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Abstract

CMS potential for study of the-channelH*-boson production via light quark annihilation is in-
vestigated for large values ofin 5 (= 20 <+ 50) and relatively light charge Higgs bosonffy =
200400 GeV). An appropriate parameterisation ffr (j, ¥1)-distributions of the signal and back-
ground events is proposed, which provides the determimatidhe charged Higgs mass atwh 3
parameter.
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| ntroduction

A charged Higgs bosonH{*) appears in many well motivated extensions of the StandasdeM(SM) (i.g. in
the MSSM ﬂ]). Two free parameterd/y andtan 3, determine all properties and couplings of tHe"-boson.
The searches for this object were performed in many expatsnéEP collaborations have set lower limits in a
model independent way on the massibt-boson, M (H*) > 78.5 GeV for anytan 3 [E]. Two experiments at
the Tevatron, CDF and [) have performed several searches Kbt [E]. They excluded the low< 1) and high
(> 40) tan S region up to 120 GeV and 160 GeV, respectively. The additimérect limit can be evaluated from
low-energy physics, for example from the valuednf — 7~ andB — 7v decay branching ratioﬂ[4].

The discovery potential o *at LHC has been investigated by both ATLA$ [5] and CNI[]6, 7llatmrations.
It was established that for heavy charged Higgs wifti/*) > m, the most promising channel is top-Higgs
associated production in two subprocesﬂes [8]

gb— tH*, gg—tHTb

In the present work we consider an additional subproce&ofproduction due to annihilation of the lighd’-pair
from the initial hadrons (protons):
¢q¢ — H*, g=d,u,s,¢b

The H*-boson production in this-channel with subsequeft*decay intatb pair was investigated earlier (seﬂa [9,
@,]). Here we investigate the CMS potential for studyhaf¢-channel *-boson production via light quark
annihilation with subsequef *decay into ar* v, lepton pair (see alscﬂlll]):

qq — H* - 7%y,
We perform our calculation for the casepgf-collisions at,/s = 14 TeV:
pp — HEX (1)
for large values ofan 8 and for four values of charged Higgs mass:
tan8 =50 and Mgy = 200, 250, 300, 400 GeV 2)

We use CTEQ5L parameterisati@[lZ] of the parton distiiimgt. All estimates of the expected number of events
are performed for three year low-luminosity run of LHC:

Lint = / Ldt =30 fb~ ! (3

For calculation of the signal and background processes wethes event generatdopReX 3.25 ], while

the well-known package PYTHIA 6.15@14] is explored for natithg of quark and gluon hadronisation. For
proper simulation of the detector response all generatedts\are passed through the fast Monte Carlo package
CMSJET 4.703[[Z5].

We find that even after application of all appropriate cutsélkpected number of the signal events is relatively
large ¢~ 10% = 10%) for My = 200 <+ 400 GeV andtan 8 ~ 40 + 50. Therefore, thiss-channelH*-boson
production process allows not only to establish the presefthe signal frond7+-boson, but also makes possible
to measure the parameters (the masstang’) of the charged Higgs boson.

1 Signal event generation

Fig. ﬂa presents the diagram describing the process undsidesation,
q7 — H*, q=d,u,s,¢b (4)
Note, that Higgs boson couplings to fermions are propostitmthe masses of these fermioﬁs [1]. Therefore, the

corresponding production cross section has strong depeadm the light quark mass values. In our calculations
we use so-called “current” values of, [@]:

ma = 0.009 GeV, m, = 0.005 GeV, m, = 0.150 GeV,
me = 1.250 GeV, mp = 4.800 GeV,
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which are smaller (especially for light u, ands quarks) then those values of quark masses used in PYTHIA
(ma = m, = 300 MeV, etc, see[[14]).

We also take into account the radiative QCD correctionsé®th> 1 process|]4). In so doing we calculate also
the NLO processe2(— 2) (see diagrams in Figﬂ 2)

¢ — H*g, qg - H*¢, qdg— H*q (5)

It is well-known that the consideration of such processesvall k| (wherek is the transverse momentum of
the final particle,H*, ¢ or g, defined in the centre-of-mass system of the scattering@mpsirieads to a double-
counting problem. Indeed, in this regiok,( — 0) the virtual quark, entering th@;’ H* vertex, has very small

virtuality and may be considered as a on-shell parton. Asalt.eany2 — 2 processﬂS) can be factorized into
two subprocesses. The first one is the initial partpar(g) splitting into two partons

a—q9, ¢ = qg, g—qq.

The second subprocess is the quark-antiquark annihilationZZ =, where one quark (antiquark) comes from
initial hadron, while the second quark appears due to pabtiing. However, such a process was also calculated
early as the procesf (4).

This problem was considered in details [17], where thewdations of the complet®(a,) QCD corrections
(reactionsES)) to the-channel production procesﬂs (4), including QCD-resumomadiver multiple soft-gluon emis-
sion was performed. In our numerical calculations we usepgmaximation, which provides desirable accuracy
(see ] for details). It is based on the consideration efdistribution on the charged Higgs transverse momen-
tum,pt (H), defined in the initiapp reference frame. In the region of small (H) the basic contribution to Higgs
production comes frod — 1 process|]4), while the — 2 processES) is responsible for Higgs production with
highp (H).

The method of event generation is thus as follows. Firstygenerate events witH *-boson production due to
21 process|]4). Any event from this sample will be accepteddfttansverse momentum of the charged Higgs
is smaller than some valyg. Then we generate the second sample of events due-t® process|]5) with final
parton transverse momentum > ko. Any event from this second sample will be acceptedrifH) > py. Thus,

the resulting (total) sample df*-boson production events is the sum of two contributions:

N(pp — HEX) = NEV(pp — H*; pr(H) < po)
+ NED(pp — HE jet; kv > ko, pr(H) > po)

We find that the smooth behaviour of the resulting H )-distribution can be achieved for the following values of
these parameters:

ko ~ 20 GeV,
and po = 29.5 GeV, for My = (200 = 400) GeV

The correspondingr (H )-distributions are shown in Fiﬂ 3.

The behaviour of the production cross sectiontfat 3 = 50 versusM g is shown in Fig[|4. Fotan 3 > 10
the branching ratio of thé/* — 7+u, decay is almost independent om /3 (see FigDSa). Therefore, then
dependence of the production cross sectiorHéthas a very simple quadratic dependence:

o(pp — HEX) o tan? B (6)

At the same time the BFf* — 7%v) has a strong dependence on the mass of charged Higgs in fhe ofg
My = 200 = 400 GeV (see Fig[|5b) due to opening of tiE&* — tb decay channel. Therefore, a simultane-
ous measurement of the charged Higgs production cros®seatid its mass provides a possibility for indirect
determination of thean 5 parameter value.

2 Signal/background separation

The most important and irreducible background comes frém, production via virtual (Drell-Yan)V *-boson
exchange (see Fi. 1b). All other possible sources of backgt give relatively small contributions and will be
not considered.



It is well-known that due to the different nature Bf: f f/ andW = f f’ interactions the finat-leptons, produced
via H or W boson exchanges have opposite polarisations ﬂ;ee [8]k f&hture provides an effective way for
background suppression. In particular, we use the hadroric 7 decay mode, where the the two opposite
helicity states lead to remarkably different decay piomtalbory momentum distributions.

For hadronicr decay identification and reconstruction we use algorithritlvallows to identifyr-jets in the one-
prong decay mode (seE [6] for details). This algorithm issblasn the fact that the hadronic decays-déptons
from H* — 7% decay are seen as a narrow, low multiplicity “jet” with a larfgaction of calorimetric energy
consisting from a single track. Due to the opposite poltinsaf r-leptons produced vial /W boson decays the
fraction of the totalr-jet energy carried away by the charged track relative tg#rentr energy is very different.
For alW-boson mediated decay such a track carries away a signlficanaller fraction of ther energy then for
the H*decay. It can be seen in Fﬂ. 6, which shows the sigHal and backgroundi{’*) event distribution for
Ry, variable:
Ry, = E(h%)/E(jet)

The best signal-to-background separation in terms of duigkle is achieved faR, > 0.8.

To suppress the largd” + jet(s) background with — v (= — hadron+ v) decays we also require a strong
central jet veto: no other jet with+ > 20 GeV in|n| < 4.5

To attempt to extract &+ — 7+ v (with 7+ — 7+ 4+ X% 4 v) signal we thus require:

one identifiedr-jet with £+ > 50 GeV and|n| < 2.0

e missing transverse enerdr > 50 GeV

jet veto: no other hadronic jets withi+(j) > 20 GeV in|n| < 4.5
¢ no other identified objects (leptons, photons) with > 10 GeV in|n| < 2.4

e R, > Ry = 0.8 (to favour H+ontoTW* as a source of's)

The expected number of events firfb—! and corresponding signal significancé&(/ v/ Ns + Ng) after appli-
cation of all cuts are given in Tabj 1.

3 Parameterisation of M—+-distribution

Since the expected number of the signal and backgroundsigergiatively largeNy ~ (102 = 10%) andNp ~
103 (Tableﬂ), we can try to determine the parametergléf-boson, namely the mass of charged Higdf:()
andtan 3. This could be done by fitting the distribution of the tramseemass\/+(j, &) [] of the 7-jet and the
missing energy:

M3 = (Bt (j) +¥7)* = (6 (j) + ¥7)%, @)

hereE+(7)(pT(4)) is the transverse energy (momentum) of thiet and¥'+ is the missing transverse energy in
the event.

Ther-jet identification and reconstruction algorithm does rmavde reconstruction of the fuli-lepton momen-
tum due to the undetected neutrino fram — h*(h°)v, decays. As a result, the well-known sharp two-body
decay Jacobian peakin (7, v)-distribution transforms into a wide bump (sﬂe|]6, 8] and Ebgn the observable

M+ (5, ¥7).

The form of this curve results from the “convolution” of tHeebreticabn+ (7, v)-distribution (wherer andv are
produced in processeE (El- 5)) and the “fragmentation” (ec&y”) of the produced-lepton into the observable
hadronicr-jet. This “fragmentation” depends on the experimentalickeydetector acceptance, resolution, effi-
ciency, etc) as well as on thejet reconstruction algorithm and could not be calculatesbtetically. At the same
time, any appropriate functional form describing this tfnaentation” will provide a suitable parameterisation in
our case.

For this “fragmentation” functioD _, ; (=) we use a simple parameterisation as foIIo@; [19]:

Dy 5(2) o 2% (20 — 2)1, (®)

Y In what follows the symbol “j" stands for the-jet




where the scaling variable = p+(j)/pt(7) is the ratio of the transverse momentum of thet (p7(5)) to the
transverse momentum of the parenkepton @+ (7)). Contrary to the case of quark fragmentation, the recon-
structedr-jet momentum may be larger than the momentum of pardepton (see Figﬂ 7) due to the detector
resolution and the-jet reconstruction algorithm.

We use theD _, ;(z) parameterisatior[k8) for the fit of the correspondindjstributions for all considered values
of charged Higgs mass, namely fory = 200, 250, 300, and 400 GeV (see F@;. 7 and Taﬂ)le 2). We do not
need achieve a good fit in the whole regionzofWe are interested in the valueso€lose to unity, because this
region corresponds to maximal valuesidf-(j, ¥-1) close toMy. Therefore, in what follows we use the set of
parameters foD, _, ;(z) from @) given below:

a=06.5, A=3.5, and zy=1.22 (9)

Then, the distribution of/+ (4, ¥1) could be evaluated by convoluting the, (7v)-distribution of ther-lepton
and neutrinod 1/+/M?%, —m (rv)) with D, _, ;(z)-fragmentation functior{|8):
dN

05D ) dz, (10)

=0 Mt 22 Y(zg — 2)*
:Fs(MT,Mf)EFo/ VT#

M /My PEf 22 — M%/M]%
whereFj is the normalisation factor and'; is the mass of the charged Higgs boson to be determined frefit.th

We perform the fit of thel/+ (4, ¥'1)-distribution for pure signal events by means of this patenmationFs (M, My).
The results of the fit are shown in F@. 8. One can see that thgosed parameterisatioﬂlO) provides not only a
rather good description of the shape of fhe (4, ¥/1)-distribution, but also makes possible the determinatfon o
the fitted parametel/;, which is very close to the input mass of charged Higgs boson.

For theM (5, ¥1)-distribution of the background events we use a simple egptial parameterisation as follows:
Fp(M+) = exp(ag + a1 Mt + ax M%) (11)
We get the following values of these parameters (see[Fig. 9):

ao = 9.65 £ 0.067, a1 = —0.0421 £ 0.00072,

az = 0.000194 + 0.0000261, ¢ = 1.769 4 0.0288 (12)

4 Signal visibility and measurement of charged Higgs parameters

In the fitting procedure of thé/+(j, ¥'+)-distribution of the joint sample of signal and backgroumdres we fix
all parameters in the parameterisatidng M+, M) and Fg (M) except the corresponding normalisatiof (
in Fs andag in Fg). The mass of thé/*-boson M/ in Fs(M+,My)) is also left as a free parameter to be
determined by the fit.

The results of the fit are shown in FiEl 10 and Tdﬂle 3. One cartlsat the extracted charged Higgs masses
(M) from the fitting procedure coincide with input value®/§) within the errors. Therefore, the proposed
parameterisation of th&/+(j, ¥1)-distributions for signal events provides a reasonable fwag determination

of the charged Higgs mass.

Then, using the normalisation parameté&fsanda, for the signal and background events we may evaluate the
corresponding number of events:

N = / Fs(M+, My)dMr,
M

T,min

NL = / Fg(M+)dM+
M+ min

These number are given in Talﬂe 3. One can see that the vaillz}éé andN§ extracted from the fitting procedure
are in a good agreement with the expected (generated) nedveand Ng (see Tableﬂl).

As a criterion for detection of the signal we use a signifieatriterion as follows (which corresponds to 99% CL):

NI
— S5 >3 (13)
\/NL+ N,
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Due to our cuts where we requifer (5)(¥r) > 50 GeV we perform the fit of thé/+ (j, ¥1)-distributions of the
signal and background events (see @ 10 and 'Iﬂtble 3)fevalues greater thab/~ i, = 100 GeV.

From TableB one can see that the significance of the fitfar > 300 GeV is too low. To increase the signal-to-
background ratio we truncate tié- distribution, i.e. we repeat the same fitting procedure fmubew value of

M- min, Which is equal to one half dV[}l):

@ _1,m
T,min — §Mf ’

and determine the new value fM}Q). This decreases significantly the number of the backgrouaedts. The

results of this new fitting procedure are givenin Tamle 4. Obiins almost the same results fdr;, but with on
increased significance (compare Taﬂle 3and Tﬂble 4).

As explained in Section 1, fohy > 200 GeV the production cross section féf*has the almost quadratic
dependence oman S (see Kb)). Comparing the number of signal events extractad the fit (Ng) with that
expected Ng) in the MSSM scenario, we could determine the 8 parameter by means of simple equation:

N
t = 14
an 3y 50\/N5(Mf,tanﬁ= 507’ (14)

where Ng(My, tan B = 50) is the number of expected events with"-boson, generated with/;; = M, and
tan 8 = 50 (our default parameters, seﬂa (2)). The corresponding taiobris evaluated as follows:

5(tan By) = “M;Bf NC (15)

wheredy is the relative error due tds parameterisation. A second relative errdy;{ is due to variation of the
cross section undév/ g variation within its own errors:

O = 2L|U(Mf —AM) —o(My+ AM)|
o

The values of fitted\/; for several inputan 8 values are given in Tablﬂ 4 and F@ 11. Naturally, decrgasin
tan 8 leads to decreasing the number of signal events. As a rasudirtor in)/; is increased. The corresponding
extracted values abin 5 (for input My = 200 GeV) are given in the Tab@ 5and F@ 11.

Using the criterion3) we evaluate the area in the,( x tan 5)-MSSM plot which could be explored with this
process of-channelH *-boson production followed by a decay 16, and a hadronie decays. This region
(the upper left corner) is shown in Fi@ 12.

5 Conclusion

We investigate the CMS potential for study®f--boson production via-channel annihilation of light quarks. The
study is made for large value ofn 8 (= 20+ 50) and relatively light charge Higgs bosol{; = 200400 GeV)
where the method is promising. Simple cuts are proposeddaabkto-background separation. After application
of these cuts a relatively large number of signal eveits ¢ 102 = 10%) may be expected. Therefore for this
region of H*-boson parameter space the study#f-boson production is possible with good a significance.

We find appropriate parameterisations fdrr (j, ¥r)-distributions of the signal and background events, which
allow to determine the mass of charged Higgs, which is vepgelo the input values af/;. Comparing the
number of signal events evaluated from the fit, with the etgtones in the framework of the MSSM, we can
determinetan 5 with a reasonable accuracy. Using a standard significaritegion we determine region in the
(Mg x tan ) parameter plot, where this method could be applied.

Finally, we conclude that the proposed subprocessasfannel for theZ*-boson production does provide a good
possibility for detecting a relatively light charged Higgeson and the measurement of its masstangs,
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Table 1: The total number of the signal and background eedités application of all cuts. Signal events are
generated fotan 8 = 50 and four values off *-boson mass. The integrated luminosity.is,; = 30 fo~!.

My, input | 200 | 250 | 300 | 400 || bkg

Noo 1627 | 344 | 129 | 35 || 1756
N,

e 28 | 75 | 3.0 | 0.83

Table 2: The parameters resulted from the fit to “fragmeaéitfunction D, _, ;(z) from (E). The fit was per-
formed for fourH*-boson mass values and in the regiof @b < z < 1.2 (z = p1(5)/pT(7)).

My (GeV) | « A zo(fixed) ?/N
200 6.9+04 | 3.35£0.17 | 1.22 42./23
250 6.5£1.0 | 3.09+0.32 | 1.22 3.2/23
300 6.6 +1.8 | 3.49+0.61 | 1.22 1.8/23
400 6.1+£42 | 3.26+1.44 | 1.22 0.23/23

Table 3: Results of the fit of joint signal and background évé#ir (7, ¥-r)-distribution forM+ > 100 GeV.

s f NE
My Mf (GEV) NB NS \/M
200 202. +£2.1 | 1694 | 1444 25.8
250 256.+ 9.2 | 1694 250 5.9
300 || 305.+20. | 1694 115 2.7
400 || 392.+42. | 1694 41 1.0

Table 4: Results of the same fit as in Taﬂle 3, butbr > My /2, wherelM s is result of previous fit.

_ f f N{
My MT.,mln Mf (GeV) NB NS \/M
200 | > 100 202.£2.1 | 1694 | 1444 25.8
250 | > 125 256.£9.4 | 899 | 231 6.9
300 | > 150 300. £ 19. 506 97 4.0
400 | > 200 391. +43. 245 32 1.9

Table 5: Results of the fit of joint signal and background év8éii+ (j, ¥o+)-distribution forMy = 200 GeV and
several input values afin 3.

tan 3 50 40 30 20 15
My 201 £2 203+£3 206 £5 212+13 222+ 28
tan Sy || 48.3+2.6 | 39.3£4.1 | 31.3+£5.2 | 19.8+7.6 | 16.2+£10.6




q a v 0 b Vr

Figure 1: Diagrams describing light quarks= d, u, s, ¢, b) annihilation intor* v pair via charged? *-boson (a)
andW*-boson (b) exchange.

q¢ — H*g

79— H*q

q9 — H*q

Figure 2: Diagrams describing NLO correctiontes 1 process ofd *-boson productiong = d, u, s, c, b)
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pp— H*X  M(H) =200 GeV

qq — H*

ad - H'g, ag- H'q

e e b b b b b b
o 10 20 30 40 50 60 70 80 90 100
P(H®

Figure 3: pt(H)-distribution of H*-boson production in LO subprocesﬁ; (4) (solid histogramg emNLO
subprocesg [5) (dashed histogram). The vertical line spards to parameter valpg = 29.5 GeV (see text).

150 200 250 300 350 400 450 500
M, (GeV)

Figure 4: Behaviour of the total production cross sectianHo"-boson inpp-collisions (reaction|]1)) af/s =
14 TeV andtan 8 = 50 versus charged Higgs boson maas (solid curve). The dashed curve represents the
same cross section times branching fractiofte — 7+u,.
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Figure 5: The behaviour of the branching fractiongbf-boson decays inte* v, andtb pairs versusan 3 (a)
andMpy (b).

1o cuts jet veto + p(t-jet) > 50 GeV
0.045 | 0.07 F
= background F
0.04 E 8 0.06 |
0.035 F :
0.03 | 0.05 3 background
0.025 | 0.04 |
0.02 | 0.03 |
0.015 | -
g 0.02 |
0.01 [ E ]
0.005 [ 0.01 |
ol o L b b 5| R AR [
0 0.25 0.5 0.75 1 0 0.25 0.5 0.75 1
h Rh

Figure 6: The number of events distribution verdys = E(h*)/E(jet. The solid (dashed) histograms corre-
spond to the background (signal) events. The left histogsdmefore any cuts, while the right one corresponds to
requirements of “jet-veto” andr (7-jet), £1) > 50 GeV.
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Figure 7: Signal events distribution as a function of théoraf the transverse momentum ofjet (pr(7-jet))
to transverse momentum of parentepton {+(7)). The curves are results of the fit to “fragmentation” fuonti
D, j(z) from (@).
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Figure 8: M-+ (j, ¥1)-distribution for the signal events for four input valuesit-boson mass. The curves are
results of the fit taFis (M-, M) parameterisation fronj (IL0).
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Figure 9: The result of the fit ¥/ (5, ¥)-distribution for the background events.
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Figure 10: The results of the fit of joint signal and backgmMir (4, ¥1)-distribution by the sum of’s andF'z
parameterisations.
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Figure 11: The fitted values df *-boson mass anchn 3-parameter for several values of the inpat /3.
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Figure 12: The allowed regionil{y x tan ) plot, which will be available for investigation in the gfchannel
H*-boson production (the left upper corner).
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