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A bstract

The search for M SSM H iggs bosons w ill be an in portant goal at the LHC . In
order to analyze the search reach ofthe CM S experim ent for the charged M SSM H iggs
bosons, we combine the latest results for the CM S experin ental sensitivities based
on full sin ulation studiesw ith state-ofthe-art theoretical predictions ofM SSM H iggs—
boson production and decay properties. T he experin ental analyses are done assum ing
an Integrated lum inosity of 30 o ! for the two casesM g <metandMy > m¢.The
results are interpreted as 5 discovery contours n My {tan planes of the M SSM
for various benchm ark scenarios. W e study the dependence ofthe 5 contours on the
variation ofthe relevant SU SY param eters. P articular em phasis isput on analyzing the
variation of the discovery contours w ith the H iggsm ixing param eter . T he variation
of can shift the progpective discovery reach in tan by up to tan = 40.
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1 Introduction

One of the main goals of the LHC is the identi cation of the m echanian of electroweak
symm etry breaking. The most frequently investigated m odels are the H iggs m echanian

w ithin the Standard M odel (SM ) and w ithin the M Inin al Supersym m etric Standard M odel
M SSM ) [L]. Contrary to the case ofthe SM , in theM SSM two H iggs doublets are required.
Thisresults in ve physical H iggs bosons instead of the sihglke H ggsboson in the SM . These
are the light and heavy CP -even H iggs bosons, h and H , the CP -odd H iggs boson, A, and
the charged H iggs bosons, H . The H iggs sector of the M SSM can be soeci ed at lowest
order In tem s of the gauge couplings, the ratio ofthe two H iggs vacuum expectation valies,
tan y=v;, and the m ass of the CP -odd Higgsboson, M5 (©rM y , the mass of the
charged H iggs boson). Consequently, the m asses of the CP -even neutral and the charged
H iggs bosons are dependent quantities that can be predicted in temm s of the H iggs-sector
param eters, eg.M 7 = M7 + M7, where My denotes the mass of the W boson. The
sam e applies to the production and decay properties of the M SSM H iggs boson@ . Higgs-
phenom enology in the M SSM  is strongly a ected by higherorder corrections, in particular
from the sector of the third generation quarks and squarks, so that the dependencies on
various otherM SSM param eters can be in portant, see eg.Refs. R{4] for review s.

Searches forthe charged H iggsbosonsoftheM SSM (oram oregeneralT wo H iggsD oublet
M odel (THDM )) have been carried out at LEP [5], yielding a bound ofM > 80Gev [6,7].
T he Tevatron placed additionalboundson theM SSM param eter space from charged H iggs—
boson searches, in particular at largetan and low M, [B]. At the LHC the charged H iggs
bosons will be accessble best at large tan  up toM , < 800 GeV [P{11]. At the ILC, Pr
My < s=2 ahighprecision detem hation of the charged H iggs boson properties w ill be
possble [12{15].

T he prospective sensitivities at the LHC are usually digolayed in tem s of the param eters
M, and tan (rMy and tan ) that characterize the M SSM H iggs sector at lowest
order. The otherM SSM param eters are conventionally xed according to certain benchm ark
soenarios [L6]. The respective LHC analyses of the 5  discovery contours for the charged
Higgsboson aregiven n Ref. [17] orATLA S and In Refs. [18,19] forCM S. H owever, w thin
these analyses the varation w ith relevant SU SY param eters aswellaspossbly relevant loop
corrections In the H iggs production and decay [L1] have been neglected.

W e focus in thispaperon the 5 discovery contours for the charged M SSM H iggs boson
forthetwocasessMy < meandMy > my, within them} ** scenario and the nom ixing
scenario [11,16] (ie.we concentrate on the CP -conserving case) . T hey are obtained by using
the Jatest CM S resuls [18,19] derived in a m odekindependent approadh, ie.m aking no as—
sum ption on the H iggsboson production m echanism ordecays. H ow ever, the detection relies
on the decay m ode of the charged H iggs bosons to . Furthem ore only SM badkgrounds
have been assum ed. These experin ental results are com bined w ith up-to-date theoretical
predictions for charged H iggs production and decay in the M SSM , taking into account also
the decay to SU SY particles that can in principle suppress the branching ratio ofthe charged
H iggs boson decay to

For the Interpretation of the exclusion bounds and progoective discovery contours in the

1 If the production or decay involves SUSY particles at treeJevel, also other M SSM param eters enter the
prediction at lowest order.



benchm ark scenarios it is im portant to assess how sensitively the results depend on those
param eters that have been xed according to the benchm ark prescriptions. In Refs. [11,20]
this issue has been analyzed for the neutral heavy M SSM H iggs bosons, and it has been
found that the by far lJargest e ect arises from the variation ofthe H iggsm ixing param eter
Consequently, we nvestigate how the 5 discovery regions in the My {tan plane for the
charged M SSM H iggs boson obtanabl w ith the CM S experin ent at the LHC are a ected
by a variation of the m ixing param eter

2 Experim ental analysis
Them aihn production channels at the LHC are
pp! tt+ X; t! tH b or H' bt @)

and
gb! H torgb! H t: @)

T he decay used iIn the analysis to detect the charged H iggsboson is
H ! ! hadrons : 3)

The analyses described below correspond to CM S experin ental sensitivities based on full
sinulation studies, assum ing an integrated um inosity of 30 b '. In these analyses a top
quark massofm = 175 G&V hasbeen assum ed.

2.1 The light charged H iggs B oson

The \light charged H iggs boson" is characterized by My < m.. The mah production
channel is given In eq. [I). Close to threshold also eq. [@) contributes. The rlkvant (ie.
detectabl) decay channel is given by eq. [3). The experin ental analysis, based on 30 b !
collected with CM S, is presented In Ref. [18]. T he events were required to be selected w ith
the single kpton trigger, thus exploiting the W ! ‘' decay mode ofa W boson from the
decay of one of the top quarks in eq. ().

T he totalnum ber of events leading to nalstatesw ith the signal characteristics is evalu—
ated, Including their respective experim entale ciencies. T he various channels and the corre—
sponding e ciencies can be found in Tab. [l. The e ciencies are given forM 5 = 160 Ge&V,
but vary only insigni cantly over the param eter space under investigation. T he number of
signalike events is evaluated as the sum ofbackground and H iggsboson signal events,

Ny = Npackgrouna (from the processes in Tab.[I))
+ L p! t+X) BR(E! Hb BRE ! ) @)
BR ( ! hadrons) exp.e .;

where I denotes the lum inosity, and the experin entale ciency isgiven in Tab. [M.A 5 dis-
covery can be achieved ifa param eter point results in m ore than 5260 events (wih 30 b ').



W e furthem ore usad

BRW ! Y. = 0217 (= ;e);

BRW ! ) = 0:1085;

BRW ! Fgts) = 067; 5)
BR( ! hadrons) = 0:65:

T he next-to-Jeading order LH C cross section fortop quark pairsistaken tobe 840 pb R1]. For
theW + 3 fetsbadckground the lading order cross section fortheprocesspp ! W+ 3 Fts,

w ! ‘= ¢g; ) o0f840 pb wasused, as given by the M adG raph 2] generator.
channel exp.e cincy
pp! tt+ X;t! H'bt! (¥ )b @W b); ! hadrons,W ! ‘. 0.0052
pp! +X; ! WTW ! () (M) By ! hadrons 0.00217
pp! t+X; ! WTW ! ) Db 0.000859
pe! t+X;te! WTW Wo! (tE) )b 0.000134
pe! W + 3 gts,Ww ! 0.000013

Tablk 1: Relvant signal ( rst line) and badckground channels for the light charged H iggs
boson and their regoective experin entale ciencies. T he charge con jugated processes ought
tobe included. Thee ciency forthe charged H iggsproduction isgiven forM y = 160 G&V,
but varies only insigni cantly over the relevant param eter space. " denotes e or

2.2 The heavy charged H iggs B oson

The \heavy charged H iggs boson" is characterized by My ~ m.. Here eq. [J) gives the
largest contribution to the production cross section, and very close to threshold eq. [Il) can
contrdbute som ewhat. T he relevant decay channel is again given in eq. [3). The experim en—
tal analysis, based on 30 f© ! collected with CM S, has been presented In Ref. [19]. The
fully hadronic nal state topology was considered, thus events were selected w ith the single
trigger at Leveldl and the combined & 5 H igh Level trigger. T he backgrounds con—
sidered were tt, W t,W + 3 EtsaswellasQCD muli-et background. The tt and QCD
multi-pt processeswere generated with PYTHIA R3], W twasgenerated w ith the TopR ex
generator R4]land W + 3 gtswith M adG raph R2]. The production cross sections for the
tt badckground processes were nom alized to the NLO cross sections R1]. The total back—
ground am ounts (after cuts) to 1:7 1 events, independently of the charged H iggs boson
m ass.
T he num ber of signal events is evaluated as

N =1L ! H + X) BRH ! ) BR ( ! hadrons) exp.e .; )

where L denotes the lum nosity, and the experin ental e ciency is given In Tab. [Z as a
function ofM 3 . A 5 discovery corresoonds to a num ber of signalevents larger than 14:1.



My Gé&V] 1716 1804 201.0 300.9 400.7 6008

exp.e . [10 *1| 35 40 50 23 32 42

Tabl 2: Experim ental e ciencies for the heavy charged H iggs boson detection.

Thee ciency forthe charged H iggsboson production over the fiillm ass range considerad
was evaluated wih the PYTHIA R3] generator processes 401 (g ! tdH ) and 402 (!
tH ) inplem ented as described in Ref. R5].

3 Calculation of cross section and branching ratios

W hile the phenom enology of the production and decay processes of the charged M SSM
Higgsbosonsat the LHC ism ainly characterized by the param etersM 5 (orM y ) and tan
that govem the H iggs sector at lowest order, otherM SSM param eters enter via higher-order
contrbutions (seeeg.Ref. [L1]and references therein), and also via the kinem atics of H iggs—
boson decays into supersym m etric particles. The otherM SSM param eters are usually xed
In tem s of benchm ark scenarios. The m ost comm only used scenarios are the \m } " and
\nom ixing" benchm ark scenarios [11,16]. A ccording to the de nition of Ref. [16] them | **

scenario is given by,

mrﬁax: MSUSY: lOOOGeV; Xt:2MSUSY; Ab:At;
:ZOOGeV; M2=2OOGeV; mg:O:8MSUSY . (7)

Here M gygy denotes the diagonal soft SU SY breaking param eters in the sferm ion m assm a—
trices, m X ¢ me At =tan ) is the o -diagonal entry in the scalar top mass m a—
trix. Ay denote the trilinear H iggsstop (-Soottom ) couplings, is the Higgs m ixing

param eter, m 4 the gluino mass, and M , and M ; denote the soft SUSY -breaking param —
eters In the chargino/neutralino sector. The parameter M ; is xed via the GUT relation

M, = (5s. )=(B¢& )M ,. The nom ixing scenaridv di ers from them I"®* scenario only in the

de nition of vanishing m ixing in the stop sector and a larger value ofM gygy ,

no-m ixing: Mgsysy = 2000GeV; X = 0; Ap= A
=200Gev; M,=200GeV; mg= 08M gygy : 8)

T he value ofthe top—quark m ass in Ref. [L6]was chosen according to the experim ental central
value at that tin e. For our num erical analysis below , we use the value, m . = 175 G &V, see
Sect.[2. Using the current value of m = 1726 G&V R6]would lad to a an all shift of the
discovery contours right at threshold, but is Insigni cant for the qualitative resuls of this
analysis.

In Ref. [11] it was suggested that in the search forheavy M SSM H iggs bosons them [} #*
and no-m ixing scenarios, which orighally were m ainly designed for the search for the light
CP -even H iggs boson h, should be extended by several discrete values of  (see below ),

= 200; 500; 1000GevV : )



In our analyses here we focuson = 200; 1000 Gev.

For the calculation of cross sections and branching ratios we use a com bination of up-to—
date theory evaluations. The interaction of the charged H iggs boson w ith the t=b doublt
can be expressed In term s of an e ective Lagrangian R7],

" #
g m, P-

L= 2Vg tan HT + hc: 10
My 1+ . th e e} 10)

Here m}, denotes the running bottom quark m ass including SM QCD oorrections. The
prefactor 1I=(1+ ) In eq. [10) arises from the resumm ation of the leading tan -enhanced
corrections to all orders. The explicit form of , in the lin i of heavy SUSY m asses and
tan 1 reads 28]

s

b= 3~ m, tan Ifmy imy img) + 4—tAt tan I, me ;3 ) e 11)
Heremg ,mg ,my ,my denote the tand Bm asses. ¢ is the strong coupling constant, while
¢« H=@ ) isde ned via the top Yukawa coupling. The analytical expression for I (::3)
can be found in Ref. [11]. Large negative valuesof ( m4) and ( A.) (it should be noted that
both benchm ark scenarios have positive m 4 and A) can lad to a strong enhancem ent of
the H tb ooupling, whik large positive values lead to a strong suppression. C onceming the
m} % and the nom ixing benchm ark scenarios, as discussed in Refs. [11,20] the e ects
are much more pronounced in the m ** scenario, where the two temm s In eg. 1) are of
sin ilar size. In the nom ixing scenario the rstterm in eq. (I1) dom iates, while the second
temm is small. A further suppression is caused by the larger value of M gysy (see eg. [8)) in
com parison with the m} ** scenario. Consequently, the totale ect of  is analler In the

no-m ixing scenario (see also the discussion n Ref. [11]).

For the production cross section in eq. [I) we use the SM cross section (p ! t) =
840 pb R1H timesthe BR (t ! H D) including the  corrections describbed above. The
production cross section in eg. [J) is evaluated asgiven in Refs. 30,31]. In addition also the

, corrections of eq. [10) are applied. Finally the BR H ! ) is evaluated taking into
account all decay channels, am ong which the most relevant are H ! thjcs;W C h. Also
possble decays to SUSY particlkes are taken into acoount. For the decay to th again the

p corrections are lncluded. A 1l the num erical evaluations are perform ed w ith the program

FeynHiggs [B2{35], see also Ref. [36].

4 N um erical analysis

m ax

T he num erical analysis hasbeen perform ed in them } ** and the no-m ixing scenarios [11,16]
for = 1000; 200;+200;+ 1000 G€&V . W e ssparately present the resuls for the light and
the heavy charged H iggsand nally com pare w ith the results in theCM S PTD R, where the
results had been obtained xing = +200 Ge&V and neglecting the 1 corrections, as well
as neglkcting the charged H iggsboson decays to SUSY particles.

2 The corresponding SUSY corrections are sn all R9] and have been neglected.



4.1 The light charged H iggs boson

In Fig.[ll we show the resulks for the 5 discovery contours for the light charged H iggs
boson, corresponding to the experin ental analysis in Sect.[2.]], where the charged H iggs
boson discovery w illbe possible in the areas above the curves shown in Fig.[dl. A s describbed
above, the experin ental analysis was perform ed forthe CM S detector and 30 b . The top
quark massisssttom = 175 GeV . The thick (thin) lnes corresgpoond to positive (hegative)

, and the solid (dotted) lines have j j= 1000 (200) GeV . The curves stop at tan = 60,
where we stopped the evaluation of production cross section and branching ratios. For
negative very large values oftan resul in a strong enhancem ent of the bottom Yukawa

coupling, and for ! 1 theM SSM enters a non-perturbative regin e, see eq. [[J) .
@ 80r ARRARPA RS SRR RN RN RRARE RS Raaa o 80r T T T T T
% E CMS, 30 fb pp - tbH, H" - 1v, ] % E CMS, 30 fb pp - tbH, H" - 1v, ]
= 70 m, = 175 GeV/c? . = 70 m, = 175 GeV/c? .

F[— 1 = -1000 GeV/c? ] F[— 1 = -1000 GeV/c? ]
60— 1 = -200 GeV/c? . 60— 1 = -200 GeV/c? .
[freeee U =200 GeV/c? 7 [freeee U =200 GeV/c? 7
50 H.——.= 1000 GeV/c? 3 50 H.——.= 1000 GeV/c? -
401 = 40F =
30 ; - ;
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r Mgysy = 1 TeV/c? 7 r Mgysy = 2 TeV/c? 7
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i e eaare ] ST PN R e ot
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Figure 1: D iscovery reach for the light charged H iggs boson of CM S with 30 & ' i the
My {tan plane forthem ® scenario (left) and the nom ixing scenario (right).

W ithin them | ** soenario, shown in the left plot of F ig.[], the search forthe light charged

H iggs boson covers the area of argetan and My < 130:::160 GeV . The variation w ith
Induces a strong shift in the 5 discovery contours. This corresponds to a shift in tan

of tan = 15forM 5 < 110GeV, rshgup to tan = 40 PrlargerM ; values. The
discovery region is largest (am allest) for = (+)1000 G eV, corresoonding to the largest
(sn allest) production cross section. T he resuls for the no-m xing scenario are shown in the
right plot of F ig.[1l. Thee ectsofthevariation of aremuch Jesspronounced in this scenario,
as discussed In Sect.[3, due to the am aller absolute value of , (see also the corresponding
analysis forneutralheavy H iggsbosons In Ref. P0]). The shift intan forM,; = 110G&V
isabout tan = 5 golng from = 1000 GeV to +1000GeV. Fortan = 60 (where
we stop our analysis) the covered My values range from 150 GeV to 164 Ge&V . In this
charged H iggs boson m ass range for the considered benchm ark scenarios no decay channels
into SU SY particlks are open, ie.the cbserved e ects are alldue to higher-order corrections,
In particular associated wih 4.



42 The heavy charged H iggs boson

In Fig.[2J we show the results for the 5 discovery contours for the heavy charged H iggs
boson, corresponding to the experim ental analysis in Sect.[22. The H iggs boson discovery
w ill be possble In the aresas above the curvesl] A s before, the experim ental analysis was
perform ed for the CM S detector and 30 L Thetop quark massisssttomy= 175 G&V.
The thick (thin) lnes corresoond to positive (hegative) , and the solid (dotted) lines have
J j= 1000 (200) Gev .

@ 80— . . . 80 .
% r ] % r ]
= 70F i = = 70F =
60E CMS, 30 b ] 60E CMS, 30 b ]
50 g 501 g
E " [— 1 =-1000 GeV/cZ}] E — 1 =-1000 GeV/c?]
o s e U =-200 GeV/c? |1 40 R B U =-200 GeV/c? |1
R U =200 GeV/c® |3 N N CUU U =200 GeV/c® |3
30¢ — 1 = 1000 GeV/c? | 30¢ — 1 = 1000 GeV/c? |
F m" scenario ] F no mixing scenario |
20 F Ms:sv =1Tev/c* E 20 F Mgy = 2 TeV/c? E
Fpp - tbH', H* - 1v, M, = 200 GeV/c? 1 Fpp - tbH', H* - 1v, M, = 200 GeV/c? 1
10 E'm, = 175 GeV/c? mg';‘(‘“ =08y I 10 E'm, = 175 GeV/c? mg'“‘"°x= E'i T E
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H H
Figure 2: D iscovery reach for the heavy charged H iggs boson of CM S with 30 f© i the
My {tan plne forthem} ® scenario (left) and the nom ixing scenario (right).

The 5 discovery regions for the search for heavy charged H iggsbosons in them | ** sce—
nario are shown In the keft plot of Fig.[J. ForM ; = 170 G &V, where the experin entalanal
ysis stops, we nd a strong variation in the accessible param eter space for = (+)1000 Gev
of tan = 40. It should be noted in this context that close to threshold, where both pro-
duction m echanism s, egs. [1) and [2), contribute, the theoretical uncertainties are som ew hat
larger than In the other regions. ForM 3 = 300 G &V the varation in the 5 discovery con-—
toursgoes from tan = 38totan = 54.For = 1000 GeV and larger tan values the
bottom Yukawa coupling becom es so large that a perturbative treatm ent would no longer
be reliable In this region, and correspondingly we do not continue the resgpective curve(s).

The shape ofthe = + 1000 G&V curve hasa Jocalm Inimum atM g 300 GeV that
is not (or only very weakly) present in the other curves, and that is also not visbl in
the originalCM S analysis In Ref. [19] (cbtained for = + 200 G €&V, but neglecting the
e ects). The reason for the Iocalm ininum can be traced badk to the strongly in proved
experim ental e ciency going from M 5 = 200 GeV to 300 GeV, see Tab.[d. The better
eciency at M 5y = 300GeV corresponds to a lower required cross section (/ tan® )
and/ora lowerBR H ! ) to obtain the sam e num ber of signal events. O n the other

3 An analysis in other benchm ark scenarios that are in agreem ent w ith the cold dark m atter density
constraint in posed by W M AP and other coam ologicaldata [37] can be found in Ref. 38].



hand, going from My = 200 G&€V to 300 GV thise ect is In m ost cases overcom pensated
by a decrease of the cross section due to the ncrease n M 3 . T he overcom pensation resuls
In an Increase n tan for the higher My value. For = +1000GeV, however,  is
very large, suppressing strongly the charged H iggs production cross section as well as the
BRH ! th). Theoveralle ect isa somewhat better reach ntan forM,; = 300 Ge&V
than forM; = 200Ge&V.

In ocom parison with the analysis of Ref. [11], based on the older CM S analysis given in
Ref. 39], several di erences can be observed. The feature of the localm lnimum is absent
In Ref. [11], the variation ofthe 5 discovery contours with  is weaker, and the e ect of
the decay of the charged H iggs boson to a chargino and a neutralino ism ore pronounced in
Ref. [L1]. The reason for these di erences is the strongly reduced discovery region in the new
CM S analysis [19] em ployed here as com pared to the old CM S analysis B9]used In Ref. [11].
The reach n tan isworse by 15@30) forM, = 200 (400) GV in the new ana]ysjsH T hus,
at the substantially worse (ie.higher) tan values em ployed here the 1 e ects are m ore
pronounced, leading to the localm nimum for = +1000Ge&V and to a larger absolute
variation in tan with the size and the sign of , see Sect.3. In the high tan region
furthem ore the 1 e ects dom lnate over the in pact of the decay of the charged H iggs

to charginos and neutralinos. As an exampl, for = +200G&V and My = 400G&V

the old analysis In Ref. [11] found that the discovery region starts at tan = 32, where
BRE ! ~ ~9 15% . Herewe nd that the discovery region startsattan = 64, where
BRH ! ~ ~% 3%.

The nom ixing scenario is shown in the right plot of Fig.[2. The features are the sam e
asin them} ** scenario. However, due to the sn aller size of j 7 see Sect.[3, they aremuch
less pronounced. The varation in tan stays at orbelow the levelof tan = 10 forthe

whole range ofM y

43 Comparison with the CM S PTDR
In Fig.[d we show the combined results forthe 5 discovery contours for the light and the

heavy charged H iggsboson, corresponding to the experin entalanalyses in them j ** scenario
as presented In the two previous subsections. T hey are com pared w ith the results presented
In theCM S PTDR [10]. Contrary to the previous sections, we now show the 5 discovery
contours in the M , {tan plane. The thik (thin) lnes corresoond to positive (hegative)

, and the s0lid (dotted) lines have j j= 1000 (200) G &V . The thikened dotted (red/blue)
lines represent the CM S PTDR results, obtained for = +200 G&V and negkcting the
e ects.

Apart from the varation in the 5 discovery contours w ith the size and the sign of j j
two di erences can be observed in the com parison ofthe PTDR resuls to the new results
obtained here, ie. ncluding the  corrections in the production and decay of the charged
H iggsboson aswellas taking the decay to SU SY particles into acoount. Forthe light charged
H iggs analysis the discovery contours are now shifted to analler M , values, for negative
even \bendihg over" for larger tan values. The reason is the m ore com plkte nclusion of
higher-order corrections (fullone-loop and leading O ( + ) two—doop) to the relation between

% The od analysisuses = 200Ge&V [39], while the new analysis sst = +200Ge&V [19]. However,
since the | corrections are neglected In Refs. [L9,39], the e ect on the discovery regions should be an all.
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Figure 3: D iscovery reach for the charged H iggs boson of CM S wih 30 b L' the M, {

tan plane forthem ® scenario for = 200; 1000 Ge&V In com parison w ith the resuls
from theCM S PTDR (thickened dotted (red and blue) lines), cbtained for = + 200 G&Vv

and neglecting the e ects.

Ma and My [B5,36]. The second feature is a an all gap between the light and the heavy

charged H iggs analyses, whilke In the PTDR analysis all charged Higgs m asses could be

accessed. The gap can be observed best by com paring the m | ** scenario in Figs.[ and [2.

Thisgap is largest for = +1000 GeV and anallest for = 1000 Ge&V, where i am ounts
only up to 5 Ge&V . Possbly the heavy charged H iggs analysis strategy exploiting the fully
hadronic nal state can be extended to smaller M , values to com pltely close the gap. For
the interpretation ofF ig.[d it should be kept in m ind that the accessble area in the heavy

H iggs analysis also \bends over" to smaller M , values for larger tan , thus decreasing the
visble gap in Fig.[3.

5 Conclusions

W e have studied the varation ofthe 5 discovery contours for the search for the charged
M SSM H iggs boson w ith the SUSY param eters. W e com bine the latest results orthe CM S
experin ental sensitivities based on full sin ulation studies w ith state-ofthe-art theoretical
predictions of M SSM H iggsboson properties. T he experin ental analyses are done assum ing
an integrated Iim nosity of 30 b ' orthetwo cases, My < myandM, > m..

m ax

T he num erical analysis has been perform ed in them || ** and the no-m ixing scenarios for
= 200; 1000 GeV . The mpact ofthe varation of enters in particular via the higher-



order correction 1, a ecting the charged H iggs production cross section and branching
ratios. A 1so the decays of the charged H iggs boson to SUSY particles have been taken into
acoount. A s a general feature, large negative  values give the largest reach, whilk large
positive values yield the an allest 5 discovery areas.

The search for the light charged H iggs boson covers the the area of large tan and
My < 160GeV. Thevariation with within them™® scenario induces a strong shift in
the 5 discovery contourswih tan = 15forM 5 = 100GeV,dsingup to tan = 40
for larger M y values. The discovery region is lJargest (snallest) for = (+)1000 Gev,
corresoonding to the largest (am allest) production cross section. T he e ects are sin ilar, but
much lss pronounced, In the no-m ixing scenario.

T he search for the heavy charged H iggs boson reachesup toM ; < 400 GeV for large
tan . W ithin the m} * scenario the varation of induces a very strong shift in the 5
discovery contoursofup to tan = 40 orM 5 ~ m..As in the light charged H iggs case,
w ithin the nom xing scenario the e ects show the sam e qualitative behavior, but are m uch
less pronounced.

Combining the ssarch for the light and the heavy charge H iggs boson, we nd a anall
gap, whilke in the CM S Physics Technical D esign R eport analysis all charged H iggs m asses
could be accessed. Possbly the heavy charged H iggs analysis strategy exploiting the fully
hadronic nalstate can be extended to sm aller M , values to com pletely close the gap. This
issue deserves further studies.
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