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A bstract

W eexplore benchm ark surfaces’ suitable for studying the phenom enology ofH iggsbosons
In them inin al supersym m etric extension of the Standard M odel (M SSM ), which are chosen
so that the supersym m etric relic density is generally com patible w ith the range of cod dark
m atter density preferred by W M AP and other observations. T hese benchm ark surfaces are
goeci ed assum Ing that gaugino m assesm 1., , soft trilinear supersym m etry-reaking param —
eters Ay and the soft supersym m etry-breaking contributions m ( to the squark and slepton
m asses are universal, but not those associated w ith the H iggsm ultiplets (the NUHM fram e—
work). Thebenchm ark surfacesm ay be presented as (M  ;tan ) planeswith xed or system —
atically varying values of the other NUHM param eters, such asm o, m 1-,, A and the H iggs
m ixing param eter . W e discuss the progpects for probing experin entally these benchm ark
surfaces at the Tevatron collider, the LHC , the ILC , in B physics and in direct dark-m atter
detection experim ents. An A ppendix docum ents developm ents in the FeynHiggs code that
enable the user to explore for her/him self the W M A P-com pliant benchm ark surfaces.

CERN {PH {TH /2007-138
April7, 2013


http://arxiv.org/abs/0709.0098v2
http://arxiv.org/abs/0709.0098

1 Introduction

Som e of the best progpects for probing them inin alsupersym m etric extension of the Standard
M odel (M SSM ) [1,2]m ight be o ered by searches for the bosons appearing in its extended
H iggs sector. Tt m ay be challenging to distinguish between the lightest M SSM H iggs boson
and a Standard M odel (SM ) H iggs boson with the sam e mass, and searches for M SSM
H iggsbosons are, In m any ways, com plem entary to searches for supersym m etric particles as
avenues to establish the existence of physics beyond the SM .

Searches at the Tevatron collider are closing in on the possibl existence of an SM —
Iike H iggs boson over a lin ited range of low m asses [3{5], and are also starting to encroach
signi cantly on the options forheavierM SSM H iggsbosons, particularly at argetan [6{10].
Studies have shown that experim ents at the LHC w ill be able to establish the existence or
otherw ise of an SM -lke H iggs boson over all its possible m ass range, and also explore m any
options for the heavierM SSM H iggsbosons [11{14]. On the otherhand, the LHC m ghtwell
be unable to distinguish between the lightest M SSM H iggs boson and an SM H iggs boson of
the sam em ass. The ILC would have better chances of m aking such a distinction [15{22], and
m Ight also be able to produce the otherM SSM H iggsbosons if they are not too heavy [15{191].
CLIC would also beable to study a Iight SM —like H iggsboson ,aswellas extend the search for
M SSM H iggs bosons to m uch higherm asses [23]. Searches for new phenom ena in B physics,
including rare decays such asb! s ,Bg! * and B ! , also have good potential to
explore theM SSM H iggs sector and, at least in som e gpeci ¢ M SSM scenarios, electrow eak
precision obsarvables (EW PO ) m ay also provide interesting constraints [24,25]. Tn parallel to
these accelerator searches forM SSM H iggs bosons and their e ects, non-accelerator searches
for supersym m etric dark m atter [26,27]w ill also be able to explore signi cant regions of the
M SSM H iggs param eter gpace [28{30], sihce the exchanges ofm assive M SSM H iggs bosons
have signi cant in pacts on dark m atter scattering cross sections.

In order to correlate the in plications of searches at hadron colliders and linear colliders,
In B physics, iIn dark m atter searches and elsew here, it is desirable to de ne M SSM H iggs
benchm ark scenarios that are suitable for com paring and assessing the relative scopes of
di erent search strategies, see, eg.,Refs. [31{381.

Since theM SSM H iggs sector is govemed by the two param etersM , (orM y ) and tan
at lowest order, aspects of M SSM H iggsboson phenom enology such as current exclision
bounds and the sensitivities of future searches are usually displayed in term s of these two
param eters. T he otherM SSM param eters enter via higher-order corrections, and are conven—
tionally xed according to certain benchm ark de nitions [31{34]. T he benchm ark scenarios



comm only used In the literature encom pass a range of di erent possibilities for the am ount
ofm ixing between the scalar top quarks, which have signi cant n plications forM SSM H iggs
phenom enclogy, and also Include the possibility of radiatively—-induced CP viclation. The
bestknown exam ple is the socalled \m} ** scenario" [31{33], which allows the search for
the Iight CP even H iggs boson to be translated into conservative bounds on tan for xed
values of the top-quark m ass and the scale of the supersym m etric particles [39]. T he existing
benchm ark scenarios designed for the M SSM H iggs sector are form ulated entirely in term s
of low —scale param eters, ie., they are not related to any particular SU SY “breaking schem e
and m ake no provision for a possible uni cation of the SU SY Jbreaking param eters at som e
high m ass scale, as occurs In generic supergravity and string scenarios.

In applications of the existing benchm ark scenarios for the M SSM H iggs sector [31{34],
one is nom ally concemed only with the phenom enology of the H iggs sector itself. Besides
the direct searches for supersym m etric particles, other constraints arising from EW PO ,B —
physics obsarvables (BPO ) and the possible supersym m etric origin of the astrophysical cold
dark matter (CDM ) are not usually taken into account. This may be m otivated by the
fact that the additional constraints from EW PO , BPO and CDM can depend sensitively
on softsupersym m etry breaking param eters that otherw ise have m Inor in pacts on H iggs
phenom enology. For exam ple, the presence of an all avour ixing term s in the M SSM La-—
grangian would severely a ect the predictions for the BPO while leaving H iggs phenom enol-
ogy essentially unchanged (see also Ref. [36] for a discussion of this issue).

Tn this paper we follow a di erent approach and adopt speci ¢ universality assum ptions
about the soft SU SY ‘breaking param eters, restricting our analysis of the M SSM to a well-
m otivated subspace of m anageable dim ensionality. Tt is frequently assum ed that the scalar
masses m, are universal at som e high uni cation scale, as are the gaugino masses m -,
and the trilinear param eters A o, a fram ework known as the constrained M SSM (CM SSM ).
In such a scenario, the heavier M SSM H iggs boson m asses are xed in temn s of the input
param eters and tan , so that M 5 is not an independent param eter, and consequently this
scenario s too restrictive for our purposes. H ow ever, there is no good phenom enological or
theoretical reason why the soft supersym m etry-breaking contributions to the H ggs m asses
should not be non-universal, a scenario temm ed the NUHM [40{42]. W ithin the NUHM ,
M and can be treated as free param eters for any speci ed values of m g;m 1, Ay and
tan , so that this scenario provides a suitable fram ework for studying the phenom enology
of theM SSM H iggs sector. Since the low —scale param eters in this scenario are derived from
a an all set of Input quantities in a m eaningfulway, it is of interest to take into account other

experim ental constraints.



The m ain purpose of this paper is to explore new benchm ark surfaces forM SSM H iggs
phenom enclogy that are com patible w ith the coan ological density of cold dark m atter in—
ferred from a combination ocf W M AP and other observations [43]. W hilke In the CM SSM
only narrow strips in (m 1-,,;m o) planes are com patble with W M AP et al. [44,45] for given
values of Ay and tan , the NUHM o ers the attractive possibility to specify (M ;tan )
planes such that essentially the whole plane is allowed by the constraints from W M AP and
other cbservations [25]. This is done assum ing that R parity is conserved, that the lightest
supersym m etric particle (LSP) is the lightest neutralino ~{, and that it fuimishes m ost of
the cold dark m atter required [46]. A swe discuss In m ore detail below , com patibility w ith
W MAP et al. cannot be m aintained while keeping all the other NUHM param eters xed.
A ccordingly, we discuss two exam ples of W M A P-com pliant benchm ark surfaces that are
goeci ed for xed m o, and Ag = 0 but varying m ;-,, and two surfaces that are speci ed
for xedm 1_,;m g and Ay = 0 butvarying . Forthe rsttwo benchm ark surfaces,a sin ple
IJinear relation between m 1_, and M , isim posed asthe (M , ;tan ) plane is scanned,w hereas
for the other two surfaces  is varded through a relatively narrow range.

Follow ing the speci cationsofthese NUHM benchm ark surfaces, we then explore the pos-
sibilities for studies of the M SSM H iggs bosons and other supersym m etric signatures across
these (M 5 ;tan ) planes. W e consider the electroweak precision observables, principally
a %(g 2) and M 4, , progpects for the search forH=A | at the Tevatron, prospects
at the LHC { Including searches forh ! and * ,H=A ! * and H ! , and
m easuram ents of the ratio ofh | * and W W branching ratios, prospects at the ILC {
Including ways of distinguishing between the light M SSM h boson and an SM H iggsboson of
the sam em ass by m easuring (ratios of) branching ratios, progpects in B physics { lncluding
B! * ,b! s and B, ! , and the direct detection of supersymm etric cod dark
m atter. In an A ppendix we Introduce developm ents in the FeynHiggs code that enable the
user to explore for her/hin self the W M A P-com pliant benchm ark surfaces. These include
the concept of a FeynHiggs record, a new data type that captures the entire content of a
param eter le In the native form at of FeynHiggs.

2 Speci cation of the Benchm ark Surfaces

A s an Introduction to the speci cation of the benchm ark surfaces in the NUHM ,we 1rst
consider a generic (M , ;tan ) plne for xed m_,;m g;A, and , adapted from Ref. [47].
Aswe see In Fig.[l(@), n the M, ;tan ) plne form;, = 600G&V, m, = 800GeV,

= 1000 G&V and Ag = 0, the relic LSP density satis es the W M AP constraint only in



narrow , near-vertical (pale blue) shaded strips crossing the plane. T hese lie to either side of
the vertical (purple) line where m 0 =M Aa=2.W ihin the narrow unshaded strip straddling
this Iine, the relic density is suppressed by rapid directchannel annihilations to a value
below the lower lim it of the range for the cold dark m atter density indicated by W M AP et
al. This strip would be acoceptable for coan ology if there were som e additional com ponent of
cold dark m atter. O utside the shaded W M A P-com patible strips, at both Jarger and am aller
values of M , , the relic LSP density is too high, and these regions are unacoeptab .

It is clear from this exam ple that one m ay arrange for the relic LSP density to rem ain
w ithin the prefarred W M AP range over (essentially) the entire (M » ;tan ) plane if one
adjusts m 1-, continuously as a function of M , S0 as to ram ain within one of the narrow
W MAP strips asM 5 Increases. A ccordingly, we study a benchmark (M, ;tan ) plane P 1
with the sam evaluesofm o= 800G&v, = 1000G€V andA, = 0,butw ith varyingm |-,
%M a . Since we evaluate obsarvables using a discrete sam pling of the NUHM param eter
Space, we consider values ofm -, lying w ithin the an all range of this central value:

9 9
éMA 125 Gev My éMA‘F 375GevV: (1)

T he obsarvables that we study do not vary signi cantly asm -, is varied across this range.
Speci cally, we use the m 1, that gives the value of the cold dark m atter density that is
closest to the central valie within the allowed range, 0:0882 < cpw h? < 0:1204 [43] (see
below ).

Previous analyses of the CM SSM indicated that values ofm i, and m o below 1 TeV are
preferred, in particular by the EW PO [25,48,49] (see also Ref. [50]). A ccordingly, we study
also abencdmark M, ;tan ) plhneP 2 with the xed valuesm,= 300G&v, = 800Ge&V
and Ag = 0, with m -, 12M, again varying continuously across the plane so as to
maintain the W M AP relationshipp with M 5 . A s before, because of our discrete sam pling of
the NUHM param eter space, we consider values of m -, lying within a an all range of this
central value:

12M 5 40GeV  m., 12M, + 40G eV : (2)
A gain, the obsarvables that we study do not vary signi cantly asm (-, is varied across this
range.

M ore exam ples could be chosen w ith di erent xed values ofm o, and A, but, as long
asm i—, is the param eter being varied to keep the LSP density within the W M AP range,

W e note in passing that the LEP lower lin it on M ,, excludes a strip of this plane at low M , and/or
tan Indicated by the dash-dotted (red) line, thata (pink shading) prefers relatively largetan > 36, that
b! s exclidesa (green shaded) region at low M, and tan , and that the other BPO disfavour a region
atlow M p and high tan  (not shown).
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Figure 1: Sample NUHM param eter planes w ith two param eters varied and the other four
xed, adapted from Refs. [47,51]. The lft plot disgplaysa M » ;tan ) plne with mq_, =
600G&V,myg=800Gev, = 1000Ge&V andAy= 0.Therange of cod dark m atter density
preferred by W M AP and other obsarvations is attained in two narrow (pale blue) strips, one
on either side of the vertical sold (blue) lne wherem = M ,=2. The dark (green) shaded
region atlow M , and low tan iIsexcluded by b! s ,and themedium (pink) shaded region
attan > 36 isfavoured by a . The region below the (red) dotdashed line is excluded by
the LEP bounds on M . The right plot displaysa ( ;M) planewih m,., = 500 G&V,
mo = 1000GeVv,tan = 35 and Ay = 0. Here the WM AP range of cod dark m atter
density is attained in two narrow strips at roughly constant positive and negative values of
,which are swept apart by rapid annihilation when M , 2m~§ . Thedark (green) shaded
region at < 0 isexcuided by b! s ,and the 0 < < 760 G &V strip (pink shading) is
favoured by a . The region below the (red) dotdashed line again is excluded by the LEP
boundson M j , and the region between the vertical (black) dashed lineshasm - < 104 G&v.

a sim ilar relationship between m 1, and M , willalways apply. The only exibility in the
choice of m 1—, is whether one w ishes to stay w ithin the left or right nearwertical shaded
strip. However, the corresponding values of m 1_, do not di er greatly, and neither do the
corresponding phenom enological signatures, though the lightest H iggs boson m ass can be
som ew hat sensitive to this choice. The values ofm ( and (to a lesser extent) have farm ore
In pact on the phenom enology, and the benchm ark choices we have made: m o = 800 G &V
forP1l andmgy= 300 GeV for P 2, provide signi cant and interesting di erences worthy of



exam Ination.

W e also study two other (M 5 ;tan ) planes, whose m otivation can be gained from ex—
am ination of the ( ;M . ) plane shown in Fig.[d(b), which is adapted from Ref. [51]. W e
see that, or a xed choice of values of m -, = 500G&V, my = 1000G&V and Ay, = O,

there is a narrow strip of values of 300 ! 350 G eV where the relic density lies w ithin
the W M AP range for aln ost all values of M 5 . T he excgption is a narrow strip centred on
M A 430 G &V , nam ely the rapid-anniilation funnel where m.o Ma =2, which would be

acoeptable if there is som e other source of cold dark m atter. T his funnel is narrow er (w ider)
for an aller (larger) valuesof tan ,but its Jocation In  does not vary m uch as a function of
tan
M otivated by thisexam ple, we explore two benchm ark surfacesw ith di erent xed values
ofm i, andmy,and varyingw ithin a restricted range chosen to m aintain the LSP density
w ithin orbelow the W M AP range. The rst exam pl of such a benchm ark plane, P 3, has
xedm i, = 500G&V,my= 1000G&V and Ay = O0,with 1In the range

= 250 400Gev: (3)

In the follow ing, we evaluate obsarvables for a discrete sam pling of valuesw ithin this range.
Since the corresponding variation of the particle m ass spectrum is quite sm all, the im pact
of the variation of on the obsarvables discussed below is negligible.

T he other exam ple of such a benchm ark plane, P4,has xedm -, = 300G&V,mg =
300GeV and Ay = 0,with 1In the range

= 200 350Géev: (4)

A s In the previous case, the LSP density lies within the W M AP range except for a am all
range ofM 2m~<1> where the density is below the preferred range. H owever, again this is
acceptable if there is som e other com ponent of cold dark m atter. T he param eter choices for
this and the other NUHM benchm ark surfaces are summ arized In Tab.[1.

A likelihood analysisof these fourNUHM benchm ark surfaces, ncluding theEW PO M y ,
sh* ., 2,(@ 2) andM, and theBPO BR(b! s ),BRB;! * ),BR(B, ! )
and M p_ was perform ed recently in Ref. [25]. The lowest ? value in each plane, denoted

as f”.n , is shown in the rightm ost colum n of Tab.[Il, corresponding to the points labeld as

°W e note in passing that the LEP lower lin it on M ,, excludes a strip of this plane at Jow M , indicated
by the (red) dash-dotted line, and the LEP lower lim it on the chargino m ass excludes values of between
the two vertical (black) dashed lines.

® A minor change in the best- t point and the 2, ocurred for the P2 scenario in com parison w ith
Ref. [25]due to a slightly di erent choice of them ;_, values.



m - mo | Ag -
Pl M, | 800 | O 1000 71
P2 12M, | 300 | O 800 31
P3 500 [ 1000 | O | 250 ...400 || 74
P4 300 300 | O | 200 ..350| 56

Table 1: The fourNUHM benchm ark surfaces are speci ed by the above xed and varying
param eters, allowing M , and tan to vary freely. A llm ass param eters are in GeV . The
rightm ost colum n show s them ininum 2 value Hund in each plane at the points labelled as
the best ts in the plots.

the best ts in the plots below . W e display In each of the follow ing gures the locations
of these best- t points by a (red) cross and the 2 = 230 and 4.61 contours around the
best- t points in the (M , ;tan ) planes for each of these benchm ark surfaces. T hese con—
tours would correspond to the 68 $ and 95 % C L. contours in the (M » ;tan ) planes if
the overall Iikelthood distrdbution, L / e =2 ,were G aussian. This is clearly only approx—
In ately true, but these contours nevertheless give interesting indications on the regions in
the M ;tan ) planes that are currently preferred. T he varied param eter in each scenario
(le.mi, NP1,P2and onP3,P4) ischosen such that the cod dark m atter density is
closest to the central value w ithin the allowed range, 0:0882 < cpum h? < 0:1204 [43].

On surfacesP 1l and P2,wherem -, scaleswith M , so as to ram ain in the funnel region,
much ofthem ass spectrum scalesw ith M » . Speci cally, the Iightest neutralino and chargino
m asses sin ply scale in direct proportion to M 5 for these surfaces. T he Iight squark m asses
and stau m asses also scale with m -, (and hence M , ), though the latter are also slightly
dependent on tan aswell. In the range M , 1 TeV displayed in these planes, the light
squark m asses range up to 23 TeV for surface P 1, within reach of the LHC . However,
because of the relatively large values of m o, the light squarks are beyond the current reach
of the Tevatron collider even at low M , (and hencem 1,). For P 2, the light squark m asses
range up to 17 Tev.

Tuming to surfaces P 3 and P 4, because they have xed values ofm i, and m o, there
are very an all variations in the sparticle m ass spectra across these planes. For exam ple, the
Tightest neutralino and chargino m asses are determm ined prim arily by m -, , and so they both
take aln ost constant values on the benchm ark surfaces. Sin ilarly, the light squark m asses



are determ ined by a com bination ofm 1, and m ; and show little dependence on either M 4
ortan .On the otherhand, the lightest stau m ass has a slight dependence on tan ,due to
the variable splitting of the third-generation sparticle m asses. T hese m ass splittings increase
at large tan , leading to am aller stau m asses.

W e display in each plane the region excluded (black shaded) at the 95 % C L. by the
LEP Higgs searches In the channele'e ! Z ! Zh;H [52,53]. Fora SM -lke H iggs boson
weuse a bound of M , > 113G eV . The di erence from the nom nalLEP m ass lin it allow s
for the estin ated theoretical uncertainty in the calculation of M ;, for speci ¢ values of the
nputM SSM param eters [54]. Tn the region of am allM , and large tan , where the coupling
of the light CP -even H iggs boson to gauge bosons is suppressed, the bound on M 4, is reduced
toMy > 91Gev [B2].

3 E lectrow eak precision observables

Tn this Section we sum m arize key predictions for electrow eak precision obsarvables (EW PO )
over the four benchm ark surfaces. In Ref. [25] it was shown that My , sin® e and 4
agree w ithin 1 with the current experin ental value over all the benchm ark surfaces.
Since their variations are relatively an all, we do not display these ocbsarvables in this paper,
though they are included in the overall 2 function. Here we focus on two other EW PO,
nam ely the m ass of the Iightest H iggs boson, M ; , and the anom alous m agnetic m om ent of
themuon,a i(g 2).

The evaluation of M 4, is perform ed using FeynHiggs [54{57]. In Fi.[d we show the
contours forM , = 113;114;115;116;117,;118 and 120 G&V . A s discussed in the previous
Section, the boundary of the region excluded by the LEP searches for the lightest M SSM
H iggs boson does not coincide with the nomnallmit M, = 1144 G&V on themass of a
Standard M odelH iggsboson. N evertheless, it can be seen In F ig.[2 that the 2= 230and
4 61 contours are highly correlated w ith theM ,, contoursat low valuesofM , and tan . This
isa consequence of the fact that the full likellhhood inform ation from the LEP H iggs exclusion
lim it (as wellas the theoretical uncertainty) is incorporated into the overall 2 finction (see
Ref. [25]). Note that for the plane P 4 (and to a lesser extent P 3) the m axinum value for
the H iggsm ass is 1im ited by the relatively low value ofm ;_,.

Conceming a , we recall that, according to a recent evaluation of the Standard M odel
contribution based on low-energy €" e data, there is a discrepancy w ith the experin ental
m easuram ent by the E821 Collaboration [62,63]. It would be prem ature to regard this
deviation as solid evidence fornew physics. H owever, w ithin the SUSY fram ew ork we explore
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here, thisdiscrepancy does in pose a signi cant constraint on the param eter space, and m akes
an in portant contribution to the global 2 fiinction whose contours are shown in Fig.[d. Our
evaluation ofa isbased on Refs. [58{61], which yields [64,65]:

a¥P g = (275  84) 10%°; (5)

equivalent to a 33— e ectH In Fg.[dwe show the contours a = 10:7;19:1;35:9;443
10 ' for the net supersym m etric contrdbution to a .

In the case of surface P 1, we see that the best- t point corresponds to M 118 Gev
and a 107  10'°. In m ost of the displayed region of the surface that is favoured at
the global 2< 461 level, a isconsderably bwer than the range favoured in eg. (3).
In the case of surface P 2, the best— t point hasM 4, 118 GeV ,and a iIswithin the 1-
range given by eg. (J). In the case of surface P 3, the best— t point hasM , > 118 G &V and
again a low valueof a .Finally,thebest- tpoint in surfaceP 4 hasM 4 115 G &V and an
excellent value of a ,according to eg. (3). The fact that the best— t points do not always
have favoured values of a re ects the in portance of other precision observables, notably
the BPO discussed later.

4 Tevatron Phenom enology

W e rst consider how experin ents at the Tevatron collider in the next years could probe the
benchm ark surfacesP1,P2,P 3 and P4. W e consider one possible Tevatron signature for
theM SSM Higgs sector,namely H=A ! ¥ , forwhich expectations are evaluated using
the results from Ref. [70]. They are based on the expectation of a 30% In provem ent In the
sensitivity with respect to Ref. [6]. W e see in Fig.[d that, at the Tevatron with 2 (4,8) fb ?
of Integrated and analyzed lum nosity per experim ent], the channel H =A ! * would
provide a 95% C L.exclision sensitivity to tan 35(30;25) when M, 200 G €V ,and the
sensitivity decreases slow Iy (rapidly) at am aller (larger) M » . In the case of the benchm ark
surface P 1,8 fb ' would start accessing the region w ith 2< 4%1.ForP 2,however, the
area accessble to the Tevatron is not visible in the gure since it is com pletely covered by
the excluded region from the LEP H iggs searches. T he region 2 < 4%1 could be accessed
already with 2 o ! in case P 3,and 8 b ! would give access to the region with 2 < 2:30.
However, even the 2 < 4%1 region of the P 4 surface woul be fhaccessble with 8 b *.

4T hree other recent evaluations yield slightly di erent num bers [66{69], but sin ilar discrepancies w ith
the SM prediction.
5 W e note that both CDF and D 0 have already recorded m ore than 2.5 fb ! of integrated lum inosity.

10



1 =1000, My =800 1 =800, Mg =300
hads b st Lt watt i L
pp - HIA = 11
-1
05 HIA - 11 ] — 2 fb/exp. 1
) - == 4fbYexp.
— 2 fh !
bep. 1 A B 00 8 fbY/exp.
- - - 4fbexp. )
AX2< 4.61
-1
o 0 i W e 8 fb/exp. .
C
S DXP< 461
LB L L) M L M LA AL LAy LR ALY LA | LAARAS RAARLALALS RALAERAAL) RAALLARAA) MARALLARE] RAALARALS RARAL
100 200 300 400 500 600 700 80 900 1000 100 200 300 400 500 600 700 800 900 1000
M, (GeV) Ma (GeV)
My, =500, M= 1000 My, =300, Mgy= 300
LAAARL AL RARALLARAY MAAALAAEA RAAAL U] AL M ML LA M- A LA A Ll L i Mk bl A Lkt WAL LAY s
pp — HIA = 1T
— 2fbYexp. 8= A = @
- AfhYexp. — 2fbexp.
---------- 8fblexp. - - 4fbYep. 4
---------- 8 fbY/exp.
Ax?< 461 ]
] AxP< 461
10 B
sk............... 5
100 200 300 400 500 600 700 800 900 1000 100 200 300 400 500 600 700 800 900 1000
M4 (GeV) M4 (GeV)
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W e note that the CDF Collaboration has recently reported a 2— excess of candidate
H=A ! * events [9], which would correspond to M 160 GeV and tan > 45. As
discussed in Ref. [30], taking Into account all the available experim ental constraints, this
possble excess could be accom m odated w ithin the NUHM only for rather di erent values of
the param eters from those considered in the benchm ark scenarios, nam ely m 1, 650 Gev,
m o 1000 G&v, A 1900 Gev, 385 GeV. A lkelihood analysis yields values of

2 9{10, som ew hat higher than the values for the benchm ark surfaces. W ithin the four
benchm ark scenarios here, the precision obsarvables are not in good agreem ent w ith low M 4
and large tan , re ecting the fact that the pointswith M » 160 G&V and tan > 45 lie
well outside the regionswith 2 < 4%1 on all of these benchm ark surfaces.

5 LHC Phenom enology

In this Section we present and com pare the sensitivities of various LHC searches for M SSM
H iggs bosons as functions ofM 5 and tan in the benchm ark surfacesP1,P2,P3 and P 4.
T he H iggs bosons can either be produced ‘directly’ or via cascades, starting w ith gluino or
squark production [71]. W e focus here on the rst possibility, but it should be kept in m ind
that the production via cascades could o er additional channels for the H iggs detection. A
full evaluation of these channels across the benchm ark surfacesm ust await a m ore com plete
evaluation of the experin ental sensitivities to such decay m odes.

W e start the analysis w ith the light M SSM H iggs boson that behaves lke the SM H iggs
boson for M , M, . As a consequence, the region M M ; can be covered in all
benchm ark scenarios ifa SM Higgswith M J* = M, isaccessble at the LHC [11,12,14]. In
Fig.ldwe display on theW M AP-com patble (M , ;tan ) planes the 5- discovery contours
forpp! h! at the LHC with 30 b ! in the CM S detector [14], where the areas to
the right of the lines (ie. for larger M , ) are covered by thepp ! h ! search. This
channel is particlarly in portant for a precise m assm easurem ent of the lightest M SSM H iggs
boson. W e show separately the sensitivities for a cutdased analysis (blue solid line) and for
an \optin ized" analysis (black dotted line), see Ref. [14] for details. T he cut-based analysis
should be regarded as a consarvative result, w hile the \optim ized" analysis should perhapsbe
regarded as an optin istic expectation [72]. In the cases of surfacesP 1 and P 2,the LHC cut
analysis forthepp ! h! search covers allofthe 2 < 2:30 region and the optin ized
analysis nearly the whole param eter plane. For P 3 only parts of the preferred region can
be covered, while for P 4 even w ith the optin ized analysis the best- t point aswell as large
parts of the 2 < 230 area rem ain uncovered. In this region, m ore um inosity would need
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to be accum ulated in order to see a 5—- signalin thepp! h! channel.

W e tum next to the reaction W "W ' h ! * . On the WM AP-compatble
M » ;tan ) plknes in Fig.[d we display the 5- discovery contoursfor?w *w ! h! *
atthe LHC with 60 fo ! inh the CM S detector [14], where the areas to the right of the lines
(ie. for larger M , ) are covered by this search. In the cases of surfaces P1 and P 2, the
5- discovery contours lie within the region already excluded by LEP, so this search cov-
ers all the unexcluded parts of the surfaces. In the cases of surfaces P 3 and P 4, however,
thew *w ! ht! ° discovery contours leave uncovered narrow strips at low M , for
tan > 11;14, respectively. In this part of the param eter space the search forH |
should be investigated. Tn all cases, the 5—- discovery contours cover the entire 2< 461
regions. However, we note that this channel does not pem it a very accurate m easurem ent
ofM y ,unlike thepp ! h'! channel.

W e now tum to the heavy M SSM H iggs bosons. In Fig.[d we display in the M » ;tan )
planes the 5- discovery contours forko ! H=A ! ° atthe LHC , where the 'sdecay
to ets and electrons or muons (in the BR evaluation for the heavy H iggs bosons possible
decays to SUSY particles [73{75]have also been taken into account). T he analysis is based
on 60 fb ' orthe nalstate * | fts[/6]landon 30t ' forthe * | e+ ft[I7]and

* ! + Pt [78] channels, collected w ith the CM S detector. A s shown in Ref. [79], the
In pact of the supersym m etric param eters other than M , and tan on thediscovery contours
is relatively an all in this channel, and the decays of H =A to SUSY particles [73{75] are in
general suppressed by large sparticlem asses. O nly in P 4 the decay to the lightest neutralinos
and charginos is possible over nearly the whole plane (see also Sect.[2). Including such decays
In the evaluation of the discovery reach could increase the coverage for heavy H iggs bosons
som ew hat. A s a consequence of the relatively am all in pact of the other SUSY param eters,
the discovery contours in the four benchm ark surfaces are sin ilar to each other and to those
in the \conventional" benchm ark scenarios [79]. The 5— discovery contours for the various
decay m odes are shown separately: they m ay each be scaled individually fordi erent values
of the gt (J), and electron (e) detection e ciencies, see Ref. [79]. T he sensitivities of the
three di erent search strategies could iIn principle be com bined, but inform ation required
for m aking such a combination is not yet available from the CM S Collaboration. Nor is
the inform ation available that would be needed to extend the discovery contours to am all
Ma < 200GeV orto large M 5 > 500 to 800 G &V . Nevertheless, we see that the whole

2 < 230 regions of the surfaces P 1 and P 2 would be covered by the LHC H=A ! *
searches, and m ost of the corresponding regions of the surfaces P 3 and P 4. C om paring the
LHC sensitivities shown in Fig.[J w ith the Tevatron sensitivities shown in Fig.[3, we see that
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the LHC provides access to considerably heavier H =A , up to about 800 G €V , and that the
covered region extends to lower values of tan , reaching tan 10 at Jow M, . Com paring
with Fig.[4, we see that the H=A ! * searches presum ably also cover the regions at
M, < 150 GeV and tan > 11;14 that were left uncovered In the P 3 and P 4 surfaces,
respectively, by thew *w ! h! searches. Tt would be interesting to verify this by
m eans of an extension of the available CM S analysis.

W e alo show In Fig.[d the 5- contours for discovery of the H  via its decay m ode
at the LHC,in thecase My > m¢. W e see that the coverage is lim ited in each of the
senariosP1,P2,P3and P4 toM, < 300G&V and tan > 30, reaching a an all part of
the 2 < 230 region of surface P 3, only a anallpart of the 2 < 4%1 region of surface
P 1, and not even reaching this region In scenarios P2 and P4. Onemay also search for
H ! for lighter My < my¢, but In the cases of surfaces P1 and P 2 this would be
useful only in the regions already exclided by LEP, and the accessble regions in surfaces
P 3 and P 4 would also be quite Iim ited.

A nother class of possble m easurem ents at the LHC com prises the precise determ inations
of h decay branching ratios [80], and using their ratios to search for deviations from the SM
predictions for a H iggsboson of the sam em ass. Such deviationsm ay arise in theM SSM due
to di erences in the tree-level couplings and due to additional (loop) corrections. The m ost
sensitive obsarvable is Ikely to be the ratio of BR (h ! ° =BRth ! WW ).Wedisplhy
in Fi.[d the 1-, 2, 3-and 5- contours (2- 1in bold) for SUSY induced deviations of this
ratio of branching ratios from the SM prediction (w ith M §M = M ). The contours correspond
to an Integrated lum inosity at the LHC of 30 or 300 fb 1 81] (assum ing SM decay rates). An
experin ental rescolution orBR(h! % )=BR(th ! W W ) between 30% (28% ) and 45%
(33% ) can be achieved for 30 (300) fo '. ForM , = 120 G &V the corresponding precision is
38% (29% ). The m ost prom ising surfaces are P 3 and P 4, and we see that over essentially
all the left Iobe of the 2 < 461 region forP4 a 5~ discrepancy w ith the SM should be
detectab]@ . On the other hand, only partial coverage of the left Iobe of surface P 3 would be
possible, and the sensitivities in the right lobesof P 4 and P 3 and in the P 1 and P 2 surfaces
are considerably less prom ising. N evertheless, m easuring BR (h ! * )=BRMh ! WW )
does o er the progpect of distinguishing between the NUHM and the SM in the Iow M
regions of surfacesP 3 and P 4.

6 Tt should be kept in m ind that the actual experin ental precision on the ratibo BR (h ! * )=BR (h !
W W )willbe di erent in this param eter region from the num bers quoted above which assum e SM rates.
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6 ILC Phenom enology

In this section we analyze the deviations in the branching ratios of the Iightest M SSM H iggs
boson to SM ferm ions and gauge bosons in com parison w ith a SM H iggs boson of the sam e
m ass that could be m easured at the ILC (see also Ref. [21]). T he experin ental precisions

for the branching ratios we analyze are summ arized in Tab.[Z.

collider channel exp. precision [$ ]
ILC (500) BR(th ! Ib) 15

ILC (500) BRth! © ) 45

I.C (500) BRh! WwWw ) 30
ILC(1000) | BR(h! I)=BRM! WW ) 15

Table 2: Experin ental precisions at the ILC for various branching ratios of the Iightest
M SSM H iggs boson (assum ing SM decay rates) [18,82,83]. T he experim ental precision in
the Jast colum n corresponds to 1 in the plots below . ILC (500,1000) refers to a centerof-
m ass energy of 500;1000 G &V , respectively.

W e show in Fig.[] the prospective sensitivity of an IL.C m easurem ent of the BR (h ! ko)
In the four (M, ;tan ) planes. The experin ental precision is anticipated to be 1.5% , see
Tab.[d. W e display as solid (blue) lines the contours of the + 5;+ 3;+ 2;+ 1;0 deviations
(with +2 inbold) of theM SSM result from the corresponding SM result (for low M, and
hrgetan M P2 wealoo nd contoursfor 2; 1 ,with 2 in bold). The separations
between the contours indicate how sensitively the SUSY results depend on variations of M
and tan . Also shown in Fig.[d via dashed (green) lines is the sensitivity to SUSY e ects
of the ILC m easurem ent of the ratio of branching ratiosBR (th ! o)=BRth ! W W ) (for
Iow M, and largetan 1n P2 wealso nd contours for 5; 3; 2; 1 ). The precision
measuran ent of the ratio BR(h ! b)=BR(th ! W W ) clkarly provides a much higher
sensitivity to SUSY e ects than them easuram ent of BR (h ! Lb) alone (see also Ref. [20]).

For the ILC measureament of the BR (h ! 1), n the casess of P1 and P 2 we see that
the progpective sensitivities are less than 3 throughout aln ost all the regions w ith 2
461. The situations are di erent, however, for the planes P3 and P 4. In each case, the
cosn ologically-favoured region is divided Into separate lobes at low and high M , . In the
P 3 case, the measurement of BR (h ! 1) would be su cient to establish a SUSY e ect
with m ore than wve throughoutm ost of the low M 5 lobe,and allof it in the P 4 case. A

<
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precision measurament of BR (h ! I)=BR (! W W ) yieldsa signi cant in provem ent for
allbenchm ark surfaces. W e see that, in case P 1, the sensitivity already exceeds 5  inmuch
of the region with 2 < 230, and the fraction of this region covered at the 5- Jlevel is
even larger in the case P 2. Even m ore encouragingly, in the case P 3 the sensitivity exceads
5 throughout the 2 < 230 region, and in the case P 4 it exceeds 5 by a substantial
am ount throughout the 2 < 461 region.

Next,we show In F ig.[d the progpective sensitivity ofan ILC m easuram ent ofthe BR (h !

* ) In the four M , ;tan ) planes, using solid (red) contours. In the casesofP1 and P 2,
we again see that the prospective sensitivities are less than 3 throughout alm ost all the
regionsw ith 2 < 4%1. In the cases of planes P 3 and P 4, the sensitivities are greater, but
less than the corresponding sensitivities to the BR (h ! ko) shown previously .n Fig.[1. O £
allthe single IL.C m easuram ents, the one w ith the greatest sensitivity to SUSY e ects is that
oftheBR(th ! WW ),which isalso shown in Fi.[d using dashed (black) lines. In the cases
P1 and P 2, we see that the sensitivity m ay rise above 5  already within the 2 < 461
region. In the case of P 3, the sensitivity iswell above 5  throughout the low M 5 region.
In thecase of P4,a 5- signi cance is exceeded already in much of the high-M 5 lobe, w here
the sensitivity never allsas ow as3 i the 2 favored region.

W e have notm ade a com plete study of the com bined sensitivity of the ILC m easuram ents
to the benchm ark surfaces, but it is clear from this brief survey that the ILC m easurem ents
would in general provide interesting tests of the M SSM at the loop level. Tn the absence of
detailed studies, we expect that CLIC m easuram ents would have sim ilar sensitivities, since
h production would be m ore copious at the higher CLIC energies, and the CLIC lum inosity
at lower energies could be sim ilar to that of the ILC [23]. In addition to the precision
m easuram entsdescribed here, the IL.C and CLIC would be able to produce directly associated
H + A pairs above the kinem atic threshod.

7 B Physics

W e display In Fig.[d the results for three BPO BR(b! s ),BR®Bs! © ),BRB, !

), In the four benchm ark (M , ;tan ) planes.

The prediction of B¢ ! * isbased on Ref. [47,84]. The sold (belge) line indicates
BRB;! ° )= 10 ', corresponding roughly to the current upper bound from CDF [85]
and D 0 [86]. T he Jatest bound reported by CDF has recently been Iowered to 5:8 10 & [871.
The dashed (beige) Jine indicatesa BR of2 10 %. In Fig.[d we see that the current upper
Im it on Bg ! * already excludes regions of the planes at amallM , and large tan ,
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starting to cut into the region w ith 2 < 4%1. The prospective sensitivities would extend
as far as the best- t points.

Forb ! s our numerical results have been derfved with the BR (b ! s ) evaluation
provided in Refs. [88], ncorporating also the latest SM corrections provided In Ref. [89].
The results in Fig.[d are shown as the two blue lines indicathg BR(b ! s )of4 10*
(s0olid) and 3 10 * (dashed). These have to be com pared to the experin entally preferred
valieof BR (b! s )= (355 02439 0:03) 10% [90]. The best- t point together w ith
large parts of the 2 preferred regions lie between the two lines, ie., Jarge parts of the four
benchm ark planes are In good agreem ent w ith the current experim ental value.

Our results or BR B, ! ) are based on Ref. [91]. In the four benchm ark scenarios
of Fig.[d the results are shown In form of the NUHM result divided by the SM prediction
asblack lines. The solid (dashed) lines correspond to a ratio of 09 (0.7), where the current
centralvalue is093 041 [92,93]. Tt can be seen that thebest tvalue aswellas large parts
of the 2 preferred parts of the benchm ark planes predict a value som ew hat Iower than the
current experin ental result. H owever, w ith the current precision no m conclusion can be

drawn.

8 D irect D etection of Supersym m etric D ark M atter

In Fig.[l0we show how the direct detection of the LSP via spin-independent scattering on
nuclei probes the four M , ;tan ) planes. W e focus here on the bound from the XENON 10
experim ent that was recently published by the XENON collaboration [27], which in proves
on the previous CDM S results [26]. W e note that the XENON 10 experin ent has seen som e
potential signal events which are, how ever, Interpreted as background.

T he constraint im posad by the 1im its from direct detection experin ents is sensitive to two
theoretical uncertainties that are independent of the speci ¢ dark m atterm odel. O ne is the
Jocaldensity of cold dark m atter, which is nom ally estin ated to be cpy = 03 GeV /am 3,
although sn aller values m ay be consistent w ith som e m odels of the G alaxy. T he other in —
portant uncertainty is that in the nucleonic m atrix elem ent of the local operator responsible
for the spin-independent scattering am plitude. T his is related, in particular, to the socalled

term , y ,thatmay be derived from m easurem ents of Iow energy —-nucleon scattering.

T he s01d lines in F ig.[10 correspond to the X ENON 10 bound cbtained assum ing cpy =
03Ge&V/an?® and using y = 45M &V as input, corresponding to a relative strange-quark
density y 2N BsN i=lN juu+dd)N i= 02 [94]. T hese assum ptions are realistic, though
there is a lJarge uncertainty in the strangeness contribution which m ay lead to larger rates if
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y 1s Jarger or signi cantly lower rates if the strangeness contribution to the proton m ass
is anall. The dashed lines show the bounds that one would obtain from the XENONI10
experim ent assum Ing the sam e value of cpy ,butwith y = 36 M &V corresponding to
y = 0, and therefore representing m ore conservative assum ptions. Finally, as an exam ple of
the possble sensitivity of fiiture experim ents, the dotted lines show the contours one would
obtain fora spin-independent cross section of 10 & pb, assum ing the sam e value of cpy and

y = 45 M &V as input.

W e see from Fig.[I0 that the surfaces P 1 and P 2 are not probed by the current lin its
from the XENON 10 experin ent. O nly the possible fitture sensitivity at 10 © pb starts to cut
Into the 2 < 4+%1 region. For these planes, accelerator searches are clearly m ore pow erfi1l.
T he situation isdi erent for the planes P 3 and P 4, due to the relatively low values ofm -,
across these planes. W e recall that, for planes P1 and P2, m 1, scales with M 5, and the
Sparticle spectrum is typically heavier at largeM , than at the corresponding points in planes
P3 and P4. Asa result, the spin-independent ~8 p elastic cross section is suppressed for
plhnes P1 and P 2. On the other hand, we see that the current XENON 10 bound probes
large parts of the 2 < 230 areas of P 3 and P 4 planes, if one uses the m oderate valies
of y = 45M &V and the strangequark content. Tndeed, In the case of the P 4 surface, the
current XENON 10 bound would even cover the best- t point for this value of  and the
default value for the local density of cold dark m atter. T he m ore conservative analysis, on
the other hand, is sensitive only to sm aller M , values, and probes only a m uch am aller part
of the regions preferred by the 2 analysis. Finally, we note that a future sensitivity to a
cross section of 10 & pb would cover the entire P 3 and P 4 surfaces.

9 Conclusions

T he value of benchm ark studies is that they allow one to understand better the range of
possibilities opened up by supersymm etry. It is therefore desirable that benchm arks be
chosen In such a way as to respect, as far as possible, the de nitive experin ental constraints,
and also that they be susceptible to system atic study. W e have dem onstrated in this paper
how NUHM benchm ark surfaces chosen so that the relic cod dark m atter density falls
w ithin or below the range favoured by W M AP and other experin entsm ay be usad to probe
supersym m etric phenom enology. O ur approach based on the NUHM scenario signi cantly
di ers from previous proposals of benchm ark scenarios for the M SSM H iggs sector that
were entirely form ulated In termm s of low —scale param eters and that were not suitable for
a phenom enologically acceptable prediction of the cold dark m atter density. T he analysis
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of our proposad benchm ark surfaces is facilitated by developm ents In the FeynHiggs code
that are described in the Appendix. These will enable the interested reader to explore the
prospects for her/his favourite experin ental probe of supersymm etry in these benchm ark
surfaces.

W e have displayed the constraints currently imposed in the new benchm ark surfaces
by electrow eak precision observables, and explored the prospects for H iggs searches at the
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 w ill be able only to
nibble at comers of these NUHM benchm ark surfaces, experin ents at the LHC w illbe able
to cover them entirely, and the TL.C w ill have good prospects for precision m easurem ents.
T here are good prospects for B experin ents in parts of the benchm ark surfaces, and direct
dark m atter m ay be detectable in som e cases.

Tt should of course be noted that benchm ark studies m ay soon be rendered obsolete {

nam ely by the discovery of supersym m etry.

A s we were com pkting this paper, we heard the sad news of the passing away of Julius
W ess, one of the discoverers and founding fathers of supersym m etry. Julius did so m uch to
develop our understanding of supersym m etry, to awaken our appreciation of its beauty, and
t© convince us of its In portance for physics. Hum bly and respectfully, we dedicate this paper
© hism em ory.
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A Evaluation of Benchm ark Surfaces w ith FeynHiggs

The new benchm ark surfaces have been In plem ented into the code FeynHiggs [54{57]. In
thisway, any userm ay apply them to perform phenom enological analyses.

From them athem aticalpoint ofview ,the NUHM /CDM constraints introduce non-trivial
relations between input param eters, which thus cannot be scanned naively by independent
Joops. To solve this in a generic way, FeynHiggs 2.6 allow s the user to interpolate the Inputs
from a Param eter Table into which arbitrary relations can be encoded. T he tables containt-
ing the four benchm ark surfaces can be downloaded from http://www.feynhiggs.de. To
In plem ent the new form at of a Param eter Table, signi cant intemal rearrangem ents were
necessary from which the concept of a FeynHiggs R ecord evolred.

A Record is a new data type which captures the entire content of a param eter le in
the native form at of FeynHiggs. In this regpect it is akin to the SUSY Les H ouches A ccord
R ecord [95], but also encodes Inform ation about param eter loops and has “nheritance rules’
for default values. U sing the routines to m anipulate a R ecord, the program m er can, am ong
other things, process FeynHiggs param eter les independently of the front end.

In addition to containing loops over param eters, a Record can be associated with a
Param eter Table in such a way that valies not explicitly given in the param eter I are
Interpolated from the table (as it can be done for the four benchm ark scenarios).

T he FeynHiggs R ecord is conceptually a superstructure ‘on top’ of the conventional part
of FeynHiggs. Thism eans that a R ecord can bem anipulated w ithout any in uence on the
com putation ofH iggs observablesat rst. O nly when the FHSetRecord subroutine is invoked
are its current values set as the inputs for the com putation. So in principle, the FeynHiggs
R ecord can be usad w ithout doing any com putation of H iggs observables at all.

Technically, a R ecord is a two-dim ensional real array of the form

rec(i, ' )‘iVar ilower iUpper iStep
iTB L V) U V)

iMAO L U U U
Thecolum n iIndex ispeci estheparam eter. T he iIndices are labelled as in the param eter
le, but pre xed with an i (see Tablk[d).

The row index j enum erates the variables that constitute the loop over a param eter,
ie. the current, lower, and upper value and the step size. The loop inferred through
these param eters has the form
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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. If no loop is desired over a particular
param eter, the elds rec(i,iUpper) and rec(i,iStep) can be om itted. On top of
that there are also “nhheritance rules’ (given in Table[3), stating for exam ple that M3SL
defaults to MSusy if not given explicitly.

L entries indicate elds replaced by the FHLoopRecord routine while working o the
Joops over param eter space, ie.these eldsare updated autom atically according to the

current point in the loop. For exam ple, if the R ecord contains

rec(iTB,iLower) = 10
rec(iTB,iUpper) = 50
rec(iTB,iStep) = 10

the st call to FHLoopRecord w ill set rec(iTB,iVar) to 10, the next to 20, etc.

A .1l Fortran U se

A 1.1 Declaration
Every subroutine or function which uses a Record must rst lnclude the de nitions:
#include "FHRecord.h"

Records can then be declared w ith the preprocessor m acro RecordDecl, which hides the
declaration details. For exam ple,

RecordDecl (rec)

declarestheR ecord rec(i, j) . W hen declaring several records, each neaeds its ow n RecordDec1
statem ent, ie.RecordDecl (recl, rec2, ...) isnot pem issble.

A 1.2 Initializing a R ecord

A FeynH iggs R ecord has to be brought Into a de ned state before its rst use, either by
clearing it w ith

call FHClearRecord(rec)
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or by reading it from a e, which sin ilarly overw rites any previous content:

call FHReadRecord(error, rec, "file")

if( error .ne. 0 ) stop

where file is the nam e of a param eter e in FeynH iggs’ native form at.

Fields can be set or read out using ordinary Fortran array access, eg.

rec(iTB,iLower) = 10

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

The ‘current value’ eld (iVar) should not be set explicitly, as it is updated autom atically
by FHLoopRecord.

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

T he loopsover param eters contained in aR ecord areworked o through calls to FHLoopRecord,
which update the Record’s ‘current value’ elds (iVar). FHLoopRecord is thus usually in-—
voked in the context of a Jooping construct, such as

call FHLoopRecord(error, rec)

do while( error .eq. 0 )

call FHLoopRecord(error, rec)
enddo

T he subroutine FHSetRecord can be usad to set the ‘current value’ elds (iVar) as input
param eters for FeynH iggs. Thisworks e ectively as a com bination of FHSetPara , FHSetCKM,
and FHSetNMEV, except that the param eters are taken from the Record. In a typical appli-
cation the above loop would be extended to

call FHLoopRecord(error, rec)
do while( error .eq. 0 )
call FHSetRecord(error, rec, 1DO0)
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 ent In FHSetRecord is the sam e scale factor which appears in FHSetPara
and which determn ines the renorm alization scale as a m ultiple of the top m ass.

A 1.4 A ssociating a Record with a Table

T he FeynH iggs R ecord allow s one to Interpolate param eters from a data table. The table is
Interpolated in two userselectable variables w hich can be chosen dentical if iInterpolation in
only one variable is desired.

The table st needs to be loaded into intemal storage. At the m om ent FeynH iggs has
a static allocation for one table of at m ost 2400 lines. T his allow s the com plete in plem en—
tation In Fortran and seem s su cient for all present applications. The table’s form at is
rather straightforward: the rst line contains the colum n nam es (sam e denti ers as in the
FeynH iggs lnput l), ollowed by the data row s. A 1l itam s are separated by whitespace.

Loading the table can either be done through the input Ie and is thus autom atically
perform ed in FHReadRecord. To this end one has to add a line

table file varl var?2

to the param eter le. For exam ple, \table mytable TB MAO" reads the Il mytable into
mem ory and sets TB and MAO as nput variables for the interpolation. The table must
obviously contain colum ns for the input variables.

Tt is also possible to integrate the table Je into the param eter le. The table statem ent
then takes the form

table - varl var?2

and m ust be the Jast statem ent in the param eter e, followed im m ediately by the tablk data.
A ftemately, the table is loaded by

call FHLoadTable(error, "file", 5)

if( error .ne. 0 ) stop

The table is read from file, unless that equals \-", in which case the tabl is read from the
Fortran unit given in the third argum ent (unit 5 is Fortran’s equivalent of stdin and hence
a good default argum ent here).

T he table is associated w ith the record through

call FHTableRecord(error, rec, varl, var2)

if( error .ne. 0 ) stop
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where varl and var2 are the indices of the input variables, eg. iTB and iMAO. To transhate

param eter nam es (strings) into indices, one can use the FHRecordIndex subroutine, as in:

call FHRecordIndex(index, name)

A2 M athem atica U se

U sing FeynH iggs R ecords in M athem atica is for the larger part very sim ilar to doing so in
Fortran. The m ain di erence is that one does not have to declare a Record. R ather, both
nitialization routines “create’ the R ecord :

rec FHClearRecord] ]

FHReadRecord["file"]

or rec

T he Record is represented as an FHRecord obEct in M athem atica. A ccess to elds is very
sim ilar to the Fortran case, eg.

rec[[iTB,iLower]] = 10
or Print["At = ", rec[[Re[iAt],iVar]], rec[[Im[iAt],iVar]] ]

So is the use of FHLoopRecord, except that the updated Record is retumed, rather than
modied in situ. In other words, FHLoopRecord retums an FHRecord as long as the loop
continues. T he loop would thus look lke

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

T he other routines are usad straightforwardly, for exam ple:

FHSetRecord[rec, 1]
FHLoadTable["file"]
rec = FHTableRecord[rec, varl, var2]

index = FHRecordIndex[name ]

A 3 Examples

A 31 Command-line M ode w ith Param eter Table

In the sim plest case, a Param eter Table can be processed through an input lewith a table
statem ent:

31



MAO 203
B 5.7
table file.dat MAO TB

The Param eter Tabl is read from file.dat in a form at ke

MT MSusy MAO 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

A Ttemately, the Table can be iIntegrated into the param eter le,as in

MAO 203

B 5.7

table - MAO TB

MT MSusy MAO B 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 inin al setup assum es that all param eters are contained In the table. M ore generally,
the ones not contained in the table have to be given in the param eter le. T he interpolation
for the param eters given (here MAO and TB) is perform ed autom atically by FeynHiggs.

A 3.2 Using a Record w ith Table in Fortran
Tn Fortran, the sam e exam ple m ight be coded 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(iMAQ,iLower) = 203

rec(iTB,iLower) = 5.7

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

if( error .ne. 0 ) stop

call FHTableRecord(error, rec, iTB, iMAO)

if( error .ne. 0 ) stop

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

call FHLoopRecord(error, rec)
do while( error .eqg. 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, Mhl = ", rec(iTB,iVar), MHiggs(1l)

call FHLoopRecord(error, rec)
enddo

end

A 3.3 Using a Record with Table in M athem atica

Tn M athem atica, the structure and syntax is very sim ilar to Fortran (m ainly round brackets
have to be converted into square ones):
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Install["MFeynHiggs" ]

rec = FHClearRecord] ]

rec[[iMAO,iLower]] = 203;

rec[[iTB,iLower]] = 5.7

FHLoadTable["file.dat"]

rec = FHTableRecord[rec, iTB, iMAO]

FHSetFlags(4, 0, O, 3, 0, 2, 1, 1, 3]

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

FHSetRecord[rec, 11;
res = FHHiggsCorr[];

Print["TB, Mhl = ", rec[[iTB,ivar]], (MHiggs /. res)[[1]]
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Table 3: T he param eter Index nam es of a FeynHiggs R ecord. Indices of real param eters are
listed In the left, of com plex ones in the right colum n. C om plex quantities, eg. A, can be
accessed either through Re(iAt) and Im(iAt), or Abs(iAt) and Arg(iAt) ,with iAt alone
as a synonym for Re(iAt). In cases where both Re/Im and Abs/Arg are given, the latter
take precendence. P lease consult the FeynH iggs(1) m anual page for m ore details.

Index nam e Param eter D efault value Index nam e Parameter D efaultvalue
iAlfasMz sM 2) 1 iM1 M, 0
iMc me 1 iM2 M,
iMT m ¢ iM3 M 3
iMB m ,(on-shell) 1 iat At _____________________________
iMw My 1 iAc A, iAt
iMz Mg 1 iAu Ay iAc
™ tan iAb Ay iAt
MAO M a0 iAs A, iAb
MHp My iAd Ay iAs
iMSusy Msysy iAtau A iAb
iM3SL M é’ iMSusy iAmu A iAtau
iM2SL M Ez iM3SL iAe A iAmu
iM1SL M - iM2SL ideltalluc 2 o
iM3SE M ; iMSusy ideltalRuc L& 0
iM2SE M2 iM3SE ideltaRLuc &2 0
iM1SE M iM2SE ideltaRRuc  £F 0
iM3S0Q M ; iMSusy ideltallct LF 0
iM25Q M é iM3S0 ideltalRct LR 0
iM1SQ M é iM250Q ideltaRLct &F 0
iM3SU M2 iMSusy ideltaRRct  ZR 0
iM2SU M2 iM3SU ideltallut LD 0
iM1SU M iM2SU ideltalRut L& 0
iM3SD M2 iMSusy ideltaRLut Rl 0
iM2SD M2 iM3SD ideltaRRut &F 0
iM1SD M iM2SD ideltallds LrF 0
iQtau 0 0 ideltalRds & 0
iQt Q¢ 0 ideltaRLds 5 0
i0b Qp 0 ideltaRRds 5X 0
iCKMthetal2 1, 1 ideltallsb  LF 0
iCKMtheta23 23 1 ideltalRsb X 0
iCKMthetal3 13 1 ideltaRLsb 5 0
iCKMdeltal3 13 1 ideltaRRsb 5 0
ideltalldb  LF 0
ideltalRdb X 0
ideltaRLdb  EF 0
ideltaRRdb  §F 0
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