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W e discuss the N ext=+o-M Inin al Supersym m etric Standard M odel (NM SSM ) w ith a Peccei-
Quinn (PQ )U (1) symm etry. W hen this symm etry isdynam ically broken by the H iggsm ech—-

anismn , the resulting pseudo-N am bu-G oldstone boson takes the role of an axion. A lthough

arxXiv

m uch of the allow ed param eter space for low values ofthe PQ scale hasbeen ruled out, m any
scenarios with a PQ scale & 10° G&V rem ain untested, allow ing the NM SSM PQ axion to
provide a solution to the strong CP problem and be a good dark m atter candidate. Un-
fortunately the new particle states are so decoupled that they would not be observable at
future colliders, and the NM SSM would appear indistinguishable from the m nin alm odel.
However,we show that In order to m aintain vacuum stability, such a m odel requires that the
heavy H iggs boson states have m asses that lie close to approxin ately tan . Therefore, a
m easuram ent of the H eavy H iggs boson m asses at the LHC would allow one to either rule out

the NM SSM PQ axion, or provide tantalizing circum stantial evidence for its existence.
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Introduction: The Strong CP Problem and the A xion

For som e som e tin e after its form ulation, one of the principle strengths of Q uantum Chro—
m odynam ics (QCD ) was thought to be its autom atic conservation of parity (P) and charge—
conjugation{parity (CP) symm etries. The only renom alizable P and CP viclating term that
m ay be added to the Q CD Lagrange density is the \ —term ",

L = o =—F °F%; (1)

8
where F 2 is the guon eld strength and F# % F 2 is it dual; . is the e ective
“param eter after diagonlization of the quark mass m atrix, ie. o = + argdet My. It s

straightforw ard to show that this term is a total derivative allow Ing its integral over space—tim e
to be written as a boundary term at in nity. T herefore, it was thought, its integralw ill vanishes
in the vacuum , and the —tem m ay be safely ignored.

However, it was soon realized that such a term could not be ignored if the vacuum has non—
trivial topological structure [1{3]. Indeed, even if set to zero by hand In the QCD Lagrange
density, it w ill be regenerated when contributions from instanton solutions are included in the
path Integral. Its spacetin e integral does not necessarily vanish but is proportional to the
w inding num ber (Pontryagin index) of the eld con guration. The -tem w ill then contribute
intrinsically non-perturbative CP violation, ie. itse ectsw illbe invisble to perturbation theory.
Since no CP violation hasbeen observed In QCD, o must bevery amall

This can be quanti ed by exam ining the electric dipole m om ent of the neutron, dj:
the CP viclation induced by the —tem Jlads to a neutron electric dipole m om ent of or—
der 1,7 Je J0 ®ean [@], which must be compared to the current experim ental lim it
dy, < 063 10 Pean []. Therefore j. j. 10 ?, naturally leading to the question: why is
CP violation in QCD so gn all? This is known as the \strong CP problem ".

T he axion provides a very natural solution to the strong CP problem . It was realized that
the -temm could be absorbed by m aking a rede nition (an axial rotation) of the quark elds [2].
If the quarks have zero m ass the Lagrange density w ill be unchanged except for the rem oval of
the —tem , and theories w ith di ering values of . all represent the sam e physics. In essence,
the —temm can be rotated away using the globalU (1) axial sym m etry of the m odel. H ow ever, if
the quarks have non—zero m ass then this rotation w ill introduce com plex phases Into the quark
m assm atrix and the theory will stillbe C P «iolating.

Pecceiand Quinn 6] pointed out that if a new global axial sym m etry, a Peccei) uinn (PQ )
symm etry, is Introduced then it could be used to ram ove the —tem instead. W hen this PQ



symm etry is dynam ically broken by the vacuum structure it will result in a pseudo-N am bu-
G oMdstone boson known as the axion [7]. Tt isonly a \pseudo"-N am bu-G oldstone boson because
the PQ symmetry is not exact | it is explicitly broken by the triangle anom aly providing a
non-perturbative axion-gluon coupling. T his axion-glion coupling hastwo e ects. Firstly, it w ill

provide a non-zero axion m ass due to m ixing w ith the pion, which is approxin ately given by
s
fm 4m ,m g 3 100G ev
M, = , L+ 0myg=mg)] 06 10 "6V ——— ; (2)
dh i (Mmy+mg) £,

wherem ,,m 4 and m g and the up,down and strange quark m asses respectively, £ andm are
the pion decay constant and the pion m ass, and , is the axion eld. Secondly, the axion-gluon
coupling Introduces an e ective term into the Lagrange density of the sam e form as the —tem ,
Eq.{l), so that the CP«iolating term s becom e

L ¢« = o —8—F e (3)

where £, is the axion decay constant. However, the potential for . is also a function of
(e a=fs) and so the axion eld relaxes to a vacuum -expectationvalie (VEV ) given by
h ,i= f5 ¢ . The —tem iscanceled and the strong CP problem is solved.

T he expermm ental bounds on the existence of the axion are already rather strict |8]. The
non-observation of an axion in collider experin ents and rare decays (eg. quarkonium decays)
rules outm odels where the PQ scale (f,) is of the order of the electrow eak scale. H ow ever, these
bounds can always be avoided by increasing the PQ scale [9,110], or equivalently reducing the
axion m ass, thereby reducing the axion’s couplings to know n particles.

Tn order to constrain this \invisble axion" one m ust consider astrophysical constraints [111].
Since a Jow m ass axion is expected to be am itted during star cooling, f; m ay be constrained
by insisting that the axion does not signi cantly alter the observed stellar evolution. Stars in
globular clusters are the m ost sensitive to these e ects [12-13]. Additionally, the neutrino signal
from SN 1987A indicates that it is cooled m ainly by neutrino am ission rather than by em ission
of an \invisble axion" [14]. Together these observations place a lin it of roughly £, & 10° G eV
(transhting via Eq.) toM , . 001 &V ).

Intriguingly, at scales jist above this lim it the axion is seen to be a good dark m atter can-—
didate. Indeed, it was shown In Ref.[15] that in the standard them al scenario, and m any in—

ationary m odels, the dark m atter axion’s PQ scale is predicted to be f, 3 100 Ggev. If
the PQ scale becom es too m uch larger the axion contrbution to dark m atter m ay becom e too
great, thereby over<losing the universe and thus providing an upper lin it on f;. H owever, this
upper bound is very m odel dependent. W e w ill see Jater that the m ain results of this letter do



not depend on the nedetails of the axion m ass lim its, but only that the PQ scale be very large.

In this letter, we will brie y describe the PQ symm etric N ext-to-M inim al Supersym m etric
Standard M odel (NM SSM ), which is them inin al supersym m etric extension of Standard M odel
that can provide an axion. W e w ill exam ine the H Iggs boson m ass spectrum of the m odel and
see that the lightest pseudoscalar H iggs boson is the \Invisible axion", and w ill subsequently be
unobservable at colliders for the foresecable future. However, we w ill show that in order to keep
the m asssquared of the lightest scalar H iggs boson positive, one m ust constrain the heavy H iggs
bosons to lie In a very speci cm ass w indow . W e w ill provide one-loop expressions for thism ass
window in a very good approxin ation. T herefore, thism odel provides a prediction for the heavy

H iggs boson m asses which m ay be con m ed or ruled out at the next generation of colliders.

ThePQ Symmetric NM SSM

O nem odel that provides an axion is the PQ symm etric NM SSM [15{18]; this has the sam e
eld content as the M inin al Supersym m etric Standard M odel (M SSM ) except for the inclusion
of an extra H iggs singlet super ed $. Its superpotential is given, In an obvious notation, by

W = o°h, 0, EhydHy enlidqg+ S Hy): (4)

The usualH ggs{higgsino m ass tem K H g seen in the M SSM has been replaced by the tem
$ (HAuHAd) coupling the new singlet H iggs ed, $,to theH Iggs doublets, H 4 and H , where
is a dim ensionless param eter. T he H iggs{higgsino m ass tem w ill be recovered when the scalar

com ponent, S, of the new singlet super eld gainsa VEV ofhSi= = .

In the M SSM , the dim ensionful param eter, , is constrained to be of the order of the elec-
troweak scale In order to give the correct pattem of electroweak symm etry breaking, even al-
though it has no a priori relation to the electroweak scale. T he question of why two seem ingly
unrelated scales should be the sam e is known as the \ —problem " [271]. T he original form ulation
oftheNM SSM was Intended to answ er this question by dynam ically linking thescale toaVEV
ofa Higgs eld, S, and thereby to the electroweak scale.

T he superpotential, Eq.{), has no dim ensionfiil couplings and exhibitsa U (1) PQ symm etxy,
which willbe carried over into the Lagrange density. In theM SSM thisPQ symm etry is explicithy
broken by the H ggs-higgsino m ass term HAuHAd;jn thePQ symm etricNM SSM thePQ symm etry
is only dynam ically broken when S gains a non—zero VEV ,giving rise to a near m assless pseudof{

N am bu{G odstone boson | the axion!. T herefore the PQ symm etric NM SSM  is the m iInim al

'The axion is only a \pseudo"{Nam bu{G oldstone boson since the PQ symm etry is explicitly broken by the
triangle anom aly, giving it a sm allm ass, Eq.0Q).



supersym m etric extension of the Standard M odel that can provide an axion. In fact, it is a
supersym m etric version of the D FSZ axion m odel [10].

T he axion constraintsm entioned in the introduction m ust also be applied here and so m odels
with hS1i of the order of the electroweak scale are ruled out. In the m ore usual form ulation of
the NM SSM this is avoided by adding a term % $° to the superpotential; this explicitly breaks
the PQ symm etry, giving the ‘axion’ a m ass and avoiding the constraints. Here, In order to
preserve a near m assless axion, we insist that hiSi & 10° GeV . Therefore, the PQ symm etric
NM SSM no longer links hS1i to the electroweak scale and cannot be considered as a solution to
the —problem . Since must ram ain of order the electroweak scale, = =hS1imust be very
an alland the -problem is reexpressed as: why is  so small? W e willnot attem pt to answer
this question here.

T he axion w ithin the context ofthe NM SSM hasalso been discussed In R ef.[19]. In that study,
the termm % $3 was ncluded in the superpotential, explicitly breaking the PQ symm etry, but it
was pointed out that in the lin it where the soft supersym m etry breaking param eters associated
with and wvanish, them odelw ill contain an additional approxin ate U (1) symm etry. This
symm etry is dynam ically broken by the vacuum , giving rise to an R -axion’. Unfortunately the
m ass of this R -axion becom es rather large, forbidding its use in solving the strong CP problem ,
but nevertheless the m odel has interesting phenom enological consequences.

T he superpotential, Eqn.{@), leads to the tree{level H ggs potential [T4]:

V =Vp + Vp + Vgr; (5)
w ith
Ve = FsFH.F+ Haf)+ JHuHT; (6)
1 1
Vp = g@ﬁ(ﬁdf ﬁuf)2+5g2ﬁzﬂdf; (7)
Ve = mg HoF+mi Haf+mipF+ [A SHHg+ he; (8)

where g = P W with g and g° belhg the gauge couplings of SU (2);, and U (1) interactions

regpectively, and we have adopted the notation H (H 4 Hy) Hq) = HH s H SH g . The
rsttwo temm s, Vg and Vp ,are theF and D temm sderived from the superpotential in the usual

way, while Vgg contains the soft supersym m etry {breaking param etersA ,my,,my andmg.

The vacuum of the m odelm ay be rendered neutral by a suitable application of a SU (2);,

U (1)y gauge transform ation, and rendered realby exploiting the PQ symm etry. T he vacuum is

then given by

i HHyi= 191—E i hSi= 191—§vs; ©)



w ith vs, vy, and vg real and positive. T he requirem ent for this vacuum to be a localm Inin um
provides three relations, linking the three soft m ass param eters to the three VEV s of the H iggs
elds:

1, 5 2 1,5 1 va 1,5
my . = ég (Vu Vd) 5 vy t ?_EA st—d E N (10)
1 1 1 v, 1
2 2.2 2 2.2 d 2.2
m = —g (v VA - Vi+ P=A vg— — VI; 11
Hy Sg ( d ) > d > sVu > s (11)
1 1 V'V
mZ = Z 224 p— A 24, (12)
2 Vs
q__
as usual, we have written v V2 + Vc21'

The extra singlet eldsm ix w ith the H iggs doublet elds, increasing the rank of the scalar
and pseudoscalar m ass{squared m ixing m atrices by one each. A fter an initial rotation of the
Higgs doublt eldsby an angle ,de ned asusualvia tan vy=v4 and outlined in detail in
Ref.20],the 2 2 pseudoscalar m assm atrix is given by

1

2 1 > sin 2 oot s
M ) ) (13)
;sin2 oot 5 3 sin®2 cot? o
In analogy to tan , we have also de ned tan ¢ vs=v; due to the requirem ent that

Sig 10°GeV, tan ¢ will be very large, and therefore cot ¢ very small. In the above, we
have de ned the upper{lkft entry of the pseudoscalar m ass{squared m ixing m atrix to be M zf .
Thisnew m ass param eter replaces the soft supersym m etry {breaking param eter A and becom es
them assoftheM SSM pseudoscalarH iggsboson astheM SSM 1 it isapproached,ie.cot ¢! 0
w ith xed. This treatm ent allow s higher order loop corrections to be absorbed directly into
the de nition ofM , . Including one-loop top/stop corrections, it is related to A by

2 3h?
M2 = A tAtF(mil;m2

sin 2 16 2 ) 4

P_
where hy = 2m =(vsin ) is the top-quark Yukawa coupling and A is its associated soft
supersym m etry-breaking m ass param eter. T he function F is given by

1 h i
2)272 5 mil]og mfil:Q2 mé]og m12i2=Q2 1 (15)

@ m m
i} ©

F (m 51 ;m
and m ¢, m g 1My, are the top and stop m asses, w ith Q the renomm alization scale.

T hispseudoscalarm asssquared m atrix is easily diagonalized, revealing two m ass eigenstates,
which willbe denoted A1 and A, w ith the Jabel assigned in order of increasing m ass. The rst



of these, A 1, is them assless N am bu {G oldstone boson associated w ith the dynam icalbreaking of

thePQ symmetry | theaxion. ThePQ symm etry ensures that it w illbem assless even after the

Inclusion of loop corrections; it only gains a very sn allm ass via non-perturbative m ixing w ith

the pion, as described earlier. T he heavier m ass eigenstate, A, , hasm ass

1
M A =sz(l+ Zsjn22 cot? s):

(16)

Since cot 5 . 10 ' G eV the heavy pseudoscalar H iggs boson reproduces the m ass of the M SSM

pseudoscalar w ith a deviation less than one part n 10*4.

Sin ilarlky, the symm etric 3 3 scalar H iggs m asssquared m atrix is

2
=Mgy+

w here the entries of the treelevel contribution, M 02, can be w ritten as

ME), = MZi+ M7 Zoot? o)sh?2
1

Moz]l2 = E(MZZ 2 cot? s)sind

2 _ 1.5 .

Mgl; = ZMAsmll oot ¢

[M02]22 = M2200522 + ‘cof? SsjnZZ
1

MEL = - 2 M2sin®2 )oot
1 .

[1\402]33 = ZM;SJDZZ cotzS

(18)
(19)
(20)
(21)

(22)

(23)

denotes higher order corrections to the scalar H iggsm ass m atrix [122,123]. Including one-loop

top/stop corrections these are given by [23]

" " # #
t o 2 mom; a’ 2,2 2 2.m?
no= —tm? s g IT1142 S?Kl(mtl’.mtg)-‘r SaKZ(mtl;mtz) 7
" n t # #
2 m?m? 3
= —3htm2 s ¢ o . 8a—bK m2im2)+ 4= (ac + ks K ,m >
12 8 oMt J m4 SZ 1 u’ s 2 o
t
"
3h? = 2 2 2.2, C 2 .2
5= T3 2scFm_mg)+ 8ma b_szKl(mtl;mtz)
#
2 2 .2 5 .
4mtas_K2(mt1'mt2) 2 cot g;
" nw # #
2.2
3h§ 2 mtlmt’z 221 2 2 c 2 2
2 = gm? & Iog ' 8ab§K1(mtl;mt2)+ 8ab—SK2(mtl;mt2) ;

(24)

o 2 .
mZ) ;(25)



"

3h P—

c
03 = ¢ 2 2 c2F(m§l;m§2)+ 8m€a3§K1(m§1;m§2)
i pa—
4m§ac Kz(mil;mé) 2 oot g; (28)
3h§ 22,22 o2 2 2
33 = 720t AC® sKim g me )i (29)
. p— P .
where s sh ,c cos ,a=( c+Aws )= 2,andb= ( s +A«c )= 2,and the fuinctions
K. and K, are
Kimgmg)  K@mgmy)=mg mg); (30)
Kofmem?) K mZmg)+ =@ +mZ); (31)
w ith " ) 2#
2 2 2 2 1 MMy
K(mtl;mtz) F(mtl;mtz) Elog T : (32)
t

C losed form expressions for the scalar H iggs boson m ass eigenvalues can be obtained by diag-
onalizing M 2. However, these results are rather lengthy and unillim inating, and w ill not be
reproduced here.

Fortunately, these exact expressions are not needed due to the very amall size of
cot ¢ O (10 7). N otice that them asssquared m atrix takes the form

0 1
A]_]_ A12 C]_COt s c
M %= ]é) Aqp Ao Cycot ¢ % : (33)

Ciocot 5 Croot 4 B oot o

T his is true not only at treelevel but also when higher orders are included. W em ay reduce this

m atrix to block diagonal form by applying a unitary transform ation de ned by the 3 3 m atrix
|

1 icot? Y cot
VY= 2 s s + 0 (cot? J); (34)
cot ¢ ¥ 1 %cot2 s Y
w ith
= (C1Az CoAi1z; CiA1p+ CpAqp)=detA: (35)
Applying this transfom ation gives the sin ple form
27V —
VMOV = 1
. A1+ Cy ]_COt2 s A+ %(Cl 2+ Coy ]_)COt2 s 0
€ A2+ 3(C1 2+ Cp 1)oo? 5 A+ Cp 200t 0 § (36)
0 0 B Cy 2 C1 1)oof?
+O(cot3 s):



T he upper-left block consists of the usualM SSM scalar H iggs boson m ass-squared m atrix
(to any desired num ber of loops) plus corrections of order cot? 4. C onsequently, the two heav—-
jer states, H, and H 3, are rather uninteresting; the M SSM scalar H iggs m asses, lke a heavy

pseudoscalar, w ill be recovered w ith corrections of only one part in 10**

, which is neither ex-—
perin entally observable, nor theoretically reliable since unincluded higher order corrections w ill
present m uch larger deviations. This was to be expected since our NM SSM  param eter choice is

approaching theM SSM lim it.

A prediction for M p

T he Iightest H ggs boson , w hose m asssquared is given by the low erright entry, is ratherm ore
Interesting. Its m ass is suppressed by cot g, making it e ectively m assless at current collider
energies, but its couplings to know n particles, which m ainly arise from them ixing w ith the other
scalar H iggs bosons?, w ill also be tiny. Subsequently, this state would be unobservable at high
energy colliders for the foreseeable future, and the low energy phenom enology would appear
indistinguishable from the M SSM .

However, the expression for the lightest scalar m ass show s interesting structure. Inserting
the treeJevel values nto the lowerright entry of Eq.{(88) gives the tree level m ass-squared

le = “tan’2 oot s (x

1

2 2

+ v )2 172+ yPoof 2 )=(xy)? (37)

wherex Masin2 =(2 )andy Mgz sh2 =2 ).

T his m asssquared m ust be positive In order to have a physically acceptable theory. If it is
negative, the H iggs potentialw ill be unbounded from below and the vacuum unstable. H ow ever,
only the last term in the brackets of Eq.{31) is positive; M I‘%l w ill becom e negative for both high
and low values ofM » ,and a stable vacuum w illbe achieved only fora sm allrange around x = 1.
This is also true when loop corrections are inclided, as shown in Fig.{l, left).

To dem onstrate thiswe exam ined 10° di erent scenarios,withM  and tan chosen random Iy
between 0 to 6 TeV and 3 to 30 regpectively. we calculated the oneloop m ass specttum and,
for every scenario w ith a stable vacuum , plotted a single point on theM , {tan plane of Fig.[l,
right). W e discarded scenarios w ith unstable vacua. It is in m ediately evident that the physically
acceptable scenarios all lie within a smallband around M 5, 2 =sih 2 tan

T herefore the PQ symm etric NM SSM w ith a large expectation value of the new singlet ed
m akes a prediction for them asses of the heavy H ggsbosons. T his prediction ispotentially falsi -

able, or veri able, at the next generation of colliders. Furthem ore, as long as cot ¢ is am all, the

’The Lagrangian of the m odel also contains new direct couplings of the new singlet state to known particles
but these are also suppressed by at least one order of cot .
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Figure 1: Left: T he dependence of the lightest scalar H iggsm ass (nom alized by tan ) on M » ,
fortan = 10 and = 200 GeV . Beyond the points where the curve m eets the axis the m ass-
squared becom es negative and the vacuum unstable. Right: The distribution of scenarios with
physically acceptablk vacua, with M 5 chosen random k7 between 0 and 6 TeV and tan chosen
random Iy between 3 and 30. The vacuum structure constrains the value of M 5 to lie cse to

approxim ately tan . The blow-up allows individual scenario points to ke seen.

positivity or negativity of M Ifl is Independent of cot 4, and consequently the prediction of the
heavy H iggs boson m asses is also independent of the value of cot 4. T herefore, if after m easuring
and tan at a future collder, the heavy pseudoscalar m ass is not found to lie close to  tan
then this m odel is ruled out for all hrge values of the singlkt expectation value. A fematively,
if the m ass prediction were found to hold, it would provide very tantalizing, albeit indirect, ev—
dence for the PQ symm etric NM SSM as a solution to the strong CP problem and for the PQ

axion as a source of dark m atter.

In order to com pare the values of and tan with M 5 at the next generation of colliders,
the vacuum stability bounds m ust be m ade m ore precise. Since M 151 = Owith M 151 given by
Eq.(31) is only a cubic in x?, it can be solved to give closed form analytical expressions for the
treeJevel boundary. T hrow Ing the third non-physical solution away, we nd

1 _
xiax:mjn= 1 5(1+ y*)(1 cos 3sn )+ ; (38)
w here o !
1 1 41+ y2)° 2L+ v2)} 27y?cof2 )
i ; (39)
3 2(1+ y?)?  27y?cos? 2

and represents the higher order corrections.



Sihce the oneoop top/stop contributions to , Egs.24E9), are independent of M , ,
M I‘%l = 0 rem ainscubic in M zf when these corrections are included and we can still nd a closed
form solution for the lin its. H ow ever, these expressions are long and com plicated, and once again
such com plexity is not needed here. Instead we expand the one-oop corrections as a series in
the sn all param eter y and discard term s of O (y°). T his gives

! 8% + [32 .3+ 852 16 ]
= -— S S, C
64 2 v c 22 23 > 22 2 &2 12
1 2 4 3 2 4 2
vV 8s; ¢, 11 8s; (1+s; ) 12+t s, B3+ s5) 2
S; &
3252 Gg 13 + 168% ("22 23 + |32("22 33
+16y° 85 & n+ts; o 12 25 ¢ 13 +0§); (40)

where ;j are given by Eqgs.24{3).

T his approxin ation is rather good. T he non-observation of supersym m etry to date requires
thattan & 3and & 80GeV,givingy . 034. The discarded temm s w ill therefore alter the
one-loop corrections by atm ost a few percent. Form ore typicalM SSM param eter choices, y w ill
be even an aller; eg. for the Snowm ass reference point SPS la 24]],tan = 10 and 350G ev,
gvihgy 0:026

A large tan expansion of the treedlevel result gives a very approxin ate, but rather usefiil,
\rule of thum b":

M a tan Mg (41)

T he coupling of the lightest scalar H iggs boson to electrons m ay also be restricted by as—
trophysical data, allow ing m ore stringent lin its to be placed on the PQ scale. Just as for the
axion, H 1 willbe produced during the cooling of globular{clister stars if itsm ass is below about
10 keV . Them axinum valie of the H ; m ass seen in Fig.[l, keft) is realized’® at x 1; inserting
this into Eq.(Z12) gives

M g2 sh2 cot g; (42)

so the lim its from star cooling cannot be avoided ifhSi& 2 sin2 107 & 10'° Gev ,where for
the last Inequality we have m ade the reasonable assum ption that . 1 TeV and tan > 3.

’M ore accurately, m aking a series expansion in the sm all param eter y, them axin um (tree-level) value ofM g ,

isfound atx = 1+ 2y*cos’2 + O (y').
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Above this scale onem ust regpect the Iim its on the coupling of the lightest scalar H iggs boson
to electrons [13],

Gi,e. 13 10 ' (43)

In the NM SSM it iseasy to see that gy,e m=hS1i and so this transkhtes into a lower bound
on the PQ scale. Combining thisw ith the requirem ent that the H ; m ass be less than 10 keV for
this Jower bound to apply, exclides the values

2 sn2 10’ . mSi. 4 10'%ev: (44)

A low iIng them axin um and m ininum valiesof and tan respectively,only a rather sm allrange
of S 1 values is unequivocally ruled out. However, as and tan are allowed to m ove toward
less extrem e values, the excluded range becom es larger and soon overlaps w ith that disallow ed
by em ission of the axion from globular{clister stars, ie.hSis& 10° Gev.

Finally, sihce the m odel is supersym m etric, the extra neutral singlet super eld also contains
a higgsino, which willbem anifest as an extra neutralino | the lightest supersym m etric particle
(LSP ) of them odel. O nce again, the large value of the PQ scale leads to it having a very sm all
m ass and being aln ost totally decoupled from the other particles. To a good approxin ation, its
m ass is given by M 1,5p cot? ,which, for 10° Gev and hSi  10* GeV transhtes to?
Misp 3 10 ° eV .In contrast to the scalar and pseudoscalar H iggs bosons, R “parity conserva—
tion prevents the LSP being em itted during star cooling, so it provides no further astrophysical

Summ ary & Conclusions

In this ltter, we have discussed the Next+o-M inin al Supersymm etric Standard M odel
(NM SSM ) with an explicit PecceiQ uinn (PQ ) symm etry. This m odel is the m inin al super—
sym m etric extension of the Standard M odel that can provide an axion. T his axion is a pseudof
N am bu{G oldstone boson associated w ith the dynam ical breaking of the PQ symm etry, and is
m anifest iIn thism odelas the lightest pseudoscalar H iggs boson ; it can be used to solve the strong
CP problem of QCD and is a dark m atter candidate. The stellar evolution of globular cluster
stars and the neutrino signal from SN 1987A provide a lower bound on the PQ breaking scale
& 10°Gev.

W e have shown that in this lin it sin ple expressions for the NM SSM H iggs boson m asses
can be obtained. The heavy and intermm ediate m ass H iggs bosons have m asses and couplings

It is intriguing to note that this m ass lies not too far from the expected neutrino m ass scale.
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indistinguishable from those of the corresponding M SSM . T he Iightest scalar and pseudoscalar
(the axion) decouple from the other particles and w ill be invisible to future collider searches.

H owever, we have dem onstrated that in order that the theory have a stable vacuum , ie. In
this case that the Iightest scalar m asssquared be positive, the heavy m ass scale M , must lie
w ithin approxin ately tan M 7z . W e have presented analytic expressions for these lin its on
M » to one-loop top/stop accuracy.

If, at a future collder, M , were found to be outside this range, then the PQ symm etric
NM SSM would be ruled out for all values of the PQ scalk. This is not an unreasonable event;
the restriction on M 5 isunlkely to occur by chance w ithout som e other organizing principle. For
exam ple, allof the Snowm assM SSM reference points [24], which are considered a representative
sam ple of M SSM scenarios, fail this criterion. It is in portant to stress that only the axion
associated w ith this particular m odel would be ruled out; an axion could still be present via
som e otherm echanisn , and axion search experm ents, such asCA ST [29], theU S.A xion Search
(L 3verm ore) 2Al]land theK yoto search experin ent CARRACK [27]would stillbe very in portant.

O n the other hand, if the heavy H iggs boson m ass scale were seen to obey the bound given
by Eq.(88) we would have very exciting circum stantial evidence for the existence of an NM SSM

axion. T hen the role of the axion search experin ents would becom e even m ore crucial.
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