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1 Introduction

Supersymm etric (SUSY ) extensions of the Standard M odel generically contain sev—
eral additional CP violating phases beyond the usual C abbiboK cbayashiM askawa
phase. E lucidating their m agnitude and structure is im portant if we are properly to
understand the originh of CP violation, or the closely related question of the origin of
the coan ic m atterantin atter asym m etry. In this paper we w ill be concemed w ih
new sources of CP violation in the H iggs sector of SUSY m odels.

D espite the Jarge num ber of new phases in them odelas a whole, it iswellknown
that in the m inin a1l SUSY extension of the standard m odel M SSM ) the tree level
H iggs potential contains just one com plex param eter, the tetm B H  H 4. Even this
phase can be ram oved by rede nitions of the Higgs elds. Then the vacuum expec—
tation values of the H iggs scalars w ill be real, w ith no m ixing between the physical
scalar and pssudoscalar H iggs  elds.

At one loop the situation is di erent. In Section 2 we will dem onstrate that
sizable H iggs sector CP violation can be induced at one-loop, even w ithin theM SSM ,
and especially so at large tan . One place where CP wviolating e ects can m anifest
them selves is In the couplings of the lightest neutralH iggs boson to Standard M odel
ferm ions. In fact, we will see that these are In principle accessble at a suggested
m uon collider operating on the H iggs resonance, at least In som e regions of the SU SY
param eter space. A lfematively, In variations of the M SSM w ih extended H iggs
sectors (such as the socalled NM SSM , de ned below ) the treeJdevel H iggs potential
contains irrem ovabl CP violating phases. Then substantial CP violation is possble
even for an all tan

The possblm agnitude of CP violation in the H iggs sector is severely constrained
by experin ental Iim its on electric djpole m om ents EDM s) of ferm ions. This is be-
cause the sam e diagram s that contribute to the CP violating H iggs couplings also
contrbute to the EDM s of ferm ions. A s we discuss In Section 3, current bounds
on the EDM do little to constrain our scenario, but w ithin the M SSM , bounds on
theeEDM are highly constraining given m Inim al theoretical prejadices. In Section 3
we therefore also discuss how observation of CP violation, or lJack thereof, In the
H iggskepton coupling ts Into the broader picture painted by avorchanging and
CP-violation constraints on SUSY extensions of the Standard M odel. W e em pha-
size that CP violation in the H iggs-ferm ion couplings is a way of discrim lnating the
M SSM from m ore elaborate extensions, such as the NM SSM . O ur conclusions are
summ arized In Section 4.

T hough m ost of our discussion is phrased in tem s of the coupling of the lightest
neutralH iggs, h?, to charged Jeptons, m uch ofouranalysis appliesm ore generally w ith
only slight alterationsto H iggsquark couplings. T here are also potentially interesting
e ects of CP violation in the heavy H iggs sector, which are under study.



2 CP Violation in the H iggs Sector

21 TheM SSM

Let us 1rst discuss the situation In the m inin al supersym em tric extension of the
standard m odel M SSM ).

In the absence of SUSY breaking, the charged lptons coupl to the Higgs eld
HQ,but not H?. A fler SUSY breaking, a coupling of the kptons to H ? is generated
at one loop, and In general it will not be real, due to phases in the soft-breaking
param eters and the tem . The resulting coupling of the ¥pton to the Higgs elds
is of the fom

L=ayYYHJ+Dby RH? + hx: (1)

By rede ning kpton eldswhik kesping the vacuum expectation values ofthe H iggs
elds real, wem ay choose a realbut must then allow b to be com plex. T he resulting
Jepton m ass tem is thent,

Lnass = _‘L @vg+ bvy) R + he
Re (@vy + bv,) ““+ in vy + bv,) Y °Y; @)

D E
wherev, 3= H S;d . In the Standard M odelw ith only one H iggs doublet, no physical

CP violation can arise from the H iggs coupling, because the sam e rotations that m ake
the Jpton m asses real also m ake their couplings to the neutral H iggs particlke real
But in this two-doublt extension the fermm ion m asses do not correspond directly to
the couplings to the physical H iggs states. Speci cally, we can w rite

0 1 0 . 0
Re Hj = p—z ows h"+ sn H
0 1 . 0 0
Re Hy = p—é sin h”+ cos H 3)

wherem,o < mgo.

Here, for the sake of sim plicity, we have m ade the good approxin ation of om iting
additional \pssudoscalar" com ponents on the right hand side. In principle one loop
contrbutions to the H ggse  ective potential can spontaneously break CP 1], and/or
com m unicate explicit CP ~violation in the soft m assesand -tem to the H iggs sector.
In either cass, a an allphase in the H iggs vacuum expectation values is nduced which
leads to scalarpseudoscalar m ixing, but thise ect is < 1%, too snallto a ect our
conclusions. A relative phase between MH 1 and HH 4i arises In the M SSM when a
H iggs quartic coupling term H . H 4)? is induced, but sihce supersym m etry is broken

In general, because of SU (2); breaking, one should w rite one set of term s for the lepton m ass
generation and another set for their Yukawa couplings to the H iggses. H ow ever, if the electrow eak
symm etry-breaking e ects are anall (m ; snaller than M sygsy ), both the m ass term and the H iggs
coupling w ill to a good approxin ation arise from the term s in Eq. @:) .



softly, such quartic tem s arise from  nite box graphs, which lad to a very snall
coe clent.

Since the transform ations that elin Inate phases in the Jepton and quark m asses do
not elin inate phases from their couplings to h® and H °, there is a residual violation
of CP. Tn order to extract the CP violating portion of the h®*" coupling, we must
look for som e m ism atch between its phase and the phase of the ‘' m ass I
is convenient to write the H iggs coupling and m ass tem s in the fom s (1= E)j
ash + boos h %7 Yand vy + bv, 3t Y respectively, where

Im ( asin + bcos )

tan’ = , @)
Re( asn + bcos )

In @cos + bsn )
tan :

©)

Re @oos + bsin )'

W hen them asstem ism ade realthrough a chiralrotation ofthe - eld, the coupling
to the Iight H iggs becom es

1

L~ = p—éj asin + boos jh%% ) T ©6)
T he observable CP violating phase isthen ’ . kisclearthatinthelm it ! 3
or equivalently cot ! tan , the phase ’ disappears (recall tan G=Vy) .

This is the weltknown H iggs decoupling lim it of the M SSM 1n which the second
doublet becom es much heavier than the weak scale M » my) so that the low-—
energy H iggs sector closely approxin ates that of the SM . The H iggs m ixing anglke
aligns itself with that of the ferm ion m ass temm s so that the ferm ons e ectively
couple to only one scalar H iggs  eld, allow Ing all phases to be rem oved.

W e are interested In the CP violation In the H iggs sector arising from the one
loop Induced param eter b. R epresentatives of the two basic classes of diagram s that
contribute to the “'H ? am plitudes are shown in Fig.7. These are in the sam e class of
diagram s whose realparts have been studied both in certain ferm ion m ass generation
scenarios ] and have been found to signi cantly shift the bquark mass at large
tan E:?:]; herewewillcon ne ourselves to the Jeptonic sector of the theory and study
the in aginary partsofthe diagram s. W ew illonly work to leading order in the slepton,
neutralino and chargiho m ixing, which isto say m , ;M o;m ., and in the Iim it of
tan 1. In these Ilim its, all of the contributing diagram s are linearly dependent on

=oos ,though fordi erent reasons. (Contrbutionsproportionalto soft trilinearA —
termm s do not receive this 1I=cos enhancem ent and thus their contributions to H iggs
sector CP violation are unobservably an all In generic scenarios.) This is also the
approxin ation in which oure ective Lagrangian is adequately described by Eq. '(1);
that is, we ignore term s In L with mulile insertions ofHSi’dH ua Suppressed by
the SU SY -breaking scale. This approxin ation is su cient for our purposes since in
the region where the CP violating H iggs couplings of the M SSM are signi cant, the
corrections due to exact diagonalization of the variousm ass m atrices are sn all.
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Figure 1: Representative diagram s which contribute to the L RH 8 + hw: coupling.

T he contrbution to the Yukawa coupling from diagram 7 (a) contains a factor of
=cos oom Ing from the keftright m xing of the skeptonsh:

. 31
h=%ﬂ‘MﬁMﬁﬁmi 7)

w here y. is the Jepton Yukawa coupling, M ; isthe U (1) gaugiho (ie.,bino) m assand

#
1 xhx In 1
f mf;mg;mg Yy

— 8
m3; 1 x 1 yx vy ®)
with x=m?=m? and y= m3=m3.D jagram 1, (b) picksup a 1=cos from the Yukawa
coupling ofthe externalm uon to the H'y higgsiho and a  from them xing ofthe H4
w ith H, on the intemal lne:
h i

A2‘=8—2y‘ M, f 2;m%;Mz2 + 2f 2;m%;Mz2 )
where M , is the SU (2) gaugiho (ie., wino) mass. The contrbutions from both the
charged and neutralgaugino/higgsino loops are ncluded In A 2 . Finally, there are also
contrbutions analogous to those ofdiagram :1' () but including only the (heutral) bino
states In the loops. They contribute to the am plitude

A= 31 th 2. 2. 2 2f 2,2,2i_

3 Yy 1 s/ ~IM 1 /m 'vclM 1 . (10)
Note that the function M ,f ( ?;m?;M 2) mEq. ) (@nd sim {arly in Eq. {1Q)) has
amaxinum value of1. In contrast, the function M fM™ #;m?%;m?%) ofEq. () has
amaxinum valie of =M ; which can be signi cantly lJarger than 1.

The param eter b in the e ective Lagrangian is then sinply the sum of the A/’s.

Num erically, btan j a (shoe b is Joop-suppressed) so that we can approxin ate

) , , Im ()
cp tan ( ) 2 (ot + tan ) (11)
P - 2 . 2
, 2Bn( A)minmjy;my;) 12)
e mi +mg
YIn order to set our sign convention or ,wetakeW = ®H HS HJIH?).



where [, willbe used henceforth to param eterize the am ount of CP violation in
the H iggsJdepton couplings. To get this last equation, we have used the wellknown
relation @] ofthe M SSM , sh2 ' M2+ m2)=Mm2 mjsh2 fr large tan
Note that Eq. (12) dem onstrates explicitly the suppression ofthe CP violation in the
H iggs decoupling (largem , ) lim it.

For the case oftheM SSM , Iower tan m eans proportionally snaller (. . T here-
forewew ill restrict our attention to the argetan regine, mwhich ., ismaxin ized,
when discussing the M SSM . O £ course, even if the underlying CP violating phase
arg() isO (1), thee ectsin the H iggslepton couplings w ill always be suppressed by
a Joop factor. Thus even at tan 50 one does not expect m ore than a 10% e ect
in the H iggs couplings, ie., ., < 0.

O n the other hand, for the down-type quarks in theM SSM , the one-loop Induced
CP violation In the H iggsquark couplings can be substantially bigger (oforder 100% )
ow ing to the tan -enhanced contribution from the gluino.

In Figure'2 we have shown a contour plot of the value of ., ortan = 50 and
arg( )= =4, wih jjalong the x-axis. For sin plicity we param eterize the m asses
of the gauginos along the y-axis using the usual supergravity-type param eter, M 15,
where gaugho m assuni cation isassumed, ie,M;= M 1= . W e also assum e
scalarm ass uni cation, de ning a \comm on" scalar m ass My; however this last as-
sum ption isonly ussd tode nem? = M+ 05M 7, andm?2 = M §+ 0:415M 7, which
are the omuls which Hlow from a renom a]izatjon—groug analysis in supergraviy
models. For this gure we m ake the further illustrative choice that Mg = 2M 1.,
though the qualitative features of the gures are ndependent of this, or any other,
sinpli cation. Both jjand M, are allowed to vary from 50G &V to 10TeV loga—

N ote that the biggest e ects occur when the SUSY m asses are Jarge com pared to
the weak scale, w ith both H iggs doublets ram aining light. T his is not necessarily an
unnatural scenario. Indeed, w ithin supergravity-m ediated m odels of SU SY breaking,
one expects the H iggs potential at large tan to be extremely at. In this case the
second derivative along the in aginary direction (ie., m ) willbe sn all, ensuring light
H iggs doublets.

22 TheNM SSM

T he next-to-m nin al supersym m etric standard m odel (NM SSM ) is the sin plest ex—
tension oftheM SSM .In thism odel, the H 4H , temm is replaced by the superpotential
Interaction W = NH 4H,+ N °,whereN isa gauge singkt [5]. This has the ad-
vantage that the explicitly din ensionfiil param eter of the M SSM is replaced by
N i, with dinensionless. Forourpresent purposes, them ost In portant di erence
from theM SSM isthat now there is an irrem ovable phase in the H iggs sector, which
can generate large CP violation even if all the soft supersym m etry breaking param e-
ters are approxin ately real. E xplicitly, the H iggs potentialnow has three termm sw ih
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Figure 2: Plot of ., In theM SSM as a function of j jand the gaugino m ass param eter
M 1, both varying on a log scale from 50G&V to 10TeV. W e have chosen tan = 50,
arg( ) = =4 and the smuon soft mass parameter M ¢ = 2M ;—,. The shaded regions
correspond to ., > 10%,5%,25%,1%, 05%,025% , and 0125% going from darkest to
lightest.

non-trivial phase structure: V kH,HgN 2+ A H  H4N + AkN >+ hxc:Even
ifthe soft tetm s A and A k are real, the phase of k cannot be ram oved. This
generally leads to com plex vev’s orH ,, H4 and N [§]. T he physical H iggs particles
w il then be adm ixtures of scalars and pssudoscalars.

Thus in theNM SSM there are, already at treeJlevel, CP -violating couplings ofthe
m ass eigenstate H iggs particles to fermm ions. This follow s sin ply from

L = a_‘L‘RHS+ h:C:

a TR0 (N N 540
P—E O;1'h 10,1 h™ ; 13)

where O ;5 is the m atrix diagonalizing the H iggs sector m ass eigenstates In the basis
ReH;mm H;ReH ;0" = 0 0% 9T . We can again de ne [, for the NM SSM
(or any larger extension ofthe M SSM ) as the am ount of CP violation present In the
H iggsJdepton couplings: . Q1=011,assuming ., 1. (The above argum ents
follow equally well for H iggs couplings to quarks in the NM SSM .)

Now , however, In contrast to theM SSM , p hasno strong dependence on tan ,
and no loop suppression, so that there can be large CP «violating e ects over a w ide
range of tan



2.3 Collider Searches

In order tom easure directly the am ount of CP violation in the H iggs—Jepton couplings,
one w illundoubtedly require a very Jarge num ber ofwelktagged H iggsbosons. To our
know ledge, them ost prom ising schem e forproducing such a lJarge sam pl isto operate
amuon collider on the H iggs resonancei. T here are In principle several C P +violating
ocbservables which are accessble In a muon facility 1. The most straightforward
analysis is for the left—+right polarization production asymm etry:

.1 n! o el h ! o
A = (i L _) (1-3 R _) LL RR (14)
(7 1" RO )+ (7 g ! hO! ko 1z T &R
which is zero In the absence of CP violation. It is sin ple to show that
4 P
r —CE . 15
1+ P2 4>)

forbeam polarizationsP , assum ing the sam e polarization forboth beam sand .,

1. This is to be com pared to a background from * ' (;Z)! Wb whith hasa
cross—section ofthe sam e order as that ofthe H iggsm ediated process, but sugpressed
by I P?). A sinple estin ate can be m ade of the integrated lum inosity, L, that
w illbe necessary in order tom ake a 3 djso%very ofnon-zero A (w ithout considering
losses due to acoeptances and e ciencies): L= (3=A)*( s+ )= 2 where s, is
the signal (packground) cross-section 11 + xR -

In Fig.3 we plot the lum lnosity needed for a 3 measurem ent of non-zero A
in one year (10’s) against our CPviolating parameter ... (The gure assumes
myo = 100G &V, butvaryingm o changesthe gure little.) Theplotted lines represent
the Ilin it or di erent beam polarizations: from top to bottom , P = 02;0:5;0:8 and
10. For current collider design parameters of L = 5 10°an 2s! and \natural"
beam polarization @ = 02 @]),one sees from the gurethat ., > 8% isaccessble.
To probe down to ., = 2% would require a 16-©ld increase In the lum nosity or
beam polarizations better than 75% .

A swe willdiscuss in the next section, m eausurem ents of the electron EDM , com —
bined with well m otivated assum ptions about the skpton m ass soectrum , constrain
the CP viclation in the muon ocoupling to be very snall wihin the M SSM , usually
< 1% . However, the constraints on the coupling are m uch weaker. So ifthe M SSM
m odel is correct a m ore theoretically prom ising, though experim entally dem anding,
window forview ng CP violation In the H iggs-lepton couplings is in the nalstate
polarization asymmetry from h® ! * . (SeeRef. B] ora related discussion.)

W ihin the NM SSM (or other extensions oftheM SSM H iggs sector), m uch larger
CPwiolhting e ects are possbl in the Higgsdkpton couplings. Though the con-
straints on the m ass spectrum and CP -violating phases arising from the eEDM and

EDM, wviewed iIn the follow ng section, are essentially identical to those in the

“For a related discussion on CP violation in two photon coupling of the H iggs, see Ref. Ej].
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Figure 3: Lum Inosity needed for a 3 m easuram ent of CP violation In the polarized pro—
duction asymm etry E;R LR ' h° ! o one year, as a function of the am ount of CP
violation in the H iggsmuon coupling ( ;). The Hur lines correspond (in descending order)
to beam polarizationsP = 02,05, 08 and 1.0.

M SSM , the e ective am ount of CP violation in the H iggsdepton couplings, .p, is

much larger for two reasons. First, C‘P in the NM SSM is unsuppressed by loop fac-
tors. Second, we can have a signi cante ecteven foran alltan . In the next section,
we w ill see that these properties pem i m uch larger values of C‘P 10% to 100% in
the NM SSM . Conservative m uon collider design param eters are already su  cient to

see such large CP violation.

3 E lectric and m agnetic dipole m om ents

T he fuindam ental CP violating phase of the -temm which is responsibl for the exis-
tence of a CP wviolating H iggs-ferm ion coupling also contributes to the electric dipolk
mom ents EDM s) of the electron, muon and neutron. In fact, the diagram s ofFJ'g.-j:
contribute directly to the EDM of an electron or muon when the extemal H iggs is
replaced by its vacuum expectation valuie and a photon is attached to any charged
line. Because the experin ental constraints on the muon and electron couplings are
0 di erent, we will consider them each In tum.

W hen ‘= e in Figured, a non—zero eEDM is generated. Current experin en—
tal constraints on the eEDM are extrem ely strong. Speci cally, d = (18 16)
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Figure 4: EDM constraints for @) tan = 50 and () tan = 2, as a function of j jand
the gaugino m ass param eter, M ;_,, both varying on a log scale from 50G eV to 10TeV . For
Mustrative purposes, the soft scalarm ass param eter is taken to satisfy M g = 2M (-, . Solid,
lIong-dashed, and shortdashed curves correspond to arg( ) = =4, 0.1, 001 respectively.
R egions below the curves are excluded by the current eEDM bound.

10?7 ean [Id]. The e ect of this constraint on the SUSY param eter space is as-
tonishing. Th Figure 4 (@) we have shown the region of { M -, param eter space
excluded @ 90% C L. fortan = 50by theeEDM bound, follow ing the calculation
ofRef. I1F. Di erent contours correspond to di ering sizes ofarg( ): =4, 0.1, and
001. Again, gaugino m ass uni cation isassumed, M; = M 1= unir, and the soft
selectron m ass param eter is taken to satisfy M = 2M ;,. Figure 4 b) shows the
excluded regions fortan = 2.

Phnnly forO (1) phasssand tan = 50, them assesofthe SUSY particlesmust be
0 heavy as to approach being unnatural. The end resul, In any cass, is that one ex—
pects very little cbservable CP violation in the coupling ofthe H iggs to electrons. © £
course, sin ply cbserving the CP -conserving H Iggselectron coupling is so challenging
that this is probably a m oot point.)

For ‘= , the situation is not as clear. Current experin ental bounds on the

EDM,d = 37 34 10° ean [lZ], are not particularly constraining. Taken

alone, the current bound on the EDM does little to lin it the SUSY param eter space
or the size of ., predicted In the M SSM . Slightly m ore constraining is the muon
m agnetic djpole m om ent w hich is already m easured to an accuracy of approxin ately
10 ® [12]. It isweltknown thatg 2 of themuon already exclides the M SSM w ith
very large tan and very light skptons: for universalm asses and tan = 50, the
skeptons must lie above 250G eV at 90% C L. [13]. In fact, i is the realpart of the

*In our evaluation of the Hoop contributions to the ‘EDM s we have num erically diagonalized
the 11l com plex neutralino and slkepton m ass m atrices. N o m ass-insertion approxin ation has been
perform ed.



diagram s of F ig. "], that give such Jarge controutionsto g 2.

There areplansto in prove both the EDM m easuram ent aswellasthatof (g 2)
in the near fiture {[4]. O ver the next few years, direct lim its on the EDM should
dram atically in prove, reaching a lin it near 10 2°> ean . Scaled by the appropriate
m=m , this lin i approaches wihin a factor of 10 that already obtained for the
electron. Ifa nonzero EDM were to be m easured, this would strongly bolster the
case for observable CP violation in the direct H iggs-m uon coupling. C onversely, non—
observation would produce a strong bound, essentially equivalent to thearg( )= 01
eEDM bound shown in Figure4 (a), m aking it unlkely that C P <iolation in theM SSM
H iggsm uon coupling could be observed.

W e should take a mom ent to comm ent on the heavy m ass lim i. Fjgure:?!(a)
clearly show s that EDM constraints do/w ill require either very am all phases or very
heavy soartickes. In the case of an all phases, (;P is sin ilarly am all. H owever, heavy
m asses do not necessarily m ply sn all (;P , Which isto say that this isan exam plk ofa
SUSY non-decoupling e ect. It iseasy to understand why we donot nd decoupling.
In particular, if one takes m , large along wih the SUSY masses, kaving only a
one H iggs doublt Standard M odel at low energies, then thess e ects do decouple by
virtue ofthe fact that in a one H iggsdoublet m odelallCP violation can be elin nated
through eld rede nitions. The sam e is not true in a two H iggs doublt version of
the Standard M odel, which iswhat one has for light m , . Now when the SUSY states
are integrated out, they generate CP -violating h® " tem s in the Lagrangian of the
two doublet m odel. Because this H iggs coupling ism arginal (renom alizable), those
couplings are only logarithm ically sensitive to the SUSY scale. This is in contrast to
theEDM operator, * SF ,which is irrelevant (hon-renom alizabk) and therefore

ow s quickly to zero in the nfrared as 1sMgy gy -

D o such large SUSY m assesm ake sense? Perhaps. Them ain \esthetic" or \natu-
rality" constraint on supersym m etric partnerm asses is that they not induce too large
a correction to the H iggs (m ass)? param eter through diagram s which grow quadrati-
cally w ith the m ass of the superpartner. T he one-loop contriutions of the selectrons
and smuons to the H iggs (m ass)? param eter are proportional to their relatively sm all
Yukawa oouplings, allow ing one to satisfy the naturality constraint with m asses as
large as 1000 TeV . By way of contrast, the third generation squarks and sleptons as
well as the gauginos, because of their O (1) couplings to the H iggs, m ust have m asses

< 1TeV . However, there are two—loop contrbutions involing the light generation

sferm Jons not proportional to their am all Yukawa couplings, and naturality {13] and

vacuum stability fl6] require that these sferm jon m assesbe below about (5 20) TeV .
Thus it is not inm ediately clear whether one should consider snuon m asses such as
those dem anded by Figure 4 @) to be unnatural or not. (N ote that if the gaugiho

massesare < 1TeV ,but 1lst and 2nd generation scalarshavem asses in the 5 10T&vV

range, then ., in the M SSM is suppressed by a factor of (m ,=m .) 1=10; see
Egs. (1) { @0).)

However, aswe now explain, under som e reasonable assum ptions conceming the
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SUSY spectrum , the constraint on the eEDM can be used to constrain the EDM
already. This is because the phase that enters the kptonic coupling via arg( ) is
universal { all skptons receive exactly the sam e phase. There can be non-universal
phases com Ing from the trilnear A -temm s, but they are not enhanced at large tan ,
and unless one assum es som e kind of cancellation, the size ofthe CP wviolating phases
of the various skptons are correlated. Furthem ore, if the snuon and selctron are
approxin ately degenerate, then the constraint on theeEDM transltes directly into a
constraint on the m uon-H iggs coupling. It in plies for one thing thatd < 10 ?* eanm,
which m eansthat the BN L E 821 experin ent {14] looking fora non-zero EDM should
obtain a null result. It also means that the current limn it on the eEDM already
constrains the CP violtion in the M SSM H iggsm uon coupling to be uncbservable
at a H iggs factory, even w ithout any in provem ent in the EDM m easuraem ent.

W hy should we assum e that the snuons and sleptons w ill be degenerate? Non-—
degenerate skptonsgenerically kead to large avor-changing neutralcurrents FCNC's),
geci cally ! e .Very heavy skptons could also acoount forthe Jack of FCNC’s in
Jeptonic processes, but if the sleptons are non-degenerate then it is naturalto expect
the sam e for the squarks, and there the constraints are m uch stronger. In particular,
in the presence of generic CP -iolating phases, d-squark m asses would have to exceed
approxin ately 5000 TeV {17] in order to agree w ith the m easured CP violation in the
kaon system , speci cally x / 2 10° . This is far above any possble de nition ofa
natural squark m ass and we do not consider this possibility fiirther. There is also the
possbility that the new contributionsto g could be elin nated through alignm ent of
the quark/squark m ass m atrices {1§], but to our know ledge no very attractive m odel
hasbeen built along these Iines. Thuswe are left w ith degeneracy in the squark sector
asby farthem ost attractive solution to the dualproblem sof FCNC’sand i ,and by
extension degeneracy becom es the m ost attractive scenario for the skptons aswell.

T he preceding discussion of degeneracy really only applies to the st two gener—
ations of sparticles. T he third generation, thanks to its an all quark m ixingsw ith the
other generations, has suppressed contributions to FCNC'’s and x . It would not be
di cul to in agine, for exam ple, that the rst two generations of skeptons are degen—
erate and heavy, whik the third ismuch lighter. In that case the constraint from the
eEDM would not lin it CP violation in the sectorand sothedecay h® ! * m ay
be a Ikely place to cbserve violation of CP. (Ifm . = m ., then the eEDM oconstraint
does apply, leaving little room for CP violation in the H iggs— ooupling.)

T he situation forthe NM SSM and other extensions is slightly di erent. First, we
em phasize that the EDM constraints on the (treedevel) phase are essentially identical

(for a given SUSY spectrum ) to the constraint on the size of CP ~violating phases in
the M SSM . Indeed, after suitable eld rede nitions, this phase of the NM SSM can
be moved into a phase of the e ective -temn, N i. Consequently, precisely the
sam e diagram s contrbute to the EDM s in the NM SSM as in the M SSM . The only
di erence, a m lnor one, is that the neutralino m ass m atrix is now a 5 5 m atrix;
In the Iim it of xed W iand kN i v, the contribbutions involring the N
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com ponent of the neutralino to the EDM are suppressed, and one recovers exactly
the structure arising in the M SSM .

N evertheless, as we discussed in Sections 2323, there are two in portant di er—
ences between the M SSM and NM SSM . First, ln the NM SSM the CP violation in
the H iggsJdepton couplings is neither enhanced nor din nished by tan since it isa
treedevel e ect. T herefore one does not require very large values oftan in orderto
cbtain observable violations of CP . From the point of view ofthe EDM oonstraints,
however, i is advantageous to have smnalltan . This is clear when com paring F ig—
ures:-4 (@) and (). Forthe sam e phase, them assboundsattan = 2 are roughly four
tin esweaker than thoss at tan = 50. Thus the constraint com Ing from naturalness
(ie., dem anding light scalarm asses) is less restricting at sm alltan , allow Ing In tum
larger underlying phases and thus larger c»p .

A seoond di erence is that In the NM SSM CP violating couplings of the H iggs
particles to fermm ions occur at treeevel. Thus there are no loop suppressions w hich
suppress ¢p wih resgpect to the EDM .

The nale ectofthesedi erencesisthat forscalarm assesin therangelto3TeV,
the underlying CP «violating phases in the NM SSM can be O (1) and thus C‘P 0 @)
aswell. Even for skptons in the 500G €V m ass range, it is quite natural to expect

éP 10% , which can easily be probed in a single year at a m uon collider of current
conservative design param eters (see Figure 3). This is contrasted with the much
an aller value ( C‘P 1% ) expected In the M SSM . Indeed, one can take advantage of
thisdi erence and use a combination of EDM and CP -violating m uon-H iggs coupling
m easuram ents to discrin nate between the M SSM and is extensions.

4 Conclusions

In this paper we have shown that at 1-Jloop a potentially large CP <violating coupling
ofthe Higgs to SM fem ions is lnduced in the M SSM . T he CP ~iolating coupling to
muons, .p,couldbeaccessed cleanly through the polarization-dependent production
asymm etry at a m uon collider operating on the H iggs resonance. H owever, by In pos—
Ing reasonable theoretical expectations, the m otivations for which were discussed In
Section 3, together w ith the current bounds on the eEDM , we found stringent con-
straints on the size of ., In theM SSM .W e argued that the CP -violating coupling of
third generation femm ions to the H iggs could be substantial nevertheless. In sin ple,
natural extensions of the M SSM , such as the NM SSM , CP <iolating couplings of h®
to SM fem ions occur at tree level, and large CP violation is plausble for the H iggs
couplings of all three generations of SM fem ions, even after m posing the eEDM
constraints. In particular, CP violating signals at a muon collider of O (100% ) are
not ruled out.
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