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A bstract

The top quark data in the lepton plus � channelo�ers a viable probe forthe charged

Higgsboson signal. W e analyse the recentTevatron colliderdata in thischannelto obtain

a signi�cantlim iton theH � m assin thelargetan� region.
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Thediscovery ofthetop quark signalattheTevatron collider[1,2]hasgenerated a good

dealofcurrentinterest in the search ofnew particles in top quark decay. The large m ass

oftop o�ersthe possibility ofcarrying on thissearch to a hitherto unexplored m assrange

forthese particles. In particularthe top quark decay isknown to provide by farthe best

discovery lim itforone such new particle,i.e. the charged Higgsboson [3]ofthe m inim al

supersym m etric standard m odel(M SSM ).Thesignatureofthecharged Higgsboson in top

quark decay isbased on itspreferentialcoupling tothe� channelin contrasttotheuniversal

W boson coupling.Thusadeparturefrom theuniversality prediction can beused toseparate

thecharged Higgsboson signalfrom theW background in

t! bH (bW )! b��: (1)

In particular,thetop quark decay into the� lepton channelprovidesa prom ising signature

forcharged Higgsboson in theregion

tan� >� m t=m b; (2)

wheretan� denotestheratio ofthevacuum expectation valuesofthetwo Higgsdoubletsin

M SSM .

In thisnotewe shallanalyse therecentCDF data on t�tdecay eventsin the‘� channel,

where‘denoteseand � [2,4,5].Thischannelhastheadvantageofa low background.Aswe

shallseebelow,thenum beroft�teventsin thisdilepton channelrelativeto the‘+ m ultijet

channelgivesa signi�cantlowerbound on theH � m assin thelargetan� region (2).

In the diagonalKM m atrix approxim ation,the charged Higgs boson couplings to the

ferm ionsaregiven by

L =
g

p
2m W

H
+
fcot�m ui�uidiL + tan�m di�uidiR + tan�m ‘i��i‘iR g+ h:c: (3)

wherethesubscriptidenotesquark and lepton generation.Theleading log QCD correction

is taken into account by substituting the quark m ass param eters by their running m asses

evaluated attheH � m assscale[6].Theresulting decay widthsare

�t! bW =
g2

64�m 2
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�
1

2

 

1;
m 2

b

m 2
t

;
m 2

W

m 2
t

!

h

m
2
W (m

2
t + m

2
b)+ (m 2

t � m
2
b)
2
� 2m4W

i

(4)

�t! bH =
g2

64�m 2
W m t

�
1

2

 

1;
m 2

b

m 2
t

;
m 2

H

m 2
t

!

h

(m 2
tcot

2
� + m

2
btan

2
�)(m 2

t + m
2
b � m

2
H )� 4m2tm

2
b

i

(5)

�H ! �� =
g2m H
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�H ! c�s =
3g2m H

32�m 2
W

(m 2
ccot

2
� + m

2
stan

2
�): (7)

Theyclearlyshow alargebranchingfraction fort! bH decayattan�<� 1and tan�
>
� m t=m b,

while the branching fraction forH ! �� decay is’ 1 attan� � 1. Thus one expects a

largecharged Higgsboson signalin top quark decay into the� channel(1)in thelargetan�

region (2).

Inthepresentanalysis,weshallconcentrateinthetan� � 1region,forwhich thecharged

Higgsboson decaysdom inantly into ��. The basic processofinterest ist�tproduction via

quark-antiquark (orgluon-gluon)fusion,followed by theirdecaysinto charged HiggsorW

boson channels,i.e.

q�q! t�t! b�b(W +
W

�
;W

�
H

�
;H

+
H

� ): (8)

Them ostim portantt�tsignalisobserved in the‘+ m ultijetchannel[1,2].Itcom esfrom the

W + W � �nalstatewith abranchingfraction of24/81.Thecorrespondingbranchingfraction

from this�nalstateinto the‘� channelisonly 4/81.Howevertherewould bean additional

contribution to the ‘� channelfrom the W � H � �nalstate with a large branching fraction

of4/9,which isto be weighted ofcourse by the ratio �t! bH =�t! bW .Thusa com parison of

thenum beroft�teventsin thetwo channelsleadsto an upperlim iton thisratio,which can

betranslated into lowerlim iton H � m assfora given tan�.

Fora quantitativeestim ateoftheabovelim it,wehaveto considerthevariouskinem atic

cuts and detection e�ciencies [2,5]. Our analysis is based on a parton levelM onte Carlo

sim ulation oft�t production using the quark and gluon structure functions of[7]. This is

followed by thedecays

t
W +

� ! b‘�;�t
W �

� ! �bq�q0 (9)

and viceversaforthe‘+ m ultijetchannel.Thequark jetsarem erged accordingtotheCDF

jetconealgorithm of�R = (j��j 2+ j��j2)1=2 = 0:7.Theresulting �nalstateisrequired to

satisfy theCDF cuts[2]

p
‘
T > 20 GeV;j�‘j< 1;E=

T
> 20 GeV and njet � 3 (with E

j

T > 15 GeV;j�jj< 2): (10)

W e estim ate the e�ciency factor for these kinem atic and topologicalcuts to be 52% for

m t = 175 GeV.Thishasto besupplem ented by thefollowing CDF e�ciency factors[2,5,8];

�
‘
tr = :93;�‘id = :87;�‘iso = :9;�b = :4;�az = :85; (11)

corresponding to lepton triggering,identi�cation and isolation-cutalong with those due to

SVX b-tagging and azim uthalgapsin thedetector.Thecom bined e�ciency factoris12.8% ,

in reasonableagreem entwith theCDF estim ateof11.8% [2]including hadronisation and a

m oreexactdetectorsim ulation.

Them easured �ttcross-section from thischannel,including SLT b-tagging,is[2]

�t = 7:5� 1:5 pb: (12)

Thisis40-50% higherthan the NLO QCD prediction form t = 175 GeV [9]. W e shalluse

thiscross-section fornorm alisation.Thusourresultswillbeindependentofany theoretical
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m odelforthe�ttcross-section.Itwillonly depend on thepreferencialH � coupling to the�

channelvis-a-vistheuniversalW � boson coupling.Itshould benoted here thattheabove

cross-section correspondstotheW W contribution tothe�ttcross-section,represented by the

1stterm of(8),sinceany contribution from theotherterm swould havevery sm alldetection

e�ciency forthischannel.

The‘� channelofourinterestcorrespondsto thedecays

t
W +

� ! b‘�;�t
W � (H � )
� ! �b�� (13)

and vice versa,where the � lepton com ing from W (H ) decay has a de�nite polarization

P� = � 1(+1). It is identi�ed in its hadronic decay m ode as a thin jet containing 1 or

3 charged prongs [4,5]. This accounts for a � branching fraction ofabout 64% [10]. The

dom inantcontributionscom efrom

� ! ��(12% );��(25% );a1�(15% ); (14)

adding up to a littleover80% ofthehadronic� decay.W eshallcom binethesethreedecay

m odesand scaleup theirsum by 20% tosim ulatehadronic�-decay.Thedecay distributions

aresim ply given by [11]
d��

��dcos�
=
1

2
(1+ P� cos�); (15)

d�v

�vdcos�
=
1

2

 

1+
m 2

� � 2m2v

m 2
� + 2m 2

v

P� cos�

!

;v = �;a1 (16)

where � isthe direction ofthe decay hadron in � restfram e relative to the � line ofight.

Itisrelated to thefraction x of� m om entum carried by thehadron,

cos� =
2x� 1� m2�;v=m

2
�

1� m2�;v=m
2
�

: (17)

Thisdecay hadron m om entum isrefered to below asp�.

Theresulting �nalstateisrequired to satisfy theCDF kinem aticcuts[4,5],

p
‘
T > 20 GeV;j�‘j< 1;p�T > 15 GeV;j��j< 1:2: (18)

The corresponding e�ciency factorsare shown in the �rstcolum n ofTable 1 forthe W W

and W H contributionswith di�erentcharged Higgsboson m asses.Itincludesthehadronic

branching fraction of� along with a factor of0.8 due to azim uthalgaps in the detector,

resulting in 15% (5% )lossto ‘(�)detection e�ciency [8]. The opposite polarizationsof�

com ing from W and H decaysresultsin a som ewhatlargere�ciency factorforthe latter,

which increasesfurtherwithincreasingH m ass.Thesecond colum n showstheCDF e�ciency

factorsforthelepton trigger,isolationandidendi�cation aswellasthe� identi�cation.These

are expected to be essentially process independent. The last colum n shows the e�ciency

factorsforthetopologicaland m issing-E T cuts[4,5]

njet � 2 (with E
j

T > 10 GeV;j�jj< 2); (19)
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H = p
‘
T + p

�
T + E=

T
+
X

j

E
j

T > 180 GeV; (20)

�E=T = E=T=

s

p‘T + p�T +
X

j

E
j

T > 3 GeV 1=2
: (21)

FortheW W contribution,thee�ciency factorsforthekinem aticand topologicalcutsfrom

the CDF sim ulation [5]are shown in parantheses forcom parison. Forboth casesthey are

15-20% below ourM C estim ates,which indicatean overallerrorof� 30% in ourM C result.

The product ofthe e�ciency factors in the three colum ns ofTable 1 gives the overall

acceptance factor for the ‘� channel. This is to be m ultiplied by the branching fraction

of4/81 forthe W W contribution and 4/9 tim es�t! bH =�t! bW forthe W H . The resulting

factorgivesthecorresponding ‘� cross-section asa fraction ofthe�t of(12).

Fig.1showsthepredicted cross-section in the‘� channelagainsttan� forseveralcharged

Higgsboson m asses. The scale on the rightshowsthe corresponding num berofeventsfor

theaccum ulated CDF lum inosity of110fb� 1.Theprediction includestheW W contribution

of14 fb,i.e.1.5 events. The corresponding num berfrom the CDF sim ulation is1.2 events

[5,8].Itm ay benoted thatthedom inantcontribution com esfrom W W fortan� = 5� 10,

where t! bH width hasa pronounced dip.HowevertheW W isoverwhelm ed by theW H

contribution,when kinem atically allowed,fortan� >� m t=m b. The prelim inary CDF data

shows4 events in thischannelagainsta background of2� 0:4 [2,4,5]. The corresponding

95% CL lim itof7.7 events[10,12]isindicated in the �gure. Thisim pliesa H � m asslim it

of100 GeV fortan� � 40,going up to 120 GeV fortan� � 50. One m ay scale down the

predicted cross-section by 30% to accountforthedi�erencebetween theacceptance factors

ofCDF sim ulation and ours.Thiswould correspond to an upward shiftofthe above tan�

lim it by about 10 units for a given H � m ass. Nonetheless it would stillrepresent a very

signi�cantconstrainton thecharged Higgsboson m assin thelargetan� region.

Them asslim itsofFig.1 fordi�erentvaluesoftan� areconverted into a 95% exclusion

contour in the m H � tan� plane in Fig. 2. As m entioned above,a 30% reduction in the

signalcross-section would correspond toarightward shiftofthiscontourby roughly 10units

in tan�.Thescaleon therightshowsthecorresponding pseudo-scalarHiggsm assm A from

theM SSM m assrelation,m 2
H � � m2A = m 2

W ,atthetreelevel[13].Theradiativecorrection

to this m ass relation is known to be no m ore than a few GeV.One sees from this �gure

thata relatively lightpseudo-scalarm ass(m A � 60 GeV)isdisallowed fortan� � 40. It

is precisely in this region ofm A and tan� that one expects to get a signi�cant radiative

correction to R b (�
b
z=�

had
z ) from the Higgs sector ofM SSM [14]. Thus the so called large

tan� solution to the(so called!) Rb anom aly seem sto bestrongly disfavoured by theabove

CDF data.

Recently the CDF collaboration hasobtained a lim iton the charged Higgsm assin the

largetan� region [15]on thebasisoftheiranalogousdatain theinclusive� channel.Thusit

isinstructivetocom paretherelativem eritsofthetwochannelsforprobingthecharged Higgs

signal.Theinclusive� channelcorrespondstoalargerbranchingfractionthan the‘� channel

analysed here. However it is com pensated by m uch stronger experim entalcuts,required

to controlthe background. Consequently the �nalsignalcross-section in the inclusive �

channelissim ilarto thatin the ‘� channel. Thiscan be seen by com paring the predicted

cross-sectionsin thetwo channelsin theregion oftan� = 5� 10.Thereason wegeta m uch
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largersignalcross-section in the large tan� region com pared to [15]and hence a stronger

m ass lim it is due to the di�erent norm alisation procedure followed in the two cases. W e

use the t�tcross-section in the W W decay m ode asm easured via the lepton plus � 3 jets

channelforournorm alisation,whiletheQCD prediction fortheinclusive t�tcross-section is

used fornorm alisation in [15]. The form erm ethod isevidently m ore powerfulin the large

tan� region and should beused in theanalysisoftheinclusive � channelaswell.

Itshould benoted herethateven with strongercutsthenum berofestim ated background

eventsin the inclusive � channelare 5 tim eslargerthan in the ‘� channel,forequallum i-

nosity [5,15]. Thusthe ‘� channelwillbe clearly m ore advantageousatTevatron upgrade,

which prom ises a 20 tim es higher lum inosity along with a 2 tim es larger t�tcross-section.

In particularthe ‘� channelwith b-tagging seem sto bepractically freefrom non-top back-

ground [4,5]. The m ain background in this case is from the t�tdecay via the W W m ode.

This can be suppressed relative to the H � signalby exploiting the opposite polarizations

of� lepton in the two cases[16]. Thusthe ‘� channelwith b-tagging isbestsuited forthe

charged Higgsboson search attheTevatron upgradeaswellastheLHC.

In sum m ary,the t�tdata in the ‘� channelis wellsuited to probe fora charged Higgs

boson signalbecauseofthesm allbackground.On thebasisoftherecentCDF data in this

channelwecan already getasigni�cantlim iton theH � m assin thelargetan� region.W ith

a m uch higherlum inosity expected attheTevatron upgradetheprobecan beextended over

a signi�cantly widerrangeofH � m assand tan�.

Itisa pleasure to thank Prof. M .Hohlm ann ofthe CDF collaboration and Prof. N.K.

M ondalofDO= form any helpfuldiscussions.
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Table1:Thee�ciency factorsforthe‘� channelcorresponding to theindicated kine-

m aticaland topologicalcuts.FortheW W process,thecorresponding e�cienciesfrom

theCDF sim ulation areshown in parenthesis.Them iddlecolum n showsthetriggering,

isolation and identi�cation e�cienciesfrom theCDF sim ulation.

E�. p
‘;�

T & geom . �‘tr;�
‘
iso, jets,H T & E=T

Process �‘id;�
�
id

W W .16 (.13) .93 � .9 .64 (.54)

W H (80) .19 � .87 � .5 .61

W H (100) .21 = .36 .62

W H (120) .22 .64

W H (140) .22 .65

Figure C aptions

Fig.1 : The predicted cross-section (No. ofevents) shown against tan� for di�erent H �

m asses.The95% C.L lim itcorresponding to 7.7 eventsisshown asa dashed line.

Fig.2 :The95% C.L exclusion contourin theH � m assand tan� plane.Thecorresponding

pseudoscalarm assm A isindicated on theright.
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