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ABSTRACT: This study systematically examines the parameter space of GNMSSM
with a light CP-odd Higgs boson a1, emphasizing the exotic decay hio5 — aja; under
recent Higgs data constraints. Firstly, We scan the parameter space under the basic
constraints from HiggsSignals-2.6.2 and HiggsBounds-5.10.2, and then further filter
the surviving parameter points using constraints from the LHC direct Higgs searches
and HiggsTools. Comparative analysis demonstrates that the code HiggsTools im-
poses stringent constraints compared to legacy versions of HiggsSignals-2.6.2 and
HiggsBounds-5.10.2. Moreover, its exclusion capacity notably exceeds the direct in-
dividual decay channel searches. Through comparative analysis of the two types of
constraints (HiggsSignals and HiggsBounds) embedded in the HiggsTools, we found
that the constraints from HiggsBounds are the most stringent. Almost all parameter
points excluded by HiggsSignals and the individual decay channel analyses at the
LHC can also be excluded by HiggsBounds. This is because HiggsBounds provides
direct constraints, while HiggsSignals imposes indirect constraints for the searches of
non-SM Higgs bosons. In the hy scenario, due to the the kinematic accessibility of the
exotic decay channel ho — hyhy, HiggsSignals can also exclude the parameter points
with smaller values of Br(h — aja; — 77/pubb). Despite rigorous experimental
limitations constraining the light CP-odd Higgs scenario, our comprehensive inves-
tigation still reveals viable parameter regions, which opens new avenues for future
exploration of light Higgs phenomenology.
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1 Introduction

The discovery of the 125 GeV Higgs boson at the Large Hadron Collider (LHC) [1, 2]
in 2012 marked a monumental milestone in particle physics, confirming the mecha-
nism of electroweak symmetry breaking (EWSB) as described by the Standard Model
(SM). While the SM has achieved tremendous success in describing fundamental in-
teractions, it still remains several unresolved questions, such as neutrino masses, the
hierarchy problem, and the dark matter problem. These problems have motivated
extensive exploration of physics beyond the Standard Model (BSM), where extended
Higgs sectors and new symmetries often predict additional scalar states. Among
these BSM frameworks, supersymmetry (SUSY) stands out as a compelling candi-
date, offering solutions to the hierarchy problem and unification of gauge couplings
at high energies. As the most economical realization of SUSY, the Minimum Su-
persymmetric Standard Model (MSSM) [3-6] has been extensively studied in the
past few decades. However, considering the constraints from the relic density of
dark matter and direct detection experiments, the MSSM faces significant limita-
tions, and it also has some issues, such as the p problem and the little hierarchy
problem. As natural and minimal extension of the MSSM, the Next-to-Minimal
Supersymmetric Standard Model (NMSSM) [7-9] adds an additional gauge-singlet
Higgs superfield, whose scalar component acquires a non-zero vacuum expectation
value (vev) to spontaneously induce an effective p-term through dynamical symmetry
breaking. Crucially, the mixing between the gauge singlet and doublets superfields
introduces a new CP-even Higgs (h,) that mixes with the MSSM-like states. This



mixing can suppress the mass of the lightest Higgs boson while allowing the next-
to-lightest Higgs boson to match the observed 125 GeV Higgs signal [10-16]. Such a
scenario is particularly attractive because it alleviates fine-tuning in the stop sector
and provides a rich phenomenology, including Higgs-to-Higgs decays [17-24] or exotic
decays involving neutralinos [25]. However, the predictive power of the Zs-invariant
NMSSM is constrained by its superpotential structure, which motivates generaliza-
tions such as the General NMSSM (GNMSSM) [26-31]. By introducing additional
singlet couplings or Zs-symmetry-breaking terms, the GNMSSM enhances flexibility
in the Higgs mass matrix, enabling lighter CP-even and CP-odd states without con-
flicting with LHC Higgs data. These light Higgs bosons could evade direct detection
due to suppressed couplings to SM particles but might emerge through exotic decays
of the 125 GeV Higgs h, such as h — hghs/aja; with a; denoting the lightest CP-odd
Higgs boson, offering a unique window into new physics. Such exotic decay channels,
though rare in the SM, become prominent in BSM scenarios, transforming the 125
GeV Higgs into a portal for discovering light hidden sector particles.

Both the ATLAS and CMS collaborations at the LHC have also pursued ex-
tensive searches for light Higgs bosons through exotic decays of the 125 GeV Higgs
boson [32], targeting final states like 4b[33], uubb[34-36], 77bb[37, 38|, yy77[39] and
41[40-44]. Despite stringent limits from ATLAS and CMS, no significant excess has
been observed, imposing strong constraints on the parameter space of GNMSSM.
This work mainly focus on the promising yet challenging final states pubb and 77bb
[34, 38]. However, solely considering the LHC direct Higgs search limits is not com-
prehensive, we have also incorporated the limitations on the parameter space imposed
by the package HiggsTools [45]. The HiggsTools framework combines and extends the
codes HiggsBounds and HiggsSignals. HiggsBounds performs compatibility tests of
BSM models with exclusion bounds from new scalar boson searches, whereas Hig-
gsSignals assesses theoretical predictions against experimental measurements of the
125 GeV Higgs boson production rates at the LHC. This study presents a compre-
hensive investigation of the exotic decay channels of the 125 GeV Higgs boson into
a pair of lighter CP-odd Higgs bosons within the framework of GNMSSM. Incor-
porating stringent constraints from LHC direct Higgs searches and HiggsTools, we
systematically explore the viable parameter space of GNMSSM.

The organization of this paper is as follows. In Section 2, we briefly introduce
the GNMSSM model, along with the Higgs sector within the model. In Section 3,
we present our scanning strategy and numerical results, comparing the effects of
two different constraints on the parameter points. Finally, Section 4 provides our
conclusions.



2 Theoretical preliminaries

2.1 Basics of the GNMSSM

The GNMSSM extends the MSSM through the incorporation of a gauge-singlet su-
perfield S that carries neither baryon nor lepton number. Consequently, in addition
to the two SU(2), doublet superfields, H, = (H;, H®) and Hy = (HY, H]), the
Higgs sector of GNMSSM also includes a singlet superfield S. The gauge-invariant
superpotential of the GNMSSM can be expressed as [8]:

~ n N K A o ~ 1 - N
Weanmssm = Wyukawa + ASH,, - Hy + 553 +pH, - Hy + 5//52 + &5, (2.1)

with Wyukawa denoting the MSSM superpotential containing quark and lepton Yukawa
interactions. Both A and x are dimensionless coupling coefficients that parametrize
the interactions among the Higgs fields, similar to the scenario in the Z3-NMSSM.
The parameters p, p' and & represent Zs-symmetry-breaking effects, which play
crucial roles in addressing both the tadpole problem [8, 46] and the cosmological
domain-wall problem inherent to Z3-NMSSM [47-49]. Notably, the parameter ¢ can
be consistently eliminated through the singlet field redefinition technique [50], al-
lowing us to adopt & = 0 without loss of generality. The parameters p and p' at
electroweak scale emerge naturally from spontaneous breaking of fundamental dis-
crete R-symmetry ZJ or ZE at high energy scales, as established in prior theoretical
investigations [47, 50-53]. Crucially, these Z3-violating parameters induce significant
modifications to the neutral Higgs mass spectrum, generating phenomenological fea-
tures markedly richer than those in the Z3-NMSSM and MSSM.

2.2 The Higgs Sector of GNMSSM

The soft SUSY-breaking terms in the Higgs sector of the GNMSSM can be expressed
as:

~Loopr = |NANSH, - Hy+ 15AS® + m3H, - Hy+ Im/*S? + ¢S + h.c.

+mig, | Hul? +mi;, [ Hal* + m§|S]%, (2.2)

with H,, H;, and S denoting the scalar components of the Higgs superfields, and
m3;,, my,, and mg being their supersymmetry-breaking masses. Following the elec-
troweak symmetry breaking, the neutral components of the Higgs fields develop
non-vanishing vevs:

Uy Vg Vg
= HO = = S = =
with v = y/v2 +v3 ~ 246 GeV. The Higgs sector is then characterized by eleven
independent physical parameters:

(H,) = (2:3)

tan B = 2 X, kK, v, Ay, Ae, o i, mZ, mi2, €. (2.4)
(%)



In the systematic investigation of Higgs sector phenomenology, it is convenient
to adopt specialized parametrizations as follows:
Hysy = cos SRe(H?) — sin BRe(HY),
Hgy = sin BRe(H?) + cos fRe(H)Y), (2.5)
Ansy = cos fIm(HY) — sin SIm(HY).

In the basis (Hnsm, Hswm, Re[S]), the mass matrix of CP-even Higgs fields can be
written as [28]

Mg (V2Ay + kug +V24) +2m2 1

M?g,n = sin 23 + 5(2m22 — M%) sin? 28,
1 A
M, = —Z(2m2z — Nv?)sindfB, Mg, = —7% (AA +V2kv, + u’) cos 23,

1
M oy = miycos® 25 + 5/\2112 sin® 28,

Av
2 _ v _ N
Ms723—\/§[<\/§1)5+2,u> (A)\+\/§I€US+M)SH12,6]7
M A+ KUg 1 V2
M = = [ 2?4+ 2 (A +2V2 s+3’)— M?— 22¢(2.6
5 ﬂ(zﬁ A w0 ) = g M T R0

Similarly, in the basis (Ansm, Im[S]), the mass matrix of CP-odd Higgs fields
can be written as [2§]

AU (\/§A,\ + Kvg + \/§,u’) +2m3

AU
2 _ 2 — _ —_ 4
MP,ll - Sin 2/8 5 MP,12 = \/5 (A)\ \/5’4]7}3 ,LL) s
Ay + 2V2kv, + 1) sin 28 ko
My, = | 2 — (34, +
P22 12, VA
2
Eow? - 2m's — \/_5'. (2.7)

a \/51}8 Vs

The mass eigenstates h; = {h, H, hy} and a; = {Ay, As} are obtained by diago-
nalizing the mass matrices M% and M3,

hi = VoM Hysa + VPV Hgu + V)P Re[S),
a; = Vo Axsu + Vi, Im[S). (2.8)

Among these states, h is identified to be the SM-like scalar observed at the LHC,
H and Ap denote the heavy doublet-dominated Higgs bosons, while hy and A,
correspond to the singlet-dominated states. Adopting the mass-ordered notation,
the CP-even and CP-odd Higgs eigenstates are labeled as h; (i=1,2,3) and a; (j=1,2)
with mp, < myp, < mp, and m,, < m,,. Therefore, in the h; scenario h = h; and



mp, > my, while in the hy scenario h = he and my, > my,. The model also predicts a
pair of charged Higgs bosons, H* = cos BH +sin SH C:lt, and their masses are written
as [8, 28]

o \Us (\/§A>\ + Kug + \/Zu’) +2m3 o 1/\21}2 2.9)
L sin 23 Wt ’

For the light Higgs scenario studied in this paper, we assume the existence of a
light CP-odd Higgs boson with 2m,, < mj. To date, both the ATLAS and CMS col-
laborations have preformed comprehensive searches for non-SM Higgs bosons H, Ay,
hs and Ag. And these investigations have established exclusion bounds on key param-
eters, such as masses and relative couplings [54, 55]. However, the input parameters

' ym3 m2; and £ are not directly associated with experimental observables, which

motivated us to use the following physical parameters:

e my: the mass of heavy MSSM-like CP-odd Higgs boson and my = /M3,
e mp: the mass of CP-even singlet Higgs boson and mp = /M§’33,

e mc: the mass of CP-odd singlet Higgs boson and m¢ = M]%QQ,
® /it the mass of Higgsino fields and pior = pler + [,
e my: the mass of Singlino fields and my = £ peg + 4.

Using the above physical parameters as theoretical inputs, the original Lagrangian
parameters can be expressed as follows:

)\ 2 & 2 s / A
M:Mtot—%vs, M/:mN—\/ﬁfws, mgzw—)\vscﬂj £ A),

, vs [(Ax+)sin2B Ko , ] 1 ) )
_ 5 + AK+2\/§KUS+3 — VT —m¥p,
= S [ S v
1
me = 3 lsz — mg + Ak sin 280 — 2\/§fivs(An + %Us + ,u/)} ) (2.10)

and Egs. ( 2.6) and ( 2.7) take the following simplified forms:

1 1
My = m’ + = (2m7 — Nv?)sin® 28, MQSJQ = ——(2m% — A\*?) sin 45,

2 4
M2 = Av A 2 _/\/l2 — 2 22 1)\2 2 - 22
S13 — —ﬁ( A+ my) cos 2, 599 = M COS b+ 3 v*sin® 2,
AU .
MG a3 = E[zﬂtot — (Ax+my)sin2f], Mgy =m3,
AU
M%D,n = m, M?D,m = mg, M?D,u = —(Ax — mpy). (2.11)

V2



Parameter | Prior Range Parameter | Prior | Range
K Flat | —0.75-0.75 tan 3 Flat 560
A Flat 0-0.75 vs/TeV Flat | 0.1-1.0
o Flat | —1.0-1.0 | my/TeV | Flat | —1.0-1.0
mp/GeV | Flat 1-300 me/GeV | Flat | 1.0-300
A/ TeV Flat 1.0-3.0 ot/ TeV | Flat | 0.2-1.0
A, /TeV | Flat —2.0-2.0

Table 1. Parameter space explored in this study. All input parameters adopt flat distribu-
tions based on their unambiguous physical interpretations. Given the substantial radiative
corrections induced by the third-generation squark trilinear couplings (4; and Ap) on the
SM-like Higgs boson mass, we impose A; = Ay with their magnitudes treated as free vari-
2 TeV, M; =1 TeV,
My = 2 TeV, Mg = 3 TeV. All parameters are defined at the renormalization scale
Qinput = 1 TeV.

ables. Non-critical SUSY-breaking parameters are fixed: my =

Obviously, eight out of the eleven parameters (tan 3, \, Ay, ma, mp, mc, my,
and i) uniquely specify the neutral Higgs mass matrices, and the remaining three
parameters (k, A,, and vy) influence the triple Higgs coupling strengths [28].

In studies of the light h, scenario, the off-diagonal element M3 5 of the scalar
mass matrix is conventionally parameterized as ./\/@723 = \/§Av5umt, where the di-
mensionless parameter 0 is define by 6 = [2uior — (Ax + my) sin 25]/(2p401). Here
0 quantifies the degree of cancellation between distinct terms in the mass matrix,
characterizing the relative balance between the effective y—term and SUSY-breaking
parameters. Notably, this parametrization exhibits significant advantages that it in-
herently enables larger couplings A with small values of § while remaining compatible
with the LHC Higgs data. In this work we use d instead of A, as the input parameter.

3 Numerical Result

This section introduces our scan strategy and presents our numerical results. The
GNMSSM model file is constructed using the package SARAH-4.14.3 [56-59],and the
particle spectrum is generated with the code SPheno-4.0.5 [56, 60-62].To explore the
parameter space, we utilize the parallelized MultiNest algorithm [63]. This algorithm
implements a complex multimodal nested sampling framework, enabling efficient
identification of high-likelihood regions, simultaneous detection of multiple solution
modes, and calculation of robust Bayesian evidence.

3.1 Research Strategy

In the specific parameter space scan, we set the value of nj,. = 8000. Through
multiple trial-and-error processes, we choose the GNMSSM parameter space as shown
in Table 1 . The likelihood function £ that guided our scan is influenced by relevant



experimental constraints. When the parameter points satisfy the experimental limits,
L = 1; otherwise, £ = exp[100]. These constraints include:

e The SM-like Higgs boson: In our study, we consider hy or hy as the SM-like
Higgs boson h. The mass of h has an uncertainty of 3 GeV, so it should be
restricted within the range 122 GeV < my < 128 GeV.

e Higgs data fit: Assuming that h corresponds to the Higgs boson discovered
by the LHC, its properties should align with the measurements reported by the
ATLAS and CMS collaborations at the 95% confidence level. A p-value larger
than 0.05 was required, which was tested by the code HiggsSignals-2.6.2 [64-67].

o Extra Higgs searches: Additional Higgs bosons must satisfy the limits from
the direct searches at LEP, Tevatron, and LHC, which are evaluated using the
code HiggsBounds-5.10.2 [68-72].

e B-physics observables: Theoretical predictions for the branching ratios of
By, — ptp~ and B — X,y are required to be consistency with experimental

measurements within 20 [73].
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Figure 1. The branching ratio o(h)/osa(h)Br(h — aja; — bbrT) as a function of
Mg, - The left and right plots represent the h; and hy scenario, respectively. The blue
points indicate the surviving points considering the constraints listed in Sec.3.1, and the
black solid line shows the constraints provided by ATLAS regarding the decay channel
h — ai1a; — bbrr [38]

3.2 LHC Direct search Limits

For the light Higgs scenario, both the ATLAS and CMS collaborations have provided
direct search constraints based on the observations of its decay products. The ATLAS
collaboration presents the search for exotic decays of the Higgs boson into a pair of
pseudoscalar particles h — aya; with one pseudoscalar decays to two b quarks and
the other to a pair of 7 leptons [38]. We project the surviving samples considering
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Figure 2. Similar to Fig. 1, here the black solid line shows the constraints provided by

CMS, originating from the decay channel h — aja; — pubb [34].
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Figure 3. Similar to Fig. 1, here the black solid line shows the constraints provided by

CMS, originating from the decay channel h — aja; — 77bb [34].

the constraints listed in Sec.3.1 onto a two-dimensional plane with the vertical axis

denoting o(h)/ogy(h)Br(h — aja; — bbr7), as shown in Fig.1.

In the figure,

the left and right plots depict the hy and hy scenarios, respectively. The solid line
denotes the observed 95% C.L. upper limits provided by ATLAS. Parameter space
points above the solid line are excluded by the ATLAS direct search exclusion limits,



while those below remain viable. It can be seen that for the h; and hy scenarios,
ATLAS provides a strong constraint.

The CMS collaboration presents the search for exotic decays of the Higgs boson
into a pair of pseudoscalars in the pubb and 77bb final states[34]. Fig. 2 and Fig. 3
demonstrate the exclusion power of the CMS direct Higgs search constraints over the
parameter space. In the figure, the left plot corresponds to the hy scenario, while the
right plot illustrates the ho scenario. The solid line denotes the observed exclusion
limits at 95% CL provided by CMS, with parameter space samples above the line
being experimentally ruled out and those below retaining phenomenological viability.
It can be observed that both the pubb and 770b decay channels have certain exclusion
capabilities, with the 77bb channel appearing to have slightly stronger exclusion
power, although the difference is not substantial.

3.3 HiggsTools constraints

") x B(h-aya;~bbTT)

oth)
L
90 x B(h-ayay->bbTT)

mufcev u(GeV]
Figure 4. Similar to Fig. 1, the blue points represent the surviving points considering
both the constraints listed in Sec.3.1 and HiggsTools (HT), the red points are those only
excluded by HiggsSignals (HS), the orange points are those only excluded by HiggsBounds
(HB), and the magenta points are those excluded by both HB and HS.

The codes HiggsBounds and HiggsSignals have recently been updated and com-
bined into the package HiggsTools[45]. The subpackage HiggsBounds provides direct
constraints from searches for extra new scalar bosons, while HiggsSignals evaluates
compatibility with the measurements of the 125 GeV Higgs boson. Therefore, we
further extend the analysis to incorporate the constraints from HiggsTools on the
parameter space of GNMSSM. Similar to Figure 1-3, Figure 4-6 further exhibit the
constraints from HiggsTools. In these figures, the blue points represent the surviving
parameter space allowed further by the constraints from HiggsTools, whereas the red
diamond points represent those excluded only by HiggsSignals, orange square points
represent those excluded only by HiggsBounds, while magenta points represent those
excluded by both HiggsSignals and HiggsBounds. Comparative analysis demonstrates
that the upgraded package HiggsTools imposes markedly stronger constraints rela-
tive to legacy versions of HiggsSignals and HiggsBounds, eliminating a large portion
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Figure 5. Similar to Fig. 4, here the black solid line shows the constraints provided by
CMS, originating from the decay channel h — aja; — pubb.
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Figure 6. Similar to Fig. 4, here the black solid line shows the constraints provided by
CMS, originating from the decay channel h — aya; — 77bb.

of previously allowed parameter space points shown in Figure 1-3. And its exclusion
power further surpasses even the latest LHC direct Higgs search constraints shown
with the solid line in the figure. After applying the constraints from HiggsTools, Fig.4
shows that the branching ratio of Higgs bosons decaying into 77bb in the GNMSSM
can reach to 1.9% in h; scenario and 2.1% in the hy scenario, respectively. Fig.5
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shows that the maximum value of B(H — pubb) can reach to 0.489 x 10~ in the
hy scenario and 0.445 x 10~* in the hy scenario, respectively. Fig.6 shows that the
branching ratio of Higgs bosons decaying into 77bb in the GNMSSM can reach to
1.95% in the hy scenario and 2.1% in the hy scenario, respectively.

Fig.4-6 also show that the exclusion power of HiggsBounds is significantly stronger
than that of HiggsSignals. Parameter points excluded only by HiggsSignals are al-
most non-existent, and points excluded by HiggsSignals are almost always excluded
by HiggsBounds as well. In the h; scenario, the parameter points with relatively
larger values of Br(h — aja; — ppbb/T7bb) (i.e. Br(h — aja; — 77bb) > 2.5% or
Br(h — aya; — pupbb) > 0.9 x 107*) are excluded by both HiggsSignals and Higgs-
Bounds, while those with smaller values are excluded only by HiggsBounds. This is
because the code HiggsBounds imposes direct constraints and HiggsSignals imposes
indirect constraints on the searches for non-SM-like Higgs bosons. An excessively
large values of Br(h — ajaq) is highly likely to imply an excessively large values of
Br(h — aja; — ppbb/T7bb), but the reverse is not necessarily true. But small values
of Br(h — ajay — pubb/T7bb)) always mean small values of Br(h — aja;), which
has little influence on the properties of 125GeV Higgs boson.
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Figure 7. Similar to the right plot in Fig.4-6, here the label of the horizontal axis is
Br(hg — hlhl).

Consistent with the h; scenario, analogous characteristics are observed in the
hs scenario. However, it simultaneously manifests distinctive features in the hy sce-
nario. The right plot of Fig.4-6 shows that some parameter points with Br(h —
aja; — 77bb) < 2.5% or Br(h — aja; — ppbb) < 0.9 x 107 are also excluded
by HiggsSignals. In this case the exotic decay channel ho, — hih; becomes kine-
matically accessible and has enhanced branching fraction, which may influence the
properties of the SM-like Higgs and consequently affect the constraints imposed by
HiggsSignals. In Fig.7 we plot the relationship between Br(h — aja; — jpbb/77bb)
and Br(hy — hihy) in the hs scenario. Fig.7 reveals an anticorrelation between
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Br(h — aja; — ppbb/T1bb) and Br(hse — hihy) across the parameter space, which
validates our explanation.

4 Conclusion

This study systematically investigates the exotic decay of the 125 GeV Higgs boson
to a pair of the lightest CP-odd Higgs bosons in the GNMSSM, considering the recent
direct search constraints from ATLAS and CMS collaborations and HiggsTools limi-
tations integrating updated HiggsBounds exclusion data and HiggsSignals statistical
analyses. Initially, the parameter space of GNMSSM is systematically scanned under
the fundamental constraints of HiggsSignals-2.6.2 and HiggsBounds-5.10.2. Subse-
quently, LHC direct search constraints are applied to further restrict the parameter
space. Finally, the HiggsTools framework is used to exhaustively constrain the pa-
rameter space of GNMSSM. The comprehensive comparative analysis demonstrates
that the upgraded package HiggsTools imposes significantly enhanced constraints
compared to legacy versions of HiggsSignals-2.6.2 and HiggsBounds-5.10.2. Further-
more, its exclusion capacity notably exceeds the current experimental bounds derived
from LHC direct Higgs searches, which fundamentally rely solely on individual decay
channel analyses.

To better understand the constraining effects of the recent Higgs data on the
parameter space of GNMSSM featuring a light CP-odd Higgs boson, we separately
investigate the impacts of the two subpackages HiggsSignals and HiggsBounds embed-
ded within the HiggsTools framework, and derive the following critical conclusions:

e Across both the hy and hsy scenarios, the constraints from HiggsBounds emerge
as the most stringent in delimiting the theoretical parameter spaces. In compar-
ison, the constraints from HiggsSignals and the direct individual decay channel
searches at the LHC are much weaker. Almost all parameter points excluded
by HiggsSignals and the individual decay channel analyses at the LHC can also
be excluded by HiggsBounds. The reason is that, for non-SM Higgs searches,
HiggsBounds provides direct constraints, while HiggsSignals imposes indirect
constraints.

e The studies in the hy scenario manifest unique phenomenological characteris-
tics. Notably, parameter points with suppressed exotic decay branching ratios,
specifically Br(h — aja; — 77bb) < 2.5% or Br(h — aja; — pubb) <
0.9 x 10~* can also be excluded by HiggsSignals. This exclusion arises from the
kinematic accessibility of the exotic decay channel hy — hqh;, which exhibits
substantially enhanced branching fractions. Such augmented decay channel
induce modifications to the properties of the SM-like Higgs boson, thereby am-
plifying the sensitivity of HiggsSignals indirect constraints on these otherwise
kinematically suppressed regions.

- 12 —



Fortunately, although current Higgs data impose rigorous constraints on the light

CP-odd Higgs scenario, there still exist phenomenologically viable parameter regions,

which provide the possibility for future exploration of the light Higgs phenomenology.
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