

G — 4" + (X X7 org) (1)
with 7,7 = 1,2 and k = 1,...,4. However, in the Minimal Supersymmetric Standard
Model (MSSM) [B] the heavier squarks of the 3rd generation (i.e. stops (f;) and sbottoms
(62)) can also decay into bosons, i. e. a lighter squark plus a gauge or Higgs boson [J, H:

>4 2°, by — b1 2°, )
fg—)biW+, bg—)fiW_,
and - -
t2 — tl (hO HO AO> [32 — by (hO’ Hov AO)’ (3)
fy— b HT, by = t; H™.

Here G, (g,) is the lighter (heavier) squark mass eigenstate. The t, decays into #; plus a
neutral boson in Eqgs. (f) and () are possible in case the difference between mz, and mg,
and/ or the t; -tz mixing are large enough to make the necessary mass splitting between
¢ and 5. The same holds for the decays by — by + (Z°, h°, H?, A).

In the present article we make a more general analysis than [B, f[]. We point out that
the ¢, decays into gauge or Higgs bosons of Eqgs. (f) and (B) can be dominant in a large
region of the MSSM parameter space due to large top and bottom Yukawa couplings and
large t and b mixing parameters. This dominance of the Higgs/gauge boson modes over
the conventional fermionic modes of Eq. () could have a crucial impact on searches for
{5 and l~)2 at future colliders.

First we summarize the MSSM parameters in our analysis. In the MSSM the squark
sector is specified by the squark mass matrix in the basis (¢;, ) with ¢ =¢ or b [B, [

m2  a,m
M; = < agm 7’;11% ' ) 4)
q''"q 4R
with
mi = M2~ +m% cos 26 (I, — ey sin? Oy ) + m? (5)
qL Z 3L q w q’
méR = M{U ) +m?% cos 283 e, sin® Oy +m (6)

(Ay — ptanB)my, (§=10).
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Here If is the third component of the weak isospin and e, the electric charge of the
quark q. Mgy p and Ay are soft SUSY-breaking parameters, u is the higgsino mass
parameter, and tan 8 = vy/v; with vy (vy) being the vacuum expectation value of the
Higgs HY (H3). From renormalization group equations we expect that Mg, My, and Mp
of the third generation are different from those of the first two generations and from each
other. Diagonalizing the matrix (f]) one gets the mass eigenstates ¢, = ¢, cos 0;+ G, sin 5,
Gy = —qy sin0; + g cos 6; with the masses mg,, mgz, (mg < mg,) and the mixing angle
0. As can be seen, sizable mixing effects can be expected in the stop sector due to the
large top quark mass. Likewise, b;y—br mixing may be important for large tan 5.

The properties of the charginos Xi (i = 1, 2; Mgt < mﬁ) and neutralinos 9 (k = 1,...,4;
mgo < ... < Mgo ) are determined by the parameters M, M’, u and tan 3, where M and M’
are the SU(2) and U(1) gaugino masses, respectively. Assuming gaugino mass unification
we take M’ = (5/3) tan® Oy M and my = (as(mg)/az)M with m; being the gluino mass.
The masses and couplings of the Higgs bosons h°, H°, A° and H¥, including leading
Yukawa corrections, are fixed by ma, tanpf, u, my, my, Mg, My, Mp, Ay, and Ay.
H° (h°) and A° are the heavier (lighter) CP-even and CP-odd neutral Higgs bosons,
respectively. For the Yukawa corrections to the A’ and H° masses and their mixing angle
a we use the formulae of Ref. [[]]. For H* we take m%. = m?% + mi,.

The widths of the squark decays into Higgs and gauge bosons are given by (i,7 = 1,2;
k=1..4) B
K. - 3

7 ~ ~(/ ’%i'
Ik (G)? TG = V) = T () (8)

~ ~(1)
I'(g;, — q;" H,) = =
(@ = & B =150 167 m3 m2,

Here H, = {h° H® A% H*} and V = {Z° W=}. The G;;;. denote the squark couplings
to Higgs bosons and ¢;;i those to gauge bosons. kx = m(mgi,mz(,),m?}() is the usual
j

kinematic factor, s(z,vy,2) = (2% + y? + 2% — 22y — 222 — 2y2)"/2. (Notice that I'(§, —
~](-/) H,) is proportional to x whereas I'(§; — qNJ(-/) V) is proportional to x3.) The complete
expressions for Gj; and ¢;;v, as well as the widths of the fermionic modes, are given in
B, B]. The leading terms of the squark couplings to Higgs and vector bosons are given in

Table 1. The Yukawa couplings h;; are given as
he = gmy/(V2mwsin ),  hy = gmy/(V2my cos ) . 9)

As can be seen, the ¢,G,Z° couplings take their maximum for full §; G mixing (6; — 7/4
or 3m/4) and vanish in case of no mixing. The reason is that the Z° couples only to cjz('jL
and QEQR. On the other hand, the W= couples only to the left components of the squarks.
In contrast to that, Higgs bosons couple mainly to ch—q]SQ combinations. These couplings
are proportional to the Yukawa couplings h;, and the parameters A;; and p, as can
be seen in Table 1. Notice here that the ¢;G,h° and G G, H° couplings have a factor
cos 20 (which decreases with increase of the ¢-mixing) while the §,¢,A" couplings do not
depend explicitly on the squark mixing angles. Hence the #,£,A° coupling (and the b; by A°
coupling for large tan ) can be especially strong in case A; (A;) and u are large. Notice
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t11,7° ~ g sin 26; b10,Z° ~ g sin26;

titah?  ~ hy (psina + A, cos ) cos 20; biboh®  ~ hy (jucosa + Aysin ) cos 20;
titoHO ~ hy (pcosa — Ay sin o) cos 20; bibo HO ~ hy (pusina — Ay cos a) cos 20;
t112A° ~ hy (usin 8+ A, cos B) b1y AY ~ hy (pucos B+ Ay sin 3)

fll:)lHi ~  hy(psin 5+ A; cos f) sin 6; cos 85 + hy, (pecos 5 + Ay sin ) cos 6 sin 6
fﬂpHi ~ —hy (usin B + A, cos 3) sin 0; sin 0; + hy, (@ cos 8 + Ay sin ) cos 0; cos 6
52131}[* ~  hy(psin B+ Ay cos B) cos 0; cos 0 — hy, (pcos 4+ Ay sin 3) sin 0; sin 6
tobg HE ~ —hy (usin 8+ A; cos 3) cos 0 sin 0 — Iy, (j1cos B + Ay sin 3) sin 07 cos 05
< cos Oz cost; — cosysin by )

ij

tib; W 9\ —sin 0; cos 6; sin 6 sin 0;

Table 1: Squark couplings to Higgs and vector bosons (leading terms).

also that the squark mixing angles themselves depend on A, p, and tan 8. Moreover,
d;—qp mixing enhances the splitting of the ¢ mass eigenvalues, which in turn can have an
important influence on the phase space of the ¢, decays.

We now turn to the numerical analysis of the 7 and by decay branching ratios. For this,
we calculate the widths of all possibly important 2-body decay modes (3-body decays [§]
are negligible in this study):

tNQ — tg, t)zg, b)z;_, 1?120, BZ’W+, t~1h0, t~1H0, 1?1140, EZ’H+,

2)2 — bg, b)zg, t)zj_, BlZO, fiW_, Blho, BlHO, 2)1140, {ZH_
We take m; = 175 GeV, m =5 GeV, m, = 91.2 GeV, sin? @y, = 0.23, My, = My cos Oy,
a(my) = 1/129, and ay(my) = 0.12 [with a,(Q) = 127/ ((33—2n;) In(Q*/A} ), ny being
the number of quark flavors]. In order not to vary many parameters we choose My =
9]\4~ = 9 Mp and Ay = Ay, = A for simplicity. Moreover, we fix M = 300 GeV (i.e.

mg = 820 GeV) and m4 = 150 GeV. Thus we have as free parameters Ms, u, tan 3, and
A. In the plots we impose the following conditions:

(i) m.+ > 100 GeV,

(i) mg > 70 GeV,

) m
)
(i) mz, 5, > mso.
(iv) mpuo > 80 GeV,
)

(v) Ap(t—b) < 0.0016 [g] using the formula of [IT], and



(vi) A7 <3(MZ+ M +m%{2) and Ap <3 (M3 + M} +mi;,) with
miy, = (mA + mZ) cos? 8 — m% and m¥, = (m% +m%)sin® B — L m%
(approximately necessary condltlons to avoid colour and electric charge breaking

global minimum [[[T])).

Conditions (i)~(iv), along With mg = 820 GeV, satisfy the experimental bounds on X7, Y,
£, b, and h° from LEP2 | J, [4] and Tevatron [[J]. Conditions (v) and (vi) constrain
the and b mixings 81gn1ﬁcantly

In Fig. fl we plot the contour lines for the branching ratios of the Higgs boson modes and
the gauge boson modes, i. e. BR(¢, — ¢""H) = X BR[§, — ¢, + (h°, H°, AO) G0+ H
and BR(g, — ¢"V) = ©BR[ ¢ — ¢ + Z°, ¢, + W*] with ¢ = ¢ or b, in the A
plane for M5 = 500 GeV and tan 3 = 3. We see that the f, and by decays into bosons
are dominant in a large region of the MSSM parameter space, in particular for large |u|
and/or |A|. Note here the dependence on the signs of A and u. We have obtained a
similar result for large tan 5.

In Fig. P we show the individual branching ratios of the f, and by decays into bosons as
a function of u for My = 500 GeV, A = 600 GeV, (a) tan = 3 and (b, c) tan 8 = 30.
(We plot only branching ratios larger than 1%.) In case of tanfs = 3 (Fig. 2a) the
bosonic decays of #, are dominant (BR > 50%) for 4 < — 400 GeV because (i) (A; —
wcot ) my, the off-diagonal element of the stop mass matrix, is large enough to induce
the necessary mixing and mass splitting for the stops, and (ii) for relatively large |u| the
decays into higgsino-like neutralinos ( )Zg, ,) and chargino (Y3) are kinematically suppressed
or forbidden. The branching ratio of the #; Z° mode has its maximum at ;= —600 GeV
where mz, = 332 GeV, m;, = 628 GeV, and 0; ~ 130°. For further decreasing p the decay
into t; A% quickly gains importance as the tltgAO coupling is ~ hy(0.3 Ay + 0.95 ). The
bW+ mode has a branching ratio of 10% to 16% for p < — 400 GeV because by ~ b
and my, =~ 500 GeV. For positive p the bosonic t, decays are kinematically suppressed
or even forbidden due to insufficient stop mass splitting. Similar arguments hold for the
by decays. Here only the decays into £, H~ and ;W™ are kinematically accessible, which
can be seen in Figs. 1c and 1d.

For tan 3 = 30 (Figs. 2b and 2c) there is a large mixing also in the sbottom sector (which is
proportional to ptan 8 while 6; ~ 128°, see Eq. ([])). Hence the #, and by decay branching
ratios show a much weaker dependence on the sign of p. For |u| 2 400 GeV the decays

into bosons clearly dominate. Notice the importance of the decays ty — by + (HT, W)
in Fig. 2b and by — b + (A% Z°) in Fig. 2c. This is mainly due to the large mixing (and
hence large mass splitting) in the sbottom sector. Notice also that, in general, when the
decays into Z° and A° are kinematically allowed, those into h° and H° are also possible.
The latter decays are, however, practically negligible in this example because they are
suppressed by a factor cos? 20;. (Here note that BR(ty — #,h°) and BR(ty, — #; H) can
be about ~ 10% for other values of the MSSM parameters; see e.g. Fig. 4.)



In Fig. f] we show the tan 3 dependence of the bosonic #; and by decay branching ratios
for M5 =500 GeV, A = 600 GeV, and p = —700 GeV. Here it can be seen explicitly how

the g, decays into the lighter sbottom by plus a gauge or Higgs boson become important
with increasing tan f3.

In Fig. § we show the Mg dependence of the branching ratios of the bosonic t, and

by decays for A = 400 GeV, i = —1000 GeV, and tan 3 = 3. In this case we hav~e
(mig,mﬂ, mg) = (150, 302, 820) GeV. We see that the bosonic modes dominate the #,

and by decays in a wide range of Mg. (Notice that the decay into a gluino is dominant
above its threshold.)

For large m, the decays into H°, A°, and H* are phase-space suppressed. However,
the remaining gauge boson modes can still be dominant. For My = 500 GeV, p = 1000
GeV, A = 1000 GeV, and tan 3 = 3 we have, for instance, (m;,, mg,, m; , m;,, Mg
mﬁ)) = (365, 610, 501, 558, 294, 148) GeV with BR(t; — ¢H) = (68, 58, 32, 1)%
and BR(t, — ¢V) = (18, 24, 39, 57)% for m4 = (110, 200, 240, > 250) GeV. As for the
dependence on the parameter M, our results do not change significantly for smaller values
of M, as long as decays into gluino are kinematically forbidden.

Let us now discuss the signatures of the £, and b, decays. Typical signals of the decays
into bosons (Eqs. (f) and (B)) and of those into fermions (Eq. ([)) are shown in Table 1
of Ref. [I§]. In principle, the final states of both types of decays can be identical. For
example, the final state of the decay chain (a) t, — #; + (h%, H°, A% or Z°) — (tx9) +
(bb) — (bgq'xX?) + (bb) has the same event topology as that of (b) fy — ¢ + X34, — ¢
+ ((h% HO A% or 2% + X0) — t + (0bX0) — (bq@) + (bbXY). Likewise (c) ty — by
+ (HT or WF) — (bx?) + (¢7') has the same event topology as (d) & — b+ X{, —
b+ ((HY or WT) + x9) — b+ (¢gq'x?). However, the decay structures and kinematics
of the two modes (a) and (b) ((c) and (d)) are quite different from each other, since
the X} (supposed to be the lightest supersymmetric particle (LSP) and hence a missing
particle in case of R-parity conservation) is emitted from ¢; and )28’374 (b2 and X7 o),
respectively. This could result in significantly different event distributions (e.g. missing
energy—momentum distribution) of the ¢, decays into gauge or Higgs bosons compared to
the decays into fermions. Hence the possible dominance of the former decay modes could
have an important impact on the search for ¢, and l~)2, and on the measurement of the
MSSM parameters. Therefore, the effects of the bosonic decays should be included in the
Monte Carlo studies of ¢, and by decays.

In conclusion, we have shown that the £, and by decays into Higgs or gauge bosons
(such as t, — #; + (h%, H?, A® or Z°) and t, — by 5 + (H* or W¥)) can be dominant in a
wide range of the MSSM parameter space due to large Yukawa couplings and mixings of
t and b. Compared to the conventional fermionic modes (such as f, — t + ({2 or §) and
ty = b+ )Z;r), these bosonic decay modes can have significantly different decay structures

and distributions. This could have an important impact on the searches for f, and by and



on the determination of the MSSM parameters at future colliders.
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Figure 1: Branching ratios (in %) of £ and by decays in the yA plane for A, = A, = A,

Mg

= 500 GeV, My = 444 GeV, Mp = 556 GeV, M = 300 GeV, my = 150 GeV, and

tan 8 = 3. (a) X BR[fy — t1+(h°, H?, A°), byo+H"], (b) L BR[ly — t,4+2°, byo+ W],
(c) BR[by — #; + H™], (d) BR[by — f; + W~]. In the dark grey areas the decays are
kinematically not allowed; the light grey areas are excluded by the conditions (i) to (vi)
given in the text.
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