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A bstract

Heavy neutral H iggs boson production and decay into neutralino and chargiho pairs
is studied at the Large Hadron Collider In the context of the m inin al supersym m etric
standard m odel. H iggs boson decays into the heavier neutralino and chargino states,
ie.,H %A% egeg;egeg;egeg;egeg;egeg aswellasH %;A0 ! e e, ;ez e, (all lead-
ing to fourdepton plusm issing transverse energy nal states), is found to in prove the
possibilities of discovering such H iggs states beyond those previously identi ed by con-
sdering H %;A0 1 eg eg decays only. In particular, H %;A° bosons w ith quite heavy
m asses, approaching 800G &V in the socalled ‘decoupling region’ where no clear SM

signatures for the heavierM SSM H iggsbosons are know n to exist, can now be discemed,
for suitable but not particularly restrictive con gurations of the low energy supersym —
m etric param eters. Thehigh M » discovery reach fortheH © and A% m ay thus be greatly
extended . Full eventgenerator level sin ulations, including realistic detector e ects and
analyses of all signi cant backgrounds, are perform ed to delineate the potentialH ;A °
discovery regions. T he wedgebox plot technique is also utilized to further analyze the 4/
plusm issing transverse energy signaland background events. T his study m arks the rst
thorough and reasonably com plete analysis of this in portant classofM SSM H iggs boson
signature m odes. In fact, this is the rst tin e discovery regions including all possible
neutralino and chargino decay m odes of the H iggs bosons have ever been m apped out.
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1 Introduction

Am ong the m ost Investigated extensions of the standard m odel (SM ) are those Incorporating
supersymm etry (SUSY ), and am ong these the one w ith the fewest allowable num ber of new
particles and interactions, them inin alsupersym m etric standard m odel (M SSM ), hascertainly
received considerable attention. Yet, when progpective signals at the Large H adron C ollider
(LHC ) of the new particle states within the M SSM are considered, there is stillm uch that
needs clari cation. Nothing underscores this m ore than the M SSM electtoweak symm etry
breaking (EW SB) H iggs sector. Included therein is a quintet of H iggs bosons left from the
two SU (2), Higgs doublkets after EW SB (see [1, 2] for m ore details): a charged pair, H ,
the neutral C P -odd A% and the neutralCP -even h’ and H® (with M, < My ). The entire
H iggs sector (ie.,m asses and couplings to ordinary m atter) can be described at treelevel by
only two independent param eters: them ass of one of the wve H iggs states (eg.,M » ) and the
ratio of the vacuum expectation values of the two H iggs doublets (denoted by tan ). These
m ust be augm ented to include signi cant radiative corrections which m ost notably raise the
upper lin it on the m ass of the light H iggs boson from M 4 M, at treedevel to < 140G &V
(150G &V ) w ith inclusion of corrections up to two loops and assum ing a stop-sector scale of
Mgysy = 1TeV 2TeV)and m. = (1780 43)G &V according to [3], or<135G &V with
me= (1726 14)G eV by [4] (stop m ass range not speci ed). Thisde nite upper bound w ill
allow experin entalists to de nitively rule out such a m inin al SUSY scenario at the LHC if
such a Iight H iggs state is not observed. T hus, the possible production and decay m odes of
the h® state have understandably been investigated in quite som e detail [2]. Tn contrast, the
possibilities for the other heavier neutral M SSM H iggs bosons have not been so thoroughly
exam ined. Yet it is crucial that the avenues for discovery of these other M SSM H iggs bosons
be well understood since, even if a candidate for h' discovery is experim entally identi ed, it
m ay be indistinguishable from a SM H iggsboson (this corresponds to the socalled ‘decoupling
region’,with M 4 ;M » 200G &V and for interm ediate to large valuesof tan  [2, 5]). Then
the additional denti cation of heavier H iggs bosons m ay well be required to establish that
there is In fact an extended H iggs sector beyond the single doublet predicted by the SM .
Finding signatures for these heavier M SSM H iggs bosons has proved to be challenging.
U nlike the lone H ggsboson ofthe SM of sin ilarm ass, couplings of these M SSM H iggs bosons
to SM gauge bosons are either absent at tree level (for A %) or strongly suppressed overm uch of
the allowed param eter space (orH %). Thus, denti cation of A ° and H ° via their decays into
known SM particles relies chie y on decays of said H iggs bosons Into the heaviest ferm ions
available, nam ely, tau leptons and bottom quarks'. Identi cation of hadronic decays/ -t
show ers of these third generation ferm ionsm ay be problem atic in the Q CD <ich environm ent
of the LHC?, so that it is very questionable that the entire param eter space can be coversd
w ith jast SM —like signatures. Fortunately, in theM SSM there isan altemative: decays of these
H iggs bosons into sparticles, in particular the charginos and neutralinos’ form ed from the EW
gauginos and H iggsinos. H iggs boson couplings to certain {ino statesm ay be substantial, and
these heavy sparticlesm ay them selvesdecay | except for € which isassum ed to be the stable

'H 9;A° top quark couplings are suppressed relative to a SM H iggs boson of the sam e m ass.

°In addition, tfree events from H iggs boson decays to tau—lepton pairs where both tau-leptons in tum
decay leptonically also com e w ith considerable background-separation challenges [6].

3In the rem ainder, charginos and neutralinos collectively w ill be abbreviated by ‘{inos’.



Tightest supersym m etric particle (LSP) | in readily-denti able ways (such as into leptons)
to provide a clean experim ental signature.

A num ber of previous articles [7,8,9,10,11]aswell as at least one Ph D . thesis [12] have
focused on the signal potential of the decays of the heavier neutralM SSM H iggs bosons into
neutralinos and charginos:

HO%A 1 ele jele] (@sb= 1;2; ;3= 1;2;3;4): (1)

Therein only subsequent {ino decays Into leptons (which will be taken to mean electrons
and/ormuons, ‘ = e; ) were considered, as this is preferable from the standpoint of LHC
detection. Since relatively Iight sleptons can greatly enhance [13, 20, 21 ] the branching ratios
(BR s) for such decays, the properties of the skpton sector of the M SSM also need to be
speci ed. A 1l of the previous works concentrated aln ost? exclusively on the decaysH °;A° !
eJe). In addition, the subsequent neutralino decays e ! ef“" * were typically presum ed to
proceed via threebody decays w ith an o -m ass-shell interm ediate Z ° or slepton, neglecting
the possibility of the interm ediate Z ° or skpton being on-m assshell ([22] and [23] delve in
considerable depth Into the distinctions between these cases).

In this work®, all the decays in (1) are incorporated. In fact, as the presum ed m ass of
a Higgs boson grow s, m ore such decay m odes w ill becom e accessible. T herefore, if decay
channels to the heavier —-nos are signi cant, they m ay provide signatures for heavier neutral
H iggs bosons (with m asses well into the aforem entioned decoupling region). W hen heavier
{ino states are included, it also becom es easier to construct m odel spectra w ith slepton m asses
Iying below those of the heavier {inos. Thus, in this work, interm ediate sleptons are allow ed
to be both on-and o -m ass<hell (sam e or the Z °' )°. M ore background channels are also
em ulated than in previous studies. T he H iggs boson production m odes considered herein are
gg! HYA°% (guon-fusion)and gg ! H °;A° (quark-fiision). (T he second m ode is dom inated
by the case g= b.)

This work is organized as follows. The next section provides an overview of the M SSM
param eter space through calculation of nclusive rates for the relevant production and de-
cay processes contrbuting to the signal. Sect. 3 then specializes these results to the m ore
restrictive m iInim al supergravity (m SUGRA ) scenario for SUSY breaking. Sect. 4 gives the
num erical results for the signal and background processes based upon M onte Carlo (M C ) sim —
ulations of parton shower (PS) and hadronization as well as detector e ects. This includes
m apping out discovery regions for the LHC . T he recently-ntroduced “wedgebox’ m ethod of
[27], which is ram iniscent of the tin ehonored D alitz plot technigue, is utilized in Sect. 5 to
extract Inform ation about the {ino m ass spectra and the {ino couplings to the H iggs bosons.
F inally, the last section presents conclusions which can be drawn from this study.

“Thedecays H ;A% | e] e, ;ele) were also studied in [7] but found to be unproductive due to large
backgrounds to the resulting didepton signals.

A prelin inary account of this analysis is given in R ef. [24].

6Sin ilar studies for charged H iggs boson decays into a neutralino and a chargino, w here the charged H iggs
boson is produced in association w ith a t or t quark are done in [13, 20] (see also Refs. [25, 26]).



2 M SSM param eter space

A snoted above,M 5 and tan m ay be chosen as theM SSM inputs characterizing the M SSM

H iggs bosons’ decays into SM particles’ . But when H iggs boson decays to {inos are included,
new M SSM inputs specifying the {ino sector also becom e crucial. To dentify the latter, the
already m entioned H iggs/H iggsino m ixing mass, , and the SUSY -breaking SU (2); gaugio
mass, M ,, In addition to tan , are required. The SUSY breaking U (1), gaughomass, M 1,
is assum ed to be determ ined from M , via gaugino uni cation (ie.,M | = gtan2 wMz). This
will x the treedevel {ino m asses (to which the radiative corrections are quite m odest) along
w ith their couplings to the H iggs bosons.

Inputs (assum ed to be avordiagonal) from the slepton sector are the left and right soft
slepton m asses for each of the three generations (selectrons, anuons, and staus) and the
trilinear A “+tem s’ which com e attached to Yukawa factors and thus only A has a potential
Impact. A priori, all six left and right m ass lnputs (and A ) are independent. However, In
m ostm odels currently advocated,onehasmg " m, andm, ' m. .Herein these equalities
are assum ed to hold.

2.1 Experim ental lim its

Tom axin ize Jeptonic {ino BR enhancem ent, sleptons should bem ade as Iight aspossible. But
direct searches at LEP [28, 29] place signi cant lin its on slepton masses: m o 90Gev,
me, 910G eV ,mg 850G &V (these assum e that the skepton isnot nearly-degenerate w ith
theLSP)andm . 437G eV (from studiesatthe z° pole). Furthem ore, the sneutrinom asses
are closely tied to the left soft m ass inputs, and, to avoid extra controversial assum ptions, only
regions of the M SSM param eter space w here the LSP is the lightest neutralino rather than a

sneutrino w illbe considered® . To optin ize the {ino leptonic BR sw ithout running afulof the

LEP I its, it is best’ to setmeR = Mg . If all three generations have the sam e soft inputs
(with A = A.= 0), then the slepton sector is e ectively reduced to one optin al nput value
(de ned asm ¢ . Me ). However, since {ino decays into tau-leptons are generally not

anyw here near as bene cial as those into electrons orm uons, it would be even better if the
stau inputs were signi cantly above those of the rst two generations. This would enhance
the {inos’BR s into electrons and m uons. In the generalM SSM , one is of course free to choose
the Inputs as such. Doing so would also weaken restrictions from LEP, especially for high
valuesoftan .Fig.1 in [20] show s values for this optin al slepton m ass over the M ,{ plane

"Several other M SSM inputs also enter into the radiatiely-corrected M SSM H iggs boson m asses and
couplings of the M SSM H iggs bosons to SM particles, nam ely, Inputs from the stop sector | the soft SUSY -
breaking stop trilinear coupling A+ plus the stop masses | and the H iggs/H iggsino m ixing mass . In the
present work the stop m assesareassum ed to beheavy ( 1TeV )whereasA: is xed to zero. The param eter
is not crucial for the SM decay m odes; how ever, it w ill becom e so when decays to {inos are considered.

8Further, ifa sneutrino were the LSP and thus presum ably them ain constituent ofgalactic dark m atter, its
strong couplings to SM EW gauge bosonswould lead to event rates probably inconsistent w ith those observed
by SuperK am iokande. In contrast, the coupling ofan {ino to SM EW gauge bosons can be tuned to obtain
rates consistent w ith current experin ental I its.

*Unless this leadstom _ < m @ <Mg in which case e} decays to charged Jeptons w ill be suppressed w ith

respect to eg decays to neutrinos, to avoid which having m e < m e is preferred .



relevant to the {ino sector fortan = 10;20. Setting the soft stau m ass inputs 100G &V above
those of the other soft slepton m asses, as w ill often be done herein, com plies w ith current
experim ental constraints and m oderately enhances the signal rates [24].

2.2 The signal inclusive cross sections

Figs.1,2and 3 show the LHC rates (in o) for (pp! H®) BR@H?! 4°N)+ (pp! A?)

BR@®’ ! 4‘N ), where N is any number (incliding zero) of invisble neutral particles
(In the M SSM these are either neutrinos or e(lJ LSPs) obtained for tan = 5, 10, and 20,
respectively’®. (Hereafter this sum of processes will be abbreviated by (pp ! H%;A°)
BR®H%A®! 4“N).) Each guregives separate scansofthe vs.M , planem ost relevant to
the {ino sector for (from top to bottom ) M 5, = 400,500, and 600G &V | covering the range
of H Iggs boson m asses of greatest interest [24]. This is in the region of the M SSM param eter
space w here cbservation of h® alonem ay be insu cient to distinguish theM SSM H iggs sector
from the SM case (ie., the decoupling region). T he darkened zones seen around the lower,
Inner comer of each plot are the regions excluded by the experin ental results from LEP.

F irst obsarve that these raw ’ or “inclusive’ (i.e., before applying selection cuts to the basic
eventype) rates may be su ciently large. For an integrated Jum inosity of 100 fo L, the
peak raw event num ber is around 4000(1700) events forM , = 400(600) G&V and tan = 20,
frrespective of the sign of . A Iso observe that Iow valuesof j jand M , yield the highest signal
rates, though signi cant event num bers are also found when one but not the other of these
param eters is increased (especially j J; rates do all rapidly when M , increases m uch beyond
500G &V ). These numbers are substantial (especially at high tan ) and, if experim ental
e clencies are good, they m ay facilitate a m uch m ore accurate determm ination of som e m asses
or at leastm assdi erences in the -ino spectrum aswellas the H iggs-ino m assdi erences than
those achieved in previous studies based solely on H ;A% | &) el decays.

N ote the color coding of the three gures depicting what percentage of the signal events
are com ing from H iggs boson decays to eJeJ: > 90% in the red zones, from 90% down to 50%
n the yellow zones, from 50% to 10% in the blue zones, and < 10% in uncolored regions. If

the events are not com ing from eg eg , then they are aln ost always from H iggs boson decays

incliding heavier neutralinos, ie., H %;A°% 1 efel;edel;eled;efel;elel (possbly also with
contrioutions from H °;AY | e, e, ;e} e, which are also taken into account here). A 1so note
that them ain source of events at the optim al location in the {ino param eter space shifts from

eJ el to heavier {ino pairsasM , grows from 400 to 600G &V . Trrespective of the heavier H iggs

boson m asses, H iggs boson decays to eg eg are the dom inant source of signal events in regions

OThese gures are generated using private codes; how ever, these have been crosschecked against those of
the ISASUSY package of ISAJET [30] and the two are generally consistent, exceptions being a few coding
errors In ISASUSY and the latter’s inclusion of som e m id radiative corrections for the skpton and {ino
m asses w hich are not Incorporated into the codes used here. T hese caveats are notew orthy since results from
the output of the ISASUSY code will be used as input for the sin ulation work that follows. These an all
distinctions m ay cause a shift in the param eter space locations of particularly-abrupt changes in the rates
due to encountered thresholds, though the gross features found in this section and in the ISA SUSY -based
sim ulation studies are In very good agreem ent. Finally, note that higher-order corrections to the H iggs boson
{Ino {ino couplings are ncorporated into neither ISA SU SY nor the private code. A recent study[31] indicates
that these generally enhance the partialdecay w idths by O 10% ; enhancem ent to BR sm ay be even m ore. T his
would m ake rates reported in this work on the conservative low side.
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with low M , values and m oderate to high values of j . But for low to m oderate M , values
and low values of j j, the dom inant source of signal events shifts to the previously-neglected
decays into the heavier {inos. T hus, inclusion of these neglected m odes opens up an entirely
new sector of theM SSM param eter space for exploration. Furthem ore, the param eter space
Jocations w ith the m axinum num ber of signal events also shifts to these new sectors as the
m asses of the H iggs bosons rise. T herefore, the regions in M SSM  param eter space wherein

ep! H%AY)  BR®ME%A?! 4N ) processes can be utilized in the search for the heavier
M SSM H iggs bosons will certainly expand substantially with inclusion of these additional
decay channels.

T he rates illustrated in Figs. 1{3 incorporate indirect decay m odes. T hat is, if the H iggs
boson decays into a pair of neutralinos, and then one or both of these rim ary’ neutralinos
decay into other neutralinos (or other sparticles or the light H iggs boson or both on— and
o -mass<hell SM gauge bosons) which in tum give rise to leptons (with no additional colored
daughter particls), then the contribution from such a decay chain is taken into account. T his
rem ains true no m atter how m any decays there are in the chain between the prim ary {ino and
the 4N nal state, the only restrictions being that each decay in the chain must be a tree-
Jleveldecay w ith at m ost one virtual interm ediate state (so 1 to 3 decay processes are included
but not 1 to 4 decays, etc.). (A s already Intim ated, the intermm ediate state is expected to be
an on—-or o -m assshell SM gauge boson or skpton, charged or neutral.) The decay m odes
om itted due to these restrictions are never expected to be signi cant. Thus, e ectively all
tree—level decay chains allowable w ithin the M SSM have been taken into account. Potential
contributions from literally thousands of possible decay chains are evaluated and added to the
results.

Inspection of Figs. 1{3 supports selection of the follow Ing representative points in the
M SSM param eter space to be em ployed repeatedly in thiswork. These are:

Point1.M, = 500G6&V,tan = 20,M;= 90G&V,M,= 180Ge&vV, = 500G ev,
Mg =My = 250GeV,mg=mg= 1000GeV.

Point 2.M, = 600G&V tan = 35,M;= 100G&evV M, = 200Gev = 200G ev,
Mg = lBOGeV,mesoft= 25OGeV,m@= 8OOGeV,m@= 1000G ev.

(A 1o recall thatm ¢ . Mg = Mg and A = A. = 0.) Point 1 represents a case where
soft

m ost of the signal events result from H %;A° | eJe) decays™ ,whereasPoint 2 isa case where
decays including heavier -inosm ake the dom inant contribution. Here tan hasbeen set fairly
high to enhance rates, as F igs. 1{3 suggest.

In Fig. 4, the param eter values of Point 1 (left plot) and Point 2 (right plot) are adopted,
save that the param eters M , and tan are allowed to vary, generating plots in the M 5 vs.
tan plane. Color shading on the Jeft-side plt clearly shows that the eJe) decay m odes
totally dom inate in the production of 4/ signal events for this choice of M ,, —no inputs out
toMa /7 700G &V . Sim ilarly, the right-—side plot show s that for the {ino inputs of Point 2 the

1T his choice of param eters, incluiding the degenerate soft selectron, sm uon and stau inputs, also corresponds
to one of the choices adopted In [91.
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Figure 4: (pp ! H%A?)  BREY%A? ! 4N) (h o), where * = e or and N
represents invisible nal state particles for Point 1 (left side): M ; = 90G&V ,M , = 180G &V,

= 500G eV, mg L= Mg = 250Ge\/‘,m@= mg = 1000G €V ; and Point 2 (right side):

M,; = 100Gev,M, = 200GeV, = 200G eV, mg i L 150=250GeV,m@=m¢ =
800=1000G eV . Color coding as in Figs. 1{3.

previously neglected decay m odes to heavier {inosdom inate, save for a relatively am all region
around M 350450G eV and tan 2-10. Color coding as in Figs. 1{3.

It will be noteworthy to com pare the declines In raw rates w ith increasing M 5 and de-
creasing tan  shown here to the corresponding M 5 vs. tan  discovery region plots based on
detailed sim ulation analyses presented in the analysis section to follow .

Fig. 5 illustrates how results depend on the slkepton m ass(es). In the upper plot, show ing
theoverallrate, (pp! H%;A%) BR®EH";A®! 4‘N),asa function ofm mg ,one

soft 7l

7

generally sees the naively expected decline In the rate asm,  Increases. If the {inos decay

soft

through on—or o -m ass<shell skptons, then the decay products always include leptons (and
usually charged leptons). H owever, as the sleptons becom e heavier ( rst becom ing kinem ati-
cally inaccessible as on-m assshell interm ediates and then grow ing increasingly disfavored as
o -m ass<hell interm ediates), the EW gauge bosons becom e the dom inant Interm ediates, in
which case a Jarge fraction of the tin e the decay products w ill be non—-leptons, and so the BR
to the 4’ nalstatedrops. T he plot though also reveals an often farm ore com plex dependence
onmg w ith rapid oscillations In the rate possible form odest changes in m e,

Note again that Point 1,drawn in red in Fig. 5, represents a case w here m ost of the signal
events result from H %;A° | e)e) decays, whereas Point 2, drawn in blue, is a case where
decays including heavier {inos m ake the dom inant contribution. This is m ade clear by the
Iower plot where the percentage of the inclusive rate from eJe) decays ispbtted vs. m, .

sof t
In Fig. 5, the slepton m ass is varded. But later in thiswork the value ofm, willbe xed at

of
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Figure 5: D ependence on skpton mass. (@) (Ee ! H%A%)  BRHYAC ! 4°N) (ih b),
where ‘ = e or and N represents invisible nal state particles, vs. m ... Me for
M SSM param eter Point 1 (red) and Point 2 (blue) aswell as som e variations based on Point
2 (black). A sterisks m ark themesoft values to be used for Points 1 and 2 Jater in this work.

(b) percentage of the nclusive rate from eje) decaysvs. m, _,»with other beling as n (a).
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the values given earlier for Points 1. and 2. (these locations are m arked by asterisks in both
plots in Fig. 5). These choices are fairly optin al, especially for Point 1.

Points1.and 2.show som e interesting dependence on m e, T hisdependence can bem ade
m ore acute though by adjusting the input param eters. For instance, the black dotted and
dashed curves n Fig. 5 result from lowering theM , value ofPoint 2 to 400G €V and changing
tan from 35 to 5 and 30, respectively. T hen not only does the inclusive rate undergo rapid
variation with m, _, but the percentage of the inclisive rate from eJe decays uctuates
rapidly aswell. Points 1. and 2. were selected for further analysis Jater in this work in part
because the results are not strongly a ected by a an all shift in the value ofm e, H ow ever,

oft

apparently this is not true for allpoints in M SSM param eter space.

F inally, notice that the overall nom alization of both processes gg ! H %;A° and Kb !
H%A%isof2 ! 1 lowestorder'?. Each of these gluon—and quark-flision partonic contributions
is separately convoluted with an empirical set of PDFs (CTEQ &M [34] in this case) to
obtain predictions at the protonproton level, for which the total center-ofm ass energy is

s= 14TeV . The crosssection thus de ned is com puted using the M SSM im plam entation

[35]ofthe HERW IG program [36] (as available in Version 6.5 [37], w ith the exception of the
choicesm = 175G &V and my = 425G &V for the top and bottom quark m asses) and the
M SSM input inform ation produced by ISA SUSY (through the ISAW IG [38]and HDECAY

[41] interfaces). Som etim es a H iggs boson w ill be produced in association w ith gts, and thus,
asdiscussed in R ef.. [32], what percentage of the tim e a H iggsboson is produced w ith hadronic
activity passing gt selection criteria (as willbe applied in the analysis section) is (possbly)
sensitive to the type of emulation (2 ! 1l or2 ! 3) being employed. Note though that in
Figs.1{4 colored fem ionsare notallowed In the {ino decay chains. T his is in fact inconsistent
and leads to an over-(under-)estin ate of the hadronically-quiet (inclusive, allow ing Fts) 47
rates (the under-estim ation of the inclusive rates is expected to bem odest due to the price of
extra BR s In the decay chains of the neglected channels). To attem pt to correct for this by
factoring in results from the sim ulation runsm ight obscure what ism eant by raw ’ rates, so
this m inor inconsistency is sin ply tolerated in these estin ates.

2.3 Signal-to-background rates

T he signal, taken here to be events resulting from heavy M SSM H iggs bosons decaying into
{ino pairs, is not the only relevant quantity in this analysis that depends on the position in
the M SSM param eter space | backgrounds from otherM SSM processes w ill also vary from
point to point. Fig. 1 of [27] shows the com peting processes for {ino pairproduction via
H iggs boson decayst®: direct’ {ino production (ie., via a s<channel gauge boson) and {inos
produced In ‘cascade’ decays of squarks and gluinos. T he Jatter is considered in som e detail in

2There is an altemative 2 ! 3 approach based on M C in plem entation of gg=qq ! HH °;HA ° diagram s.
T he results of these tw 0 approacheshave been com pared and contrasted in Ref. [32]. A fullM C in plem entation
forthe 2 ! 3 approach based on gg ! ggH °;99A % and related m odes (eventually yielding two Fts in the nal
state alongside H  or A %) [33)) is as-ofyet unavailable though in public event generators. It is therefore m ore
consistent to solely em ploy compkte 2 ! 1 emulations and not incom pkte 2 ! 3 ones.

130 ne could also consider signals from H iggs boson decays to other sparticles, especially sleptons. This
was discussed In [39], which dem onstrated that the heavier M SSM H iggs boson decays to skeptons only have
su cientBRs for low valuesoftan (< 3).
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[27], but w ill be ram oved from consideration here by m aking the assum ption throughout this
work that gluinos and squarks are heavy (circa 1 T€V ). H owever, since the signal depends on
them , (all) the {inos cannot be m ade heavy'*, and the m asses of the EW gauge bosons are
known, so the direct channel background cannot be easily ram oved by restricting the analysis
to som e subset of the param eter space by m eans of such a straight—=forward assum ption.

In fact, the location in the param eter space where the raw signal rate is Jargest som etim es
di ers from that where the ratio of the signal to the leading background from direct {ino
production is lJargest. For instance, the plot In Fig.2 (tan = 10) orM, = 600G &V shows
amaximum In the Inclusive rate at approximately ( ;M,) = ( 200Gev; 250G&V). On
the other hand, the signaltobackground ratio (S=B ) is lJargest at ( 250G e&v; 500G &v).
The production crosssection for the H iggs bosons is the sam e at both points. Thus, to
understand why the two locationsdi er somuch the BR (H °;A° | 4N ) and the direct {ino
production BR ( snos ! 4‘N ) need to be studied. T he form er drops from 6% to 2%
In moving from the inclusive rate m axinum to the S=B maxinum (thus cutting the overall
signal rate by a factor of 3). T he background at the inclusive rate m axin um ism ostly ejeJ,
eg eg and e, e, with respective production cross-sections (and BRs into 4‘N  nal states) of
4 10°pb (18%),1 10%pb (8% )and 1 10°%pb (2% ). At the point where the S=B isa
m axim um , these (still dom inant) backgrounds rates shift to 1 10 pb (16% ), 1 10 “pb
(27% )and 1 10 %pb (2% ), respectively. So the eje) production rate drops by a factor
of 4 while eg eg production aln ost vanishes (which is the main factor), m ostly because of
Increased phase space suppression due to lJarger {ino m asses: m e (m e )m e m e, 9 changes
from 118(180)[2121289gG &V at the rate maximum to 219(257)[273¥X515gG &V at the S=B
maximum . T he result is that the overall background rate drops by a factor of 5. In short, the
S=B in proves because the direct {ino pairproduction crosssection falls m ore rapidly than
the signal BR into 4‘N  nal states. A nalogous plots to those In Figs. 1{3 studying the S=B
variation across the param eter gpace are not presented. Instead, discovery regions for selected
{Ino Input param eter sets w ill be given in Sect. 4. W hile favorable M SSM points have been
chosen for the sim ulation analyses, they were not selected to m axim ize the S=B . T herefore,
this channelm ay work even better at points other than those analysed in detail herein.

3 mSUGRA param eter space

Augm enting the generalM SSM w ith additional assum ptions about the uni cation of SU SY
Inputs at a very high m ass scale yields the m ore restrictive m SUGRA ' m odels. Here the
num ber of free Input param eters is much reduced (hence the popularity of such scenardos
for phenom enological analyses), w ith said free param eters generally sst as tan , a universal
gauginom assde ned at theG rand Uni cation Theory (GUT ) scale (M 1-,),a universalGUT —
velscalarmass M o), a universal G U T —level trilinear scalarm ass term (A ), and the sign of
(henceforth, sgn( )). A s already noted, the signal has a strong preference for low values of
j J.Yetinm SUGRA scenarios, J jisnota free param eter, as it is closely tied to them asses of
the scalar H ggs bosonsvia the M ( Input. An earlier study of charged H ggs boson decays into

' The sleptons also cannot be m ade arbitrarily heavy. D irect slepton pairproduction, as studied in [40],
w illgenerally lead to dilepton nalstates rather than the 4’ nalstate desired here. T he an aller contridbutions
from these processes are included in the analyses to follow .
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considerable uncertainty | see text). A lso shown In purpkearetheCM STDR (Fig.11.32)5
discovery regions (assum ing Ly, = 30 ') forH ;A% 1 e9ed. The sold purple lines show
the extent of the plots in Fig. 11 32.
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a neutralino and a chargino [20]dem onstrated that thiswas su cient to preclude detection of

a 3’ + top-quark signal from such processes over the entire reach of the unexcluded m SUGRA

param eter space. Here, w ith the heavier neutralM SSM H iggs bosons, the situation is not so
discouraging. Fig. 6 shows thevaliesfor (pp! H%AY) BRH%AY ! 4‘N ) obtained for
tan = 5;10;20and > 0. Two disconnected regions of unexclided param eter space appear
w here the expected num ber of events (for 100 fb * of ntegrated um inosity) is in the tens to
hundreds (or even thousands). Interestingly, one of these (which includes discovery regions
depicted in the CSM TDR [141°) iswhere eJe) is the dom inant source of 4“ events while the
other is where decays of the heavier {inos dom inate. Fortan = 5, rates in the eje) region
are much larger than in the heavier {inos region. However, for tan = 20, rates in the two
regions becom e m ore com parable.

A lo shown as solid purple zoneson thetan = 5and tan = 10 plotsare 5 discovery
regions from theCM S TDR (Fig.11.32) [14]. These CM S TDR discovery regions assum e an
Integrated um inosity of just 30 !, and thus would have certainly been considerably larger
ifa base um nosity of 100 ' wasused instead. ThisCM S TDR analysiswas at a technical
Jevel com parable to that in thiswork, butonly considered M SSM  H iggs boson decays into ej e}
pairs. Thus, the CM S TDR analysis would not pick up the region where heavier {ino decays
dom nate (in fact theplbtsin Fig.11.32 in theCM S TDR only showed the regions delineated
by the solid purple lines in Fig. 6). G iven that the som ewhat lower rates of the higherM ,
heavier {ino decaysdom inated region m ay be com pensated by assum ing a larger integrated
um inosity, as well as perhaps nding a higher selection e ciency due to harder daughter
Ieptons, it isdi cult to nfer from theCM S TDR 5 30fb ' discovery regions w hether or not
dispint discovery regions m ay develop in this novel region of the param eter space. This is
currently under Investigation [15].

T he excluded regions shown in Fig. 6 m erit som e explanation. N ote that in each plot the
discovery region from the CM S TDR cuts into the excluded region, whereas in Fig. 11.32
of the CM S TDR they do not touch the (more lin ited) excluded regions shown. This is
m ainly because the excluded regions n Fig. 1132 of the CM S TDR only mark o regions
where the €} is not the LSP (because the m ass of the lighter stau is lower | this rem oves
the upper lkft comer of the plots) and where EW SB is not obtained (along the horizontal
axis), while ignoring other experin ental constaints | such as the lower 1m it on the Iighter
chargino’s m ass from the LEP experim ents. Such additional experin ental constraints are
Inclhided, for instance, In the excluded regions shown in Fig. 201 of the ATLAS TDR [16]
16 These experin ental constraints have been updated to represent the nal lim its from the
LEP experin ents, accounting for the gross di erences between the excluded regions depicted

SN ote: virtually allm SUGRA param eter space plots in the TDR show ing excluded regionsare fortan =
10; the exceptions being the tan = 5 plt in Fig. 1132 and the tan = 35 plots in Figs. 1312 & 13.13;
and the tan = 35 plots seem to hhaccurately have the tan = 10 exclusion zones. These htter plots and
others In Chapter 13 do show a chargiho lower m ass 1lm it (green dotdashed curve) and other supercollider
experin entalbounds which are m ore consistent w ith the exclided regions shown in the ATLAS TDR (and In
the present work).

16N ote: virtually allm SUG R A param eter space plots .n the TDR show ing excluded regionsare fortan = 10
and for (the now ruled-out) tan = 2.
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in the ATLAS TDR and those in the present work!’. Som ewhat crude'® estim ates for the
regions excluded by the LEP searches forM SSM H iggs bosons are indicated separately by the
dashed green linesbasaed on the em pirical form ula developed by D jpuadi, D reesand K neur [18].
F inally, it m ust be em phasized that constraints from lowerenergy experin ents (in particular
from b! s )and from cosn ological considerations (such as LSP dark m atter annihilation
rates) are not herein considered. In the far m ore restricted param eter dom ain of m SUGRA
m odels it ism ore di cult to circum vent such constraints, and they can exclide considerable
portions of the allow ed param eter space shown in the gures (for further details, see [19]).

A swas done w ith the generalM SSM param eter space, F ig. 5 enables selection of a couple
of representative m SUGRA points for sin ulation studies. These are:

PointA .M = 125Ge&V,M ,_, = 165G&V,tan = 20,sn( )= +1,A, = 0.

Point B .M g= 400G&V ,M 1, = 165G&V,tan = 20,sgn( )= +1,A,= 0.

Point A isdom inated by H %;A% | eJel | 4‘ decays (which account form ore than 99% of
the Inclusive signal event rate before cuts) while in Point B the corresponding rates are below

30% (the largest signalevent channelisnow H ;A% ! e e, ! 4‘,yielding over 50% of the
events, w ith signi cant contrbutions from H %;A°% | efef;edfed;efel ! 44). FullM C and
detector sin ulations for Points A and B w illbe presented In the next section. T hese w ill show

that 4‘N signals rem ain visible in them SUGRA param eter space, at least at these points.

4 Sim ulation analyses

TheHERW IG 6.5 [37]M C package (which obtainsitsM SSM input inform ation from ISA SUSY
[30]through the ISAW IG [38]and HDECAY [41]interfaces) is em ployed coupled w ith private
program s sim ulating a typical LHC detector environm ent (these codes have been checked
against results in the literature). TheCTEQ 6M [34]set of PD F's isusad and top and bottom
quark massesaressttom = 175G eV and m = 425G €V, regpectively.

Four-lepton events are st selected according to these criterdia:

Events have exactly four leptons, ‘ = e or , irrespective of their individual charges,
m eeting the follow ing criteria:

1R aising the lower bound on the charginom ass from the circa 1998 [17]LEP-1.5-era 65GeV to 100G &V
raises the approxin ately horizontalboundary for higherM ( values, w hile the rise of the bounds for the slepton
masses from 45G eV tom o Mg Mg " 99G eV ;91G eV ;85G eV adds the quarter<ircle-like bite seen in the

lowerleft comerofthetan = 10 plot iIn Fig.6 (which isabsent n the ATLAS TDR plots).

¥ For reasons detailed in [18], forem ost am ong w hich is the uncertainty in the calculation ofM 4, . H erein the
H iggs boson mass formul of ISAJET [30]and [12] are em ployed. Results here are roughly consistent w ith
Figs.1l & 2 of [18] (2006 paper). Note that in the case of m SUGRA ,unlke in the generalM SSM exam ples In
the current work, the stop and other squark param eters | which m ake the m ain contributions to the quite
signi cant radiative corrections to My | are detemm ined from the few m SUGRA inputs w ithout the need to
set values by hand for assorted soft SU SY -breaking m asses. Certainly, n m SUGRA , the LEP bounds on light
H iggs boson production are strongly-tied to rates for heavy H iggs boson to sparticle decay channels, though
this correlation w ill not be intensively exam ined in this work.
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Each lpton must have j 'j< 24 and E, > 7;4GeV fore; (seeATLAS TDR [16]).
Each lepton must be isolated. The isolation criterion dem ands there be no tracks (of
charged particles) with pr > 15G&V 1n a cone of r = 03 radians around a speci c
lepton, and also that the energy deposited in the electrom agnetic calorin eter be less
than 3G eV for 005radians< r < 03 radians.

A side from the isolation dem ands, no restrictions are placed at this stage on the am ount
of hadronic activity or the num ber of reconstructed #ts in an event.

Further,
Events m ust consist of two opposite=sign, sam e- avor lepton pairs.
Events thus denti ed as candidate signal events are then sub fcted to the follow ing cuts:
7 =reto: no opposite-charge sam e~ avor lepton pairsm ay reconstruct M , 10Gev.
restrict E : all kptonsmust nally have 20G eV < E, < 80G &V .
restrict m issing transverse energy, B °: events must have 20G eV < EX = < 130G &V .

cap ]ft: all gtsm ust have Eft < 50Ge&v.
Jets are reconstructed using a UA 1-1ke iterative (ie., with splitting and m erging, see
Ref. [42] for a description of the procedure) cone algorithm with xed size 05, wherein
charged tracks are collected at Er > 1G &V and j j< 24 and each reconstructed gt is
required tohaveETjet> 20Gev.

Lastly, application of an additional cut on the four-lepton invariant m ass is Investigated:
fourdepton nvariantm ass (inv.m .) cut: the 4 Inv.m .must be 240G &V :

For the signal events, the upper Iim it for the fourJdepton mv.m .willbe M g » 2Me(1) , and
thus its value is dependent upon the chosen point in M SSM param eter space. In the actual
experin ent, the valie ofM g » 2Me? would be a priori unknown. So one could ask how a
num erical value can be chosen for this cut? If too low a value is selected, m any signal events
w ill be lost. On the other hand, if too Jarge a value is chosen, m ore events from background
processes w ill be accepted, diluting the signal. O ne could envision trying an assortm ent of
num erical values for the four-Jdepton inv.m . upper Iim it (one of which could for instance be the
nom inalvalue of 240G €V noted above) to see which value optin ized the signal relative to the
backgrounds. H owever, here sparticle production processes are very signi cant backgrounds
(after application of the other three cuts, only such processes and residual z % 290 ) events
rem ain), which, like the signal, m ay well have unknown rates. Thus, strengthening this cut
would lower the total num ber of events w ithout indicating whether the signal to background
ratio is going up or down | unless additional inform ation is available from other studies
at Jeast som ew hat restricting the location in M SSM param eter space N ature has chosen. If
such Inform ation were available, this cut could indeed lead to a purer set of signal events.
One could instead consider all events from M SSM processes to be the signal while the SM
processes com prise the background. However, the ain of this work is to dentify the heavier
H iggs bosons, not m erely to dentify an excess attributable to SUSY .
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Table 1: Rekvant sparticle masses (in G&V ) for speci ¢ M SSM and m SUGRA param eter
points studied in the analyses.

Point1l | Pont 2 | PointA | Point B

M a 5000 600:0 2576 4349
My 5007 600:8 2578 4353
e’ 897 939 604 608

el 1763 1556 1078 108:0
el 5069 2118 2376 2328
el 5109 2622 260:0 2563
e; 1765 1535 1068 1068
e, 5139 2632 260:0 2582
m g 2416 1355 1548 4079
me 2538 1563 1457 406:1
mg 2520 1543 1456 406:1
me 2544 1572 1741 41577
m, 256 2 1592 1742 41517
Mg Mg 0:59 0:96 28:46 | 956

m m 420 481 2862 | 963

()
N7

S

D etailed results are tabulated for the aforem entioned two generalM SSM and twom SUGRA
param eter space points. M SSM Point 1 and m SUGRA PointA have the vastm a prity of their
4‘ events from H %;A°% | eJe),whileM SSM Point 2 and m SUGRA Point B cbtain m ost of
their 4“ events from H iggs boson decays to heavier {ino pairs (eJef, eJe] ejel, efe} and/or

efel). The sparticle spectra’® for these points are presented in Table 1.

41 M SSM benchm ark points

Table 2 show s results forM SSM Point1,aH %;A% | eJe)-dom inated point. N ote that, after
cuts, signal events do m ake up the m aprity of events in the sam ple. The only rem aining
backgrounds are from direct neutralino/chargino pairproduction® (denoted by ee), from

slepton pairproduction (denoted by &, e) and from z° 2% ) production. The number of
events obtained from A° decays after cuts is about tw ice the num ber cbtained from H ° decays.
This is despite the fact that the H ° and A production cross sections are the sam e w ithin
1% . The ratio of A° to H © events at this point can be com pared to that for inclisive rates

The oder ISA SUSY version which inputs sparticle m asses into HERW IG 6.3 lacks D <term s in the slepton
m asses, m eaning the smuon m asses in the sim ulation runs equate to the selectron m asses given in Table 1.
This has a m inor e ect upon the edges in the D alitz-like wedgebox’ plots to be shown later. See discussion
n [27].

Herein nal states nvolving a sparton and a chargino/neutralino are inclided together w ith the results
for ee, asdesigned In HERW IG , though for the points studied here the latter overw heln ingly dom inate the
form er.
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Table 2: Event rates after the successive cutsde ned in the text forM SSM Point 1 (assum ing
an integrated um nosity of 100 *).

1+

P rocess 4% events | 4 00 1 70qeto | B, | BN ES | 4 v.m .
g9 118 64 49 19 1 0 0

e 100 65 46 30 23 13 7
ee;g=ge 34 17 13 10 5 2 1

tH + cc. 0 0 0 0 0 0 0

700 37 00) 1733 1683 43 39 5 4 4
57,00 ) 47 23 2 1 1 0 0
tth’ 4 2 2 1 1 0 0
H%A% signal|| 2032 18 31 14,26 | 1325|1122 | 8,17 6,13

(with no cuts) which m ay be calculated using the BR s obtained from ISA SUSY 2!. hclding
allpossible decay chains, ISA SUSY num bers predict A% :H %= 1:83 :1:00 (64:7% A° events).
This is In reasonable agreement with A° :H% = 16 : 10 (61:5% A° events) cbtained from
the 4 before cuts entries in the rst colmn of Tablk 2. The dierent H ° and A° event
rates m ay then be traced back to di erences in the H °=A %-e)—-) couplings (as opposed to
the enhancing or opening up of other H ° decay m odes, such as for instance H? ! h°h°).
Study of the inclusive rates based on the ISASUSY BRsalso con m ed that over 99% of the
fourdepton signal events resulted from H %=A° | eJe) decays. The percentage of A° | 4¢
events surviving the subsequent cuts is about 10% larger than the percentage of H® ! 44
events surviving.

F ixing the {ino input param etersM , & and the skpton & squark inputs to be those of
M SSM Pointl,tan and M , were then varied tom ap out a H iggs boson discovery region in
the traditional M 5 ,tan ) plane. Thisisshown in red in Fig. 7, where the solid (dashed) red
borderdelineates the discovery region assum ing an integrated lum inosity of 300 fbo Laoom ).
T he exact criteria used for dem arcating the discovery region is that there be at least 10 signal
events and that the 99% -con dence—level upper lin it on the background is am aller than the
99% —con dencelevel lower lin it on the signal plus background. M athem atically, the latter
condition translates into the formula [431]:

q_—— 3
2 Npokgm,

(2:32)%41 +
232

N signa1” ; (2)
where N signal and N bckgrd are the expected num ber of signal and background events, re-
Soectively. Aswith M SSM Point 1, direct neutralino/chargino pairproduction, slepton pair
production and SM Z ¢ % %0 ) are the only background processes rem aining after cuts (the ac-
tual num ber of surviving background events varies m odestly with tan ) at all points tested,

21T hese were nom alized using HERW IG production cross-sections, though here this is of scant in portance
since the H © and A° production cross-sections are aln ost the sam e. A 1so, for consistency w ith the HERW 1G
sim ulation analysis, ISA SUSY Version 7.56 was used to generate the BR s.
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w ith slepton pair production continuing as the dom inant background. Taking into account
these backgrounds, 2428 (38-45) signal events are required to m eet the criteria for 100 fb !
(300 ') of integrated lum inosity, depending on the value of tan , if the fourJdepton inv.
m . cut is not em ployed. Adding in this Jast optional cut changes the required num bers to
1922 (28-34) signal events and shifts the discovery region boundaries to those shown asblue
(dashed blue) curves in Fig. 7. ThisplacesM SSM Point 1 just outside the upperM 5 edge of
the 100 fo ' discovery region (whether or not the fourJdepton nv.m . cut is used). Lowering
M a to 400G eV raises the num ber of signal events from 25 to 36. Note that Fig. 4 (leftside
plot) predicts that H %;A° | eJe decays w ill generate the buk of the signal throughout the
discovery region. The Tower M , edge of the discovery region closely follow s w here the (dom —
nant) eg eg decay becom es kinem atically accessible, ie., M 5 2meg . The A° contrbution
outw eighing the H ° contribution was found to be a general result valid for aln ost?? allpoints
in the (M, ;tan )-plane tested: events from A° equaled or outnum bered those from H °. Note
from Table 2 thatM SSM PointlatM , = 500G eV and tan = 20 yieded A® :H®= 21 :10
(68% A° events) after all cuts save the fourJepton inv.m . cut (as com parison to the num bers
in the preceding paragraph indicate, A ° events tend to do slightly better at surviving the cuts,
though little reason could be found for thissmalle ect). Lowering M , to 400G €V shifts this
ratio to A° :H?= 39 :10 (81% A" events).

The preponderance of AY events is generally greatest for lower values of M, . For
M, < 375G eV, 90-100% of the signalevents are from A°. SihceM , < My and M, ’ 2m e
this is mainly a threshod e ect. The A Y event percentage drops to around 70% when
Ma 7 415GeV. For higher M 5 values inside the 100 fo ! discovery region (outside the
100/ * discovery region but inside the 300 fbo ! discovery region), this percentage ranges
from 70% down to 55% ( 60% down to 50% ), save for the upper tip where tan> 30
wherein the A° percentage ram ains above 70% or even 80% .

Inclusion of the fourJepton inv.m . cut with the nom inal cuto value of 240G &V shifts
the discovery region boundaries in Fig. 7 from the red curves to the blue ones. There are
slight gains for low M , values at high and low values for tan ;however, the high M 5 edges
also recede som ewhat. Note also that the highest and lowest tan values which fall inside
the discovery region are virtually unaltered. Though the cut’s e ect on the expanse of the
discovery region is quite m odest, inclusion of this cut at included pointsw ith lower M , values
can certainly raise the signal : background. For instance, at M, ,tan )= (400Ge&V, 20),
this ratio goes from 37 :19 without the 4/ Inv.m . cut to 37 : 12 with it. However, shifting
M to 500G &V as in M SSM Point 1 is enough to ram ove any advantage, as can be seen in
Table 2.

Input param eters forM SSM Point 1 were also chosen tom atch a point studied in a previous
analysis [9]| which only Jooked at eJef H iggsboson decays™ . T he light purple contour show n

22Tnside of the discovery region (for 300 ' ), a couple points along the high M 5 { lower tan edge were
found w here the rate from H ° very slightly exceeded that from A°.

23A di erent sim ulation of the quark-fiision channel involving b (anti)quarks (in the CM S note the sin ulation
was perform ed ushg gg ! dH %;HAY) is adopted here. In addition, the M C analysis in [9]was done w ith
PYTHIA version 5.7 [44],which only in plem ented an approxin ated treatm ent ofthe SU SY sector,w hile herein
ISA SUSY isused In conjanction w ith HERW IG (though Intrinsicdi erencesbetween the two generators in the
In plem entation of the PS and hadronization stages should bem Inim al in our context). A Iso, the background
processes tH + cc., B2 and tth, which were not emulated In [9], in this study were checked to yield no
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Figure 7: Discovery region n rad in (M, ;tan ) plane for {iho/skepton param eters =

5006V ,M, = 180GeV,M; = 90GeV, m e, = Me, = 250G&V asin M SSM Point
1 (whose Jocation is m arked by a black asterisk). Here H iggs boson decays to e)e) totally
dom inate. Sold (dashed) red border delineates the discovery region for L, = 3001
(100 '). The two green curvesareM , ;M g Zmeg . A lso shown in light purple are analogous
results from a previous study [9] for 100 o 1. The blue contours add the extra cut on the
fourJdepton inv.m . for the nom inalcuto value of 240G V.

background events throughout Fig. 7.
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Table 3: Percentage of H ;A% ! 4‘N events (excluding cuts) com ing from various {ino
channels forM SSM Point 2. (O ther channels are negligible.)

HO1 efed 31:5%
A% 1 efed 311%
A% efef 13:4%
HO U efef 8:4%
HY! e e 69%
A%l e e, 4:3%
N 19%
HO! eJef 08%
HO! ele, 0:75%
HO! ele, 06%

all other contributions < 0:5%

In the plot is the result from this older study (see the blue contour in Fig. 19 therein). Results

n the present case for the m ost part agree w ith those of that previous study, though in the

current analysis the discovery region extends to som ew hat higher values of M , and dies for
tan valuesbelow 5. The Jatter is prin arily due to low tan strong enhancem ent of the
H °(A %)+t coupling, which is proportionalto csc  (cot ), increasing theH?;A° ! ttBRsat
the expense of the {no BRs*. BR(H " ! t£) BR @A’ ! tt)) rises from around 0:30 to 0:68

t0 093 (051 to 079 to 096) astan runsfrom 6 to 4 to 2.

ForM SSM Point 2,H iggsboson decays to the heavier neutralinosand charginosneglected in
previous studies produce m ost of the signalevents. Table 3 gives the percentage contributions
to the signal events am ong the H °;AY decay m odes based on an inclisive rate study using
BR results from ISAJET (ISASUSY ) 758 nom alized with HERW IG crosssections. This
parton—level analysis m erely dem ands exactly four leptons in the (parton-level) nal state.
A ccording to this inclusive rates study, H iggs boson decays to eje) now contribute less than
one hundredth of one percent of the signal events, In stark contrast toM SSM Point 1 where
such decays accounted for virtually all of the signal events. A pplying all the cuts at the full
event-generator level does not alter this. Said num erical results w ith the application of the
successive cuts forM SSM Point 2 are given In Table 4.1.

N ote that the fourdepton inv.m .cut,w ith the nom inalnum ericalvalue of 240G &V , ram oves
about 74% of the signal events while only slightly reducing the num ber of background events.
This clearly show s that this cut, while helpful for points with lower M , values n Fig. 7, is
quite deleterious at M SSM Point 2. W ithout the 4/ inv.m . cut, an Integrated lum inosity of
25fb ' issu cient tom eet the discovery criteria; while w ith the 4/ inv.m . cut, an integrated
um inosity of 130 fb ! isrequired. Choosing a higher num ericalcuto would lead to a viable

24T he partialw dths orH ° and A ° decays to {inosalso drop by roughly a factor of 2 .n going from tan = 6
totan = 2 (@tMpa = 450G eV ),and theH ® ! h°h®and A® ! h°z %) widths increase by about a factor of
2. These also lower the signalrate. O n the other hand, decay w dths to bquarks and tau-leptons also drop
by a bit over a factor of 2, helping the signal. These e ects are overw heln ed by an alm ost order-ofm agnitude
enhancem ent in the H ® and A° to tt decay w dths.
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Tabl 4: Event rates after successive cuts as de ned in the text forM SSM Point 2
(assum ing 100 fb 1).

P rocess 4* events | 4 ‘Ot 40 | 70qeto | E. |EMS[ EF | 4 nw.m.
g, 9 817 332 197 96 21 0 0
ec 12 5 4 4 2 2 2
ce;g=ge 123 74 32 17 13 10 4
tH + cc. 76 38 22 15 9 3 1
7 00 1700 ) 1733 1683 43 39 5 4 4
tz ° 47 23 2 1 1 0 0
tth 4 1 1 1 1 0 0
H%;A% signal| 189,179 156,149 64,80 | 55,64 | 43,50 | 32,37 9,9

cut for this point; how ever, it m ay prove in possible to a priori decide on an appropriate value
for the actual experin ental analysis (see earlier discussion).

Table 4.1 gives a ratio of A° | 4’/ eventsto H? ! 4/ events (before additional cuts) of
A% :H%=1:1:05 (48%6% A° events). ISASUSY BR studies of the inclusive four-lepton event
rates at this point also predict that H ° w ill producem ore signalevents than A ° this tin e, w ith
A% :HY=1:1:36 (42:4% A° events). Exact agreem ent between the two m ethods is certainly
not expected, and it is at least reassuring that both predict more H ° ! 4‘ events (unlike at
M SSM Point 1). The percentage of A | 4‘ events surviving the subsequent cuts is again
slightly Jarger than that orH © | 4‘ events (21% vs. 17% , excluding the fourJepton nv.m .
cut). N ote that the Z <reto takes a larger portion out of the signal event num ber for M SSM
Point 2 than it did forM SSM Point 1, with only about 50% surviving for the form er while
about 80% survive for the latter. T his isunderstandable since, forM SSM Point 1, virtually all
events were from e)e) pairs, and e is not heavy enough to decay to €’ via an on-m assshell
7%. ForM SSM Point 2, on the other hand, a variety of heavier {inos are involved, and the
m ass di erences between eJ or e and e do exceed M ; .

Agaln the {Ino Input param etersM , & and the skpton & squark inputs are xed, this
tin e to be those of M SSM Point 2,and tan and M, allowed to vary to m ap out the H iggs
boson discovery region in the (M 5 ,tan ) plane (using the sam e criteria as in Fig. 7) shown
In red In Fig. 8. A s before, the solid (dashed) red border delineates the discovery region
assum ing an integrated um inosity of 300 ' (100fH ). A ssum Ing that the fourdepton nv.
m . cut is om itted, M SSM Point 2 lies m Iy inside the 100 * discovery region (w ith the 15
sparticle/charged H iggsboson + 4 Z ¢ % °0 Jevent background, R elation (2) requires 26 signal
events to be included in the 100 b * discovery region, while 69 signal events are expected).
Note that Fig. 4 (right-side plot) predicts that H %;A° | eJe) decays will only generate a
substantial num ber of signaleventswhen tan and M , are an all (the red and yellow zones In
the plot), w ith decays to heavier {inosdom inating elsew here. T his leads to a dispint discovery
region in Fig. 8, consisting of a am aller m ainly e)el-dom inated portion for lower values of
tan andM , and a novel larger portion at considerably higherM , values that stretches up to
tan valueswellabove 50. N ote the distance between the lowerM , edge of this larger portion
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of the discovery region and the curves forM , ;M y 2meg . In concurrence w ith the percentage
contributions forM SSM Point 2 given above, the lowerM , edge of the discovery region abuts
theM 5 ;M 4 Mep Mgy CUrves (shown in green iIn Fig. 8), for tan > 10. T he situation for
tan < 10 and 450G €V <M 5 <700G €V (in both the upper and lower dispint portions of the
discovery region) ism ore com plicated, w ith eJe) and several other decays m aking signi cant
contrbutions.

T he discovery region shown in F ig. 8 represents a signi cant extension of LHC M SSM H iggs
boson detection capabilities to quite high H iggs boson m asses. W ith 300 fb * of integrated
um inosity, there is som e stretch of M 5, values covered for aln ost all values of tan (1 <
tan < 50), the exception being 4< tan < 6. If the integrated Ium inosity is dropped to
100 ', the higher M , portion of the discovery region recedes up to tan > 8-10, still lower
than the 300 ' discovery regions from M SSM H iggs boson decays to third generation SM
ferm ions found in the ATLA S [45] and other [46] sin ulations. T he new discovery region has
considerable overlhp w ith the so<called decoupling zone, where the light M SSM H iggs boson
is di cult to distinguish from the H iggs boson of the SM , and, up to now , no signals of the
other M SSM H iggs bosons were known.

T hough the num ber of signal events swells to over 50 (30) per 100 fb Y fortan < 2 (4),the
background from {ino pairproduction via EW gauge bosons is also becom ing quite large, and
thus m ore integrated lum inosity is required for the excess from H iggs boson decays to m est
the (2) criterion . Note how an ‘excess’ attributed to the H iggsboson signal could altematively
be accounted for by theM SSM badckground ifthe value of tan  is lowered. (Note also though
that restrictions from LEP experim ents exclude the m ost sensitive region of extram ely low
tan wvalues.) Asin Fig.7, the low M, edge of the lower portion of the discovery region in
Fig.8 abutsthe M 5 ;M y 2meg curves.

Yet orM 5 In the vicinity of 350G €V to 450G &V , the discovery regions in Fig. 7 and F i.
8 resam ble m irror In ages of each other: the form er lies exclusively above tan ' 5 while
the latter lies exclusively below tan ’ 5. The reasons behind this stark contrast, though
a bit com plicated, critically depend on the di erent Inputs to the slepton sector. In Fi. 8,
for M 5 < 470G €V, H iggs boson decays to other heavier —=inos are kinem atically inaccessible,
and, for higher tan values, e) decays aln ost exclusively via sneutrinos into neutrinos and
the LSP, yielding no charged Jeptons. This is not the case In this region of Fig. 7 | here
e undergoes threebody decays via o -m assshell skptons and Z ° with substantial BRs
Into charged leptons. The situation for Fig. 8 changes as tan  declines below 10 since eg
BR s to charged slkptons, while stillm uch an aller than those to sneutrinos, grow beyond the
percent level | su cient to generatea low tan discovery region In Fig. 8. O nem ight expect
analogous behavior in Fig. 7; however, In the low tan 1region of Fig. 7 the partial w idths

H %A% 1 efed) aremuch amaller, especially or A, than they are in this region of Fig. 8
and declinew ith falling tan ,whereasinFig.8 (H ° ! eJed)actually increases (though only
m oderately) astan  falls. The e e partialw dths coupled w ith the subsequent e decays to
charged leptons are lJarge enough in the case of Fig. 8 so that the signal is not overw heln ed
by the rising (H ;A% ! tt) partialwidths as it is in the case of Fig. 7. Also, in Fig. 8 but
notin Fig.7,asM , Increasesbeyond 450G &V, contributions from other {ino pairs besides
eJe becom e signi cant and further enhance the Iow tan 4‘ signal rate.

D i erences in the discovery regions at very high tan values are also attrbutable to the
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Figure 8: Discovery region In red in (M 5 ;tan ) plane for {ino/skpton param eters =

200GeV ,M, = 200GV ,M ;= 100G&V,m e, = 150G eV, m Surr = 250G eV as in M SSM
Point 2 (whose location ism arked by an black asterisk). H ere H iggs boson decays to a variety
of higher m ass {inos (see text) constitute the m a prity of the signal events. Solid (dashed)
red border delineates the discovery region for Ly, = 300 fo 1 (100 '). The green curves are
MMy megmeg and M 5 ;M 4 Me Mg (i;7= 2;3;4;k = 1;2). The blue contours add
the extra cut on the four-lepton inv.m . for the nom inalcuto value of 240G &V .

slepton Input param eters. In Fig. 8, the discovery region reaches up wellbeyond tan = 50,
while in Fig. 7 the discovery region is curtailed, ending before reaching tan = 35. Since the
soft slepton m ass inputs for all three generations are degenerate forM SSM Point 1, for high
tan values in Fig. 7 gplitting e ects w ith the staus drive one of the physical stau m asses
well below the selectron and smuon masses. This leads to lots of {ino decays including tau
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leptons, virtually shutting down the decays to electrons and m uons. Since the soft stau m ass
nputs are elevated well above the other slepton inputs forM SSM Point 2, thishigh tan cap
is rem oved In Fig. 8.

Comm ents m ade above for M SSM Point 2 about the increased severity of the 7 °-line cut
and the inappropriateness of the fourdepton inv.m . cut (with the num erical cuto set to
240G €V ) are also applicable to points throughout the larger portion of the discovery region of
Fig.8. A scan be seen from the blue curves in Fig. 8, inclusion of the 240G &V 4 iInv.m . cut
elin nates about half of the 300 o * discovery region and far m ore than half of the 100 fo !
region, ncluding allpoints between tan ’ 8 and tan ’ 25 for the latter.

A 1so, In contrast to the discovery region of Fig. 7, in Jarge segm ents of the F ig. 8 discovery
region the num ber of signalevents from H ° decays exceed those from A ° decays. F irst consider
the analler, Iow tan , portion of the disppint discovery region. Herein, to the right of the
Ma;My Mgy Mgy CUTVES (shown in green in F ig. 8), the percentage ofA Y events ranges from

30— 40% ( 25— 30% ) fortan” 2 (< 2). To the kft of these curves, the A’ event percentage
growsto 45— 60% fortan > 2; increasing furtherto 70— 80% near the region’s upper left
th (M a In the vicinity of 350G €V and tan around 3 to 4:5) where the signal is dom inated
by H iggsm ediated e)e) production.

In the novel and larger high tan portion of the discovery region in Fig. 8, where the
eJe) contribution ism inor to insigni cant, the H ® and A° contributions to the signal events
stay within 20$ of each other (with the A® event percentage ranging from 40- 60% ) to
the right of the M , ;M 4 Zmeg curves. In the ngerlke profction between the nearly-
verticalM 5 My Mg Mg andMa;My  2mg curves the A° percentage drops to < 25%
(after cuts, excluding the 4 inv.m cut)25 , M eaning that the num ber of events from H ° to
those from A exceeds 3 to 1. The H ? dom inance in this zone stem s from the H %<
coupling (H °-ej—Y coupling) being two to three tin es larger (smaller) than the A%-eJ—<
coupling (A°-eJ—< coupling), com bined w ith the fact that the eJe) decays are about tWJce

as lkely to produce 4* events as those of e} g T his of course m eans that e has a higher
leptonic BR than ). This in tum is due to ) decaying into €Y7 about half the tine (Z°
gives kpton pairs 7% of the tine), whilee) aln ost never decays this way, instead having
larger BR s to charged skptons [and e; W Jwhich always [ 21% of the tim e] yield charged
lepton pairs. The situation changes quickly once the H %;A% | eJe);e} e, threshods are
(aIn ost sin ultaneously, see Fig. 8) crossed, thereafter for higher M , values the A% and H°
contrlbutions rem ain reasonably close to each other as already stated.

As with points In Fiy. 7, direct chargino/neutralino pairproduction and skpton pair-
production together with Z°¢ % %0 ) production m ake up m ost of the background surviving
the cuts. Now , however, these are pined by am nor ssgmentdueto tH  + c.c. production,
which dependson M 5 In addition to tan

Results showed gb ! tH + cc.oould yield ssveral events at points in the discovery
region. Since the presence of a charged H iggsboson would also signalthat there isan extended
H iggs sector, these events could easily have been grouped w ith the signal rather than w ith
the backgrounds. C learly though the set of cuts used in this work is not designed to pick
out such events. The gt cut typically ram oves roughly two-thirds to threequarters of these

25H ere are som e results from speci cpoints in thisregion: forM, = 510G eV and tan = 10;16;25;40,the
percentage of A° signalevents (again, after cuts, excluding the 4 nv.m . cut), is 23% ,17% ,11:5% ,21% .
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events. Here though it is interesting to note that, despite the presence of a top quark, the
Bt cut does not ram ove all such events (unlke results found for squark and gluino events
and four-lepton ttX events). A more e ective set of cuts for tH  , tH ¥ events is developed
In [20], wherein substantially larger num bers of charged H iggs boson events survive the cuts
therein at favorable points In the M SSM param eter space. It is also worth noting though
that the reach of the discovery region (at a favorable point in theM SSM param eter space) for
the H °;A% | 4 signal as described in this work surpasses that of the charged H iggs boson
discovery regions found in [20]. (or in any other previous work on H iggs boson decays to
Sparticles).

An aspect to be mentioned in this connection, already highlighted in Ref. [24], is the
som ew hat poore ciency for the signals ©llow ing the Z °=reto, especially when com bined w ith
the fact that the z°0 2% ) background survives the sam e constraint. On the one hand, a
non-negligible num ber of events in the signaldecay chains leading to 4“N  nal states actually
proceed via (nearly) on-m ass<hell 2 ° bosons, particularly orM SSM Point 2, in which the
massdierencesm o Mg (1= 3;4) can be very large, unlke thecasem o mg forM SSM
Point 1 (and in previous studies lim ited to only eje) decay modes). On the other hand,
the rather large intrinsic 7 ° width (when com pared to the experin ental resolution expected
for didepton invariant m asses) com bined w ith a substantial production cross-section im plies
that 2% 790 ) events will not be totally refcted by the Z °weto. A ltogether, though, the
suppression ismuch m ore dram atic for the Z °Z ° background than for the signal, and so this
cut is retained (though the Z °-eto will be dropped in som e instances in the context of the
forthcom ing wedgebox analysis). A 1so, varying the size of the 10G &V w indow around M , did
not In prove the e ectiveness of this cut.

42 mSUGRA benchm ark points

Tuming attention brie y to the results w ithin the m ore restrictive m SUGRA fram ework for
SU SY breaking, results form SUGRA Point A and m SUGRA Point B (asde ned in Sect. 3)
are presented in Tables 5{6. M ass spectra for these param eter sets are given in Tabl 1. For
m SUGRA PointA am ple signalevents are produced and survive the cuts to clain obsarvation
of the H iggsboson at 100 fio *. T he largest background is from direct slepton production, w ith
direct neutralino/chargino production also contributing signi cantly, whereasSM backgrounds
are virtually nil. Note how the Ef - cap su ces to elim inate the background from colored
sparticle (squarks and ghiinos) production.

Recall that for m SUGRA Point A the signal is dom inated by H %;A° | eJe) decays,
whereas for m SUGRA Point B heavier {inos m ake m a pr contrlbutions. Thus, a wedgebox
plot analysis of the form er is expected to show a sim ple box topology, while in the case of the
Jatter there unfortunately m ay be too few events (even w ith 300 fo ! of integrated lum inosity)
to clearly discem a pattem. Form SUGRA Point B, 9(10) signal events survive after all cuts
(save the 4/ inv.m . cut), while 6 background events survive, assum ing 100 fo Lof integrated
um inosity. This is nsu cient to clain a discovery by the criterion of R elation (2). H owever,
when the integrated um inosity is increased to 300 b *, then the raw num ber of signal events
su ces to cross the discovery threshold. Unfortunately though, form SUGRA Point B the
background from colored sparticle production is not rem oved by the upper lim it in posed on
Eft. One can however sti en the E ft cut, capping the allowable £t transverse energy at
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30G €V rather than 50G €V and thus elin inate m uch of this background w ithout dim inishing
the signalrate signi cantly. T hen, w ith 300 fo ! of Integrated lum inosity the discovery criteria
can bem et.

An earlier ATLA S study [47,16]also sought to m ap out the discovery reach of the H iggs
boson to neutralino fourdepton signature w ithin them SUGRA fram ew ork trangposed onto the
(M A ,tan ) plane. Though som e statem ents to the contrary are included in thisAT LA S study,
it does seem to have been focused on the e e contributions (analogous to previously-discussed
general M SSM  studies of this signature), thus apparently om itting param eter sets such as
mSUGRA Point B considered herein. Thus, the viability of m SUGRA Point B indicates
an enlargem ent of the signal discovery region to higher values of M , (and the m SUGRA
param eter M o) at intem ediate values of tan  (ie.,in the decoupling’ region) from that
reported In this ATLA S study (akin to the enlargem ents shown in the generalM SSM case,

though the extent of this enlargem ent in the case of m SUGRA m odels w ill not be quanti ed
herein).

Tabl 5: Event rates after the successive cuts de ned in the text orm SUGRA Point A
(assum Ing an integrated im inosity of 1001 ).

P rocess 4' events | ¢ ‘0% 40 |\ 704eto | E, |EN®| ES | 4 wv.m.
g,9 927 504 312 280 174 0 0

€c 326 178 145 117 100 71 58
ce;g-ge 567 294 203 179 121 29 21

tH + cc. 1 0 0 0 0 0 0

7 0 )z 00 1733 1683 43 39 5 4 4
Tz, 00 47 23 2 1 1 0 0
tth 4 2 2 1 1 0 0

H %A% signal| 46,140 40,123 38,122 | 38,120 | 30,83 | 2466 24 66

Tabl 6: Event rates after the successive cuts de ned in the text form SUGRA Point B
(assum ing an integrated lum inosity of 1001 *).

P rocess 4* events | 4 ‘O 40 | 70yeto | E. |EMS| EX |4 nv.m.
g,9 4504 2598 1911 1672 | 917 12 12

ee 309 169 134 110 94 67 57
ce;gge 579 302 206 174 115 32 27

tH + cc. 1 1 0 0 0 0 0

700 )7 00) 1733 1683 43 39 5 4 4
57 00) 47 23 2 1 1 0 0
tth 5 2 1 1 1 0 0

H ;A% signall| 43,130 38,118 37,116 | 37,116 | 29,93 | 23,75 23,75
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5 W edgebox analysis of H iggs boson decays to {ino
pairs

T he wedgebox plot technique was introduced in a previous work [27]which focused on neu-
tralino pairs produced via colored sparticle production and subsequent ‘cascade’ decays. A n-—
other work [48] has jast recently focused on neutralino pairs produced via EW processes,
including via a 7 °¢ "boson orvia H ° A ° production ; the form er is term ed ‘direct’ production
while the lJatter is H ggsm ediated’ production. A Pt cut was found to be fairly e cient in
separating these two neutralino pairproduction m odes from cascade production assum ing the
colorad gluinos and squarks are fairly heavy.

To utilize the wedgebox technique, the criteria for the nal fourJdepton state are further
sharpened by dem anding that the nal state consist ofone e’ e pairand one *  pair?°.
T he wedgebox plot then consists oftheM ( © ) Invariantm ass plotted versus theM (' e )
Invariant m ass for allcandidate events. If a given neutralino, eg ,decays to the LSP, eg ,and a
charged lepton pairvia a three-body decay m ediated by a virtualz ° orvirtual/o -m assshell
charged skpton, then M (" * ) is bounded from above by m e Mep (and from below by
0 if lepton m asses are neglected). G iven a su cient num ber of events, the wedgebox plot
of the signal events w ill be com posed of a superposition of boxes’ and wedges’ [27], in the
M (e )M (' )plne resulting from decay chains of the form :

HOA% 1 el ! ee * elel: (3)

If &) (eg)decays intoane'e (* )pair,thenM (¢'e )M ( * )) is bounded above by

m o Meo m o Meo ). On the other hand, if eg (e(j).) decays nto a (e"e ) pair,
1 b

then theseM (€"e )and M ( * ) upper bounds are swapped. Superposition of these two
possbilities yields a box’ when i = j (which will be called an ‘- box’) and a wedge’ (or
‘L—<hape’) when 16 j (thiswillbe called an “i—j-wedge’).

A heavy neutralino, e?, could instead decay to the €’ + leptons nal state via a pair of
two-body decays featuring an on-m assshell charged skpton ofm ass’’ m e Events containing
such decays w ill lead to the sam e wedgebox pattem topologies as noted above; how ever, the
upper bound on M (" “ ) ismodi ed to [50]

U Y ——+

8 m 28 m oo E

€1 e_—2eat; < (4)
m o m e

i

M (" )Y<m

0
ei

TheM (“F’ ) gpectrum isbasically triangular in this case and sharply peaked tow ard the upper
bound, while the form er threebody decays yield a sin ilar but less sharply peaked spectrum .
The twobody decay series altematively could be via an on-m assshell Z Y, resulting in an
M (' )=M, soke.

A dditional com plications can arise if the heavy neutralino eg can decay into another neu-

tralino e (j6 1) ora chargino which subssquently decays to yield the e nalstate. These

26T fact, this extra restriction is not strictly necessary, since recent prelin inary work show s sam e- avor
four-lepton nal states can be correctly paired w ith a reasonably high e ciency for at least som e processes
and som e points in the M SSM param eter space [49].

27N ote that this is the physical slepton m ass, not the soft m ass input.
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m ay introduce new features to the wedgebox plot: e! to e(j). (j & 1) decay chains involving
e 1 el ef I 4 el and/or ) | “* 4 ef will generate additional abrupt event
population changes or edges, term ed “stripes,’” on the wedgebox plot. O ne can in agine quite
ebboratedecay chains,with e | eJ ! eJ ! el forinstance. However, such elaborate chains
are very unlikely to em erge from any reasonable or even allowed choice ofM SSM  input param —
eters. Further, each step in such elaborate decay chains either produces extra visible particles
In the nalstate oronem ust pay the price of the BR to neutrino-containing states. T he latter
tends to m ake the contribution from such channels insigni cant, w hile the form er, in addition
to also being suppressad by the additionalBR s,m ay also be cut if extra restrictions are placed
on the nal state com position in addition to dem anding an €' e pairand a * pair. The
aforem entioned extra visible particles could be twom ore legptons, m eaning that all four leptons
com e from only one of the initial —nos, e | “* 4 &) I ¢ 0740 &0 yhile the other {ino,
which must yield no legptons (or other visible nalstate SM particles forbidden by additional
cuts), decays via e ! el or e ! gge?. Again though such channels w ill be suppressed
by the additional required BRs. A further caveat is that decays w ith extra m issing energy
(carried o Dby neutrinos, for exam ple) or m issed particles can further am ear the endpoint.
T he presence of charginos m ay also further com plicate the wedgebox picture. Heavier {inos
can decay to the LSP + Jpton pair nalstate via a chargino, e ! “* e, | & 00,
or a H iggs boson itselfm ay decay into a chargino pair, w ith one chargino subsequently yield-
Ing three leptons while the other chargino yields the rem aining one (such events are called
3+ 1 events’ [48]). T he chargino yielding three leptonsw ill typically decay via a eJ, resulting
In a reenforcem ent of the solely {ino-generated wedgebox plot topology. A single chargino—
generated lepton paired with another lepton from a di erent source produces a wedge-like
structure but w ith no de nite upper bound. For a m ore in-depth discussion of these nuances,
see [48].

T he right-hand plot in F ig. 9 show s the wedgebox plot obtained in the case of M SSM Point
1,assum ing an integrated LHC lum inosity of 3001 . C riteria for event selection are as given
in the previous section, save that the m ore restrictive dem and ofan e'e  * nal state is
applied while the 7 °seto and Hurdepton nvariant m ass cuts are not applied. Both signal
and background events are included; the form er are colored black. T he latter consist of both
SM backgrounds (on-or o -m assshell Z *boson pairproduction | z°¢ Z° ), 83 events, and
2 °¢ ), lJargely rem oved by them issing energy and t cuts, 2 ram aining events; these events
are colored red and purple, respectively, In Fig.9 ) and M SSM sgparticle production processes
(direct’ neutralino or chargino production, 4 events, and slepton pairproduction, 22 events;
such events are colored green and blue, respectively, In Fig.9). N o events from colored sparticle
production survive the cuts, particularly the £t cut | this is a crucial result. Signal events
consist of 14 H ¥ events and 25 A % events, yielding a signalto background of39 :111 = 1 :2:85.
W ith S= B = 3.7, this is not good enough to clain a discovery based on Relation (2). If the
hput CP-odd H ggsbosonm ass is lowered toM , = 400G €V ,whose wedgebox plot is the left-
hand plot of Fig. 9, then the num ber of signal events rises to 14 + 52 = 66 H ° and A events
(runs for M SSM  backgrounds gve 2 direct’ neutralinochargino events and 26 slepton-pair
production events), yielding S= B = 62 and satisfying Relation (2). Note how the increase
is sokly due to m ore A%-generated events. Comparing theM , = 500GeV (M SSM Point 1)
plot (b) and theM 5 = 400G &V plt (a) In Fig. 9 shows how the increased num ber of signal
events In (a) more fully 1ls in the 22 box whose outer edges (dashed lines in the gure) are
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Figure 9: W edgebox plot forM SSM Point 1 nputswith M , = 500G &V (b) and shifting to
M, = 400G &V (a), assum Ing an integrated um inosity of 3001 . Neither the Z °~eto cut
nor the 4-Jepton invariant m ass cut are enabled. Black-colored m arkers are for the H ° and
A% signalevents. SM background events from Z %' %% ) (where either one orboth ofthe Z %’s
are pem itted to be o -m assshell are red ), while the two surviving ttZ °' ) events are purple.
M SSM background events from slepton production or direct neutralino/chargino production
are in blue and green, respectively. T he horizontal and vertical dashed lines form ing a box
are at the ocationm oy mg . M SSM Poit 1 {ino and skpton nputsare = 500G eV,

M,= 180GeV,M, = 90GeV,m, _=m, = 250Gev.
soft o

given by m @ Mg = 866G eV since for these nput param eters slepton m asses are too high
to perm it e) decays into on-m ass-shell skeptons.

A key obsarvation is that the distributions of the signal and the background events di er
m arkedy?® . A1l but one of the signal events lie w ithin the 2-2 box?’. The m aprity of the
slepton pairproduction events (19 out of 26 events for (a) and 17 out of 22 events for (b)),
the dom nantM SSM background, lie ocutside the 22 box. T he topology of these 3+ 1/ events
isa 22 box plus a wedge lacking a clear outer edge extending from said box (see [48]). The
few direct’ neutralino and chargino production events happen to all lie w ithin the 22 box;
how ever, these events are actually due to°° e, e; pairproduction and thus, for a larger sam ple,

280 n the other hand, the distributions of A° and H © events show no substantial system atic di erences i
their distributions’ w edgebox plot topologies.

2Note that a sin ilar result is found in Fig. 16 of [9]. There, however, only signal events were shown,
and, since a priori only H %;A°% 1 eYel events were considered, the vast array of other potential wedgebox
topologies was not brought to light.

30 If d frect neutralino pair-production produces a signi cant num ber of events, then the dom inant source of
said events is always eg eg production ; eg eg production is heavily suppressed. See discussion in [48]. This
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such events would populate a 23 wedge w ith m any of the events falling outside of the 22
box.

SM background events are concentrated on and around lines w here eitherM (€' e ) and/or
M (" )egualsM ,,whih unfortunately is close to the outer edges of the 22 box. U sing
the unfair advantage of colorcoded events, one can correctly choose to place the edges of
the box s0 as to exclude m ost of the SM background events. Experim entalists m ay have a
m ore di cult tim e deciding on wedgebox edges that lie too close to M ; . Though, at the
price of perhaps losing som e of the signal events’’, one could m ake a selection rule of an
e ective 22 box with edges su ciently within M , in such cases. Correct denti cation of
the outer edge value for the 22 box ram oves all but 11 of the 85 SM background events.
T he signalbackground is then 39 : 20 for (b) and 66 :19 for (a), an inm ense In provem ent
n the purity of the sam ples | both points now certainly satisfy the Relation (2) criterion.
A coepting only points Iying w ithin a box w ith outer edges at 80G €V , m ore safely elim inating
sM 7% %790 ) events, leads to a signalbackground of 33 : 12 for (b) and 59 :14 or (a). Note
that one can also select points lying well outside the 22 box to get a fairly pure sam ple (at
this point in the param eter space) of skepton pairproduction events. Even if one does not
know where Nature has chosen to reside in the M SSM input param eter space, the selection
of only events occupying one distinct topological feature of the experim ental wedgebox plot
m ay yield a sam ple pure enough (though onem ay not know exactly what puri ed sam ple one
has obtained!) to be am enable to other m eans of analysis (perhaps entailing som e addition
reasonable hypotheses as to what sparticles m ight be nvolved) [51].

Fig.10 In tum exam ines several related choices for nput param eter sets, including M SSM
Point 2 | which isplt (c) therein, in which H ® and A ° have large BR s into heavier {ino pairs
such that them aprity of the 4* signalevents do not arise from eJef decays for allpoints save
that ofplot (b). Plot (d)di ersfrom M SSM Point 2,plot (c),only in that the H iggsino m ixing
param eter is shifted from = 200G6eV to = 250G &V. Yet even thism odest change
drastically alters the topology of the resulting wedgebox plot. This is illustrative of how the
wedgebox plotm ay be usefill n extracting fairly detailed inform ation about the {ino spectrum
and corresponding M SSM  input param eters. In plots (a) and (b) of Fig. 10 the EW gaugino
Input param eters are raised from M , = 200G &V In plots (c) and (d) toM , = 280G &V (recall
the assum ption used herein that the value of M ; istied to that of M ,). Also tan  is lowered
from 35 to 20, while wvalues of plots (c) and (d) are retained. Again, these shifts In input
param eters radically alter the resulting wedgebox topology. Plots (a) and (b) clearly show
w edge-like topologies. N ote again them arkedly di erent event distributions for the signaland
badkground events in all four plots, but particularly striking in plot (a). Note how the four
M SSM param eter set points yielding the wedgebox plotsdepicted in Fig. 10 allm ight crudely
be categorized ashigh tan , low j j, low to m oderate M ,, and light slepton points. Yet the
associated wedgebox plots com e out decidedly di erent.

Taking advantage of know ing which points in M SSM param eter space are being sin ulated

leads to the general conclusion that, with a Ft cut in place to rem ove cascade events from colored sparticle
decays, the appearance of a disproportionately strong (densely populated) box on a wedgebox plot is highly
indicative of the presence of H ggsdboson-generated events. T he caveat to this being that chargino production
can generate a box-shape In som e rather Im ited regions of the M SSM input param eter space. Again, see [48]
for further discussion.

31C orrect edge values from which to reconstruct inform ation on the {ino m ass spectrum would also be lost.
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Figure 10: W edgebox plt for M SSM Point 2 inputs (c) and shifting to M, = 400G &V
(left), assum g an integrated um fosity of 3008 '. Neither the Z %-veto cut nor the 4-
Jepton invariant m ass cut are enabled. Black-colored m arkers are for the H ° and A° signal
events. SM background events from Z°¢ %790 ) (where either one or both of the Z%’s are
pem itted to be o -m assshell) are red, while the two surviving ttZ °* ) events are purple.
M SSM background events from slepton production or direct neutralino/chargino production
are in blue and green, respectively. T he horizontal and vertical dashed lines form ing a box
are at the location M & Meg .M SSM Point 1l {Ino and slkepton nputs are = 500G ev,
M,=180GevV,M, = 90G&v Mg =Mg = 250G &V . A Iso indicated by dashed lines on
the plot are the 22, 33 and 44 box edges found from relation (4) | save for the 22 box
edges for (c) which are from m o My .
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Table 7: Percentage contrbutions to H %;a°0 1
pairproduction m odes for the four M SSM Param eter set points given In Fig. 10. Based upon
ISAJET (ISASUSY ) 7.58 [30]w ith no consideration given to any cuts. D ecays that are kinem atically
not allowed arem arked by a 0; contributions below 0:001% arem arked asnegligible (neg). H %;A0 !
z00 700 g0 1 nOh0 and A° ! h%Z %0 )m ake negligible contributions in all cases. A Iso given are
the number of H ° A signal events and the number of background events, assum ing 300 b bof
integrated lum nosity as in the gure.

4’ events from the various neutralino and chargino

DecayPair [ (@ [ ® | @ [ @ |
S 186% 70 6% 0:0015% | 35:0%
el &9 0:1% 45% 0:05% 13:1%
el ef 45:1% 13:0% 0:05% 16%
e9 e 1:5% 0:4% 2:7% 0:9%
e9 el 18:1% 50% 45:0% 958
e? <) 0 0 396% 78%
e, e, 1663 6:5% 11:3% 31:8%
el e, 0 0 1:4% 0:3%
e? ef 0:001% 0:005% neg 0:05%
el &f 0:02% neg neg 0:01%

H;A% evts. | 305423 | 276,473 | 122,105 | 182,140

bckgrd. evts. 683 257 132 186

(som ething the experim entalist cannot know in the actual experim ent) allow s com parison
between the assorted calculated production rates at the four points and the obsarved features
on the wedgebox plots. Table 7 gives such theoretical estin ates based on analysis of ISAJET
(ISASUSY ) 7.58 results for the four points®®. It m ust be bome in m ind though that e ects
from cuts may alter the percentage contributions found on the wedgebox plots from those
given In Tabl 7.

The rstthing to notice from this table is the virtual absence of events stem m ing from eg
to e’ decays for M SSM Point 2 = plt (c) relative to the other three points. T his is due to
the fact that, for this nput param eter set, the sparticle spectrum satis es the condition that
Me < Mg < Mg ,meaning that e) mainly decays via an on-m assshell sneutrino ‘gooiler’
mode,e) ! e ! e  and itsBR into a pair of charged lptons is highly suppressed. For
the other three points, m e > Mg jMg. A ctually, of the four wedgebox plots shown in Fig.10,
the one forM SSM Point 2 m ost closely resem bles a sim ple box. However, Table 7 indicates
that (before cuts) 45:0% of the events are from ejej, 396% of the events are from efe}, and
12:7% of the events are from e; e, ;&5 e, .

In Fig. 10, charged sleptons are now light enough so that the neutralino to slepton decay
chains, which m ake signi cant contributions to the fourJepton signal events, m ay proceed
via on-m assshell charged slkptons. So while the outer edges of the 22 box in Fig. 9 was

32Table 3 given previously corresponds to coimn (c) n Tabl 7 with the H © and A? contributions listed
separately.
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determ ined by the eJ—e? mass di erence, here Relation 4 brings the skepton masses into
play®*. Tn plt (a), virtually all e to e’ decays procesd via on-m assshell skeptons, but
only the e} to e decay edge is signi cantly altered (by m ore than a couple GeV) | from
Mg Mg = 185G eV to 151-156G eV (at this point, 18% of four-lepton events are from eJel
according to Tabl 7). On the other hand, in plot (b), where the ! also decay to ef via

on-m assshell sleptons, edges are shifted from m e Mo = 82;124;192G &V to 76-78;101-
107;140-149G eV Por i= 2;3;4, respectively®? , with i= 2;3;4 decays allm aking notew orthy
four-lepton event contribbutions. ForM SSM Point 2 = plot (c), the shift .n the eg to e decay
edge isonly 3:5-5G eV while the ef to e¥ edge is virtually unchanged. T his accounts for 87:3%
of the fourJdepton events by Table 7. The situation with e} is slightly com plicated: e} can
only decay into e via an on-m assshelf® e, and thiswould Jad to a trem endous shift in the
edge position (from 61G eV to 15G &V ); however, this is so close to the kinem atical 1in it that
decays through o -m assshellZ ° should be com petitive (again placing theedgeat 61G &V ).
But, since e) decays kad to only a tiny fraction of the fourJepton events, note how there
is no vislble edge or population discontinuity at this location (the innerm ost dashed box) on
the wedgebox plot. Lastly, w ith plot (d), again on-m assshell slepton decays totally dom inate
for i = 2;3;4, but only the e} to e decay edge is signi cantly shifted (from 752G eV to
515-60:4G eV . But, by Table 7, this decay is the m ost in portant contributor to the signal
events.

Forplot (a) of Fig. 10, the expected 24 wedge stands out clearly am ong the signal events,
w ith outer edges at the expected location. The background ism ostly from direct eJed direct
production, giving the 23 wedge shown in green (direct neutralinoneutralino production is
predom inantly e)ef at all interesting points in the M SSM param eter space, w ith direct eJe)
production alwayshighly suppressed [48]). T he proxin ity ofthiswedge’s outer edges to the red
M , linesm ay com plicate the experin entalanalysis; however, ifthe SM 7 °¢ %Z °0 )background
is wellkm odeled, a subtraction technigue to clear up this zone m ay be feasible. Note that
selecting only events with 100G&V < M (e"'e ) < 150Ge&V,0< M (* ) < 50Ge&V or
O0< M (e"e ) < 50GeV 100G&V < M ( ° ) < 150G &V, corregponding to the Jegs of the
2-4 wedge lying beyond the 2-3 wedge and the Z °-line, changes the signalibackground ratio
from 728683 seen on the plot to 128:15. This is an exam ple of a cut that can be applied a
posteriori based on the exam ination of the wedgebox plot | as opposed to assum ing a priori
extra know ledge about where in the M SSM param eter space N ature has chosen to sit.

Plot (b) of Fig. 10 m ainly show s a densely-populated 22 box whose edges are well inside
theM ; lines. A faint 23 or 24 wedge is also discemible (in fact Table 7 show s this to be a

33U nrtunately, the physical skepton m asses nput nto HERW IG 6.5 are generated by ISASUSY 7.58 [30],
which neglects a leftrightm ixing term / m % 2 tan?  (see [27]). W hile this term is negligible for selectrons, it
does shift the physical an uon m asses by asm uch asa few G eV . N eglecting this term results in degenerate soft
slepton nputs leading to degenerate physical selectron and am uons m asses (so the smuon m asses for M SSM
Point 2 given In Table 1 are changed Into the m ass values given there for the selectrons), which in tum m ay
noticeably under-estin ate the m ass splitting between sm uons and thus the thickness of the edges shown on
the plots. Later versions of ISAJET correct this oversight, as do private codes em ployed in Sect. 2.

34D ue to the program oversight m entioned in the last Hotnote, the thicknesses of these edges shrink to
75:7-76:5;103:4-104:9;143:5-1459G €V, regpectively. T hese values are represented by the dotted lines on the
plots.

3>Again, this feature is Jost in HERW IG 6.5/ISAJET 7.58 .

M HERW IG 6.5/ISAJET 7.58 thiswidth shrinks to 556-57:0G &V .
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2-4 wedge), while the em pty upper+ight comer which does not pin w ith the 22 box suggests
that eJe and eJe) decays are present whik eje} are absent (further suggesting that said
decay m ode is kinem atically inaccessible, which helps pin down the relative m asses of the
heavy H iggs bosons and the heavier neutralinos).

P lot (c)’sm ost obvious feature is an outer box, which in fact isa 44 box. Topology alone
does not distinguish this from a plot dom inated by a 33 box ora 22 box, though the location
of the outer edges well beyond M ; m ight give pause for entertaining the latter possibility. A
34 wedgem ay also be discemed from the som ewhat din inished event population in the upper
right-hand box in the plot. C om parison of this plot w ith the other three quickly points out the
absence of a dense eventpopulation in this plot. Seeing such a wedgebox plot experin entally
strongly hints that leptonic e} decays are being suppressed, perhaps w ith a m ass spectrum
favoring sneutrino spoiler m odes as noted above.

Like plot (b), plot (d) shows a 22 box, but with outer edges at a very di erent location.
P ot (d) also hasm ore signal events outside of the 22 box than does plot (b), and said events
arem ore scattered in (d). A lot of these events are from H ;A decays into e, e, pairs. Thus,
the alignm ent of the wedgebox features to the dashed lines derived from neutralino features
shown is less com pelling.

In both Fig.9 and Fig.10,note how closely the wedgebox plot features, obtained by the full
event generator & detector sim ulation analysis, conform to the dashed-line borders expected
from the sin ple formula 4. T his strongly supports the assertion that a wedgebox—style analysis
is realistic in the actual experin ental situation.

6 Summ ary and conclusions

R ecapping the ndings presented herein:

6.1 New signals

Form any interesting choices of the basic Input param eters of theM SSM , heavier H iggs boson
decay m odes of the type H %;A° | elef, with i;56 1 are potentially in portant LHC signal
m odes. The neutralinos’ subsequent leptonic decays, typi ed by ef ! e?, can yied a
four-isolated-lepton (where here ‘ refers to electrons and/or m uons) plis m issing-transverse—
energy signature. Such leptonic neutralino decays m ay proceed via either an intermm ediate
charged slepton or via an interm ediate Z°%' /), where in either case this interm ediate state
may be on—-or o massshell. The present study presents for the st tine a system atic
Investigation of the potential for discovering such a signatureat the LHC , including allpossible
such neutralino pairs: eje);efel;elel;efel;ede); and efel. O ther H iggs boson decays that
may lead to the sam e signature are also incorporated, including: decays to chargino pairs
H%A% ! e e,;ele,,nwhih case e, yieds three leptons while the other chargino gives
the ourth; H %;A% | elel;ele), where the ) or ) must provide all four leptons; and
H? ! honh%;z0 Z0C ) a0 1 noz00) ¢ gOA0 1 &2 37 three of which yield negligble
contrbutions in all cases studied. T his surpasses previous studies which restricted virtually
all of their attention to H °;A° ! eg eg ,and also did not consider the possibility of neutralino

4+ 1
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decays to on-m ass<shell sleptons (w ith the incorporation of the heaviest neutralinos as isdone
herein this assum ption becom es particularly restrictive).

N aturally, at least som e of the {inosm ust be reasonably light for thisH %;A°% | 44+ X5
signature to be seen. Param eterspace scans studying the potential scope of such a signal
Indicate that the {Ino param eter M , needs to be relatively low while the H iggsino m ixing
param eter need not be so constrained (however, if j jis not also relatively low , then the
signal is dom inated by the e) el m ode). R elatively light skpton m asses are also quite helpfill,
and the slepton m ass spectrum plays a crucial rdle in determ ining for what values of the other
M SSM Input param eters large rates m ay occur. Saild large rates are possible throughout
m ost of the phenom enologically—interesting value ranges of the H iggs-sector param eters M
and tan , depending of course on the accom panying choice of other M SSM inputs, as the
discovery regions delineated herein illustrate.

6.2 Com parison w ith previous results

To clearly dem onstrate the potential in portance of the H %;A°% | 4+ EI ™ signature in the
hunt for the heavier H iggsbosons, Figs. 11 and 12 again show the discovery regions associated
withM SSM Point1 and M SSM Point 2 neutralino input param eter sets (as depicted before in
Figs. 7 and 8, respectively), but this tin e w ith a logarithm ic scale for tan and also show Ing
the expected reaches, assum ing 300 fo ' of Integrated lum inosity at the LHC , of H iggs boson
decay m odes into SM daughter particles as developed by the ATLAS collaboration [45F.
C learly, the new neutralino decay m ode signature can extend the discovery reach for the
heavier M SSM H iggs bosons to much higher values of M , , and also o er at least partial
coverage of the so-called ‘decoupling region’ where only the Iightest H iggs state h® could be
established in the past (through its decays into SM ob jcts) and where said h’ m ay bedi cult

to distinguish from the sole H iggs boson of them inim al SM . Thus, a m ore com plete analysis
of theH %;A% | efef modes as is presented here may be crucial to the establishm ent of an
extended H iggs sector. T he inclusion of the heavier neutralinos, e} and ej, absent in previous
studies, is essential in extending the reach of the H ;A% | 4+ EI'™ signature up to the
higher H iggs boson m asses unattainable by the SM decay m odes.

It should be noted that the AT LA S discovery contours presented In Figs. 11 and 12 are not
obtained using the sam e choice ofM SSM input param etersasaretheH %;A% | ef e} discovery
regionsdeveloped in the presentwork. Tn fact, the AT LA S discovery regionsused input choices
designed to elim inate, or at least m inim ize, the H iggs boson decays into sparticles. T hus, the
reach of the ATLA S discovery contours essentially represents the m axinum expanse In the
M SSM param eter space achievable through these H iggs boson decays to SM particles under
the (unsubstantiated ) assum ption of a very heavy sparticle sector. Stated another way: were
the AT LA S discovery regions to be generated for the sam e set of neutralino input param eters
astheH °;A% | efef discovery regions presented herein, the form erm ay well shrink in size
(and certainly not increase), further em phasizing the in portance of thoroughly studying the
H%A® ! 4+ EI™ signature. Ttwould certainly be desirable to redo the SM —like signature
reaches of M SSM H iggs bosons in the presence of light sparticle spectra dentical to those

STATLA S collaboration discovery region contour lines in Figs. 11 and 12 have been rem ade to m atch as
closely as possible those in the original plot.
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Figure 11: D iscovery regions In the M ;tan ) plne, here w ith a logarithm ic tan  scale,
assum Ing M SSM Param eter Set 1 {ino inputs and for L;,c = 100 b Y and 300 o l, for the
(lowerplot)M SSM H iggsbosons’ 4 signals from their decays into neutralino or chargino pairs
(here H °;A°% decays to eje) totally dom inate). This is shown jaxtaposed (upper plot) w ith
300fb ' regions for M SSM  H iggs boson signatures from decays to SM particles based upon
LEP resultsand ATLA S sin ulations [45],where labelsrepresent: 1. H? ! 7°2° | 4 lptons;

2.t! WH*;H" ! ' + cc;3.1th%; h’ ! Wo;4. ho! and W h%=th?; ho ! ;
5.0H Y8R with HO=A% ! Ho;6.H* ! th+ cc;7.H>=A% ! *+ ;8. H?=A01 *+
9. gb! W+;HT ! " + cc;10. HO D h'h% 1 o ;11.a° 0 z2%n0 1 4

12. H%=A% | tf. Note that SM discovery regions are not for the sam e input param eters:
they presum e a very heavy sparticle spectrum ; dentical M SSM  inputs to those used for the
Iower plot may well yield am aller SM discovery regions in a revised upper plot. For the 4/
signals from elel;e; e decays, the M SSM Param eter Set 1 {ino/skpton param eters are

= 500Gev M, = 180GeV,M ;= 90GeV andm, =m .= 250G ev.

soft Ssof
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Figure 12: D iscovery regions In the M ;tan ) plne, here w ith a logarithm ic tan  scale,
assum ng M SSM Param eter Set 2 {io fputs and for Ly, = 100 ' and 300 *, or the
(lower plot) M SSM H iggs bosons’ 4 signals from their decays into neutralino or chargino
pairs (here H iggs boson decays to higherm ass neutralinos typically dom inate). T his is shown
jixtaposed (upper plot) with 300 ' regions orM SSM H iggs boson signatures from decays
to SM particlksasin Fig.11. Forthe 4’ signalsfrom efe};e; e decays,theM SSM Param eter
Set 2 {ino/skpton param eters are = 200Gev ,M, = 200G&V,M ; = 100G&V, m e, =

150G eV andm = 250G eV . Here H iggs boson decays to a variety of higher m ass {inos
(see text) constitute the m a prity of the signal events. Note that,asin Fig.11,shce ATLA S
discovery regions presum e a very heavy sparticle spectrum , SM discovery regionsm ade for the
sam eM SSM input param eters as used In the Iower plot m ay well yield an aller SM  discovery
regions In a revised upper plt.
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studied herein for the H iggs-to-gparticle decay channels; however, this is clearly beyond the
scope and capabilities of this study. It also must be em phasized that the dim inution of the
expected signatures from SM decay m odes of theM SSM H iggs bosons was investigated in [7]
and thus is fairly wellestablished aswell as Inherently sensible.

Previous studies exploring H iggs-to-sparticle decay channels, whether for neutral H iggs
bosons (eg., CM S [9]) or for charged H iggs bosons (eg., ATLAS [52],CM S [20]), | and
com paring, to som e extent, SM and SUSY decay modes | have not rescaled the reaches
of previously-studied SM decay channels (done by the sam e collhboration) to allow a rea-—
sonable com parison to the new -found sparticle decay m odes; nor have the SM decay m odes
been reanalyzed for the sam e set of M SSM  input param eters. Yet clearly such com parisons
are absolutely essential to gauge the scope and in pact of the new sparticledecay channels.
Certainly, the com parisons presented in Figs. 11 and 12 are less than optin al; however, they
are far from un-inform ative.

Tt is also m portant to kesp in m ind that the assum ptions inherent in the ATLA S (and
CM S) discovery regions for the SM decay modes of the M SSM H iggs bosons are no less
restrictive than the choices of M SSM  input param eters m ade to generate the two 4/ + EI =S
discovery regions in this study. T he param eter space scans of Sect. 2 further enable the reader
to put the two discovery regions shown here into a w ider perspective.

6.3 Production and decay phenom enology of the signal

Thenew H%A? | 4‘+ EI™ discovery regions have been m apped out using a full event
generator-level analysis utilizing HERW IG coupled w ith a detector sim ulation on a par w ith
experim ental analyses. A 11 signi cant backgrounds have been included in the analysis, som e
for the rst tine in the study of such a signature. The in portance of the restriction on
Bt activity em ployed herein is particularly noteworthy. W ithout such a cut the H iggs signal
could be swam ped by the cascade decays of colored sparticles (ghuinosand sjyuarks), unless said
Sparticles are a priori assum ed to be quite heavy (at or above the TeV scale). The ultim ate
Iim it of this type of Et cut, to dem and that events be ‘hadronically quiet’ quickly springs
tom Ind as an attractive search category. Yet care m ust be taken here since, in H iggs boson
productionviagg ! H%;A%andlb! H°;A°, Btsem erge in the nalstate alongside the H iggs
bosonsdue to PS e ects, though such additional fts tend to be rather soft and collinear to the
beam directions. In addition, rather than em ulating H iggs boson production viagg ! H %;A°
andb! H ;A% onecould instead considergg ! ggH %;g9A%and gg ! dH °;HA ° processes,
In which case one m ght worry about stronger gt activity em erging. T he true signal rate is
the sum of these and the previous process types, after m aking a correction for the overlap
(as discussed previously). HERW IG sinulations of gg ! HH ;HA Y at selected points in
the param eter space indicate that the these processes are in fact ram oved by the gt cut
In posed herein. To better optim ize the level of hadronic activity that should be allowed, full
in plem entation of 2 ! 3 Joop processes (gg ! ggH ”;9gA % and other channels yielding two
light ftsand a H °;A° in the nalstate) into HERW IG m ust be com pleted (work in progress
[531]).

TheBRsofH Y and A° to the assorted {ino pairs can certainly di er m arkedly in regions
where the signal is large, as seen for nstance n Tabl 3; thus one must not assum e that
the two contribute a roughly equal num ber of events to the 4/ + E?jss signal rate. On the
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other hand, results also show that only In quite narrow low-M , threshold regions w ithin the
discovery areas (wherein the smallM 5y M 5 m assdi erence is crucial) do events due to one or
the other H iggs boson (in this case the lighter A°) totally dom inate, producing in excess of
90% ofthe signalevents. G eneral statem ents beyond this conceming the H  and A° adm ixture
present in the signal seem elusive. T hroughout the e)e)-dom inated discovery region of Fig.
7, A° produced the m aprity of the events (though in som e cases only slightly m ore than
H °);whereas in Fig. 8 there were substantial zones in which H ° events dom inated (aswellas
large segm ents wherein the two H ggs boson contrdbbutions were within = 20% of each other).
F inally, though the cuts did typically elin inate slightly m ore H © events than A° events, this
e ect was of little signi cance.

6.4 The topology of the signals

Note that in com paring the signal with the M SSM backgrounds, the present study follow s
the standard procedure of com paring signal and background rates at the sam e point in the
M SSM param eter space. O ne could well ask whether or not larger backgrounds at a di erent
point In param eter space could lead to the num ber of excess events attributed to the signal
at the designated point in the M SSM param eter space. One way of addressing this issue
is to Jook at the distrbution of the signal background eventson aM (¢"e )vs. M ( © )
wedgebox plot iIn addition to m erely asking what is the raw rate. To w it, analyses of selected
points In param eter space, again at the full event generator + detector sim ulation level, are
presented illustrating that: (1) sm all changes in the M SSM input param eters can lead to
signi cant topological changes in the pattem observed on the wedgebox plot; (2) the signal
and background events often have m arkedly di erent distrdbution pattems on the wedgebox
plot, pointing toward the possibility of further purifying cuts (perhaps in conjunction w ith
extra Inform ation gamered from other studies or additional assum ptions to clarify of what
one is obtaining a purer sam ple) such as the exam pl presented for plot (a) of Fig. 10; and
(3) the com position of the H °;A° | 4‘+ EI* signal, that is, what percentages are due to
HOA% ! efel fordi erent iand j,may be ascertained to som e level. T he basic topolgical
features of the wedgebox plot provide strong, often easily interpreted, leads as to which m odes
are the dom Inant contributors. T he locations of the edges of such features on the wedgebox
plot also provide inform ation about the sparticle spectrum . T he densities of event points in
each com ponent of wedgebox checkerboard can also be used to distinguish wedgebox plots
w ith the sam e topological features/edges, such as, for nstance, telling a wedgebox plot w ith
a 23 wedge and a 22 box from one with only a 23 wedge. Further, these point density
distrbutions m ay be used to reconstruct inform ation about the relative production rates of
thedi erent H ;A% | elef processes, though extracting such fdynam ical’ inform ation m ay
well be far m ore com plicated than is the task of extracting *kinem atical’ inform ation about
the sparticle spectrum from the locations of the edges. A 1l of this is further com plicated by
the ram aining background events, and a m ore holistic study looking at both the H iggs boson
produced signaland the M SSM backgrounds together m ay be m ost appropriate [48].
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N ote

M otivated in part by the earlier archival subm ission of this work, a sin ilar analysis was
eventually carried outby amember of ATLA S [54], also ain ing atm apping outM SSM H iggs
boson discovery regions via H %;A° | ele} decays. Results of this ATLAS analysis are
essentially consistent w ith those presented herein, though the actual shapes of the discovery
regions obtained di er som ewhat. These di erences are in part attributable to adopting
di erent selection criteria and em ploying di erent sim ulation tools. O fparticular note are the
tt and o7 °¢ ) backgrounds which are quite signi cant in the case of the ATLA S analysis but
yield no background events in this study>®. This ism ainly due to the m ore stringent lepton
isolation criteria adopted for this study which are very e ective at ram oving leptons produced
n these two wouldJe background processes from B -m esons decays. T he restrictions on ET ,
which are absent from [54], also ald In rem oving residual background events.
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