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A bstract

W eexplore‘benchm arksurfaces’suitableforstudyingthephenom enologyofHiggsbosons

in them inim alsupersym m etricextension oftheStandard M odel(M SSM ),which arechosen

so thatthesupersym m etricrelicdensity isgenerally com patiblewith therangeofcold dark

m atterdensity preferred by W M AP and otherobservations.These benchm ark surfacesare

speci�ed assum ing thatgaugino m assesm 1=2,softtrilinearsupersym m etry-breaking param -

etersA 0 and the softsupersym m etry-breaking contributionsm 0 to the squark and slepton

m assesareuniversal,butnotthoseassociated with theHiggsm ultiplets(theNUHM fram e-

work).Thebenchm arksurfacesm aybepresented as(M A;tan�)planeswith �xed orsystem -

atically varying valuesoftheotherNUHM param eters,such asm 0,m 1=2,A 0 and theHiggs

m ixing param eter�.W ediscusstheprospectsforprobing experim entally thesebenchm ark

surfacesattheTevatron collider,theLHC,theILC,in B physicsand in directdark-m atter

detection experim ents.An Appendix docum entsdevelopm entsin theFeynHiggs codethat

enabletheuserto exploreforher/him selftheW M AP-com pliantbenchm ark surfaces.
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1 Introduction

Som eofthebestprospectsforprobingthem inim alsupersym m etricextensionoftheStandard

M odel(M SSM )[1,2]m ightbeo�ered by searchesforthe bosonsappearing in itsextended

Higgssector.Itm ay bechallenging to distinguish between the lightestM SSM Higgsboson

and a Standard M odel(SM ) Higgs boson with the sam e m ass, and searches for M SSM

Higgsbosonsare,in m any ways,com plem entary to searchesforsupersym m etricparticlesas

avenuesto establish theexistence ofphysicsbeyond theSM .

Searches at the Tevatron collider are closing in on the possible existence ofan SM -

like Higgsboson overa lim ited rangeoflow m asses[3{5],and arealso starting to encroach

signi�cantlyontheoptionsforheavierM SSM Higgsbosons,particularlyatlargetan� [6{10].

Studieshave shown thatexperim entsatthe LHC willbe able to establish the existence or

otherwiseofan SM -likeHiggsboson overallitspossiblem assrange,and also explorem any

optionsfortheheavierM SSM Higgsbosons[11{14].On theotherhand,theLHC m ightwell

beunableto distinguish between thelightestM SSM Higgsboson and an SM Higgsboson of

thesam em ass.TheILC would havebetterchancesofm akingsuch adistinction [15{22],and

m ightalsobeabletoproducetheotherM SSM Higgsbosonsiftheyarenottooheavy[15{19].

CLIC would alsobeabletostudyalightSM -likeHiggsboson,aswellasextend thesearch for

M SSM Higgsbosonsto m uch higherm asses[23].Searchesfornew phenom ena in B physics,

including raredecayssuch asb! s
,Bs ! �+ �� and B u ! ��,also havegood potentialto

explore theM SSM Higgssectorand,atleastin som especi�c M SSM scenarios,electroweak

precision observables(EW PO)m ayalsoprovideinterestingconstraints[24,25].In parallelto

theseacceleratorsearchesforM SSM Higgsbosonsand theire�ects,non-acceleratorsearches

forsupersym m etricdark m atter[26,27]willalso beableto exploresigni�cantregionsofthe

M SSM Higgsparam eterspace [28{30],since the exchangesofm assive M SSM Higgsbosons

havesigni�cantim pactson dark m atterscattering crosssections.

In orderto correlatetheim plicationsofsearchesathadron collidersand linearcolliders,

in B physics,in dark m attersearchesand elsewhere,itisdesirable to de�ne M SSM Higgs

benchm ark scenarios that are suitable for com paring and assessing the relative scopes of

di�erentsearch strategies,see,e.g.,Refs.[31{38].

SincetheM SSM Higgssectorisgoverned by thetwo param etersM A (orM H � )and tan�

at lowest order,aspects ofM SSM Higgs-boson phenom enology such as current exclusion

boundsand the sensitivities offuture searches are usually displayed in term softhese two

param eters.TheotherM SSM param etersenterviahigher-ordercorrections,and areconven-

tionally �xed according to certain benchm ark de�nitions[31{34].Thebenchm ark scenarios
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com m only used in theliteratureencom passa rangeofdi�erentpossibilitiesfortheam ount

ofm ixingbetween thescalartop quarks,which havesigni�cantim plicationsforM SSM Higgs

phenom enology,and also include the possibility ofradiatively-induced CP violation. The

best-known exam ple is the so-called \m m ax
h

scenario" [31{33],which allows the search for

the lightCP -even Higgsboson to be translated into conservative boundson tan� for�xed

valuesofthetop-quark m assand thescaleofthesupersym m etricparticles[39].Theexisting

benchm ark scenariosdesigned forthe M SSM Higgssectorare form ulated entirely in term s

oflow-scale param eters,i.e.,they are notrelated to any particularSUSY-breaking schem e

and m ake no provision fora possible uni�cation ofthe SUSY-breaking param etersatsom e

high m assscale,asoccursin genericsupergravity and string scenarios.

In applicationsofthe existing benchm ark scenariosforthe M SSM Higgssector[31{34],

one isnorm ally concerned only with the phenom enology ofthe Higgssectoritself. Besides

the directsearchesforsupersym m etric particles,otherconstraintsarising from EW PO,B -

physicsobservables(BPO)and thepossiblesupersym m etricorigin oftheastrophysicalcold

dark m atter (CDM ) are not usually taken into account. This m ay be m otivated by the

fact that the additionalconstraints from EW PO,BPO and CDM can depend sensitively

on soft-supersym m etry breaking param eters that otherwise have m inor im pacts on Higgs

phenom enology.Forexam ple,thepresence ofsm all
avour-m ixing term sin theM SSM La-

grangian would severely a�ectthepredictionsfortheBPO whileleaving Higgsphenom enol-

ogy essentially unchanged (seealso Ref.[36]fora discussion ofthisissue).

In thispaperwefollow a di�erentapproach and adoptspeci�c universality assum ptions

aboutthe softSUSY-breaking param eters,restricting ouranalysisofthe M SSM to a well-

m otivated subspace ofm anageable dim ensionality. Itisfrequently assum ed thatthe scalar

m asses m 0 are universalat som e high uni�cation scale,as are the gaugino m asses m 1=2

and the trilinearparam etersA 0,a fram ework known asthe constrained M SSM (CM SSM ).

In such a scenario,the heavier M SSM Higgsboson m asses are �xed in term softhe input

param etersand tan�,so thatM A isnotan independentparam eter,and consequently this

scenario istoo restrictive forourpurposes.However,there isno good phenom enologicalor

theoreticalreason why the softsupersym m etry-breaking contributionsto the Higgsm asses

should not be non-universal,a scenario term ed the NUHM [40{42]. W ithin the NUHM ,

M A and � can be treated as free param eters for any speci�ed values ofm 0;m 1=2,A 0 and

tan�,so thatthisscenario providesa suitable fram ework forstudying the phenom enology

oftheM SSM Higgssector.Sincethelow-scaleparam etersin thisscenario arederived from

asm allsetofinputquantitiesin am eaningfulway,itisofinteresttotakeintoaccountother

experim entalconstraints.
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The m ain purpose ofthispaperisto explore new benchm ark surfacesforM SSM Higgs

phenom enology thatare com patible with the cosm ologicaldensity ofcold dark m atterin-

ferred from a com bination ofW M AP and other observations [43]. W hile in the CM SSM

only narrow stripsin (m 1=2;m 0)planesarecom patible with W M AP etal.[44,45]forgiven

values ofA 0 and tan�,the NUHM o�ers the attractive possibility to specify (M A;tan�)

planessuch thatessentially thewholeplaneisallowed by theconstraintsfrom W M AP and

otherobservations[25].Thisisdone assum ing thatR parity isconserved,thatthelightest

supersym m etric particle (LSP) is the lightest neutralino ~�01,and that itfurnishes m ostof

the cold dark m atterrequired [46]. Aswe discussin m ore detailbelow,com patibility with

W M AP et al.cannot be m aintained while keeping allthe otherNUHM param eters �xed.

Accordingly,we discuss two exam ples ofW M AP-com pliant benchm ark surfaces that are

speci�ed for�xed m 0,� and A0 = 0 butvarying m 1=2,and two surfacesthatare speci�ed

for�xed m 1=2;m 0 and A 0 = 0 butvarying �.Forthe�rsttwo benchm ark surfaces,a sim ple

linearrelation between m 1=2 and M A isim posed asthe(M A;tan�)planeisscanned,whereas

fortheothertwo surfaces� isvaried through a relatively narrow range.

Followingthespeci�cationsoftheseNUHM benchm ark surfaces,wethen explorethepos-

sibilitiesforstudiesoftheM SSM Higgsbosonsand othersupersym m etric signaturesacross

these (M A ;tan�) planes. W e consider the electroweak precision observables, principally

a� �
1

2
(g� 2)� and M h,prospectsforthesearch forH =A ! �+ �� attheTevatron,prospects

attheLHC { including searchesforh ! 

 and �+ �� ,H =A ! �+ �� and H � ! �� �,and

m easurem entsoftheratio ofh ! �+ �� and W W � branching ratios,prospectsattheILC {

includingwaysofdistinguishing between thelightM SSM h boson and an SM Higgsboson of

thesam em assby m easuring (ratiosof)branching ratios,prospectsin B physics{ including

B s ! �+ �� ,b ! s
 and Bu ! ��,and the directdetection ofsupersym m etric cold dark

m atter.In an Appendix weintroducedevelopm entsin theFeynHiggs codethatenablethe

user to explore for her/him selfthe W M AP-com pliant benchm ark surfaces. These include

the concept ofa FeynHiggs record,a new data type thatcapturesthe entire content ofa

param eter�lein thenativeform atofFeynHiggs.

2 Speci�cation ofthe B enchm ark Surfaces

As an introduction to the speci�cation ofthe benchm ark surfaces in the NUHM ,we �rst

consider a generic (M A;tan�) plane for�xed m 1=2;m 0;A 0 and �,adapted from Ref.[47].

As we see in Fig.1(a), in the (M A;tan�) plane for m 1=2 = 600 GeV, m 0 = 800 GeV,

� = 1000 GeV and A0 = 0,the relic LSP density satis�es the W M AP constraint only in
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narrow,near-vertical(paleblue)shaded stripscrossing theplane.Theselieto eithersideof

thevertical(purple)linewherem ~�0
1

= M A=2.W ithin thenarrow unshaded strip straddling

this line,the relic density is suppressed by rapid direct-channelannihilations to a value

below thelowerlim itoftherangeforthecold dark m atterdensity indicated by W M AP et

al.Thisstrip would beacceptableforcosm ology ifthereweresom eadditionalcom ponentof

cold dark m atter.Outsidetheshaded W M AP-com patiblestrips,atboth largerand sm aller

valuesofM A,therelicLSP density istoo high,and theseregionsareunacceptable1.

Itisclearfrom thisexam ple thatone m ay arrange forthe relic LSP density to rem ain

within the preferred W M AP range over (essentially) the entire (M A;tan�) plane ifone

adjusts m 1=2 continuously as a function ofM A so as to rem ain within one ofthe narrow

W M AP stripsasM A increases. Accordingly,we study a benchm ark (M A ;tan�)plane P1

with thesam evaluesofm 0 = 800 GeV,� = 1000 GeV and A0 = 0,butwith varyingm 1=2 �

9

8
M A . Since we evaluate observables using a discrete sam pling ofthe NUHM param eter

space,weconsidervaluesofm 1=2 lying within thesm allrangeofthiscentralvalue:

9

8
M A � 12:5 GeV � m1=2 �

9

8
M A + 37:5 GeV: (1)

The observablesthatwe study do notvary signi�cantly asm 1=2 isvaried acrossthisrange.

Speci�cally,we use the m 1=2 that gives the value ofthe cold dark m atter density that is

closestto the centralvalue within the allowed range,0:0882 < 
CD M h
2 < 0:1204 [43](see

below).

PreviousanalysesoftheCM SSM indicated thatvaluesofm 1=2 and m 0 below 1 TeV are

preferred,in particularby theEW PO [25,48,49](seealso Ref.[50]).Accordingly,westudy

also a benchm ark (M A;tan�)planeP2 with the�xed valuesm 0 = 300 GeV,� = 800 GeV

and A 0 = 0, with m 1=2 � 1:2MA again varying continuously across the plane so as to

m aintain the W M AP relationship with M A .Asbefore,because ofourdiscrete sam pling of

the NUHM param eterspace,we considervaluesofm 1=2 lying within a sm allrange ofthis

centralvalue:

1:2M A � 40 GeV � m1=2 � 1:2MA + 40 GeV: (2)

Again,the observablesthatwe study do notvary signi�cantly asm 1=2 isvaried acrossthis

range.

M oreexam plescould bechosen with di�erent�xed valuesofm 0,� and A0 but,aslong

as m 1=2 is the param eter being varied to keep the LSP density within the W M AP range,

1W e note in passing that the LEP lowerlim it on M h excludes a strip ofthis plane atlow M A and/or

tan� indicated by thedash-dotted (red)line,thata� (pink shading)prefersrelatively largetan� > 36,that

b! s
 excludesa (green shaded)region atlow M A and tan�,and thatthe otherBPO disfavoura region

atlow M A and high tan� (notshown).
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Figure1: Sam pleNUHM param eterplaneswith two param etersvaried and theotherfour

�xed,adapted from Refs.[47,51]. The leftplotdisplays a (M A ;tan�)plane with m 1=2 =

600 GeV,m 0 = 800 GeV,� = 1000 GeV and A0 = 0.Therangeofcold dark m atterdensity

preferred by W M AP and otherobservationsisattained in two narrow (paleblue)strips,one

on eithersideoftheverticalsolid (blue)linewherem ~�0
1

= M A =2.Thedark (green)shaded

region atlow M A and low tan� isexcluded by b! s
,and them edium (pink)shaded region

attan� > 36 isfavoured by a�.The region below the (red)dot-dashed line isexcluded by

the LEP bounds on M h. The right plot displays a (�;M A) plane with m 1=2 = 500 GeV,

m 0 = 1000 GeV,tan� = 35 and A0 = 0. Here the W M AP range ofcold dark m atter

density isattained in two narrow stripsatroughly constantpositive and negative valuesof

�,which aresweptapartby rapid annihilation when M A � 2m~�0
1

.Thedark (green)shaded

region at� < 0 isexcluded by b ! s
,and the 0 < � < 760 GeV strip (pink shading)is

favoured by a�. The region below the (red)dot-dashed line again isexcluded by the LEP

boundson M h,and theregion between thevertical(black)dashed lineshasm ~�
�
1

< 104 GeV.

a sim ilarrelationship between m 1=2 and M A willalways apply. The only 
exibility in the

choice ofm 1=2 is whether one wishes to stay within the left or right near-verticalshaded

strip. However,the corresponding valuesofm 1=2 do notdi�ergreatly,and neither do the

corresponding phenom enologicalsignatures,though the lightest Higgs boson m ass can be

som ewhatsensitiveto thischoice.Thevaluesofm 0 and (to a lesserextent)� havefarm ore

im pacton the phenom enology,and the benchm ark choices we have m ade: m 0 = 800 GeV

forP1 and m 0 = 300 GeV forP2,provide signi�cantand interesting di�erencesworthy of
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exam ination.

W e also study two other(M A ;tan�)planes,whose m otivation can be gained from ex-

am ination ofthe (�;M A) plane shown in Fig.1(b),which is adapted from Ref.[51]. W e

see that,for a �xed choice ofvalues ofm 1=2 = 500 GeV,m 0 = 1000 GeV and A 0 = 0,

there isa narrow strip ofvaluesof� � 300 ! 350 GeV where the relic density lieswithin

the W M AP range foralm ostallvaluesofM A. The exception isa narrow strip centred on

M A � 430 GeV,nam ely the rapid-annihilation funnelwhere m~�0
1

� MA=2,which would be

acceptableifthereissom eothersourceofcold dark m atter.Thisfunnelisnarrower(wider)

forsm aller(larger)valuesoftan�,butitslocation in � doesnotvary m uch asa function of

tan�.2

M otivated by thisexam ple,weexploretwobenchm ark surfaceswith di�erent�xed values

ofm 1=2 and m 0,and � varying within a restricted rangechosen to m aintain theLSP density

within orbelow the W M AP range. The �rstexam ple ofsuch a benchm ark plane,P3,has

�xed m 1=2 = 500 GeV,m 0 = 1000 GeV and A 0 = 0,with � in therange

� = 250� 400 GeV: (3)

In thefollowing,weevaluateobservablesforadiscretesam plingof� valueswithin thisrange.

Since the corresponding variation ofthe particle m assspectrum isquite sm all,the im pact

ofthevariation of� on theobservablesdiscussed below isnegligible.

The other exam ple ofsuch a benchm ark plane,P4,has �xed m 1=2 = 300 GeV,m 0 =

300 GeV and A 0 = 0,with � in therange

� = 200� 350 GeV: (4)

As in the previous case,the LSP density lies within the W M AP range except fora sm all

rangeofM A � 2m~�0
1

where thedensity isbelow thepreferred range.However,again thisis

acceptableifthereissom eothercom ponentofcold dark m atter.Theparam eterchoicesfor

thisand theotherNUHM benchm ark surfacesaresum m arized in Tab.13.

A likelihood analysisofthesefourNUHM benchm arksurfaces,includingtheEW PO M W ,

sin2�e�,�Z,(g� 2)� and M h and the BPO BR(b! s
),BR(Bs ! �+ �� ),BR(B u ! ���)

and �M B s
wasperform ed recently in Ref.[25].Thelowest�2 valuein each plane,denoted

as�2m in,isshown in therightm ostcolum n ofTab.1,corresponding to thepointslabeled as

2W e note in passing thatthe LEP lowerlim iton M h excludesa strip ofthisplane atlow M A indicated

by the (red)dash-dotted line,and the LEP lowerlim iton the chargino m assexcludesvaluesof� between

the two vertical(black)dashed lines.
3 A m inor change in the best-�t point and the �2

m in
ocurred for the P 2 scenario in com parison with

Ref.[25]due to a slightly di�erentchoiceofthe m 1=2 values.
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m 1=2 m 0 A 0 � �2m in

P1 � 9

8
M A 800 0 1000 7.1

P2 � 1:2MA 300 0 800 3.1

P3 500 1000 0 250 ...400 7.4

P4 300 300 0 200 ...350 5.6

Table1: ThefourNUHM benchm ark surfacesarespeci�ed by theabove�xed and varying

param eters,allowing M A and tan� to vary freely. Allm ass param eters are in GeV.The

rightm ostcolum n showsthem inim um �2 valuefound in each planeatthepointslabelled as

thebest�tsin theplots.

the best �ts in the plots below. W e display in each ofthe following �gures the locations

ofthese best-�tpointsby a (red)crossand the �� 2 = 2:30 and 4.61 contoursaround the

best-�tpointsin the (M A;tan�)planesforeach ofthese benchm ark surfaces. These con-

tours would correspond to the 68 % and 95 % C.L.contours in the (M A;tan�) planes if

the overalllikelihood distribution,L / e� �
2
=2,were Gaussian. Thisisclearly only approx-

im ately true,butthese contoursnevertheless give interesting indicationson the regionsin

the (M A;tan�)planesthatare currently preferred. The varied param eterin each scenario

(i.e.m 1=2 in P1,P2 and � in P3,P4)ischosen such thatthe cold dark m atterdensity is

closestto thecentralvaluewithin theallowed range,0:0882< 
CD M h
2 < 0:1204 [43].

On surfacesP1 and P2,wherem 1=2 scaleswith M A so astorem ain in thefunnelregion,

m uch ofthem assspectrum scaleswith M A.Speci�cally,thelightestneutralinoand chargino

m assessim ply scale in directproportion to M A forthese surfaces.The lightsquark m asses

and stau m asses also scale with m 1=2 (and hence M A),though the latter are also slightly

dependenton tan� aswell. In the range M A � 1 TeV displayed in these planes,the light

squark m asses range up to � 2:3 TeV forsurface P1,within reach ofthe LHC.However,

because ofthe relatively largevaluesofm 0,the lightsquarksare beyond the currentreach

oftheTevatron collidereven atlow M A (and hencem 1=2).ForP2,thelightsquark m asses

rangeup to � 1:7 TeV.

Turning to surfaces P3 and P4,because they have �xed valuesofm 1=2 and m 0,there

arevery sm allvariationsin thesparticlem assspectra acrosstheseplanes.Forexam ple,the

lightestneutralino and chargino m assesaredeterm ined prim arily by m 1=2,and so they both

take alm ostconstantvalueson the benchm ark surfaces. Sim ilarly,the lightsquark m asses
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aredeterm ined by a com bination ofm 1=2 and m 0 and show littledependence on eitherM A

ortan�.On theotherhand,thelighteststau m asshasa slightdependenceon tan�,dueto

thevariablesplittingofthethird-generation sparticlem asses.Thesem asssplittingsincrease

atlargetan�,leading to sm allerstau m asses.

W e display in each plane the region excluded (black shaded) atthe 95 % C.L.by the

LEP Higgssearchesin thechannele+ e� ! Z � ! Zh;H [52,53].Fora SM -likeHiggsboson

weuse a bound ofM h > 113 GeV.The di�erence from thenom inalLEP m asslim itallows

forthe estim ated theoreticaluncertainty in the calculation ofM h forspeci�c valuesofthe

inputM SSM param eters[54].In theregion ofsm allM A and largetan�,wherethecoupling

ofthelightCP-even Higgsboson togaugebosonsissuppressed,thebound on M h isreduced

to M h > 91 GeV [52].

3 Electrow eak precision observables

In thisSection wesum m arizekey predictionsforelectroweak precision observables(EW PO)

over the four benchm ark surfaces. In Ref.[25]it was shown that M W ,sin
2�e� and �Z

agree within � 1� with the current experim entalvalue over allthe benchm ark surfaces.

Sincetheirvariationsarerelatively sm all,wedo notdisplay theseobservablesin thispaper,

though they are included in the overall�2 function. Here we focus on two other EW PO,

nam ely the m assofthe lightestHiggsboson,M h,and the anom alousm agnetic m om entof

them uon,a� �
1

2
(g� 2)�.

The evaluation ofM h is perform ed using FeynHiggs [54{57]. In Fig.2 we show the

contours for M h = 113;114;115;116;117;118 and 120 GeV.As discussed in the previous

Section,the boundary ofthe region excluded by the LEP searches forthe lightest M SSM

Higgs boson does not coincide with the nom inallim it M h = 114:4 GeV on the m ass ofa

Standard M odelHiggsboson.Nevertheless,itcan beseen in Fig.2thatthe�� 2 = 2:30and

4.61contoursarehighlycorrelated with theM h contoursatlow valuesofM A and tan�.This

isaconsequenceofthefactthatthefulllikelihood inform ation from theLEP Higgsexclusion

lim it(aswellasthetheoreticaluncertainty)isincorporated into theoverall�2 function (see

Ref.[25]). Note thatforthe plane P4 (and to a lesserextentP3)the m axim um value for

theHiggsm assislim ited by therelatively low valueofm 1=2.

Concerning a�,we recallthat,according to a recentevaluation ofthe Standard M odel

contribution based on low-energy e+ e� data,there isa discrepancy with the experim ental

m easurem ent by the E821 Collaboration [62,63]. It would be prem ature to regard this

deviation assolid evidencefornew physics.However,within theSUSY fram eworkweexplore
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Figure 2: The (M A;tan�)planes forthe NUHM benchm ark surfaces (a)P1,(b)P2,(c)

P3 and (d) P4, displaying the contours of�� 2 found in a recent global�t to EW PO

and BPO [25]. Allsurfaces have A 0 = 0. W e also display individually the contours of

M h found using FeynHiggs [54{57]and the contoursofa� found using Refs.[58{61]. The

1(2)-� range fora� isdem arcated by dashed (solid)lines. The dark shaded (black)region

corresponds to the param eter region that is excluded by the LEP Higgs searches in the

channele+ e� ! Z � ! Zh;H [52,53].
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here,thisdiscrepancydoesim poseasigni�cantconstraintontheparam eterspace,andm akes

an im portantcontribution totheglobal�2 function whosecontoursareshown in Fig.2.Our

evaluation ofa� isbased on Refs.[58{61],which yields[64,65]:

a
exp
�

� a
theo
�

= (27:5� 8:4)� 10� 10; (5)

equivalentto a 3.3-� e�ect4. In Fig.2 we show the contours�a � = 10:7;19:1;35:9;44:3�

10� 10 forthenetsupersym m etric contribution to a�.

In the case ofsurface P1,we see thatthe best-�tpointcorrespondsto M h � 118 GeV

and �a � � 10:7� 10� 10. In m ostofthe displayed region ofthe surface thatisfavoured at

the global�� 2 < 4:61 level,�a � isconsiderably lowerthan the range favoured in eq.(5).

In thecase ofsurface P2,thebest-�tpointhasM h � 118 GeV,and �a� iswithin the 1-�

rangegiven by eq.(5).In thecaseofsurfaceP3,thebest-�tpointhasM h > 118 GeV and

again alow valueof�a �.Finally,thebest-�tpointin surfaceP4 hasM h � 115 GeV and an

excellentvalueof�a �,according to eq.(5).Thefactthatthebest-�tpointsdo notalways

have favoured valuesof�a � re
ectsthe im portance ofotherprecision observables,notably

theBPO discussed later.

4 Tevatron Phenom enology

W e�rstconsiderhow experim entsattheTevatron colliderin thenextyearscould probethe

benchm ark surfacesP1,P2,P3 and P4. W e considerone possible Tevatron signature for

the M SSM Higgssector,nam ely H =A ! �+ �� ,forwhich expectationsare evaluated using

theresultsfrom Ref.[70].They arebased on theexpectation ofa 30% im provem entin the

sensitivity with respectto Ref.[6].W eseein Fig.3 that,attheTevatron with 2 (4,8)fb� 1

ofintegrated and analyzed lum inosity per experim ent5,the channelH =A ! �+ �� would

providea95% C.L.exclusion sensitivity totan� � 35(30;25)when MA � 200 GeV,and the

sensitivity decreasesslowly (rapidly)atsm aller(larger)M A. In the case ofthe benchm ark

surfaceP1,8 fb� 1 would startaccessing theregion with �� 2 < 4:61.ForP2,however,the

area accessible to the Tevatron isnotvisible in the �gure since itiscom pletely covered by

theexcluded region from theLEP Higgssearches.Theregion �� 2 < 4:61 could beaccessed

already with 2 fb� 1 in caseP3,and 8 fb� 1 would giveaccessto theregion with �� 2 < 2:30.

However,even the�� 2 < 4:61 region oftheP4 surfacewould beinaccessible with 8 fb� 1.

4Three other recent evaluations yield slightly di�erent num bers [66{69],but sim ilar discrepancies with

the SM prediction.
5 W e note thatboth CDF and D0 havealready recorded m orethan 2.5 fb�1 ofintegrated lum inosity.
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Figure3:Thesam e(M A;tan�)planesfortheNUHM benchm ark surfaces(a)P1,(b)P2,

(c)P3 and (d)P4 asin Fig.2,displaying also theexpected 95% C.L.exclusion sensitivities

ofsearchesforH =A ! �+ �� atthe Tevatron colliderwith 2,4,8 fb� 1 in each ofthe CDF

and D0 experim ents(seetext).
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W e notethatthe CDF Collaboration hasrecently reported a � 2-� excessofcandidate

H =A ! �+ �� events [9],which would correspond to M A � 160 GeV and tan� > 45. As

discussed in Ref.[30],taking into account allthe available experim entalconstraints,this

possibleexcesscould beaccom m odated within theNUHM only forratherdi�erentvaluesof

theparam etersfrom thoseconsidered in thebenchm ark scenarios,nam ely m 1=2 � 650 GeV,

m 0 � 1000 GeV,A0 � � 1900 GeV,� � 385 GeV. A likelihood analysis yields values of

�2 � 9{10,som ewhathigherthan the valuesforthe benchm ark surfaces. W ithin the four

benchm ark scenarioshere,theprecision observablesarenotin good agreem entwith low M A

and large tan�,re
ecting the factthatthe pointswith M A � 160 GeV and tan� > 45 lie

welloutsidetheregionswith �� 2 < 4:61 on allofthesebenchm ark surfaces.

5 LH C Phenom enology

In thisSection wepresentand com parethesensitivitiesofvariousLHC searchesforM SSM

HiggsbosonsasfunctionsofM A and tan� in thebenchm ark surfacesP1,P2,P3 and P4.

The Higgsbosonscan eitherbe produced ’directly’orvia cascades,starting with gluino or

squark production [71].W efocushereon the�rstpossibility,butitshould bekeptin m ind

thattheproduction via cascadescould o�eradditionalchannelsfortheHiggsdetection.A

fullevaluation ofthesechannelsacrossthebenchm ark surfacesm ustawaita m orecom plete

evaluation oftheexperim entalsensitivitiesto such decay m odes.

W estarttheanalysiswith thelightM SSM Higgsboson thatbehavesliketheSM Higgs

boson for M A � M Z. As a consequence, the region M A � M Z can be covered in all

benchm ark scenariosifa SM Higgswith M SM
H

= M h isaccessibleattheLHC [11,12,14].In

Fig.4 we display on the W M AP-com patible (M A ;tan�)planesthe 5-� discovery contours

forpp ! h ! 

 atthe LHC with 30 fb� 1 in the CM S detector [14],where the areasto

the right ofthe lines (i.e.for larger M A) are covered by the pp ! h ! 

 search. This

channelisparticlarly im portantforaprecisem assm easurem entofthelightestM SSM Higgs

boson.W eshow separately thesensitivitiesfora cut-based analysis(bluesolid line)and for

an \optim ized" analysis(black dotted line),seeRef.[14]fordetails.Thecut-based analysis

should beregarded asaconservativeresult,whilethe\optim ized"analysisshould perhapsbe

regarded asan optim isticexpectation [72].In thecasesofsurfacesP1 and P2,theLHC cut

analysisforthepp ! h ! 

 search coversallofthe�� 2 < 2:30 region and theoptim ized

analysis nearly the whole param eterplane. ForP3 only partsofthe preferred region can

becovered,whileforP4 even with theoptim ized analysisthebest-�tpointaswellaslarge

partsofthe�� 2 < 2:30 area rem ain uncovered.In thisregion,m orelum inosity would need
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Figure 4: The sam e (M A;tan�) planes for the NUHM benchm ark surfaces (a) P1,(b)

P2,(c) P3 and (d) P4 as in Fig.2,displaying the expected sensitivities ofsearches for

pp ! h ! 

 at the LHC with 30 fb� 1 in the CM S detector using a cut analysis or an

\optim ized"analysis(seetext)aswellasthesearchesforW + W � ! h ! �+ �� with 60fb� 1

in theCM S detector.Theparam eterregionsto therightofthecontoursarecovered atthe

5-� level.ForP1 and P2 theW + W � ! h ! �+ �� channelcoversthewhole region ofthe

(M A;tan�)planethatisunexcluded by LEP.
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to beaccum ulated in orderto seea 5-� signalin thepp! h ! 

 channel.

W e turn next to the reaction W + W � ! h ! �+ �� . On the W M AP-com patible

(M A;tan�)planesin Fig.4 wedisplay the5-� discovery contoursforW + W � ! h ! �+ ��

attheLHC with 60 fb� 1 in theCM S detector[14],wheretheareasto therightofthelines

(i.e.for larger M A ) are covered by this search. In the cases ofsurfaces P1 and P2,the

5-� discovery contours lie within the region already excluded by LEP,so this search cov-

ersallthe unexcluded partsofthe surfaces. In the casesofsurfacesP3 and P4,however,

the W + W � ! h ! �+ �� discovery contoursleave uncovered narrow stripsatlow M A for

tan� > 11;14,respectively. In thispartofthe param eterspace the search forH ! �+ ��

should beinvestigated.In allcases,the5-� discovery contourscovertheentire�� 2 < 4:61

regions. However,we note thatthischanneldoesnotperm ita very accurate m easurem ent

ofM h,unlikethepp! h ! 

 channel.

W enow turn to theheavy M SSM Higgsbosons.In Fig.5 wedisplay in the(M A;tan�)

planesthe 5-� discovery contoursforb�b! H =A ! �+ �� atthe LHC,where the �’sdecay

to jetsand electrons orm uons (in the BR evaluation forthe heavy Higgsbosons possible

decaysto SUSY particles[73{75]havealso been taken into account).Theanalysisisbased

on 60fb
� 1

forthe�nalstate�+ �� ! jets[76]and on 30fb
� 1

forthe�+ �� ! e+ jet[77]and

�+ �� ! � + jet[78]channels,collected with the CM S detector.Asshown in Ref.[79],the

im pactofthesupersym m etricparam etersotherthan M A and tan� on thediscovery contours

isrelatively sm allin thischannel,and the decaysofH =A to SUSY particles[73{75]are in

generalsuppressed bylargesparticlem asses.Onlyin P4 thedecaytothelightestneutralinos

and charginosispossibleovernearlythewholeplane(seealsoSect.2).Includingsuch decays

in theevaluation ofthediscovery reach could increase thecoverage forheavy Higgsbosons

som ewhat.Asa consequence oftherelatively sm allim pactofthe otherSUSY param eters,

thediscovery contoursin thefourbenchm ark surfacesaresim ilarto each otherand to those

in the\conventional"benchm ark scenarios[79].The5-� discovery contoursforthevarious�

decay m odesareshown separately:they m ay each bescaled individually fordi�erentvalues

ofthejet(j),� and electron (e)detection e�ciencies,see Ref.[79].The sensitivitiesofthe

three di�erent search strategies could in principle be com bined,but inform ation required

for m aking such a com bination is not yet available from the CM S Collaboration. Nor is

the inform ation available thatwould be needed to extend the discovery contours to sm all

M A < 200 GeV or to large M A > 500 to 800 GeV.Nevertheless,we see that the whole

�� 2 < 2:30 regionsofthesurfacesP1 and P2 would becovered by theLHC H =A ! �+ ��

searches,and m ostofthecorresponding regionsofthesurfacesP3 and P4.Com paring the

LHC sensitivitiesshown in Fig.5with theTevatron sensitivitiesshown in Fig.3,weseethat
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Figure5:Thesam e(M A;tan�)planesfortheNUHM benchm ark surfaces(a)P1,(b)P2,

(c) P3 and (d) P4 as in Fig.2,displaying the 5-� discovery contours for H =A ! �+ ��

at the LHC with 60 or 30 fb� 1 (depending on the � decay channels) and for H� ! �� �

detection in theCM S detectorwhen M H � > m t (seetext).
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the LHC providesaccessto considerably heavierH =A,up to about800 GeV,and thatthe

covered region extendsto lowervaluesoftan�,reaching tan� � 10 atlow MA.Com paring

with Fig.4,we see that the H =A ! �+ �� searches presum ably also cover the regions at

M A < 150 GeV and tan� > 11;14 that were left uncovered in the P3 and P4 surfaces,

respectively,by theW + W � ! h ! �+ �� searches.Itwould beinteresting to verify thisby

m eansofan extension oftheavailableCM S analysis.

W ealso show in Fig.5 the5-� contoursfordiscovery oftheH � via its�� � decay m ode

at the LHC,in the case M H � > m t. W e see that the coverage is lim ited in each ofthe

scenariosP1,P2,P3 and P4 to M A < 300 GeV and tan� > 30,reaching a sm allpartof

the�� 2 < 2:30 region ofsurface P3,only a sm allpartofthe�� 2 < 4:61 region ofsurface

P1,and not even reaching this region in scenarios P2 and P4. One m ay also search for

H � ! �� � forlighterM H � < m t,but in the cases ofsurfaces P1 and P2 this would be

usefulonly in the regionsalready excluded by LEP,and the accessible regions in surfaces

P3 and P4 would also bequitelim ited.

Anotherclassofpossiblem easurem entsattheLHC com prisestheprecisedeterm inations

ofh decay branching ratios[80],and using theirratiosto search fordeviationsfrom theSM

predictionsforaHiggsboson ofthesam em ass.Such deviationsm ay arisein theM SSM due

to di�erencesin thetree-levelcouplingsand dueto additional(loop)corrections.Them ost

sensitive observableislikely to betheratio ofBR(h ! �+ �� )=BR(h ! W W �).W edisplay

in Fig.6 the 1-,2-,3-and 5-� contours(2-� in bold)forSUSY induced deviationsofthis

ratioofbranchingratiosfrom theSM prediction (withM SM
H

= M h).Thecontourscorrespond

toan integrated lum inosity attheLHC of30or300fb� 1 [81](assum ingSM decay rates).An

experim entalresolution forBR(h ! �+ �� )=BR(h ! W W �)between 30% (28% )and 45%

(33% )can beachieved for30 (300)fb
� 1
.ForM h = 120 GeV thecorresponding precision is

38% (29% ). The m ostprom ising surfacesare P3 and P4,and we see thatoveressentially

allthe leftlobe ofthe �� 2 < 4:61 region forP4 a 5-� discrepancy with the SM should be

detectable6.On theotherhand,only partialcoverageoftheleftlobeofsurfaceP3 would be

possible,and thesensitivitiesin therightlobesofP4 and P3 and in theP1 and P2 surfaces

are considerably lessprom ising. Nevertheless,m easuring BR(h ! �+ �� )=BR(h ! W W �)

does o�er the prospect ofdistinguishing between the NUHM and the SM in the low M A

regionsofsurfacesP3 and P4.

6 Itshould bekeptin m ind thattheactualexperim entalprecision on theratio BR(h ! �
+
�
� )=BR(h !

W W
�)willbe di�erentin thisparam eterregion from the num bersquoted abovewhich assum eSM rates.

16



100 200 300 400 500 600 700 800 900 1000
5

10

20

30

40

50

MA (GeV)

  µ = 1000 ,  m0 = 800

ta
n 

β 

∆χ2 < 2.30

∆χ2 < 4.61

30 fb
-1

BR(ττ)/BR(WW)

300 fb
-1

100 200 300 400 500 600 700 800 900 1000
5

10

20

30

40

50

MA (GeV)

  µ = 800 ,  m0 = 300

ta
n 

β 

∆χ2 < 2.30

∆χ2 < 4.61

30 fb
-1

BR(ττ)/BR(WW)

300 fb
-1

100 200 300 400 500 600 700 800 900 1000
5

10

20

30

40

50

55

MA (GeV)

  m1/2 = 500 ,  m0 = 1000

ta
n 

β 

∆χ2 < 2.30

∆χ2 < 4.61

 

 

30 fb
-1

BR(ττ)/BR(WW)

300 fb
-1

100 200 300 400 500 600 700 800 900 1000
5

10

20

30

40

MA (GeV)

  m1/2 = 300 ,  m0 = 300

ta
n 

β 

∆χ2 < 2.30

∆χ2 < 4.61

30 fb
-1

BR(ττ)/BR(WW)

300 fb
-1

Figure6:Thesam e(M A;tan�)planesfortheNUHM benchm ark surfaces(a)P1,(b)P2,

(c)P3 and (d)P4 asin Fig.2,displaying the1-,2-,3-and 5-� contours(2-� in bold)for

SUSY-induced deviations on the ratio BR(h ! �+ �� )=BR(h ! W W �) at the LHC with

30 or300 fb� 1 (see text). In the case ofsurface P2,only 1-� curvesare seen in the lower

partofthe�gure.Theuppercurvescorrespond to 0-�.
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6 ILC Phenom enology

In thissection weanalyzethedeviationsin thebranching ratiosofthelightestM SSM Higgs

boson to SM ferm ionsand gaugebosonsin com parison with a SM Higgsboson ofthesam e

m assthatcould be m easured atthe ILC (see also Ref.[21]). The experim entalprecisions

forthebranching ratiosweanalyzearesum m arized in Tab.2.

collider channel exp.precision [% ]

ILC(500) BR(h ! b�b) 1.5

ILC(500) BR(h ! �+ �� ) 4.5

ILC(500) BR(h ! W W �) 3.0

ILC(1000) BR(h ! b�b)=BR(h ! W W �) 1.5

Table 2: Experim entalprecisions at the ILC for various branching ratios ofthe lightest

M SSM Higgsboson (assum ing SM decay rates)[18,82,83]. The experim entalprecision in

the lastcolum n correspondsto 1� in the plotsbelow. ILC(500,1000)refersto a center-of-

m assenergy of500;1000 GeV,respectively.

W eshow in Fig.7 theprospectivesensitivity ofan ILC m easurem entoftheBR(h ! b�b)

in the four (M A ;tan�) planes. The experim entalprecision is anticipated to be 1.5% ,see

Tab.2. W e display assolid (blue) lines the contours ofthe +5;+3;+2;+1;0� deviations

(with +2� in bold)oftheM SSM resultfrom thecorresponding SM result(forlow M A and

large tan� in P2 we also �nd contoursfor� 2;� 1�,with � 2� in bold). The separations

between thecontoursindicatehow sensitively theSUSY resultsdepend on variationsofM A

and tan�. Also shown in Fig.7 via dashed (green)linesisthe sensitivity to SUSY e�ects

ofthe ILC m easurem entofthe ratio ofbranching ratiosBR(h ! b�b)=BR(h ! W W �)(for

low M A and large tan� in P2 we also �nd contours for� 5;� 3;� 2;� 1�). The precision

m easurem ent ofthe ratio BR(h ! b�b)=BR(h ! W W �) clearly provides a m uch higher

sensitivity to SUSY e�ectsthan them easurem entofBR(h ! b�b)alone(seealso Ref.[20]).

Forthe ILC m easurem ent ofthe BR(h ! b�b),in the cases ofP1 and P2 we see that

theprospectivesensitivitiesarelessthan 3 � throughoutalm ostalltheregionswith �� 2 <

4:61. The situations are di�erent,however,for the planes P3 and P4. In each case,the

cosm ologically-favoured region is divided into separate lobes at low and high M A. In the

P3 case,the m easurem ent ofBR(h ! b�b) would be su�cient to establish a SUSY e�ect

with m orethan �ve� throughoutm ostofthelow-M A lobe,and allofitin theP4 case.A
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precision m easurem entofBR(h ! b�b)=BR(h ! W W �)yieldsa signi�cantim provem entfor

allbenchm ark surfaces.W eseethat,in caseP1,thesensitivity already exceeds5� in m uch

ofthe region with �� 2 < 2:30,and the fraction ofthis region covered atthe 5-� levelis

even largerin thecaseP2.Even m oreencouragingly,in thecaseP3 thesensitivity exceeds

5 � throughoutthe �� 2 < 2:30 region,and in the case P4 itexceeds5 � by a substantial

am ountthroughoutthe�� 2 < 4:61 region.

Next,weshow in Fig.8theprospectivesensitivity ofan ILC m easurem entoftheBR(h !

�+ �� )in thefour(M A;tan�)planes,using solid (red)contours.In thecasesofP1 and P2,

we again see thatthe prospective sensitivities are less than 3 � throughoutalm ostallthe

regionswith �� 2 < 4:61.In thecasesofplanesP3 and P4,thesensitivitiesaregreater,but

lessthan the corresponding sensitivitiesto the BR(h ! b�b)shown previously in Fig.7.Of

allthesingleILC m easurem ents,theonewith thegreatestsensitivity toSUSY e�ectsisthat

oftheBR(h ! W W �),which isalso shown in Fig.8using dashed (black)lines.In thecases

P1 and P2,we see thatthe sensitivity m ay rise above 5 � already within the �� 2 < 4:61

region. In the case ofP3,the sensitivity iswellabove 5 � throughoutthe low-M A region.

In thecaseofP4,a5-� signi�canceisexceeded already in m uch ofthehigh-M A lobe,where

thesensitivity neverfallsaslow as3 � in the�2 favored region.

W ehavenotm adeacom pletestudy ofthecom bined sensitivity oftheILC m easurem ents

to thebenchm ark surfaces,butitisclearfrom thisbriefsurvey thattheILC m easurem ents

would in generalprovide interesting testsoftheM SSM attheloop level.In theabsence of

detailed studies,we expectthatCLIC m easurem entswould have sim ilarsensitivities,since

h production would bem orecopiousatthehigherCLIC energies,and theCLIC lum inosity

at lower energies could be sim ilar to that ofthe ILC [23]. In addition to the precision

m easurem entsdescribed here,theILC andCLIC wouldbeabletoproducedirectlyassociated

H + A pairsabovethekinem aticthreshold.

7 B Physics

W e display in Fig.9 the resultsforthree BPO BR(b ! s
),BR(Bs ! �+ �� ),BR(B u !

���),in thefourbenchm ark (M A;tan�)planes.

The prediction ofB s ! �+ �� isbased on Ref.[47,84]. The solid (beige)line indicates

BR(B s ! �+ �� )= 10� 7,corresponding roughly to thecurrentupperbound from CDF [85]

and D0[86].Thelatestbound reported by CDF hasrecently been lowered to5:8� 10� 8 [87].

Thedashed (beige)lineindicatesa BR of2� 10� 8.In Fig.9 weseethatthecurrentupper

lim it on B s ! �+ �� already excludes regions ofthe planes at sm allM A and large tan�,
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Figure7:Thesam e(M A;tan�)planesfortheNUHM benchm ark surfaces(a)P1,(b)P2,

(c)P3 and (d)P4 asin Fig.2,displaying 5;3;2;1;0-� sensitivity contours(2-� in bold)for

SUSY e�ectson BR(h ! b�b)(solid blue lines) and BR(h ! b�b)=BR(h ! W W �)(dashed

green lines) at the ILC (see text). Note that for surface P2 for low M A and large tan�

also � 2;� 1-� are shown for BR(h ! �bb),and � 5;� 3;� 2;� 1-� are shown for BR(h !
�bb)=BR(h ! W W �).
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Figure8:Thesam e(M A;tan�)planesfortheNUHM benchm ark surfaces(a)P1,(b)P2,

(c)P3 and (d)P4 asin Fig.2,displaying 5;3;2;1-� sensitivity contoursforSUSY e�ects

on the BR(h ! �+ �� )atthe ILC (solid red lines). Also shown are the � 5;� 3;� 2;� 1-�

sensitivity contoursfortheSUSY e�ectson BR(h ! W W �)attheILC (dashed black lines).

NotethatforsurfaceP2 � 2;� 1 and 0-� areshown forBR(h ! �+ �� ),and � 5;� 3;� 2;� 1

and 0-� areshown forBR(h ! W W �).
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starting to cutinto theregion with �� 2 < 4:61.Theprospective sensitivitieswould extend

asfarasthebest-�tpoints.

For b ! s
 our num ericalresults have been derived with the BR(b ! s
) evaluation

provided in Refs.[88],incorporating also the latest SM corrections provided in Ref.[89].

The results in Fig.9 are shown as the two blue lines indicating BR(b ! s
) of4� 10� 4

(solid)and 3� 10� 4 (dashed). These have to be com pared to the experim entally preferred

valueofBR(b! s
)= (3:55� 0:24+ 0:09
� 0:10� 0:03)� 10� 4 [90].Thebest-�tpointtogetherwith

largepartsofthe �2 preferred regionslie between thetwo lines,i.e.,largepartsofthefour

benchm ark planesarein good agreem entwith thecurrentexperim entalvalue.

OurresultsforBR(B u ! ���)are based on Ref.[91]. In the fourbenchm ark scenarios

ofFig.9 the results are shown in form ofthe NUHM resultdivided by the SM prediction

asblack lines.Thesolid (dashed)linescorrespond to a ratio of0.9 (0.7),wherethecurrent

centralvalueis0:93� 0:41[92,93].Itcan beseen thatthebest�tvalueaswellaslargeparts

ofthe�2 preferred partsofthebenchm ark planespredicta valuesom ewhatlowerthan the

currentexperim entalresult.However,with thecurrentprecision no �rm conclusion can be

drawn.

8 D irect D etection ofSupersym m etric D ark M atter

In Fig.10 we show how the directdetection ofthe LSP via spin-independentscattering on

nucleiprobesthefour(M A;tan�)planes.W efocushereon thebound from theXENON10

experim entthatwasrecently published by the XENON collaboration [27],which im proves

on thepreviousCDM S results[26].W enotethattheXENON10 experim enthasseen som e

potentialsignaleventswhich are,however,interpreted asbackground.

Theconstraintim posed bythelim itsfrom directdetection experim entsissensitivetotwo

theoreticaluncertaintiesthatareindependentofthespeci�cdark m atterm odel.Oneisthe

localdensity ofcold dark m atter,which isnorm ally estim ated to be�CD M = 0:3 GeV/cm 3,

although sm allervaluesm ay be consistentwith som e m odelsofthe Galaxy.The otherim -

portantuncertainty isthatin thenucleonicm atrix elem entofthelocaloperatorresponsible

forthespin-independentscattering am plitude.Thisisrelated,in particular,to theso-called

� term ,��N ,thatm ay bederived from m easurem entsoflow-energy �-nucleon scattering.

Thesolid linesin Fig.10correspond totheXENON10bound obtained assum ing �CD M =

0:3 GeV/cm 3 and using ��N = 45 M eV asinput,corresponding to a relativestrange-quark

density y � 2hN j�ssjN i=hN j(�uu+ �dd)jN i= 0:2 [94].Theseassum ptionsarerealistic,though

thereisa largeuncertainty in thestrangenesscontribution which m ay lead to largerratesif
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Figure 9: The sam e (M A;tan�) planes for the NUHM benchm ark surfaces (a) P1,(b)

P2,(c)P3 and (d)P4 asin Fig.2,displaying the expected sensitivities ofthe B physics

observables B s ! �+ �� ,b ! s
 and Bu ! ��. The various lines indicate: BR(Bs !

�+ �� ) = 10� 7(2� 10� 8) as solid (dashed),BR(b ! s
) = 4(3)� 10� 4 as solid (dashed),

BR(B u ! ���)M SSM =SM = 0:9(0:7)assolid (dashed).
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Figure 10: The sam e (M A ;tan�) planes for the NUHM benchm ark surfaces (a) P1,(b)

P2,(c) P3 and (d) P4 as in Fig.2,displaying the expected sensitivities ofpresent and

prospective futuredirectsearchesforthescattering ofdark m atterparticles(seetext).
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��N islargerorsigni�cantly lowerratesifthe strangenesscontribution to theproton m ass

is sm all. The dashed lines show the bounds that one would obtain from the XENON10

experim ent assum ing the sam e value of�CD M ,but with ��N = 36 M eV corresponding to

y = 0,and thereforerepresenting m oreconservative assum ptions.Finally,asan exam pleof

thepossiblesensitivity offutureexperim ents,thedotted linesshow thecontoursonewould

obtain foraspin-independentcrosssection of10� 8 pb,assum ing thesam evalueof�CD M and

��N = 45 M eV asinput.

W e see from Fig.10 thatthe surfacesP1 and P2 are notprobed by the currentlim its

from theXENON10experim ent.Only thepossiblefuturesensitivity at10� 8 pb startstocut

into the�� 2 < 4:61region.Fortheseplanes,acceleratorsearchesareclearly m orepowerful.

Thesituation isdi�erentfortheplanesP3 and P4,dueto therelatively low valuesofm 1=2

across these planes. W e recallthat,forplanes P1 and P2,m 1=2 scales with M A and the

sparticlespectrum istypically heavieratlargeM A than atthecorrespondingpointsin planes

P3 and P4.Asa result,thespin-independent ~�01 � p elasticcrosssection issuppressed for

planesP1 and P2. On the otherhand,we see thatthe currentXENON10 bound probes

large partsofthe �� 2 < 2:30 areasofP3 and P4 planes,ifone usesthe m oderate values

of��N = 45 M eV and thestrange-quark content.Indeed,in thecaseoftheP4 surface,the

currentXENON10 bound would even coverthebest-�tpointforthisvalueof� �N and the

defaultvalue forthe localdensity ofcold dark m atter. The m ore conservative analysis,on

theotherhand,issensitiveonly to sm allerM A values,and probesonly a m uch sm allerpart

ofthe regionspreferred by the �2 analysis. Finally,we note thata future sensitivity to a

crosssection of10� 8 pb would covertheentireP3 and P4 surfaces.

9 C onclusions

The value ofbenchm ark studies is that they allow one to understand better the range of

possibilities opened up by supersym m etry. It is therefore desirable that benchm arks be

chosen in such away astorespect,asfaraspossible,thede�nitiveexperim entalconstraints,

and also thatthey besusceptible to system atic study.W ehave dem onstrated in thispaper

how NUHM benchm ark surfaces chosen so that the relic cold dark m atter density falls

within orbelow therangefavoured by W M AP and otherexperim entsm ay beused to probe

supersym m etric phenom enology. Ourapproach based on the NUHM scenario signi�cantly

di�ers from previous proposals ofbenchm ark scenarios for the M SSM Higgs sector that

were entirely form ulated in term s oflow-scale param eters and that were not suitable for

a phenom enologically acceptable prediction ofthe cold dark m atterdensity. The analysis
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ofourproposed benchm ark surfacesisfacilitated by developm ents in the FeynHiggs code

thatare described in the Appendix. These willenable the interested readerto explore the

prospects for her/his favourite experim entalprobe ofsupersym m etry in these benchm ark

surfaces.

W e have displayed the constraints currently im posed in the new benchm ark surfaces

by electroweak precision observables,and explored the prospectsforHiggssearchesatthe

Tevatron collider,the LHC and the ILC,and we have also explored indirect e�ects in B

physics and in dark m atter detection. W hereas the Tevatron collider willbe able only to

nibbleatcornersoftheseNUHM benchm ark surfaces,experim entsattheLHC willbeable

to cover them entirely,and the ILC willhave good prospects forprecision m easurem ents.

Therearegood prospectsforB experim entsin partsofthebenchm ark surfaces,and direct

dark m atterm ay bedetectablein som ecases.

It should ofcourse be noted thatbenchm ark studies m ay soon be rendered obsolete {

nam ely by thediscovery ofsupersym m etry.

As we were com pleting this paper,we heard the sad news ofthe passing away ofJulius

W ess,one ofthe discoverersand founding fathersofsupersym m etry.Juliusdid so m uch to

develop ourunderstanding ofsupersym m etry,to awaken ourappreciation ofitsbeauty,and

to convinceusofitsim portanceforphysics.Hum bly and respectfully,wededicatethispaper

to hism em ory.

A cknow ledgem ents

S.H.thanksR.Kinnunen fordata on the charged Higgs-boson search atCM S,A.Lath for

com m unication on theCDF projections,A.Nikitenko fortheCM S data on theHiggsdecay

to photons,and A.Korytov and E.Yazgan forinform ation on the W W fusion channelsat

CM S.

The work ofK.A.O.was partially supported by DOE grantDE-FG02-94ER-40823. W ork

supported in partby the European Com m unity’s M arie-Curie Research Training Network

under contract M RTN-CT-2006-035505 ‘Toolsand Precision Calculations forPhysics Dis-

coveriesatColliders’

26



A Evaluation ofB enchm ark Surfaces w ith FeynHiggs

The new benchm ark surfaceshave been im plem ented into the code FeynHiggs [54{57]. In

thisway,any userm ay apply them to perform phenom enologicalanalyses.

From them athem aticalpointofview,theNUHM /CDM constraintsintroducenon-trivial

relationsbetween inputparam eters,which thuscannotbe scanned naively by independent

loops.Tosolvethisin agenericway,FeynHiggs 2.6allowstheusertointerpolatetheinputs

from a Param eterTableinto which arbitrary relationscan beencoded.Thetablescontaint-

ing the fourbenchm ark surfacescan be downloaded from http://www.feynhiggs.de. To

im plem ent the new form atofa Param eter Table,signi�cant internalrearrangem ents were

necessary from which theconceptofa FeynHiggs Record evolved.

A Record is a new data type which captures the entire content ofa param eter �le in

thenativeform atofFeynHiggs.In thisrespectitisakin to theSUSY LesHouchesAccord

Record [95],butalso encodesinform ation aboutparam eterloopsand has‘inheritancerules’

fordefaultvalues.Using theroutinesto m anipulatea Record,theprogram m ercan,am ong

otherthings,processFeynHiggs param eter�lesindependently ofthefrontend.

In addition to containing loops over param eters, a Record can be associated with a

Param eter Table in such a way that values not explicitly given in the param eter �le are

interpolated from thetable(asitcan bedoneforthefourbenchm ark scenarios).

TheFeynHiggs Record isconceptually asuperstructure‘on top’oftheconventionalpart

ofFeynHiggs.Thism eansthata Record can bem anipulated withoutany in
uence on the

com putation ofHiggsobservablesat�rst.Onlywhen theFHSetRecord subroutineisinvoked

areitscurrentvaluessetastheinputsforthecom putation.So in principle,theFeynHiggs

Record can beused withoutdoing any com putation ofHiggsobservablesatall.

Technically,a Record isa two-dim ensionalrealarray oftheform

rec(i#,j
! ) iVar iLower iUpper iStep

iTB L U U U

iMA0 L U U U

::: :::

� Thecolum nindexispeci�estheparam eter.Theindicesarelabelledasintheparam eter

�le,butpre�xed with an i (seeTable 3).

� The row index j enum eratesthe variablesthatconstitute the loop overa param eter,

i.e.the current,lower,and uppervalue and the step size. The loop inferred through

theseparam etershastheform
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do rec(i,iVar) = rec(i,iLower), rec(i,iUpper), rec(i,iStep)

...

enddo

� U entries indicate �elds �lled in by the user. Ifno loop is desired over a particular

param eter,the �elds rec(i,iUpper) and rec(i,iStep) can be om itted. On top of

thattherearealso ‘inheritancerules’(given in Table3),stating forexam plethatM3SL

defaultsto MSusy ifnotgiven explicitly.

� L entriesindicate �eldsreplaced by the FHLoopRecord routine while working o� the

loopsoverparam eterspace,i.e.these�eldsareupdated autom atically accordingtothe

currentpointin theloop.Forexam ple,iftheRecord contains

rec(iTB,iLower) = 10

rec(iTB,iUpper) = 50

rec(iTB,iStep) = 10

the�rstcallto FHLoopRecord willsetrec(iTB,iVar) to 10,thenextto 20,etc.

A .1 Fortran U se

A .1.1 D eclaration

Every subroutineorfunction which usesa Record m ust�rstincludethede�nitions:

#include "FHRecord.h"

Records can then be declared with the preprocessor m acro RecordDecl,which hides the

declaration details.Forexam ple,

RecordDecl(rec)

declarestheRecordrec(i,j).W hendeclaringseveralrecords,eachneedsitsownRecordDecl

statem ent,i.e.RecordDecl(rec1, rec2, ...) isnotperm issible.

A .1.2 Initializing a R ecord

A FeynHiggs Record has to be brought into a de�ned state before its �rst use,either by

clearing itwith

call FHClearRecord(rec)
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orby reading itfrom a �le,which sim ilarly overwritesany previouscontent:

call FHReadRecord(error, rec, "file")

if( error .ne. 0 ) stop

wherefile isthenam eofa param eter�lein FeynHiggs’nativeform at.

Fieldscan besetorread outusing ordinary Fortran array access,e.g.

rec(iTB,iLower) = 10

or print *, "At = ", rec(Re(iAt),iVar), rec(Im(iAt),iVar)

The ‘currentvalue’�eld (iVar)should notbe setexplicitly,asitisupdated autom atically

by FHLoopRecord.

A .1.3 Looping over a R ecord / Setting the FeynHiggs input

Theloopsoverparam eterscontainedinaRecordareworkedo�throughcallstoFHLoopRecord,

which update the Record’s‘currentvalue’�elds(iVar). FHLoopRecord isthususually in-

voked in thecontextofa looping construct,such as

call FHLoopRecord(error, rec)

do while( error .eq. 0 )

...

call FHLoopRecord(error, rec)

enddo

The subroutine FHSetRecord can be used to set the ‘current value’�elds (iVar)asinput

param etersforFeynHiggs.Thisworkse�ectively asacom bination ofFHSetPara,FHSetCKM,

and FHSetNMFV,exceptthatthe param etersaretaken from the Record. In a typicalappli-

cation theaboveloop would beextended to

call FHLoopRecord(error, rec)

do while( error .eq. 0 )

call FHSetRecord(error, rec, 1D0)

if( error .ne. 0 ) stop

call FHHiggsCorr(error, MHiggs, SAeff, UHiggs, ZHiggs)

if( error .ne. 0 ) stop

...

call FHLoopRecord(error, rec)

enddo
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The third argum entin FHSetRecord isthe sam e scale factorwhich appearsin FHSetPara

and which determ inestherenorm alization scaleasa m ultipleofthetop m ass.

A .1.4 A ssociating a R ecord w ith a Table

TheFeynHiggsRecord allowsoneto interpolateparam etersfrom a data table.Thetableis

interpolated in two user-selectablevariableswhich can bechosen identicalifinterpolation in

only onevariableisdesired.

The table �rstneedsto be loaded into internalstorage. Atthe m om entFeynHiggshas

a static allocation forone table ofatm ost2400 lines. Thisallowsthe com plete im plem en-

tation in Fortran and seem s su�cient for allpresent applications. The table’s form at is

ratherstraightforward:the �rstline containsthe colum n nam es(sam e identi�ersasin the

FeynHiggsinput�le),followed by thedata rows.Allitem sareseparated by whitespace.

Loading the table can either be done through the input �le and is thus autom atically

perform ed in FHReadRecord.To thisend onehasto add a line

table file var1 var2

to the param eter�le. Forexam ple,\table mytable TB MA0" readsthe �le mytable into

m em ory and sets TB and MA0 as input variables for the interpolation. The table m ust

obviously contain colum nsfortheinputvariables.

Itisalso possibletointegratethetable�leinto theparam eter�le.Thetable statem ent

then takestheform

table - var1 var2

and m ustbethelaststatem entin theparam eter�le,followed im m ediately by thetabledata.

Alternately,thetableisloaded by

call FHLoadTable(error, "file", 5)

if( error .ne. 0 ) stop

Thetableisread from file,unlessthatequals\-",in which casethetableisread from the

Fortran unitgiven in the third argum ent(unit5 isFortran’sequivalentofstdin and hence

a good defaultargum enthere).

Thetableisassociated with therecord through

call FHTableRecord(error, rec, var1, var2)

if( error .ne. 0 ) stop
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wherevar1 and var2 aretheindicesoftheinputvariables,e.g.iTB and iMA0.To translate

param eternam es(strings)into indices,onecan usetheFHRecordIndex subroutine,asin:

call FHRecordIndex(index, name)

A .2 M athem atica U se

Using FeynHiggsRecordsin M athem atica isforthe largerpartvery sim ilarto doing so in

Fortran. The m ain di�erence isthatone doesnothave to declare a Record. Rather,both

initialization routines‘create’theRecord:

rec = FHClearRecord[]

or rec = FHReadRecord["file"]

The Record isrepresented asan FHRecord objectin M athem atica. Accessto �eldsisvery

sim ilarto theFortran case,e.g.

rec[[iTB,iLower]] = 10

or Print["At = ", rec[[Re[iAt],iVar]], rec[[Im[iAt],iVar]]]

So is the use ofFHLoopRecord,except that the updated Record is returned,rather than

m odi�ed in situ. In other words,FHLoopRecord returns an FHRecord aslong asthe loop

continues.Theloop would thuslook like

While[ Head[rec = FHLoopRecord[rec]] === FHRecord,

...

]

Theotherroutinesareused straightforwardly,forexam ple:

FHSetRecord[rec, 1]

FHLoadTable["file"]

rec = FHTableRecord[rec, var1, var2]

index = FHRecordIndex[name]

A .3 Exam ples

A .3.1 C om m and-line M ode w ith Param eter Table

In thesim plestcase,aParam eterTablecan beprocessed through an input�lewith a table

statem ent:
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MA0 203

TB 5.7

table file.dat MA0 TB

TheParam eterTableisread from file.dat in a form atlike

MT MSusy MA0 TB At MUE ...

171.4 500 200 5 1000 761

171.4 500 210 5 1000 753

...

171.4 500 200 6 1000 742

171.4 500 210 6 1000 735

...

Alternately,theTablecan beintegrated into theparam eter�le,asin

MA0 203

TB 5.7

table - MA0 TB

MT MSusy MA0 TB At MUE ...

171.4 500 200 5 1000 761

171.4 500 210 5 1000 753

...

171.4 500 200 6 1000 742

171.4 500 210 6 1000 735

...

Thism inim alsetup assum esthatallparam etersarecontained in thetable.M oregenerally,

theonesnotcontained in thetablehaveto begiven in theparam eter�le.Theinterpolation

fortheparam etersgiven (hereMA0 and TB)isperform ed autom atically by FeynHiggs.

A .3.2 U sing a R ecord w ith Table in Fortran

In Fortran,thesam eexam plem ightbecoded as

program record_test

implicit none

#include "FHRecord.h"
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RecordDecl(rec)

integer error

double precision MHiggs(4)

double complex SAeff, UHiggs(3,3), ZHiggs(3,3)

call FHClearRecord(rec)

rec(iMA0,iLower) = 203

rec(iTB,iLower) = 5.7

call FHLoadTable(error, "file.dat", 5)

if( error .ne. 0 ) stop

call FHTableRecord(error, rec, iTB, iMA0)

if( error .ne. 0 ) stop

call FHSetFlags(4, 0, 0, 3, 0, 2, 1, 1, 3)

call FHLoopRecord(error, rec)

do while( error .eq. 0 )

call FHSetRecord(error, rec, 1D0)

if( error .ne. 0 ) stop

call FHHiggsCorr(error, MHiggs, SAeff, UHiggs, ZHiggs)

if( error .ne. 0 ) stop

print *, "TB, Mh1 = ", rec(iTB,iVar), MHiggs(1)

call FHLoopRecord(error, rec)

enddo

end

A .3.3 U sing a R ecord w ith Table in M athem atica

In M athem atica,thestructureand syntax isvery sim ilarto Fortran (m ainly round brackets

haveto beconverted into squareones):
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Install["MFeynHiggs"]

rec = FHClearRecord[]

rec[[iMA0,iLower]] = 203;

rec[[iTB,iLower]] = 5.7

FHLoadTable["file.dat"]

rec = FHTableRecord[rec, iTB, iMA0]

FHSetFlags[4, 0, 0, 3, 0, 2, 1, 1, 3]

While[ Head[rec = FHLoopRecord[rec]] === FHRecord,

FHSetRecord[rec, 1];

res = FHHiggsCorr[];

Print["TB, Mh1 = ", rec[[iTB,iVar]], (MHiggs /. res)[[1]] ];

]
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Table3:Theparam eterindex nam esofa FeynHiggs Record.Indicesofrealparam etersare

listed in the left,ofcom plex onesin the rightcolum n. Com plex quantities,e.g.A t,can be

accessed eitherthrough Re(iAt) and Im(iAt),orAbs(iAt) and Arg(iAt),with iAt alone

asa synonym forRe(iAt). In cases where both Re/Im and Abs/Arg are given,the latter

takeprecendence.PleaseconsulttheFeynHiggs(1)m anualpageform oredetails.

Index nam e Param eter Defaultvalue Index nam e Param eter Defaultvalue

iAlfasMZ �s(M
2
Z
) � 1 iM1 M 1 0

iMC m c � 1 iM2 M 2

iMT m t iM3 M 3

iMB m b(on-shell) � 1 iAt A t

iMW M W � 1 iAc A c iAt

iMZ M Z � 1 iAu A u iAc

TB tan� iAb A b iAt

MA0 M A 0 iAs A s iAb

MHp M H + iAd A d iAs

iMSusy M SU SY iAtau A � iAb

iM3SL M
3
~L

iMSusy iAmu A � iAtau

iM2SL M
2
~L

iM3SL iAe A e iAmu

iM1SL M
1
~L

iM2SL ideltaLLuc �
LL
uc 0

iM3SE M
3
~E

iMSusy ideltaLRuc �
LR
uc 0

iM2SE M
2
~E

iM3SE ideltaRLuc �
R L
uc 0

iM1SE M
1
~E

iM2SE ideltaRRuc �
R R
uc 0

iM3SQ M
3
~Q

iMSusy ideltaLLct �
LL
ct 0

iM2SQ M
2
~Q

iM3SQ ideltaLRct �
LR
ct 0

iM1SQ M
1
~Q

iM2SQ ideltaRLct �
R L
ct 0

iM3SU M
3
~U

iMSusy ideltaRRct �
R R
ct 0

iM2SU M
2
~U

iM3SU ideltaLLut �
LL
ut 0

iM1SU M
1
~U

iM2SU ideltaLRut �
LR
ut 0

iM3SD M
3
~D

iMSusy ideltaRLut �
R L
ut 0

iM2SD M
2
~D

iM3SD ideltaRRut �
R R
ut 0

iM1SD M
1
~D

iM2SD ideltaLLds �
LL

ds
0

iQtau Q � 0 ideltaLRds �
LR

ds
0

iQt Q t 0 ideltaRLds �
R L

ds
0

iQb Q b 0 ideltaRRds �R R
ds

0

iCKMtheta12 �12 � 1 ideltaLLsb �
LL

sb
0

iCKMtheta23 �23 � 1 ideltaLRsb �
LR

sb
0

iCKMtheta13 �13 � 1 ideltaRLsb �
R L

sb
0

iCKMdelta13 �13 � 1 ideltaRRsb �
R R

sb
0

ideltaLLdb �
LL

db
0

ideltaLRdb �
LR

db
0

ideltaRLdb �
R L

db
0

ideltaRRdb �
R R

db
0
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