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Abstract

The charged Higgs boson (H¥) with a mass below the top quark mass remains a viable possibility
within the type-I two-Higgs-doublet model under current constraints. While previous LHC searches
have primarily focused on the H* — 7v decay mode, the decay channel into an off-shell top quark
and a bottom quark, H* — t*b, is leading or subleading for H* masses between 130 and 170 GeV.
This study investigates the discovery potential of future colliders for this off-shell decay mode through
pair-produced charged Higgs bosons decaying via HTH~ — t*brv — bbjjrr. We perform signal-to-
background analyses at the HL-LHC and a prospective 100 TeV proton-proton collider, employing
cut-flow strategies and the Boosted Decision Tree method. However, due to the softness of the b
jets, signal significances fall below detection thresholds at these facilities. Extending our study to a
multi-TeV muon collider (MuC), we demonstrate that a 3 TeV MuC achieves high signal significance,
surpassing the 5o threshold with an integrated luminosity of 1 ab™!, assuming a 10% background
uncertainty. Specifically, for Mg+ = 130, 150, and 170 GeV, the significances are 13.7, 13.5, and
6.06, respectively. In contrast, a 10 TeV MuC requires 10 ab™! to achieve similar results. Our findings
highlight the critical role of the MuC in probing the new signal channel H* — t*b, offering a promising

avenue for future charged Higgs boson searches involving off-shell top quarks.
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I. INTRODUCTION

The milestone discovery of the Higgs boson at the LHC [I, 2] seemingly completes the
Standard Model (SM), yet the quest for a new particle physics theory beyond the SM (BSM)
continues. This pursuit is driven by unresolved fundamental questions of the Universe, such as
the naturalness problem, fermion mass hierarchy, baryogenesis, non-zero neutrino masses, and
the identity of dark matter. High-energy collider experiments are indispensable in this quest,
offering the ability to directly study fundamental particles in a highly controlled environment
and providing complementary insights to cosmological and dark matter searches.

One of the most promising BSM signals at high-energy colliders is the presence of a light
charged Higgs boson with a mass below the top quark mass m,. This possibility remains viable
under current constraints within the type-I and type-X' two-Higgs-doublet model (2HDM) [4-
10], three-Higgs doublet model [11], next-to-2HDM [12], lepton-specific Inert doublet model [13],
and scalar-triplet model [14].

Significant efforts have been made to search for the light charged Higgs boson at the LHC
and future lepton colliders. For the decay H* — 7%v, various production channels have been
explored, such as t — H*b [15-20], pp — H*" [21], pp — H*A [22], pp — HTH~ [23],
cs/cb — H* [24, 25], and W W** — HEH* [26]. Here, ¢° denotes a new CP-even neutral
Higgs boson. For the H*¥ — cb/cs mode, the production channel of + — H*b has been
considered [11, 27-32]. The H* — W*p"/W*A modes have been extensively studied for
production channels such as ¢t — H*b [33-36], pp — H*¢ [37-44], pp — H*A [45, 46],
ete™ — HYH™ [A7], pp — HTH~ [8, 45, 46], WHW** — H*H* [48], pp — HEWT [49], and
pp — HEhh [50].

!'In type-II and type-Y 2HDM, the charged Higgs boson is tightly constrained to be as heavy as Mpy+ >

~

800 GeV due to the measurements of the inclusive B-meson decay into sy [3].



However, one important decay mode has been largely overlooked: the decay of a light charged
Higgs boson into an off-shell top quark (denoted as t*) and a bottom quark. In the type-1 2HDM,
where the Yukawa couplings of H* are inversely proportional to tan 3, the decay H* — t*b
becomes the leading mode for 135 GeV < My+ < my, with HE — 7v as the second leading
mode. Thus, it is of great significance to investigate the discovery potential of future high-energy
colliders for this decay mode. For the production of charged Higgs bosons, we consider pair
production, yielding the final state of H™H~ — t*brv — bbjjrr. This approach is necessitated
by the stringent constraints from searches for t — bH*(— 7v), which limit the branching ratio
Br(t — bH*) to below O(107*) in the type-I 2HDM.

We will rigorously investigate the discovery potential of the HL-LHC and a 100 TeV pp
collider for the signal HYH~ — t*brv — bbjjTv, employing both cut-flow strategies and the
Boosted Decision Tree (BDT) method. The analysis reveals that these efforts are unfortunately
unsuccessful due to the softness of the b jets. Given these challenges, the focus of our research
then shifts to the multi-TeV Muon Collider (MuC). This facility promises to offer a higher boost
for the b jets, potentially enhancing their detectability and opening new avenues for exploration.

The MuC stands out as a powerful tool for BSM searches [51-63], thanks to its clean colli-
sion environment, higher energy reach, reduced beamstrahlung, and efficient energy use. The
prospects of the MuC program have been significantly enhanced by recent advancements in
addressing critical challenges, such as cooling muon beams [64, 65] and reducing beam-induced
backgrounds (BIB) [66, 67].

Our study will conduct a signal-to-background analysis for two collider configurations: /s =
3 TeV with a total integrated luminosity of 1 ab™* and /s = 10 TeV with a total integrated
luminosity of 10 ab™'. The analysis aims to demonstrate that the entire mass range of M+ €
[130,170] GeV can achieve a high signal significance, surpassing the 50 discovery threshold.
These findings represent our main contributions to the study of the light charged Higgs boson.

The paper is organized as follows. In Sec. II, we briefly review the type-I 2HDM with
CP invariance and softly broken Z, parity. Based on the results of random scans incorporating
theoretical and experimental constraints, we investigate the characteristic features of the allowed
parameters and suggest the golden channel to probe the unexplored H* — t*b decay mode,
HYH~ — t*btv — bbjjTr. Section III deals with the signal-to-background analysis at the
HL-LHC and a 100 TeV pp collider, incorporating comprehensive cut-based analysis and the
BDT. In Sec. [V, we turn to the multi-TeV MuC and perform the signal-to-background analysis.

Conclusions are presented in Sec. V.



II. BRIEF REVIEW OF THE LIGHT CHARGED HIGGS BOSON IN TYPE-I 2HDM

The 2HDM introduces two complex SU(2); Higgs doublet scalar fields, ®; and &5, with
hypercharge Y = +1 [5]:

w;
V2

where v; and vy denote the non-zero vacuum expectation values of ®; and &5, respectively. The
ratio of vy to vy defines the mixing angle 8 through tan 5 = vy /v;. The electroweak symmetry
is spontaneously broken by v = \/m ~ 246 GeV.

To prevent flavor-changing neutral currents at the tree level, a discrete Zs symmetry is
imposed, under which ®; — ®; and &3 — —P, [68, 69]. Assuming CP invariance and allowing
for softly broken Z, parity, the scalar potential is defined as follows:

V= m}® & +mdld, — m2,(d1d, + He.) (2)
1 1
+§A1(<1>1<1>1)2 + 5A2(c1>;<1>2)2 + A3(DT D) (BLDy) + Ny (P D) (DI 1)

1
+5 [(@{%)2 Y Hel.

In 2HDM, there are five distinct physical Higgs bosons: the lighter C'P-even scalar h, the
heavier CP-even scalar H, the CP-odd pseudoscalar A, and a pair of charged Higgs bosons H*.
The relationships between these Higgs states and the weak eigenstates described in Equation 1
are determined by two mixing angles, a and /3, which can be found in Ref. [70]. The SM Higgs
boson hgy is a linear combination of h and H, specifically as hgy = sin(5 — a)h+cos(f — a)H.

According to the assignment of Z, parity to the right-handed fermions, the model has four
variants, type-1, type-1I, type-X, and type-Y. The mass of H* in type-II and type-Y is heavily
constrained by the measurements of the inclusive B-meson decay into sv, requiring My+ =
800 GeV [3]. Only type-I and type-X allow for the existence of charged Higgs bosons lighter
than the top quark. Therefore, we focus on type-I in this study.

We employ two popular conditions: the Higgs alignment limit for the SM-like Higgs bo-
son [71-77] and the mass degeneracy of H and A for the electroweak precision data [75, 78, 79].
The Higgs alignment limit precludes the decay channel H* — W¥*h. Furthermore, we re-
strict our analysis to scenarios where the charged Higgs boson is lighter than H and A. Under
this condition, the charged Higgs boson decays exclusively into fermion pairs, ensuring that the
H* — t*b mode maintains a significant branching ratio. Conversely, if M H/a < Mp+, the decay
modes H* — W+ H/A become accessible?, suppressing the branching ratio of H* — *b.

In summary, our model configuration is as follows:

type-I: my, =125 GeV, My < Myja(= Mg = M,), sin(f—a)=1. (3)

2 For a detailed phenomenological study of the scenario where My /A < Mp=, see Ref. [80].
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The Yukawa couplings of the charged Higgs boson to the SM fermions in type-I 2HDM are
given by

D%Yuk = -

v v

1 2 2
{ V2V H™ 0 (myP- —mqP.)d — v2m, H Uy, + H.c.} : (4)

where Py = (14+°)/2. Because these Yukawa couplings have a common factor of 1/ tan 3, the
branching ratio of H* — ff is independent of tan 3.

We also present the gauge interactions of a pair of charged Higgs bosons, crucial for the pair
production at high-energy colliders [5]:

- 9(siy — civ) + - - +
Lgge = 1 |Ay+ =———=7, (HTo"H™ — H 9"H™) (5)
w
2 2/.2 22
+ {g—w—ﬂwj Lerara, 4 9w — ) _ w) gy Y _avz,|HTH,
2 4ciy, ew (syy — cy)

where sy = sinfy, ¢y = cos Oy, and Oy is the electroweak mixing angle.

To study the characteristics of the permissible parameter space for the light charged Higgs
boson that predominantly decays into t*b, we set My+ = 150 GeV and perform a random scan
within the following parameter ranges:

My a € [150,1000) GeV, m3, € [0,10°] GeV?, tanp € [1,50]. (6)

The scan is conducted while imposing both theoretical requirements and experimental con-
straints.

For the theoretical requirements, we enforce conditions ensuring vacuum stability [81-83],
a bounded-from-below Higgs potential [84], tree-level unitarity in scalar-scalar scatterings [5,
85], and perturbativity of the Higgs quartic couplings [75]. These conditions are evaluated
using the public code 2HDMC [86]. Additionally, we require that the cutoff scale exceed
10 TeV, where the cutoff scale is defined as the energy level at which any of the conditions for
tree-level unitarity, perturbativity, or vacuum stability is violated [21]. The evolution of the
model parameters via the renormalization group equations is facilitated using the public code
2HDME [87, 88].

For the experimental constraints, we incorporated measurements at the 95% confidence level,
encompassing inclusive B-meson decay into X7y [18, 89, 90] and direct search bounds from LEP,
Tevatron, and LHC experiments. For the direct search constraints, we have employed the public
code HicGsBOUNDS-v5.10.2 [91]. Notably, our adoption of the Higgs alignment limit ensures
that the Higgs precision data at the LHC are inherently satisfied.

In Figure 1, we present the allowed parameter points in the (Mp4, tan 8) plane for the given
Mpy+ = 150 GeV. The color code denotes m?,. A notable feature is the upper bound on the
masses of H and A, with Mp/4 < 236 GeV. Although our focus in this paper is on the charged
Higgs boson, the relatively low upper bounds on My, suggest promising discovery prospects
for the heavy neutral Higgs bosons at high-energy colliders. Additionally, we observe lower
bounds on tan 3, specifically tan 5 2 6.
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Figure 1: Allowed parameter space of (Mp,tan ) for My« = 150 GeV. The color code denotes
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Now, let us identify the optimal production mechanism at the LHC for the light charged
Higgs boson. LHC searches have primarily focused on its production through top quark decay,
t — bH?*, followed by H* — 7v [17, 19] because the Yukawa couplings of H* are proportional
to the fermion mass with a common coupling modifier 1/ tan 5. Despite comprehensive searches,
no new signals have been observed, leading to stringent upper limits on the product of the two
branching ratios, Br(t — bH*)Br(H* — 7v). As Br(t — bH?) depends solely on tan 3 for
the given Mp+, the observed upper bound strictly limits Br(t — bH*). For My= ~ 100 GeV,
Br(t — bH*) must be below O(107%). Consequently, leveraging top quark decay for H*
production proves ineffective.

Given this constraint, the production channels of H* via the decay of heavier Higgs states,
such as H/A — H*WT® have been extensively investigated [21, 37-45, 92]. The production
of H or A occurs through gluon fusion (g9 — H/A) or associated production (g9 - H — AZ,
qq@ — Z — HZ). However, the signal rates are sensitive to model parameters, such as M/
and tan $. Furthermore, the allowed parameter space shown in Figure 1 does not permit the on-
shell decay H/A — H*WT, preventing the effective suppression of backgrounds by exploiting
the W boson mass constraint.

A more promising production mechanism is the pair production of charged Higgs bosons via
the Drell-Yan process. This channel offers a straightforward and model-independent avenue
for H* production, as the production cross section is exclusively determined by the mass of
the charged Higgs boson. Although this production channel has been studied for the decays
H* — 1 [23] and H* — W0 /A [, 45, 46], it has not been explored for our target decay
mode H* — t*b. Therefore, we focus our analysis on the pair production channel for the
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Figure 2: Branching ratios of Br(H* — X) in the left panel and Br(H*H~ — XX') in the right
panel. We set My = M4 = 200 GeV.

H* — t*b decay mode.

Let us delve into the decay of the light charged Higgs boson in the mass range between 130
GeV and 170 GeV. There are two dominant decay channels, H* — t*b and H* — 7v. Figure 2
depicts their branching ratios as functions of My+, comparing scenarios with a single charged
Higgs boson (left panel) and a pair of charged Higgs bosons (right panel). Note that these
results are independent of tan 8, mi,, or My 4. For the H= — t*b decay, we incorporate QCD
radiative corrections to order a2 in the MS scheme, employing the 2HDMC [86]. This includes
adjustments for running fermion masses in the Higgs couplings, applying leading logarithmic
corrections across all orders with the renormalization scale up = Mg+.

The decay mode H* — t*b exhibits significant branching ratios throughout the target M=«
range and becomes dominant if My+ > 135 GeV. For My+ < 135 GeV, H* — t*b becomes
the subleading decay channel, with H* — 7v being the leading one. In the pair production of
charged Higgs bosons, H* — t*b plays a more significant role. The HTH~ — t*bt*b mode is
leading for My« 2 143 GeV. Interestingly, the process HT H~ — t*brv emerges as the most
prominent for My+ < 143 GeV and remains the second most dominant for My+ 2> 143 GeV,
which benefits from a combinatorial factor of two. In contrast, the 7v7v final state, heavily
emphasized in prior studies for lighter H*, exhibits markedly reduced branching ratios.

The results in Figure 2 strongly support investigating the off-shell ¢*b mode as a potential
discovery channel for the light charged Higgs boson within the mass range in 130 to 170 GeV.
Since the t*bt*b final state faces challenges from the combinatoric complications and the larger
QCD backgrounds at the LHC, our investigation targets the following discovery channel for the
light charged Higgs boson in the mass range of 130 to 170 GeV:

HYH™ — t*brv. (7)



III. H* — t*b AT THE HL-LHC AND A 100 TEV pp COLLIDER

In the preceding section, we identified the pair production of charged Higgs bosons, followed
by H"H~ — t*brv, as a key channel for probing the light charged Higgs boson in the mass
range of [130,170] GeV. This section explores the discovery potential of the HL-LHC and a
prospective 100 TeV pp collider, focusing on the case with My+ = 150 GeV. For the decay of
the off-shell top quark, we consider the hadronic decay channel of the W boson. Our signal

process is summarized as:
pp — HYH™ — [t*(— Wb)b][rv] — [jjbb][Tv], (8)

where 7 = 77,77, j denotes a light quark jet, and the particles in a square bracket represent
decay products originating from the same parent particle. The resultant final state includes
two jets, two b jets, a tau lepton, and missing transverse energy. The primary background

originates from top quark pair production:
pp — tt — [bWT[oW ] — [bjj][brv]. (9)

For the simulation of the signal and background, we followed a comprehensive proce-
dure. We first calculated parton-level cross sections at the 14 TeV LHC using MADGRAPH5-
AMC@NLO [93] version 3.5.0 with the PDF set to NNPDF31_NLO_As_0118, setting both the
renormalization and factorization scales as pig = pup = >, 1/ p%’i + m?2. We generated 3.2 x 10°
signal events and 1.2 x 107 background events. Next, we applied NLO corrections for the signal
and approximate N3LO corrections for the background by incorporating the K-factor [94]. The
parton-level cross sections were determined to be 1.593 x 10 fb for the signal and 1.028 x 10? pb
for the background.

Parton showering and hadronization were performed using PyTHIA version 8.309 [95]. For
the detector-level analysis, a fast detector response simulation was employed with DELPHES [906)]
using the high-luminosity LHC card, delphes_card HLLHC.tcl. Jet clustering was conducted
with FASTJET version 3.3.4 [97] using the anti-k7 algorithm with a jet radius of R = 0.4.

Accurate identification of the final state in Equation 8 critically depends on b-tagging and
T-tagging procedures. A jet is designated as a b jet if a B hadron with pr > 5 GeV is detected
within a AR = 0.3 radius of the jet. Candidate b jets are required to meet the threshold of
pr > 25 GeV and |n| < 2.5, after which the b-tagging efficiency is applied. Charm and other
light quark jets can be mistagged as b jets. The efficiencies for b tagging and mistagging depend

on the jet’s kinematics and are approximately [98, 99]:
Pb%b ~ 75%, Pcﬁb ~ 10%, Pjﬁb ~ 1% (10)

Identification of the tau lepton is feasible when it decays hadronically, denoted as 7,, marked
by a collimated jet with a sparse number of hadrons [100-102]. The DeLPHES default settings
for 7 tagging and mistagging efficiencies were applied, which are approximately

P, ~60%, P, ~0.5%, Pj, ~1%. (11)
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Figure 3: Normalized distributions of transverse momenta for the leading and subleading b-jets at the
parton level in the signal process pp — HYH ™~ — t*brv — jjbbrv, with Mg+ = 150 GeV. The left
panel shows the distributions at the 14 TeV LHC, while the right panel presents the results for a 100
TeV pp collider.

After completing the detector simulation, the following basic selection criteria are imposed:

e N; >2, N, >2, and N, > 1, where j, b, and 7, satisfy pr > 25 GeV and |n| < 2.5;

o Emis > 95 GeV.

The presence of neutrinos in the decay chain of H* — 7v necessitates a minimum threshold
for the missing transverse energy FMss.

Despite the relatively loose selection criteria, the basic selection results in an exceedingly
low acceptance rate for the signal, approximately 1%. In contrast, the background acceptance
rate is substantially higher, around 2.7%. With the suppressed signal cross section after the
basic selection being only 1.852 x 10~! fb, even the final projected luminosity of 3 ab™" at the
HL-LHC would result in merely a few hundred signal events. This scarcity of signal events
severely limits the ability to devise an effective strategy using kinematic cuts to disentangle the
signal from the backgrounds, irrespective of their efficiency.

A primary factor contributing to the low signal acceptance after basic selection is the low
transverse momentum (softness) of the b jets originating from the decay H* — t*b. This
softness is due to the small mass difference between My+ and m,, which is crucial for ensuring a
substantial branching ratio for the H* — ¢*b decay mode, as depicted in Figure 2. Additionally,
the b quark from the decay of the off-shell top quark, t* — Wb, also exhibits lower transverse
momentum compared to its on-shell counterpart. The challenge with these soft b jets is that
the majority of the subleading b jets fail to meet the minimum transverse momentum threshold
(pr > 25 GeV) required for jet clustering.

To illustrate the softness of the b jets, we present in Figure 3 the parton-level pr distributions
of the leading and subleading b jets for the signal process. We order jets by their descending pr.

9
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Figure 4: Normalized distributions of AR(b1,bs) (left) and AR(j1,b1) (right) after applying the basic
selection criteria outlined in the main text. The signal results with Mg+ = 150 GeV are presented by

blue solid lines while the ¢ background results are by orange histograms, respectively.

The left panel shows the results at the 14 TeV LHC, while the right panel displays the results
for a 100 TeV pp collider. It is evident that approximately 70% of the subleading b jets fail to
surpass the pr > 25 GeV threshold. This minimum pr threshold for b jets cannot be relaxed
because it plays a pivotal role in jet clustering algorithms, primarily aimed at reducing noise
from low-energy particles, suppressing background, and enhancing computational efficiency.
Moreover, lowering this pr threshold is counterproductive for the signal-to-background analysis,
as the background acceptance would increase more than the signal acceptance.

Even at a higher collision energy of 100 TeV, as shown in the right panel, both the leading
and subleading b jets remain as soft as those at the HL-LHC. The b jets do not receive a
substantial boost because parton-parton collisions at hadron colliders do not fully utilize the
beam energy.

Given the limited number of signal events after the basic selection, we need to devise a
strategic approach using kinematic cuts that retain as many signal events as possible while
effectively suppressing the backgrounds. With this goal in mind, we examined various kine-
matic distributions and identified key variables that could discriminate the signal from the
background.

One set of crucial discriminating variables are the angular separations, defined by AR =
\/ (An)2 + (A¢)?, among b jets and light jets. These variables are efficient because the signal
channel pp — HTH~ — [jjbb][Tv] results in a smaller angular separation within the [jjbb]

grouping. In contrast, the background channel pp — tt — [bjj][brv] forms a back-to-back
topology between [bjj] and [brv], leading to a larger AR between two b jets as well as a larger
AR between j and the b in the [brv] system.

In Figure 4, we present normalized distributions of two representative angular separations:
AR(by,by) in the left panel and AR(j1,b;) in the right panel. For the signal pp — HTH~ —

10



[770b][Tv], the AR(by,bs) distribution peaks near 0.4, indicating the close proximity of the
two b jets originating from the same parent particle H*. In contrast, the background pp —
tt — [bjj][bTv] exhibits a broader AR(by,by) distribution with a dominant peak near 3. This
reflects the back-to-back motion of two b jets, each originating from a different parent top
quark. Moreover, the AR(ji,b;) distributions further highlight differences between the signal
and background. The signal’s AR(j1,b1) distribution peaks at a lower value of approximately
0.8, whereas the background peaks at higher values near 3.

Based on these distinct features in the angular separation distributions, we impose the
following AR cuts to suppress the background while retaining a significant fraction of the

signal events:
AR(b1,by) < 0.8, AR(j;,b;) <15 fori,j=1,2. (12)

Other crucial discriminating variables pertain to the reconstruction of the charged Higgs
boson mass My+. In the signal process H"H~ — [bbjj][tv], My+ can be measured in two
complementary ways: through the invariant mass of the [bbjj] system and the transverse mass
derived from the [rv] system. The transverse mass Mr(X) is a useful variable defined for
a visible particle X and the missing transverse energy Ej@iss =—->. ﬁ%, where ¢ covers all
observed particles:

Mp(X) = \/ m} +2 [E;S Bmiss — X . Fimiss| (13)

where B = \/m% + (p3)2.

For the signal process H* — Tv, with the visible particle being the tau lepton, My (7) is
expected to peak at the charged Higgs boson mass Mpy+. Since both the invariant mass Mpy;;
and the transverse mass Mr(7) should reconstruct the same Mpy+ for the signal events, we define
an asymmetry variable Aj; to quantify the difference between these two mass observables:

My — Mrp(7)
M5 + Mrp(T)

Ay = . (14)

By imposing an appropriate upper bound on A,;, we can efficiently separate the signal from
the background.

In Figure 5, we present the normalized distributions of Ay, (left) and the invariant mass
M (j172b1b2) (right) for the signal with Mg+ = 150 GeV (blue) and the ¢t background (orange),
after imposing the AR cuts in Equation 12. Two distinct features are evident. First, as
expected, the A); distribution for the signal peaks sharply at A, ~ 0, while the background
prefers larger values above 0.2. Imposing an upper bound on A, will efficiently separate the
signal events from the background.

The second notable feature is observed in the invariant mass distribution M (j1j2b1bs). For
the signal, it exhibits a resonance peak around 130 GeV, which is lower than the true charged

Higgs boson mass of 150 GeV. This discrepancy is attributed to several factors, including

11
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Figure 5: Normalized distributions of the mass asymmetry Ays (left) and the invariant mass
M (j1j2b1b2) (right), plotted after implementing AR(by,b2) < 0.8 and AR(j;, b;) < 1.5 for 4,5 = 1,2.
The definition of Ap; is provided in the main text. The blue curves represent the signal with

M+ = 150 GeV, while the orange histograms depict the ¢t background.

neutrinos in B meson decays, imperfect jet energy resolution, and gluon radiation not fully
captured within the jet clustering cone. Despite this shift, the resonance peak in the M (j;j2b1bs)
distribution provides a distinct signature for the signal process.

To evaluate the discovery potential for this channel, we present in Table I the cut-flow for the
signal process pp — HTH~ — t*brv — jjbbrv at the 14 TeV LHC. The table shows the cross
sections of the signal and background after each cut, as well as the significance considering a
10% background uncertainty for an integrated luminosity of 3 ab™'. The significance is defined

as:

S:

1/2
(Ns + Np) (N + 62) 2N2 62, N,
2(N, + N1 &l - lLlog|l4+-—2t " . (15
( b) log ( NZ+ (N, + No)dg, 5 8 No(N, + 02,) (15)

where N; denotes the number of signal events, N, the number of background events, and
dbe = ANy, the background uncertainty yield.

Despite applying the key kinematic cuts, the final significance reaches only 0.19. While
our final selection cut boosts the signal significance by approximately 300-fold relative to the
basic selection phase, the significance remains substantially below a detectable level. Moreover,
the signal cross section after the final selection, approximately 4.65 x 1073 fb, precludes any
further refinements through cuts. This cut-based analysis highlights the challenges in probing
the charged Higgs boson through the H*H~ — t*brv channel at the HL-LHC using kinematic
cuts alone, due to the extremely small signal cross section and overwhelming backgrounds.

To assess if the BDT method can enhance sensitivity to the t*b decay mode of the light
charged Higgs boson, we employed the Extreme Gradient Boosting (XGBoost) package [103].
XGBoost has seen increasing use in the particle physics community for a variety of analyses,
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Cut-flow for pp — HTH™~ — t*brv — jjbbTv at the 14 TeV LHC
0sg [1D] g (D] Syt
Basic Selection 1.852 x 107! 2.814 x 10° 6.578 x 1074
AR(by,b2) < 0.8 1.139 x 107! 2.326 x 102 4.897 x 1073
AR(j1,b1) < 1.5 5.319 x 1072 3.198 x 10! 1.661 x 1072
AR(j1,b2) < 1.5 4.860 x 102 2.460 x 101 1.973 x 1072
AR(j2,b1) < 1.5 1.989 x 1072 4.648 4.257 x 1072
AR(j2,b2) < 1.5 1.707 x 1072 3.625 4.680 x 1072
An < 0.2 5.073 x 1073 | 4.179 x 101 1.164 x 107!
M (j1jobibe) <my || 4.779 x 1073 | 2.644 x 107! 1.694 x 107!
My (m,) < my 4.650 x 1073 | 2.303 x 107! 1.875 x 1071

Table I: Cut-flow for the signal process pp — HT™H ™ — t*brv — jjbbrv with Mpy+ = 150 GeV and the
background process pp — tt — jjbbrv. The significance is calculated considering a 10% background

uncertainty and an integrated luminosity of 3 ab™!.

including studies on the SM Higgs boson [104-108], dark matter [109], vectorlike quarks [110],
a composite pseudoscalar [111], and innovative strategies for faster event generation [112]. In
our study, XGBoost was used as a binary classifier, aimed at more effectively distinguishing
between signal and background events.

We initialized the XGBoost classifier with the objective set to binary and the evaluation
metric set to logloss. The learning rate was configured at 0.1. For training the model, we
generated 3.7 x 10* signal events and 3.3 x 10 background events, all of which met the basic
selection criteria. We divided the dataset into three parts: 50% for training, 20% for validating
the algorithm, and 30% for testing. As inputs for the XGBoost model, we used the following
50 variables:

1. Angular distance: AR(by,b2), AR(b1,j1j2), AR(b1, j1j2ba), AR(by, ), AR(b17h, j1J2),
AR(ba, j1J2),  AR(D2, j1j2b1), AR(by,m), AR(bomy,jij2), AR(j1,b1), AR(j1,0b2),
AR(j1,J2), AR(j1, ), AR(j2,b1), AR(j2,02), AR(j2, ), AR(Th,j1j2), AR(n, j1j201),
AR(Th, j1j2b1ba), AR(7n, j1j2b2).

2. Invariant mass M: M(jljg), M(j1j2b1)7 M<j1j2b1b2>, M(jljgbg)
3. Transverse mass of Mp: My (bym,), My (bomy), Mr(m).
4. Four momentum of [pr,n, ¢, m| for each of ji, jo, by, ba, T.

5. Missing transverse energy and Missing energy azimuthal angle: FMiss gmiss,
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Figure 6: Normalized distributions of the signal (blue) and backgrounds (red) against the BDT score,
based on the testing dataset.

6. Mass asymmetry: Aj;.

Here, the multiple particle symbol represents the system consisting of the constituent particles.
For example, the term j;jo refers to a system whose momentum is the vector sum of the
momenta of j; and js.

In Figure 6, we illustrate the distributions of BDT scores for both the signal (in blue) and the
background (in red). These results are derived exclusively from the testing dataset, which the
model did not encounter during its training and validation phases. The BDT score distributions
reveal a discernible separation between the signal and background. Applying a threshold of 0.98
for the XGBoost score results in cross sections of 1.42 x 1072 fb for the signal and 8.53 x 1072 fb
for the background. Considering a 10% background uncertainty and an integrated luminosity
of 3 ab™!, the signal significance reaches 1.35.

Although the signal significance in the BDT analysis shows a roughly sevenfold increase
compared to the significance in the cut-based analysis, it remains below the threshold for a
confident detection. This challenge is primarily due to the soft b jets in the signal events, which
fail to satisfy the basic selection.

To explore whether a 100 TeV pp collider could offer higher discovery potential for the
H* — t*b signal, we conducted signal-to-background analyses for the same process, pp —
HT™H~ — t*brv — bbjjTv, using the DELPHES card FCChh.tcl. Unfortunately, the issue of
excessively soft b-jets persists even at a 100 TeV pp collider, failing to yield a significance above
the detection threshold.

Our cut-based analysis, employing sequential kinematic cuts of N, > 1 (with p7* > 60 GeV),
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Ny > 2, N;j > 2, AR(by,by) < 1.5, B > 100 GeV, Ay < 0.7, and M (j1j2b1b2) < 200 GeV,
results in a significance of only 0.38 at a 100 TeV pp collider. Moreover, the BDT analysis
underperforms compared to the HL-LHC, with the signal significance reaching merely about
0.75.

In conclusion, high-energy hadron colliders, such as the HL-LHC and a prospective 100 TeV
pp collider, cannot effectively probe the ¢*b decay mode of the light charged Higgs boson due
to the inherent softness of the b-jets in this channel. This limitation highlights the need for
alternative approaches or collider technologies to investigate this particular decay mode of the
light charged Higgs boson.

IV. H* - t*» AT A MULTI-TEV MUON COLLIDER

In the previous section, we demonstrated that the proposed signal process pp — HTH~ —
t*brv at the HL-LHC yields very low significance, reaching only 1.35 even with BDT analysis.
This low significance is primarily due to the b jets from the decay H* — t*b being too soft for
effective reconstruction. Additionally, a 100 TeV pp collider cannot adequately boost the b jets
as the beam energy is not fully transferred to the parton-parton collision. Consequently, we shift
our focus to a multi-TeV MuC, which fully harnesses the beam energy in collisions between
two fundamental particles. We target two configurations: /s = 3 TeV with an integrated
luminosity of 1 ab™! and y/s = 10 TeV with an integrated luminosity of 10 ab™* [58, 113].

For the production of charged Higgs bosons, we consider their pair production with the
following final state:

HY"H™ — [t*b][Tv] — [bbjj][TV]. (16)

At the MuC, there are three different production channels relevant to this final state:

popt — HTH™, (17)
ptpy™ — HYH vo, (18)
ptp — HH ™ pf g (19)

where v and 7 include all three neutrino flavors, and y¢ denotes a forward muon with || > 2.5.

The first process in Equation 17 is the Drell-Yan process mediated by the Z boson and
photon. The second process in Equation 18 involves HT pair production associated with a
pair of neutrinos. Since these additional neutrinos manifest as missing transverse energy, they
create the same phenomenological signature as the final state with a single neutrino, making
it indistinguishable from the first process. For this process, there are numerous Feynman
diagrams, including those involving Z*/v* — HTH~ and Z* — vp. Additionally, Vector
Boson Scattering (VBS) processes such as WYW~ — ~*/Z*/h* — HTH~, VBS processes
through the quartic vertex W+-W-—-H*-H~ in Equation 5, and VBS processes through the
t-channels mediated by H and A also contribute.
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Figure 7: Parton-level cross sections as a function of M4 for the processes ptu~ — HTH v (left)
and ptp~ — HTH pf pe (right) for My« = 150 GeV at c.m. energy /s = 10 TeV, over the allowed
parameter points. j denotes the forward muons with |n,| > 2.5. The color scale represents the values

of tan 3.

The third process in Equation 19 involves H¥ pair production associated with two forward
muons. In the conventional detector design of a multi-TeV MuC, forward muons are not
detectable® because they fall outside the pseudorapidity coverage limit of |n| < 2.5. This
limitation is due to tungsten nozzles designed to shield the detector from BIB particles [66, 67].
This neutral-current VBS process occurs through ZZ — h* — HtH~, the quartic vertex
Z|y-Z|v-H"-H~, and the t-channels mediated by H and A.

Let us discuss the dependence of cross sections for putpu~ — HYH vy and ptp~ —
H™H™pf iy on model parameters. Unlike the Drell-Yan process, these two associated pro-
duction processes include contributions mediated by H and A, making their cross sections po-
tentially sensitive to My, 4. Additionally, VBS contributions through W*W~= — h* — H*H~
toutpu” — H "H vvand ZZ — h* — HYH™ to p"pu~ — HTH g pi; , though not dominant,
introduce dependences on tan f3.

Figure 7 illustrates parton-level cross sections as a function of Mg 4 for the processes
pwrum — HYH vy and ptp~ — HYH pfpy with Mpe = 150 GeV at /s = 10 TeV. The
color codes denote tan 3. The analysis considers parameter points allowed by theoretical and

3 Recently, the integration of forward muon detectors into the MuC’s design has been initiated within the MuC
community, as the energetic forward muons can penetrate the tungsten nozzles. This forward muon detector

is highly expected to play a crucial role in probing various BSM models [114-117].
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Cross sections of the pair production of charged Higgs bosons at the MuC

Vs =3TeV Vs =10 TeV
Mpy+ 130 GeV | 150 GeV | 170 GeV || 130 GeV | 150 GeV | 170 GeV
o(ptpu~ — HTH™) 3.26fb | 3.24fb | 3.22fb || 0.294 fb | 0.296 fb | 0.295 fb

o(ptu~ — HYH vp) 0.195fb | 0.149 fb | 0.129 fb || 0.448 fb | 0.347 b | 0.303 fb

o(prp~ — HYH-pfps) || 0.261 b | 0.176 fb | 0.127 fb || 0.262 fb | 0.204 fb | 0.163 fb

Table II: Cross sections of the H* pair production for the signal at the 3 TeV and 10 TeV MuC. We set
My = M4 = 200 GeV, tan 3 = 10, and m?2, = 3.84x 103 GeV?. For the H* pair production associated

with v, all three neutrino flavors are included. p denotes the forward muons with |n,| > 2.5.

experimental constraints discussed in Sec. [I. For forward muons pu¢, we apply the condition
2.5 < |n,| < 4.7413. The lower bound of |n| > 2.5 ensures that forward muons fall outside the
conventional pseudorapidity coverage limit. The upper bound of |n| < 4.7413 is implemented
to manage cross section divergence that occurs as the scattering angle 6 approaches 0 or m,
a consequence of t-channel photon-mediated diagrams. Typically, this divergence is canceled
by higher-order QED corrections, particularly from soft photon emissions. In practice, such
divergences are often handled by imposing a minimum scattering angle cut during data anal-
ysis. Considering the high collision energy at the MuC, we constrain the scattering angle to
1° < 6 < 179°, which corresponds to |n| < 4.7413.

Figure 7 clearly demonstrates that both processes exhibit modest dependence of cross sec-
tions on the model parameters My 4 and tan/. Notably, the cross section for p*p~ —
H™H™pf py remains nearly constant across the allowed parameter space, varying by only
about 10%. In contrast, the cross section for ptu~ — HTH v shows a more pronounced
dependence on the model parameters, with variations of approximately 70%. For a given tan 3,
the cross section initially decreases as My, 4 increases, reaches a minimum at My 4 ~ 200 GeV,
and then rises again.

Given these observations, we adopt a conservative approach by selecting My = My =
200 GeV, tan 3 = 10, and m?2, = 3.84 x 103 GeV? for our signal-to-background analysis. This
choice represents a pessimistic scenario, ensuring that if we achieve signal significance above the
discovery potential, it would guarantee the accessibility of the entire parameter space through
our target signal H* — t*b.

We now compare the cross sections of the three production channels for the charged Higgs

mass:

Mpy+ =130, 150, 170 GeV. (20)

Table II presents the parton-level cross sections at 3 TeV and 10 TeV MuC for Mp,4 = 200 GeV,
tan 3 = 10, and m?2, = 3.84 x 10> GeV?. We used MADGRAPH5_AMC@NLO version 3.5.0.
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The Drell-Yan process exhibits nearly constant cross sections for different My+ values at a
given 4/s: approximately 3 fb at /s = 3 TeV and 0.3 fb at /s = 10 TeV. This consistency
is due to the relatively light My+ compared to the multi-TeV collision energy. The marked
decrease in cross sections from /s = 3 TeV to /s = 10 TeV illustrates the typical behavior
of Drell-Yan cross sections, which are inversely proportional to the square of the beam energy.
In contrast, the cross sections for the second and third processes moderately increase with
increasing +/s. This opposing trend is characteristic of VBS processes, whose cross sections
increase according to log?(s/m?) [58].

The relative importance of the three production channels varies with collision energy. At
Vs = 3 TeV, the Drell-Yan process dominates, yielding the highest cross section. Meanwhile,
the processes involving two forward muons and those with two neutrinos exhibit compara-
ble cross sections. However, this hierarchy changes at /s = 10 TeV. In this higher energy
regime, ptu~ — HTH v emerges as the dominant process, exhibiting the largest cross
section. The Drell-Yan process u™pu~ — HTH~ becomes the second most significant, while
uwtpu~ — HTH vi now shows the smallest cross section among the three channels. Despite
this, we will demonstrate that even at /s = 10 TeV, the Drell-Yan production remains domi-
nant after the final selection.

Next, we present the signal-to-background analysis at the detector level. We conducted show-
ering with PYTHIA version 8.307. A rapid detector simulation was performed using DELPHES
version 3.5.0, utilizing the delphes_card MuonColliderDet.tcl card.* the MuC DELPHES
card accommodates slightly different values for the 7 tagging and mistagging rates compared
to those for the HL-LHC: for pr > 10 GeV, P;_,; ~ 80%, P.—; ~ 0.1%, and P;_,, ~ 2%.

For jet clustering, we employed the exclusive Valencia algorithm [118, 119], implemented
in FastJet. This algorithm is particularly well-suited for high-energy lepton colliders due to
its adept handling of initial state radiation and beam-induced backgrounds by incorporating
beam jets. We chose the exclusive clustering setting for two primary reasons. First, it is more
efficient for signals with a predefined number of jets, such as our signal H*H~ — t*brv, which
requires five jets. The exclusive algorithm terminates jet clustering when the jet count matches
the specified number of jets. Second, the inclusive algorithm is often ineffective for our signal
jets since it can easily miss very close jets due to its requirement for a minimum distance
between any two jets. Our signal jets, originating from the decay of the same parent particle
H* produced at the multi-TeV MuC, tend to have a small jet radius and thus can fail to be
selected by the inclusive algorithm. To overcome this, we implemented the exclusive Valencia
Algorithm with a jet radius of R =0.2 and a« = 5 = 1.

To discuss the potential SM backgrounds for the final state bbjj7r at the MuC, we first note
that producing the 7v system requires the presence of a W= boson. Since the W+ boson must
be pair-produced at the MuC, the two light jets in the final state originate from the decay of
the other W* boson. Considering the possibility of light quark jets being misidentified as b jets,

4 Tt is accessible at https://github.com/delphes/delphes/blob/master/cards/delphes_card_MuonColliderDet.tcl

18



we identify two primary background processes: ptpu~ — WHYW=bb and ptu~ — WHWjj.
It is worth noting that the W+W ~—bb process encompasses top quark pair production, whereas
W+HW ™47 includes the contribution from pu*p~ — WTW~Z. After applying b-jet mistagging
rates, we found that the contribution from the W*W~jj process is negligible. Therefore, we
identify ptp~ — WHW~bb as the main background for the bbjjrv final state.

Brief comments on BIB are in order here. Beam-induced backgrounds arise from the decay
of muons in the beam, which produces electrons and positrons. As these interact with machine
components, various secondary particles such as photons, electron-positron pairs, hadrons, and
neutrinos are generated. Many of these secondary particles result from forward scattering,
causing most BIB particles to be directed along the beam and to have low energies, typically
below 1 GeV [120]. Given that our final state requires five hard jets in the central region,
BIB are of negligible concern. Thus, we do not consider BIB a significant background for our
analysis of the bbjjTv final state at the MuC.

We establish the following basic selection criteria:

e Jet multiplicity: Exactly 2 light jets and 2 b-jets, along with one hadronically decaying
tau lepton, with transverse momentum py > 25 GeV and pseudorapidity |n| < 2.5 for all
QCD jets and the tau jet.

e Missing transverse energy: EM > 50 GeV.

e Lepton veto: Events containing any electrons or muons with pr > 10 GeV and |n| < 2.5

are vetoed to suppress backgrounds from leptonic decays of W bosons.

To establish an effective cut-flow, we begin with a detailed analysis of the key kinematic
variables that differentiate signal from background. The normalized distributions of the most
critical variables are presented in Figure 8: AR(by, by) in the upper-left panel, AR(j1,b1) in
the upper-right panel, EX in the lower-left panel, and M (j;j2b1b2) in the lower-right panel.
The signal distributions are depicted as solid lines, while the background distributions are
shown as orange histograms. The AR and E¥s distributions are presented after applying the
basic selection criteria, for the representative case of my+ = 130 GeV. For the M (j;72b1b2)
distribution, we show the results for My+ = 130 GeV (blue), 150 GeV (green), and 170 GeV
(red) after imposing AR(by,by) < 0.6, AR(j;, bir)|i=1.2 < 0.6, and EFss > 500 GeV.

The AR(by,by) distribution in Figure 8 clearly shows that this variable is highly discrimi-
nating for separating the signal from the background. In the signal events, the two b-jets are
typically adjacent, originating from the decay of the same parent H*. In contrast, the back-
ground exhibits a broader distribution with larger angular separations between the two b-jets.
A stringent criterion of AR(by,bs) < 0.6 is effective in isolating the signal from the background.

Similarly, the angular separation between the leading light jet and the leading b-jet,
AR(j1,b1), exhibits a distinct pattern for the signal compared to the background. The sig-
nal distribution shows a prominent primary peak at AR(j1,b1) ~ 0.1, reflecting the fact that
j1 and by originate from the same HT decay. This feature is consistently observed in other
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Figure 8: Normalized distributions for AR(by,bs) (upper-left), AR(j1,b1) (upper-right), EXss (lower-
left), and M(j1j2b1ba) (lower-right) for the signal (solid lines) and background (orange histograms).
For the AR and E':,“wliSS distributions, we show the results for My+ = 130 GeV after applying the
basic selection criteria, while for M(j1j2b1b2), we show the results for My+ = 130 GeV (blue), 150
GeV (green), and 170 GeV (red) after additionally imposing ER > 500 GeV, AR(by,b2) < 0.6 and
AR(ji, bir)]iir=1,2 < 0.6.

combinations, such as AR(j1,b2), AR(j2,b1), and AR(ja, b2), as expected from the kinematics
of the signal process. Unexpectedly, a secondary peak is observed at higher values around
AR ~ 3 in the signal distribution. We found that it arises from occasional misidentification
between light jets and tau-jets. Despite the presence of this small secondary peak, a loose cut
of AR(j;,bir) < 0.6 for 4,7/ = 1,2 is still effective in enhancing the signal over the background
by retaining the prominent primary peak region.

Another crucial discriminating variable is the missing transverse energy, shown in the lower-
left panel of Figure 8. The signal exhibits a significantly higher EXs distribution compared to
the background, attributed to the different production mechanisms and mother particles of the
neutrino. In the signal process, the [Tv] system originates from the decay of a charged Higgs
boson produced through a 2 — 2 scattering process at the MuC. The large energy transfer to
the H™ results in a highly energetic neutrino from its subsequent decay, leading to substantial

missing transverse energy in the final state. In contrast, the background process involves a W+
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boson produced through a 2 — 4 scattering process, which inherently results in a softer energy
transfer to the W* and, consequently, a less energetic neutrino from its decay. As a result, a
stringent cut of B > 500 GeV is highly effective in enhancing the signal significance.
Finally, we present the invariant mass distribution constructed from the two leading b-jets
and two leading light quark jets in the lower-right panel of Figure 8 for mgy+ = 130 GeV (blue),
150 GeV (green), and 170 GeV (red). To demonstrate the efficiency of our proposed cuts on
EXss and AR in revealing the invariant mass peaks over the background distributions, we
show the distributions after imposing the requirements AR(by,by) < 0.6, AR(ji, by) < 0.6 for
i,7 = 1,2, and E¥* > 500 GeV. We observe distinct resonance peaks in the signal distributions,
although the peak positions appear slightly below the true charged Higgs boson mass, primarily
due to smearing effects in reconstructing the two b-jets and two light jets from the H* decays.
The background distribution also exhibits a peak marginally above the top quark mass, largely

attributable to contributions from top quark pair production.

Cut-flow for ptp~ — HTH~ — t*brv — jjbbrv at a 3 TeV MuC with Loy = 1 ab™*
Mp+ =130 GeV M+ = 150 GeV M+ =170 GeV
Cut Obg 1]
O o] [SI0% | oy [fb]  |SI% | oy [fb] | S,
Basic 549 x 1071 | 1.04 x 1071 | 1.65 | 1.04 x 10~ | 1.65 | 3.66 x 10~2 | 0.600
Eiss > 500 GeV | 1.67 x 107! | 749 x 1072 | 3.19 | 7.36 x 1072 | 3.14 | 2.61 x 1072 | 1.19
AR(by,b2) < 0.6 | 575 x 1072 | 748 x 1072 | 6.33 | 7.34 x 1072 | 6.23 | 2.60 x 1072 | 2.50
AR(j1,b1) <0.6 | 297x 1072 | 7.19 x 1072 | 8.48 | 7.08 x 1072 | 838 | 2.50 x 1072 | 3.50
AR(j1,b2) < 0.6 | 2.87x 1072 | 7.18 x 1072 | 8.62 | 7.06 x 102 | 850 | 2.50 x 1072 | 3.57
AR(j2,b1) < 0.6 | 1.29x 1072 | 6.82x 1072 | 11.3 | 6.73 x 1072 | 11.2 | 2.38 x 1072 | 4.95
AR(j2,b2) < 0.6 | 1.22x 1072 | 6.79x 1072 | 11.4 | 6.66 x 1072 | 11.3 | 2.34 x 1072 | 4.99
M (j1jabiby) < my| 6.61 x 1073 | 6.74 x 1072 | 13.7 | 6.61 x 1072 | 13.5 | 2.24 x 1072 | 6.06

Table III: Cut-flow for the signal u*u~ — HYH~ — t*brv — jjbbrv with Mg+ = 130, 150, and 170
GeV at the 3 TeV MuC. We set My = M4 = 200 GeV, tan3 = 10, and m?2, = 3.84 x 10° GeVZ.
The significance Sllgb
luminosity of 1 ab™".

¢, is calculated considering a 10% background uncertainty and an integrated

Based on the observations from the key kinematic variable distributions, we propose
an effective cut-flow strategy to achieve the high discovery potential at the 3 TeV MuC,
as summarized in Table III. Although we do not present the cut-flow for the negligible
wru — HTH vo/ufu;, their contributions are included in calculating the significance. In
the following discussion, the selection efficiency of each specific cut is measured relative to the

preceding cut in the cut-flow.
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For the signal process, we set My = M4 = 200 GeV, tan 3 = 10, and m?, = 3.84 x 10> GeV?,
and consider three benchmark scenarios with charged Higgs boson masses of Mg+ = 130, 150,
and 170 GeV. After applying the basic selection criteria, the signal cross sections show similar
values across the three Mg+ cases, with a slight decrease as Mg+ increases.

The first effective kinematic cut is on the missing transverse energy, with a threshold of
EXiss > 500 GeV. This cut results in approximately 70% selection efficiency for the signal and
only about 30% for the background, providing an initial suppression of the background while
retaining a substantial fraction of the signal events.

The most crucial cut is on the angular distance between the leading and subleading b-jets,
AR(by,by) < 0.6. Among the events that satisfy the EI cut, almost all the signal events
survive under this AR(by,by) cut, while only about 30% of the background events remain. At
this stage, we already achieve substantial signal significances: § ~ 6 for my+ = 130 GeV and
150 GeV, and § ~ 2.5 for my+ = 170 GeV. The smaller significance for my+ = 170 GeV
is attributed to the reduced production cross section due to the heavier charged Higgs boson
mass.

Subsequently, we impose a series of angular distance cuts between a b jet and a light jet,
collectively denoted as AR(ji, bi)|iiw=12 < 0.6. Each of these cuts consistently reduces the
background while retaining almost all of the signal events. The selection efficiency of this series
of cuts is about 20% for the background and about 90% for the signal.

Finally, we impose a condition on the invariant mass of the two b-jets and two light jets, such
that M (b1byj1j2) < 173 GeV. Note that we apply an upper bound on M (b;byj172) rather than
a mass window. This approach is designed to retain as many signal events as possible, since
the signal cross sections after the final selection are only of the order of O(10) ab, resulting in
dozens of signal events with a total integrated luminosity of 1 ab=!. Additionally, the relatively
broad resonance peak, due to smearing effects in reconstructing the two b-jets and two light jets,
is another reason for not imposing a narrow mass window (see Figure 8). This final selection
ensures a significant discovery potential for all three benchmark cases. For My« = 130, 150,
and 170 GeV, the final signal significances are 13.7, 13.5, and 6.06, respectively.

To investigate the impacts of higher collision energy on probing the H* — t*b mode, we
consider the 10 TeV MuC with a total integrated luminosity of 10 ab™!. One might naively
expect that the 10 TeV MuC would yield higher signal sensitivity than the 3 TeV MuC, as
the 10 TeV MuC benefits from the VBS processes of u*u~ — HTH viz/uf u;, which have
parton-level cross sections more than two times larger than that of the Drell-Yan process (see
Table II).

In Table IV, we present the cut-flow of the cross sections for My+ = 130 GeV and Mpy+ =
170 GeV at the 10 TeV MuC. The results for My+ = 150 GeV are omitted as they are very
similar to those for Mg+ = 130 GeV, with differences below 1%. The significances are calculated
for a total integrated luminosity of 10 ab™' and a 10% background uncertainty. For My+ =
130 GeV, we present the cut-flow for all three production channels: the Drell-Yan process,
pwru~ — H H vw, and ptp~ — HYH ™ pfpg, with their respective cross sections denoted by
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Cut-flow for ptpu~ — HTH~ — t*brv — jjbbrv at a 10 TeV MuC with Ly = 10 ab™ !
Mp+ =130 GeV Mp+ =170 GeV
Cut Obg (D]
oRY [fb] | o¥Z [fb] | oferr [fb] |SN% | oDY [fb] |SI%
Basic 6.89 x 1072 {9.49 x 1072 [5.28 x 1073 |2.39 x 1073 | 2.17 |3.14 x 1073| 0.677
Emiss > 1TeV | 3.10 x 1072 |7.85x 1072 |6.87 x 1074|5.25 x 107°| 2.24 [2.62 x 1073 | 0.773
AR(by,by) < 0.2 | 1.58 x 1072 [7.71 x 1073 |5.53 x 107*|4.64 x 107°| 3.65 [2.54 x 1073 | 1.28
AR(ji, bir) < 0.2 | 8.95x 107 [6.25 x 1073 |2.11 x 1074]2.38 x 107°| 12.2 |2.06 x 1073 | 5.17
M (j1jabiba) < my | 4.21 x 107* [6.19 x 1073 {2.10 x 107%[2.38 x 1075 | 14.8 [1.89 x 1073 | 6.26

Table IV: Cut-flow for the signal ptpu~ — HYH~ — t*brv — jjbbrv at the 10 TeV MuC with
For Mg+ = 130 GeV, we present the detailed cut-flow

of the cross section of the Drell-Yan process (US%Y), of ptp= — H H v (O’SVgD), and of ptpu~ —

HTH ™ pf g (olgh"). For My+ = 170 GeV, we present the cut-flow of the dominant 6¥. The cut of

the total integrated luminosity of 10 ab~!.

AR(j;,byr) < 0.2 collectively denotes four combinations with 7,7’ =1, 2.

DY 127

Hof g
Ose s Osg s and olfit.

of the same order of magnitude. However, the E* > 1 TeV cut substantially suppresses as”g’7

After the basic selection, the cross sections for the three processes are

and off#, leaving less than 10% of events. In contrast, the Drell-Yan process maintains a high
selection efficiency, around 83%. In the case of My+ = 170 GeV, we present only the Drell-Yan
cross sections since the non-Drell-Yan signal processes are negligible after the final selection.
However, the signal significances are calculated based on the total cross section from all three
processes.

The most decisive cuts for suppressing the background are the series of AR(j;,by) < 0.2,
which results in a background selection efficiency of about 5.7%. These cuts achieve a signifi-
cance well above the 50 discovery threshold. Our final selection on the invariant mass of two b
jets and two light jets further enhances the significance. For My+ = 130 GeV, 150 GeV, and
170 GeV, the significances are 14.8, 14.4, and 6.26, respectively.

Despite these results, we conclude that the 3 TeV MuC is more efficient than the 10 TeV
MuC for probing the new physics signal of H* — ¢*b. Although both the 3 TeV and 10 TeV
MuCs achieve similar signal significances, the 3 TeV MuC requires only 1 ab™' luminosity,
whereas the 10 TeV MuC demands a much higher luminosity of 10 ab™.

V. CONCLUSIONS

In this study, we explored an unexplored decay channel of the light charged Higgs boson
into an off-shell top quark and a bottom quark, H* — t*b, within the context of the type-

I two-Higgs-doublet model. We focused on the mass range of 130 to 170 GeV, where the
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decay H* — t*b becomes significant. To probe this new physics signal without resorting to
specific model parameters, we proposed the pair production of charged Higgs bosons as a golden
production channel, followed by the decay HYH~ — t*brv — bbjjTv.

We conducted a detailed signal-to-background analysis at the High-Luminosity Large Hadron
Collider and a prospective 100 TeV proton-proton collider, employing comprehensive cut-flow
strategies and the Boosted Decision Tree method. However, we found that the signal significance
remains far below the threshold for a confident detection at these colliders, primarily due to
the inherent softness of the b jets in the decay process, which fail to meet the basic threshold
for jet clustering.

Recognizing the constraints of hadron colliders, we extended our analysis to explore the
discovery potential of a multi-TeV muon collider (MuC) for the HYH~ — t*brv — bbjjTv
signal process. The MuC offers a significant advantage by fully exploiting the beam energy in
collisions between fundamental particles. Our analysis demonstrated that the MuC, particularly
at a center-of-mass energy of 3 TeV, provides a promising environment for probing the H* —
t*b decay mode. The cut-flow analysis at the 3 TeV MuC yielded a high signal significance,
surpassing the 50 discovery threshold, with a total integrated luminosity of 1 ab™!. Specifically,
for M+ = 130, 150, and 170 GeV, the signal significances were 13.7, 13.5, and 6.06, respectively.
In contrast, the 10 TeV MuC, despite its higher collision energy, requires a substantially larger
integrated luminosity of 10 ab™! to achieve comparable results. This is due to the reduced
signal cross sections of the Drell-Yan production process at higher collision energies.

The results of our study underscore the challenges and potential in searching for the light
charged Higgs boson via the ¢*b decay mode. While high-energy hadron colliders face significant
obstacles due to the soft b jets, the multi-TeV MuC emerges as a highly effective platform. The
detailed simulation and cut-flow strategy developed in this work provide a robust framework
for future experimental searches for this promising new signal, emphasizing the critical role of
a multi-TeV MuC in exploring beyond the Standard Model physics.
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