
ar
X

iv
:h

ep
-p

h/
04

06
10

2v
2 

 2
3 

Ju
l 2

00
4

TIFR/TH/04-13
June2004

Looking for the C harged H iggs B oson

D .P.R oy

D epartm ent ofT heoreticalPhysics

Tata Institute ofFundam entalR esearch

H om iB habha R oad,M um bai400 005,India

dproy@theory.tifr.res.in

A bstract

This review article starts with a brief introduction to the charged Higgs boson

(H � )in theM inim alSupersym m etricStandard M odel(M SSM ).Itthen discussesthe

prospectsofa relatively lightH � boson search via top quark decay atTevatron/LHC,

and �nally a heavy H � boson search atLHC.The viable channelsforH � search are

identi�ed in both thecases,with particularem phasison theH � ! �� decay channel.

The e�ects ofNLO Q CD correction in the SM as wellas the M SSM are discussed

briey.

1 Introduction

Them inim alsupersym m etric extension oftheStandard M odel(M SSM )containstwo Higgs
doublets�+ ;0u and�0;�d ,withoppositehyperchargeY = � 1,togivem assestotheupanddown
type quarks and leptons. This also ensures anom aly cancellation between their ferm ionic
partners. The two doublets ofcom plex scalars correspond to 8 degrees offreedom ,3 of
which are absorbed asGoldstone bosonsto give m assand longitudinalcom ponentsto the
W � and Z bosons.Thisleaves5 physicalstates:two neutralscalarsh0 and H 0,a pseudo-
scalarA 0,and a pairofcharged HiggsbosonsH � .W hileitm ay behard to distinguish any
one ofthese neutralHiggs bosons from thatofthe Standard M odel,the H � pair carry a

http://arxiv.org/abs/hep-ph/0406102v2


distinctive hall-m ark oftheM SSM .Hence the charged Higgsboson playsa very im portant
rolein thesearch oftheSUSY Higgssector.

1.1 M asses and C ouplings

At the tree-levelallthe M SSM Higgs m asses and couplings are given in term s oftwo pa-
ram eters{ the ratio ofthe vacuum expectation values,tan� = h�0ui=h�

0
di,and any one of

the m asses,usually taken to be M A. The physicalH � and A 0 states correspond to the
com binations

H
� = �

�

u cos� + �
�

d sin�;

A
0 =

p
2(Im �0u cos� + Im �0dsin�); (1)

whiletheirm assesarerelated by

M
2
H � = M

2
A + M

2
W ; (2)

with negligible radiative corrections[1]. However,the neutralscalarsgeta large radiative
correction from thetop quark loop along with thetop squark loop,

� =
3g2m 4

t

8�2M 2
W

‘n

 
M 2

~t

m 2
t

!

; (3)

where M ~t denotesthe average m ass ofthe two top squarks (~t1;2). Including thisradiative
correction,them ass-squared m atrix oftheneutralscalarsisgiven by

�
M 2

A sin
2
� + M 2

Z cos
2� � (M 2

A + M 2
Z)sin� cos�

� (M 2
A + M 2

Z)sin� cos� M 2
A cos

2� + M 2
Z sin

2
� + �0

�

; (4)

where�0= �=sin2�.Thusthephysicalh0 and H 0 m assescorrespond to theeigen values

M
2
h;H =

1

2

�

M
2
A + M

2
Z + �

0
�

n

(M 2
A + M

2
Z + �

0)2 � 4M 2
A M

2
Z cos

2
�� 4�0(M 2

A sin
2
�+ M

2
Z cos

2
�)
o1=2

�

:

(5)

Thecorresponding eigen vectorsarethetwoorthogonalcom binationsofRe�0u;d with m ixing
angle�,which diagonalizesthism atrix,i.e.

tan2� = tan2�
M 2

A + M 2
Z

M 2
A � M 2

Z + �0=cos2�
;� �=2< � < 0: (6)

ForM A � M Z;� ! � � �=2.NotethatM 2
H and M 2

H � ! M 2
A ,whilethelighterscalarm ass

approachesa �nitelim it

M
2
h

M A � M Z

� ! M
2
Z cos

22� + �: (7)

Finally thereisan additionalradiativecontribution to thislim itfrom ~tL;R m ixing [1,2],

�m ix =
3g2m 4

t

8�2M 2
W

X 2
t

M 2
~t

 

1�
X 2

t

12M 2
~t

!

�
9g2m 4

t

8�2M 2
W

; (8)
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Table 1: Im portant couplings ofthe M SSM neutralHiggs bosons h,H and A relative to
thoseoftheSM Higgsboson.

Channel H SM h H A

�bb(�+ �� )
gm b

2M W

(m �) � sin�=cos� cos�=cos� tan�

! 1 tan� "

�tt g
m t

2M W

cos�=sin� sin�=sin� cot�

! 1 cot� "

W W (ZZ) gM W (M Z) sin(� � �) cos(� � �) 0
! 1 0 "

where X t = A t � �cot�. Thus while �m ix is a function ofthe SUSY breaking trilinear
coupling A t and the Higgsino m ass param eter �,it has a constant upper lim it (� M 2

W ),
which is reached at X 2

t = 6M 2
~t
. One can also check from (3) that � � M2W for a SUSY

breaking scaleofM ~t� 1 TeV.Adding thenonleading radiativecontributionsto eqs.(7)and
(8)givesa lim iton thelightscalarm ass

M h

M A � M Z

� ! 118GeV(130GeV)attan� = 3(30) (9)

forthetop quark polem assof175 GeV [1,2].
Table1showstheim portantcouplingsoftheM SSM neutralHiggsbosonsrelativetothose

oftheSM Higgsboson.Thelim iting valuesofthesecouplingsatlargeM A areindicated by
arrows. The im portantcouplingsofthe charged Higgsboson,which hasno SM analogue,
are

H
+ �tb :

g
p
2M W

(m tcot� + m btan�);H
+
�� :

g
p
2M W

m � tan�;

H
+ �cs :

g
p
2M W

(m ccot� + m stan�);H
+
W

�
Z :0; (10)

with negligibleradiativecorrections.
Thecoe�cientsoftheferm ion m assterm sofeq.(10)and Table1reectthecom positions

ofthe respective Higgsbosonsin term sof�u;d. Itisclearfrom eqs.(2)and (10)thatm ea-
surem entsofH � m assand couplingswilldeterm ine the m assesand couplingsofthe other
M SSM Higgsbosonsvia theunderlying param etersM A and tan�.
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1.2 Indirect constraints on tan� and M A

The H + �tb Yukawa coupling ofeq.(10)isultravioletdivergent. Assum ing itto rem ain per-
turbativeupto theGUT scaleim plies

1< tan� < m t=m b(� 50): (11)

Howeverthisassum estheabsenceofany new physicsbeyond theM SSM uptotheGUT scale
{ i.e.thesocalled desertscenario.W ithoutthisassum ption onegetsweakerlim itsfrom the
perturbativeboundson thiscoupling attheelectroweak scale,i.e.

0:3< tan� < 200: (12)

M oreoverthere isa strong constrainton the M A � tan� param eterspace com ing from the
LEP-2 bound on theH SM m ass,which isalso applicableto M h atlow tan�,i.e.M h > 114
GeV [2]. Com paring thiswith the M SSM prediction (9)im pliestan� > 2:4 forany value
ofM A [1,2](see Fig. 4 below). Note however from eqs. (3),(7)and (8)thatthe M SSM
prediction dependssensitively on thetop quark m ass.Therecentincreaseofthism assfrom
175 to 178 � 4.3 GeV [3]along with a m oreexactevaluation oftheradiativecorrection [4]
have resulted in a signi�cantweaking ofthisconstraint. In factthere isno LEP bound on
tan� now,which would bevalid forallvaluesofM A.Nonethelessitim pliesM A > 150 GeV
(M H � > 170 GeV)overthelow tan�(� 2)region.Butbeing an indirectbound,itdepends
strongly on the underlying m odel. There isno such bound in the CP violating M SSM due
to h-A m ixing [5].M oreovertherearesingletextensionsoftheM SSM Higgssectorlikethe
socalled NM SSM ,which invalidatetheseM A(M H � )boundswithoutdisturbing thecharged
Higgsboson [6]. In factthere isan additionalcontribution to the tree-levelm assrelation
(2)in theNM SSM ,which perm itsH � to beeven lighterthan theW boson.Thereforeitis
prudentto relax these indirectconstraintson M H � and tan�,and search forH � overthe
widestpossible param eterspace. Itshould be noted here thatthe H � couplingsofeq.(10)
continue to hold over a wide classofm odels. In factthe ferm ionic couplings hold forthe
generalclass ofType-IItwo-Higgs-doublet m odels,where one doublet couples to up type
and theotherto down typequarksand leptons[1].

1.3 D irect H � M ass Lim it from LEP

Figure 1 shows a directm asslim itofM H � > 80 GeV from LEP-2,which isin agreem ent
with the M SSM prediction (2). It is based on both the decay channels H � ! cs and ��

ofeq.(10). Hence it is a robust lim it,spanning the fulltan� range ofeq.(12). The lim it
is broadly restricted to the W m ass region because ofthe W + W � background. However
onegetsa slightly strongerlim it(> 90 GeV)from the�� channel,which isreected in the
tan� > 1 region.

2 Search for a Light H �(M H � < m t)at Tevatron/LH C

Them ain production m echanism in thiscaseistop quark pairproduction

q�q;gg! t�t; (13)
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followed by
t! bH

+ and=or�t! �bH �
: (14)

Thedom inantdecay channelsofH � are

H
+
! c�s;�+ � and W b�b+ hc; (15)

where the 3-body �nalstate com es via the virtualt�b channel. Allthese decay widths are
easily calculated from theYukawa couplingsofeq.(10).TheQCD correction can besim ply
im plem ented in the leading log approxim ation by substituting the quark m assesappearing
in theYukawa couplingsby theirrunning m assesattheH � m assscale[7].Itsm ain e�ectis
toreducetheband cpolem assesof4.6and 1.8GeV respectively [2]totheirrunningm asses
m b(M H � )’ 2.8 GeV and m c(M H � )’ 1 GeV.The corresponding reduction in the tpole
m assof175 GeV isonly � 5 % .

The resulting branching ratiosforthe fourdecay processes of(14)and (15)are shown
in Fig. 2 againsttan� fora representative H � m assof140 GeV.The t! bH + branching
ratio isseen to belargeattan� <

� 1 and tan� >
� m t=m b,which aredriven by them t and the

m b term softheH + �tbcoupling respectively.Howeverithasa pronounced m inim um around

tan� =
q

m t=m b ’ 7:5,where the SM decay oft! bW isdom inant. The H � isexpected

to decay dom inantly into the �� channelfortan� > 1,while the cs and the b�bW channels
dom inate in the tan� � 1 region.Thiscan be easily understood in term softhe respective
couplings ofeq.(10). Note however that the H + ! �bbW three-body decay via virtualt�b
channelis larger than the H + ! c�s decay for M H �

>
� 140 GeV,although the form er is

a higher order process [8,9]. This is because the H + �tb coupling is larger than the H + �cs
coupling by a factorofm t=m c > 100 in thelow tan� region.

2.1 H � Search in the cs and b�bW C hannels (tan�< 1)

One can look fora possible top quark decay into the H � ! cs channelin the Tevatron t�t
data in the leptonic and dileptonic channels using the so called indirect or disappearance
m ethod [10].Here

�
‘

t�t = �
t_�t
2B ‘(1� B‘);�

‘‘

t�t = �
t_�t
B
2
‘: (16)

Using the QCD prediction for �t�t = 5 � 5:5pb [11]and SM prediction for B‘ � B (t !
(e;�)�b)= 2=9 onecan predictthenum berofsuch events.In thepresenceoft! bH (H !

cs) decay channelone expect a reduction in B ‘ and hence the num ber oft�tevents in the
leptonicand dileptonicchannelswith respectto theSM prediction.

No such reduction wasfound in the t�tdata ofthe D 0= [12]and CDF [13]experim ents.
Theresulting exclusion region in theM H � � tan� param eterspaceisshown on theleftside
ofFig.1.Itisseen to exclude the M H � < 130 GeV,tan� < 1 region,where theH � ! cs

isthe dom inantdecay m ode. Indeed a com parison with Fig. 2 showsthatthe bulk ofthe
param eter space for which H � ! cs is the dom inant decay m ode is already excluded by
these data. This m ethod isno longerapplicable forM H � � 140 GeV,where H� ! b�bW
isthe dom inantdecay m ode. Here the signalconsistsoft! b�bbW events againstthe SM
background oft! bW ,followed by eitherleptonic orhadronic decay ofW . So one hasto
look foran excessofbtagsin thet�teventscom pared to theSM prediction [9].W ith a large
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num beroft�teventsexpected from the future Tevatron Runsand especially from the LHC
oneexpectstousethism ethod toextend theH � probetosigni�cantly highervaluesofM H �

atlow tan�(<
� 1).

2.2 H � Search in the �� C hannel(tan�> 1)

As discussed earlier the tan� > 1 region is theoretically favoured. Fig. 2 shows that
H � ! �� isthedom inantdecay m odeoverthisregion.Thereforethe� channelisthem ost
im portant channelforH � search. The above m entioned disappearance (indirect) m ethod
isequally applicable to thischannel. The resulting exclusion regionsfrom the D 0= [12]and
CDF [13]experim entscan beseen on therightside ofFig.1.Evidently thedisappearance
m ethod is not viable when the signalis <

� 10% ofthe SM background,since this is the
typicaluncertainty in theQCD prediction of�t�t.Thisexplainswhy theresulting exclusion
regionscoveronly extrem evaluesoftan� (com pareFig.2).In orderto extend theprobeto
thetheoretically favoured rangeoftan� = 1-50,onehasto directly search forthet! b��

events.Using theuniversality ofW coupling onecan easily predictthenum beroft! b��

eventsvia W from thatoft! b‘� events.Since H � couplesonly to theform erany excess
of� events over the universality prediction constitutes a signalfor t ! bH � decay. The
CDF group hasused a sm alldata sam plein theinclusive � channelto search forthedirect
t! bH � signal[14].Theresulting exclusion region can beseen on therightsideofFig.1,
which isroughly overlapping with thatobtained via the indirect m ethod. W ith the m uch
highereventratesexpected from futureTevatron Runsand LHC itwillbebetterto usethe
‘� channelforH � search instead oftheinclusive�,sincetheform erisacleanerand farm ore
robustchannel[15,16].Itcorrespondsto thedecay ofoneofthet�tpairinto ‘via W while
theotherdecaysinto a � channel.

2.3 � Polarization E�ect

Thediscovery reach ofthe� channelforH � search atTevatron and LHC can besigni�cantly
enhanced by exploiting the opposite polarization of� com ing from the H � ! ��(P� =
+1) and W � ! ��(P� = � 1) decays [17]. Let us briey describe this sim ple but very
powerfulm ethod. The bestchannelfor�-detection in term sofe�ciency and purity isits
1-prong hadronicdecay channel,which accountsfor50% ofitstotaldecay width.Them ain
contributorsto thischannelare

�
�

! �
�
��(12:5% ); �

�
! �

�
�� ! �

�
�
0
��(26% );

�
�

! a
�

1 �� ! �
�
�
0
�
0
��(7:5% ); (17)

where the branching fractionsofthe � and � channelsinclude the sm allK and K � contri-
butionsrespectively [2],which haveidenticalpolarization e�ects.Togetherthey accountfor
m orethan 90% ofthe1-pronghadronicdecay of�.TheCM angulardistributionsof� decay
into � ora vectorm eson v(= �;a1)issim ply given in term sofitspolarization as

1

��

d��
dcos�

=
1

2
(1+ P� cos�);
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1

�v

d�vL
dcos�

=
1

2
m 2

�

m 2
� + 2m 2

v

(1+ P� cos�);

1

�v

d�vT
dcos�

=
m 2

v

m 2
� + 2m 2

v

(1� P� cos�); (18)

where L;T denote the longitudinaland transverse polarization states ofthe vector m eson
[17,18]. This angle is related to the fraction x ofthe � lab. m om entum carried by the
m eson,i.e.the(visible)�-jetm om entum ,via

cos� =
2x� 1� m2�;v=m

2
�

1� m2�;v=m
2
�

: (19)

Itisclearfrom (18)and (19)thatthe signal(P� = +1)hasa harder�-jetthan the back-
ground (P� = � 1)forthe� and the �L;a1L contributions;butitistheoppositefor�T;a1T
contributions. Now,it is possible to suppress the transverse � and a1 contributions and
enhancethehardnessofthesignal�-jetrelativeto thebackground even withoutidentifying
theindividualresonancecontributionsto thischannel.Thisisbecausethetransverse� and
a1 decaysfavoureven sharing ofm om entum am ong thedecay pions,while thelongitudinal
� and a1 decaysfavouruneven distributions,wherethecharged pion carrieseithervery little
orm ostofthe m om entum [17,18]. Figure 3 shows the decay distributions of�L;a1L and
�T;a1T in them om entum fraction carried by thecharged pion,i.e.

x
0= p�� =p�� jet: (20)

The distributionsare clearly peaked nearx0 ’ 0 and x0 ’ 1 forthe longitudinal� and a1,
whilethey arepeaked in them iddleforthetransverseones.Notethatthe�+ ! �� �� decay
would appearasa � function atx0= 1 on thisplot.Thusrequiring the�� to carry > 80%
ofthe�-jetm om entum ,

x
0
> 0:8; (21)

retains about halfthe longitudinal� along with the pion but very little ofthe transverse
contributions. This cutsuppresses not only the W ! �� background butalso the fake �
background from QCD jets1.Consequently the�-channelcan beused forH � search overa
widerrange ofparam eters. The resulting H � discovery reach ofLHC isshown on the left
side ofFig.4 [19].Itgoesupto M A ’ 100 GeV (M H � ’ 130 GeV)around thedip region of
tan� ’ 7:5 and upto M A ’ 140 GeV (M H � ’ 160 GeV)outsidethisregion.

3 Search for a H eavy H �(M H � > m t)at LH C

Them ain production processhereistheleading order(LO)process[20]

gb! tH
� + h:c: (22)

The com plete NLO QCD correctionshave been recently calculated by two groups[21,22],
in agreem entwith oneanother.Theirm ain resultsaresum m arized below:

1Notethatthex0’ 0 peak from �L and a1L can notbeused in practice,since�-identi�cation requiresa

hard �� ,which willnotbe sweptaway from the accom panying neutralsby the m agnetic �eld.
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(i) Thee�ectofNLO correctionscan beincorporated by m ultiplying theaboveLO cross-
section by a K factor,with practically no changein itskinem aticdistributions.

(ii) W ith theusualchoice ofrenorm alization and factorization scales,�R = �F = M H � +
m t,onegetsK ’ 1:5 overthelargeM H � and tan� rangeofinterest.

(iii) TheoverallNLO correction of50% com esfrom two m ain sources| (a)� 80% correc-
tion from gluon em ission and virtualgluon exchange contributionsto the LO process
(22),and (b)� � 30% correction from theNLO process

gg! tH
�
b+ h:c:; (23)

aftersubtracting theoverlapping piecefrom (22)to avoid doublecounting.

(iv) Asclearly shown in [22],thenegativecorrection from (b)isan artifactofthecom m on
choice offactorization and renorm alization scales. W ith a m ore appropriate choice
ofthe factorization scale,�F ’ (M H � + m t)=5,the correction from (b) practically
vanisheswhilethatfrom (a)reducesto� 60% .NotehoweverthattheoverallK factor
isinsensitive to thisscalevariation.

(v) Hence forsim plicity one can keep a com m on scale of�F;R = M H � + m t along with a
K factorof1.5,with an estim ated uncertainty of20% .Notethatfortheprocess(22)
the running quark m assesofthe H + �tbcoupling (10)areto be evaluated at�R,while
thepatron densitiesareevaluated at�F .

The dom inantdecay m ode fora heavy H � isinto the tbchannel. The H � ! �� isthe
largestsubdom inantchannelatlargetan�(>

� 10),whiletheH � ! W � h0 can bethelargest
subdom inantchannelovera partofthesm alltan� region [1].Letuslook attheprospects
ofa heavy H � search atLHC in each ofthesechannels.Thedom inantbackground in each
casecom esfrom thet�tproduction process(13).

3.1 H eavy H � Search in the �� C hannel

This constitutes the m ost im portant channelfor a heavy H � search at LHC in the large
tan� region.Overa largepartofthisregion,tan� >

� 10 and M H �
>
� 300 GeV,wehave

B R(H �
! ��)= 20� 5% : (24)

The H � signalcom ing from (22)and (24)isdistinguished by very hard �-jetand m issing-
pT(p=T),

p
T

�� jet> 100GeV and p=T > 100GeV; (25)

with hadronic decay ofthe accom panying top quark (t! bq�q)[23]. The m ain background
com es from the t�tproduction process(13),followed by t! b��,while the othertdecays
hadronically.Thishashowevera m uch softer�-jetand can besuppressed signi�cantly with
the cut(25). M oreover the opposite � polarizationsforthe signaland background can be
used to suppress the background further,as discussed earlier. Figure 5 shows the signal
and background cross-sectionsagainstthefractional�-jetm om entum carried by thecharged

8



pion (20). The hard charged pion cut of(21) suppresses the background by a factor of
5-6 while retaining alm ost halfthe signalcross-section. M oreover the signal�-jet has a
considerably harderpT and largerazim uthalopening anglewith thep=T in com parison with
thebackground.Consequently thesignalhasa m uch broaderdistribution in thetransverse
m assofthe �-jetwith the p=T,extending upto M H � ,while the background goesonly upto
M W . Figure 6 showsthese distributionsboth with and withoutthe hard charged pion cut
(21).Onecan e�ectively separatetheH � signalfrom thebackground and estim atetheH �

m assfrom thisdistribution. The LHC discovery reach ofthischannelisshown in Fig. 4,
which clearly showsitto bethebestchannelfora heavy H � search atlargetan�.Itshould
be added here thatthe transition region between M H � > m t and < m t hasbeen recently
analysed in [24]by com bining the production process of(22)with (13,14). As a result it
hasbeen possibleto bridgethegap between thetwo discovery contoursofFig.4 via the��
channel.

3.2 H eavy H � Search in the tb C hannel

Letusdiscussthis�rstfor3 and then 4 b-tags.In the�rstcasethesignalcom esfrom (22),
followed by

H
�
! t�b; �tb: (26)

Thebackground com esfrom theNLO QCD processes

gg ! t�tb�b;gb! t�tb+ h:c:;gg! t�tg; (27)

where the gluon jet in the last case can be m istagged as b (with a typicalprobability of
� 1% ). One requires leptonic decay ofone ofthe t�tpairand hadronic decay ofthe other
with a pT > 30 GeV cuton allthe jets[25].Forthiscuttheb-tagging e�ciency atLHC is
expected to be � 50% .Afterreconstruction ofboth the top m asses,the rem aining (3rd)b
quark jetisexpected to behard forthesignal(22,26),butsoftforthebackground processes
(27). A pT > 80 GeV cuton thisb-jetim provesthe signal/background ratio. Finally this
b-jetiscom bined with each ofthereconstructed top pairtogivetwoentriesofM tb perevent.
Forthe signalevents,one ofthem correspondsto the H � m asswhile the otherconstitutes
a com binatorialbackground. Figure 7 showsthisinvariantm assdistribution forthe signal
alongwith theabovem entioned background processesfordi�erentH � m assesattan� = 40
Sim ilarresultshold fortan� ’ 1:5.Onecan check thatthesigni�cancelevelofthesignalis
S=
p
B >
� 5 [25].The corresponding H � discovery reachesin thehigh and low tan� regions

areshown in Fig.4.W hilethediscovery reach via tbisweakerthan thatvia the�� channel
in thehigh tan� region,theform ero�ersthebestH � discovery reach in thelow tan� region.
Thisisparticularly im portantin view ofthefactthattheindirectLEP lim itshown in Fig.
4 getssigni�cantly weaker with the reported increase in the top quark m ass,asdiscussed
earlier. Indeed thisH � ! tbdiscovery contourconstitutesthe m ostrobustdiscovery lim it
for the M SSM Higgs sector over the low tan� region. On the other hand the H � ! ��

contouris com petitive with thatfrom the H 0=A 0 ! �� channelasthe bestM SSM Higgs
discovery lim itoverthehigh tan� region.Finally thecorresponding H � ! �� contourfrom
t ! bH + decay,also shown in Fig. 4,constitutes the best discovery lim it ofthe M SSM
Higgssectoroverthelow M A region (seee.g.Fig.27 ofref.[1]).
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One can also use 4 b-tagsto look forthe H � ! tb signal[26]. The signalcom es from
(23,26),and thebackground from the�rstprocessof(27).Afterthereconstruction ofthet�t
pair,both therem aining pairofb-jetsareexpected to besoftforthebackground,sincethey
com e from gluon splitting. Forthe signal,however,one ofthem com esfrom the H � decay
(26);and henceexpected to behard and uncorrelated with theotherb-jet.Thusrequiring a
pT > 120GeV cuton theharderofthetwob-jetsalongwith largeinvariantm ass(M bb > 120
GeV)and openingangle(cos�bb < 0:75)forthepair,onecan enhancethesignal/background
ratio substantially. Unfortunately the requirem ent of4 b-tags m akes the signalsize very
sm all. M oreover the signalcontains one soft b-jet from (23),forwhich one has to reduce
the pT threshold from 30 to 20 GeV.The resulting signaland background cross-sections
are shown in Fig. 8 fortan� = 40. In com parison with Fig. 7 one can see a signi�cant
enhancem entin the signal/background ratio,butatthe costofa m uch sm allersignalsize.
Nonethelessthiscan be used asa supplem entary channelforH � search,provided one can
achieve good b-tagging forpT � 20 GeV jets.

3.3 H eavy H � Search in the W h0 C hannel

Thetreelevelcoupling forthischannelis

H
+
W

�
h
0:
1

2
gcos(� � �)qh; (28)

where qh isthe h0 m om entum in the H + restfram e. The LEP lim itofM h0
>
� 100 GeV in

the M SSM im pliesthatthe H � ! W h0 decay channelhasatleastashigh a threshold as
thetbchannel.Them axim um valueofitsdecay BR,

B
m ax(H �

! W h
0)’ 5% ; (29)

is reached for H � m ass near this threshold and low tan�. The sm allBR for this decay
channelisdue thesuppression ofthe H + W � h0 coupling (28)by theqh and the cos(� � �)
factorsrelative to the H + �tb coupling (10). Note thatboth the decay channels correspond
the sam e �nalstate,H � ! b�bW ,along with an accom panying top from the production
process (22). Nonetheless one can distinguish the H � ! W h0 from the H � ! tb aswell
asthe corresponding backgrounds(27)by looking fora clustering ofthe b�b invariantm ass
around M h0 along with a veto on the second top [27]. Unfortunately the BR of(29)istoo
sm allto give a viable signalfor this decay channel. Note however that the LEP lim it of
M h0

>
� 100 GeV doesnothold in theCP violating M SSM [5]orthesingletextensionsofthe

M SSM Higgssectorlike the NM SSM [6]. Therefore itispossible to have a W h0 threshold
signi�cantly below m t in thesem odel.Consequently onecan have a H � boson lighterthan
thetop quark in thesem odelsin thelow tan� region,which can dom inantly decay into the
W h0 channel. Thus itispossible to have spectaculart! bH + ! bW h0 decay signals at
LHC in theNM SSM [27]aswellastheCP violating M SSM [28].

4 C oncluding R em arks

Letm e conclude by com m enting on a few aspectsofH � boson search,which could notbe
discussed in this briefreview. The associated production ofH � with W boson has been
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investigated in [29],and the H � H � and H � A 0 productions in [30]. Being second order
electroweak processes,however,they give m uch sm aller signals than (22),while su�ering
from thesam ebackground.Howeveronecan getpotentially largeH � signalfrom thedecay
ofstrongly produced squarksand gluinosatLHC,which can help to �llin the gap in the
interm ediate tan� region ofFig.4 forfavourableSUSY param eters[31].

Finally,thevirtualSUSY contribution to theNLO correction forH � production can be
potentially im portantsince itisknown to be nondecoupling,i.e. itrem ains�nite even for
very large SUSY m ass param eters. The reason for this ofcourse is that the H � m ass is
related to the superparticle m assesin SUSY m odels{ e.g. in m inim alSUGRA m odelthe
H � m assisofsim ilarsize asthe sferm ion m asses. Therefore the two m assscales can not
be decoupled. Consequently the calculation ofvirtualSUSY correction to H � production
hasreceived a lotofattention [32,33,34]. The m ain contribution com esfrom the virtual
squark-gluino exchange contribution to theH + �tbvertex.Itse�ectcan beapproxim ated by
a renorm alisation ofthethem b;t factorsin thecorresponding coupling (10)by 1=(1+ � b;t),
where[1,22]

� b ’
2�s
3�

m ~g(� Ab+ �tan�)I(m ~b1
;m ~b2

;m ~g);

I(a;b;c) = �
a2b2‘n(a2=b2)+ b2c2‘n(b2=c2)+ c2a2‘n(c2=a2)

(a2 � b2)(b2 � c2)(c2 � a2)

� 1=m ax(a2;b2;c2); (30)

and thereisa sim ilarexpression for� t.Thusin thelargetan� region,wherethe m b term
dom inatestheH + �tbcoupling,and form ~g � m ~b1;2

,weget

� b �
2�s
3�

�tan�

m ~g

; (31)

which can be very large for j�j � m ~g [34]. On the other hand in m ost SUSY m odels
ofcom m on interest we have j�j� M Z for naturalness,while m ~g � M Z. Therefore the
aboveSUSY correction hasonly m odeste�ecton H � production in thesem odels.Indeed a
system atic study ofthise�ectforthe‘snowm asspointsand slopes[35]’,carried outin [22],
showsthattheSUSY correction to thecross-section fortheLO process(22)rem ains <

� 20%
fortan� <

� 30.Thisistruenotonly form inim alSUGRA butforotherpopularalternatives
likegaugeand anom aly m ediated SUSY breaking m odelsaswell.Asm entioned earlier,the
theoreticaluncertainly in theestim ateoftheNLO QCD correction (K factor)in theSM is
also � 20% [22].Thereforeoneneed notworry too m uch aboutthee�ectofSUSY quantum
correction on theH � boson signalatLHC.
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Figure 1: The 95% CL lim its in M H � � tan� plane from LEP-2 (dark grey band) and
Tevatron [2]. The Tevatron indirectsearch lim itsfrom D 0= [12]and CDF [13]experim ents
are shown along with the directsearch lim itfrom CDF [14]. The cross-hatched regionsat
extrem e valuesoftan� lieoutsidetheperturbativeboundsofeq.(12).
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Figure 2:The Branching Ratio oftop decay into a 140 GeV H � boson (14)shown against
tan� along with thoseforthethreem ain decay m odes(15)ofthisH � boson.
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Figure3:Distributionsofthenorm alised decay widthsof�� via ��L;T ! �� �0 and a�1L;T !
�� �0�0 in them om entum fraction carried by thecharged pion [17].On thisplotthe�� !

�� � decay would correspond to a �-function atx0= 1.
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Figure 4: The 5-� H � boson discovery contours ofthe ATLAS experim ent at LHS from
t! bH + ;H + ! �� (vertical);gb! tH� ;H � �� (m iddle horizontal)and gb! tH� ;H � !

�tb (upper and lower horizontal) channels [19]. One can see sim ilar contours for the CM S
experim entin thesecond paperofref.[19].ThehorizontalpartofindirectLEP lim itshown
herehasweakened signi�cantly now asexplained in thetext.
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Figure 5:The LHC cross-section fora 300 GeV H � signalattan� = 40 shown along with
thet�tbackground in the1-prong �-jetchannel,asfunctionsofthe�-jetm om entum fraction
carried by thecharged pion.
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Figure 6:Distributionsofthe H + signaland the t�tbackground cross-sectionsin thetrans-
versem assofthe�-jetwith p=T for(left)all1-prong�-jets,and (right)thosewith thecharged
pion carrying> 80% ofthe�-jetm om entum (M H � = 200,400,600GeV and tan� = 40)[23].
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Figure 7: The reconstructed tb invariant m ass distribution ofthe H � signaland di�erent
QCD backgroundsin theisolated lepton plusm ultijetchannelwith 3 b-tags[25].

Figure 8: The reconstructed tb invariantm assdistribution ofthe H � signaland the QCD
background in theisolated lepton plusm ultijetchannelwith 4 b-tags[26].Thescaleon the
rightcorrespondsto applying a b-tagging e�ciency factor�4

b = 0:1.
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