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A bstract

W e Investigate the physics of the lightest CP -even M SSM H iggsboson at the Teva-
tron, the LHC, a lineare' e collider, a colliderand a * collider. T he analysis
is perform ed in the three m ost prom nent soft SUSY -breaking scenarios, m SUGRA,
mGM SB and mAM SB . For all colliders the cbservability and param eter regions w ith
suppressed production cross sections (com pared to a SM H iggs boson w ith the sam e
m ass) are Investigated. For the Jpton and photon ocolliders the potential is analyzed
of precision m easurem ents of the branching ratios of the light CP -even H iggs boson
for cbtaining indirect bounds on the m ass of the CP -odd H iggs boson and the high-
energy param eters of the soft SU SY -breaking scenarios. In regions of the param eter
space where the LHC can detect the heavy H iggs bosons, precision m easurem ents of
the properties of the light H iggs boson at the linear collider can provide valiable in-
form ation for distinguishing between them SUGRA , mGM SB and mAM SB scenarios.
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1 Introduction

T he ssarch forthe light neutralH iggsboson is a crucial test of Supersymm etry (SUSY ) that
can be perfom ed w ith the present and the next generation of high-energy ocolliders. The
prediction of a relatively light H iggs boson is comm on to all supersym m etric m odels whose
couplings ram ain in the perturbative regin e up to a very high energy scale [l]. F inding the
H iggs boson and subsequently studying its couplings to fermm ions and bosons is thus one of
them ain goals of high-energy physics. T he data taken during the nalyear of LEP running
atp s~ 206 G &V have established a 95% C L.exclusion lin i for the Standard M odel (SM )
Higgs boson of M z,, > 1144 GeV. They showed a slight excess at about the 2 level
of signatlike events over the background expectation, which would be com patible with the
expectation for the production of a H iggs boson with SM —lke Z ZH coupling with a m ass
My, 116 1GeviZ]. In the M inin al Supersym m etric Standard M odel M SSM ) the
m ass ofthe lightest CP -even H iggsboson, m 1, isbounded from abovebym, < 135 Gev [3/4]
(tak Ing Into acoount radiative correctionsup to two-loop order [3/4,,6,4/3,9,10/5,11,12/13,147) .

In the M SSM no speci ¢ assum ptions are m ade about the underlying Supersym m etry—
(SU SY )-breaking m echanisn , and a param eterization ofallpossible SU SY reaking tem s is
used. T his gives rise to the huge num ber ofm ore than 100 new param eters in addition to the
SM , which in principle can be chosen Independently ofeach other. A phenom enologicalanal-
ysis ofthism odeln fullgenerality would clearly be very Involved, and one usually restricts to
certain benchm ark scenarios, see eg. Refs. [19,/16,17]. On the other hand, m odels in which
all the low-energy param eters are determm ined in temm s of a few param eters at the G rand
Uni cation scale (oranotherhigh-energy scalk), em ploying a speci ¢ soft SU SY breaking soe—
nario, arem uch m ore predictive. Them ost prom nent scenarios in the literature arem inin al
Supergraviy m SUGRA) [18,19], m nin alG auge M ediated SUSY Breaking m GM SB) [20]
and m nim al Anom aly M ediated SUSY Breaking MmAM SB) [21,122,23]. Analyses of the
H iggs sector in these scenarios, m ostly focusing only on the m aximum value ofm,, have
been perform ed In Refs. 24,25,26,27,/28,29,30,31]. A detailed com parison of the three soft
SU SY breaking soenarios in tem s of exclusion regions In the M , tan -plane @Where A
is the CP -odd H iggs boson and tan the ratio of the vacuum expectation values of the
two H iggs doublkts), their com patibility with the slight excess observed at LEP, and their
corresoonding SU SY particke spectra can be found In Ref. [32].

In the present paper the work of Ref. [32] is extended to an analysis of the lightest CP —
even H iggs boson phenom enology at present and future colliders. W e wlate the input from
the three soft SU SY -breaking scenarios in a uniform way to the predictions for the low -energy
phenom enclogy in the H iggs sector, allow ing thus a direct com parison of the predictions
arising from the di erent scenarios. T he high-energy param eters given in the three scenarios
are related to the low-energy SUSY param eters via renom alization group RG) running,
taking Into account contrlbutions up to two-loop order [33] (for a recent com parison of
di erent codes and current accuracies, see Ref. [34]). A fter transfomm ing the param eters
obtained In this way into the corresponding on-shell param eters [35,/36,371], they are used as
Input forthe program FeynH iggs [38,39,40]. A sa resul the H iggsboson m ass spectrum and
the H iggs decay rates and branching ratios [41l,42] have been obtained. Further restrictions
such as from precision cbservables and the non-observation of SUSY partickes at LEP and
the Tevatron are also taken Into acoount. For an analysis within the m SUGRA soenario
where also the cold dark m atter CDM ) constraints are included, see Ref. [43]. Based on



these predictions for the H iggs sector phenom enology, we analyze the ocbservability of the
lightest M SSM H iggs boson at the Tevatron, the LHC, a future €" e linear collider (LC),
a collider (C),anda * collider ( C).Regions of the high-energy param eter space
w ith strongly suppressed H iggs production cross sections are identi ed. A s the next step the
branching ratios of the lightest H iggsboson nto SM fermions h ! Koyh ! o;h! &)
and ntoW bosons h'! WW ) are compared for the mSUGRA, mGM SB and mAM SB
case. W e show that the precise m easurem ent ofthe various H iggs decay branching ratios can
be used to im pose bounds on the value ofM , and also the high-energy input param eters.
Combined w ith the nform ation on M 5 that could be obtained from the LHC H iggs searches,
we further discuss the possibility ofdistinguishing the three scenarios via the H iggsbranching
ratio m easurem ents at the LC .

The rest of the paper is organized as ollows. In Sect. 2 we brie v review the three
soft SU SY breaking scenarios and the evaluation of the low -energy data. T he observability
of the lightest M SSM H iggs boson is Investigated in Sect. 3. In Sect. 4 the potential is
analyzed ofprecision m easurem ents ofthe H iggsboson branching ratios for obtaining indirect
constraintson M , and the high-energy param eters of the soft SU SY -breaking scenarios. The
possibility of a distinction of the m SUGRA, mGM SB and mAM SB scenarios is discussed.
T he conclusions can be found In Sect. 5.

2 The low energy sector and phenom enological con-
straints

In deriving the low -energy param eters in the three soft SU SY -breaking scenarios (n SUGRA,
mGM SB andmAM SB) from the high-energy input param eterswe follow Ref. [32]. Thus, in
this section only the m ost relevant facts are brie y sum m arized.

2.1 The soft SU SY -breaking scenarios

The fact that no SUSY partners of the SM particles have so far been cbserved m eans that
Jow -energy SU SY cannot be realized as an unbroken symm etry in nature, and SUSY m odels
thus have to Incorporate additional Supersym m etry breaking interactions. T his is achieved
by adding to the Lagrangian (de ned by the SU 3). SU ) U (1), gauge symm etry and
the superpotential W ) som e further nteraction tem s that respect the gauge sym m etry but
break Supersymm etry (softly, ie. no quadratic divergences appear), so called \soft SUSY -
breaking" (SSB) tem s. A ssum ing that the R -parity symm etry [44)] is conserved, which we
do in this paper for all SUSY breaking scenarios, reduces the am ount of new soft tem s
allowed in the Lagrangian. C hoosing a particular soft SU SY -breaking pattem allow s fiirther
reduction of the num ber of free param eters and the construction of predictive m odels. The
three m ost prom inent scenarios for such m odels are

m SUGRA (nininal Super G ravity scenario)llB,19]:
Apart from the SM param eters (for the experim entalvaluesofthe SM Input param eters
weuseRef. 45]), 4 param eters and a sign are required to de nethem SUGRA soenario:

fmo;mi,;Ap;tan ;sign()g: @)



W hilem,, mi,-, and A, de ne the scalar and fem ionic m asses and the trilinear cou-—
plingsattheGUT scale ( 10° GeV),tan (the matio ofthe two vacuum expectation
values) and the sign () ( is the supersymm etric H iggs m ass param eter) are de ned
at the low-energy scale. For our num erical analysis, see Sects.[d, d, we have scanned
over the ollow ing param eter space' :

50 Gev mg 1Tev ;
50 G&v Mmi— 1Tev ;
3TeV Y 3TeV ;
15 tan 60 ;
sgn = +1: )

T he low -energy goectrum hasbeen evaluated w ith the program s SUITY /FeynSSG [48,
49].

mGM SB (mininalGaugeM ediated SU SY B reaking)l20]:
A very prom ising altemative to m SUGRA is based on the hypothesis that the soft
SU SY breaking occurs at relatively low energy scales and ism ediated m ainly by gauge
Interactions through the socalled \m essenger sector" [511,50,20]. A 1so in this scenario,
the low -energy param eters depend on 4 param eters and a sign,

fMpessi Npessi s tan ;sign() g; 3)

where M , o is the overall m essenger m ass scale; N s IS @ num ber called the m es—
senger index, param eterizing the structure of the m essenger sector; is the universal
soft SU SY -breaking m ass scale f£lt by the low-energy sector. T he phenom enology of
mGM SB is characterized by tlpﬁ.e presence of a very light gravitino G w ith m ass given

2 _
byms,=mg = ngMg ¢ 1oo§ev 237 eV B2], where F isthe filndam ental scale

p_
of SSB and M J = 244  10® GeV isthe reduced Planck mass. Since F is typically
of order 100 TeV, the G is always the LSP In these theories. T he num erical analysis
in Sects.[3, M is based on the follow ing scatter ranges:

10* Gev 2 10Gev ;
1:01 M 1 oss 10 ;
1 N ess 8;
15 tan 60 ;
son = +1: @)

T he low -energy param eter sets for this scenario have been calculated by using the pro—
gram SUSYFIRE [B3]and adopting the phenom enologicalapproach ofR efs. [B4,55,56,29].

mAM SB (mininalAnomaly M ediated SU SY B reaking)i2ll,22,23]:
In thism odel, SUSY breaking happens on a ssparate brane and is com m unicated to

I1The sign of hasbeen xedto (+) (orallthree soft SUSY -breaking scenarivos), since this sign is favored
by theg 2 F8JandtheBR ! s ) [47] constraints, see Sect.23.
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the visbl world via the superW eylanom aly. T he particle spectrum is detem ined by
3 param eters and a sign:

fm 4ux; Mo; tan ; sign ()g: ©)

The overall scale of SUSY particke m asses is set by m 4ux, which is the VEV of the
auxiliary eld In the supergraviy multiplet. m ( is Introduced as a phencom enological
param eter to avoid negative slepton m ass squares, for other approaches to thisproblem
e Refs. R21,57,/58,59,60]. The scatter param eter space for the num erical analysis in
Sects.[3,d is chosen to be

20 Tev Mauyx 100 TevV;
0 mg 2TeV;
15 tan 60;
sgn = +1: (6)

T he low-energy spectrum has been derived w ith the code described in Ref. R4].

2.2 Evaluation of predictions in the H iggs boson sector of the
M SSM

T he m ost relevant param eters for H iggs boson phenom enology in the M SSM  are the m ass
ofthe CP -odd H iggsboson, M , , the ratio of the two vacuum expectation values, tan , the
scalartop m assesand m ixing angle, m . ;m . ; , forlargetan also the scalarbottom m asses
and m ing anglk, my jmy ; 5, the supersymm etric H iggs m ass param eter, , the U (1) and
SU (2) gauginomasses, M ; and M ,, and the gluino m ass, m 4. T hese low -energy param eters
are derived from the high-energy param eters of the three soft SU SY -breaking soenarios via
RG running, see Ref. [32]. Sihce the RG running em ployed in the three soenarios isbased on
the DR schem e, the corresponding low -energy param eters are DR param eters. In order to
derive predictions for observables, ie. particke m asses and m ixing anglks, these param eters
In general have to be converted into on-shell param eters.

For the predictions n the M SSM H iggs sector we use results obtained in the Feynm an—
diagramm atic ED ) approach w ithin the on-shell renom alization schem e as incorporated in
the Fortran code FeynH iggs [38,39,40] based on Refs. [,4,3].

O ur analysis is concemed w ith them ain H iggsproduction and decay channels at di erent
colliders. To this end the predictions for the H iggs boson m asses and e ective couplings

(especially the e ective m ixing angle, . , in the neutral CP -even H iggs boson sector that
Includes higher-order corrections) as well as for the branching ratios of the lightest M SSM
Higgsboson (and fora SM H iggs boson w ith the sam e m ass) have been evaluated. W hile
the predictions for the decays ofh ! Wojoc; & ; °F are based on Ref. @1], including
the higherorder corrections describbed in Ref. [61l,62], the other decay channels have been
derived w ith the code H decay [42], which hasbeen in plem ented as a subroutine in the latest
version of FeynH iggs [40]. T he proper transition from on-shell param eters in FeynH iggs to
DR param eters In Hdecay has been taken into acoount [35,36,37].

In order to derive the relative di erence between a M SSM production or decay rate and
the corresponding SM rate (for the sam e H iggs boson m ass), the ollow Ing ratios have been
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calculated (pelow the notation tt !
refers to the vector boson fiision processes at the LHC and the L.C,qg ! odh, e e !

respectively) :

ag;g !

gg !

V!

agigg ! t!

vV !

te !

tth refers to the processes gg;9g !

Vh V = W;Z2):

SUSY

SM
hv

% gg! h)

SUSY (h !

gg)

SM

tth:
SU SY (tt'

@g! h)

tth)

SM(:h!

99)

e

h, V=W;z2):

Z

Zh:

SUSY ( !

Mo ! tth)

SU SY
VVh
SM

VVh

sirf (
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hZz
SM
hz

h)

2

e )

SU SY (k] ! )

SM( !
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h)

o)
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H iggs boson decays:

SMCh' + )

BRSUSY 0! b BRSUSY 0! o BRSUSY G ! +

th,and VvV !

)

’

BR™ h! ) BRM™n! oo  BRM h! * )
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h
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For som e of the cross sections in Egs. [1) { [[J) m ore com plete resuls for the M SSM
exist In the literature than those used In our analysis, see eg. Refs. [63,64,63,6€]. For the
qualitative analysis below , how ever, the approxin ations used here should be su cient, see

eg.the com parson n [63].

For the num erical analysis the above production and decay m odes have been com bined

to the m ost relevant channels for each collider, ie.we have calculated the product

SUSY H iggs prod:)

BR*YSY H iggs decay)

M H iggs prod:)

T he follow ing channels have been considered:

Tevatron:

LHC:

ILC:
e e
W W

D ue to our approxin ations for the production processes the relative resuls of
BRVSY=BR% for the same nal states In the two chains num erically

SUSY _ SM

agree.

C:

! VvV ! Vh
gg !
qgigg ! ot !
vv !

Z ! Zh !
h ! Iojoc;

!' h!

BR*™ #H iggs decay)

' Vio; V =W ;2)

;ZW W

h !

tth ! tib
h! °
Z10;7 o7 *
W W ;gg

bb;Ww W

' Yo

2.3 Phenom enological constraints

’

JW W

7299

15)

16)

a7
18)
19

20)
@1)

22)

23)

W hilk ourm ain focus in this paper is on the physics in the H iggs sector, we also take into
acoount som e further (relatively m ild) constraints when determ ining the allow ed param eter
soace. These constraints are brie y summ arized here. @A m ore detailed discussion can be

found in Ref. 32].)



LEP H iggs bounds:

The resuls from the Higgs ssarch at LEP have excluded a considerable part of the
M SSM param eter space [67]. The results ofthe search fortheM SSM H iggsbosons are
usually interpreted In three di erent benchm ark scenavios [15]. The 95% C L .exclision
Iim it for the SM Higgs boson ofM y,, > 114:4 GeV [] applies also for the Iightest
CP -even H iggsboson oftheM SSM exospt for the param eter region w ith an allM , and
large tan . In the unconstrained M SSM thisbound isreduced tom , > 910 G &V [61]
rM, < 150 GeV and tan ~ 8 asa consequence of a reduced coupling of the H iggs
to the Z boson. For the CP -odd H iggs boson a lower bound of M , > 919 G&V has
been obtained [K17]. In order to correctly nterpolate between the param eter regions
where the SM lowerbound” ofM g, ~ 113 GeV and theboundmy ~ 91 GeV apply,
we use the result or the H iggsm ass exclusion given w ith respect to the reduced 2 Z h
coupling squared (Le. sin? ( e )) [68]. W e have com pared the excluded region w ith
the theoretical prediction obtained at the two-doop kvel ormy, and sin? ( e ) for
each param eter set (usingm = 175 G&V).

P recision observables:

T he electrow eak precision observables are a ected by the whole spectrum ofSU SY par-
ticles. Them ain SUSY contrbutions enter via the -param eter [69]. In our analysis
we take nto acoount the corrections arising from =B loops up to two-loop order [/(].
A value of outside the experin entally preferred region of ~ SUSY < 3 10° [45]
indicates experin entally disfavored t and B m asses. The evaluation of  *YSY is im -
plem ented in FeynH iggs.

E xperim entalbounds on SU SY particle m asses

In order to restrict the allowed param eter space In the three soft SU SY breaking soe—
narios we em ployed the current experim ental constraints on their low-energy m ass
goectrum  [43]. T he precise values of the bounds that we have applied can be found In
Ref. [32].

O ther restrictions

W e just brie y list here the further restrictions that we have taken into account. For
a detailed discussion see Ref. [34].

{ Thetopquarkmassis xedtom = 175G€&V.

{ The GUT or high-energy scale param eters are taken to be real, no SUSY CP -
violating phases are assum ed.

{ In all m odels under consideration the R -party symm etry [44] is taken to be
conserved.

2Instead ofthe actualexperin ental owerbound, Mz, ~ 114:4 GeV [J], we usethevalie of 113 GeV in
orderto allow forsom euncertainty in the theoreticalevaluation ofm ,, from unknow n higher-ordercorrections,
which is currently estin ated tobe 3 Ge&v 4.



{ Param eter sets that do not fi1l 1the condition®of radiative electrow eak symm etry
breaking REW SB) are discarded (@lready at the kevel ofm odel generation).

{ Param eter setsthat do not fiil 1the constraints that there should be no charge or
color breaking m Inin a are discarded (@lready at the level ofm odel generation).

{ Contrary to Ref. [32] we did not apply a \naturahess bound" on the sferm ion
and gluino m ass, but jast restricted the scanned param eter space as indicated in
Sect.[ZJl. This is in fact not an in portant restriction for the BR calculation,
since very heavy SUSY particles tend to decouple from the cbservables we are
considering here, ie. the quantity in Eq. [[H) approaches 1.

{ W e dam and that the lightest SUSY particke (LSP) is unocolored and uncharged.
In the mGM SB scenario the LSP is always the gravitino, so this condition is
autom atically ful Iled. W ithin them SUGRA and mAM SB scenario, the LSP is
required to be the lightest neutralino. Param eter sets that result in a di erent
LSP are excluded.

{ W e do not apply any further cosn ological constraints, ie. we do not dem and a
relic density in the region favored by dark m atter constraints [/2].

{ A lthough we do not apply constraints rom BR b ! s ) [4llorg 2 of the
muon [4a], we restrict ourselves to the case w here the H iggsino m ixing param eter
ispositive, > 0. This choice is favored by the current data. The results w ith
negative can di ersigni cantly from the case we considerhere and would require
an additional analysis.

24 Boundson mj, and tan

Scanning over the param eter space of mSUGRA, mGM SB and mAM SB as described in
Sect.[Z1l and applying the constraints as described in Sect.Z3 results in upper m axin al
valiesofm y and lowerboundson tan (forthe generalM SSM cass, see Refs. [6/,/3]). This
analysis hasbeen perform ed in Ref. [32]. H owever, due to the progress n them 1, evaluation,
e Ref. ] Por a review, these bounds have changed as com pared to our earlier analysis.
Tab.[l gives an update of the cbtained m , and tan bounds.

mSUGRA | mGMSB | mAM SB

mp® Gev] 126.6 1232 124 5

tan ™0 29 31 38

Tablk 1: Upperbound onmy,m, < my*, and Iower bound on tan , tan > tan min
In the three soft SUSY breaking scenarios (form . = 175 GeV and taking into acoount the
phenom enological constraints of Sect.223; no theoretical uncertainties from unknow n higher—
order corrections are lnclided in m } #¥).

3W e use here the oneJoop m :nin ization conditions. Analytical two-Joop expressions of O ( ¢ s + ﬁ)

for the m Inim ization conditions have been recently given in Ref. [Z1l]. The fi1ll tw o-loop corrections can be
derived num erically from the work ofRef. [14].



3 Observability of the lightest M SSM H iggs boson

In this section the cbservability ofthe lightest M SSM H iggsboson at the di erent colliders is
analyzed. E specially at the hadron ocolliders a reduced BR for certain channels com pared
to the SM value could m ake itm ore di cul to establish a H iggs signalover the background.

Tevatron:

In all three soft SU SY -breaking scenarios the Tevatron sesarch channels are not signif-
icantly suppressed com pared to the SM rates. The channelV ! Vh ! Vb is sup—
pressed by not m ore than 10% as com pared to the SM value. T herefore the prospects
at the Tevatron for the discovery of the lightest M SSM H iggs boson are as good as for
the SM Higgsboson. A sin ilar cbservation has already been m ade in Ref. [43] for the
m SUGRA scenario, where also other phenom enological constraints have been taken
Into acoount.

LHC:

W e start ourdiscussion w ith the channelgg ! h ! that is ofparticular in portance
for a light SM -lke Higgs boson with my, < 130 GeV [/4]. As has been shown in
Ref. [15//6,16], for certain values of the SUSY param eters this production channel
can be heavily suppressed for a w ide region ofthe M , tan -param eter space of the
unconstrained M SSM (see also Ref. [/]] for an analysis in the m SUGRA scenario).
Since the event rate for this channel is relatively Iow ( ! being a rare decay), a
suppression of 50% orm ore would certainly pose a challenge to the experin ent.

The situation within the three soft SUSY -breaking scenarios can be read o from
Fig.Ml*. W ithin the m SUGRA scenario a suppression of up to 10{20% is found for
Ma < 700 GeV oralltan values. Forvery largetan ,tan ~ 50, a reduction even
largerthan 20% can be found. T his is In agreem ent w ith the result cbtained in Ref. [43],
where no substantial reduction has been found, after other phenom enological con—
straints ke BR ! s ),9 2 and especially the CDM restrictions had been applied.
C onceming the param eter space ofthe GUT scal param etersm g and m 1, (Which is
not shown here explicitly), the reduction is found forallm o and m ;—, < 350 G &V .

T he suppression can be stronger In the other two scenarios. Nearly allm odel points
with M, < 400GeV ©HrmGM SB and mAM SB, which correspond to tan  values of
tan > 20, show a suppression of20-50% (orevenm ore).ForM 5 < 200 Ge&V (300 G &V)
andtan ~ 50 (30 < tan < 40) the reduction is even larger than 50% in mGM SB
MAM SB). For larger M , values, M, ~ 600 GeV, the SM value of BR is ap-
proached. C onceming the high-energy param eters, the lJargest reduction in them GM SB
scenardo is ound allover the param eter space M e aNA N ess Withtan > 50 and

> 30 TeV ), whereas a reduction by 1020% ism ostly und forthe lowest values
PrallM o values. W ithin mAM SB the largest reduction is found orm, < 700 G &V
andm . < 4 10 GeV. Small values of the high-energy param eters correspond to
relatively an all values of the low-energy SUSY param eters, which are required for a
sizable suppression ofthegg ! h! channel [75,74,14].

“For a sin ilar analysis for the charged H iggs bosons, see Ref. [18].
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Figurel: The rate forthe LHC channelgg ! h! , nom alized to the SM case w ith the
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low density appear in this area. However, increasing the density of the scatter data would
cover the whole area In which the dots are located.
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W e now consider the associated production channelat the LHC, gg;gg ! t! tth !

> I allthree scenarios the rate is not suppressed com pared to the SM rate by m ore
than 10% or even an enhancam ent by up to 1020% occurs. Therefore this channel,
which ism ost relevant in the region 100 GeV < m, < 120 Ge&V [74] does not su er
from suppression due to SUSY corrections in the three soft SU SY -breaking scenarios.

M ore recently also the H iggs boson production via W boson fusion, W *W ! h,
w ith a subsequent decay to * pairs, W bosons or photons has been discussed, see
Refs. [/9,80] ora SM analysesand Refs. [B1l,82] orthemodeh ! n theM SSM

case. These channels can be wkvant for the whole allowed m,, range In the M SSM .
Them SUGRA scenario o ers very good prospects for the decay into ©  , which is
characterized by the coupling sih . =cos . O veralm ost the whol param eter space
the rate for BR di ersby lssthan 10% from the SM rate. Only forvery sm allM ,

and very high tan a suppression ispossible. T his corresoonds to the param eter space
w here the heavy H iggsboson can have SM lke couplings, sse Fig.1 .n Ref. [32]. The
otherchannels h! W W ; ) show the follow ing pattem: due to the increased decay
rates to ferm ions, at relatively anallM », 250 Ge&V < M, < 500 G eV, a suppression
of the decays nto W bosons or photons is possible, whilk the value of the SM rate is
approached for larger M , .

T he situation is sin ilar in them GM SB and m AM SB socenarios, besides that the sup—
pression ofthe * channel orvery sm allM , and very large tan isnot found. For
the an allest possible values ofM , and the largest possbl valuesoftan a strong en-—
hancem ent of these channels can be observed. T his agreesw ith the results ofR ef. [32],
where only n the m SUGRA socenario but not n themGM SB and mAM SB scenario
a region of the param eter space has been found where the heavy H iggs boson is SM
lke. Thustheh ! * channel is enhanced everywhere mn mGM SB and mAM SB.
Correspondingly the two other channels, h ! WW andh ! are suppressed ev—
erywhere. Asan exampl, n Fig.[d we show the channelW W ! h! WW in the
mGM SB and them AM SB scenario. Fornot too largeM 5 ,M a < 550 G&V (700 G&V ),
InmGMSB MmAM SB) a reduction larger than 10% can be cbserved. For larger M
the results In them GM SB and mAM SB scenarios approach the one in the SM .

LC:

D ue to its clean experim ental environm ent, H iggs boson production should be easily
observable at the LC, ie. in varous channels even a signi cant suppression com pared
to the SM rate would not be ham fi1l [84,185,[84]. T herefore the production channels
Z ' ZhandW W ! h Whith yield the sam e num erical resul In our analysis, see
Sect.ZJ) and all decay channels, h ! Ho,cc, © ,WW , gg, are cbservable in
the three soft SU SY breaking scenarios. T his applies also in the region of an allM , ,
M a < 200 G &V, where a suppression ofm ore than 50% can occur in allthree scenarios.
W e w ill therefore present a detailed analysis of the LC production and decay channels
only in the context of precision m easurem ents, see Sect.[.

5A Iso som e other channels ora SM H iggs boson have been studied, eg.tt! tth ! tW W [B3]. They
could be easily included in our analysis as outlined in Sect.[d. Since including these channels does not change
our qualitative resuls, we do not discuss them here explicitly.
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Figure 2: The rate forthe LHC channelW W ! h ! W W , nom alized to the SM case
w ith the sam e H iggsboson m ass, is shown in the M 5 {tan plane forthem GM SB (upper
plot) and them AM SB scenario (lower plot).

C:
Also the C, due to the Higgs boson production in the schannel, o ers very good
prospects for the H iggs boson observation B7,188]. Only the decay h ! could

becom e problem atic if it is strongly suppressed com pared to the SM value (eg.due to
an enhanced hldb coupling).

In them SUGRA scenario theh ! channelandtheh ! W W channelarevery sin —
ilar. They can be suppressed by m ore than 20% only Prvery largetan ,tan -~ 50,
or fortan 10 w ith the an allest allowed M 5 values. O n the otherhand, theh ! kb
andh! ' modesareunproblm aticw ithin m SUGRA and show eitheronly a very
an all suppression or even som e enhancem ent, w ith the only exception of a possble
suppression at very large tan

In themGM SB scenario theh ! band h ! * channels are always enhanced.
Theh ! and h ! WW channels show a suppression of more than 50% for

12



55

-

mMGMSB yy—>h—>yy

40 <
L ]
35+ g
L J
301 g
=
8
25+ g
20+ “ -
st
10
s A
o . . ‘ ‘ ‘ ‘ ‘ ‘ ‘
o 200 400 600 800 1000 1200 1400 1600 1800 2000

M, (GeV)

55

50

a5

PRRPOOOA]

a0t B

35+

30+

tanf

25+

20+

151

10

o ‘ ‘ . . . . ‘ ‘ ‘
o 200 400 600 800 1000 1200 1400 1600 1800 2000
M, (GeV)

Figure 3: The rate forthe C channel ' h! , hom alized to the SM case w ith the
sam e H iggsboson m ass, is shown in the M , {tan plne forthem GM SB (upper plot) and
themAM SB soenario (ower plot).

Ma < 100 GeV,whilk forM 5 < 600 GeV stilla suppression ofm ore than 10% occurs,
se Fig.[d for the h ! channel. The situation is quite sin ilar in the mAM SB
scenario, wih an exosption In the interm ediate M 5 region, 600 1300 G&V, where
there is an enhancem ent of the h ! m ode com pared to the one obtained In the
mGM SB scenario, see Fig.[3.

C:

F inally, to com plete our analysis, we also brie y ook at the C.This collider o ers
good prospects since the H iggs boson can be produced In the schannel w ithout a
Joop suppression lke at the C, however wih the relatively snall ¥ h Yukawa
ocoupling B9]. However, in the unconstrained M SSM it is possbl that the * h
coupling, being sin o =c0s , can become very anallif . ! 0 because of loop
corrections [89,[90]. In this param eter region, on the other hand, H , A production
at the C happens wih an enhanced rate and o ers good prospects for resolving H

13



and A as ssparate resonances [89,90].

The feature of a suppressed © h coupling can also be realized in the m SUGRA
soenario when the heavy (and not the light) CP -even H iggs boson is SM lke. This
is possble or very high tan and smallM o, M, < 300 GeV (ote that here no
CDM oonstraints are taken into acoount, in contrast to the analysis of Ref. BY]).
In this param eter region a strong suppression is possble for all C channels of the
light CP -even H iggs boson whik H , A production happens at enhanced rates). In
the rest of the param eter space the h ! kb and h ! * channel are strongly
enhanced orM , < 700 G€V . Forvery largeM , an enhancem ent ofup to 10% occurs.
Correspondingly, theh ! W W channel is not enhanced, but stillwithin 10% ofthe
SM value.

W ithin mGM SB and mAM SB the suppression ofthe * h coupling is not present.
Because of the coupling factorsin . =cos theh ! bbandh ! * channels are
strongly enhanced for am allM , , whilk the SM value is approached for lJarge values of
Ma.Theh ! WW channel, being enhanced wih the sh . =cos factoronly at
the production vertex, is less enhanced, but should be unproblem atic for the whol
param eter space.

T he results of this section are summ arized in Tab.[A. Themodesgg ! h ! ,Ltt! tth
andWW ! h! WW ;% ; allow the detection of the lightest M SSM H iggs boson
In all three scenarios over the whole indicated param eter space. Possble excgptions occur
forthegg ! h'! channel for the very snallM , region In them GM SB and mAM SB
soenarios, where a strong suppression ofm ore than 50% ocould happen. Because of the clean
experin ental environm ent at a LC, detection of the light H iggs is ensured for all the three
soenarios. Fora C,theregion ofvery an allM , valuesin them GM SB andm AM SB scenarios
might bedi cult ortheh! WW andh ! m ode because of a strong suppression of
more than 50% . Atthe C,theregion M , < 150Ge&V and tan ~ 50 in the m SUGRA
scenario exhibits a signi cant suppression of the production of the lightest CP -even M SSM
H iggs boson. Besides the \di cult" regions m entioned above, the m aln search m odes at
the C and the C are not a ected by strong suppression for all three scenarios, and the
lightest M SSM H iggsboson in these scenarios w ill clearly be detectable at allpossble future
colliders.

4 P recision analyses of the H iggs m asses and branch-
ing ratios

W e now investigate the potential of H iggs branching ratio m easurem ents at fiiture colliders
for testing the underlying SUSY m odel. W e concentrate our analysis on the LC and the
C, since the anticipated precisions of at the LHC w ill In generalbe m uch worse, whik on
the other hand branching ratio m easurem ents of the light H iggs boson at the C are not
expected to yield substantially better results than at the LC .
O verm ost ofthe param eter space ofthe scenarios discussed here one would of course also
expect to observe direct production of SUSY particles at the next generation of colliders.
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Channel Collider my, mSUGRA mGMSB mAMSB
o Tev <135 i
V¥ Vh—Vbb - /i + 10% + 10% My <300 : +50%
LC S 0.7y /s
400 < M, <600 : —20% 500 S My <650 : —20%
V*—=Vh—Vce LC S0.7Vs My <500 : £20% 200 S My $400: —50% | 300 S M4 <500 : —50%
My S200: S —50% My <S300: S —50%
VV - h—>WW* LHC 2 110 My <150 : +20%, ) )
like Vee like Vee
V*=>Vh—=VWW* LC S0.7V/s for tan 3 < 30 or 2 50
VV - h—=1tr- LHC < 150 My S 150 : £50%, ~ _ ~ B
tanf3 2 50: 2 50% My <500 0 +50%
V*=>Vh—=Vrir LC S0.7y/s for tan 3 2 50
550 S My < 650 : —20%
V*=Vh—=Vgg LC <130 My <200 : £ 20% like Vce 250 < My < 550 1 —50%
MyS250: S —50%
Vo < 150 - 420% 550 S My < 750 : —20%
My S 150 : )
99— h =y LHC < 150 AJ s (0 like Ve 250 < Ma < 550 : —50%
tan 3 S 30 or 2 5
My<S250: S —50%
I , SM like ]
tt — tth — ttbb LHC <120 SM like M <300 0 +50%
4+50% fortan 3 2 50
vy — h — bb ~C n.fe. My S 150 @ +50% SM like My <300 : +50%
Ve < 200 400 S M, <600 : —20% 500 S M, <650 : —20%
o Ma S :
¥y —h— WW* ~C n.fe. 0% 50% 200 S M4 < 400 : —50% 250 < M4 < 500 : —50%
—20% up to + 50%
My <200: S —50% My <250 S —50%
tan 3 ~ 50 : £50%
vy = h— 711" ~yC n.fe. tan 8 < 50 : +50% tan3 250 : 2 50% My S 600 : +50%
for Ma < 150
V. < 200 500 < M4 < 650 : —20%
vy = h — vy ~C n.fe. ”/ A ’ o like vy = h - WW* 250 < My <500 : —50%
—20% up to + 50%
My<S250: S —50%
s b= C ¢ My <250 0 +50% 200 < My <600 : +50% 450 < M4 <900 : +50%
whp L I n.fe.
M, <150, tan 3 > 50 : —50% My <200 2 50% My <4500 2 50%
uwtp= — h — Ww* uC n.fe. + 10% tan 8 ~ 50 : +50% My $600: +50%
My <250 +50% _ _ 4 )
pwrpum = h— 1t uC n.fe. like pTp= — h — bb like ptp= — h — bb

M4 $ 150, tan 8 > 50 : —=50%

Tablk 2: Behavior of the production and decay m odes of the lightest CP -even H iggs boson
ofthe M SSM , see Eq. [[3), for the m ost relevant channels at present and future colliders
In three di erent SUSY breaking scenarios. W hen there is suppression or enhancem ent we
Indicate ism axin um m agnitude together w ith the param eters w here this happens. If not
stated explicitly, for the rest of the param eter space the m ode behaves roughly lke In the
SM . The H iggsm ass range w here detection of a statistically signi cant signal is possible is
also shown [B1,97]. The phrase \n fe." stands for \not fully explored" and refers to channels
w here the studies so far have been perform ed for some xed m , values only.
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H owever, we concentrate our analysis on inform ation obtamnable from the H iggs sectorw ith—
out assum Ing further know ledge of the SUSY spoectrum . In a realistic situation one would
of course confront the m odel under study w ith all available experin ental infom ation.
Tab.[d lists the anticipated accuracies in di erent channels at the LC [84,[03] and the
C [87,88]. The values given In Tab.[d correspond to a SM -lke H iggs boson w ith a m ass
com patible w ith the allowed m ass range of the lightest CP -even H iggs boson in the three
soft SU SY breaking scenarios according to the upper bounds given in Tab.[l. There is of
course som e variation in the accuracy w ith which the branching ratios can be m easured over
the allowed range ofmy . For sin plicity, we assum e a constant precision over the allowed
m ass range for each channel w ith a value referring to the m iddlke of the allowed range. In
param eter regionswhere theM SSM rate di ersdrastically from the SM rate the prospective
precision w illof course be di erent than in the SM .W hilke in extrem e cases like this it w illbe
easy to Infer properties of the SUSY m odel from H iggs sector m easurem ents, we w ill focus
In our analysis below on m oderate deviationsbetween theM SSM and the SM , orwhich the
values given in Tab.[d can be applied in good approxin ation. W e w ill iIndicate the deviation
between the M SSM and the SM In temm s of the accuracies given in Tab.[3, ie.a\ n "
deviation m eans that the calculated M SSM value of BR deviates from the corresponding
SM value withMy,, = my) by ( n  precision).

collider | decay m ode | precision
LC h! b 15%
LC h! 45%
LC h! cc 6%
LC h! gg 4%
LC h! WW 3%
C h! bb 2%
C h! WWw 5%
C h! 11%

Tabl 3: A nticipated precisions form easurem ents ofH iggsbranching ratios at the LC [84,93]
and the C [87,88]. The values are given for a SM -lke H iggsboson w ith a m ass com patible
w ith the allowed m ass range of the lightest CP -even H iggs boson in the three soft SUSY -
breaking scenarios, see text.

4.1 Sensitivity to M 5 and tan

W hilewihin theM SSM the progoects for the detection of the lightest CP -even H iggsboson
at the next generation of colliders are very good, the situation is quite di erent for direct
observation of the CP -odd A boson. At the LHC the detection of this particle can be very
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di cul over sizabl fractions ofthe M SSM param eter space (see eg.Ref. [174,94]), whike it
m ay be outside the kinem atical reach of the LC (see Refs. [64,95] for a recent account of
this sub fct). Thus, it is of interest to study the potential for cbtaining indirect bounds on
M , from precision m easurem ents. Exploiting the sensitivity toM 5 can be done In a sim ilar
fashion asnowadays for the SM H iggs, where indirect bounds are derived from electroweak
precision tests. Since in the decoupling lim it, M M ; , the H iggs sector of the M SSM
becom es SM -like, deviations in the production and decay ofthe lightest CP -even H iggsboson
oftheM SSM can in principle be translated into an upperbound on M , . Ifdirect infom ation
on M , isavailabl, the indirect sensitivity to M 5 allow s a stringent test of the m odel.

Severalanalyses ofthe sensitivity toM 5 atthe LC orthe C have been carried out in the
literature [43/88,96,97,98] (foran analysis focusing on them easuram entsw ith a G igaZ option
ofthe L.C see Ref. B9)]). W hile in m any of these analyses particular \benchm ark" values of
the SU SY param etershave been chosen, we perform a detailed scan over the param eter space
of the three soft SUSY breaking scenarios. O ur study di ers considerably especially from
previous studies of the H iggs branching ratios In R ef. 88,96,197]. In these previous analyses,
allparam eters except orthe one under investigation havebeen kept xed and thee ect ofan
assum ed deviation between the M SSM and the SM has sokly been attributed to this single
free param eter. T hiswould correspond to a situation w ith a com plete know ledge ofallSU SY
param eters w ithout any experin ental or theoretical uncertainty, which obviously lads to
an unrealistic enhancam ent of the sensitivity to the investigated param eter. A llow ing the
other SUSY (and SM ) param eters to vary w ithin reasonable ranges would result in reduced
sensitivities as com pared to the ones reported In these studies.

Since assum ptions about which part of the SUSY spectrum m ight be accessible at the
next generation of colliders are necessarily very speculative, we do not assum e any further
Inform ation beyond the H iggs sectorat alland perform a fiill scan over the param eter space of
the three soft SUSY breaking scenarios. The resulting sensitivity to M 5, Which e ectively
covers also possble theoretical uncertainties® ) can thus be Interpreted as a \worst case"
soenariow ithinm SUGRA ,mGM SB andm AM SB, which could be in proved by incorporating
further nform ation from other sectors of the m odel

In Fig.M the indirect sensitivity toM , within them SUGRA scenario is investigated for
thechannelsh ! Kojcc; ¥ ;W W attheLC .The gure showsthe regionsin theM , {tan
plane where the result In them SUGRA socenario di ers from the SM predictionby 1 ,2 or
3 , according to the prospective accuracy at the LC as given in Tab.[d. The corresponding
sensitivities at the C Which are not shown here) tum out to be usually worse than at the
LC Prthem SUGRA scenario.

Ifa2 or3 deviation of the H iggs branching ratios from the corresponding SM values
is found at the LC, an upper bound on M 5 can be inferred w ithin the m SUGRA scenario
according to Fig.[d. In particular, theh ! W W channel yields an upper bound on M ,
of 500 600 G&V (depending on tan ) foramore than 3 deviation, 600 700 GeV fora
deviation In excessof2 ,whilkedeviationsofm orethan 1 occurforM , upto 800 1000 Ge&V
withinh the m SUGRA scenario. On the other hand, m easuring a suppression n the h !
o and/orh ! * channel (eft coumn of Fig.[d) or an enhancament n the h ! cc

®N ote that the presently largest theoreticaluncertainty in the M SSM H iggs sector, w hich arises from the
experim ental error of the top—quark m ass, w ill be drastically reduced by the precise m easurem ent ofm + at
the LC.
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and/orh ! W W channel (right coimn of Fig.[d) would determ ;ne tan to lie within
35 < tan < 55 in the mSUGRA scenario. The mSUGRA scenario is the only of the
three soft SU SY breaking scenarios that could accomm odate a suppression ofthe h ! ko
and/orh ! * channel’. Thus these m easurem ents can help to distinguish the soft
SU SY -breaking scenarios, see Sect.[Z3.
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Figure 5: Indirect sensitivity toM , In them GM SB scenario: for the channelsh ! kb (top
keft),h ! cc (top right),h ! * bottom ¥kft) andh ! W W (oottom right) the regions
In theM , {tan plane are shown where the result In them GM SB scenario di ers from the
SM prediction by 1 , 2 or 3 , assum ing the prospective accuracy at the LC according to
Tab.3.

In Fig.[H we show the sensitivity to M , within the mGM SB scenario for the channels
h ! Kocg; ¥ ;WW at the LC. The corregponding results forh ! Wo;W W at the
C are displayed in Fig.[d which yields com parable sensitivities in this scenario). As for
m SUGRA , the cbservation ofa 2 or3 deviation com pared to the SM prediction w ill allow
to establish an upper bound on M 5, within the mGM SB scenario. Also in this case the
h! WW channel shows signi cant deviations from the SM prediction over a w ider range
oftheM , {tan plane than the other channels. Foram orethan 2 deviation In this channel
an upper bound on M 5, ofabout 700 G&V (depending som ewhat on tan ) can be inferred.

"I our O (50000) m GM SB scatter points we have found two pointswith M 100 GeV and tan 55
that exhibit a very strong suppression oftheh ! andh ! * channel by m ore than 50% . However,
these points appear to be rather ne-tuned and we did not Inclide them into our analysis.
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B igger deviations result In corresoondingly lower upper boundson M 5 .

In Fig.[d the sensitivity to M , within them AM SB scenario is displayed for the channels
h! Kocc; ¥ ;WW at the LC. The sensitivities at the C are usually worse in this
scenario. A s for the other tw o scenarios, In generalan upperbound on M 5 can be established
ifa 2 or 3 deviation from the SM result is ocbserved. Agaln In particular the h !
W W channel o ers good prosoects for cbserving sizable deviations. It allows to set an
upper bound on M 5 of 800 900 G&V (depending on tan ) if a deviation of m ore than
2 is observed. H igher deviations result in correspondingly lower upper bounds on M ; .
Comparing the results ortheh ! W W channel in the mAM SB scenario w ith the other
scenarios, In the mAM SB scenario sizable deviations from the SM prediction occur over
a wider param eter space In the M , {tan plane than in the other socenarios. Thus, the
prospects for experin entally establishing a deviation from the SM prediction and In thisway
Inferring an upper bound on M , appear to be particularly good in them AM SB scenario.

42 Sensitivity to high-energy param eters

Besides providing sensitivity to M , , precise m easuram ents of H iggs branching rations at
the LC can also yild indirect Infom ation on the high-energy param eters of the di erent
soft SU SY breaking scenarios. Tn Fig.[d the results forthe channelsh ! ojoc; ¥ ;W W
are shown In them 1, {m g plane rthem SUGRA scenario. W hik the indirect constraints
that can be cbtained wih a 2 or3 deviation on m o are ratherm ild, stronger bounds can
be cbtained form ;—,. This re ects the fact that M 5, and the squark m asses are strongly
correlated w ith them ;-, value. Combining the channels, an upper bound of 350 G&V on
m -, can be st if a deviation of m ore than 3 from the SM prediction is cbserved, a 2
deviation constrainsm ;—, to be an aller than 450 G &V, while deviations of m ore than 1
occur orm -, < 650 G&V .

Conceming the m GM SB scenario (which is not digplayed here) the indirect constraints
are weaker. Resuls deviating from the SM prediction fortheh ! W W channelby 3 ,
for instance, are distriouted over nearly the whole M , .s{ plane. Thus, establishing a non
SM —like behavior in the H iggs sector alone isnot su cient to derive indirect boundson M ess
and , ie. further experin ental Inform ation is necessary to constrain these param eters. On
the other hand, weak ower Iimits on M o, ©Ould be set, which can cut out the lower
edge ofthem GM SB allowed M , os{ area, if the deviation from the SM value is found to
be an all.

In Fig.[d the resuls for the channels h ! kbjcc are shown in the m o {m ..« plane for
the mAM SB scenario. Like In the mGM SB scenardo, deviations of 3 or 2 with respect
to the SM prediction occur over a rather wide range ofm o and m ., values. An cbserved
deviation of 3 would constrain m ( to be an aller than 1100 G&V , whilk m,,x would have
to be an aller than 6 16 ev. Observation of a 2 deviation would allow to set an
upper bound on my ofm, < 1400 G &V, while restricting the param eter space to the one
com patible wih a 2 deviation does not signi cantly reduce the range of possible values of
m .« I Fig.Q.
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Figure 8: Indirect sensitivity tom o, m 1, In them SUGRA scenario: forthe channelsh !
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are shown where the result n them SUGRA socenario di ers from the SM prediction by 1 ,

2 or3 , assum ing the prospective accuracy at the LC according to Tab. [3.
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mAM SB socenario di ers from the SM prediction by 1 ,2 or 3 , assum ing the prospective
accuracy at the LC according to Tab.[3.

4.3 D iscrim ination between soft SU SY -breaking scenarios

W e now investigate the potential of precise m easurem ents of H iggs branching ratiosat a LC
for distinguishing between the three soft SU SY -breaking scenarios. The m ain experim ental
test ofdi erent SU SY -breaking scenariosw ill of course be to confront theirpredictions forthe
SUSY spectrum w ith the results obtained from the direct observation of SU SY particles. The
analysis of the H iggs sector, however, m ay contrioute further valuabl inform ation. Since
the di erent soft SUSY breaking scenarios predict di erent m ass pattems for the SUSY
particles, variations in the resuls for the H iggs sector cbservables for the sam e value ofM ,
can be expected.

A s above, we do not assum e experin ental input from other sectors of the M SSM , but
concentrate on the H iggs sector. C larly, resolving di erences between the predictions of
the three scenarios via m easurem ents In the H iggs sector will require som e experin ental
Inform ation on the treeJlevel param eters of the H iggs sector, M , and tan . Therefore we
w il focus on a scenario where the LHC can detect the heavy M SSM H iggs bosons via their
decays H=A ! * w ith the main production channello ! Ko H=A), which can be
realized for largetan and nottoo largeM , [/4,100]. A sa speci c exam ple we assum e that
the LHC provides a m easuram ent ofM , aswellasa lower bound on tan ,

500GeV <M, < 600GeV; tan ~ 30: (24)

T he resuls of the analysis below would In prove for an aller values ofM , , whik fora larger
M, and snaller tan observation of the heavy H iggs bosons at the LHC would becom e
Increasingly di cul.

R estricting the data set of our scan, see Sect.[Z]], to those param eter points ful 1ling
Eq. 24) we com pare the predictions for the di erent branching ratios arising from the three
soenarios. A s above, we Indicate the deviations from the SM prediction In temn s of the
prospective accuracy at the LC according to Tab.[3.

In Fig.[[0 we show the results forthe channelsh ! bandh ! gg. The resulks for these
channels, as for the others that are not shown ¢ ! * ,h! ccandh ! WW ), are
sin ilar: ortheM , values corresponding to Eq. [24) them AM SB scenario gives rise to larger
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SU SY breaking soenarios via LC m easurem ents.
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deviations in the branching ratios from the SM values than them GM SB scenario. Thus, if
in the situation ofEq. 24) a 3 deviation from the SM valuewere found in BR (h ! bb) and
a 4 deviation n BR h ! gqg), this would be better com patible with an AM SB socenario
than wih a mGM SB scenario. If, on the other hand, the branching ratios were found to
agree well w ith the SM prediction, this would be best com patibl wih a SUSY -breaking
soenario ofm SUGRA type.

A's a consequence, precision m easurem ents at the LC of the branching ratios of the
light CP -even H iggs boson of the M SSM m ay indicate a preference am ong the three soft
SU SY breaking scenarios at the 12 level. This infom ation w illbe com plem entary to the
Inform ation from the direct observation of SUSY particks.

5 Conclusions

W e have nvestigated the rlkvant production and decay channels of the lightest CP -even
M SSM Higgs boson at the Tevatron, the LHC, an €'e LC,a C and a C wihin the
mSUGRA,mGM SB andmAM SB scenarios. T he values of BR have been com pared w ith
the corresponding SM values w ith the sam e H iggsboson m ass, M 5, = my . In this context
w e have also updated earlier results on the upperbound on m , within the three scenarios and
on the owerboundson tan that can be Inferred by confronting the theoretical predictions
w ith the LEP exclusion 1 it.

W e have rst analyzed the cbservability of the lightest M SSM H iggsboson at the di er-
ent colliders. Themodesgg ! h ! ,tt! thandWw ! h! Ww ; * ; allow
the detection of the lightest M SSM H iggs boson in all three scenarios over the whole cor-
resoponding param eter space. Possble exceptions occur for the very an allM , region in the
mGM SB andmAM SB scenarios, where a strong suppression ofm ore than 50% could happen
forgg! h'! . W ithin the clkan experim ental environm ent of the LC the cbservation of
the light H iggs w illbe ensured forallthree scenarios. Fora C, the very smallM , region in
mGM SB and mAM SB can be problm atic fortheh ! andh ! * mode. Atthe C,
Ma < 150GeV and tan ~ 50 Hrm SUGRA exhibits a strong suppression fortheh ! b
and h ! * m ode, whilk on the other hand in this param eter region the production of
the heavy M SSM H iggsbosonsH , A happensw ith an enhanced rate. Besides these di cult
regions, them ain ssarh modesata C anda C donotsu er from severe suppressionsw ith
respect to the SM case In all three scenarios. T he results of this analysis are sum m arized in
Tab.[d. Thus, allpossble future colliders o er very good prospects for detecting the lightest
CP -even H ggsboson oftheM SSM -n an m SUGRA,mGM SB ormAM SB scenario.

W e then Investigated the potential of precision m easurem ents of H iggs branching ratios
attheL.C and the C forestablishing indirect constraintson M , and tan . Forthisanalysis
we have not assum ed any further experim ental inform ation on the SUSY spoectrum, ie. a
11l scan over the param eter space (restricting to the case > 0) has been perform ed. If
deviations of the H iggs branching ratios from their SM values will be found at the 2{3
Jevel, it willbe possible to establish an upper bound orM , signi cantly below 1 TeV in all
three scenarios. The biggest sensitivity willcome from theh ! W W andh ! cocchannels.
W ithin the m SUGRA socenario, firthem ore a bound on tan of35 < tan < 55 can be
obtained ifa suppression oftheh ! and/orh ! channel or an enhancem ent in the
h! occand/orh! WW channelw ith respect to the SM values is cbserved. If this would
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be the case, this could be independently con m ed by H iggsm ediated B -physics cbservables
lkeB?! *  orB° B%mixing.

Sin ilarly, precisem easuram entsof  BR atthe L.C can also provide indirect Inform ation
on the high-energy param eters of the three soft SU SY -breaking scenarios. W hik w ithin the
mGM SB scenario the experin ental detemm ination of the H iggs branching ratios w i1l allow
to set only very weak bounds on the high-energy param eters, within m SUGRA rhtively
strong bounds on m 1, and ln mAM SB m oderate bounds on m ; could be s=t.

Finally we have Investigated the potential of precise m easuram ents of BR ata LC
to distinguish between the three soft SUSY breaking scenarios. For this analysis we have
assum ed a situation where experin ental nform ation on M 5 (and to a lesserextent on tan )
obtained at the LHC can be combined with precision m easurem ents of the properties of
the Iight Higgs boson at the LC, see also Ref. [101]. If a signi cant suppression of the
h! band/orh! *  channelw ith respect to s SM value were found, this would point
towardsthem SUGRA scenario, irrespectively ofthe actualvalie ofM 5 (withM o < 1 Te&V).
O therw ise, assum ing in our exampl M , to be restricted to 500 G&V < M, < 600 GeV,
precise m easuram ents of BR In particular in the h ! oand h ! gg channels may
Indicate a preference am ong the three soft SU SY breaking scenarios at the 1{2 level. This
Inform ation m ight be valuablk as i com plem ents the one about the SUSY goectrum from
the direct observation of SUSY particlks.
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