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A bstract

W einvestigate thephysicsofthelightestCP -even M SSM Higgsboson attheTeva-

tron,theLHC,a lineare+ e� collider,a 

 colliderand a �+ �� collider.Theanalysis

is perform ed in the three m ost prom inent soft SUSY-breaking scenarios,m SUG RA,

m G M SB and m AM SB.Forallcollidersthe observability and param eterregionswith

suppressed production cross sections (com pared to a SM Higgs boson with the sam e

m ass)are investigated. For the lepton and photon colliders the potentialisanalyzed

ofprecision m easurem ents ofthe branching ratios ofthe light CP-even Higgs boson

for obtaining indirect boundson the m ass ofthe CP -odd Higgs boson and the high-

energy param eters ofthe soft SUSY-breaking scenarios. In regions ofthe param eter

space where the LHC can detect the heavy Higgs bosons,precision m easurem ents of

the propertiesofthe lightHiggs boson atthe linear collider can provide valuable in-

form ation fordistinguishing between them SUG RA,m G M SB and m AM SB scenarios.
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1 Introduction

Thesearch forthelightneutralHiggsboson isacrucialtestofSupersym m etry (SUSY)that

can be perform ed with the present and the next generation ofhigh-energy colliders. The

prediction ofa relatively lightHiggsboson iscom m on to allsupersym m etric m odelswhose

couplingsrem ain in theperturbativeregim eup to a very high energy scale[1].Finding the

Higgsboson and subsequently studying itscouplingsto ferm ionsand bosonsisthusone of

them ain goalsofhigh-energy physics.Thedata taken during the�nalyearofLEP running

at
p
s>� 206 GeV haveestablished a 95% C.L.exclusion lim itfortheStandard M odel(SM )

Higgs boson ofM H SM
> 114:4 GeV. They showed a slight excess at about the 2� level

ofsignal-like eventsoverthe background expectation,which would be com patible with the

expectation forthe production ofa Higgsboson with SM -like ZZH coupling with a m ass

M H SM
� 116� 1 GeV [2]. In the M inim alSupersym m etric Standard M odel(M SSM ) the

m assofthelightestCP -even Higgsboson,m h,isbounded from abovebym h
<
� 135 GeV [3,4]

(takingintoaccountradiativecorrectionsuptotwo-looporder[3,4,6,7,8,9,10,5,11,12,13,14]).

In the M SSM no speci�c assum ptionsare m ade aboutthe underlying Supersym m etry-

(SUSY)-breakingm echanism ,and aparam eterization ofallpossibleSUSY-breakingterm sis

used.Thisgivesrisetothehugenum berofm orethan 100new param etersin addition tothe

SM ,which in principlecan bechosen independently ofeach other.A phenom enologicalanal-

ysisofthism odelin fullgeneralitywould clearlybeveryinvolved,and oneusuallyrestrictsto

certain benchm ark scenarios,seee.g.Refs.[15,16,17].On theotherhand,m odelsin which

allthe low-energy param eters are determ ined in term s ofa few param eters at the Grand

Uni�cation scale(oranotherhigh-energyscale),em ployingaspeci�csoftSUSY-breakingsce-

nario,arem uch m orepredictive.Them ostprom inentscenariosin theliteraturearem inim al

Supergravity (m SUGRA)[18,19],m inim alGaugeM ediated SUSY Breaking (m GM SB)[20]

and m inim alAnom aly M ediated SUSY Breaking (m AM SB) [21,22,23]. Analyses ofthe

Higgs sector in these scenarios,m ostly focusing only on the m axim um value ofm h,have

been perform ed in Refs.[24,25,26,27,28,29,30,31].A detailed com parison ofthethreesoft

SUSY-breaking scenarios in term s ofexclusion regions in the M A � tan�-plane (where A

is the CP -odd Higgs boson and tan� the ratio ofthe vacuum expectation values ofthe

two Higgsdoublets),theircom patibility with the slightexcess observed atLEP,and their

corresponding SUSY particlespectra can befound in Ref.[32].

In thepresentpaperthework ofRef.[32]isextended to an analysisofthelightestCP -

even Higgsboson phenom enology atpresentand futurecolliders.W erelatetheinputfrom

thethreesoftSUSY-breakingscenariosin auniform waytothepredictionsforthelow-energy

phenom enology in the Higgs sector,allowing thus a direct com parison ofthe predictions

arisingfrom thedi�erentscenarios.Thehigh-energy param etersgiven in thethreescenarios

are related to the low-energy SUSY param eters via renorm alization group (RG) running,

taking into account contributions up to two-loop order [33](for a recent com parison of

di�erent codes and current accuracies,see Ref.[34]). After transform ing the param eters

obtained in thisway into thecorresponding on-shellparam eters[35,36,37],they areused as

inputfortheprogram FeynHiggs[38,39,40].AsaresulttheHiggsboson m assspectrum and

theHiggsdecay ratesand branching ratios[41,42]havebeen obtained.Furtherrestrictions

such asfrom precision observablesand the non-observation ofSUSY particlesatLEP and

the Tevatron are also taken into account. For an analysis within the m SUGRA scenario

where also the cold dark m atter (CDM )constraints are included,see Ref.[43]. Based on
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these predictions forthe Higgs sector phenom enology,we analyze the observability ofthe

lightestM SSM Higgsboson atthe Tevatron,the LHC,a future e+ e� linearcollider(LC),

a 

 collider(
C),and a � + �� collider(�C).Regionsofthe high-energy param eterspace

with strongly suppressed Higgsproduction crosssectionsareidenti�ed.Asthenextstep the

branching ratiosofthe lightestHiggsboson into SM ferm ions(h ! b�b;h ! c�c;h ! �+ �� )

and into W bosons (h ! W W �) are com pared forthe m SUGRA,m GM SB and m AM SB

case.W eshow thattheprecisem easurem entofthevariousHiggsdecay branchingratioscan

be used to im pose boundson the value ofM A and also the high-energy inputparam eters.

Com bined with theinform ation on M A thatcould beobtained from theLHC Higgssearches,

wefurtherdiscussthepossibilityofdistinguishingthethreescenariosviatheHiggsbranching

ratio m easurem entsattheLC.

The rest ofthe paper is organized as follows. In Sect.2 we brie
y review the three

softSUSY-breaking scenariosand theevaluation ofthelow-energy data.The observability

ofthe lightest M SSM Higgs boson is investigated in Sect.3. In Sect.4 the potentialis

analyzed ofprecision m easurem entsoftheHiggsbosonbranchingratiosforobtainingindirect

constraintson M A and thehigh-energy param etersofthesoftSUSY-breakingscenarios.The

possibility ofa distinction ofthe m SUGRA,m GM SB and m AM SB scenarios isdiscussed.

Theconclusionscan befound in Sect.5.

2 T he low -energy sector and phenom enological con-

straints

In derivingthelow-energy param etersin thethreesoftSUSY-breakingscenarios(m SUGRA,

m GM SB and m AM SB)from thehigh-energy inputparam eterswefollow Ref.[32].Thus,in

thissection only them ostrelevantfactsarebrie
y sum m arized.

2.1 T he soft SU SY -breaking scenarios

The factthatno SUSY partnersofthe SM particleshave so farbeen observed m eansthat

low-energy SUSY cannotberealized asan unbroken sym m etry in nature,and SUSY m odels

thushave to incorporateadditionalSupersym m etry breaking interactions.Thisisachieved

by adding totheLagrangian (de�ned by theSU(3)
C
� SU(2)

L
� U(1)

Y
gaugesym m etry and

thesuperpotentialW )som efurtherinteraction term sthatrespectthegaugesym m etry but

break Supersym m etry (softly,i.e.no quadratic divergences appear),so called \softSUSY-

breaking" (SSB)term s. Assum ing thatthe R-parity sym m etry [44]isconserved,which we

do in this paper for allSUSY breaking scenarios,reduces the am ount ofnew soft term s

allowed in theLagrangian.Choosinga particularsoftSUSY-breaking pattern allowsfurther

reduction ofthenum beroffreeparam etersand theconstruction ofpredictive m odels.The

threem ostprom inentscenariosforsuch m odelsare

� m SU G R A (m inim alSuperGravity scenario)[18,19]:

Apartfrom theSM param eters(fortheexperim entalvaluesoftheSM inputparam eters

weuseRef.[45]),4param etersand asign arerequired tode�nethem SUGRA scenario:

fm 0 ;m 1=2 ;A 0 ;tan�;sign(�)g: (1)
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W hile m 0,m 1=2 and A 0 de�ne the scalarand ferm ionic m assesand the trilinearcou-

plingsattheGUT scale(� 1016 GeV),tan�(theratioofthetwo vacuum expectation

values)and the sign(�)(� isthe supersym m etric Higgsm assparam eter)are de�ned

atthe low-energy scale. Forournum ericalanalysis,see Sects.3,4,we have scanned

overthefollowing param eterspace1:

50 GeV � m0 � 1 TeV ;

50 GeV � m1=2 � 1 TeV ;

� 3 TeV � A0 � 3 TeV ;

1:5� tan� � 60;

sign� = +1: (2)

Thelow-energy spectrum hasbeen evaluated with theprogram sSUITY/FeynSSG [48,

49].

� m G M SB (m inim alGaugeM ediated SUSY-Breaking)[20]:

A very prom ising alternative to m SUGRA is based on the hypothesis that the soft

SUSY-breaking occursatrelatively low energy scalesand ism ediated m ainly by gauge

interactionsthrough theso-called \m essengersector" [51,50,20].Also in thisscenario,

thelow-energy param etersdepend on 4 param etersand a sign,

f M m ess;N m ess;�;tan�;sign(�)g ; (3)

where M m ess is the overallm essenger m ass scale;N m ess is a num ber called the m es-

sengerindex,param eterizing thestructure ofthem essengersector;� isthe universal

softSUSY-breaking m assscale feltby the low-energy sector. The phenom enology of

m GM SB ischaracterized by the presence ofa very lightgravitino ~G with m assgiven

by m 3=2 = m ~G
= Fp

3M 0

P

’
� p

F

100 TeV

�2
2:37 eV [52],where

p
F isthe fundam entalscale

ofSSB and M 0
P = 2:44� 1018 GeV isthereduced Planck m ass.Since

p
F istypically

oforder100 TeV,the ~G isalwaysthe LSP in these theories. The num ericalanalysis

in Sects.3,4 isbased on thefollowing scatterranges:

104 GeV � � � 2 � 105 GeV ;

1:01�� M m ess � 105�;

1� Nm ess � 8;

1:5� tan� � 60;

sign� = +1: (4)

Thelow-energy param etersetsforthisscenario havebeen calculated by using thepro-

gram SUSYFIRE [53]andadoptingthephenom enologicalapproachofRefs.[54,55,56,29].

� m A M SB (m inim alAnom aly M ediated SUSY-Breaking)[21,22,23]:

In thism odel,SUSY breaking happenson a separate brane and iscom m unicated to

1Thesign of�hasbeen �xed to (+ )(forallthreesoftSUSY-breakingscenarios),sincethissign isfavored

by the g� � 2 [46]and the BR(b! s
)[47]constraints,seeSect.2.3.
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thevisibleworld via thesuper-W eylanom aly.Theparticlespectrum isdeterm ined by

3 param etersand a sign:

fm aux;m 0;tan�;sign(�)g: (5)

The overallscale ofSUSY particle m asses is set by m aux,which is the VEV ofthe

auxiliary �eld in the supergravity m ultiplet. m 0 isintroduced asa phenom enological

param etertoavoid negativeslepton m asssquares,forotherapproachestothisproblem

see Refs.[21,57,58,59,60].The scatterparam eterspace forthe num ericalanalysisin

Sects.3,4 ischosen to be

20 TeV � maux � 100 TeV;

0� m0 � 2 TeV;

1:5� tan� � 60;

sign� = +1: (6)

Thelow-energy spectrum hasbeen derived with thecodedescribed in Ref.[26].

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

M SSM

The m ostrelevantparam etersforHiggsboson phenom enology in the M SSM are the m ass

oftheCP-odd Higgsboson,M A,theratio ofthetwo vacuum expectation values,tan�,the

scalartop m assesand m ixingangle,m ~t1
;m ~t2

;�~t,forlargetan�alsothescalarbottom m asses

and m ixing angle,m ~b1
;m ~b2

;�~b,thesupersym m etric Higgsm assparam eter,�,the U(1)and

SU(2)gaugino m asses,M 1 and M 2,and thegluino m ass,m ~g.Theselow-energy param eters

arederived from the high-energy param etersofthe three softSUSY-breaking scenariosvia

RG running,seeRef.[32].SincetheRG runningem ployed in thethreescenariosisbased on

the DR schem e,the corresponding low-energy param etersare DR param eters. In orderto

derive predictionsforobservables,i.e.particle m assesand m ixing angles,these param eters

in generalhaveto beconverted into on-shellparam eters.

Forthe predictionsin the M SSM Higgssectorwe use resultsobtained in the Feynm an-

diagram m atic(FD)approach within theon-shellrenorm alization schem easincorporated in

theFortran codeFeynHiggs[38,39,40]based on Refs.[5,4,3].

Ouranalysisisconcerned with them ain Higgsproduction and decay channelsatdi�erent

colliders. To this end the predictions for the Higgs boson m asses and e�ective couplings

(especially the e�ective m ixing angle,�e�,in the neutralCP-even Higgsboson sectorthat

includeshigher-ordercorrections)aswellasforthe branching ratiosofthe lightestM SSM

Higgsboson (and fora SM Higgsboson with the sam e m ass)have been evaluated. W hile

the predictions for the decays ofh ! b�b;c�c;�+ �� ;�+ �� are based on Ref.[41],including

the higher-ordercorrections described in Ref.[61,62],the otherdecay channels have been

derived with thecodeHdecay[42],which hasbeen im plem ented asasubroutinein thelatest

version ofFeynHiggs[40]. The propertransition from on-shellparam etersin FeynHiggsto

DR param etersin Hdecay hasbeen taken into account[35,36,37].

In orderto derivetherelativedi�erencebetween a M SSM production ordecay rateand

thecorresponding SM rate(forthesam eHiggsboson m ass),thefollowing ratioshavebeen

4



calculated (below the notation t�t! t�th refersto the processesq�q;gg ! t�th,and V V ! h

referstothevectorboson fusion processesattheLHC and theLC,q�q! q0�q0h,e+ e� ! ���h,

respectively):

� q�q;qq! V ! V h (V = W ;Z):

�SU SY
hV

�SM
hV

� sin2(�� �e�) (7)

� gg! h:

�SU SY (gg! h)

�SM (gg! h)
�
�SU SY (h ! gg)

�SM (h ! gg)
(8)

� q�q;gg! t�t! t�th:

�SU SY (t�t! t�th)

�SM (t�t! t�th)
�
cos2�e�

sin2�
(9)

� V V ! h,(V = W ;Z):

�SU SY
V V h

�SM
V V h

� sin2(�� �e�) (10)

� e+ e� ! Z ! Zh:

�SU SY
hZ

�SM
hZ

� sin2(�� �e�) (11)

� 

! h:

�SU SY (

! h)

�SM (

! h)
�
�SU SY (h ! 

)

�SM (h ! 

)
(12)

� �+ �� ! h:

�SU SY (�+ �� ! h)

�SM (�+ �� ! h)
�
�SU SY (h ! �+ �� )

�SM (h ! �+ �� )
(13)

� Higgsboson decays:

BR SU SY (h ! b�b)

BR SM (h ! b�b)
;
BR SU SY (h ! c�c)

BR SM (h ! c�c)
;
BR SU SY (h ! �+ �� )

BR SM (h ! �+ �� )
;

BR SU SY (h ! 

)

BR SM (h ! 

)
;
BR SU SY (h ! W W �)

BR SM (h ! W W �)
;
BR SU SY (h ! gg)

BR SM (h ! gg)
: (14)
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Forsom e ofthe cross sections in Eqs.(7){ (12) m ore com plete results forthe M SSM

existin the literature than those used in ouranalysis,see e.g.Refs.[63,64,65,66]. Forthe

qualitative analysisbelow,however,the approxim ationsused here should be su�cient,see

e.g.thecom parison in [63].

Forthe num ericalanalysisthe above production and decay m odeshave been com bined

to them ostrelevantchannelsforeach collider,i.e.wehavecalculated theproduct

�SU SY (Higgsprod:)

�SM (Higgsprod:)
�
BRSU SY (Higgsdecay)

BR SM (Higgsdecay)
: (15)

Thefollowing channelshavebeen considered:

� Tevatron:

q�q ! V
�
! V h ! V b�b;(V = W ;Z) (16)

� LHC:

gg ! h ! 

 (17)

q�q;gg ! t�t ! t�th ! t�tb�b (18)

V V ! h ! �
+
�
�
;W W

� (19)

� LC:

e
+
e
�

! Z
�
! Zh ! Zb�b;Zc�c;Z�+ �� ;ZW W

�
;Zgg (20)

W W ! h ! b�b;c�c;�+ �� ;W W
�
;gg (21)

Dueto ourapproxim ationsfortheproduction processestherelativeresultsof

�SU SY =�SM � BRSU SY =BRSM for the sam e �nalstates in the two chains num erically

agree.

� 
C:



 ! h ! b�b;W W
�
;

 (22)

� �C:

�
+
�
�

! h ! b�b;�+ �� ;W W
� (23)

2.3 Phenom enologicalconstraints

W hile ourm ain focusin thispaperison the physicsin the Higgssector,we also take into

accountsom efurther(relatively m ild)constraintswhen determ ining theallowed param eter

space. These constraintsare brie
y sum m arized here. (A m ore detailed discussion can be

found in Ref.[32].)
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� LEP H iggs bounds:

The results from the Higgs search at LEP have excluded a considerable part ofthe

M SSM param eterspace[67].Theresultsofthesearch fortheM SSM Higgsbosonsare

usuallyinterpreted in threedi�erentbenchm arkscenarios[15].The95% C.L.exclusion

lim it forthe SM Higgs boson ofM H SM
> 114:4 GeV [2]applies also forthe lightest

CP -even Higgsboson oftheM SSM exceptfortheparam eterregion with sm allM A and

largetan�.In theunconstrained M SSM thisbound isreduced to m h > 91:0 GeV [67]

forM A
<
� 150 GeV and tan� >� 8 asa consequenceofa reduced coupling oftheHiggs

to the Z boson. Forthe CP -odd Higgsboson a lowerbound ofM A > 91:9 GeV has

been obtained [67]. In order to correctly interpolate between the param eter regions

wheretheSM lowerbound2 ofM H SM

>
� 113 GeV and thebound m h

>
� 91 GeV apply,

weusetheresultfortheHiggs-m assexclusion given with respectto thereduced ZZh

coupling squared (i.e.sin2(�� �e�))[68].W ehavecom pared theexcluded region with

thetheoreticalprediction obtained atthe two-loop levelform h and sin
2(�� �e�)for

each param eterset(using m t= 175 GeV).

� Precision observables:

Theelectroweak precision observablesarea�ected bythewholespectrum ofSUSY par-

ticles. The m ain SUSY contributionsentervia the �-param eter[69]. In ouranalysis

we take into accountthe correctionsarising from ~t=~bloopsup to two-loop order[70].

A value of�� outside the experim entally preferred region of�� SU SY <
� 3� 10�3 [45]

indicatesexperim entally disfavored ~tand ~b m asses. The evaluation of�� SU SY isim -

plem ented in FeynHiggs.

� Experim entalbounds on SU SY particle m asses

In orderto restricttheallowed param eterspace in thethree softSUSY-breaking sce-

narios we em ployed the current experim entalconstraints on their low-energy m ass

spectrum [45].Theprecisevaluesoftheboundsthatwehaveapplied can befound in

Ref.[32].

� O ther restrictions

W e justbrie
y listhere the furtherrestrictionsthatwe have taken into account.For

a detailed discussion seeRef.[32].

{ Thetop quark m assis�xed to m t = 175 GeV.

{ The GUT or high-energy scale param eters are taken to be real,no SUSY CP -

violating phasesareassum ed.

{ In allm odels under consideration the R-parity sym m etry [44]is taken to be

conserved.

2Instead oftheactualexperim entallowerbound,M H SM

>
� 114:4 G eV [2],weusethevalueof113 G eV in

ordertoallow forsom euncertaintyin thetheoreticalevaluationofm h from unknownhigher-ordercorrections,

which iscurrently estim ated to be � 3 G eV [4].

7



{ Param etersetsthatdo notful�lthecondition3ofradiativeelectroweak sym m etry

breaking (REW SB)arediscarded (already atthelevelofm odelgeneration).

{ Param etersetsthatdonotful�ltheconstraintsthatthereshould benochargeor

colorbreaking m inim a arediscarded (already atthelevelofm odelgeneration).

{ Contrary to Ref.[32]we did not apply a \naturalness bound" on the sferm ion

and gluino m ass,butjustrestricted thescanned param eterspaceasindicated in

Sect.2.1.Thisisin factnotan im portantrestriction forthe�� BR calculation,

since very heavy SUSY particles tend to decouple from the observables we are

considering here,i.e.thequantity in Eq.(15)approaches1.

{ W e dem and thatthe lightestSUSY particle (LSP)isuncolored and uncharged.

In the m GM SB scenario the LSP is always the gravitino,so this condition is

autom atically ful�lled. W ithin the m SUGRA and m AM SB scenario,the LSP is

required to be the lightest neutralino. Param eter sets thatresult in a di�erent

LSP areexcluded.

{ W e do notapply any furthercosm ologicalconstraints,i.e.we do notdem and a

relicdensity in theregion favored by dark m atterconstraints[72].

{ Although we do not apply constraints from BR(b ! s
) [47]or g� � 2 ofthe

m uon [46],werestrictourselvesto thecasewheretheHiggsino m ixing param eter

ispositive,�> 0. Thischoice isfavored by the currentdata. The resultswith

negative�can di�ersigni�cantlyfrom thecaseweconsiderhereand would require

an additionalanalysis.

2.4 B ounds on m h and tan�

Scanning over the param eter space ofm SUGRA,m GM SB and m AM SB as described in

Sect.2.1 and applying the constraints as described in Sect.2.3 results in upper m axim al

valuesofm h and lowerboundson tan�(forthegeneralM SSM case,seeRefs.[67,73]).This

analysishasbeen perform ed in Ref.[32].However,duetotheprogressin them h evaluation,

see Ref.[4]for a review,these bounds have changed as com pared to our earlier analysis.

Tab.1 givesan updateoftheobtained m h and tan� bounds.

m SUGRA m GM SB m AM SB

m m ax

h [GeV] 126.6 123.2 124.5

tan�m in 2.9 3.1 3.8

Table 1: Upper bound on m h,m h < m m ax

h ,and lower bound on tan�,tan� > tan� m in,

in the three softSUSY-breaking scenarios(form t = 175 GeV and taking into accountthe

phenom enologicalconstraintsofSect.2.3;notheoreticaluncertaintiesfrom unknown higher-

ordercorrectionsareincluded in m m ax

h ).

3W e use here the one-loop m inim ization conditions. Analyticaltwo-loop expressions ofO (�t�s + �2
t
)

forthe m inim ization conditionshave been recently given in Ref.[71]. The fulltwo-loop correctionscan be

derived num erically from the work ofRef.[14].
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3 O bservability ofthe lightest M SSM H iggs boson

In thissection theobservability ofthelightestM SSM Higgsboson atthedi�erentcollidersis

analyzed.Especially atthehadron collidersareduced �� BR forcertain channelscom pared

totheSM valuecould m akeitm oredi�culttoestablish aHiggssignaloverthebackground.

� Tevatron:

In allthreesoftSUSY-breaking scenariostheTevatron search channelsarenotsignif-

icantly suppressed com pared to the SM rates. The channelV ! V h ! V b�b issup-

pressed by notm orethan 10% ascom pared to theSM value.Thereforetheprospects

attheTevatron forthediscovery ofthelightestM SSM Higgsboson areasgood asfor

theSM Higgsboson.A sim ilarobservation hasalready been m adein Ref.[43]forthe

m SUGRA scenario,where also other phenom enologicalconstraints have been taken

into account.

� LHC:

W estartourdiscussion with thechannelgg! h ! 

thatisofparticularim portance

for a light SM -like Higgs boson with m h
<
� 130 GeV [74]. As has been shown in

Ref.[75,76,16],for certain values ofthe SUSY param eters this production channel

can beheavily suppressed fora wideregion oftheM A � tan�-param eterspaceofthe

unconstrained M SSM (see also Ref.[77]for an analysis in the m SUGRA scenario).

Since the eventrate forthischannelisrelatively low (h ! 

 being a rare decay),a

suppression of50% orm orewould certainly posea challengeto theexperim ent.

The situation within the three soft SUSY-breaking scenarios can be read o� from

Fig.1 4. W ithin the m SUGRA scenario a suppression ofup to 10{20% is found for

M A
<
� 700 GeV foralltan� values.Forvery largetan�,tan� >

� 50,a reduction even

largerthan20% canbefound.Thisisinagreem entwiththeresultobtainedinRef.[43],

where no substantialreduction has been found, after other phenom enologicalcon-

straintslikeBR(b! s
),g� � 2and especially theCDM restrictionshad been applied.

Concerning theparam eterspace oftheGUT scale param etersm 0 and m 1=2 (which is

notshown hereexplicitly),thereduction isfound forallm 0 and m 1=2
<
� 350 GeV.

The suppression can be strongerin the othertwo scenarios. Nearly allm odelpoints

with M A
<
� 400 GeV form GM SB and m AM SB,which correspond to tan� valuesof

tan� >� 20,show asuppression of20-50% (orevenm ore).ForM A
<
� 200 GeV(300 GeV)

and tan� >
� 50 (30 <� tan� <

� 40)the reduction iseven largerthan 50% in m GM SB

(m AM SB).For larger M A values,M A
>
� 600 GeV,the SM value of�� BR is ap-

proached.Concerningthehigh-energyparam eters,thelargestreductioninthem GM SB

scenarioisfound allovertheparam eterspaceforM m essand N m ess(with tan� >
� 50and

� >
� 30 TeV),whereasa reduction by 10-20% ism ostly found forthe lowest� values

forallM m ess values.W ithin m AM SB thelargestreduction isfound form 0
<
� 700 GeV

and m aux
<
� 4� 104 GeV. Sm allvaluesofthe high-energy param eterscorrespond to

relatively sm allvaluesofthe low-energy SUSY param eters,which are required fora

sizablesuppression ofthegg! h ! 

 channel[75,76,16].

4Fora sim ilaranalysisforthe charged Higgsbosons,seeRef.[78].
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Figure1: TheratefortheLHC channelgg! h ! 

,norm alized to theSM casewith the

sam eHiggsboson m ass,(�� BR)SU SY =(�� BR)SM ,isshown in theM A {tan� planeforthe

m SUGRA,m GM SB and m AM SB scenarios (from top to bottom ). The unconnected dots

appearing in thisand the following �guresre
ectthe factthatonly a few pointswith very

low density appearin thisarea. However,increasing the density ofthe scatterdata would

coverthewholearea in which thedotsarelocated.
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W enow considertheassociated production channelattheLHC,q�q;gg! t�t! t�th !

t�tb�b.5 In allthreescenariostherateisnotsuppressed com pared totheSM rateby m ore

than 10% oreven an enhancem ent by up to 10-20% occurs. Therefore thischannel,

which ism ostrelevantin the region 100 GeV <
� m h

<
� 120 GeV [74]doesnotsu�er

from suppression dueto SUSY correctionsin thethreesoftSUSY-breaking scenarios.

M ore recently also the Higgs boson production via W boson fusion,W + W � ! h,

with a subsequentdecay to �+ �� pairs,W bosonsorphotonshasbeen discussed,see

Refs.[79,80]foraSM analysesand Refs.[81,82]forthem odeh ! �+ �� in theM SSM

case. These channels can be relevant forthe whole allowed m h range in the M SSM .

The m SUGRA scenario o�ersvery good prospectsforthe decay into �+ �� ,which is

characterized bythecoupling� sin�e�=cos�.Overalm ostthewholeparam eterspace

theratefor�� BR di�ersby lessthan 10% from theSM rate.Only forvery sm allM A

and very high tan�asuppression ispossible.Thiscorrespondstotheparam eterspace

wheretheheavy Higgsboson can have SM like couplings,seeFig.1 in Ref.[32].The

otherchannels(h ! W W �;

)show thefollowingpattern:duetotheincreased decay

ratesto ferm ions,atrelatively sm allM A ,250 GeV <
� M A

<
� 500 GeV,a suppression

ofthe decaysinto W bosonsorphotonsispossible,while the value ofthe SM rate is

approached forlargerM A.

The situation issim ilarin the m GM SB and m AM SB scenarios,besidesthatthesup-

pression ofthe�+ �� channelforvery sm allM A and very largetan� isnotfound.For

thesm allestpossiblevaluesofM A and thelargestpossiblevaluesoftan�a strong en-

hancem entofthesechannelscan beobserved.Thisagreeswith theresultsofRef.[32],

where only in the m SUGRA scenario butnotin the m GM SB and m AM SB scenario

a region ofthe param eterspace hasbeen found where the heavy Higgsboson isSM

like. Thusthe h ! �+ �� channelisenhanced everywhere in m GM SB and m AM SB.

Correspondingly the two otherchannels,h ! W W � and h ! 

 are suppressed ev-

erywhere. Asan exam ple,in Fig.2 we show the channelW W ! h ! W W � in the

m GM SB and them AM SB scenario.Fornottoo largeM A ,M A
<
� 550 GeV(700 GeV),

in m GM SB (m AM SB)a reduction largerthan 10% can be observed. ForlargerM A

theresultsin them GM SB and m AM SB scenariosapproach theonein theSM .

� LC:

Due to itsclean experim entalenvironm ent,Higgsboson production should be easily

observableattheLC,i.e.in variouschannelseven a signi�cantsuppression com pared

to the SM rate would notbe harm ful[84,85,86]. Therefore the production channels

Z � ! Zh and W W ! h (which yield the sam e num ericalresultin ouranalysis,see

Sect.2.2) and alldecay channels, h ! b�b,c�c,�+ �� ,W W �,gg,are observable in

the three softSUSY-breaking scenarios. Thisappliesalso in the region ofsm allM A,

M A
<
� 200 GeV,whereasuppression ofm orethan 50% can occurin allthreescenarios.

W ewillthereforepresenta detailed analysisoftheLC production and decay channels

only in thecontextofprecision m easurem ents,seeSect.4.

5Also som e otherchannelsfora SM Higgsboson have been studied,e.g.t�t! t�th ! t�tW W � [83].They

could beeasily included in ouranalysisasoutlined in Sect.2.Sinceincluding thesechannelsdoesnotchange

ourqualitativeresults,wedo notdiscussthem hereexplicitly.
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Figure 2: The rate forthe LHC channelW W ! h ! W W �,norm alized to the SM case

with the sam e Higgsboson m ass,isshown in the M A {tan� plane forthe m GM SB (upper

plot)and them AM SB scenario (lowerplot).

� 
C:

Also the 
C,due to the Higgs boson production in the s-channel,o�ers very good

prospects for the Higgs boson observation [87,88]. Only the decay h ! 

 could

becom eproblem aticifitisstrongly suppressed com pared to theSM value(e.g.dueto

an enhanced hb�bcoupling).

In them SUGRA scenariotheh ! 

channelandtheh ! W W � channelareverysim -

ilar.They can besuppressed by m orethan 20% only forvery largetan�,tan� >
� 50,

orfortan�� 10 with thesm allestallowed M A values.On theotherhand,theh ! b�b

and h ! �+ �� m odesareunproblem aticwithin m SUGRA and show eitheronly avery

sm allsuppression or even som e enhancem ent,with the only exception ofa possible

suppression atvery largetan�.

In the m GM SB scenario the h ! b�b and h ! �+ �� channels are always enhanced.

The h ! 

 and h ! W W � channels show a suppression ofm ore than 50% for
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Figure3: The rateforthe
C channel

! h ! 

,norm alized to theSM case with the

sam e Higgsboson m ass,isshown in theM A {tan� plane forthem GM SB (upperplot)and

them AM SB scenario (lowerplot).

M A
<
� 100 GeV,whileforM A

<
� 600 GeV stillasuppression ofm orethan 10% occurs,

see Fig.3 for the h ! 

 channel. The situation is quite sim ilar in the m AM SB

scenario,with an exception in the interm ediate M A region,600� 1300 GeV,where

there is an enhancem ent ofthe h ! 

 m ode com pared to the one obtained in the

m GM SB scenario,seeFig.3.

� �C:

Finally,to com plete ouranalysis,we also brie
y look atthe �C.This collidero�ers

good prospects since the Higgs boson can be produced in the s-channelwithout a

loop suppression like at the 
C,however with the relatively sm all�+ �� h Yukawa

coupling [89]. However,in the unconstrained M SSM it is possible that the �+ �� h

coupling,being � sin�e�=cos�,can becom e very sm allif� e� ! 0 because ofloop

corrections [89,90]. In this param eter region,on the other hand,H ,A production

atthe �C happenswith an enhanced rate and o�ersgood prospectsforresolving H
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and A asseparateresonances[89,90].

The feature ofa suppressed �+ �� h coupling can also be realized in the m SUGRA

scenario when the heavy (and not the light) CP-even Higgs boson is SM like. This

is possible for very high tan� and sm allM A ,M A
<
� 300 GeV (note that here no

CDM constraints are taken into account, in contrast to the analysis of Ref.[89]).

In this param eter region a strong suppression is possible for all�C channels ofthe

light CP-even Higgs boson (while H ,A production happens at enhanced rates). In

the rest ofthe param eter space the h ! b�b and h ! �+ �� channelare strongly

enhanced forM A
<
� 700 GeV.Forvery largeM A an enhancem entofup to10% occurs.

Correspondingly,the h ! W W � channelisnotenhanced,butstillwithin 10% ofthe

SM value.

W ithin m GM SB and m AM SB the suppression ofthe �+ �� h coupling isnotpresent.

Because ofthe coupling factorsin�e�=cos� the h ! b�band h ! �+ �� channelsare

strongly enhanced forsm allM A ,while theSM valueisapproached forlargevaluesof

M A. The h ! W W � channel,being enhanced with the sin�e�=cos� factoronly at

the production vertex,is less enhanced,but should be unproblem atic for the whole

param eterspace.

Theresultsofthissection aresum m arized in Tab.2.Them odesgg! h ! 

,t�t! t�th

and W W ! h ! W W �;�+ �� ;

 allow the detection ofthe lightest M SSM Higgs boson

in allthree scenariosoverthe whole indicated param eterspace. Possible exceptionsoccur

forthe gg ! h ! 

 channelforthe very sm allM A region in the m GM SB and m AM SB

scenarios,wherea strong suppression ofm orethan 50% could happen.Becauseoftheclean

experim entalenvironm entata LC,detection ofthe lightHiggsisensured forallthe three

scenarios.Fora
C,theregionofverysm allM A valuesinthem GM SB andm AM SB scenarios

m ightbe di�cultforthe h ! W W � and h ! 

 m ode because ofa strong suppression of

m ore than 50% . At the �C,the region M A
<
� 150 GeV and tan� >

� 50 in the m SUGRA

scenario exhibitsa signi�cantsuppression oftheproduction ofthelightestCP -even M SSM

Higgs boson. Besides the \di�cult" regions m entioned above,the m ain search m odes at

the 
C and the �C are nota�ected by strong suppression forallthree scenarios,and the

lightestM SSM Higgsboson in thesescenarioswillclearly bedetectableatallpossiblefuture

colliders.

4 Precision analyses ofthe H iggs m asses and branch-

ing ratios

W enow investigate thepotentialofHiggsbranching ratio m easurem entsatfuturecolliders

for testing the underlying SUSY m odel. W e concentrate our analysis on the LC and the


C,since the anticipated precisionsofatthe LHC willin generalbe m uch worse,while on

the other hand branching ratio m easurem ents ofthe light Higgs boson at the �C are not

expected to yield substantially betterresultsthan attheLC.

Overm ostoftheparam eterspaceofthescenariosdiscussed hereonewould ofcoursealso

expect to observe direct production ofSUSY particles atthe next generation ofcolliders.
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Table2: Behavioroftheproduction and decay m odesofthelightestCP -even Higgsboson

ofthe M SSM ,see Eq.(15),forthe m ost relevant channels atpresent and future colliders

in three di�erentSUSY breaking scenarios. W hen there issuppression orenhancem entwe

indicate itsm axim um m agnitude togetherwith the param eterswhere thishappens. Ifnot

stated explicitly,forthe restofthe param eterspace the m ode behavesroughly like in the

SM .The Higgsm assrangewhere detection ofa statistically signi�cantsignalispossible is

alsoshown [91,92].Thephrase\n.f.e." standsfor\notfully explored"and referstochannels

wherethestudiesso farhavebeen perform ed forsom e�xed m h valuesonly.
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However,weconcentrateouranalysison inform ation obtainablefrom theHiggssectorwith-

outassum ing furtherknowledge ofthe SUSY spectrum . In a realistic situation one would

ofcourseconfrontthem odelunderstudy with allavailableexperim entalinform ation.

Tab.3 lists the anticipated accuracies in di�erent channels at the LC [84,93]and the


C [87,88]. The valuesgiven in Tab.3 correspond to a SM -like Higgsboson with a m ass

com patible with the allowed m ass range ofthe lightest CP -even Higgs boson in the three

softSUSY-breaking scenarios according to the upper bounds given in Tab.1. There is of

coursesom evariation in theaccuracy with which thebranching ratioscan bem easured over

the allowed range ofm h. Forsim plicity,we assum e a constant precision over the allowed

m assrange foreach channelwith a value referring to the m iddle ofthe allowed range. In

param eterregionswheretheM SSM ratedi�ersdrastically from theSM ratetheprospective

precision willofcoursebedi�erentthan in theSM .W hilein extrem ecaseslikethisitwillbe

easy to inferpropertiesofthe SUSY m odelfrom Higgssectorm easurem ents,we willfocus

in ouranalysisbelow on m oderatedeviationsbetween theM SSM and theSM ,forwhich the

valuesgiven in Tab.3 can beapplied in good approxim ation.W ewillindicatethedeviation

between the M SSM and the SM in term s ofthe accuracies given in Tab.3,i.e.a \� n�"

deviation m eansthatthecalculated M SSM valueof�� BR deviatesfrom thecorresponding

SM value(with M H SM
= m h)by (� n � precision).

collider decay m ode precision

LC h ! b�b 1.5%

LC h ! �+ �� 4.5%

LC h ! c�c 6%

LC h ! gg 4%

LC h ! W W � 3%


C h ! b�b 2%


C h ! W W � 5%


C h ! 

 11%

Table3:Anticipated precisionsform easurem entsofHiggsbranchingratiosattheLC [84,93]

and the
C [87,88].Thevaluesaregiven fora SM -likeHiggsboson with a m asscom patible

with the allowed m ass range ofthe lightestCP -even Higgsboson in the three softSUSY-

breaking scenarios,seetext.

4.1 Sensitivity to M A and tan�

W hilewithin theM SSM theprospectsforthedetection ofthelightestCP -even Higgsboson

atthe nextgeneration ofcollidersare very good,the situation isquite di�erentfordirect

observation ofthe CP-odd A boson.Atthe LHC the detection ofthisparticle can be very
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di�cultoversizable fractionsoftheM SSM param eterspace(seee.g.Ref.[74,94]),whileit

m ay be outside the kinem aticalreach ofthe LC (see Refs.[64,95]fora recent account of

thissubject).Thus,itisofinterestto study thepotentialforobtaining indirectboundson

M A from precision m easurem ents.Exploiting thesensitivity to M A can bedonein a sim ilar

fashion asnowadaysfortheSM Higgs,whereindirectboundsarederived from electroweak

precision tests. Since in the decoupling lim it,M A � M Z,the Higgs sector ofthe M SSM

becom esSM -like,deviationsin theproduction and decayofthelightestCP-even Higgsboson

oftheM SSM can in principlebetranslated intoan upperbound on M A.Ifdirectinform ation

on M A isavailable,theindirectsensitivity to M A allowsa stringenttestofthem odel.

Severalanalysesofthesensitivity toM A attheLC orthe
C havebeen carried outin the

literature[43,88,96,97,98](forananalysisfocusingonthem easurem entswith aGigaZ option

oftheLC seeRef.[99]).W hilein m any oftheseanalysesparticular\benchm ark" valuesof

theSUSY param etershavebeen chosen,weperform adetailed scan overtheparam eterspace

ofthe three softSUSY-breaking scenarios. Ourstudy di�ers considerably especially from

previousstudiesoftheHiggsbranching ratiosin Ref.[88,96,97].In thesepreviousanalyses,

allparam etersexceptfortheoneunderinvestigation havebeen kept�xed and thee�ectofan

assum ed deviation between theM SSM and theSM hassolely been attributed to thissingle

freeparam eter.Thiswould correspond toasituation with acom pleteknowledgeofallSUSY

param eters without any experim entalor theoreticaluncertainty,which obviously leads to

an unrealistic enhancem ent ofthe sensitivity to the investigated param eter. Allowing the

otherSUSY (and SM )param etersto vary within reasonablerangeswould resultin reduced

sensitivitiesascom pared to theonesreported in thesestudies.

Since assum ptions aboutwhich partofthe SUSY spectrum m ightbe accessible atthe

nextgeneration ofcollidersare necessarily very speculative,we do notassum e any further

inform ationbeyond theHiggssectoratallandperform afullscan overtheparam eterspaceof

the three softSUSY-breaking scenarios. The resulting sensitivity to M A (which e�ectively

covers also possible theoreticaluncertainties6 ) can thus be interpreted as a \worst case"

scenariowithin m SUGRA,m GM SB and m AM SB,which could beim proved byincorporating

furtherinform ation from othersectorsofthem odel.

In Fig.4 theindirectsensitivity to M A within them SUGRA scenario isinvestigated for

thechannelsh ! b�b;c�c;�+ �� ;W W � attheLC.The�gureshowstheregionsin theM A {tan�

planewheretheresultin them SUGRA scenario di�ersfrom theSM prediction by 1�,2�or

3�,according to theprospective accuracy attheLC asgiven in Tab.3.The corresponding

sensitivitiesatthe
C (which arenotshown here)turn outto beusually worsethan atthe

LC forthem SUGRA scenario.

Ifa 2� or3� deviation oftheHiggsbranching ratiosfrom thecorresponding SM values

isfound atthe LC,an upperbound on M A can be inferred within the m SUGRA scenario

according to Fig.4. In particular,the h ! W W � channelyields an upper bound on M A

of500� 600 GeV (depending on tan�)fora m orethan 3� deviation,600� 700 GeV fora

deviationinexcessof2�,whiledeviationsofm orethan1�occurforM A upto800� 1000 GeV

within the m SUGRA scenario. On the other hand,m easuring a suppression in the h !

b�b and/or h ! �+ �� channel(left colum n ofFig.4) or an enhancem ent in the h ! c�c

6Notethatthepresently largesttheoreticaluncertainty in theM SSM Higgssector,which arisesfrom the

experim entalerrorofthe top-quark m ass,willbe drastically reduced by the precise m easurem entofm t at

the LC.
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Figure 4: Indirect sensitivity to M A in the m SUGRA scenario: forthe channels h ! b�b,

h ! c�c,h ! �+ �� and h ! W W � (from top to bottom )theregionsin theM A{tan� plane

areshown wheretheresultin them SUGRA scenario di�ersfrom theSM prediction by 1�,

2� or3�,assum ing theprospectiveaccuracy attheLC according to Tab. 3.
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and/or h ! W W � channel(right colum n ofFig.4) would determ ine tan� to lie within

35 <
� tan� <

� 55 in the m SUGRA scenario. The m SUGRA scenario is the only ofthe

three soft SUSY-breaking scenarios thatcould accom m odate a suppression ofthe h ! b�b

and/or h ! �+ �� channel7. Thus these m easurem ents can help to distinguish the soft

SUSY-breaking scenarios,seeSect.4.3.
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Figure5: Indirectsensitivity to M A in them GM SB scenario:forthechannelsh ! b�b(top

left),h ! c�c(top right),h ! �+ �� (bottom left)and h ! W W � (bottom right)theregions

in theM A{tan� planeareshown wheretheresultin them GM SB scenario di�ersfrom the

SM prediction by 1�,2� or3�,assum ing the prospective accuracy atthe LC according to

Tab.3.

In Fig.5 we show the sensitivity to M A within the m GM SB scenario forthe channels

h ! b�b;c�c;�+ �� ;W W � at the LC.The corresponding results for h ! b�b;W W � at the


C are displayed in Fig.6 (which yields com parable sensitivities in this scenario). As for

m SUGRA,theobservation ofa2�or3�deviation com pared totheSM prediction willallow

to establish an upper bound on M A within the m GM SB scenario. Also in this case the

h ! W W � channelshowssigni�cantdeviationsfrom theSM prediction overa widerrange

oftheM A{tan�planethan theotherchannels.Foram orethan 2�deviation in thischannel

an upperbound on M A ofabout700 GeV (depending som ewhaton tan�)can beinferred.

7In ourO (50000)m G M SB scatterpointswehavefound two pointswith M A � 100 G eV and tan�� 55

thatexhibita very strong suppression ofthe h ! b�b and h ! �+ �� channelby m ore than 50% . However,

these pointsappearto be rather�ne-tuned and wedid notinclude them into ouranalysis.
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Figure6: Indirectsensitivity to M A in them GM SB scenario:forthechannelsh ! b�b(left)

and h ! W W � (right)theregionsin theM A{tan� planeareshown wheretheresultin the

m GM SB scenario di�ersfrom theSM prediction by 1�,2� or3�,assum ing theprospective

accuracy atthe
C according to Tab.3.
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Figure7: Indirectsensitivity to M A in them AM SB scenario:forthechannelsh ! b�b(top

left),h ! c�c(top right),h ! �+ �� (bottom left)and h ! W W � (bottom right)theregions

in theM A {tan� planeareshown where theresultin them AM SB scenario di�ersfrom the

SM prediction by 1�,2� or3�,assum ing the prospective accuracy atthe LC according to

Tab.3.
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Biggerdeviationsresultin correspondingly lowerupperboundson M A .

In Fig.7 thesensitivity to M A within them AM SB scenario isdisplayed forthechannels

h ! b�b;c�c;�+ �� ;W W � at the LC.The sensitivities at the 
C are usually worse in this

scenario.Asfortheothertwoscenarios,in generalan upperbound on M A can beestablished

if a 2� or 3� deviation from the SM result is observed. Again in particular the h !

W W � channelo�ers good prospects for observing sizable deviations. It allows to set an

upper bound on M A of800� 900 GeV (depending on tan�) ifa deviation ofm ore than

2� is observed. Higher deviations result in correspondingly lower upper bounds on M A.

Com paring the resultsforthe h ! W W � channelin the m AM SB scenario with the other

scenarios,in the m AM SB scenario sizable deviations from the SM prediction occur over

a wider param eter space in the M A{tan� plane than in the other scenarios. Thus,the

prospectsforexperim entally establishingadeviation from theSM prediction and in thisway

inferring an upperbound on M A appearto beparticularly good in them AM SB scenario.

4.2 Sensitivity to high-energy param eters

Besides providing sensitivity to M A ,precise m easurem ents ofHiggs branching rations at

the LC can also yield indirect inform ation on the high-energy param eters ofthe di�erent

softSUSY-breaking scenarios.In Fig.8 theresultsforthechannelsh ! b�b;c�c;�+ �� ;W W �

areshown in the m 1=2{m 0 plane forthe m SUGRA scenario.W hile theindirectconstraints

thatcan beobtained with a 2�or3� deviation on m 0 areratherm ild,strongerboundscan

be obtained for m 1=2. This re
ects the fact that M A and the squark m asses are strongly

correlated with them 1=2 value.Com bining thechannels,an upperbound of� 350 GeV on

m 1=2 can be set ifa deviation ofm ore than 3� from the SM prediction is observed,a 2�

deviation constrainsm 1=2 to besm allerthan � 450 GeV,while deviationsofm orethan 1�

occurform 1=2
<
� 650 GeV.

Concerning the m GM SB scenario (which isnotdisplayed here)the indirectconstraints

are weaker. Results deviating from the SM prediction forthe h ! W W � channelby 3�,

forinstance,aredistributed overnearly thewholeM m ess{� plane.Thus,establishing a non

SM -likebehaviorin theHiggssectoraloneisnotsu�cienttoderiveindirectboundson M m ess

and �,i.e.furtherexperim entalinform ation isnecessary to constrain theseparam eters.On

the other hand,weak lower lim its on M m ess,� could be set,which can cut out the lower

edge ofthe m GM SB allowed M m ess{� area,ifthe deviation from the SM value isfound to

besm all.

In Fig.9 the results for the channels h ! b�b;c�c are shown in the m 0{m aux plane for

the m AM SB scenario. Like in the m GM SB scenario,deviations of3� or 2� with respect

to the SM prediction occurovera ratherwide range ofm 0 and m aux values. An observed

deviation of3� would constrain m 0 to besm allerthan � 1100 GeV,whilemaux would have

to be sm aller than � 6 � 104 GeV. Observation ofa 2� deviation would allow to set an

upper bound on m 0 ofm 0
<
� 1400 GeV,while restricting the param eter space to the one

com patiblewith a 2� deviation doesnotsigni�cantly reducetherangeofpossiblevaluesof

m aux in Fig.9.
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Figure8: Indirectsensitivity tom 0,m 1=2 in them SUGRA scenario:forthechannelsh ! b�b,

h ! c�c,h ! �+ �� and h ! W W � (from top to bottom )theregionsin the m 1=2{m 0 plane

areshown wheretheresultin them SUGRA scenario di�ersfrom theSM prediction by 1�,

2� or3�,assum ing theprospectiveaccuracy attheLC according to Tab. 3.
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Figure9: Indirectsensitivity to m 0,m aux in them AM SB scenario:forthechannelsh ! b�b

(left)and h ! c�c(right)theregionsin them 0{m aux planeareshown wheretheresultin the

m AM SB scenario di�ersfrom theSM prediction by 1�,2� or3�,assum ing theprospective

accuracy attheLC according to Tab.3.

4.3 D iscrim ination between soft SU SY -breaking scenarios

W enow investigatethepotentialofprecisem easurem entsofHiggsbranching ratiosata LC

fordistinguishing between thethreesoftSUSY-breaking scenarios.The m ain experim ental

testofdi�erentSUSY-breakingscenarioswillofcoursebetoconfronttheirpredictionsforthe

SUSY spectrum with theresultsobtained from thedirectobservation ofSUSY particles.The

analysis ofthe Higgssector,however,m ay contribute further valuable inform ation. Since

the di�erent soft SUSY-breaking scenarios predict di�erent m ass patterns for the SUSY

particles,variationsin theresultsfortheHiggssectorobservablesforthesam evalueofM A

can beexpected.

As above,we do notassum e experim entalinput from othersectors ofthe M SSM ,but

concentrate on the Higgs sector. Clearly,resolving di�erences between the predictions of

the three scenarios via m easurem ents in the Higgs sector willrequire som e experim ental

inform ation on the tree-levelparam etersofthe Higgssector,M A and tan�. Therefore we

willfocuson a scenario wheretheLHC can detecttheheavy M SSM Higgsbosonsvia their

decays H =A ! �+ �� (with the m ain production channelb�b ! b�b H =A),which can be

realized forlargetan�and nottoolargeM A [74,100].Asaspeci�cexam pleweassum ethat

theLHC providesa m easurem entofM A aswellasa lowerbound on tan�,

500 GeV <
� M A

<
� 600 GeV; tan� >� 30 : (24)

Theresultsoftheanalysisbelow would im proveforsm allervaluesofM A,whilefora larger

M A and sm aller tan� observation ofthe heavy Higgs bosons at the LHC would becom e

increasingly di�cult.

Restricting the data set ofour scan,see Sect.2.1,to those param eter points ful�lling

Eq.(24)wecom parethepredictionsforthedi�erentbranching ratiosarising from thethree

scenarios. As above,we indicate the deviations from the SM prediction in term s ofthe

prospective accuracy attheLC according to Tab.3.

In Fig.10 weshow theresultsforthechannelsh ! b�band h ! gg.Theresultsforthese

channels,as forthe others thatare notshown (h ! �+ �� ,h ! c�c and h ! W W �),are

sim ilar:fortheM A valuescorrespondingtoEq.(24)them AM SB scenariogivesrisetolarger
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deviationsin thebranching ratiosfrom theSM valuesthan them GM SB scenario.Thus,if

in thesituation ofEq.(24)a3�deviation from theSM valuewerefound in BR(h ! b�b)and

a � 4� deviation in BR(h ! gg),thiswould be bettercom patible with an AM SB scenario

than with a m GM SB scenario. If,on the otherhand,the branching ratios were found to

agree wellwith the SM prediction,this would be best com patible with a SUSY-breaking

scenario ofm SUGRA type.

As a consequence, precision m easurem ents at the LC of the branching ratios of the

light CP-even Higgs boson ofthe M SSM m ay indicate a preference am ong the three soft

SUSY-breaking scenariosatthe 1-2� level.Thisinform ation willbecom plem entary to the

inform ation from thedirectobservation ofSUSY particles.

5 C onclusions

W e have investigated the relevant production and decay channels ofthe lightest CP-even

M SSM Higgs boson at the Tevatron,the LHC,an e+ e� LC,a 
C and a �C within the

m SUGRA,m GM SB and m AM SB scenarios.Thevaluesof�� BR havebeen com pared with

thecorresponding SM valueswith thesam eHiggsboson m ass,M H SM
= m h.In thiscontext

wehavealsoupdated earlierresultson theupperbound on m h within thethreescenariosand

on thelowerboundson tan� thatcan beinferred by confronting thetheoreticalpredictions

with theLEP exclusion lim it.

W ehave�rstanalyzed theobservability ofthelightestM SSM Higgsboson atthedi�er-

entcolliders. The m odesgg ! h ! 

,t�t! t�th and W W ! h ! W W �;�+ �� ;

 allow

the detection ofthe lightest M SSM Higgsboson in allthree scenariosover the whole cor-

responding param eterspace.Possible exceptionsoccurforthevery sm allM A region in the

m GM SB and m AM SB scenarios,whereastrongsuppression ofm orethan 50% could happen

forgg! h ! 

.W ithin theclean experim entalenvironm entoftheLC theobservation of

thelightHiggswillbeensured forallthreescenarios.Fora 
C,thevery sm allM A region in

m GM SB and m AM SB can beproblem aticfortheh ! b�band h ! �+ �� m ode.Atthe�C,

M A
<
� 150 GeV and tan� >

� 50 form SUGRA exhibitsa strong suppression forthe h ! b�b

and h ! �+ �� m ode,while on the otherhand in thisparam eterregion the production of

theheavy M SSM HiggsbosonsH ,A happenswith an enhanced rate.Besidesthesedi�cult

regions,them ain search m odesata
C and a�C donotsu�erfrom severesuppressionswith

respectto theSM casein allthreescenarios.Theresultsofthisanalysisaresum m arized in

Tab.2.Thus,allpossiblefuturecolliderso�ervery good prospectsfordetecting thelightest

CP -even Higgsboson oftheM SSM in an m SUGRA,m GM SB orm AM SB scenario.

W e then investigated the potentialofprecision m easurem entsofHiggsbranching ratios

attheLC and the
C forestablishingindirectconstraintson M A and tan�.Forthisanalysis

we have not assum ed any further experim entalinform ation on the SUSY spectrum ,i.e.a

fullscan over the param eter space (restricting to the case � > 0)hasbeen perform ed. If

deviations ofthe Higgs branching ratios from their SM values willbe found at the 2{3�

level,itwillbepossibleto establish an upperbound forM A signi�cantly below 1 TeV in all

threescenarios.Thebiggestsensitivity willcom efrom theh ! W W � and h ! c�cchannels.

W ithin the m SUGRA scenario,furtherm ore a bound on tan� of35 <
� tan� <

� 55 can be

obtained ifa suppression oftheh ! b�band/orh ! �+ �� channeloran enhancem entin the

h ! c�cand/orh ! W W � channelwith respectto theSM valuesisobserved.Ifthiswould
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bethecase,thiscould beindependently con�rm ed by Higgsm ediated B-physicsobservables

likeB 0 ! �+ �� orB 0 � �B 0 m ixing.

Sim ilarly,precisem easurem entsof�� BR attheLC can alsoprovideindirectinform ation

on thehigh-energy param etersofthethreesoftSUSY-breaking scenarios.W hilewithin the

m GM SB scenario the experim entaldeterm ination ofthe Higgsbranching ratioswillallow

to set only very weak bounds on the high-energy param eters,within m SUGRA relatively

strong boundson m 1=2 and in m AM SB m oderateboundson m 0 could beset.

Finally we have investigated the potentialofprecise m easurem ents of�� BR ata LC

to distinguish between the three soft SUSY-breaking scenarios. Forthis analysis we have

assum ed asituation whereexperim entalinform ation on M A (and toalesserextenton tan�)

obtained at the LHC can be com bined with precision m easurem ents ofthe properties of

the light Higgs boson at the LC,see also Ref.[101]. Ifa signi�cant suppression ofthe

h ! b�band/orh ! �+ �� channelwith respectto itsSM valuewerefound,thiswould point

towardsthem SUGRA scenario,irrespectively oftheactualvalueofM A (with M A
<
� 1TeV).

Otherwise,assum ing in our exam ple M A to be restricted to 500 GeV <
� M A

<
� 600 GeV,

precise m easurem ents of�� BR in particular in the h ! b�b and h ! gg channels m ay

indicatea preferenceam ong thethreesoftSUSY-breaking scenariosatthe1{2�level.This

inform ation m ightbe valuable asitcom plem ents the one aboutthe SUSY spectrum from

thedirectobservation ofSUSY particles.

A cknow ledgem ents

W e thank S.Am brosanio for helpfuldiscussion on the GM SB scenario as wellas for his

Fortran code SUSYFIRE.W e thank T.Plehn fordiscussions. A.D.thanks P.Slavich for

interesting discussions.S.S.hasbeen supported by theDOE grantDE-FG03-92-ER-40701.

A.D.would liketoacknowledge�nancialsupportfrom theNetwork RTN European Program

HPRN-CT-2000-00148 \PhysicsAcrossthePresentEnergy Frontier:Probing theOrigin of

M ass". This work has been supported by the European Com m unity’s Hum an Potential

Program m eundercontractHPRN-CT-2000-00149 PhysicsatColliders.

R eferences

[1]G.Kane,C.Kolda and J.W ells,Phys.Rev.Lett.70 (1993)2686,hep-ph/9210242;

J.Espinosa and M .Quir�os,Phys.Lett.B 302 (1993)51,hep-ph/9212305.

[2][LEP Higgsworking group],LHW G Note/2002-01,see:

lephiggs.web.cern.ch/LEPHIGGS/papers/.

[3]S. Heinem eyer, W . Hollik and G. W eiglein, Eur. Phys. Jour. C 9 (1999) 343,

hep-ph/9812472.

[4]G.Degrassi,S.Heinem eyer,W .Hollik,P.Slavich and G.W eiglein,to appearin Eur.

Phys.Jour.C ,hep-ph/0212020.

[5]S. Heinem eyer, W . Hollik and G. W eiglein, Phys. Rev. D 58 (1998) 091701,

hep-ph/9803277;Phys.Lett.B 440 (1998)296,hep-ph/9807423.

26

http://arxiv.org/abs/hep-ph/9210242
http://arxiv.org/abs/hep-ph/9212305
http://arxiv.org/abs/hep-ph/9812472
http://arxiv.org/abs/hep-ph/0212020
http://arxiv.org/abs/hep-ph/9803277
http://arxiv.org/abs/hep-ph/9807423


[6]M .Carena,J.Espinosa,M .Quir�os and C.W agner,Phys.Lett.B 355 (1995) 209,

hep-ph/9504316.

[7]M .Carena,M .Quir�osand C.W agner,Nucl.Phys.B 461 (1996)407,hep-ph/9508343.

[8]H.Haber,R.Hem p
ing and A.Hoang,Z.Phys.C 75 (1997)539,hep-ph/9609331.

[9]R.Hem p
ing and A.Hoang,Phys.Lett.B 331 (1994)99,hep-ph/9401219.

[10]R.Zhang,Phys.Lett.B 447 (1999)89,hep-ph/9808299.

[11]J.Espinosa and R.Zhang,Nucl.Phys.B 586 (2000)3,hep-ph/0003246.

[12]J.Espinosa and I.Navarro,Nucl.Phys.B 615 (2001)82,hep-ph/0104047.

[13]G.Degrassi,P.Slavich and F.Zwirner,Nucl.Phys.B 611 (2001)403,hep-ph/0105096;

A.Brignole,G.Degrassi,P.Slavich and F.Zwirner,Nucl.Phys.B 631 (2002) 195,

hep-ph/0112177;Nucl.Phys.B 643 (2002)79,hep-ph/0206101.

[14]S.M artin,Phys.Rev.D 65 (2002)116003,hep-ph/0111209;Phys.Rev.D 66 (2002)

096001,hep-ph/0206136;hep-ph/0211366.

[15]M .Carena,S.Heinem eyer,C.W agnerand G.W eiglein,hep-ph/9912223.

[16]M .Carena,S.Heinem eyer,C.W agnerand G.W eiglein,Eur.Phys.Jour.C 26 (2003)

601,hep-ph/0202167.

[17]B.Allanach etal.,Eur.Phys.J.C 25 (2002)113,hep-ph/0202233.

[18]H.Nilles,Phys.Lett.B 115 (1982)193;Nucl.Phys.B 217 (1983)366.

A.Cham seddine,R.Arnowittand P.Nath,Phys.Rev.Lett.49 (1982)970;

R.Barbieri,S.Ferrara and C.Savoy,Phys.Lett.B 119 (1982)343;

H.Nilles,M .Srednickiand D.W yler,Phys.Lett.B 120 (1983)346.

E.Crem m er,P.Fayetand L.Girardello,Phys.Lett.B 122 (1983)41.

S.Ferrara,L.Girardelloand H.Nilles,Phys.Lett.B 125 (1983)457.L.Hall,J.Lykken

and S.W einberg,Phys.Rev.D 27 (1983)2359;

S.Soniand H.W eldon,Phys.Lett.B 126 (1983)215.

R.Arnowitt,A.Cham seddine and P.Nath,Nucl.Phys.B 227 (1983)121.

Form oredetailssee,S.W einberg,\Thequantum theory of�elds.Vol.3:Supersym m e-

try," Cam bridge University Press(2000).

[19]Forreviewsseealso:

H.Nilles,Phys.Rept.110 (1984)1;

H.Haberand G.Kane,Phys.Rept.117 (1985)75;

A.Lahanasand D.Nanopoulos,Phys.Rept.145 (1987)1;

S.M artin, in \Perspectives on supersym m etry", ed.G.Kane, hep-ph/9709356, see:

zippy.physics.niu.edu/primer.shtml.

[20]For a review, see: G.F. Giudice and R. Rattazzi, Phys. Rept. 322 (1999) 419,

hep-ph/9801271.

27

http://arxiv.org/abs/hep-ph/9504316
http://arxiv.org/abs/hep-ph/9508343
http://arxiv.org/abs/hep-ph/9609331
http://arxiv.org/abs/hep-ph/9401219
http://arxiv.org/abs/hep-ph/9808299
http://arxiv.org/abs/hep-ph/0003246
http://arxiv.org/abs/hep-ph/0104047
http://arxiv.org/abs/hep-ph/0105096
http://arxiv.org/abs/hep-ph/0112177
http://arxiv.org/abs/hep-ph/0206101
http://arxiv.org/abs/hep-ph/0111209
http://arxiv.org/abs/hep-ph/0206136
http://arxiv.org/abs/hep-ph/0211366
http://arxiv.org/abs/hep-ph/9912223
http://arxiv.org/abs/hep-ph/0202167
http://arxiv.org/abs/hep-ph/0202233
http://arxiv.org/abs/hep-ph/9709356
http://arxiv.org/abs/hep-ph/9801271


[21]L.Randalland R.Sundrum ,Nucl.Phys.B 557 (1999)79,hep-th/9810155 .

[22]G.F.Giudice, M .A.Luty, H.M urayam a and R.Rattazzi, JHEP 9812 (1998) 027,

hep-ph/9810442 .

[23]T.Gherghetta,G.F.Giudice,J.D.W ells,Nucl.Phys.B 559 (1999)27,hep-ph/9904378.

[24]K.M atchev and D.Pierce,Phys.Lett.B 445 (1999)331,hep-ph/9805275;

W .deBoer,hep-ph/9808448.

[25]T.Kaeding and S.Nandi,hep-ph/9906342.

[26]S.Su,Nucl.Phys.B 573 (2000)87,hep-ph/9910481.

[27]B.Allanach and A.Dedes,JHEP 0006 (2000)017,hep-ph/0003222.

[28]A.Dedes,S.Heinem eyer,P.Teixeira-Diasand G.W eiglein,Jour.Phys.G 26 (2000)

582,hep-ph/9912249.

[29]S. Am brosanio, S. Heinem eyer and G. W eiglein, in hep-ph/0002191 and

hep-ph/0005142.

[30]J. Ellis, G. Ganis, D. Nanopoulos and K. Olive, Phys. Lett. B 502 (2001) 171,

hep-ph/0009355.

[31]A.Djouadi,M .Dreesand J.Kneur,JHEP 0108 (2001)055,hep-ph/0107316.

[32]S.Am brosanio,A.Dedes,S.Heinem eyer,S.Su and G.W eiglein,Nucl.Phys.B 624

(2001)3,hep-ph/0106255;

A.Dedes,S.Heinem eyer,S.Su and G.W eiglein,hep-ph/0110219.

[33]S.M artin and M .Vaughn,Phys.Rev.D 50 (1994)2282,hep-ph/9311340;

Y.Yam ada,Phys.Rev.D 50 (1994)3537,hep-ph/9401241;

I.Jack and D.Jones,Phys.Lett.B 333 (1994)372,hep-ph/9405233.

[34]B.Allanach,S.Kram land W .Porod,hep-ph/0302102.

[35]M .Carena,H.Haber,S.Heinem eyer,W .Hollik,C.W agner and G.W eiglein,Nucl.

Phys.B 580 (2000)29,hep-ph/0001002.

[36]S.Heinem eyer,W .Hollik and G.W eiglein,hep-ph/9910283.

[37]J.Espinosa and R.Zhang,JHEP 0003 (2000)026,hep-ph/9912236.

[38]S. Heinem eyer, W . Hollik and G. W eiglein, Com p. Phys. Com m . 124 2000 76,

hep-ph/9812320;hep-ph/0002213.

Thecodesareaccessible via www.feynhiggs.de .

[39]M .Frank,S.Heinem eyer,W .Hollik and G.W eiglein,hep-ph/0202166.

[40]An advanced (and sofarunpublished)version ofFeynHiggscontainsalsotheevaluation

oftheHiggsboson decay rates,com bining theresultsfrom Refs.[41,42].

28

http://arxiv.org/abs/hep-th/9810155
http://arxiv.org/abs/hep-ph/9810442
http://arxiv.org/abs/hep-ph/9904378
http://arxiv.org/abs/hep-ph/9805275
http://arxiv.org/abs/hep-ph/9808448
http://arxiv.org/abs/hep-ph/9906342
http://arxiv.org/abs/hep-ph/9910481
http://arxiv.org/abs/hep-ph/0003222
http://arxiv.org/abs/hep-ph/9912249
http://arxiv.org/abs/hep-ph/0002191
http://arxiv.org/abs/hep-ph/0005142
http://arxiv.org/abs/hep-ph/0009355
http://arxiv.org/abs/hep-ph/0107316
http://arxiv.org/abs/hep-ph/0106255
http://arxiv.org/abs/hep-ph/0110219
http://arxiv.org/abs/hep-ph/9311340
http://arxiv.org/abs/hep-ph/9401241
http://arxiv.org/abs/hep-ph/9405233
http://arxiv.org/abs/hep-ph/0302102
http://arxiv.org/abs/hep-ph/0001002
http://arxiv.org/abs/hep-ph/9910283
http://arxiv.org/abs/hep-ph/9912236
http://arxiv.org/abs/hep-ph/9812320
http://arxiv.org/abs/hep-ph/0002213
http://arxiv.org/abs/hep-ph/0202166


[41]S. Heinem eyer, W . Hollik and G. W eiglein, Eur. Phys. Jour. C 16 (2000) 139,

hep-ph/0003022.

[42]A.Djouadi, J.Kalinowskiand M .Spira, Com put. Phys. Com m un.108 (1998) 56,

hep-ph/9704448.

[43]J.Ellis, S.Heinem eyer, K.Olive and G.W eiglein, Phys. Lett. B 515 (2001) 348,

hep-ph/0105061;JHEP 0301 (2003)006,hep-ph/0211206.

[44]H.Dreiner,hep-ph/9707435;

G.Bhattacharyya,hep-ph/9709395;

B.Allanach,A.Dedesand H.Dreiner,Phys.Rev.D 60 (1999)075014,hep-ph/9906209.

[45]Part.Data Group,Phys.Rev.D 66 (2002)010001.

[46]H. Brown et al. [M uon g� � 2 Collaboration], Phys. Rev. Lett. 86 (2001) 2227,

hep-ex/0102017;updated ashep-ex/0208001;

A.Czarneckiand W .M arciano,Phys.Rev.D 64 (2001)013014,hep-ph/0102122;

M .Davier,S.Eidelm an,A.Hockerand Z.Zhang,hep-ph/0208177.

[47]S. Chen et al. [CLEO Collaboration], Phys. Rev. Lett. 87 (2001) 251807,

hep-ex/0108032;

Y.Ushiroda [BelleCollaboration],hep-ex/0104045;

B.Aubertetal.[BaBarCollaboration],hep-ex/0207076.

[48]A.Dedes,A.Lahanasand K.Tam vakis,Phys.Rev.D 53,3793(1996),hep-ph/9504239.

[49]A.Dedes,S.Heinem eyerand G.W eiglein,\FeynSSG:A program forthe m inim alsu-

pergravity and Higgsspectrum ",in

G. Azuelos et al., [Les Houches Beyond the SM working group], Sum m ary report,

hep-ph/0204031.

[50]M .Dine,A.Nelson,Phys.Rev.D 48 (1993)1277,hep-ph/9303230;

M .Dine,A.Nelson,Y.Shirm an,Phys.Rev.D 51 (1995)1362,hep-ph/9408384;

M .Dine,A.Nelson,Y.Nir,Y.Shirm an,Phys.Rev.D 53 (1996)2658,hep-ph/9507378.

[51]M .Dine,W .Fischler,M .Srednicki,Nucl.Phys.B 189 (1981)575;

S.Dim opoulos,S.Raby,Nucl.Phys.B 192 (1981)353;

M .Dine,W .Fischler,Phys.Lett.B 110 (1982)227;

M .Dine,M .Srednicki,Nucl.Phys.B 202 (1982)238;

M .Dine,W .Fischler,Nucl.Phys.B 204 (1982)346;

L.Alvarez-Gaum �e,M .Claudson,M .W ise,Nucl.Phys.B 207 (1982)96;

C.Nappi,B.Ovrut,Phys.Lett.B 113 (1982)175;

S.Dim opoulos,S.Raby,Nucl.Phys.B 219 (1983)479.

[52]P.Fayet,Phys.Lett.B 70 (1977)461;Phys.Lett.B 86 (1979)272;Phys.Lett.B 175

(1986)471;andin\Uni�cation ofthefundam entalparticleinteractions",eds.S.Ferrara,

J.Ellis,P.van Nieuwenhuizen (Plenum ,New York,1980)p.587.

29

http://arxiv.org/abs/hep-ph/0003022
http://arxiv.org/abs/hep-ph/9704448
http://arxiv.org/abs/hep-ph/0105061
http://arxiv.org/abs/hep-ph/0211206
http://arxiv.org/abs/hep-ph/9707435
http://arxiv.org/abs/hep-ph/9709395
http://arxiv.org/abs/hep-ph/9906209
http://arxiv.org/abs/hep-ex/0102017
http://arxiv.org/abs/hep-ex/0208001
http://arxiv.org/abs/hep-ph/0102122
http://arxiv.org/abs/hep-ph/0208177
http://arxiv.org/abs/hep-ex/0108032
http://arxiv.org/abs/hep-ex/0104045
http://arxiv.org/abs/hep-ex/0207076
http://arxiv.org/abs/hep-ph/9504239
http://arxiv.org/abs/hep-ph/0204031
http://arxiv.org/abs/hep-ph/9303230
http://arxiv.org/abs/hep-ph/9408384
http://arxiv.org/abs/hep-ph/9507378


[53]An updated,generalized and Fortran-linked version ofthe program used in Ref.[54].

Itgeneratesm inim aland non-m inim alGM SB and SUGRA m odels.Forinquiriesabout

thissoftwarepackage,pleasesend e-m ailto Sandro.Ambrosanio@bancaroma.it.

[54]S.Am brosanio,G.Kribs,S.M artin,Phys.Rev.D 56 (1997)1761,hep-ph/9703211.

[55]S.Am brosanio,G.Blair,Eur.Phys.Jour.C 12 (2000)287,hep-ph/9905403 .

[56]S.Am brosanio etal.,JHEP 0101 (2001)014,hep-ph/0010081.

[57]A.Pom aroland R.Rattazzi,JHEP 9905 (1999)013,hep-ph/9903448.

[58]Z.Chacko,M .Luty and E.Ponton,JHEP 0004 (2000)001,hep-ph/9905390.

[59]E.Katz,Y.Shadm iand Y.Shirm an,JHEP 9908 (1999)015,hep-ph/9906296 .

[60]I.Jack,D.Jonesand R.W ild,Phys.Lett.B 535,193 (2002),hep-ph/0202101.

[61]L.J.Hall,R.Rattazziand U.Sarid,Phys.Rev.D 50 (1994)7048,hep-ph/9306309.

[62]M .Carena,S.M rennaand C.W agner,Phys.Rev.D 60 (1999)075010,hep-ph/9808312;

Phys.Rev.D 62 (2000)055008,hep-ph/9907422;

H.Eberl,K.Hidaka,S.Kram l,W .M ajerotto and Y.Yam ada,Phys.Rev.D 62 (2000)

055006,hep-ph/9912463;

M . Carena, D.Garcia, U. Nierste and C. W agner, Nucl. Phys. B 577 (2000) 88,

hep-ph/9912516.

[63]S.Heinem eyer,W .Hollik,J.Rosiek and G.W eiglein,Eur.Phys.Jour.C 19 (2001)

535,hep-ph/0102081.

[64]T. Hahn, S. Heinem eyer and G. W eiglein, Nucl. Phys. B 652 (2003) 229,

hep-ph/0211204.

[65]H.Eberl,W .M ajerotto,and V.Spanos,Phys.Lett.B 538 (2002)353,hep-ph/0204280.

[66]S.Dawson,A.Djouadiand M .Spira,Phys.Rev.Lett.77 (1996)16,hep-ph/9603423.

[67][LEP HiggsW orking Group Collaboration],hep-ex/0107030;LHW G Note2001-4,see:

lephiggs.web.cern.ch/LEPHIGGS/papers/.

[68]R.Barateetal.[ALEPH Collaboration],Phys.Lett.B 499 (2001)53,hep-ex/0010062.

[69]M .Veltm an,Nucl.Phys.B 123 (1977)89.

[70]A. Djouadi, P. Gam bino, S. Heinem eyer, W . Hollik, C. J�unger and G. W eiglein,

Phys. Rev. Lett. 78 (1997) 3626, hep-ph/9612363; Phys. Rev. D 57 (1998) 4179,

hep-ph/9710438;

S.Heinem eyerand G.W eiglein,in Proc.ofthe 5th InternationalSym posium on Radia-

tive Corrections(RADCOR 2000) ed.H.Haber,hep-ph/0102317.

Fora recentupdate,seealso:S.Heinem eyerand G.W eiglein,JHEP 0210 (2002)072,

hep-ph/0209305;hep-ph/0301062.

30

http://arxiv.org/abs/hep-ph/9703211
http://arxiv.org/abs/hep-ph/9905403
http://arxiv.org/abs/hep-ph/0010081
http://arxiv.org/abs/hep-ph/9903448
http://arxiv.org/abs/hep-ph/9905390
http://arxiv.org/abs/hep-ph/9906296
http://arxiv.org/abs/hep-ph/0202101
http://arxiv.org/abs/hep-ph/9306309
http://arxiv.org/abs/hep-ph/9808312
http://arxiv.org/abs/hep-ph/9907422
http://arxiv.org/abs/hep-ph/9912463
http://arxiv.org/abs/hep-ph/9912516
http://arxiv.org/abs/hep-ph/0102081
http://arxiv.org/abs/hep-ph/0211204
http://arxiv.org/abs/hep-ph/0204280
http://arxiv.org/abs/hep-ph/9603423
http://arxiv.org/abs/hep-ex/0107030
http://arxiv.org/abs/hep-ex/0010062
http://arxiv.org/abs/hep-ph/9612363
http://arxiv.org/abs/hep-ph/9710438
http://arxiv.org/abs/hep-ph/0102317
http://arxiv.org/abs/hep-ph/0209305
http://arxiv.org/abs/hep-ph/0301062


[71]A.Dedesand P.Slavich,hep-ph/0212132.

[72]J.Ellis,J.Hagelin,D.Nanopoulos,K.Oliveand M .Srednicki,Nucl.Phys.B 238 (1984)

453;

H.Goldberg,Phys.Rev.Lett.50 (1983)1419;

J.Ellis,T.Falk,G.Ganis,K.Olive and M .Srednicki,Phys.Lett.B 510 (2001)236,

hep-ph/0102098.

[73]S.Heinem eyer,W .Hollik and G.W eiglein,JHEP 0006 (2000)009,hep-ph/9909540.

[74]ATLAS Collaboration, Detector and Physics Perform ance TechnicalDesign Report,

CERN/LHCC/99-15 (1999),see:

atlasinfo.cern.ch/Atlas/GROUPS/PHYSICS/TDR/access.html .

[75]A.Djouadi,Phys.Lett.B 435 (1998)101,hep-ph/9806315.

[76]G.Belanger,F.Boudjem aandK.Sridhar,Nucl.Phys.B 568 (2000)3,hep-ph/9904348;

G.Belanger,F.Boudjem a,F.Donato,R.Godbole and S.Rosier-Lees,Nucl.Phys.B

581 (2000)3,hep-ph/0002039.

[77]E.Richter-W asand D.Froidevaux,ATL-COM -PHYS-98-012.

[78]A. Belyaev, D. Garcia, J. Guasch and J. Sola, Phys. Rev. D 65 (2002) 031701,

hep-ph/0105053.

[79]D.Zeppenfeld,R.Kinnunen,A.Nikitenko and E.Richter-W as,Phys.Rev.D 62 (2000)

013009,hep-ph/0002036.

[80]D.Rainwaterand D.Zeppenfeld,Phys.Rev.D 60 (1999)113004,E:ibid D 61 (2000)

099901,hep-ph/9906218;

D.Rainwater,hep-ph/9908378;

N.Kauer,T.Plehn,D.Rainwaterand D.Zeppenfeld,Phys.Lett.B 503 (2001)113,

hep-ph/0012351.

[81]T. Plehn, D. Rainwater and D. Zeppenfeld, Phys. Lett. B 454 (1999) 297,

hep-ph/9902434.

[82]T. Plehn, D. Rainwater and D. Zeppenfeld, Phys. Rev. D 61 (2000) 093005,

hep-ph/9911385.

[83]F. M altoni, D. Rainwater and S. W illenbrock, Phys. Rev. D 66 (2002) 034022,

hep-ph/0202205.

[84]TESLA TDR Part3:\Physicsatan e+ e� LinearCollider",eds.R.Heuer,D.M iller,

F.Richard and P.Zerwas,hep-ph/0106315,see:tesla.desy.de/tdr .

[85]T. Abe et al. [Am erican Linear Collider W orking Group Collaboration], Re-

source book for Snowm ass 2001, hep-ex/0106055, hep-ex/0106056, hep-ex/0106057,

hep-ex/0106058.

[86]K.Abeetal.[ACFA LinearColliderW orking Group Collaboration],hep-ph/0109166.

31

http://arxiv.org/abs/hep-ph/0212132
http://arxiv.org/abs/hep-ph/0102098
http://arxiv.org/abs/hep-ph/9909540
http://arxiv.org/abs/hep-ph/9806315
http://arxiv.org/abs/hep-ph/9904348
http://arxiv.org/abs/hep-ph/0002039
http://arxiv.org/abs/hep-ph/0105053
http://arxiv.org/abs/hep-ph/0002036
http://arxiv.org/abs/hep-ph/9906218
http://arxiv.org/abs/hep-ph/9908378
http://arxiv.org/abs/hep-ph/0012351
http://arxiv.org/abs/hep-ph/9902434
http://arxiv.org/abs/hep-ph/9911385
http://arxiv.org/abs/hep-ph/0202205
http://arxiv.org/abs/hep-ph/0106315
http://arxiv.org/abs/hep-ex/0106055
http://arxiv.org/abs/hep-ex/0106056
http://arxiv.org/abs/hep-ex/0106057
http://arxiv.org/abs/hep-ex/0106058
http://arxiv.org/abs/hep-ph/0109166


[87]TESLA TDR Part6,Chapter1:\Photon collideratTESLA",hep-ex/0108012.

[88]D.Asneretal.,to appearin Eur.Phys.Jour.C ,hep-ex/0111056.

[89]C.Bl�ochingeretal.[Higgsfactory working group ofthe ECFA-CERN study on Neu-

trino Factory & M uon StorageRingsatCERN],\Physicsopportunitiesat�+ �� Higgs

factories",hep-ph/0202199.

[90]S.Heinem eyerand G.W eiglein,BNL-22-01.

[91]For a sum m ary see: D.Zeppenfeld,in Proc.ofthe APS/DPF/DPB Sum m er Study

on the Future ofParticle Physics (Snowm ass 2001) ed.R.Davidson and C.Quigg,

hep-ph/0203123.

[92]Fora sum m ary see:H.Haber,hep-ph/9703381.

[93]J.Brient,talk attheLinearColliderW orkshop,Cracow,Poland,Septem ber2001,

see:webnt.physics.ox.ac.uk/lc/ecfadesy

[94]CM S Collaboration,see:

cmsinfo.cern.ch/Welcome.html/CMSdocuments/CMSplots/ .

[95]T.Hahn,S.Heinem eyerand G.W eiglein,hep-ph/0211384.

[96]J.Guasch,W .Hollik and S.Pe~naranda,Phys.Lett.B 515 (2001)367,hep-ph/0106027.

[97]M .Carena,H.Haber,H.Logan and S.M renna,Phys.Rev.D 65 (2002)055005,E:

ibid D 65 (2002)099902,hep-ph/0106116.

[98]S.Dawson and S.Heinem eyer,Phys.Rev.D 66 (2002)055002,hep-ph/0203067.

[99]J.Erler,S.Heinem eyer,W .Hollik,G.W eiglein and P.Zerwas,Phys.Lett.B 486 (2000)

125,hep-ph/0005024;

J.Erlerand S.Heinem eyer,in Proc.ofthe 5th InternationalSym posium on Radiative

Corrections(RADCOR 2000) ed.H.Haber,hep-ph/0102083.

[100]D.Cavallietal.,[LesHouchesHiggsworkinggroup],Sum m aryreport,hep-ph/0203056.

[101]G.W eiglein,hep-ph/0301111,seealso:www.ippp.dur.ac.uk/� georg/lhclc/.

32

http://arxiv.org/abs/hep-ex/0108012
http://arxiv.org/abs/hep-ex/0111056
http://arxiv.org/abs/hep-ph/0202199
http://arxiv.org/abs/hep-ph/0203123
http://arxiv.org/abs/hep-ph/9703381
http://arxiv.org/abs/hep-ph/0211384
http://arxiv.org/abs/hep-ph/0106027
http://arxiv.org/abs/hep-ph/0106116
http://arxiv.org/abs/hep-ph/0203067
http://arxiv.org/abs/hep-ph/0005024
http://arxiv.org/abs/hep-ph/0102083
http://arxiv.org/abs/hep-ph/0203056
http://arxiv.org/abs/hep-ph/0301111

	Introduction
	The low-energy sector and phenomenological constraints
	The soft SUSY-breaking scenarios
	Evaluation of predictions in the Higgs boson sector of the MSSM
	Phenomenological constraints
	Bounds on mh and tan

	Observability of the lightest MSSM Higgs boson
	Precision analyses of the Higgs masses and branching ratios
	Sensitivity to MA and tan
	Sensitivity to high-energy parameters
	Discrimination between soft SUSY-breaking scenarios

	Conclusions

