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A bstract

W eanalyzetheim pactoftherecentFeynm an-diagram m atic(FD)two-loop results

forthe m assofthe lightestCP-even Higgsboson in the M SSM on the theoretical

upperbound form h asa function oftan�.Theresultsarecom pared with previous

results obtained by renorm alization group (RG ) m ethods. The incorporation of

dom inantFD two-loopcorrectionsintothedecaywidth �(h ! f �f)isalsodiscussed.

1. Introduction

The lightest CP-even Higgs boson in the M inim al

Supersym m etric Standard M odel (M SSM ) is of

particularinterest,sinceitisbounded to belighter

than the Z boson at the tree level. The one-loop

results[1{3]foritsm ass,m h,havein thelastyears

been extended by the leading two-loop corrections,

perform ed in the renorm alization group (RG )

approach [4],in thee�ective potentialapproach [5]

and m ost recently in the Feynm an-diagram m atic

(FD) approach [6]. These calculations predict an

upperbound on m h ofaboutm h
<
� 135 G eV.

A preciseprediction forthem assofthelightest

CP-even Higgsboson aswellasforthecrosssections

ofitsproduction and decay processesisim portant

forthe Higgs-boson search atLEP2,the upgraded

Tevatron and the LHC. If the lightest CP-even

Higgsboson willbefound atthepresentorthenext

generation ofcolliders,itsm asswillbe determ ined

with a high precision,allowing thusa sensitivetest

ofthe m odel.

The dom inantradiativecorrectionsto m h arise

from the top and scalar top sector ofthe M SSM ,

with theinputparam etersm t,M SU SY and X t.For

sim plicity, the soft SUSY breaking param eters in

thediagonalentriesofthescalartop m ixing m atrix

are often assum ed to be equal,M SU SY = M ~tL
=

M ~tR
. The o�-diagonalentry ofthe m ixing m atrix

in our conventions (see Ref.[6]) reads m tX t =

m t(A t� �cot�).

Up to now m ost phenom enological analyses

have been based on the results obtained within

the RG approach [4], where the neutralCP-even

Higgs-bosonm assesarecalculated from thee�ective

couplings in the Higgs potential. The results

contain theleadinglogarithm iccontributionsatthe

two-loop level.

In the FD approach, on the other hand, the

m asses ofthe CP-even Higgs bosons are obtained

by evaluating loop corrections to the h, H and

hH -m ixing propagators and by determ ining the

poles ofthe corresponding propagator m atrix. In

Ref.[6]thedom inanttwo-loop contributionsto the

m asses of the CP-even Higgs bosons of O (��s)

havebeen evaluated in theon-shellrenorm alization

schem e. They have been com bined with the

com plete one-loop on-shellresult [3]and the sub-

dom inanttwo-loopcorrectionsofO (G 2
�m

6
t)[4].The

corresponding results have been im plem ented into

the Fortran codeFeynHiggs[7].

In Ref.[8]thedom inantcontributionshavebeen

extracted from the full FD result. Taking into

account the fact that the FD and the RG result

havebeen obtained within di�erentrenorm alization

schem esand transform ing the FD resultofRef.[8]

into the M S schem e, it has been shown that the

RG and the FD approach agree in the leading

logarithm icterm satthetwo-loop level[9].TheFD

result,however,contains further genuine two-loop

term sofnon-logarithm icnaturethatgobeyond the

RG result. These genuine two-loop term s lead to

an increase ofthe m axim alvalue ofm h com pared

to the RG resultofup to 5 G eV [9,10].
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2. Im plications for tan� exclusion lim its

By com bining the theoreticalresult for the upper

bound on m h as a function oftan� in the M SSM

with the inform ations from the direct search for

the lightest Higgs boson, it is possible to derive

constraints on tan�. Since the predicted value of

m h depends sensitively on the precise num erical

valueofm t,ithasbecom ecustom ary to discussthe

constraintson tan� within aso-called\benchm ark"

scenario, in which m t is kept �xed at the value

m t = 175 G eV and in which furtherm ore a large

value ofM SU SY ischosen,M SU SY = 1 TeV,giving

riseto largevaluesofm h(tan�).

In Ref.[11]it has recently been analyzed how

thevalueschosen fortheotherSUSY param etersin

thebenchm arkscenario(seeRef.[12]and references

therein)should be m odi�ed in orderto obtain the

m axim al values of m h(tan�) for given m t and

M SU SY . The m axim alvaluesform h asa function

oftan� within this scenario (m m ax
h

scenario) are

higherbyabout5G eV than in theusualbenchm ark

scenario. The constraints on tan� derived within

the m m ax
h scenario arethusm oreconservativethan

theonesbased on thepreviousbenchm ark scenario.

Them m ax
h

scenario isde�ned as[11,13]

m t = m
exp

t (= 174:3 G eV);M SU SY = 1 TeV

� = � 200 G eV;M 2 = 200 G eV;M A � 1000 G eV

X t = 2M SU SY (FD calculation)

X t =
p
6M SU SY (RG calculation)

m ~g = 0:8M SU SY (FD calculation), (1)

where the param eters are chosen such that the

chargino m assesare beyond the reach ofLEP2.In

eq.(1)� istheHiggsm ixingparam eter,M 2 denotes

the soft SUSY breaking param eter in the gaugino

sector,and M A isthe CP-odd Higgs-boson m ass.

Di�erentvaluesofX t arespeci�ed in eq.(1)for

theresultsoftheFD and theRG calculation,since

within the two approachesthe m axim alvalues for

m h are obtained for di�erent values ofX t. This

fact is partly due to the di�erent renorm alization

schem es used in the two approaches, i.e. the

param eter X t in the M S schem e is shifted with

respect to the corresponding param eter in the on-

shellschem e [9,10]. In FeynHiggsthe gluino m ass,

m ~g,can bespeci�ed asa freeinputparam eter.The

e�ect ofvarying m ~g on m h is up to � 2 G eV [6].

W ithin theRG result[4]used so farfortheanalysis

of the benchm ark scenario, m ~g is �xed to m ~g =

M SU SY .The corresponding valuesofm h areabout

0:5 G eV lower than the m axim alvalues (obtained

form ~g � 0:8M SU SY ).

W hile so farwe have only been concerned with

the de�nition ofan appropriate scenario,we now
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Figure 1. m h is shown as a function of tan�.

The dashed curve displays the RG result within the

benchm ark scenario,while the dotted curve shows the

RG result for the m
m ax
h scenario (program subhpole).

The solid curve corresponds to the FD result in the

m
m ax
h scenario (program FeynHiggs).

turn to the im pact ofthe new FD two-loop result

for m h, which contains previously unknown non-

logarithm ic two-loop term s. Com paring the FD

result (program FeynHiggs) with the RG result

(program subhpole,based on the second and third

referenceof[4])we�nd thatthe m axim alvaluefor

m h within the FD resultishigherby up to 4 G eV.

In Fig.1 we show both the e�ectofm odifying

the previous benchm ark scenario to the m m ax
h

scenario and the im pact ofthe new FD two-loop

result on the prediction for m h. The Higgs-boson

m assisplotted asa function oftan�. The dashed

curve displays the previous benchm ark scenario,

while the dotted curve shows the m m ax
h scenario.

Both curves are based on the RG result (program

subhpole). The fullcurve corresponds to the FD

result (program FeynHiggs) in the m m ax
h scenario.

The increase in the m axim al value for m h by

about 4 G eV from the new FD result and by

further5 G eV ifthebenchm ark scenarioisreplaced

by the m m ax
h scenario has a signi�cant e�ect on

exclusion lim its for tan� derived from the Higgs-

boson search. Using the FD result for the m m ax
h

scenario,an excluded tan� region appearsonly for

an experim entalbound on m h ofroughly 100 G eV,

while in the previous benchm ark de�nition values

up to tan� = 2 would already be excluded for a

Higgslim itofabout100 G eV.

The constraints on tan� discussed above are

ofcourse only valid underthe speci�c assum ptions

m ade in the considered scenario. In particular,
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increasing m t by one or even two standard

deviations above the current experim entalcentral

valueleadsto a signi�cantincreasein the m axim al

valueofm h(tan�);increasingm t by 1G eV roughly

translatesinto an upward shiftofm m ax
h of1 G eV.

3. O (��s)Yukaw a contributions to the decay

w idth �(h ! f �f)

Asan extension ofthe FD two-loop resultsforthe

neutralCP -even Higgs-boson m asses,we consider

now the leading two-loop Yukawa corrections of

O (G ��sm
4
t=M

2
W ) to the decay width �(h ! f �f).

These contributions enter the decay am plitude

A(h ! f �f)in thefollowing way,

A(h ! f �f)=
p

Zh(�h + ZhH �H ): (2)

�h,�H arethehf �f and H f �f vertex functions,and

Zh =
1

1+ �̂0

h
(q2)�

�

�̂ 2

hH
(q2)

q2� m 2

H ;(0)
+ �̂ H (q

2)

� 0

�
�
�
�
�
q2= m 2

h

;

ZhH = �
�̂hH (m

2
h)

m 2
h
� m 2

H ;(0)
+ �̂H (m

2
h
)
: (3)

Here�̂h(q
2),�̂hH (q

2),�̂H (q
2)denotetherealparts

ofthe renorm alized Higgs-boson self-energies and

m H ;(0) isthetree-levelm assoftheheavierCP-even

Higgsboson.

In Fig.2 theresultsforthe decay width �(h !

b�b) including the two-loop propagator corrections

according to eqs.(2){(3) are com pared with the

corresponding one-loop result for the cases of no

m ixing and m axim al m ixing in the scalar top

sector.In both resultstheone-loop Q ED and Q CD

(gluon and gluino exchange)vertex correctionsare

included. The e�ect ofthe two-loop contributions

is seen to be sizable. Since the branching ratio

BR(h ! b�b) is in generalstrongly dom inated by

�(h ! b�b),the correction to a large extentcancels

out in the branching ratio. A com parison ofour

FD resultswith the corresponding resultsobtained

within the RG approach isgiven in Ref.[14].
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