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Abstract. | briefly review the Higgs sector in the standard model (SM) and its minimal aupersym-
metric extension, the MSSM. After summarizing the properties of the Higgs bosons and the present
experimental constraints, | will discuss the prospects for discovering these particle at the upgraded

Tevatron, the large hadron collider (LHC) and a high-enefgy linear collider. The possibility of
studying the properties of the Higgs particles will be then summarized.
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1. Introduction

The search for Higgs bosons is one of the main missions of present and future high-energy
colliders. The observation of this particle is of major importance for the present under-
standing of the interactions of the fundamental particles. Indeed, in order to accommodate
the well-established electromagnetic and weak interaction phenomena, the existence of
at least one isodoublet scalar field to generate fermion and weak gauge bosons masses
is required. The standard model (SM) makes use of one isodoublet field: three Gold-
stone bosons among the four degrees of freedom are absorbed to build up the longitudinal
components of the massiVé*,Z gauge bosons; one degree of freedom is left over corre-
sponding to a physical scalar particle, the Higgs boson [1]. Despite its numerous successes
in explaining the present data, the SM will not be completely tested before this particle has
been experimentally observed and its fundamental properties studied.
In the SM, the profile of the Higgs particle is uniquely determined once its Masis
fixed [2]. The decay width, the branching ratios and the production cross sections are given
by the strength of the Yukawa couplings to fermions and gauge bosons, the scale of which
is set by the masses of these particles. Unfortunately, the Higgs boson is a free parameter.
The only available information o, is the upper limitM,, > 1141 GeV established
at LEP2 [3]. (The collaborations have also reported ar2tcess of events beyond the
expected SM backgrounds consistent with a SM-like Higgs boson with alvhass 115
GeV [3], as will be discussed later.) Furthermore, the accuracy of the electroweak data
measured at LEP, SLC and the Tevatron provides sensitivityl to the Higgs boson
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Figure 1. The x2 of the fit to electroweak data as a function\f, (left) and triviality
and vacuum stability bounds &, as a function of the new physics scéldright).

contributes logarithmically,] log(M,, /M,y ), to the radiative corrections to ti&/Z bo-

son propagators. A recent analysis yields the véyg= 88J_f29 GeV, corresponding to

a 95% CL upper limit oM, < 206 GeV [4] (there is still an error due to the hadronic

contribution to the running of the fine structure constahisee the left panel in figure 1.
However, interesting theoretical constraints can be derived from assumptions on the

energy range within which the standard model is valid before perturbation theory breaks

down and new phenomena would emerge.

(i) If the Higgs mass was larger tharl TeV, theW andZ bosons would interact strongly
with each other to ensure unitarity in their scattering at high energies. Imposing the uni-
tarity requirement in the scattering of longitudiNdlbosons at high-energy for instance
leads to the tree-level boumd}, < 870 GeV [5]. Note also that radiative corrections to the
Higgs boson couplings become non-perturbative for masses bbygqre 1 TeV [6] and
the Higgs resonance becomes too wide as will be discussed later.

(if) The quartic Higgs self-coupling, which at the scalg, is fixed byM,, itself, grows
logarithmically with the energy scale. M, is small, the energy cut-ofk at which the
coupling grows beyond any bound and new phenomena should occur, is lavg;isf
large,A is small. The conditioM,, < A sets an upper limit on the Higgs mass in the SM.
Lattice analyses lead to an estimate of abddyt~ 630 GeV for this limit. Furthermore,
top quark loops tend to drive the coupling to negative values for which the vacuum is no
more stable. Therefore, requiring the SM to be extended to the grand unification theory
(GUT) scale/Ag 7 ~ 10*® GeV, and including the effect of top quark loops on the running
coupling, the Higgs mass should roughly lie in the range 130 &eM,, < 180 GeV [6];
see right panel of figure 1.

However, there are two problems that one has to face when trying to extend the SM to
Agut- The first one is the so-called hierarchy or naturalness problem: the Higgs boson
tends to acquire a mass of the order of these large scales (the radiative corredtigns to
are quadratically divergent); the second problem is that the simplest GUTs predict a value
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Figure 2. The masses of the Higgs bosons in the MSSM and their relative squared
couplings to the massive gauge bosons for two representative valyes taand 30.

for sin? 8, thatis incompatible with the measured value?:ﬂn ~0.23. Low energy super-
symmetry solves these two problems at once: supersymmetric particle loops cancel exactly
the quadratic divergences and contribute to the running of the gauge coupling constants,
correcting the small discrepancy to the observed value Sf%}r{?].

The minimal supersymmetric extension of the standard model (MSSM) [7] requires the
existence of two isodoublets of Higgs fields, to cancel anomalies and to give mass sep-
arately to up and down-type fermions. Two CP-even neutral Higgs bdsbhsa pseu-
doscala’A bosons and a pair of charged scalar partidies, are introduced by this exten-
sion of the Higgs sector [2]. Besides the four masses, two additional parameters define the
properties of these particles: a mixing anglén the neutral CP-even sector and the ratio
of the two vacuum expectation values grwhich from GUT restrictions is assumed in
the range I$ tanf < m/m, with the lower and upper ranges favored by Yukawa coupling
unification (the lower range is excluded by LEP2 searches).

Supersymmetry leads to several relations among these parameters and only two of them,
taken in general a1, and tarB are in fact independent. These relations impose a strong
hierarchical structure on the mass spectritp,< M;,M, < M, andM,,, < M, which
however is broken by radiative corrections if the top quark mass is large [8]. The leading
part of this correction grows as the fourth powengfand logarithmically with the squark
massMg; the mixing (or trilinear coupling) in the stop sect®y plays an important role.

For instance, the upper bound on the mass of the lightest Higgs hésshifted from the

tree level valueM, to M, ~ 130 GeV forA, = v/6Mg with Mg = 1 TeV [8]. The masses

of the heavy neutral and charged Higgs particles are expected to be in the range of the
electroweak symmetry breaking scale; see left panel of figure 2.

The couplings of the various neutral Higgs bosons (collectively denoted)bip
fermions and gauge bosons will in general strongly depend on the angledf3; normal-
ized to the SM Higgs boson couplings, they are given by:

@ 9oiau 9odd 9ovv

h cosa/sinB — 1 —sina/cos —1 sinB—a) —»1
H sina/sinB — 1/tanB cosa/cosB —tanB cogyfB—a) —0
A 1/tanf tanf 0
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Figure 3. The allowed (colored) regions fod, from LEP2 searches as a function of
tanf in the case of maximal, typical and no stop mixing (from ref. [11]).

The pseudoscalar has no tree level couplings to gauge bosons, and its couplings to down
(up) type fermions are (inversely) proportional to farit is also the case for the couplings
of the charged Higgs particle to fermions which are a mixture of scalar and pseudoscalar
currents and depend only on fanFor the CP-even Higgs bosons, the couplings to down
(up) type fermions are enhanced (suppressed) compared to the SM Higgs couplings for
tan > 1. They share the SM Higgs couplings to vector bosons since they are suppressed
by sin(8 — a) and co$f3 — a) factors, respectively fdrandH; see right panel of figure 2.

If the pseudoscalar mass is large, theoson mass reaches its upper limit (which de-
pends on the value of t@#) and its couplings to fermions and gauge bosons are SM like;
the heavier CP-eveld and chargeti + bosons become degenerate within this decou-
pling limit, it is very difficult to distinguish the Higgs sectors of the SM and MSSM.

Let us summarize the constraints on the MSSM Higgs particle masses, which mainly
come from the negative LEP2 searches [3] in the Higgs-strah&irey, — Z + h/H, and
pair productione™e™ — A+ h/H, processes which will be discussed in more detail later.

In the decoupling limit where thke boson has SM-like couplings # bosons, the limit
M, > 1141 GeV from theete~ — hZ process holds. This constraint rules outfaral-
ues larger than tg® > 3. From theete™ — Ah process, one obtains the absolute limits
M, 2 91 GeV andM, > 92 GeV, for a maximaZhA coupling. In the general case, the
allowed values foM,, are shown in figure 3 as a function of aufthe colored regions) in
the cases of maximal, typical and no-mixing in the stop sector, respeo%iyely&/GMS, Mg
and 0 forMg = 1 TeV. Also are shown, the implications of thel@ evidence for a SM-
like Higgs boson with a mass 1:B§jé:g GeV. Allowing for an error on the Higgs mass
and an almost maximal coupling to tEeboson, the red (green) region indicates where
114 Ge\k M, (M) < 117 GeV and sifcog?(B — a) > 0.9.

In more general SUSY scenario, one can add an arbitrary number of Higgs doublet
and/or singlet fields without being in conflict with high precision data [4]. The Higgs spec-
trum becomes then much more complicated than in the MSSM, and much less constrained.
However, the triviality argument always imposes a bound on the mass of the lightest Higgs
boson of the theory. For instance, if only one Higgs singlet field is added to the MSSM,
an upper bount¥,, < 150 GeV can be set [9]. In the most general SUSY model, with ar-
bitrary matter content and gauge coupling unification egy, and absolute upper limit
on the mass of the lightest Higgs bosbh, < 205 GeV, has been derived [10].
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Figure 4. The decay branching ratiokft) and the total decay widthight) of the SM
Higgs boson as a function of its mass.

Thus, either in the SM or in its SUSY extensions, a Higgs boson should be lighter
than~200 GeV, and will be therefore kinematically accessible at the next generation of
experiments. In the following, after summarizing the decay modes of the Higgs bosons,
I will briefly discuss the discovery potential of present and future colliders, the Tevatron
Run 11 [12], the LHC [13,14] and a future*e linear collider [15] with a c.m. energy in
the range of 300 to 800 GeV such as the TESLA machine [16].

2. Decay modes

Let us first discuss the Higgs decay modes relying on the analyses of ref. [17]; see figure
4. To simplify the discussion in the SM, it is convenient to divide the Higgs mass into two
ranges: the ‘low mass’ randé,, < 130 GeV and the ‘high mass’ ranlyg, > 130 GeV.

In the ‘low mass’ range, the Higgs boson decays into a large variety of channels. The
main decay mode is by far the decay ibtopairs with a branching ratio 6$90% followed
by the decays intoc andT ™1~ pairs with branching ratios e£5%. Also of significance,
the top-loop mediated Higgs decay into gluons, whichMgy around 120 GeV occurs at
the level of~5%. The top andlV-loop mediated/y andZy decay modes are very rare the
branching ratios being o (10~%). However, these decays lead to clear signals and are
theoretically interesting being sensitive to new heavy particles such as SUSY particles.

In the *high mass’ range, the Higgs bosons decay\mW andZ Z pairs, with one of the
gauge bosons being virtual below the threshold. Abov& ththreshold, the Higgs boson
decays almost exclusively into these channels with a branching ratio of 2/8\idand
1/3 forZZ. The opening of thet channel does not alter this pattern significantly.

In the low mass range, the Higgs boson is very narfigyw< 10 MeV, but the width
becomes rapidly wider for masses larger than 130 GeV, reaching 1 Ge\Zat theeshold.

The Higgs total width cannot be measured directly in the mass range below 250 GeV. For
large massesM,, > 500 GeV, the Higgs boson becomes obese since its total width is
comparable to its mass, and it is hard to consider the Higgs as a resonance.

The decay pattern of the Higgs bosons of the MSSM [17] is more complicated than in
the SM and depends strongly on the value offasee figure 5.
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Figure 5. Dominant MSSM Higgs bosons decay branching ratios as functions of the
Higgs boson masses for t@r= 3 and 30.

The lightesth boson will decay mainly into fermion pairs since its mass is smaller than
~130 GeV. This is, in general, also the dominant decay mode of the pseudoscalafhboson
For values of tag much larger than unity, the main decay modes of the three neutral Higgs
bosons decays intib and7 "1~ pairs with the branching ratios being of orde®0% and
10%, respectively. For large masses, the top decay chadnalss tt open up, yet for
large tar3 these modes remain suppressed. If the masses are high enough, thel heavy
boson can decay into gauge bosons or lighoson pairs and the pseudosc#ararticle
into hZ final states. However, these decays are strongly suppressed fota88+5 as
suggested by the LEP2 constraints. _

The charged Higgs particles decay into fermions pairs: mamindrtv; final states for
H* masses, respectively, above and belowtthiareshold. If allowed kinematically and
for small values of taf, theH * bosons decay also intwV final states for ta§ < 5.

Adding up the various decay modes, the widths of all five Higgs bosons remain very
narrow. The total width of one CP-even Higgs particle will be close to the SM Higgs
width, while the total widths of the other Higgs particles will be proportional tg8tand
will be of the order of 10 GeV even for large masses.

Other possible decay channels for the MSSM bosons, in particular the Hedvgnd
H* states, decay into supersymmetric particles [18]. In addition to light sfermions, decays
into charginos and neutralinos could eventually be important if not dominant. Decays of
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the lightesth boson into the lightest neutralinos (LSP) or sneutrinos can be also important,
exceeding 50% in some parts of the SUSY parameter space. These decays can render the
search for Higgs particle rather difficult, in particular at hadron colliders.

In more general SUSY scenario, the decays of the Higgs bosons can be much more
complicated than in the MSSM. In particular, decays of the heavy Higgs into gauge bosons
and cascade decays into lighter Higgs bosons are still allowed. This might render the search
strategies of these particles complicated at the LHG"%t~ colliders however, this does
not lead to any difficulty to detect some of the particles as will be discussed later.

3. Higgs production at hadron colliders

The main production mechanisms of neutral Higgs bosons in the SM at hadron colliders
are the following processes [19]: (a) gluon—gluon fusgy— H, (b) WW/ZZ fusion,

VV — H, (c) association withV/Z, qq — V + H and (d) association witQQ, gg, gq —

QQ+ H. The cross sections are shown in figure 6 for the LHC wjith= 14 TeV and for

the Tevatron with,/s = 2 TeV as functions of the Higgs boson masses (from ref. [20]).

At the LHC, in the interesting mass range 100 GE§W,; < 250 GeV, the dominant
production process of the SM Higgs boson is by far the gluon—gluon fusion mechanism (in
fact it is the case of the entire Higgs mass range) the cross section being of the order of a
few tens of pb. It is followed by th&/W/ZZ fusion processes with a cross section of a
few pb (which reaches the level g§ fusion for very largeM ;). The cross sections of the
associated production witl/ /Z bosons ott,bb pairs are one to two orders of magnitude
smaller than thgg cross section. Note that for an integrated luminogity’ = (10) 100
fb~1 in the low (high) luminosity optiong = 1 pb would correspond to £010°) events.

At the Tevatron, the most relevant production mechanism is the associated production
with W/Z bosons, where the cross section is slightly less than a picobak,for 120
GeV, leading to~10* Higgs events for a luminosity .# = 20 fb~1. TheWW/ZZ fusion
cross sections are slightly smaller ¥, < 150 GeV, while the cross sections for associ-
ated production witht or bb pairs are rather low. Thggfusion mechanism has the largest
cross section but suffers from a huge QCD two-jet background.

The next-to-leading order QCD corrections should be taken into account gythe
sion processes where they are large, leading to an increase of the production cross sections
by a factor of up to two [21]. For the other processes, the QCD radiative corrections are
relatively smaller [22]: for the associated production with gauge bosons, the corrections
(which can be inferred from the Drell-Y&\/Z production) are at the level of 10%, while
in the case of the vector boson fusion processes, they are at the level of 30%. For the as-
sociated production with top quarks, the NLO corrections alter the cross sectio?d9¢
if the scale is chosen properly. In all these production processes, the theoretical uncer-
tainty, from the remaining scale dependence and from the choice of different sets of parton
densities, can be estimated as being of the orde2®-30%.

The signals which are best suited to identify the produced Higgs particles at the Tevatron
and at the LHC have been studied in great detail in refs [12,13], respectively. | briefly
summarize below the main conclusions of these studies.

At the Tevatron Run Il, the associated production Witfiz bosons with the latter de-
caying leptonically lead to several distinct signatures in which a signal can be observed
with sufficient integrated luminosity. In the low Higgs mass rargg, < 130 GeV, the
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Figure 6. Higgs boson production cross sections at the Lktp)(and the Tevatron
(botton) for the various mechanisms as functions of the Higgs mass.

Higgs will mainly decay intdob pairs and the most sensitive signatures/ateb, vvhb,
and/*¢~bb. Hadronic decays of th&/ andZ lead to theggbb final state and cannot be
used since they suffer from large backgrounds from QCD multi-jet production. In the high
Higgs mass range\l,, > 130 GeV, the dominant decay s — WW* and the signature
(*¢*jj from three vector boson final states can be used. In addition, one can use the final
state/ "¢~ vv with the Higgs boson produced gy fusion.

The required luminosity to discover or exclude a SM Higgs boson, combining all chan-
nels in both DO and CDF experiments, is shown in figure 7 as a functivh,dfi2]. With
15 fb~1 luminosity, a @ signal can be achieved fit,; < 120 GeV, while a Higgs boson
with a masaM,, < 190 GeV can be excluded at the 95% confidence level.

Let us now turn to the signatures which can be used at the LHC. A discovery with a
significance larger thandcan be obtained using various channels; see figure 8.

In the high mass ranghl,, > 130 GeV, the signal consists of the so-called ‘gold-plated’

eventsH — ZZ™*) — 4¢* with £ = e, u. The backgrounds, mostlyp — ZZ*), Zy* for the
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Figure 8. Significance for the SM Higgs boson discovery in various channels at the
LHC with a high luminosity as a function of the Higgs mass.

irreducible background ant— WW Wb andZ bb for the reducible one, are relatively small.
One can probe Higgs boson masses u@(®00 GeV) with a luminosity/ . = 100 fo~ L.
The channel$l — ZZ — vvit¢— andH — WW — v/jj, which have larger rates, allow
to extend the reach td,, ~ 1 TeV. TheH — WW®) — vv¢+¢~ (with H produced irgg
fusion, and to a lesser extent, in association Withosons) decay channel is very useful in
the range 130 Ge¥X M, < 180 GeV, where BR{ — ZZ") is too small, despite the large
background fromWW andtt production.

For the ‘low mass’ range, the situation is more complicated. The branching ratios for
H — ZZ" WW* are too small and due to the huge QCD jet background, the dominant
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modeH — bb is practically useless. One has then to rely on the yaidecay mode with
a branching ratio o#7(10~%), where the Higgs boson is produced in tigefusion and
the associateW H andHtt processes. A& discovery can be obtained with a luminosity
[% =100 fb1, despite the formidable backgrounds. Finally, in the very low mass range,
M, ~ 115 GeV, the channgp — ttH with H — bb can be used.

Inthe MSSM, the production processes for the neutral CP-even Higgs patrticles are prac-
tically the same as for the SM Higgs. However, for larggdamalues, one has to take the
quark (whose couplings are strongly enhanced) into account: its loop contributions in the
ggfusion process (and also the extra contributions from squarks loops, which however de-
couple for high squark masses) and associated productiobtwjihirs. The cross sections
for the associated production with pairs andV /Z bosons and the/W/ZZ fusion pro-
cesses, are suppressed for at least one of the particles because of the coupling suppression.
Because of CP-invariance, the pseudosdatamson can be produced only in thgfusion
and in association with heavy quarks (associated production with a CP-even Higgs parti-
cle,pp— A+h/H, is also possible but the cross section is too small). For high enough
tanB values and foM, > ( < )130 GeV, thegg/gq — bb+ A/H(h) andgg — A/H(h)
processes become the dominant production mechanisms.

The charged Higgs particles, if lighter than the top quark, can be accessible in the decays
t — H*b with H™ — Tv;, leading to a surplus of events mimicking a breaking af
vs. e i universality. TheH* particles can also be produced directly in the (properly
combined) processeb — tH~ orqg/gg— Hth.

The cross sections for the production of the CP-even Higgs patrticles are shown in figure
9 for the Tevatron and LHC for tgh= 30 (the cross sections férproduction are roughly
equal to one of thb(H) particle in the low (high) mass range); from ref. [20]. The various
detection signals can be briefly summarized as follows (see also figure 10):

(i) Since the lightest Higgs boson mass is always smaller 430 GeV, theA/W and
ZZsignals cannot be used. Furthermore WM hbb) coupling is suppressed (enhanced)
leading to a smalleyy branching ratio than in the SM, making the search in this channel
more difficult. If M, is close to its maximum valudy has SM- like couplings and the
situation is similar to the SM case witl,, ~ 100-130 GeV.

(i) Since A has no tree-level couplings to gauge bosons and since the couplikigs of
are strongly suppressed, the gold-plaZ&dsignal is lost (foH it survives only for small
tanfB values, provided tha¥l,, < 2m). In addition, theA/H — yy signals cannot be used
since the branching ratios are suppressed. One has then to rely Afithe 71~ or
evenu™ u~ channels for large tg®ivalues. (The decay$ — hh— bbbb, A— hZ — Zbb
andH /A — tt have too small rates in view of the LEP2 constraints.)

(iii) Light H* particles can be observed in the decays H *b with H~ — tv; where
masses up te-150 GeV can be probed. The mass reach can be extended up to a few
hundred GeV for tafi > 1, by considering the processes [8B]— tH ~ andgg— tbH™
with the decay$i — — tv; (usingT polarization) ortb.

(iv) All the previous discussions assume that Higgs decays into SUSY particles are kine-
matically inaccessible. This seems to be unlikely since at least the decays of the heavier
H, AandH* particles into charginos and neutralinos should be possible [18]. Preliminary
analyses show that decays into neutralino/chargino final dtgtés— ngg — 40*X and
H% — x9xi — 3¢*X can be detected in some cases [24]. It could also be possible that
the lighterh decays invisibly into the lightest neutralinos or sneutrinos. If this scenario
is realized, the discovery of these Higgs particles will be more challenging. Preliminary
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Figure 9. CP-even Higgs production cross sections at Lip)(and Tevatron lfot-
tom) for various mechanisms as a function of the Higgs masses f8r+aB80.

analyses for the 2001 les Houches Workshop in ref. [13] show however, that an invisibly
decaying Higgs boson could be detected inih&/ fusion process.

(v) If top squarks are light enough, their contribution to gigfusion mechanism and to
the yy decay (here, this is also the case for light charginos) should be taken into account.
In the large mixing scenario, stops can be rather light and couple strongly hdtison,
leading to a possibly strong suppression of the prodigy — h) x BR(h — yy) [25].
However, in this case, the associated production ofitheson with top squarks is possible
and the cross sections would be rather sizeable [26].

(vi) MSSM Higgs boson detection from the cascade decays of supersymmetric parti-
cles, originating from squark and gluino production, are also possible. In particular, the
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Figure 10. Neutral (eft) and chargedright) MSSM Higgs boson discovery at the
LHC in various channels in th@M,, tan3) plane with a high luminosity.

production of the lighteh boson from the decays of the next-to-lightest neutralino and the
production oH * from the decays of the heavier chargino/neutralino states into the lighter
ones have been discussed; see ref. [27] for instance.

At the Tevatron Run I, the search for the CP-eti@mdH bosons will be more difficult
than in the SM because of the reduced couplings to gauge bosons, unless one of the Higgs
particles is SM-like. However, associated production vathpairs, pp — bb+ A/h(H)
in the low (high)M, range with the Higgs bosons decaying ibtopairs, might lead to a
visible signal for rather large tghvalues andv , values below the 200 GeV range. The
H* boson would be also accessible in top quark decays for large or small valuegof tan
for which the branching ratio BR— H "b) is large enough,

In more general SUSY extensions of the SM, the Higgs spectrum can be much more
complicated than in the MSSM. While the production mechanisms will probably remain
the same, the production cross sections can be different. The decay sighatures could also
be much more complicated than in the MSSM. This would make the search for the Higgs
bosons of these extensions very challenging. There are no detailed simulations which have
been performed on this issue yet. A preliminary theoretical analysis [28] in the context of
the NMSSM, i.e., the MSSM supplemented by one Higgs singlet, has been devoted to the
observability of at least one Higgs boson at the LHC with 300 fimtegrated luminosity,
taking the present LEP2 constraints into account and making use\6\th&ision mech-
anism. It concludes that the LHC will discover at least one NMSSM Higgs boson unless
there are large branching ratios for decays to SUSY particles and/or to other Higgs bosons.
This analysis needs to be confirmed by detailed (experimental) simulations.

4. Higgs production ate™ e~ colliders

At ete” linear colliders operating in the 300-800 GeV energy range, the main production
mechanisms for SM-like Higgs particles are [29]: (a) bremsstrahlung precess —
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Figure 11. Production cross sections of the SM Higgs bosoetia~ in the main
processes with/s = 350, 500 and 800 GeV as a function bE, (left) and in higher
order process as a function @& for M,; = 120 GeV (ight).

(Z) —» Z+H, (b)WWfusion process’e” — v v (WW) — v v +H, (c)ZZ fusion process
ete” = ete (Z2) — ete” +H and (d) radiation off topste™ — (y,Z) — tt+H. The
Higgs-strahlung cross section scales gsahnd therefore dominates at low energies while
theW W fusion mechanism has a cross section which rises likes/®43) and dominates

at high energies. At/s ~500 GeV, the two processes have approximately the same cross
sections¢(100 fb) for the interesting range 100 Ge¥ M,; < 200 GeV, as shown in figure

11. With an integrated luminosity.# ~ 500 fo~1, as expected for instance at the TESLA
machine [16], approximately 25,000 events per year can be collected in each channel for a
Higgs boson with a madd,, ~ 150 GeV. This sample is more than enough to discover the
Higgs boson and to study its properties in detalil.

The ZZ fusion mechanism has a cross section which is one order of magnitude smaller
thanWW fusion, a result of the smaller neutral couplings compared to charged current
couplings. The associated production with top quarks has a very small cross section at
\/S=500 GeV due to the phase space suppression hgat 1 TeV it can reach the level
of a few femtobarn. Despite the small production cross sections, shown in figure 11 as
a function ofy/s for M, = 120 GeV, these processes will be very useful when it comes
to study the Higgs properties as will be discussed later. The cross section for the double
Higgs production in the strahlung process [30]ge~ — HHZ, also shown in figure 11 is
at the level of a fraction of a femtobarn and can be used to extract the Higgs self-coupling.

In the Higgs-strahlung process, the recoilibigoson (which can be tagged through its
cleanu™*u~ decay) is mono-energetic aii, can be derived from the energy of thef
the initial e™ ande™ beam energies are sharp (beamstrahlung, which smears out the c.m.
energy should thus be suppressed as strongly as possible, and this is already the case for
machine designs such as TESLA). Therefore, it will be easy to separate the signal from
the backgrounds. For low Higgs masskh, < 130 GeV, the main background will be
ete” — ZZ The cross section is large, but it can be reduced by cutting out the forward
and backward directions (the process is mediataedivannek exchange) and by selecting
bb final states by means pfvertex detectors (while the Higgs decays almost exclusively
into bb in this mass range, BR — bb) is small, ~15%). The background from single
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Z productionegte™ — Zqq, is small and can be further reduced by flavor tagging. In the
mass range where the deddy— WW* is dominant, the main background is triple gauge
boson production and is suppressed by two powers of the electroweak coupling.

TheWW fusion mechanism offers a complementary production channel. Forsipall
the main backgrounds are singh production,ete™ — e*WTv (W — qq and thee*
escape detection) aWdW fusion into aZ bosong*e~ — vvZ, which have cross sections
60 and 3 times larger than the signal, respectively. Cuts on the rapidity spread, the energy
and momentum distribution of the two jets in the final state (as well as flavor tagging for
smallMy,) will suppress these background events.

It has been shown in detailed simulations [16] that only a few*fbf integrated lumi-
nosity are needed to obtain a Signal for a Higgs boson with a malsk, < 140 GeV ata
500 GeV collider (in fact, in this case, it is better to go to lower energies where the cross
section is larger), even if it decays invisibly (as it could happen in SUSY models for in-
stance). Higgs bosons with masses ubltp~ 400 GeV can be discovered at the: level,
in both the strahlung and fusion processes at an energy of 500 GeV and with a luminosity
of 500 fb~1. For even higher masses, one needs to increase the c.m. energy of the collider,
and as a rule of thumb, Higgs masses up-80% /s can be probed. This means that a
~1 TeV collider will be needed to probe the entire SM Higgs mass range.

An even stronger case fer e~ colliders in the 300-800 GeV energy range is made by
the MSSM. Ine* e~ collisions [31], besides the usual bremsstrahlung and fusion processes
for handH production, the neutral Higgs particles can also be produced paimsvise: —

A+ h/H. The cross sections for the bremsstrahlung and the pair production as well as
the cross sections for the productiontodndH are mutually complementary, coming
either with a coefficient si{8 — a) or cog(B — a); see figure 12. The cross section for
hZ production is large for large values bf,,, being of #(100 fb) at,/s = 350 GeV. By
contrast, the cross section fdZ is large for lighth (implying smallM ;). In major parts

of the parameter space, the signals consist dftmson andb or 717~ pairs, which is
easy to separate from the main backgrowette™ — ZZ (in particular withb-tagging).

For the associated production, the situation is opposite: the cross sectishifotarge

for light h whereasAH production is preferred in the complementary region. The signals
consist mostly of foutb quarks in the final state, requiring efficiemb quark tagging;
mass constraints help to eliminate the QCD jets aBdbackgrounds. The CP-even Higgs
particles can also be searched for inW&/ andZZ fusion mechanisms.

In e"e™ collisions, charged Higgs bosons can be produced paireises, -+ HTH ™,
throughy,Z exchange. The cross section depends only on the charged Higgs mass; it is
large almost up tM,,. ~ /s/2. H+ bosons can also be produced in top decays as at
hadron colliders; in the range<Ltanf < m;/m,, thet — H b branching ratio and thig
production cross sections are large enough to allow for their detection in this mode.

The discussion on the MSSM Higgs productiora¢™ linear colliders (not mentioning
yet theyy option of the collider) can be summarized in the following points [16]:

(i) The Higgs bosoi can be detected in the entire range of the MSSM parameter space,
either through the bremsstrahlung process or through pair production. In fact, this conclu-
sion holds true even at a c.m. energy of 300 GeV and with a luminosity of a felv fb

(i) All SUSY Higgs bosons can be discovered atedre™ collider if theH, A andH*
masses are less than the beam energy. For higher masses, one simply has to\fErease
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Figure 12. Production cross sections of the MSSM Higgs bosoms @t as functions
of the massesh,H production at/s= 350 GeV (eft) andHA,H*H~ production at
/5= 800 GeV (ight); the dotted (full) lines are for tgh = 30(3).

(i) Even if the decay modes of the Higgs bosons are very complicated (e.g. they decay
invisibly) missing mass techniques allow for their detection. _

(iv) The additional associated production processes witmdbb allow for the mea-
surement of the Yukawa couplings. In particuktte™ — bb+ H /A for high tan3 values
allows for the determination of this important parameter for Mwvalues [32].

In extensions of the MSSM, the Higgs production processes are as the ones above but the
phenomenological analyses are more involved since there is more freedom in the choice of
parameters. However, even if the Higgs sector is extremely complicated, there is always
a light Higgs boson which has sizeable couplings toZhgoson. This Higgs particle
can be thus produced in the strahlung procesg~ — Z+‘h’, and using the missing
mass technique thid" particle can be detected. Recently a ‘no-loose theorem’ has been
proposed [33]: a Higgs boson in SUSY theories can always be detected at a 50 &eV
collider with a luminosity of[.# ~500 fo ~* in the strahlung process, regardless of the
complexity of the Higgs sector of the theory and of the decays of the Higgs boson.

Finally, future linear colliders can be turnedyp colliders, in which the photon beams
are generated by Compton back-scattering of laser light; c.m. energies of the order of 80%
of theete™ collider energy and integrated luminositifs? ~ 100 fb, as well as a high
degree of longitudinal photon polarization can be reached at these colliders [34].

Tuning the maximum of thgy spectrum to the value of the Higgs boson mass, the
Higgs particles can be formed ssshannel resonancggy — Higgs, decaying mostly into
bb pairs [35]. The main backgroungly — bb, can be suppressed by choosing proper
helicities for the initiale™ and laser photons which maximizes the signal cross section, and
eliminating the gluon radiation by taking into account only two-jet events. Clear signals
can be obtained which allow the measurement of the Higgs couplings to photons, which
are mediated by loops possibly involving new particles. In addition, in the MS§M,
colliders allow to extend the reach for the he&liyA bosons compared to tlee e~ option
[36].
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5. Determination of the properties of a SM-like Higgs boson

Once the Higgs boson is found it will be of great importance to explore all its fundamen-
tal properties. This can be done at great details in the clean environmeheoflinear
colliders [16,37]: the Higgs mass, the spin and parity quantum numbers and the couplings
to fermions, gauge bosons and the self-couplings can measured. Some precision measure-
ments, in particular for the mass and width, can also be performed at the LHC with high
luminosity [13,14,38]. In the following we will summarize these features in the case of
the SM Higgs boson; some of this discussion can be of course extended to the the lightest
MSSM Higgs particle. We will rely on refs [14,38] and [16,37] for the LHC and TESLA
analyses, respectively, where the references for the original studies can be found.

5.1Studies at &e~ colliders

e The measurement of the receite™ or u™u~ mass in the Higgs-strahlung process,
ete” - ZH — Hete” andHu*u~, allows a very good determination of the Higgs boson
mass. At,/s= 350 GeV and with a luminosity of ¢ = 500 fb~1, a precision oM, ~

70 MeV can be reached for a Higgs boson masdgf~ 120 GeV. The precision can

be increased tAM, ~ 40 MeV by using in addition the hadronic decays of Zhieoson
(which have more statistics). Accuracies of the ordenbf, ~ 80 MeV can also be
reached foM,; = 150 and 180 GeV when the Higgs decays mostly into gauge bosons.
This one per mile accuracy dv,, can be very important, especially in the MSSM where

it allow to strongly constrain the other parameters of the model.

e The angular distribution of th2/H in the Higgs-strahlung process is sensitive to the
spin-zero of the Higgs particle: at high-energieshis longitudinally polarized and the
distribution follows the~sin? 8 law which unambiguously characterizes the production of
aJP = 0t particle. The spin-parity quantum numbers of the Higgs bosons can also be
checked experimentally by looking at correlations in the produaibe™ — HZ — 4f
or decayH — WW* — 4f processes, as well as in the charideb 11~ for M, < 140
GeV. An unambiguous test of the CP nature of the Higgs bosons can be made in the process
ete™ — ttH or at laser photon colliders in the loop induced proggss: H.

e The masses of the gauge bosons are generated through the Higgs mechanism and
the Higgs couplings to these particles are proportional to their masses. This fundamental
prediction has to be verified experimentally. The Higgs couplingszitVVW bosons can
be directly determined by measuring the production cross sections in the bremsstrahlung
and the fusion processes. In #iee~ — H/*¢~ andH vV processes, the total cross section
can be measured with a precision less tha&¥6 at /s ~ 500 GeV and with/ ¥ = 500
fb~. This leads to an accuracy ¢f 1.5% on theHVV couplings.

e The measurement of the branching ratios of the Higgs boson are of utmostimportance.
For Higgs masses belaw,, < 130 GeV a large variety of ratios can be measured at the lin-
ear collider. Thebb, ccandt* 1~ branching ratios allow to measure the relative couplings
of the Higgs to these fermions and to check the fundamental prediction of the Higgs mecha-
nism that they are proportional to fermion masses. In particuldHBR 1t 77) ~ m%/3rﬁ§
allows to make such a test. In addition, these branching ratios, if measured with enough
accuracy, could allow to distinguish a Higgs boson in the SM from its possible extensions.
The gluonic branching ratio is sensitive to thel Yukawa coupling (and might therefore
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Table 1. Relative accuracies (in %) on Higgs boson mass, width and couplings ob-
tained at TESLA with,/S= 350, 500 GeV and/ ¢ = 500 fo (except for top).

My (GeV) AMy /My ACP Tt Guww 9Hzz GHtt 9Hbb IHee GHrr IHHH

120 +0.033 +38 +61 +£1.2 +1.2 +3.0 +2.2 £+3.7 £33 +£17

140 +0.05 — +45 420 £13 461 +22 +10 +48 +23

give an indirect measurement of this important coupling) and to new strongly interacting
particles which couple to the Higgs (such as stop in SUSY extensions of the SM). The
branching ratio int&V bosons starts to be significant for Higgs masses of the order of 120
GeV and allows to measure thBVW coupling. The branching ratio of the loop induced
yy decay is also very important since it is sensitive to new patrticles (the measurement of
this ratio gives the same information as the measurement of the cross section for Higgs
boson production gty colliders).

e The Higgs coupling to top quarks, which is the largest coupling in the SM, is directly
accessible in the process where the Higgs boson is radiated off top ceréeks— ttH.
ForM,, < 130 GeV, the Yukawa coupling can be measured with a precision of less than 5%

at+/s~ 800 GeV with a luminosity £ ~ 1 ab 1. ForM,, > 350 GeV, theHtt coupling
can be derived by measuring tHe— tt branching ratio at higher energies.

e The total width of the Higgs boson, for masses less thdf0 GeV, is so small that
it cannot be resolved experimentally. However, the measurement di BRWW) al-
lows an indirect determination 6f, since theHWW coupling can be determined from the
measurement of the Higgs production cross section iliéfusion process (or from the
measurement of the cross section of the Higgs-strahlung process, asSlt2hgvari-
ance. The accuracy of tlig; measurement follows then from that of &V branching
ratio. (" can also be measured by using the procedsesyy).

e Finally, the measurement of the trilinear Higgs self-coupling, which is the first non-
trivial test of the Higgs potential, is accessible in the double Higgs production processes
ete” = ZHH (and inthee" e~ — vvHH process at high energies). Despite its smallness,
the cross sections can be determined with an accuracy of the order of 20% at a 500 GeV
collider if a high luminosity,/ . ~1 alb%, is available. This would allow the measurement
of the trilinear Higgs self-coupling with an accuracy of the same order.

An illustration of the experimental accuracies which can be achieved in the determi-
nation of the mass, CP nature, total decay width and the various couplings of the Higgs
boson forM,; = 120 and 140 GeV is shown in table 1 fgfs = 350 GeV (forM,; and the
CP nature) and 500 GeV (for,; and all couplings except fa@,,;) and [ .Z = 500 fol
(except forg,,,; where\/s=1TeVand/.¥ =1 ab ! are assumed). For the Higgs self-
couplings, the error is only on the determination of the cross section, leading to an error
slightly larger,~30%, on the coupling. For the test of the CP nature of the Higgs boson,
ACP represents the relative deviation from tHe@ase.

As can be seen, at e linear collider with a high-luminosity is a very high precision
machine in the context of Higgs physics. This precision would allow the determination of
the complete profile of the SM Higgs boson, in particular if its mass is smallertHat0
GeV. It would also allow to distinguish the SM Higgs particle from the lighter MSSM
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Figure 13. Higgs boson coupling determinations at TESLA kg, = 120 GeV with
500 fo! of data, and the expected deviations in the MSSM.

boson up to very high values of the pseudoscalar Higgs bosonkhass /(1 TeV). This

is exemplified in figure 13, where thg,,,, 9qww) @and(9ypp: 97;) CONtours are shown

for a Higgs boson magd,, = 120 GeV produced and measured at a 500 GeV collider with
[% =500 fo~L. These plots are obtained from a global fit which take into account the
experimental correlation between various measurements [37]. In addition to tAedl

20 confidence level contours for the fitted values of the pairs of ratios, the expected value
predicted in the MSSM for a given rangeldf, is shown.

5.2Measurements at the LHC

e At the LHC, the Higgs boson mass can be measured with a very good accuracy. In the
range belowM,, < 400 GeV, where the total width is not too large, a relative precision

of AM,;/M,; ~ 0.1% can be achieved in the chankels ZZ(*) — 4¢+ with 300 fbt
luminosity. In the ‘low mass’ range, a slight improvement can be obtained by considering
H — yy. In the rangeM,, > 400 GeV, the precision starts to deteriorate because of the
smaller cross sections. However, a precision of the order of 1% can still be obtained for
My ~ 800 GeV if theoretical errors, such as width effects, are not taken into account.

e Using the same procesd, — ZZ(*) — 4¢%, the total Higgs width can be measured
for masses abowel,, > 200 GeV when it is large enough. While the precision is very
poor near this mass value (a factor of two), it improves to reach the leveb#f around
M, ~400 GeV. Here, again the theoretical errors are not taken into account.

e The Higgs boson spin can be measured by looking at angular correlations between the
fermions in the final states iH — VV — 4f as inete™ collisions. However the cross
sections are rather small and the environment too difficult. Only the measurement of the
decay planes of the twid bosons decaying into four leptons seems promising.

e The direct measurement of the Higgs couplings to gauge bosons and fermions is
possible but with a rather poor accuracy. This is due to the limited statistics, the large
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Figure 14. Expected relative errors on the determinatiorwof BR for various Higgs
boson search channels at the LHC with 200! fdata.

backgrounds and the theoretical uncertainties from the limited precision on the parton den-
sities and the higher order radiative corrections or scale dependence. An example of de-
termination of cross sections times branching in various channels at the LHC is shown in
figure 14 from ref. [14] for a luminosity of 200 fi*. Solid lines are fogg fusion, dotted

lines are fotttH associated production with — bb andWW and dashed lines are the ex-
pectations for the weak boson fusion process. A precision of the order of 10 to 20% can be
achieved in some channels, while the vector boson fusion process leads to accuracies of the
order of a few percent. However, experimental analyses accounting for the backgrounds
and for the detector efficiencies as well as further theory studies for the signal and back-
grounds need to be performed to confirm these values. The Higgs boson self-couplings
are too difficult to measure at the LHC because of the smallness afgthe HH and

gq— HHZ cross sections [39] and the large backgrounds.

e To reduce the theoretical uncertainties and some experimental errors, it is more in-
teresting to measure ratios of quantities where the overall normalization cancels out. For
instance, by using the same production channel and two decay modes, the theory error
from higher order corrections and from the poor knowledge of the parton densities drops
out in the ratios. A few examples [38] of measurements of ratios of branching ratios or
ratios of Higgs couplings squared at the LHC with a luminosity of 300 fare shown
in table 2 (with still some theory errors not included in some cases). As can be seen, a
precision of the order of 10% can be reached in these preliminary analyses.

A more promising channel would be the vector boson fusion proggss WW/ZZ —
Hqgqgin whichH — t71= or WW®™), which would allow the additional measurement of
the couplings ta leptons for instance. A preliminary parton level analysis including this
production channel shows that measurements of some Higgs boson couplings can be made
at the level of 5-10% statistical error [14]. More work, including full detector simulation,
is needed to sharpen these analyses.
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Table 2. Relative accuracies on measurements of ratios of cross-sections and/or
branching ratios at the LHC with a luminosity of 300 #h

Process Measurement quantity Error Mass range
(%) (Gev)
(ttH+WH) = yy+X BR(H—yy) N -
(ttH+WH)—bb+X BR(H—bb) 15 80-120
H-oyy BR(H=vyy)
e BRH=22) ~7 120-150
T = 2
ttH—yy,bb O ~ _
WHSyy,bb (79,_“/\;1\/\/) 15 80-120
2
H—ZZ" 40+ g
oW 52052 () ~10 130-190

6. Conclusions and complementarity between the LHC ané*e™ colliders

In the SM, global fits of the electroweak data favor a light Higgs bokbn.< 200 GeV,

and if the theory is to remain valid up to the GUT scale, the Higgs boson should be lighter

than 200 GeV. In supersymmetric extensions of the SM, there is always one light Higgs

boson with a masM, < 130 GeV in the minimal version arld, < 200 GeV in more

general ones. Thus, a Higgs boson is definitely accessible at next generation experiments.
The detection of such a Higgs particle is possible at the upgraded Tevatip, fgr130

GeV and is not a problem at the LHC where even much heavier Higgs bosons can be

probed: in the SM up tv, ~ 1 TeV and in the MSSM fols/lAH’Hi of order a few hundred

GeV depending on tgh Relatively light Higgs bosons can also be found at fueite™
colliders with c.m. energieg/s > 350 GeV; the signals are very clear and the expected
high luminosity allows to investigate thoroughly their fundamental properties.

In many aspects, the searchega¢™ colliders are complementary to those which will
be performed at the LHC. An example can be given in the context of the MSSM. In con-
strained scenarios, such as the minimal supergravity model, the hehvierandH *
bosons tend to have masses of the order of 1 TeV [40] and therefore will escape detection
at both the LHC and linear collider. The bottom panel of figure 15 shows the number of
Higgs particles in th¢M,,tanf) plane which can observed at the LHC and in the white
area, only the lightest boson can be observed. In this parameter rangéy oson cou-
plings to fermions and gauge bosons will be almost SM-like and, because of the relatively
poor accuracy of the measurements at the LHC, it would be difficult to resolve between
the SM and MSSM (or extended) scenario.eAte™ colliders such as TESLA, the Higgs
couplings can be measured with a great accuracy, allowing to distinguish between the SM
and the MSSM Higgs boson close to the decoupling limit, i.e., for pseudoscalar boson
masses which are not accessible at the LHC. This is exemplified in the bottom panel of
figure 15, where the accuracy in the determination of the Higgs couplirtdsaiod W W
are displayed, together with the predicted values in the MSSM for different valiég.of
The two scenario can be distinguished for pseudoscalar Higgs masses up to 1 TeV.
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