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Abstract

In this paper, we investigate the charged Higgs boson decay in theontext of the type-II two-
Higgs-doublet model in the presence of a circularly polarized electroagnetic eld of laser radia-
tion. The calculations are performed by adopting the Furry picture approach of non-perturbative
interactions with the external electromagnetic eld. Using the method of exact solutions for
charged particles states in the presence of a circularly polarized el'omagnetic wave eld and
evaluating the S-matrix elements, an exact analytic expression is derived for the deay width
of leptonic, hadronic and bosonic decay modes. The branching rat®of di erent decay modes
with multiple photon emission and absorption from the laser beam are aalyzed and found to be
dramatically modi ed in the region of superstrong elds. The dependencies of the decay width on
the laser eld strength and frequency are also examined. The redts obtained may be interesting
for future experimental and theoretical investigations.

Keywords: Laser-assisted processes, Charged Higgs decay, 2HDM-type Branching ratio, Decay
width

1. Introduction

The discovery of a Higgs boson in the mass region of about 125e%, announced by ATLAS [1] and
CMS [2] at the Large Hadron Collider (LHC) in the summer of 2012, lled a gap in the Standard
Model (SM), the theory that describes all the particles and nteractions that make up the universe.
However, despite its good agreement with the experimental ata available today, it is still too early
to consider the SM as the ultimate theory of particle interadions. Therefore, the need to explore
extensions beyond the SM is obvious. The Two-Higgs-DoubleModel (2HDM), where just a second
scalar Higgs doublet is added to the already existing one intlte SM, is one of the simplest and
minimal extensions beyond SM 8]. Its scalar sector contains ve physical states: a light CPeven
neutral Higgs h, a heavy CP even neutral HiggsH, a CP odd (pseudoscaler) neutral HiggsA and
a pair of charged HiggsH , with h being the SM-like Higgs boson observed at LHC. Depending
on which type of fermions couples to which doublet, 2HDMs carbe categorized into di erent types.
Currently, the main focus is on the so-called type-1l 2HDM [4], because it is an essential feature of the
Minimal Supersymmetric Standard Model (MSSM). One of the mast striking signs of physics beyond
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SM would be the appearance of a charged Higgs boson. Howevdhe prospects for hunting the
charged Higgs are quite di cult [ 5,6]. Recent searches foH * at the LHC focus on production and
decay via interactions with SM fermions. Such high-energy pysics experiments require increasingly
powerful and high-energy particle collisions. In view of the rapid development of modern laser
devices [{9], laser acceleration becomes more and more interesting ar@n be a promising solution
to increase the required collision energy10]. In this context, it is very motivating to study the
processes of Higgs production and decay in the presence ofatg laser elds. In 2014, Sarah Muller
et al. [11, 12] conducted pioneering research on Higgs boson productiomd various particle physics
processes in lepton collisions boosted by a laser eld. Rewgty, another group of authors has also
studied di erent physical processes in the SM and beyond13{17], including charged Higgs boson
production [18{20]. A review of such contributions in strong eld quantum electrodynamics (QED)
can be found in R1,22]. Moreover, laser-assisted electroweak decay processeav@ also recently
attracted the attention of many researchers and have been tb subject of numerous papers, among
which we refer to 23{28]. The purpose of the present study is to consider the laserssisted charged
Higgs decay within the framework of 2HDM type-Il. This is done by addressing the three decay modes;
namely, leptonic, hadronic and bosonic. Our theoretical c&ulation is based on the Furry picture
approach R9], where we evaluate the lowest-ordeiS-matrix elements by using Volkov solutions [30]
to describe charged particles inside the laser eld. The reasof the paper is organized as follows.
First, we establish the expressions of decay width for di erat decay modes in Sect2.. In Sect. 3.,
we discuss the numerical results obtained, and we nally coolude in Sect.4.. Note that natural
units c= ~ =1 are used throughout.

2. Outline of the theory

We consider the decay of the charged Higgs bosoH * in the presence of a laser eld. Since we
have three decay modes, this section is divided into three dasections. Each one is dedicated to the
calculation of the decay width for each decay mode. The caldation is detailed for the rst decay
mode, and elsewhere we limit ourselves to the necessary antvg the nal expressions. We will start
with the leptonic decay, then the hadronic and nally the bosonic decay mode.

2.1. Leptonic decay width of the charged Higgs in the presenc e of a laser eld

We begin by considering the leptonic decay process of chardeHiggs bosonH *, with 4-momentum
ky+ and massM -+, into an antilepton (**) and a corresponding neutrino ( -) in a circularly polarized
electromagnetic (EM) eld. It can be schematized as follows

H (kg+) ! “F(po)+ ~(p2); = (e ); 1)

where p; and p, are the free 4-momenta of antilepton and neutrino. The corrgponding Feynman
diagram is presented in Fig.1. We take the laser eld as a circularly polarized monochroméaic EM
eld, which is classically described by the following 4-poential

A ()= a;cos()+ a,sin( ); (2)

where = (k:x) is the phase of the laser eld. k = (!; k) is the wave 4-vector and! is the laser
frequency. The 4-amplitudesa; = jaj(0;1;0;0) and a, = jaj(0;0;1;0) are orthogonal and equal in
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Figure 1: Feynman diagram for the leptonic decay of the chargd Higgs bosond* | ** ).

magnitude, which implies (a;:a) =0 and af = a3 = a?= | aj>= ( o=!)? where g is the electric
eld strength. We assume that this 4-potential satis es the Lorentz gauge condition,k A = 0,
which means k:a;) = ( k:az) = 0, indicating that the wave vector k is chosen to be along thez-axis.
The equivalent low-order S-matrix element for the process () in 2HDM type |l can be written as
follows [31]:
: z
C_ o Jgme A4y [y 5 AT (g .
Si = px—tan( ) d'x (xp2)@+ ) -+ (Xp1) w(XKp+); 3)
2 2My

where g is the electroweak coupling constant.m- and My are the mass of the outgoing lepton and
W -boson. In order to take into account the interaction of the charged Higgs (0-spin particle) with
the laser eld, its wave function obeys the Klein-Gordon equation for bosons of spin zero. Hence,
the corresponding Volkov solutions are given, normalizedd the volume V, as follows B2]:

1 .
HOGKN) = P e (@, @)

where Q is the total energy of H* in the presence of the laser eld, and
e(ar:ky+) .

sin( ) + e(az:ky+)

(kkg+) (k- cos0); )

S(a;X) = q:ix
wheree= j g < 0 is the charge of electron, and the 4-momentuny of the dressedH * is given by

Eky+ S —k (6)

The square ofq reads
*=M32=M; €aZ (7)

whereM, . is the e ective mass of H™ acquired inside the laser eld.

The outgoing antilepton is described by the relativistic Dirac-Volkov functions [30] normalized to the
volume V as follows:

ekA  v(p1;s1)

eiS (Q1:X); 8
2(kipr) T 2Q1V (®)

s (xp1)= 1

where

e(ay:p1) _. ()+ e(az:p1)

(kpy SO Ty o8O ®)

S(tn;X) = X



v(py;s1) is the free Dirlgc spinor for the antilepton with 4-momentum p; and spin s; satisfying
the following relation: s, V(P1;81)V(p1;s1) = Ry + M. The 4-vector oup = (Q1;q3) is the quasi-
momentum, which is related to p; by the following relation:

a2
2(k:p1)
wherem. is the e ective mass of the anti-leptons inside the laser eld

The outgoing neutrino, which is electrically neutral, doesnot interact with the EM eld. Its wave
function is given by [31]:

o= ps k;, g¢=m?=m? ¢&%a? (10)

u(pZ; 52) ip2:x
(X;p2) = P—— e P2%
(X p2) —pﬁ
P
where E; = p9 = jp,j, and u(py; s2) is the free Dirac spinor satisfying s, U(P2; $2)U(p2; S2) = B,
After some algebraic manipulations, we nd that S;j becomes

(11)

. Z h i
N igm- tan( ) 4 5 ek
Si(HY ! " )= p= p——2_—  d*'xu(py;sy) 1+ v(p1;S1);

glm+pz Ax g izsin( o).

where we have used the following transformation:
g(S(ax) S(ax) = dm a:x g iz sin( 0); (13)
with S
. ) 2 ) . 2
s = e ai.p1 a]_.kH+ + a:pP1 az.kH+ ; (14)

k:p1 KKy + K:p1 Kiky +
and
(az:pr)(kikp+ ) (aziky+)(kipy)
(az:pr)(kikp+)  (aztky+)(k:p1)
After integration over the space-time and using the transfamation that introduces Bessel functions
1
eiZ sin( ) — Jn(Z)ein : (16)
n=1

o = arctan

(15)

the S-matrix element can be written as a sum of ordinary Bessel fuations, such that
Xt igme . tan( )

F= 1

=1 2 2Mw  8QQiE,V3

The quantity M § is de ned by
h i
Mf = U(pzss2) 1+ ° by(z) C(p)kabin(z) C(p)kaben(z) v(piisi);  (18)

where C(p1) = eq2(k:p1)] and the three coe cients b, (z), bin(z) and bpn(z') are expressed as a
function of ordinary Bessel functions by B3]

ba(z) = Jn(z)e" ©;
bin(2) = 5 Jnet ()00 0+ 3y 1(z)e Vo, (19)

Si(H* ! )= @) Hop+p: q nkMF: (17)

1 . .
bn(z) = 5 Jnaa (2)€M 0 3y a(z)e Do



z- (" stands for leptonic) is the argument of Bessel functions akady de ned in Eq. (14) and n, called
the order, is interpreted as the number of photons exchangethetween the laser eld and the decay
process.

To calculate the partial decay width, ( H* ! % ), we multiply the square S-matrix element,
jSti j2, by the density of nal states, and divide it by the time T and nally, we have to make the
average on the initial spins and the sum on the nal ones. Thus the laser-assisted leptonic decay
width is expressed as follows:

K1
(H™1 " )= HTE T, (20)
n=1
where the individual partial decay width for each n, "(H* ! ** .), is de ned by
_@mtan?()° o © &
64M % Q (2 )°Q1 (2 )%E2

NHY L ) @) Hm+p g nkMT% (21)

X h [
M2 = U(p2;s2) 1+ ° Mh(z) C(p)kabin(z) C(p)kaon(z)  v(p1;si) 2: (22)

S1,;S52

Performing the integration over d®p, and using *(qu+ p2 g nk)= %Qi+E, Q n!) 3(q,+
p, q nk), we nd

Z
’m2tan? d3 _
g O % 05,46, 0 n )M (23)
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with g; + p, g nk =0. Choosing the rest frame ofH* and usingd®q; = jq;jQ:dQ:d -, we get

zZ . .
_g'm?tan®( ) T jay

T G g B 0T Qo
S
a2 2 49— a2
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(24)

where we have replacedE, by its expression (the square root) to show theQ1 dependence inside the
delta function. The remaining integral over dQ; can be solved by using the familiar formula B1]:

z f(y)
dyf = == : 25
yi(y) (a(y)) W) 410100 (25)
Thus, we get
Z L
2m2tan2 MTi2d -
n(H+ L )= 694?2] )tgl?ﬂgé Jgi!”(:OSIl)J e2a? ) (26)
W Q+n! + P 20k, 7)

p

where g = 8GE M2, = 2, with Gg = (1:166 37 0:000 02) 10 ' MeV 2 is the Fermi coupling

constant.



The term jM ﬂjz in (22) can be calculated by converting the sums over the spins intaraces as

follows:
n

jMT2=Tr p, "(B, m) " ; (27)

where
"= 1+ 5 (z) C(p)kabin(z) C(p)kabn(z) ;
"= 1 % b(z) C(p)akb(z) C(py)akby(z) :

The trace calculation is performed with the help of FeynCalc[34]. Refer to appendix A for the

detailed and explicit expression ofjM ﬂjz.

(28)

2.2. Hadronic decay width of the charged Higgs in the presenc e of a laser eld

In the framework of beyond standard model, we consider the hdronic decay of H* into a pair of
quarks

H (ky+) ! a(pa) + dp2); (29)
whereq (u;c;t) and o® (d;s;b. The overall coupling betweenH* and the quarks is de ned as
follows [35]:

vertex H*-go’= ?[Dg%/&icf)(A +B °): (30)
w

where A = mgtan( )+ mgcot( ) and B = mgtan( ) mgqgcot( ). Vye is the element of the CKM
matrix. The lowest-order S-matrix element of the hadronic decay ofH * is described as follows:

. z
gV, — —
Si(H™ 1 a)= Pt T Gpa)(A+ B %) qxipa) Ok ); (31)
W
where 4 and o are, respectively, the relativistic Dirac-Volkov functions that describe the quark
and antiquark inside the laser eld.
To compute the hadronic decay width of H* in the presence of an EM eld, we follow the same
procedure as for the leptonic decay width. We get

%1
(H*1 )= "HT g (32)
n=1
where "(H* ! o9 is de ned by
p_ 2 Z . L nho
M 7 jed
16(2 )2Q Q+nl + 1cos() 0232

Q7 m? 2(kik,y+)
The term jM ﬂ;hjz (the superscript h stands for hadronic andn is the number of photons) is reduced

to trace calculaﬂon as follows:
- n

MEMZ=Tr (g + mg) A+ B ° by(zi)+ C(p)ak(A+B %) C(p)(A+B °)ka
(o}
bin(zn) + C(p)ak(A+ B °) C(p)(A+ B °)ka, bon(zn) (B, mMe)
n

A B °b(z)+ C(p)(A B %ka C(p)ak(A B °) biy(zn)
Ol

+ C(p)(A B “ka, C(p)ak(A B °) by(zn) ;

(34)



where z;, is the argument of Bessel functions. Note here thatC(p1) = e=[2(k:p1)] and C(p2) =

%g2(k:p,)], where the two factors = 2=3 and %= 1=3 are, respectively, due to the fractional
charge of up and down quarks. Regarding the sign, it should beoted that we considerede < 0 as
the charge of electron. The result of trace 84) is included in appendix A.

2.3. Bosonic decay width of the charged Higgs in the presence of a laser eld

The bosonic decay mode for theH * is depicted as follows:
HY(ky=) ! W (pw)+ (P ) (1 hiHA); (35)

with h, H and A being the light CP even neutral scalar, the heavy CP even neutdl scalar and
CP odd neutral pseudoscalar, respectively. The overall cqulings between one gauge boson and two
Higgs bosons in 2HDM of type Il are de ned as follows 36]:

vertex H*-W*-h = % cos( Y(Pw * Br);
vertex H*-W*-H = % sin( Y(Pw * Py ); (36)

vertex HF-W™-A = %(pW + pa):

The lowest-order S-matrix element for thg laser-assisted bosonic decay of thel * is as follows:
[ — _
o I 6P )P+ P) woPw) wOikus)i (@7)
whereg,, = cos( )y Qo = SIN( ) and g,, = 1 correspond respectively to the decays
H*! W*h,H*! W*'H andH* ! WT'A. In order to take into account the interaction of the
outgoing electrically charged W * -boson (1-spin particle) with the EM eld, we will describe it by
the following wave function [37, 38]:

€ KA KA LZAZK K QM &S (aw X)- (38)
(k:pw) 2(k:pw) 200,V

Si(H™! W)=

wxXpw)= g

whereg =diag(l; 1, 1; 1).is the metric tensor of Minkowski space," (p; ) is the W*-boson
polarization 4-vector such that = °_; " (pw; )" (pw; )= g + p¥p¥=MZ, and
e(a:pw) e(az2:pw)

S(aw;X) = owX+ Wsm( ) WCOS( )i (39)

with the dressed 4-momentumaw = (Qw;Qqw) and the e ective mass M, that the boson W*
acquires inside the EM eld. For the nal neutral scalar bosons, they are described by the following
wave function: 1
xp )= g—— e P X (40)
2p° Vv
which obeys the Klein-Gordon equation for bosons with spin ero [39].
By following the same procedure as before, we obtain for the dsonic decay width
_ Z e
2GEME jawiiM {°2d w

75 oA 9
8(2 2Q HW A w cos() e?a?
-t ( ) Q+nb+ I“QV%,I\, M2 n 2(k:ki+)

le

(H*! wW*)= ; (41)




where
n 2
N b2 Pw Pw a’e? e
M 7] g + M\%v Pyt P g 2(k:pW)k K bh(zp) + Kb k aq k a;
e o n a2e?
b1n(zp) + kp ka ka bpn(zy) pwtp g Wk kb, (zp)
e
+ K k a; k ai by, (zp)+ K k ay k az by,(zp) ;

(42)

where z;, is the Bessel function argument that appears in the calculaibn of the bosonic decay width

of H*. The quantity jM Pi;bjz (the superscript b stands for bosonic) does not reduce here to the trace
calculation since the bosonic decay proces®3%) contains only scalar bosons which have no spin to
sum over.

3. Results and discussion

This section will discuss the di erent numerical results obtained. It is quite appropriate to begin by
examining the accuracy and consistency of our theoretical alculation. We have always been accus-
tomed to comparing our theoretical expressions in the presee of a laser eld with the corresponding
ones in the absence of the laser eld when applying the misseeld limit, i.e., at ¢ =0 V/cm and
n = 0 (no photons exchange). We have chosen to compare with theasults previously presented in
the following literature [40,41]. The thing which is known to be paid attention to when working
beyond the standard model is the values of the free parametsr They must be carefully selected
to respect current experimental limits. In our case, in addtion to laser parameters (o and ! ), the
free model parameters are taken as followsM y+, My, Ma, my, tan( ) and sin( ). For My+,
we mention here that whenever we want to x its value, we choos it in the range 570 800 GeV,
according to the recent study B2]. To enforce that the energy-conservation law is always rgsected,
we also note here that we have applied a condition (added in aqucomputational program) on the
e ective mass of the charged Higgs,M,., so that it always remains greater than the masses of
the particles in the nal state (on shell). Otherwise (0 shell), the decay width is zero. The rst
reference 40|, to be compared with, adopted degenerate masses of the neat Higgs bosons (i.e.,
My = Ma = My+), and chose the remaining parameters as followsn, = 125 GeV, tan( ) = 10
and sin( ) = 1. In the latter conditions, all H* decay modes are absent except two, which are
H* ! tbandH* ! * . If we also apply these conditions and make the missed eld thit, we
get the result shown in Fig. 2(a) . The second comparison we made was with the result presented
in [41]. Our obtained result is shown in Fig. 2(b) , where the free parameters are taken as follows:
My = Ma =200 GeV, my =125 GeV, tan( ) = 1 and sin( ) =0:9. Figs. 2(a) and 2(b) are
in good agreement, respectively, with the result presentedn [40] (see Fig. 8 therein) and #1] (see
Fig. 2 therein) if the same parameters are selected. These twgures are only intended to verify our
theoretical calculation if it gives the result without laser in the limit of the vanishing eld. Because
of the many decay modes oH*, we decided to combine them into two, fermionic and bosonicThe
rst is the sum of the leptonic and hadronic widths, and the second is the bosonic width expressed
in subsection2.3..

H*! Fermions=H" ! Hadr+ H™ | Lept; (43)
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Figure 2: Branching ratios of H* decay in 2HDM type Il as a function of its mass, setting o =0
V/cm and n =0 (absence of laser eld). The free parameters arda) My+ = My = Ma, mp =125
GeV, tan( ) = 10, sin( ) = 1 (to be compared with [4Q]) and (b) My = Ma = 200 GeV,
my =125 GeV, tan( ) =1, sin( ) =0:9 (to be compared with 41]).

where

H*! Hadr= H*! ud; cs;th; and H*! Lept=H*! & o * ; * . (44)

where other hadronic decay channels are greatly suppressdy CKM o -diagonal matrix elements.
For the bosonic mode, we de ne

H*1 Bosons=H*! W*'h; W H; W*A: (45)

The variations of the branching ratios for the fermionic andbosonic decay modes dfl * are presented

1.0

H*

Bosons

Branching ratios
I o o
D (2] (o]

o
)

H* Fermions

o
o

0 200 400 600 800 1000 1200
M H* [G eV]

Figure 3: Laser-free branching ratios ofH* decay to bosonic and fermionic channels as a function
of My+. The free parameters are as in Fig2(b) .

in Fig. 3 under the same conditions as in Fig2(b) .
Given that the light charged Higgs boson has been excluded byhe B-meson physics 42, 43], we
consider here the heavy charged Higgs regime. In this regimand based on Fig.2(a) , we notice that
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Figure 4: Variation of the total decay width of H* in the presence of the laser versus the number
of photons n. The free parameters are (unless otherwise stated) M+ = My = Ma = 600 GeV,
my, = 125 GeV, sin( y=1,tan( )=10, ¢=10" V/cmand ~! =1:17 eV.

channelH* ! tbis the only dominant one respecting the conditions adopted here. In Figs. 2(b)
and 3, where the same free parameters have been chosen, we see ttia two channels containing
bosons in nal state, exactly H* | W*H; W*A, dominate in the heavy mass regime.

After checking the accuracy of our theoretical calculationby comparison with the recent literature,
let us now consider the turn-on of the laser and discuss the @&y of H* in the presence of a circularly
polarized EM eld. There are three parameters that characteize the laser when it is on, which are the
eld strength o, its frequency ~! , as well as the number of photons exchanged. The interaction of
the laser eld with the decay system is therefore dependent 0 the modi cation of these parameters.
The e ect of the laser on H* decay is more re ected in the stimulated processes of absofipn and
emission of photons. To illustrate this phenomenon of multbhoton processes, we plot the variations
of the total decay width ( ot = ( H* ! Fermions)+ ( H* ! Bosons)) as a function of the number
of photons n, as shown in Fig. 4. The model parameters are chosen (unless otherwise stated)s
follows: M+ = My = Ma =600 GeV, my = 125 GeV, sin( ) =1, tan( ) =10. For the laser
parameters, we set o = 107 V/cm and ~! =1:17 eV.

Figure 4(a) displays the photon exchange phenomenon for two di erent ed strengths, 1 and 10/
V/cm. Each point corresponds to the value of the total decay wdth with respect to an integer number
of photons n. The positive side represents emission and the negative orrepresents absorption. It
is clear that the number of photons exchanged at ¢ = 107 V/cm is greater than that exchanged
at o = 10% Vicm. The increasing number of photons with higher eld strength is evidence of
the size of the laser e ect on the decay system. Figured(b) shows the photon exchange process
for two di erent frequencies. In contrast to Fig. 4(a), we see that the largest number of photons
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Table 1: Numerical values of branching ratios forH * decay as a function of the laser eld strength,
with M+ =620 GeV and ~! =0:117 eV. The model parameters are as in gure2(b) .

o[Vlcm] BR(H*! Fermions) BR(H* ! Bosons)

10 02793 07206
10° 0:2793 07206
10° 0:27935 07206
104 0:3587 064124
10° 0:5172 04827
10° 0:5845 04154
10’ 0:57840 04216
10° 0:5742 04257
10° 0:58890 04110
1010 0:5667 04332
10t 0:1300 08699
1012 0:000026 09999

is exchanged at the lowest frequency. A small frequency meana pulse duration large enough to
match the lifetime that the free charged Higgs boson is expded to live. Therefore, the e ect is
stronger at low frequencies than at high frequencies. In Fig4(c), it is obvious that the mass of the
charged Higgs boson does not signi cantly a ect the photon exhange, at least at o = 107 V/cm.
The charged Higgs boson with this heavy mass only feels the psence of the laser eld at super
intensities, unlike the leptons and hadrons in the nal state. This is clearly seen in the e ective mass
(Eq. (7)) values of H*. For example, if we take the massMy+ = 600 GeV, it remains the same
in the presence of the laser until ¢ = 103 V/cm. At super intensities (e.g., o = 10® V/cm and

I =1:17 eV), the e ective mass becomed . =623:253 GeV. This means that the laser madeH *
gain an additional 23:253 GeV of mass. Figured(d) indicates that large values of tan( ) induce the
exchange of photons between the laser and the decay systemftér discussing the e ect of the laser
on the total decay width and the photon exchange process, letis now turn to the analysis of the laser
e ect on the branching ratios. We shall do so in both choices ofree parameters, as in Figs2(a) and
2(b) . We start with the conditions chosen in Fig. 2(b) . Table 1 gives the numerical values of the
bosonic and fermionic branching ratios in terms of eld strength. The free parameters are chosen
as in Fig. 2(b) , with M+ =620 GeV. Through this table, it is clear that the low strengt hs of the
laser eld [10 10* V/cm] did not a ect the branching ratios, since the bosonic mode continued to
be dominant, as in the absence of the laser. However, the lase ect starts to appear at high and
medium eld strengths [10° 10'° V/cm]. The laser has now enhanced the fermionic mode over the
bosonic one. At eld strengths of 10"t and 10" V/cm (ultrastrong eld), the laser made a dramatic
and sudden change. It blocks the fermionic mode to fully operthe bosonic one, which becomes the
only one allowed at 13% V/cm of almost 100%. Note that the two branching ratios listed in the
table compensate for each other because of the probabilistimeaning they have. This means that
their sum is 1 (or 100%).

Under the same conditions as in Fig.2(a), Fig. 5 displays the variations of branching ratios as a
function of M+ for two di erent frequencies (0:117 and 2 eV) at the eld strength =107 V/cm.
In this case, as mentioned before, among all available chamfs, onlytb and * channels remain
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Figure 5: Variations of branching ratios for laser-assistd H* decay as a function ofM -+ for two
di erent frequencies at ¢ = 107 V/cm. The model parameters are chosen as in Fig2(a) .

open. As can be seen in this gure, the laser eld strength of D’ VV/cm had no signi cant e ect on the
branching ratios. Indeed, thetb channel was initially dominant over *  one in the absence of laser
at the heavy Higgs masses. In the presence of a laser eld ofrsngth 10’ VV/cm, there was only further
enhancement oftb channel and suppression of the other depending on the frequey used. The e ect
of a laser with a lower frequency is signi cant compared to that with a higher frequency. Now, let us

1.0f

Branching ratios
i~ o o
-l'> [e2] [oe]

o
()

o
o

10 10% 107 1010 1018
Laser field strength [V.cm™]

Figure 6: Variations of branching ratios for laser-assistd H* decay as a function of the eld strength.
The model parameters are chosen as in Fig2(a) , with My« = 600 GeV. The laser frequency is
~l =0:117 eV.

increase the laser eld strength and see what happens in theltra-high intensities regime. Figure 6
shows the branching ratio changes versus the eld strength nder the same conditions as in Fig2(a) .
As can be seen in Fig6, there is no signi cant e ect of the laser eld on the branchin g ratios in the
eld strength range of 10 to 10" V/cm. But, once this range is exceeded, the laser makes a signant

contribution to strongly enhancing * channel and accordingly reducingtb. Although these super
intensities are not yet available experimentally in laboraories, there is currently tremendous work
to develop infrastructure for powerful laser sources, andtiis only a matter of time before higher
intensities are reached in the near future. We have carefull stopped at 10" V/cm to avoid pair
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creation that occurs around 13° V/icm (Schwinger limit) [ 44{46]. This result, which is the change
in branching ratios due to the laser, is very interesting andrequires experimental investigation.

o1

2O T T

1BR(H*-> t+b)

I BR(H*-> *+ )
E 157 I 0.98 E 1.5 I -
“:>" : | ‘;:>" ~ 010
S 3
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Figure 7: Contour plot of branching ratios for laser-assised H* decay as a function of the eld
strength and frequency. The model parameters are chosen as Fig. 2(a) , with M- =620 GeV.

To give a clearer picture, we present in Fig.7 a contour plot of the branching ratios, where their

changes are highlighted in terms of eld strength and frequacy together. One can observe how the
branching ratios change as the laser eld strength increaseat a speci ¢ frequency or vice versa. The
e ect of the laser becomes very signi cant at high eld strengths and low frequencies. This con rms

the previous discussion in Figs4(a) and 4(b) about the e ect of laser eld strength and frequency

on the photon exchange process. Moreover, we can see how theotcontours are complementary and
superposable to each other.

4. Conclusion

In summary, we provided theoretical evidence that the branting ratios of charged Higgs decay can
be modi ed in a large range by applying an appropriate laser eld. Using S-matrix method, we have
performed analytical calculations for charged Higgs decayn the presence of a circularly polarized
radiation eld. Our main result is shown in Fig. 6, where the chosen free parameters allow only two
channels,H* ! * andH* ! th Itis revealed that * channel, which is the lowest in the
absence of a laser, becomes totally dominant in the region afuperstrong elds [10* 10 V/cm].
The fact that an appropriate laser eld can modify branching ratios is extremely important, especially
when dealing with a yet undiscovered particle. Recently, wdound that the laser has an unprecedented
e ect on the branching ratios of vector bosonsW and Z [24, 25]. Without forgetting that these
results remain purely theoretical and therefore require eperimental veri cation. Itis time to redouble
our e orts to take advantage of laser technology and implemenit into large colliders in parallel with
its continuous progress since the 1960s. The intense eleotnagnetic environment, combined with
conventional acceleration, could be a prospective way to icrease the collision energy required for
detection of the charged Higgs boson.
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A Calculation of traces

We present here the results of traces calculation appearediEqgs. (27) and (34). For the leptonic
decay mode calculation, Eq. 27) reads

h
. . 1
M HJZZW 2e In 1(z) IJnwa(z) ekip2) In 1(z)+ In+a(z) (az;az;k;p1)
+2Jn(z)(k:p1) cos( o) (az;k;p1;p2) sin( o) (ar;k;p1;p2)  +2(k:p1) (46)
a%(kipz) I2 1(z)+ IZy(z) +2ed(z) In 1(z)+ Jnes(z) coS( o)
[
(ap2)(kip)  (arpi)(kipz) +4375(z )(K:p1)(prip2)
where for all 4-vectorsa;b;cand d, (a;b;c;9 = a b cd . Forthe Levi-Civita tensor,
the convention g123 = +1 is used.
For the hadronic decay mode calculation, Eq. 84) yields
iM I = gjba(zn)i?+ 2ibin(zn)i?+  aiban(zn)i?+  abin(Zn)bon(zn) *  5ban(zn)bin(zn) 7)
+ 6 (zn)b(zn) + 7bun(zn)bn(zn) + sban(zn)B,(zn) + 9bn(Zn) 02, (20);
where the coe cients 1 to ¢ are expressed by
1=4 A*( mgmge+ (prp2)) + B (MgMep+ (P1ip2)) (48)
_ 22°(A%+ B)E((kipp) +(kipy) 92, (49)
i (k:p1)(k:p2) ’
_ 2%(A?+ BYE((kipa) +(kipr) 97, (50)
i (kpo)(k:p2) |
2
_2ABe? (kipp) +(kip) O (kip2) (awragikip) + (kipy) (as;azikipa)
" (kp2)2(<p)? O
2ABe? (kps) +(kp) O (ko) (auianikipa) + (Kipr) (as; a0ik: po) 2
5= ;

(kip1)?(k:p2)?

2 (kpp) *+(kpy) O - A2+ B? (ap)(kpy) (avp)(kpe)  2A B (ankipuip)

°” (k:p1)(K:p2) !
(53)
2 (kpp) *+(kpy) O - A2+ B? (ap)(kipr)  (avp)(kipe) +2IA B (ankipuip)
T (k:p1)(K:p2) !
(54)

4iA Be (kipz) +(kipr) © (az;k;p1;p2)
g = ; (55)

(k:pa)(k:p2) ’
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4iA Be (kipp) +(kipy) © (azik;plipz)_
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