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A bstract

W e discussthe Next-to-M inim alSupersym m etric Standard M odel(NM SSM )with a Peccei-

Q uinn (PQ )U (1)sym m etry.W hen thissym m etry isdynam ically broken by theHiggsm ech-

anism ,the resulting pseudo-Nam bu-G oldstone boson takes the role ofan axion. Although

m uch oftheallowed param eterspaceforlow valuesofthePQ scalehasbeen ruled out,m any

scenarioswith a PQ scale & 109 G eV rem ain untested,allowing 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 inim alm odel.

However,weshow thatin orderto m aintain vacuum stability,such a m odelrequiresthatthe

heavy Higgsboson stateshave m assesthatlie close to approxim ately �tan�. Therefore,a

m easurem entoftheHeavy Higgsboson m assesattheLHC would allow oneto eitherruleout

the NM SSM PQ axion,orprovidetantalizing circum stantialevidenceforitsexistence.

http://arxiv.org/abs/hep-ph/0309143v1


Introduction: T he Strong C P P roblem and the A xion

For som e som e tim e afterits form ulation,one ofthe principle strengthsofQ uantum Chro-

m odynam ics (Q CD) was thought to be its autom atic conservation ofparity (P) and charge-

conjugation{parity (CP) sym m etries. The only renorm alizable P and CP violating term that

m ay beadded to the Q CD Lagrange density isthe\�-term ",

L� = �e�
�s

8�
F
�� a ~F a

��; (1)

where F �� a is the gluon �eld strength and ~F a
�� � 1

2
�����F

�� a is it dual; �e� is the e�ective

�-param eter after diagonlization ofthe quark m ass m atrix, i.e.�e� = � + arg det M q. It is

straightforward to show thatthisterm isa totalderivative allowing itsintegraloverspace-tim e

to bewritten asa boundary term atin�nity.Therefore,itwasthought,itsintegralwillvanishes

in the vacuum ,and the�-term m ay besafely ignored.

However,itwassoon realized thatsuch a term could notbeignored ifthevacuum hasnon-

trivialtopologicalstructure [1{3]. Indeed,even ifset to zero by hand in the Q CD Lagrange

density,itwillbe regenerated when contributions from instanton solutions are included in the

path integral. Its space-tim e integraldoes not necessarily vanish but is proportionalto the

winding num ber(Pontryagin index)ofthe �eld con�guration. The �-term willthen contribute

intrinsically non-perturbativeCP violation,i.e.itse�ectswillbeinvisibleto perturbation theory.

Sinceno CP violation hasbeen observed in Q CD,�e� m ustbevery sm all.

This can be quanti�ed by exam ining the electric dipole m om ent of the neutron, dn:

the CP violation induced by the �-term leads to a neutron electric dipole m om ent of or-

der jdnj� j�e�j10
� 16ecm [4], which m ust be com pared to the current experim ental lim it

dn < 0:63� 10� 25ecm [5]. Therefore j�e�j. 10� 9,naturally leading to the question: why is

CP violation in Q CD so sm all? Thisisknown asthe \strong CP problem ".

The axion providesa very naturalsolution to the strong CP problem . Itwas realized that

the�-term could beabsorbed by m aking a rede�nition (an axialrotation)ofthequark �elds[2].

Ifthe quarkshave zero m assthe Lagrange density willbe unchanged exceptforthe rem ovalof

the �-term ,and theorieswith di�ering valuesof�e� allrepresentthe sam e physics. In essence,

the�-term can berotated away using theglobalU(1)axialsym m etry ofthem odel.However,if

the quarkshave non-zero m assthen thisrotation willintroduce com plex phasesinto the quark

m assm atrix and thetheory willstillbeCP-violating.

Pecceiand Q uinn [6]pointed outthatifa new globalaxialsym m etry,a Peccei-Q uinn (PQ )

sym m etry,is introduced then it could be used to rem ove the �-term instead. W hen this PQ
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sym m etry is dynam ically broken by the vacuum structure it willresult in a pseudo-Nam bu-

G oldstoneboson known astheaxion [7].Itisonly a \pseudo"-Nam bu-G oldstone boson because

the PQ sym m etry is not exact | it is explicitly broken by the triangle anom aly providing a

non-perturbativeaxion-gluon coupling.Thisaxion-gluon coupling hastwo e�ects.Firstly,itwill

providea non-zero axion m assdueto m ixing with thepion,which isapproxim ately given by

M a =
f�m �

4h�ai

s

4m um d

(m u + m d)
2
[1+ O (m u;d=m s)]� 0:6� 10� 3eV

�
1010G eV

fa

�

; (2)

where m u,m d and m s and the up,down and strange quark m assesrespectively,f� and m � are

the pion decay constantand the pion m ass,and �a isthe axion �eld.Secondly,the axion-gluon

coupling introducesan e�ective term into the Lagrange density ofthe sam e form asthe �-term ,

Eq.(1),so thatthe CP-violating term sbecom e

L� e� =

�

�e� �
�a

fa

�
�s

8�
F
�� a ~F a

��; (3)

where fa is the axion decay constant. However, the potential for �a is also a function of

(�e� � �a=fa) and so the axion �eld relaxes to a vacuum -expectation-value (VEV) given by

h�ai= fa�e�.The�-term iscanceled and thestrong CP problem issolved.

The experim entalbounds on the existence ofthe axion are already rather strict [8]. The

non-observation ofan axion in collider experim ents and rare decays (e.g.quarkonium decays)

rulesoutm odelswherethePQ scale(fa)isoftheorderoftheelectroweak scale.However,these

boundscan always be avoided by increasing the PQ scale [9,10],or equivalently reducing the

axion m ass,thereby reducing theaxion’scouplingsto known particles.

In orderto constrain this\invisible axion" one m ustconsiderastrophysicalconstraints[11].

Since a low m ass axion is expected to be em itted during star cooling,fa m ay be constrained

by insisting that the axion does not signi�cantly alter the observed stellar evolution. Stars in

globularclustersarethem ostsensitive to these e�ects[12-13].Additionally,theneutrino signal

from SN 1987A indicatesthatitiscooled m ainly by neutrino em ission ratherthan by em ission

ofan \invisible axion" [14]. Togetherthese observationsplace a lim itofroughly fa & 109 G eV

(translating via Eq.(2)to M a . 0:01 eV).

Intriguingly,atscales justabove thislim itthe axion isseen to be a good dark m attercan-

didate. Indeed,it was shown in Ref.[15]that in the standard therm alscenario,and m any in-

ationary m odels,the dark m atter axion’s PQ scale is predicted to be fa � 3� 1010 G eV. If

the PQ scale becom es too m uch larger the axion contribution to dark m atter m ay becom e too

great,thereby over-closing the universe and thusproviding an upperlim iton fa. However,this

upperbound isvery m odeldependent. W e willsee laterthatthe m ain resultsofthisletter do
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notdepend on the�nedetailsoftheaxion m asslim its,butonly thatthePQ scalebevery large.

In this letter,we willbriey describe the PQ sym m etric Next-to-M inim alSupersym m etric

Standard M odel(NM SSM ),which isthe m inim alsupersym m etricextension ofStandard M odel

thatcan provide an axion. W e willexam ine the Higgs boson m assspectrum ofthe m odeland

see thatthe lightestpseudoscalarHiggsboson isthe\invisible axion",and willsubsequently be

unobservableatcollidersfortheforeseeable future.However,wewillshow thatin orderto keep

them ass-squared ofthelightestscalarHiggsboson positive,onem ustconstrain theheavy Higgs

bosonsto liein a very speci�cm asswindow.W e willprovideone-loop expressionsforthism ass

window in a very good approxim ation.Therefore,thism odelprovidesa prediction fortheheavy

Higgsboson m asseswhich m ay becon�rm ed orruled outatthenextgeneration ofcolliders.

T he P Q Sym m etric N M SSM

O ne m odelthatprovidesan axion isthe PQ sym m etric NM SSM [15{18];thishasthe sam e

�eld contentasthe M inim alSupersym m etricStandard M odel(M SSM )exceptforthe inclusion

ofan extra Higgssingletsuper�eld Ŝ.Itssuperpotentialisgiven,in an obviousnotation,by

W = û
c
hu Q̂ Ĥ u � d̂

c
hd Q̂ Ĥ d � ê

c
heL̂Ĥ d + �Ŝ(Ĥ uĤ d): (4)

The usualHiggs{higgsino m assterm �Ĥ uĤ d seen in the M SSM hasbeen replaced by the term

�Ŝ(Ĥ uĤ d)coupling the new singletHiggs �eld, Ŝ,to the Higgs doublets,H d and H u,where �

isa dim ensionlessparam eter. The Higgs{higgsino m assterm willbe recovered when the scalar

com ponent,S,ofthe new singletsuper�eld gainsa VEV ofhSi= �=�.

In the M SSM ,the dim ensionfulparam eter,�,is constrained to be ofthe orderofthe elec-

troweak scale in order to give the correct pattern ofelectroweak sym m etry breaking,even al-

though ithasno a priorirelation to the electroweak scale. The question ofwhy two seem ingly

unrelated scalesshould bethesam e isknown asthe\�-problem " [21].Theoriginalform ulation

oftheNM SSM wasintended to answerthisquestion by dynam ically linkingthescale� to aVEV

ofa Higgs�eld,S,and thereby to the electroweak scale.

Thesuperpotential,Eq.(4),hasnodim ensionfulcouplingsand exhibitsa U(1)PQ sym m etry,

which willbecarried overintotheLagrangedensity.In theM SSM thisPQ sym m etry isexplicitly

broken bytheHiggs-higgsinom assterm �Ĥ uĤ d;in thePQ sym m etricNM SSM thePQ sym m etry

isonly dynam ically broken when S gainsa non-zero VEV,giving riseto a nearm asslesspseudo{

Nam bu{G oldstone boson | the axion1. Therefore the PQ sym m etric NM SSM is the m inim al

1
The axion is only a \pseudo"{Nam bu{G oldstone boson since the PQ sym m etry is explicitly broken by the

triangle anom aly,giving ita sm allm ass,Eq.(2).
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supersym m etric extension ofthe Standard M odelthat can provide an axion. In fact,it is a

supersym m etricversion ofthe DFSZ axion m odel[10].

Theaxion constraintsm entioned in theintroduction m ustalso beapplied hereand so m odels

with hSi ofthe order ofthe electroweak scale are ruled out. In the m ore usualform ulation of

the NM SSM thisisavoided by adding a term 1

3
�Ŝ3 to the superpotential;thisexplicitly breaks

the PQ sym m etry,giving the ‘axion’a m ass and avoiding the constraints. Here,in order to

preserve a near m assless axion,we insist that hSi & 109 G eV. Therefore,the PQ sym m etric

NM SSM no longerlinkshSito the electroweak scale and cannotbe considered asa solution to

the �-problem . Since � m ust rem ain oforder the electroweak scale,� = �=hSi m ust be very

sm alland the �-problem isre-expressed as: why is� so sm all? W e willnotattem ptto answer

thisquestion here.

Theaxion within thecontextoftheNM SSM hasalsobeen discussed in Ref.[19].In thatstudy,

the term 1

3
�Ŝ3 wasincluded in the superpotential,explicitly breaking the PQ sym m etry,butit

waspointed outthatin thelim itwherethesoftsupersym m etry breaking param etersassociated

with � and � vanish,the m odelwillcontain an additionalapproxim ate U (1)R sym m etry. This

sym m etry isdynam ically broken by the vacuum ,giving rise to an ‘R-axion’. Unfortunately the

m assofthisR-axion becom esratherlarge,forbidding itsusein solving the strong CP problem ,

butneverthelessthe m odelhasinteresting phenom enologicalconsequences.

Thesuperpotential,Eqn.(4),leadsto thetree{levelHiggspotential[17]:

V = VF + VD + Vsoft; (5)

with

VF = j�Sj
2(jH uj

2 + jH dj
2)+ j�H uH dj

2
; (6)

VD =
1

8
�g2(jH dj

2
� jH uj

2)2 +
1

2
g
2
jH

y
uH dj

2
; (7)

Vsoft = m
2

H u
jH uj

2 + m
2

H d
jH dj

2 + m
2

SjSj
2 + [�A �SH uH d + h.c.]; (8)

where �g =
p
g2 + g02 with g and g0being the gauge couplingsofSU (2)L and U (1)interactions

respectively,and wehaveadopted thenotation H uH d � ���(H u)
�(H d)

� = H +

u H
�

d
� H 0

uH
0

d
.The

�rsttwo term s,VF and VD ,aretheF and D term sderived from thesuperpotentialin theusual

way,whileVsoft containsthesoftsupersym m etry{breaking param etersA �,m H u
,m H d

and m S.

The vacuum ofthe m odelm ay be rendered neutralby a suitable application ofa SU (2)L �

U (1)Y gauge transform ation,and rendered realby exploiting the PQ sym m etry.Thevacuum is

then given by

hH di=
1
p
2

�
vd

0

�

; hH ui=
1
p
2

�
0

vu

�

; hSi=
1
p
2
vs; (9)
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with vs,vu,and vd realand positive. The requirem entforthisvacuum to be a localm inim um

providesthree relations,linking the three softm assparam etersto the three VEVsofthe Higgs

�elds:

m
2

H d
=

1

8
�g2(v2u � v

2

d)�
1

2
�
2
v
2

u +
1
p
2
A ��vs

vu

vd
�
1

2
�
2
v
2

s; (10)

m
2

H u
=

1

8
�g2(v2d � v

2

u)�
1

2
�
2
v
2

d +
1
p
2
A ��vs

vd

vu
�
1

2
�
2
v
2

s; (11)

m
2

S = �
1

2
�
2
v
2 +

1
p
2
�A �

vuvd

vs
; (12)

asusual,we have written v �

q

v2u + v2
d
.

The extra singlet �eldsm ix with the Higgs doublet�elds,increasing the rank ofthe scalar

and pseudoscalar m ass{squared m ixing m atrices by one each. After an initialrotation ofthe

Higgsdoublet�eldsby an angle �,de�ned asusualvia tan� � vu=vd and outlined in detailin

Ref.[20],the 2� 2 pseudoscalarm assm atrix isgiven by

M
2

A

 
1 1

2
sin2� cot�s

1

2
sin2� cot�s

1

4
sin22� cot2�s

!

: (13)

In analogy to tan�, we have also de�ned tan�s � vs=v; due to the requirem ent that

hSi& 109 G eV, tan�s willbe very large, and therefore cot�s very sm all. In the above, we

have de�ned the upper{left entry ofthe pseudoscalar m ass{squared m ixing m atrix to be M 2

A
.

Thisnew m assparam eterreplacesthesoftsupersym m etry{breaking param eterA � and becom es

them assoftheM SSM pseudoscalarHiggsboson astheM SSM lim itisapproached,i.e.cot�s ! 0

with � �xed. This treatm ent allows higher order loop corrections to be absorbed directly into

the de�nition ofM A .Including one-loop top/stop corrections,itisrelated to A � by

M
2

A =
2�

sin2�
A � �

3h2t

16�2
A tF (m

2

~t1
;m

2

~t2
) (14)

where ht =
p
2m t=(vsin�) is the top-quark Yukawa coupling and At is its associated soft

supersym m etry-breaking m assparam eter.Thefunction F isgiven by

F (m 2

~t1
;m

2

~t2
)=

1

m 2

~t1
� m 2

~t2

h

m
2

~t1
log

�

m
2

~t1
=Q

2

�

� m
2

~t2
log

�

m
2

~t2
=Q

2

�i

� 1 (15)

and m t,m ~t1
,m ~t2

arethe top and stop m asses,with Q therenorm alization scale.

Thispseudoscalarm ass-squared m atrix iseasily diagonalized,revealing two m asseigenstates,

which willbe denoted A 1 and A 2 with the labelassigned in orderofincreasing m ass. The �rst
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ofthese,A 1,isthem asslessNam bu{G oldstoneboson associated with thedynam icalbreaking of

thePQ sym m etry | theaxion.ThePQ sym m etry ensuresthatitwillbem asslesseven afterthe

inclusion ofloop corrections;itonly gainsa very sm allm assvia non-perturbative m ixing with

the pion,asdescribed earlier.Theheavierm asseigenstate,A 2,hasm ass

M
2

A 2
= M

2

A (1+
1

4
sin22� cot2�s): (16)

Sincecot�s . 10� 7 G eV theheavy pseudoscalarHiggsboson reproducesthem assoftheM SSM

pseudoscalarwith a deviation lessthan onepartin 1014.

Sim ilarly,the sym m etric 3� 3 scalarHiggsm ass-squared m atrix is

M
2 = M

2

0
+ �; (17)

wheretheentriesofthe tree-levelcontribution,M 2

0
,can bewritten as

[M 2

0
]
11

= M
2

A + (M 2

Z � �
2cot2�s)sin

22� (18)

[M 2

0
]
12

= �
1

2
(M 2

Z � �
2cot2�s)sin4� (19)

[M 2

0
]
13

= �
1

4
M

2

A sin4� cot�s (20)

[M 2

0
]
22

= M
2

Z cos
22� + �

2cot2�ssin
22� (21)

[M 2

0
]
23

=
1

2
(4�2 � M

2

A sin
22�)cot�s (22)

[M 2

0
]
33

=
1

4
M

2

A sin
22� cot2�s (23)

� denoteshigherordercorrectionsto the scalarHiggsm assm atrix [22,23].Including one-loop

top/stop correctionsthese aregiven by [23]

� 11 =
3h2t

8�2
m

2

t

"

s
2

� log

"
m 2

~t1
m 2

~t2

m 4

t

#

� 8
a4

s2
�

K 1(m
2

~t1
;m

2

~t2
)+ 8a2K 2(m

2

~t1
;m

2

~t2
)

#

; (24)

� 12 =
3h2t

8�2
m

2

t

"

s�c� log

"
m 2

~t1
m 2

~t2

m 4

t

#

� 8
a3b

s2
�

K 1(m
2

~t1
;m

2

~t2
)+ 4

a

s�
(ac� + bs�)K 2(m

2

~t1
;m

2

~t2
)

#

;(25)

� 13 =
3h2t

16�2

"

�
p
2�s�c�F (m

2

~t1
;m

2

~t2
)+ 8m 2

ta
2
b
c�

s2
�

K 1(m
2

~t1
;m

2

~t2
)

� 4m 2

ta
c2
�

s�
K 2(m

2

~t1
;m

2

~t2
)

#
p
2�cot�s; (26)

� 22 =
3h2t

8�2
m

2

t

"

c
2

� log

"
m 2

~t1
m 2

~t2

m 4

t

#

� 8a2b2
1

s2
�

K 1(m
2

~t1
;m

2

~t2
)+ 8ab

c�

s�
K 2(m

2

~t1
;m

2

~t2
)

#

; (27)
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� 23 =
3h2t

16�2

"
p
2�c2�F (m

2

~t1
;m

2

~t2
)+ 8m 2

ta
3
c�

s2
�

K 1(m
2

~t1
;m

2

~t2
)

� 4m 2

tac�K 2(m
2

~t1
;m

2

~t2
)

ip
2�cot�s; (28)

� 33 = �
3h2t

2�2
m

2

t�
2
a
2
c
2

� cot
2
�sK 1(m

2

~t1
;m

2

~t2
); (29)

wheres� � sin�,c� � cos�,a = (� �c�+ A ts�)=
p
2,and b= (�s�+ A tc�)=

p
2,and thefunctions

K 1 and K 2 are

K 1(m
2

~t1
;m

2

~t2
) � K (m 2

~t1
;m

2

~t2
)=(m 2

~t1
� m

2

~t2
)2; (30)

K 2(m
2

~t1
;m

2

~t2
) � (K (m 2

~t1
;m

2

~t2
)+ 1)=(m 2

~t1
+ m

2

~t2
); (31)

with

K (m 2

~t1
;m

2

~t2
)� F (m 2

~t1
;m

2

~t2
)�

1

2
log

"
m 2

~t1
m 2

~t2

m 4

t

#

: (32)

Closed form expressions for the scalar Higgs boson m ass eigenvalues can be obtained by diag-

onalizing M 2. However,these results are rather lengthy and unillum inating,and willnot be

reproduced here.

Fortunately, these exact expressions are not needed due to the very sm all size of

cot�s � O (10� 7).Notice thatthem ass-squared m atrix takestheform

M
2 =

0

B
B
@

A 11 A 12 C1cot�s

A 12 A 22 C2cot�s

C1cot�s C2cot�s B cot2�s

1

C
C
A : (33)

Thisistruenotonly attree-levelbutalso when higherordersareincluded.W em ay reducethis

m atrix to block diagonalform by applying a unitary transform ation de�ned by the3� 3 m atrix

V
y =

 
11� 1

2
cot2�s��

y � cot�s�

cot�s�
y 1� 1

2
cot2�s�

y�

!

+ O (cot4�s); (34)

with

�= (C 1A 22 � C2A 12;� C1A 12 + C2A 11)=detA: (35)

Applying thistransform ation givesthesim ple form

V M
2
V
y =

0

B
B
@

A 11 + C1�1cot
2�s A 12 +

1

2
(C1�2 + C2�1)cot

2�s 0

A 12 +
1

2
(C1�2 + C2�1)cot

2�s A 22 + C2�2cot
2�s 0

0 0 (B � C2�2 � C1�1)cot
2�s

1

C
C
A (36)

+ O (cot3�s):
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The upper-left block consists ofthe usualM SSM scalar Higgs boson m ass-squared m atrix

(to any desired num berofloops)pluscorrectionsofordercot2�s. Consequently,the two heav-

ier states,H 2 and H 3,are rather uninteresting;the M SSM scalar Higgs m asses,like a heavy

pseudoscalar,willbe recovered with corrections ofonly one part in 1014,which is neither ex-

perim entally observable,northeoretically reliable since unincluded higherordercorrectionswill

presentm uch largerdeviations.Thiswasto be expected since ourNM SSM param eterchoice is

approaching theM SSM lim it.

A prediction for M A

ThelightestHiggsboson,whosem ass-squared isgiven by thelower-rightentry,isratherm ore

interesting. Its m ass is suppressed by cot�s,m aking it e�ectively m assless at current collider

energies,butitscouplingsto known particles,which m ainly arisefrom them ixing with theother

scalar Higgs bosons2,willalso be tiny. Subsequently,thisstate would be unobservable athigh

energy colliders for the foreseeable future,and the low energy phenom enology would appear

indistinguishablefrom theM SSM .

However,the expression for the lightest scalar m ass shows interesting structure. Inserting

the tree-levelvaluesinto thelower-rightentry ofEq.(36)givesthetree levelm ass-squared

M
2

H 1
= �

2tan22� cot2�s(� (x
2 + y

2)(x2 � 1)2 + y
2cos22�)=(xy)2 (37)

wherex � M A sin2�=(2�)and y � M Z sin2�=(2�).

Thism ass-squared m ustbe positive in orderto have a physically acceptable theory. Ifitis

negative,theHiggspotentialwillbeunbounded from below and thevacuum unstable.However,

only thelastterm in thebracketsofEq.(37)ispositive;M 2

H 1
willbecom enegative forboth high

and low valuesofM A ,and a stablevacuum willbeachieved only fora sm allrangearound x � 1.

Thisisalso truewhen loop correctionsare included,asshown in Fig.(1,left).

Todem onstratethisweexam ined 106 di�erentscenarios,with M A and tan� chosen random ly

between 0 to 6 TeV and 3 to 30 respectively. we calculated the one-loop m ass spectrum and,

forevery scenario with a stablevacuum ,plotted a singlepointon theM A {tan� planeofFig.(1,

right).W ediscarded scenarioswith unstablevacua.Itisim m ediately evidentthatthephysically

acceptable scenariosalllie within a sm allband around M A � 2�=sin2� � �tan�.

ThereforethePQ sym m etricNM SSM with a large expectation value ofthe new singlet�eld

m akesa prediction forthem assesoftheheavy Higgsbosons.Thisprediction ispotentially falsi�-

able,orveri�able,atthenextgeneration ofcolliders.Furtherm ore,aslong ascot�s issm all,the

2
The Lagrangian ofthe m odelalso contains new direct couplings ofthe new singlet state to known particles

butthese are also suppressed by atleastone orderofcot�s.
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Figure 1:Left:The dependence ofthe lightestscalar Higgsm ass (norm alized by tan�s)on M A ,

for tan� = 10 and � = 200 G eV . Beyond the points where the curve m eets the axis the m ass-

squared becom es negative and the vacuum unstable. Right: The distribution ofscenarios with

physically acceptable vacua,with M A chosen random ly between 0 and 6 TeV and tan� chosen

random ly between 3 and 30. The vacuum structure constrains the value ofM A to lie close to

approxim ately �tan�.The blow-up allows individualscenario points to be seen.

positivity ornegativity ofM 2

H 1
isindependentofcot�s,and consequently the prediction ofthe

heavy Higgsboson m assesisalso independentofthevalueofcot�s.Therefore,ifafterm easuring

� and tan� ata futurecollider,the heavy pseudoscalarm assisnotfound to lie close to �tan�

then this m odelis ruled out for alllarge values ofthe singletexpectation value. Alternatively,

ifthe m assprediction were found to hold,itwould provide very tantalizing,albeitindirect,ev-

idence forthe PQ sym m etric NM SSM as a solution to the strong CP problem and for the PQ

axion asa source ofdark m atter.

In orderto com pare the values of� and tan� with M A atthe nextgeneration ofcolliders,

the vacuum stability boundsm ust be m ade m ore precise. Since M 2

H 1
= 0 with M 2

H 1
given by

Eq.(37)isonly a cubic in x2,itcan be solved to give closed form analyticalexpressionsforthe

tree-levelboundary.Throwing the third non-physicalsolution away,we �nd

x
2

m ax=m in
= 1�

1

3
(1+ y

2)(1� cos �
p
3sin)+ � � ; (38)

where

 =
1

3
tan� 1

 

�

p
4(1+ y2)6 � (2(1+ y2)3 � 27y2cos22�)2

2(1+ y2)3 � 27y2cos22�

!

; (39)

and � � representsthe higherordercorrections.
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Since the one-loop top/stop contributions to � � , Eqs.(24-29), are independent of M A ,

M 2

H 1
= 0 rem ainscubicin M 2

A
when thesecorrectionsareincluded and wecan still�nd a closed

form solution forthelim its.However,theseexpressionsarelongand com plicated,and onceagain

such com plexity is not needed here. Instead we expand the one-loop corrections as a series in

the sm allparam etery and discard term sofO (y3).Thisgives

� � =
1

64�2

 

�
8

y

s2
2�

c2�
� 22 + [32� 23 + 8s2

2�� 22 � 16s2�c2�� 12]

� y
1

s2
2�
c2�

�
8s2

2�c
4

2�� 11 � 8s3
2�(1+ s

2

2�)c2�� 12 + s
4

2�(3+ s
2

2�)� 22

� 32s2�c
3

2�� 13 + 16s2
2�c

2

2�� 23 + 32c2
2�� 33

�

+ 16y2
�
s
2

2�c
2

2�� 11 + s
3

2�c2�� 12 � 2s2�c2�� 13

�
!

+ O (y3); (40)

where� ij are given by Eqs.(24{29).

Thisapproxim ation israthergood.The non-observation ofsupersym m etry to date requires

thattan� & 3 and � & 80 G eV,giving y . 0:34. The discarded term swilltherefore alter the

one-loop correctionsby atm osta few percent.Form oretypicalM SSM param eterchoices,y will

beeven sm aller;e.g.fortheSnowm assreferencepointSPS 1a [24],tan� = 10 and � � 350 G eV,

giving y � 0:026

A large tan� expansion ofthe tree-levelresultgivesa very approxim ate,butratheruseful,

\rule ofthum b":

M A � �tan� � M Z : (41)

The coupling ofthe lightest scalar Higgs boson to electrons m ay also be restricted by as-

trophysicaldata,allowing m ore stringent lim its to be placed on the PQ scale. Justas for the

axion,H 1 willbeproduced during thecooling ofglobular{clusterstarsifitsm assisbelow about

10 keV.The m axim um value ofthe H 1 m assseen in Fig.(1,left)isrealized3 atx � 1;inserting

thisinto Eq.(37)gives

M
m ax

H 1
� �sin2� cot�s; (42)

so thelim itsfrom starcooling cannotbeavoided ifhSi& 2�sin2� � 107 & 1010 G eV,wherefor

the lastinequality wehave m adethe reasonable assum ption that� . 1 TeV and tan� > 3.

3
M ore accurately,m aking a seriesexpansion in the sm allparam etery,the m axim um (tree-level)value ofM H 1

isfound atx = 1+ 1

2
y
2 cos2 2� + O (y4).
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Abovethisscaleonem ustrespectthelim itson thecouplingofthelightestscalarHiggsboson

to electrons[13],

gH 1e . 1:3� 10� 14: (43)

In the NM SSM itis easy to see thatgH 1e � m e=hSiand so thistranslates into a lower bound

on thePQ scale.Com bining thiswith therequirem entthattheH 1 m assbelessthan 10 keV for

thislowerbound to apply,excludesthevalues

2�sin2� � 107 . hSi. 4� 1010G eV: (44)

Allowingthem axim um and m inim um valuesof� and tan� respectively,only arathersm allrange

ofhSi 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 with thatdisallowed

by em ission ofthe axion from globular{clusterstars,i.e.hSi& 109 G eV.

Finally,since the m odelissupersym m etric,the extra neutralsingletsuper�eld also contains

a higgsino,which willbem anifestasan extra neutralino | thelightestsupersym m etricparticle

(LSP)ofthe m odel.O nce again,the large value ofthe PQ scale leadsto ithaving a very sm all

m assand being alm osttotally decoupled from theotherparticles.To a good approxim ation,its

m assisgiven by M LSP � �cot2�s,which,for� � 103 G eV and hSi� 1011 G eV translatesto4

M LSP � 3� 10� 6 eV.In contrastto thescalarand pseudoscalarHiggsbosons,R-parity conserva-

tion preventsthe LSP being em itted during starcooling,so itprovidesno furtherastrophysical

lim its.

Sum m ary & C onclusions

In this letter, we have discussed the Next-to-M inim al Supersym m etric Standard M odel

(NM SSM ) with an explicit Peccei-Q uinn (PQ ) sym m etry. This m odelis the m inim alsuper-

sym m etric extension ofthe Standard M odelthatcan provide an axion.Thisaxion isa pseudo{

Nam bu{G oldstone boson associated with the dynam icalbreaking ofthe PQ sym m etry,and is

m anifestin thism odelasthelightestpseudoscalarHiggsboson;itcan beused to solvethestrong

CP problem ofQ CD and is a dark m atter candidate. The stellar evolution ofglobular cluster

stars and the neutrino signalfrom SN 1987A provide a lower bound on the PQ breaking scale

& 109 G eV.

W e have shown that in this lim it sim ple expressions for the NM SSM Higgs boson m asses

can be obtained. The heavy and interm ediate m ass Higgs bosons have m asses and couplings

4Itisintriguing to note thatthism assliesnottoo farfrom the expected neutrino m assscale.
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indistinguishable from those ofthe corresponding M SSM .The lightest scalar and pseudoscalar

(the axion)decouple from theotherparticlesand willbeinvisible to futurecollidersearches.

However,we have dem onstrated thatin orderthatthe theory have a stable vacuum ,i.e.in

this case that the lightest scalar m ass-squared be positive,the heavy m ass scale M A m ust lie

within approxim ately �tan� � M Z .W e have presented analytic expressionsforthese lim itson

M A to one-loop top/stop accuracy.

If,at a future collider,M A were found to be outside this range,then the PQ sym m etric

NM SSM would be ruled outfor allvalues ofthe PQ scale. Thisisnotan unreasonable event;

therestriction on M A isunlikely tooccurby chancewithoutsom eotherorganizing principle.For

exam ple,alloftheSnowm assM SSM referencepoints[24],which areconsidered a representative

sam ple of M SSM scenarios, failthis criterion. It is im portant to stress that only the axion

associated with this particular m odelwould be ruled out;an axion could stillbe present via

som eotherm echanism ,and axion search experim ents,such asCAST [25],theU.S.Axion Search

(Liverm ore)[26]and theK yoto search experim entCARRACK [27]would stillbevery im portant.

O n the otherhand,ifthe heavy Higgsboson m assscale were seen to obey the bound given

by Eq.(38)we would have very exciting circum stantialevidence forthe existence ofan NM SSM

axion.Then therole oftheaxion search experim entswould becom e even m orecrucial.
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