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A bstract

W e study one loop elctroweak corrections to the production of a pair of charged
H iggsbosons through an interm ediate Z boson or photon. In particular, we consider
the e ects of graphs w ith top and bottom quarks and squarks In the loop w ithin the
context ofthe M Inim al Supersymm etric M odel. W e nd that the corrections can be
considerable, and typically are of the order o£10% to 20% .
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The m Inin al supersym m etric standard model M SSM ) [I] provides a very Inter—
esting extension of the standard m odel. The absence of quadratic divergencies in
thism odel is an inm ediate consequence of is supersym m etric nature. T he ensuing
In proved UV behavior am eliorates the technical aspect of the naturalness problem
that haunts the standard m odel (SM ) . Furthem ore, it is tem pting to believe that the
uni cation of the gauge coupling constants is not concidental RJ; the required SU SY
breaking scale is an allenough to avoid the reintroduction ofthe naturalness problam ,
and the uni cation scale is Jarge enough to suppress proton decay yet an aller than the
P lanck scale. Indeed, a supergraviy theory with non-perturbative SUSY breaking
m ay even explain the hierarchy of energy scals.

T he H iggs sector ofthe M SSM contains two neutralH iggsbosons, a pssudo scalar
H iggs boson, and a pair of charged H iggs bosons 3]. The next generation of &' e
colliders, notably LEP 2 and the NLC, w ill be able to probe the M SSM H iggs sector
and test them odel. It is therefore In portant to understand the production and decay
of charged H iggs bosons In detail.

R adiative corrections in the M SSM can be considerable because of the large m ass
solitting betw een the top and bottom quark. For instance, the tree-level upper bound
on the lightest H iggsm ass isM ; , but radiative corrections increase this upper bound
to 130 GeV [4]. Here we study the one-loop electrow eak corrections to the production
cross-section of a pair of charged H iggsbosons in €' e  colliders.

W e work in an on-shell scheme [], n which M 2 = 1=4(@® + g®)v? and M ? =
1=4g*v*, with v* = v} + V%, are de ned to be the physicalm asses of the vector bosons.
Sin ilarly, we de ne the treeJlevel expression forthem ass ofthe pssudoscalar In term s
of the renom alized param eters to be the physical m ass. The residues of the pols
of the photon and the pssudoscalar propagators are equal to one in our schem g, and
the m xing between the photon and the Z boson vanishes at zero m om entum . The
nom alization conditions that com plete the set relevant to this paper are in posed on
the coupling of the pssudoscalar to charged leptons

, L = gm,tan 1
+ 2 _ - -
ATl =M oM, 7
and the coupling of the photon to electrons
o boo=de @)

The angles , and aredealedbysjnz w =1 M2Z2=M? andtan = w=w, and
the electric charge ise= gg& g2 + g®.



W e consider the production of a pair of on-shell charged H iggs bosons. The
momentak and k? ofthe outgoing charged H iggs bosons therefore satisfy k2 = k* =
M/ . The ampliude for the process is given by
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Herev, = 1=2 2sh® y ,a,= 1=2,v = landa = 0. The orm factors f;, £J, f
and f° are equal to one at treedevel. Radiative corrections m anifest them selves in
m odi cations of these form factors
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w here the tilde indicates renom alized quantities w ith In nities subtracted in accor-
dance w ith the nom alization conditions. T he various term s In them odi ed form fac—
tors are related to the gauge boson selfenergies, 7y = K39 + Byp p with §j=
;Z , to the Joop contributions of the vertices, ~ = Wyp+n kB ., K°
and ~ ., =Kyg-x k E°%., k°,and to the charged H ggs boson selfeneryy,
iﬁf} vy = d—gz “a+n - W ecalulate one-loop oblique and vertex corrections. A s large
radiative corrections are expected to arise from the high value of the top quark m ass,
we furthem ore lim it our calculation to loops w ith top and bottom quarks, and w ith
stop and sbottom squarks. In this approxim ation there are no contributions from
box diagram s. The di erential crosssection therefore has the characteristic sin?
scattering angle dependence of schannel processes. T he total cross-section In tem s

of the form factors is
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w here P s is the center of m ass energy, and M 4  is the renom alized charged H iggs

boson m ass 6].



R adiative corrections enter the total crosssection both through corrections to
the charged H iggs boson mass M 54 and through corrections to the form factors.
C orrections to the charged higgs boson mass M 5y m anifest them selves in the fact
that the treeJevelmass relation M 7 = M 2 + M/ isnot longer valid. As shown in
Fig. 1, departures from this m ass relation are m ost pronounced for very an all and
very large values of tan

In Fig.2a we plot the total cross-section as a function ofthe center ofm ass energy
P s forvarious values of tan and the pseudoscalarmassM , . W e plot the treedevel
cross—section (dashed lines) and the cross-section hcliding all one-loop corrections
(solid lines) within our approxin ations. A 1l soft SUSY breaking squark m ass pa—
ram eters are equalto M gsysy = 400 G&V, and the PecoeiQ uinn symm etry breaking
param eter as well as the soft SUSY breaking trilinear couplings are taken to be
zero, a choice that im plies no m xing In the squark sector. The top quark m ass is
taken tobem = 174 G&V, the central value of the recent CDF result ﬂ]. Because
the curves In Fig. 2a re ect a xed value of the pseudoscalar higgsboson massM ,,
radiative corrections to the charged H iggs boson m ass cause a shift in the produc-
tion threshold; to twer® S Br Iw valies of tan ,and to hjgherp s for high values
of tan . For intem ediate values of tan the dashed and the dot-dashed curves
aln ost coincide, even near threshold, re ecting the negligbl radiative corrections
to the charged H iggs boson m ass In this range. The solid curve corresponding to
tan = 035 has a discontinuiy in slope atpE, = 2m. = 348 G &V . This discontinuiy
stam s from the trangular graph wih two top quarks and a bottom quark in the
Intemal Ines, and its e ect is enhanced at Iow valuesoftan . Th Fig.2b we agann
show the cross—section asa function ofthe center ofm ass energy P s, butnow for xed
values of the charged higgsboson massM ; . A ccordingly the production threshold
at treedevel (dashed line) and the at one loop (solid line) coincide, but the values of
the pssudoscalar higgsm assM , at tree and one-loop kvel di er. For center ofm ass
energies well above threshold, the solid lines show that for our choice of param eters
one-loop corrections to the form factors reduce the crosssection by 10% to 25% wih
respect to the tree-level cross—section. .

In Fig.3 weplot the ratio betw een the one-Joop renom alized cross section and the
tree level cross section, as a function oftan  for various values of the top quark m ass
for xed values of the pssudoscalarmass M , (dashed lines). To ssparate the e ect
of the corrections to the charged H iggsm ass, we plot the ratio between the one-loop
renom alized cross section and the cross section w ith corrected M ;  , but form factors



equal to one (solid lines). Solid and dashed lines coincide at intemm ediate values of
tan because in that region the corrections to the charged H iggsm ass are negligble,
as can be s=en In Fig. 1, where the renom alized charged H iggsm ass is shown as a
function oftan for the sam e values of the top quark m ass. W e appreciate from F ig.
3 that the corrections to the cross section are typically between -10% to 20% In the
Intermm ediate region of tan for our choice of param eters. For m ore extram e values
oftan oorrections can be larger and can have either sign. These large corrections
stem m ainly from corrections to the form factors.

N ote: W hike we were com plting this work we received a preprint conceming a
sim ilar caloulation [1.
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Figure C aptions:

Fig. 1. Renom alized charged Higgsm ass as a function oftan fordi erent values
of the top quark mass. In solid we plot the CDF centralvaliem . = 174 GeV.In
dasheswe have the 1 deviations from the centralvalue: m = 158 and 190 G&V . In
dotdasheswe plot the 95% cl. Iower lim it m = 131 G&V .The horizontal dotted line
corresoonds to the tree level charged H iggsm ass.

Fig. 2a. Thecrosssection (e ! H'H ), asa function of the center of m ass
energy P s for xed valies ofM , . D ashed (solid) lines show the treeJdevel (one-loop)
resul.

Fig. 2b. The crosssection (€'e ! H'H ), asa function of the center of m ass
energy P s or xed valuesofM y .D ashed (solid) lines show the treeJevel (one—loop)
resul.

Fig. 3. Ratio between the oneJoop renom alized cross section and the tree level
cross section as a function oftan fordi erent values of the top quark m ass (dashed
lines) . For com parison we also plot the ratio between the oneloop renom alized cross
section and the cross section with corrected charged H iggs m ass but form factors
equalto one (solid lines).
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