arXiv:hep-ph/9907542 v3 29 May 2002

KEK Preprint 99/53 LPM/99/31 UFR-HEP/99/17 July 1999

CP–odd Higgs boson production in association with Neutral gauge boson in High-Energy e^+e^− Collisions

A.G. Akeroyd1, A. Arhrib2,3, M. Capdequi Peyranère4

1: KEK Theory Group, Tsukuba Ibaraki 305-0801, Japan

2: Département de Mathématiques, Faculté des Sciences et Techniques B.P 416, Tanger, Morocco

3: UFR–High Energy Physics, Physics Department, Faculty of Sciences PO Box 1014, Rabat–Morocco

4: Laboratoire de Physique Mathématique et Théorique, CNRS-UMR 5825 Université Montpellier II, F–34095 Montpellier Cedex 5, France

Abstract

We study the associated production of a CP–odd Higgs boson A^0 with a neutral gauge boson (Z or photon) in high–energy e^+e^− collisions at the one–loop level in the framework of Two Higgs Doublet Models (THDM). We find that in the small tan β regime the top quark loop contribution is enhanced leading to significant cross–sections (about a few fb), while in the large tan β regime the cross–section does not attain observable rates.

1. Introduction

The discovery of a Higgs boson [1] is one of the major goals of the present searches in particle physics. The Higgs boson of the Standard Model (SM) is until now undiscovered but direct or indirect results give stringent lower bounds on its mass. Moreover, the problematic scalar sector of the SM can be enlarged and some simple extensions of the SM with several Higgs bosons have been intensively studied for many years. The simplest extension is the Two Higgs Doublet Model (THDM) [2], the two most commonly studied versions being classified as type I and II. They differ in how the Higgs bosons are coupled to the fermions, although both versions possess identical particle spectra after electroweak symmetry breaking [3]. From the 8 degrees of freedom initially present in the 2 Higgs doublets, 3 correspond to masses of the longitudinal gauge bosons, leaving 5 degrees of freedom which should be manifested as 5 physical Higgs particles (2 charged Higgs H^±, 2 CP–even H^0, h^0 and one CP–odd A^0). Model type II is the structure found in the Minimal Supersymmetric Standard Model (MSSM). Until now no Higgs boson has been discovered, and from the null searches one can derive direct and indirect bounds on their masses. The latest such limits are M_H ± > 69 GeV [4] and M_h + M_A > 90 GeV [5]^1. We note that in the general THDM which will be considered in this paper the existence of a very light h^0 or A^0 is not excluded by the current searches ([6] and refs therein).

Higgs boson production in association with gauge bosons has been extensively studied in the literature:

• Higgsstrahlung (e^+e^− → ZΦ) both for the SM Higgs boson [7] or for Higgs bosons originating from extended Higgs sectors [8] (THDM and MSSM).

• Associated production with a photon (e^+e^− → γH^0/h^0/A^0) [9], [10]

• Associated production of charged Higgs bosons with a W gauge boson both at e^+e^− colliders [11], [12], and at Hadron colliders [13].

CP–odd Higgs bosons can be produced at e^+e^− colliders [14] via e^+e^− → h^0A^0 and e^+e^− → bbA^0, ttA^0 [15],[16]. Pair production e^+e^− → A^0A^0 is small [17], as is the analogous process at γγ colliders [18]. In this paper we consider the rare decay e^+e^− → γ^∗, Z^∗ → ZA^0 in the context of the THDM. Such a process is forbidden at tree–level and proceeds via loops, with the rate at hadron colliders evaluated in Ref. [19]. Calculations of the loop mediated decay A^0 → ZZ have appeared in Refs. [20], [21], but not for the full process e^+e^− → γ^∗, Z^∗ → ZA^0. Although not expected to give a rate comparable to the mechanisms above, if observable this decay would be a test of the THDM at the one–loop level, since this mechanism would be sensitive to new physics entering in the loop. In addition it is important to have an accurate prediction for e^+e^− → ZA^0 in order to distinguish between possible signals from a CP–violating and CP–conserving THDM. In a CP–violating THDM tree–level mixing is allowed between the pure CP–even states and pure CP–odd state, giving rise to 3 neutral Higgs scalars (h_i) with no definite CP quantum numbers. Thus all three neutral scalars may be produced in the Higgsstrahlung process e^+e^− → Z^∗ → Zh_i, via a tree–level vertex ZZh_i. Therefore it is important to know the possible magnitude of e^+e^− → ZA^0 in the CP–conserving THDM in order to be sure if a (say) detected boson in the Higgsstrahlung channel with a low rate could be

1There are still some regions which allow 50 GeV ≤ M_h + M_A ≤ 90 GeV.

consistent with A^0, or is actually evidence for a h_i from a CP–violating THDM with a small component of CP–even scalar field. Such scalar–pseudoscalar mixing may also arise in the MSSM, being generated radiatively if one allows CP–violating phases in the model [22]. The paper is organized as follows. In section 2, we review all the CP–odd Higgs boson interactions (with gauge bosons and fermions), section 3 contains the notation, conventions and one–loop calculations while in section 4 we present our numerical results. Finally section 5 contains our conclusions.

2. Notation, relevant couplings and One–Loop structure

2.1 Notation and One–Loop structure

We will use the following notation and conventions. The momenta of the incoming electron and positron, outgoing gauge boson V and outgoing CP–odd Higgs boson A^0 are denoted by p_e− , p_e+ , p_V and p_A0 , respectively. Neglecting the electron mass m_e, the momenta in the center of mass of the e^+e^− system are given by:

p_e−_{,e}+ = √ s 2 (1, 0, 0, ±1) p_{V,A}0 = √ s 2 (1 ± m^2_V − M^2_A s , ±κ sin θ, 0, ±κ cos θ), where √ s denotes the center of mass energy, θ the scattering angle between e^+ and A^0 and κ^2 = (s − (M_A + m_V )^2)(s − (M_A − m_V )^2)/s^2;

m_V and M_A are the masses of the neutral gauge boson and of the CP–odd Higgs boson. The Mandelstam variables are defined as follows:

s = (p_e− + p_e+ )^2 = (p_V + p_A0 )^2

t = (p_e− − p_V )^2 = (p_e+ − p_A0 )^2 = 1 2 (m^2_V + M^2_A) − s 2 + s 2 κ cos θ

u = (p_e− − p_A0 )^2 = (p_e+ − p_V )^2 = 1 2 (m^2_V + M^2_A) − s 2 − s 2 κ cos θ

s + t + u = m^2_V + M^2_A

At the one–loop order (Fig.1.a–d), the differential cross–section reads: dσ dΩ (e^+e^− → V A^0) = κ 256π^2s ∑ P ol |M^1|^2. (2.1)

The one–loop amplitude M^1 can be written as a sum of vertex and box contributions as follows:

M^1 = M^γ_V + M^Z_V + M^h_B + M^H_B where M^γ_V (M^Z_V ) denotes the vertex correction s–channel photon exchange (s–channel Z exchange), depicted in Fig.1.a + Fig.1.b, and M^{h,H}_B denote the box contribution with h^0 and H^0 exchange (Fig.1.c). All these contributions fully project onto six invariants as follows: M^1 = 6∑ i=1 M_iA_i where the invariants A_i are given by:

A_1 = v̄(p_e+ ) ̸ϵ(p_V )

1 + γ_5 2 u(p_e− ) A_2 = v̄(p_e+ ) ̸ϵ(p_V )

1 − γ_5 2 u(p_e− ) A_3 = v̄(p_e+ ) ̸p_V

1 + γ_5 2 u(p_e− )(p_e− ϵ(p_V ))

A_4 = v̄(p_e+ ) ̸p_V

1 − γ_5 2 u(p_e− )(p_e− ϵ(p_V ))

A_5 = v̄(p_e+ ) ̸p_V

1 + γ_5 2 u(p_e− )(p_e+ ϵ(p_V ))

A_6 = v̄(p_e+ ) ̸p_V

1 − γ_5 2 u(p_e− )(p_e+ ϵ(p_V )) (2.2)

with ϵ the polarization of the vector boson V . Summing over the V = γ, Z gauge boson polarizations, the squared amplitude may be written as: Case V=Z ∑ ZP ol |M^1|^2 = 2s(|M_1|^2 + |M_2|^2) −

(m^2_Am^2_Z − tu)

4m^2_Z

{4|M_1|^2 + 4|M_2|^2

+4(m^2_Z − t)Re[M_1M^∗_3 + M_2M^∗_4] + (m^2_Z − t)^2[|M_3|^2 + |M_4|^2]

+4(m^2_Z − u)Re[M_1M^∗_5 + M_2M^∗_6] + (m^2_Z − u)^2[|M_5|^2 + |M_6|^2]

−2(m^2_Am^2_Z + m^2_Z s − tu)Re[M_3M^∗_5 + M_4M^∗_6]} (2.3)

Case V=γ ∑ γ P ol |M^1|^2 = 2s(|M_1|^2 + |M_2|^2) + st(Re[M^∗_1M_3 + M^∗_2M_4]) +

su(Re[M^∗_1M_5 + M^∗_2M_6]) − stu(Re[M^∗_3M_5 + M^∗_4M_6]) (2.4)

2.2 Relevant couplings for our study

CP–odd Higgs boson interaction with fermions

In the two Higgs doublet extensions of the Standard Model, there are different ways of coupling the Higgs fields to matter. The most popular are labelled as model type I and model type II. In the former, the quarks and leptons couple only to the second Higgs doublet Φ_2, while in the latter, in order to avoid the problem of Flavor Changing Neutral Current (FCNC) [23], one assumes that Φ_1 couples only to down quarks (and charged leptons) and Φ_2 couples only to up quarks (and neutral leptons). The type II model is the pattern found in the MSSM.

In general, the CP–odd Higgs interaction with fermions is given by:

A^0uū = Y_{uu}γ_5 , A^0dd̄ = Y_{dd}γ_5 (2.5)

Here u(d) may refer to any generation of up quark (down quark or charged leptons) and the Y couplings are defined as follows: Y_{uu} = − gm_u 2M_W tan β , Y_{dd} = gm_d 2M_W tan β

Model I Y_{uu} = − gm_u 2M_W tan β , Y_{dd} = − gm_d tan β 2M_W Model II (2.6)

It is worth noting the models I and II are not very different for the top–bottom loop corrections at low tan β because the term m_t/ tan β will dominate and it is common to both types. In the case of large tan β the effects of down quarks and tau–lepton are enhanced (suppressed) in Model type II (Model type I).

2.3 Higgs boson interaction with gauge bosons

In a general two Higgs doublet model, the interactions between Higgs bosons and gauge bosons are completely dictated by the local gauge invariances and so they are model independent regardless of whether the model is supersymmetric or not. These interactions originate from the square of the covariant derivative in the Higgs lagrangian which is given by: ∑ i (D_μΦ_i)^+(D_μΦ_i) = ∑ i [(∂_μ + ig ⃗T_a ⃗W^a_μ + ig^′ Y_{Φi} 2 B_μ)Φ_i]^+(∂_μ + ig ⃗T_a ⃗W^a_μ + ig^′ Y_{Φi} 2 B_μ)Φ_i(2.7)

where: ⃗T_a is the isospin operator, Y_{Φi} the hypercharge of the Higgs fields, W^a_μ the SU(2)_L gauge fields, B_μ the U(1)_Y gauge field, and g and g^′ are the associated coupling constants. After expanding eq. (2.7) and deriving all the interaction vertices, one finds, in accordance with the conservation of electromagnetic current, that the γ–A^0–Z vertex vanishes at tree–level while the vertex Z–Z–A^0 vanishes by virtue of CP–invariance [24, 25]. Therefore, at tree–level, the contributions to e^+e^− → ZA^0 and/or e^+e^− → γA^0 only come from the t–channel via electron exchange and from the following s–channels: e^+e^− → h^∗ → ZA^0 (e^+e^− → H^∗ → ZA^0) where H^0 and h^0 are the two CP–even neutral Higgs fields. All these contributions are proportional to the electron mass m_e which we will neglect in our work. As a major consequence, in this limit, the studied process will be only due to loop effects.

From eq.(2.7) one can deduce the following vertices which are needed for our study:

Z_μZ_ν h^0 = gm_Z c_W sin (β − α)g_{μν} , Z_μZ_ν H^0 = gm_Z c_W cos (β − α)g_{μν} Z_μA^0h^0 = g cos (β − α) 2c_W (p_h − p_A)_μ , Z_μA^0H^0 = −g sin (β − α) 2c_W (p_H − p_A)_μ (2.8)

where c_W and s_W are the cosine and sine of the Weinberg angle θ_W . We need also: Z_μqq̄ = γ_μ(g^L_q 1 − γ_5 2 + g^R_q 1 + γ_5 2 ) , Z_μeē = γ_μ(g_V − g_Aγ_5) γ_μqq̄ = γ_μ(−e_q) , γ_μeē = γ_μ(−1) (2.9) where q may refer to u or d, and

g_V = (1 − 4s^2_W )/(4s_W c_W ) , g_A = 1/(4s_W c_W )

g^L_u = −

(1 − 2s^2_W e_u) 4s_W c_W , g^L_d =

(1 + 2s^2_W e_d) 4s_W c_W , g^R_{u,d} = 2s^2_W e_{u,d} 4s_W c_W 2.4 CP–Violating scenario

In a THDM, CP–violation (explicit or spontaneous) is possible in the Higgs sector if one allows the discrete symmetry to be broken softly by a term of dimension 2 (μ^2_{12}Φ^†_1Φ_2 +h.c). In such a case mixing is permitted between the pure CP–even states h^0, H^0 and the pure CP–odd state A^0, leading to three neutral Higgs mass eigenstates which cannot be assigned a definite CP quantum number. In the notation of Ref.[26] these are referred to as h_1, h_2, h_3, whose couplings obey various sum rules [20],[27] which in the CP–conserving case reduce to the familiar sum rules of the THDM/MSSM e.g. one has (where the couplings are normalized to SM Higgs boson strength)

C^2_i + C^2_j + C^2_{ij} = 1; C^2_1 + C^2_2 + C^2_3 = 1 (2.10)

Here i, j run from 1 to 3, C_i is the coupling ZZh_i, and C_{ij} is the coupling Zh_ih_j . Ref. [20] explained how CP–violation may be probed in the Higgs sector by measuring non–zero values for each of Zh_1h_2, Zh_2h_3 and Zh_3h_1, or for each of Zh_ih_j , ZZh_i,ZZh_j (where i ≠ j). A third way would be a positive signal in all three Higgsstrahlung channels e^+e^− → h_1Z, h_2Z, h_3Z, and it is possible that the Higgs masses are arranged such that the latter production mechanisms would be all open kinematically (i.e. √ s > m_Z + m_{hi} ) while pair production of Higgs bosons are not. Therefore the CP–violating THDM may provide measurable signals in the e^+e^− → h_iZ channel for all three neutral Higgs bosons. Hence in order to distinguish between a CP–violating THDM and a CP–conserving THDM in the above channels it is important to know the attainable value of e^+e^− → ZA^0 in the CP–conserving case.

In Refs. [28],[29], using effective lagrangians, it was shown that a CP–odd Higgs scalar with effective point like couplings ZZA^0 and ZγA^0 would give rise to angular distributions in the channel e^+e^− → γ^∗, Z^∗ → ZA^0 which would differ significantly from those in e^+e^− → Z^∗ → Zh(H). Our analysis essentially determines the possible magnitude of these effective couplings ZZA^0 and ZγA^0 in the context of the THDM. In the notation of [29] this would correspond to evaluating the arbitrary couplings b̃_γ , b̃_Z . Given the expected smallness of the rate for e^+e^− → A^0Z, any angular distribution analysis for this channel would most likely be hampered by small statistics. If in the CP–violating THDM all three ZZh_i couplings have a reasonable strength (i.e. significant pseudoscalar–scalar mixing), a detectable signal would be possible which could not be mimicked by the CP–conserving THDM. In addition there would be sufficient events to show that the angular distribution proceeded via the CP–even scalar component. The problematic case of interest to us is when a h_i is dominantly pseudoscalar and thus has a smaller (but still detectable) rate in the e^+e^− → h_iZ channel. In this case the signal from e^+e^− → A^0Z is background to any possible interpretation of a CP–violating signal in this channel. It is also this scenario when angular distributions would be affected by low statistics.

3. One-Loop Corrections

We have evaluated the pure radiative effects of the rare decay e^+e^− → ZA^0 (e^+e^− → γA^0 ) at the one–loop level in the ’t Hooft - Feynman gauge. The sum of all the one–loop effects are ultra–violet (UV) convergent but since some Feynman diagrams are UV divergent we will use the dimensional regularization scheme [30] to deal with them.

The typical Feynman diagrams for the virtual corrections of order α^2 are drawn in figure 1. In the THDM, the γ − Z − A^0 and the Z − Z − A^0 vertices receive corrections only from fermion exchanges (Fig.1-a-b). There are also box diagrams and their crossed analogies (fig.1-c). Note that there is no mixing coming from the Z−A^0 (Z−G^0) s–channel self–energy because the vertices γ − A^0 − A^0 (γ − G^0 − A^0) and Z − A^0 − A^0 (Z − G^0 − A^0) vanish, while the mixing Z − A^0 has to be considered in the t–channel (fig.1.d). Owing to Lorentz invariance the Z − A^0 self energy is proportional to p^μ_{A0} = (p_e+ + p_e− − p_V )^μ; then, since the vector boson V=γ or Z is on–shell, the t–channel amplitude will be proportional to m_e and consequently vanishes. Note also that the tadpole diagrams have vanishing contributions.

In the on–shell scheme defined in [31], it is found that there is no counter–term for the Z–Z–A^0, Z–γ–A^0 and γ–γ–A^0 vertices. Consequently the one–loop vertices Z–Z–A^0, Z–γ–A^0 and γ–γ–A^0 have to be separately UV finite and this feature will provide us with a good check of our calculations.

All the Feynman diagrams are generated and computed using FeynArts [33] and Feyn- Calc [34] packages supplied with some Mathematica ”know-how”. We also use the fortran FF–package [35] in the numerical analysis.

Vertex correction: Fig.1.a + Fig.1.b: e^+e^− → A^0Z

In terms of the B_0, C_0 and D_i Passarino–Veltman functions, M^γ_V and M^Z_V are given by^2 :

M^γ_V = 2N_C e_qm_qY_{qq} α^2 s {2(A_3 − A_4 − A_5 + A_6) + (t − u)(A_1 − A_2)}(g^L_q + g^R_q )

C_0(M^2_A, m^2_Z , s, m^2_q, m^2_q , m^2_q) (4.1)

M^Z_V = −2N_C α^2m_qY_{qq} (s − m^2_Z )κ^2

{(g_A − g_V )(2A_3 − 2A_5 + (t − u)A_1)

+ (g_A + g_V )(2A_4 − 2A_6 + A_2(t − u)}((g^L_q − g^R_q )^2[2M^2_AB_0(M^2_A, m^2_q, m^2_q) − (M^2_A + m^2_Z − s)B_0(m^2_Z, m^2_q , m^2_q) − (M^2_A − m^2_Z + s)B_0(s, m^2_q, m^2_q )]

+ ([M^2_Am^2_Z − m^4_Z + M^2_As + 2m^2_Z s − s^2](g^L_q^2 + g^R_q^2) + 2[−M^4_A + M^2_Am^2_Z + M^2_As]g^L_q g^R_q )C_0(M^2_A, m^2_Z , s, m^2_q, m^2_q, m^2_q)) (4.2)

Here e_q and m_q denote the charge and the mass of the specific quark; g_V , g_A, g^L_q and g^L_q are the couplings defined before.

As defined in the appendix A, the B_0 functions are UV divergent whereas the C_0 are UV convergent. Consequently it is easy to check that the one–loop vertices defined below are UV convergent, as they should be.

2Note that the one–loop vertex A^0 → ZZ has been evaluated in [20].

Vertex correction: Fig.1.a + Fig.1.b: e^+e^− → A^0γ In a similar way we found:

M^γ_V = −4N_C e^2_q m_qY_{qq} α^2 s {2(A_3 − A_4 − A_5 + A_6) + (t − u)(A_1 − A_2)} C_0(M^2_A, 0, s, m^2_q, m^2_q , m^2_q) (4.3) M^Z_V = −2N_C e_q α^2m_qY_{qq} s − m^2_Z {(g_A + g_V )(2A_4 − 2A_6 + (t − u)A_2) + (g_A − g_V )(2A_3 − 2A_5 + (t − u)A_1)}(g^L_q + g^R_q )C_0(M^2_A, 0, s, m^2_q, m^2_q, m^2_q )(4.4)

Box corrections: Fig.1.c:

Box corrections are only present for e^+e^− → A^0Z, because the photon does not couple to neutral particles.

M^h_B = α^2 sin 2(β − α)m_W

4s^2_W c^3_W

[4A_3(g_A − g_V )^2D_1 + 4A_4(g_A + g_V )^2D_1 − A_1(g_A − g_V )^2{ C_0(m^2_e, m^2_e, s, m^2_Z , m^2_e, m^2_Z ) + (M^2_h − t)D_0 + (m^2_Z − t)D_1 + (t − M^2_A)D_3} − A_2(g_A + g_V )^2{C_0(m^2_e , m^2_e, s, m^2_Z , m^2_e, m^2_Z ) + (M^2_h − t)D_0 + (m^2_Z − t)D_1 +(t − M^2_A)D_3}] (4.5) All the D_i(i = 0, 1, 2, 3) have the same arguments: (m^2_Z, m^2_e , m^2_e, M^2_A, t, s, M^2_h , m^2_Z , m^2_e, m^2_Z ). The amplitude of a crossed box can be obtained from the direct one by changing: t → u, A_3 → A_5, A_4 → A_6 and a global sign. Moreover M^H_B can be obtained from M^h_B just by changing M_h in M_H and a global sign.

e^+

e^− γ, Z q q q A^0

Z, γ

Fig.1.a γ, Z e^+

e^− q q q A^0

Z, γ

Fig.1.b

e^+ Z e Z e^−

A^0

Z h(H) + crossed diagram

Fig.1.c e^+ Z

e e^−

A^0

γ, Z + crossed diagram

Fig.1.d

Figure.1

4. Numerical results and discussion

In this section we focus on the numerical analysis. We take the following experimental input for the physical parameters [36]:

• the fine structure constant: α =^{e2}_{4π} = 1/137.03598.

• the gauge boson masses: m_Z = 91.187 GeV and m_W = 80.41 GeV . In the on–shell scheme we consider, sin^2 θ_W is given by sin^2 θ_W ≡ 1 −^{m2W}_{m2Z} , which is not modified by loop corrections.

• the top–bottom quark masses are taken to be: m_t = 175 GeV and m_b = 4.5 GeV.

The tau lepton mass is taken to be m_τ = 1.77 GeV

As pointed out in the introduction, in the general THDM the CP–odd Higgs mass is not constrained by experiment, and only the sum M_h + M_A is constrained to be heavier than 90 GeV. Therefore in our analysis we are free to consider a very light CP–odd Higgs mass. Taking into account perturbative requirements on the Yukawa couplings tanβ is constrained to be in the range: 0.1 ≤ tanβ ≤ 80.

Let us first discuss briefly the THDM radiative contributions to the CP–odd A^0 associated production with a photon which has been considered before in [10]. We stress here that we are in perfect agreement with [10] both on analytical result and numerical result. We would like to highlight in Fig.2.a the enhancement of the cross–section for small tan β. One can reach a cross–section of about 0.8 fb for tanβ = 0.3 (8 fb for tanβ = 0.1).

Fig.2.b shows the total cross–section against tan β for CP–odd A^0 associated production with a Z gauge boson. One can see also the enhancement of the cross–section in the small tan β regime. This enhancement for small tanβ is common to both Model I and Model II. The most important contribution in the fermionic case comes from top quark loops. In the large tan β regime in Model II the corrections start to be sensitive to the bottom, light quarks and tau lepton loops. As mentioned in section 3, in the case of associated CP–odd Higgs production with a Z gauge boson, there are extra box contributions to the cross–section. In all Figures 2a, 2b, 3a and 3b we have chosen M_h = 95 GeV, M_H = 180 GeV and tan α = +2.1. It is found that box contributions to the cross section are rather small. For large tan β the fermionic contributions also become small and of the same order of magnitude as the box contributions.

In Fig.3.a we show the dependence of the cross–section on the CP–odd Higgs mass for √ s = 500 GeV in the case where tan β = 0.2, 0.5 and 1.6. One can see that the cross–section is maximized for both low tan β and small M_A mass. The kink in the figure corresponds to M_A > 2m_t i.e. when the decay A^0 → tt̄ opens. At √ s = 500 GeV the cross–section for the SM Higgs boson in the Higgsstrahlung channel falls from 50 fb to 20 fb as the Higgs mass increases from 200 GeV to 300 GeV. Fig 3a shows that for tan β = 0.2 one finds σ(e^+e^− → AZ) falling from 0.2 fb to 0.1 fb in the same mass region. If one wished to interpret a third (by definition the smallest) Higgsstrahlung signal as evidence for a CP–violating THDM, a cross–section comfortably in excess of 1 fb would be required. We recall from eq. 2.10 that

∑_3

i=1 C^2_i = 1 (normalized to SM strength), and so σ(e^+e^− → AZ) constitutes a non–negligible background.

In Fig.3.b we show the total cross–section as a function of the center of mass energy √ s for M_A = 50, 150, 270, 400 GeV and for tan β = 0.5. One can find a total cross–section of about 0.04 fb only for the CP–odd Higgs mass in the intermediate range (M_A=50–150 GeV) and for √ s ≈ 500 GeV. At high center of mass energy the rate of production is rather small.

5. Summary

To conclude, we have computed the associated production of a CP–odd Higgs boson with a gauge boson V = Z, γ in high energy e^+e^− collisions in the framework of the general two Higgs doublet model. The calculation is performed within the dimensional regularisation scheme.

We have shown that in the small tan β regime the top quark loop contribution is enhanced leading to significant cross–sections (about a few fb), while in the large tan β regime the cross–section does not attain observable rates.

The smallness of the cross–section means that there is no chance of seeing such associated production at LEP–II, while such production could be relevant for a Next Linear Collider machine and would require a very high luminosity option.

Acknowledgment: A. Akeroyd was supported by the Japan Society for Promotion of Science (JSPS). A. Arhrib acknowledges the Abdus Salam International Centre for Theoretical Physics for the kind hospitality during his visit where part of this work has been done.

References

[1] P.W. Higgs, Phys. Lett. B12 (1964) 132, Phys. Rev. Lett. 13 (1964) 508.

[2] J.F. Gunion, H.E. Haber, G.L. Kane and S. Dawson, The Higgs Hunter’s Guide (Addison–Wesley, Reading, 1990).

[3] H. Komatsu and J. Kubo, Phys. Lett. B157 (1985) 90; Nucl. Phys. B263 (1986) 265.

[4] CERN preprint CERN–EP/99–60, Combined Experimental Limits.

[5] OPAL Collaboration, O. Abbiendi et al, Eur. J. Phys. C7 (1999) 407. [6] P.H. Chankowski, M. Krawczyk and J. Zochowski, hep-ph/9905436. [7] J. Ellis, M. K. Gaillard and D.V. Nanopoulos, Nucl. Phys. B106 (1976) 292; B. L.

Ioffe and V. A. Khoze, Sov. J. Part. Nucl . 9 (1978) 50; B. W. Lee, C. Quigg and H.B. Thacker, Phys. Rev. D16 (1977) 1519; J. D. Bjorken, Proc. Summer Institute on Particle Physics, SLAC Report 198 (1976).

[8] J. F Gunion, L. Roszkowski, A. Turski, H. E. Haber, G. Gamberini, B. Kayser, S.F.

Novaes, F. Olness and J. Wudka, Phys. Rev. D38 (1988) 3444; Proceeding of the Workshop “e^+e^− Collisions at 500 GeV: The Physics Potential”, edited by Zerwas.

[9] A. Djouadi, V. Driesen, W. Hollik and A. Kraft, Eur. Phys. J. C1 (1998) 163; M.

Krawczyk, J. Zochowski and P. Mattig, Eur. Phys. J. C8 (1999) 495. [10] A. Djouadi, V. Driesen, W. Hollik and J. Rosiek, Nucl. Phys. B491 (1997) 68. [11] Shou Hua Zhu, hep–ph/9901221.

[12] A. Arhrib, M. Capdequi Peyranère, W. Hollik and G. Moultaka, in preparation. [13] D. A. Dicus, J. L. Hewett, C. Kao and T. G. Rizzo, Phys. Rev. D40 (1989) 787; A.

A. Barrientos Bendezú and B. A. Kniehl, Phys. Rev. D59 015009 (1999); S. Moretti and K. Odagiri, Phys. Rev. D59 055008 (1999).

[14] Physics Report 299 (1998) 1.

[15] A. Djouadi, J, Kalinowski and P. Zerwas, Z. Phys. C54 (1992) 255. [16] S. Dawson and L. Reina, Phys. Rev. D60 (1999) 015003. [17] A. Djouadi, V. Driesen and C. Junger, Phys. Rev. D54 (1996) 759. [18] Shou-Hua Zhu, J. Phys. G24 (1998) 1703. [19] C. Kao, Phys. Rev. D46 (1992) 4907.

[20] A. Mendez and A. Pomeral, Phys. Lett. B272 (1991) 313. [21] J.F. Gunion, H.E. Haber and C. Kao, Phys. Rev. D46 (1992) 2907. [22] A. Pilaftsis, Phys. Lett. B435 (1998) 88; Phys. Rev. D58 (1998) 096010; A. Pilaftsis and C.E.M. Wagner, hep–ph/9902371; D.A. Demir, hep–ph/9901389.

[23] S.Glashow and S.Weinberg, Phys.Rev. D15 (1977) 1958.

[24] A.A. Iogansen, N.G. Ural’tsev and V.A. Khoze, Sov. J. Nucl. Phys. 36 (1983) 717. [25] G.Keller and D. Wyler, Nucl. Phys. B274 (1986) 410. [26] B. Grzadkowski, J. Gunion and J. Kalinowski, hep-ph/9902308.

[27] B. Grzadkowski, J. Gunion, H.E. Haber and J. Kalinowski, Phys. Rev. Lett. 79 (1997) 982.

[28] V. Barger, K, Cheung, A. Djouadi, B.A. Kniehl and P.W. Zerwas, Phys. Rev. D49 (1994) 79.

[29] K. Hagiwara and M.L. Stong, Z. Phys. C62 (1994) 99. [30] G. ’t Hooft and M. Veltman, Nucl. Phys. B44 (1972) 189;

P. Breitenlohner and D. Maison, Commun. Math. Phys. 52 (1977) 11. [31] A. Dabelstein and W. Hollik MPI-PH-93-86, Contributed to Workshop on e+ e- Collisions at 500 GeV: the Physics Potential. Published in SUSY 94 Workshop:109- 118 A. Dabelstein Z.Phys. C67,(1995), 495 and P. Chankowski, S. Pokorski and J. Rosiek Nucl. Phys. B423 (1994) 437.

[32] OPAL Collaboration. Phys.Lett. B370 (1996) 174 and R. M. Barnett et al. Phys.

Rev. D54 (1996) 1.

[33] H.Eck and J. Kublbeck, Guide to FeynArts 1.0, University of Wurzburg, 1992. [34] R.Mertig, Guide to FeynCalc 1.0, University of Wurzburg, 1992. [35] G.J. van Oldenborgh, Comput.Phys.Commun. 66 (1991) 1. [36] C. Caso et al, Eur. Phys. J. C3 (1998) 1.

[37] G. Passarino and M. Veltman, Nucl. Phys. B160 (1979) 151;

G. ’tHooft and M. Veltman, Nucl. Phys. B153 (1979) 365.

Appendix A: Passarino–Veltman Functions

Let us briefly recall the definitions of scalar and tensor integrals we use. The inverses of the propagators are denoted by d_0 = q^2 − m^2_0 , d_i = (q + p_i)^2 − m^2_i where the p_i are the momenta of the external particles. Two point function:

B_0(p^2_1, m^2_0, m^2_1) = (2πμ)^{(4−D)} iπ^2 ∫ d^Dq 1 d_0d_1 μ is an arbitrary renormalization scale and D is the space–time dimension. Three point function:

C_0(p^2_1, p^2_{12}, p^2, m^2_0, m^2_1, m^2) = (2πμ)^{(4−D)} iπ^2 ∫ d^D q 1 d_0d_1d_2 where p^2_{ij} = (p_i − p_j )^2. Four point functions:

D_{0,μ}(p^2_1, p^2_{12}, p^2_3, p^2_3, p^2, p^2_{13}, m^2_0, m^2_1, m^2, m^2_3) = (2πμ)^{(4−D)} iπ^2 ∫ d^Dq 1, q_μ d_0d_1d_2d_3

(A.1)

Using Lorentz invariance, one can write the vectorial function D_μ in terms of new scalar functions D_i as follows:

D_μ = p_{1μ}D_1 + p_{2μ}D_2 + p_{3μ}D_3 (A.2) Moreover one can always get all the ”new” functions D_i in terms of the fundamental ones, A_0, B_0, C_0 and D_0. The analytical expressions of all the scalar functions can be found in Ref. [37]

Figure Captions

Fig. 1 One–Loop diagram contributions to e^+e^− → A^0V (V = γ or Z). Fig.1.a + Fig.1.b are fermionic vertex corrections. Fig.1.c are box diagrams and Fig.1.d is the t– channel self energy.

Fig. 2 Fig.2.a: Total cross–section for e^+e^− → A^0γ (vertex only) as a function of tan β for √ s = 500 GeV and several values of M_A.

Fig.2.b: Total cross–section for e^+e^− → A^0Z (vertex + boxes) as a function of tan β for √ s = 500 GeV and several values of M_A.

Fig. 3 Fig.3.a: Total cross–section for e^+e^− → A^0Z (vertex + boxes) asa function of M_A for √ s = 500 GeV and several values of tan β.

Fig.3.b:Total cross–section for e^+e^− → A^0Z (vertex + boxes) as a function of √ s for tan β = 0.5 and for several values of M_A.