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A bstract

The search for M SSM Higgs bosons willbe an im portant goal at the LHC.In

orderto analyzethesearch reach oftheCM S experim entforthecharged M SSM Higgs

bosons,we com bine the latest results for the CM S experim entalsensitivities based

on fullsim ulation studieswith state-of-the-arttheoreticalpredictionsofM SSM Higgs-

boson production and decay properties.Theexperim entalanalysesaredoneassum ing

an integrated lum inosity of30 fb
� 1

forthetwo casesM H � < m t and M H � > m t.The

results are interpreted as 5� discovery contours in M H � {tan� planes ofthe M SSM

forvariousbenchm ark scenarios.W e study thedependenceofthe5� contourson the

variation oftherelevantSUSY param eters.Particularem phasisisputon analyzingthe

variation ofthediscovery contourswith the Higgsm ixing param eter�.Thevariation

of� can shiftthe prospective discovery reach in tan� by up to � tan� = 40.
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1 Introduction

One ofthe m ain goals ofthe LHC is the identi�cation ofthe m echanism ofelectroweak

sym m etry breaking. The m ost frequently investigated m odels are the Higgs m echanism

within theStandard M odel(SM )and within theM inim alSupersym m etric Standard M odel

(M SSM )[1].Contrary to thecaseoftheSM ,in theM SSM two Higgsdoubletsarerequired.

Thisresultsin �vephysicalHiggsbosonsinstead ofthesingleHiggsboson in theSM .These

are the lightand heavy CP -even Higgsbosons,h and H ,the CP-odd Higgsboson,A,and

the charged Higgsbosons,H � . The Higgssectorofthe M SSM can be speci�ed atlowest

orderin term softhegaugecouplings,theratioofthetwo Higgsvacuum expectation values,

tan� � v2=v1,and the m ass ofthe CP-odd Higgs boson,M A (or M H � ,the m ass ofthe

charged Higgs boson). Consequently,the m asses ofthe CP -even neutraland the charged

Higgs bosons are dependent quantities thatcan be predicted in term s ofthe Higgs-sector

param eters,e.g.M 2
H � = M 2

A + M 2
W ,where M W denotes the m ass ofthe W boson. The

sam e applies to the production and decay properties ofthe M SSM Higgs bosons1.Higgs-

phenom enology in the M SSM isstrongly a�ected by higher-ordercorrections,in particular

from the sector ofthe third generation quarks and squarks,so that the dependencies on

variousotherM SSM param eterscan beim portant,seee.g.Refs.[2{4]forreviews.

Searchesforthecharged HiggsbosonsoftheM SSM (oram oregeneralTwoHiggsDoublet

M odel(THDM ))havebeen carried outatLEP [5],yieldingabound ofM H �
>
� 80 GeV [6,7].

TheTevatron placed additionalboundson theM SSM param eterspacefrom charged Higgs-

boson searches,in particularatlargetan� and low M A [8].AttheLHC thecharged Higgs

bosonswillbe accessible bestatlarge tan� up to M A
<
� 800 GeV [9{11]. Atthe ILC,for

M H �
<
�
p
s=2 a high-precision determ ination ofthe charged Higgsboson propertieswillbe

possible[12{15].

TheprospectivesensitivitiesattheLHC areusually displayed in term softheparam eters

M A and tan� (or M H � and tan�) that characterize the M SSM Higgs sector at lowest

order.TheotherM SSM param etersareconventionally �xed accordingtocertain benchm ark

scenarios [16]. The respective LHC analyses ofthe 5� discovery contoursforthe charged

Higgsboson aregiven in Ref.[17]forATLAS and in Refs.[18,19]forCM S.However,within

theseanalysesthevariation with relevantSUSY param etersaswellaspossibly relevantloop

correctionsin theHiggsproduction and decay [11]havebeen neglected.

W efocusin thispaperon the5� discovery contoursforthecharged M SSM Higgsboson

forthe two casesM H � < m t and M H � > m t,within the m m ax
h scenario and the no-m ixing

scenario[11,16](i.e.weconcentrateon theCP -conserving case).They areobtained by using

thelatestCM S results[18,19]derived in a m odel-independentapproach,i.e.m aking no as-

sum ption on theHiggsboson production m echanism ordecays.However,thedetection relies

on thedecay m odeofthecharged Higgsbosonsto ���.Furtherm oreonly SM backgrounds

have been assum ed. These experim entalresults are com bined with up-to-date theoretical

predictionsforcharged Higgsproduction and decay in theM SSM ,taking into accountalso

thedecay toSUSY particlesthatcan in principlesuppressthebranchingratioofthecharged

Higgsboson decay to ���.

Fortheinterpretation oftheexclusion boundsand prospectivediscovery contoursin the

1Iftheproduction ordecay involvesSUSY particlesattree-level,also otherM SSM param etersenterthe

prediction atlowestorder.
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benchm ark scenarios itis im portantto assess how sensitively the results depend on those

param etersthathavebeen �xed according to thebenchm ark prescriptions.In Refs.[11,20]

this issue has been analyzed for the neutralheavy M SSM Higgs bosons,and it has been

found thatthebyfarlargeste�ectarisesfrom thevariation oftheHiggs-m ixingparam eter�.

Consequently,we investigate how the 5� discovery regionsin the M H � {tan� plane forthe

charged M SSM Higgsboson obtainable with the CM S experim entatthe LHC are a�ected

by a variation ofthem ixing param eter�.

2 Experim entalanalysis

Them ain production channelsattheLHC are

pp! t�t + X ; t�t! tH
��b or H

+
b�t (1)

and

gb! H
�
t or g�b! H

+ �t: (2)

Thedecay used in theanalysisto detectthecharged Higgsboson is

H
� ! ��� ! hadrons��: (3)

The analyses described below correspond to CM S experim entalsensitivities based on full

sim ulation studies,assum ing an integrated lum inosity of30 fb� 1. In these analyses a top

quark m assofm t = 175 GeV hasbeen assum ed.

2.1 T he light charged H iggs B oson

The \light charged Higgs boson" is characterized by M H � < m t. The m ain production

channelis given in eq.(1). Close to threshold also eq.(2) contributes. The relevant (i.e.

detectable)decay channelisgiven by eq.(3). The experim entalanalysis,based on 30 fb
� 1

collected with CM S,ispresented in Ref.[18].Theeventswere required to beselected with

the single lepton trigger,thusexploiting the W ! ‘� decay m ode ofa W boson from the

decay ofoneofthetop quarksin eq.(1).

Thetotalnum berofeventsleading to �nalstateswith thesignalcharacteristicsisevalu-

ated,includingtheirrespectiveexperim entale�ciencies.Thevariouschannelsand thecorre-

sponding e�cienciescan befound in Tab. 1.Thee�cienciesaregiven forM H � = 160 GeV,

butvary only insigni�cantly overthe param eterspace underinvestigation. The num berof

signal-likeeventsisevaluated asthesum ofbackground and Higgs-boson signalevents,

N ev = N background(from theprocessesin Tab.1)

+ L � �(pp! t�t+ X )� BR(t! H
�
b)� BR(H� ! ���) (4)

� BR(� ! hadrons)� exp.e�.;

whereL denotesthelum inosity,and theexperim entale�ciency isgiven in Tab. 1.A 5� dis-

covery can beachieved ifa param eterpointresultsin m orethan 5260events(with 30 fb
� 1
).
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W efurtherm oreused

BR(W � ! ‘�‘) = 0:217 (‘= �;e);

BR(W � ! ���) = 0:1085;

BR(W � ! jets) = 0:67; (5)

BR(� ! hadrons) = 0:65:

Thenext-to-leadingorderLHC crosssectionfortopquarkpairsistakentobe840pb[21].For

theW � +3jetsbackground theleading ordercrosssection fortheprocesspp! W � + 3jets,

W � ! ‘� � (‘= e;�)of840 pb wasused,asgiven by theM adGraph [22]generator.

channel exp.e�ciency

pp! t�t+ X ;t�t! H + b�t! (�+ ���)b(W
��b); � ! hadrons,W ! ‘�‘ 0.0052

pp! t�t+ X ;t�t! W + W � b�b! (���)(‘�‘)b�b; � ! hadrons 0.00217

pp! t�t+ X ;t�t! W + W � b�b! (‘�‘)(‘�‘)b�b 0.000859

pp! t�t+ X ;t�t! W + W � b�b! (jetjet)(‘�‘)b�b 0.000134

pp! W + 3 jets,W ! ‘� 0.000013

Table 1: Relevant signal(�rst line) and background channels for the light charged Higgs

boson and theirrespectiveexperim entale�ciencies.Thechargeconjugated processesought

tobeincluded.Thee�ciency forthecharged Higgsproduction isgiven forM H � = 160 GeV,

butvariesonly insigni�cantly overtherelevantparam eterspace.‘denotese or�.

2.2 T he heavy charged H iggs B oson

The \heavy charged Higgs boson" is characterized by M H �
>
� m t. Here eq.(2) gives the

largestcontribution to theproduction crosssection,and very close to threshold eq.(1)can

contributesom ewhat.Therelevantdecay channelisagain given in eq.(3).Theexperim en-

talanalysis,based on 30 fb
� 1

collected with CM S,has been presented in Ref.[19]. The

fully hadronic�nalstatetopology wasconsidered,thuseventswereselected with thesingle

� trigger at Level-1 and the com bined �-Em issT High Leveltrigger. The backgrounds con-

sidered were t�t,W � t,W � + 3 jetsaswellasQCD m ulti-jetbackground.The t�tand QCD

m ulti-jetprocessesweregenerated with PYTHIA [23],W � twasgenerated with theTopRex

generator[24]and W � + 3 jetswith M adGraph [22].Theproduction crosssectionsforthe

t�tbackground processes were norm alized to the NLO cross sections [21]. The totalback-

ground am ounts (after cuts) to 1:7� 1 events,independently ofthe charged Higgs boson

m ass.

Thenum berofsignaleventsisevaluated as

N ev = L � �(pp! H
� + X )� BR(H� ! ���)� BR(� ! hadrons)� exp.e�.; (6)

where L denotes the lum inosity, and the experim entale�ciency is given in Tab. 2 as a

function ofM H � .A 5� discovery correspondsto a num berofsignaleventslargerthan 14:1.
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M H � [GeV] 171.6 180.4 201.0 300.9 400.7 600.8

exp.e�.[10� 4] 3.5 4.0 5.0 23 32 42

Table2:Experim entale�cienciesfortheheavy charged Higgsboson detection.

Thee�ciency forthecharged Higgsboson production overthefullm assrangeconsidered

wasevaluated with the PYTHIA [23]generatorprocesses401 (gg ! tbH � )and 402 (qq!

tbH � )im plem ented asdescribed in Ref.[25].

3 C alculation ofcross section and branching ratios

W hile the phenom enology ofthe production and decay processes ofthe charged M SSM

HiggsbosonsattheLHC ism ainly characterized by theparam etersM A (orM H � )and tan�

thatgovern theHiggssectoratlowestorder,otherM SSM param etersentervia higher-order

contributions(seee.g.Ref.[11]and referencestherein),and alsoviathekinem aticsofHiggs-

boson decaysinto supersym m etric particles.TheotherM SSM param etersareusually �xed

in term sofbenchm ark scenarios. The m ostcom m only used scenariosare the \m m ax
h " and

\no-m ixing" benchm ark scenarios[11,16].According to thede�nition ofRef.[16]them m ax
h

scenario isgiven by,

m m ax
h : M SU SY = 1000 GeV; X t = 2M SU SY ; A b = A t;

� = 200 GeV; M 2 = 200 GeV; m ~g = 0:8M SU SY : (7)

HereM SU SY denotesthediagonalsoftSUSY-breaking param etersin thesferm ion m assm a-

trices, m tX t � mt(A t � �=tan�) is the o�-diagonalentry in the scalar top m ass m a-

trix. A t(b) denote the trilinear Higgs-stop (-sbottom ) couplings, � is the Higgs m ixing

param eter,m ~g the gluino m ass,and M 2 and M 1 denote the soft SUSY-breaking param -

eters in the chargino/neutralino sector. The param eter M 1 is �xed via the GUT relation

M 1 = (5s2W )=(3c
2
W )M 2. The no-m ixing scenario di�ersfrom the m m ax

h scenario only in the

de�nition ofvanishing m ixing in thestop sectorand a largervalueofM SU SY ,

no-m ixing: M SU SY = 2000 GeV; X t= 0; A b = A t;

� = 200 GeV; M 2 = 200 GeV; m ~g = 0:8M SU SY : (8)

Thevalueofthetop-quarkm assinRef.[16]waschosen accordingtotheexperim entalcentral

valueatthattim e.Forournum ericalanalysisbelow,we use thevalue,m t = 175 GeV,see

Sect.2. Using the currentvalue ofm t = 172:6 GeV [26]would lead to a sm allshiftofthe

discovery contoursrightatthreshold,butisinsigni�cantforthe qualitative resultsofthis

analysis.

In Ref.[11]itwassuggested thatin thesearch forheavy M SSM Higgsbosonsthem m ax
h

and no-m ixing scenarios,which originally were m ainly designed forthe search forthe light

CP -even Higgsboson h,should beextended by severaldiscretevaluesof� (seebelow),

� = � 200;� 500;� 1000 GeV : (9)
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In ouranalysesherewefocuson � = � 200;� 1000 GeV.

Forthecalculation ofcrosssectionsand branching ratiosweusea com bination ofup-to-

date theory evaluations. The interaction ofthe charged Higgsboson with the t=b doublet

can beexpressed in term sofan e�ectiveLagrangian [27],

L =
g

2M W

m b

1+ � b

"
p
2Vtb tan� H

+ �tLbR

#

+ h:c: (10)

Here m b denotes the running bottom quark m ass including SM QCD corrections. The

prefactor1=(1+ � b)in eq.(10)arisesfrom theresum m ation oftheleading tan�-enhanced

corrections to allorders. The explicit form of� b in the lim itofheavy SUSY m asses and

tan� � 1 reads[28]

� b =
2�s

3�
m ~g� tan� � I(m~b1;m ~b2

;m ~g)+
�t

4�
A t� tan� � I(m~t1;m ~t2

;j�j): (11)

Herem ~t1
,m ~t2

,m ~b1
,m ~b2

denotethe~tand ~bm asses.�s isthestrong coupling constant,while

�t � h2t=(4�)isde�ned via the top Yukawa coupling. The analyticalexpression forI(:::)

can befound in Ref.[11].Largenegativevaluesof(� m ~g)and (� At)(itshould benoted that

both benchm ark scenarios have positive m ~g and A t)can lead to a strong enhancem ent of

theH � tbcoupling,whilelargepositivevalueslead to a strong suppression.Concerning the

m m ax
h and the no-m ixing benchm ark scenarios,asdiscussed in Refs.[11,20]the � b e�ects

are m uch m ore pronounced in the m m ax
h scenario,where the two term s in eq.(11) are of

sim ilarsize.In theno-m ixing scenario the�rstterm in eq.(11)dom inates,whilethesecond

term issm all.A furthersuppression iscaused by thelargervalueofM SU SY (see eq.(8))in

com parison with the m m ax
h scenario. Consequently,the totale�ectof� b issm aller in the

no-m ixing scenario (seealso thediscussion in Ref.[11]).

For the production cross section in eq.(1) we use the SM cross section �(pp ! t�t) =

840 pb [21]2 tim es the BR(t! H � b) including the � b corrections described above. The

production crosssection in eq.(2)isevaluated asgiven in Refs.[30,31].In addition also the

� b correctionsofeq.(10)are applied. Finally the BR(H
� ! ���)isevaluated taking into

account alldecay channels,am ong which the m ostrelevant are H � ! tb;cs;W (� )h. Also

possible decays to SUSY particles are taken into account. For the decay to tb again the

� b correctionsareincluded.Allthenum ericalevaluationsareperform ed with theprogram

FeynHiggs [32{35],seealso Ref.[36].

4 N um ericalanalysis

Thenum ericalanalysishasbeen perform ed in them m ax
h and theno-m ixing scenarios[11,16]

for� = � 1000;� 200;+200;+1000 GeV.W eseparately presenttheresultsforthelightand

theheavy charged Higgsand �nally com parewith theresultsin theCM S PTDR,wherethe

resultshad been obtained �xing � = +200 GeV and neglecting the � b corrections,aswell

asneglecting thecharged Higgs-boson decaysto SUSY particles.

2 The corresponding SUSY correctionsaresm all[29]and havebeen neglected.
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4.1 T he light charged H iggs boson

In Fig.1 we show the results for the 5� discovery contours for the light charged Higgs

boson,corresponding to the experim entalanalysis in Sect.2.1,where the charged Higgs

boson discovery willbepossiblein theareasabovethecurvesshown in Fig.1.Asdescribed

above,theexperim entalanalysiswasperform ed fortheCM S detectorand 30 fb
� 1
.Thetop

quark m assissetto m t = 175 GeV.Thethick (thin)linescorrespond to positive(negative)

�,and the solid (dotted)lineshave j�j= 1000(200)GeV. The curvesstop attan� = 60,

where we stopped the evaluation ofproduction cross section and branching ratios. For

negative � very largevaluesoftan� resultin a strong enhancem entofthebottom Yukawa

coupling,and for� b ! � 1 theM SSM entersa non-perturbativeregim e,seeeq.(10).
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Figure 1: Discovery reach for the light charged Higgs boson ofCM S with 30 fb
� 1

in the

M H � {tan� planeforthem m ax
h scenario (left)and theno-m ixing scenario (right).

W ithin them m ax
h scenario,shown in theleftplotofFig.1,thesearch forthelightcharged

Higgsboson coversthearea oflargetan� and M H �
<
� 130:::160 GeV.Thevariation with

� inducesa strong shiftin the 5� discovery contours. Thiscorrespondsto a shiftin tan�

of�tan� = 15 forM H �
<
� 110 GeV,rising up to �tan� = 40 forlargerM H � values.The

discovery region islargest(sm allest)for� = � (+)1000 GeV,corresponding to the largest

(sm allest)production crosssection.Theresultsfortheno-m ixing scenario areshown in the

rightplotofFig.1.Thee�ectsofthevariationof� arem uch lesspronounced inthisscenario,

asdiscussed in Sect.3,due to the sm allerabsolute value of� b (see also the corresponding

analysisforneutralheavy Higgsbosonsin Ref.[20]).Theshiftin tan� forM H � = 110 GeV

is about�tan� = 5 going from � = � 1000 GeV to +1000 GeV. Fortan� = 60 (where

we stop our analysis) the covered M H � values range from 150 GeV to 164 GeV. In this

charged Higgsboson m assrangefortheconsidered benchm ark scenariosno decay channels

intoSUSY particlesareopen,i.e.theobserved e�ectsareallduetohigher-ordercorrections,

in particularassociated with � b.
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4.2 T he heavy charged H iggs boson

In Fig.2 we show the results for the 5� discovery contours for the heavy charged Higgs

boson,corresponding to the experim entalanalysisin Sect.2.2. The Higgsboson discovery

willbe possible in the areas above the curves.3 As before,the experim entalanalysis was

perform ed fortheCM S detectorand 30 fb
� 1
.Thetop quark m assissetto m t = 175 GeV.

Thethick (thin)linescorrespond to positive(negative)�,and thesolid (dotted)lineshave

j�j= 1000(200)GeV.
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Figure 2: Discovery reach forthe heavy charged Higgsboson ofCM S with 30 fb
� 1

in the

M H � {tan� planeforthem m ax
h scenario (left)and theno-m ixing scenario (right).

The5� discovery regionsforthesearch forheavy charged Higgsbosonsin them m ax
h sce-

narioareshown in theleftplotofFig.2.ForM H � = 170 GeV,wheretheexperim entalanal-

ysisstops,we�ndastrongvariationintheaccessibleparam eterspacefor� = � (+)1000 GeV

of�tan� = 40.Itshould benoted in thiscontextthatcloseto threshold,whereboth pro-

duction m echanism s,eqs.(1)and (2),contribute,thetheoreticaluncertaintiesaresom ewhat

largerthan in theotherregions.ForM H � = 300 GeV thevariation in the5� discovery con-

toursgoesfrom tan� = 38 to tan� = 54.For� = � 1000 GeV and largertan� valuesthe

bottom Yukawa coupling becom es so large thata perturbative treatm ent would no longer

bereliablein thisregion,and correspondingly wedo notcontinuetherespective curve(s).

The shape ofthe � = +1000 GeV curve hasa localm inim um atM H � � 300 GeV that

is not (or only very weakly) present in the other curves, and that is also not visible in

the originalCM S analysisin Ref.[19](obtained for� = +200 GeV,butneglecting the � b

e�ects). The reason for the localm inim um can be traced back to the strongly im proved

experim entale�ciency going from M H � = 200 GeV to 300 GeV,see Tab.2. The better

e�ciency at M H � = 300 GeV corresponds to a lower required cross section (/ tan2� )

and/ora lowerBR(H � ! ���)to obtain the sam e num berofsignalevents. On the other

3 An analysis in other benchm ark scenarios that are in agreem ent with the cold dark m atter density

constraintim posed by W M AP and othercosm ologicaldata [37]can be found in Ref.[38].
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hand,going from M H � = 200 GeV to 300 GeV thise�ectisin m ostcasesovercom pensated

by a decreaseofthecrosssection duetotheincreasein M H � .Theovercom pensation results

in an increase in tan� for the higher M H � value. For � = +1000 GeV,however,� b is

very large,suppressing strongly the charged Higgs production cross section aswellasthe

BR(H � ! tb). The overalle�ectisa som ewhatbetterreach in tan� forM H � = 300 GeV

than forM H � = 200 GeV.

In com parison with the analysisofRef.[11],based on the olderCM S analysisgiven in

Ref.[39],severaldi�erences can be observed. The feature ofthe localm inim um isabsent

in Ref.[11],the variation ofthe 5� discovery contourswith � isweaker,and the e�ectof

thedecay ofthecharged Higgsboson to a chargino and a neutralino ism orepronounced in

Ref.[11].Thereason forthesedi�erencesisthestrongly reduced discovery region in thenew

CM S analysis[19]em ployed hereascom pared totheold CM S analysis[39]used in Ref.[11].

Thereach in tan� isworseby � 15(30)forMA = 200(400)GeV in thenew analysis.4 Thus,

atthe substantially worse (i.e.higher)tan� valuesem ployed here the � b e�ectsare m ore

pronounced,leading to the localm inim um for � = +1000 GeV and to a larger absolute

variation in tan� with the size and the sign of�,see Sect.3. In the high tan� region

furtherm ore the � b e�ects dom inate over the im pact ofthe decay ofthe charged Higgs

to charginos and neutralinos. As an exam ple,for � = +200 GeV and M H � = 400 GeV

the old analysis in Ref.[11]found that the discovery region starts at tan� = 32,where

BR(H � ! ~�� ~�0)� 15% .Herewe�nd thatthediscovery region startsattan� = 64,where

BR(H � ! ~�� ~�0)� 3% .

The no-m ixing scenario isshown in the rightplotofFig.2. The featuresare the sam e

asin them m ax
h scenario.However,dueto thesm allersizeofj� bj,seeSect.3,they arem uch

lesspronounced. The variation in tan� staysatorbelow the levelof�tan� = 10 forthe

wholerangeofM H � .

4.3 C om parison w ith the C M S PT D R

In Fig.3 we show the com bined resultsforthe 5� discovery contoursforthe lightand the

heavy charged Higgsboson,correspondingtotheexperim entalanalysesin them m ax
h scenario

aspresented in thetwo previoussubsections.They arecom pared with theresultspresented

in the CM S PTDR [10]. Contrary to the previoussections,we now show the 5� discovery

contours in the M A{tan� plane. The thick (thin) lines correspond to positive (negative)

�,and thesolid (dotted)lineshave j�j= 1000(200)GeV.Thethickened dotted (red/blue)

linesrepresentthe CM S PTDR results,obtained for� = +200 GeV and neglecting the � b

e�ects.

Apartfrom thevariation in the5� discovery contourswith thesize and thesign ofj�j,

two di�erencescan be observed in the com parison ofthe PTDR resultsto the new results

obtained here,i.e.including the � b correctionsin the production and decay ofthe charged

Higgsboson aswellastakingthedecay toSUSY particlesintoaccount.Forthelightcharged

Higgsanalysisthe discovery contoursare now shifted to sm allerM A values,fornegative �

even \bending over" forlargertan� values. The reason isthe m ore com plete inclusion of

higher-ordercorrections(fullone-loop and leadingO (�t�s)two-loop)totherelation between

4 The old analysis uses � = � 200 G eV [39],while the new analysisset� = + 200 G eV [19]. However,

sincethe � b correctionsareneglected in Refs.[19,39],the e�ecton the discovery regionsshould be sm all.
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Figure 3: Discovery reach for the charged Higgs boson ofCM S with 30 fb
� 1

in the M A {

tan� planeforthem m ax
h scenario for� = � 200;� 1000 GeV in com parison with theresults

from the CM S PTDR (thickened dotted (red and blue)lines),obtained for� = +200 GeV

and neglecting the� b e�ects.

M A and M H � [35,36]. The second feature isa sm allgap between the lightand the heavy

charged Higgs analyses, while in the PTDR analysis allcharged Higgs m asses could be

accessed. The gap can be observed bestby com paring the m m ax
h scenario in Figs.1 and 2.

Thisgap islargestfor� = +1000 GeV and sm allestfor� = � 1000 GeV,whereitam ounts

only up to � 5 GeV.Possibly theheavy charged Higgsanalysisstrategy exploiting thefully

hadronic�nalstatecan beextended to sm allerM A valuesto com pletely closethegap.For

the interpretation ofFig.3 itshould be keptin m ind thatthe accessible area in the heavy

Higgsanalysisalso \bendsover" to sm allerM A valuesforlargertan�,thusdecreasing the

visiblegap in Fig.3.

5 C onclusions

W e have studied the variation ofthe 5� discovery contoursforthe search forthe charged

M SSM Higgsboson with theSUSY param eters.W ecom binethelatestresultsfortheCM S

experim entalsensitivities based on fullsim ulation studies with state-of-the-arttheoretical

predictionsofM SSM Higgs-boson properties.Theexperim entalanalysesaredoneassum ing

an integrated lum inosity of30 fb� 1 forthetwo cases,M H � < m t and M H � > m t.

Thenum ericalanalysishasbeen perform ed in them m ax
h and theno-m ixing scenariosfor

� = � 200;� 1000 GeV.Theim pactofthevariation of� entersin particularvia thehigher-

9



order correction � b,a�ecting the charged Higgs production cross section and branching

ratios.Also thedecaysofthecharged Higgsboson to SUSY particleshave been taken into

account. As a generalfeature,large negative � values give the largest reach,while large

positivevaluesyield thesm allest5� discovery areas.

The search for the light charged Higgs boson covers the the area oflarge tan� and

M H �
<
� 160 GeV. The variation with � within the m m ax

h scenario inducesa strong shiftin

the5� discovery contourswith �tan� = 15 forM H � = 100 GeV,rising up to �tan� = 40

forlargerM H � values. The discovery region islargest(sm allest) for� = � (+)1000 GeV,

corresponding to thelargest(sm allest)production crosssection.Thee�ectsaresim ilar,but

m uch lesspronounced,in theno-m ixing scenario.

The search forthe heavy charged Higgsboson reachesup to M H �
<
� 400 GeV forlarge

tan�. W ithin the m m ax
h scenario the variation of� induces a very strong shift in the 5�

discovery contoursofup to �tan� = 40 forM H �
>
� m t.Asin thelightcharged Higgscase,

within theno-m ixing scenario thee�ectsshow thesam equalitativebehavior,butarem uch

lesspronounced.

Com bining the search forthe lightand the heavy charge Higgsboson,we �nd a sm all

gap,while in the CM S PhysicsTechnicalDesign Reportanalysisallcharged Higgsm asses

could be accessed. Possibly the heavy charged Higgsanalysisstrategy exploiting the fully

hadronic�nalstatecan beextended to sm allerM A valuesto com pletely closethegap.This

issuedeservesfurtherstudies.
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