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We analyze a novel signature of the type-II seesaw model—a same-sign tetralepton signal arising from
the mixing of neutral Higgs bosons and their subsequent decays to singly and doubly charged Higgs bosons.
For this, we consider wide ranges of the triplet vacuum expectation value (vev) and Yukawa couplings that
are consistent with the observed neutrino masses and mixing as well as the LHC search limits. We find that a
doubly charged Higgs boson with mass around 250 GeVand triplet vev around 10−4–10−2 GeV can give a
significantly large number of events through its decay to same-signW gauge bosons at the high-luminosity
LHCwith 3000 fb−1 of data. We also pursue the analysis for a future hadron collider with the c.m. energy of
100 TeV. Considering a heavy Higgs boson of around 900 GeVand an intermediate region of the triplet vev,
where both same-sign dilepton and gauge boson decays can occur, we identify a limited range of the
parameters where the number of same-sign tetralepton events are as large as 1000.
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I. INTRODUCTION

After the discovery of the Standard Model (SM) Higgs
boson, one of the key questions that still remains unex-
plained is the origin of light neutrino masses and mixings.
A number of neutrino oscillation experiments have observed
that the solar and atmospheric neutrino mass splittings are
Δm2

12 ∼ 10−5 eV2 and Δm2
13 ∼ 10−3 eV2. The Pontecorvo–

Maki–Nakagawa–Sakata (PMNS) mixing angles are
θ12 ∼ 32°, θ23 ∼ 45°, and θ13 ∼ 9° [1]. Once we include
the right-handed neutrinos in the theory, a Dirac mass term
can be generated for light neutrinos. However, to generate
eV neutrino masses, this requires a very large hierarchy of
the Yukawa couplings Yν ∼Oð10−11Þ within the SM. The
light neutrinos being electromagnetic charge neutral can be a
Majorana particle, and their masses can have a different

origin compared to the other SM fermions. One of the
profound mechanisms to generate Majorana masses of light
neutrinos is the seesaw, where tiny eV masses of the
Majorana neutrinos are generated from the lepton number
violating d ¼ 5 operator LLHH=Λ [2,3]. There can be
different UV completed theories behind this operator,
commonly known as type-I, -II, and -III seesaw mecha-
nisms. These different models accommodate extensions of
the SM fermion/scalar contents by SUð2ÞL singlet fermions
[4–10], SUð2ÞL triplet scalar boson [11–14], and SUð2ÞL
triplet fermions [15], respectively. Among these, the type-II
seesaw model, where a triplet scalar field with the hyper-
charge Y ¼ þ2 is added to the SM, has an extended scalar
sector. See [16–18] for the details of theHiggs spectrum.The
bound from a vacuum stability, perturbativity, and electro-
weak precision test has been studied in [19]. The neutral
component of the triplet acquires a vacuum expectation
value (vev) vΔ and generates eV scale neutrino masses
through the Yukawa interaction between the lepton doublets
and triplet Higgs field. The same Yukawa interaction also
has a large impact on the charged Higgs phenomenology in
this model. The presence of a doubly charged Higgs that can
have distinct decay modes whose branching ratios are
determined by the observed neutrino oscillation data [20]
is the most appealing feature of this model. Hence, a
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discovery of this exotic particle will be a smoking gun
signature of this model.
A number of searches have been carried out to look for

the signature of the doubly charged Higgs at collider and
noncollider experiments [20]. See [21] for the Tevatron
and [22–34] for the LHC [35–37] for HE-LHC and future
hadron colliders. Depending on the triplet vev, the doubly
charged Higgs boson can decay via distinguished decays
modes. Assuming degenerate charged Higgs masses, it
decays predominantly to same-sign dileptons (gauge
bosons) for vΔ < ð>Þ10−4 GeV. For nondegenerate
charged Higgs, in the intermediate range of triplet vev,
the cascade decay to singly charged Higgs can also be
dominant and has been explored in [22–24]. The CMS and
ATLAS Collaborations have searched for the same-sign
dilepton final states and constrained the mass of the doubly
charged Higgs asMH��>820;870GeV at 95% C.L. [38,39]
assuming BrðH��→l�l�Þ¼100%. Additionally, ATLAS
also searched pair production of doubly charged Higgs with
subsequent decays into gauge bosons [40]. This search
constrained the mass of doubly charged Higgs MH��

between 200 and 220 GeV at 95% C.L., relevant for
vΔ > 10−4 GeV. The vector boson fusion channel, where
the H�� is produced in association with two jets, gives
relaxed constraints [41,42]. The collider signatures and the
discovery prospect of this scenario have been discussed in
[43–49]. Previous searches for H�� in the pair-production
channel and their subsequent decays into same-sign leptons
at LEP-II has put a constraint MH�� > 97.3 GeV at
95% C.L. [50]. For the earlier discussions on the Higgs
triplet model at a linear collider, see [51–55].
Most of the works in the literature explored the dilepton

or gauge boson decay modes of the doubly charged Higgs
leading to multilepton final states. Because of the possible
cascade decays of the charge neutral Higgs into a singly
charged Higgs and the cascade decay of a singly charged
Higgs into a doubly charged Higgs, the model can also lead
to a very unique signature, same-sign tetralepton final
states. This was first proposed in [56] and explored for the
lower triplet vev, where dilepton decay is predominant. In
this work, we consider a wide range of the triplet vev,
particularly focusing on gauge boson decay modes, and
explore the signature for 14 TeV LHC. For the higher range
of the triplet vev, as the LHC constraint on the mass of
doubly charged Higgs is relatively relaxed [40], we there-
fore perform the analysis for the lighter Higgs state, as low
as MH�� ∼ 247 GeV. In addition, we also consider a very
high energy pp collider that can operate with c.m. energyffiffiffi
s

p ¼ 100 TeV and explore this unique signature for a
heavy doubly charged Higgs. We show that for heavier
doubly charged Higgs, there is a very narrow region of the
triplet vev, which can accommodate significantly large
Oð103Þ same-sign tetralepton signatures.
Our paper is organized as follows: We briefly review the

basics of the type-II seesaw model in Sec. II. In Sec. III, we

discuss the branching ratios of doubly and singly charged
Higgs and the relation between H�� and H� decays.
In Secs. IV and V, we present the simulation of same-
sign tetralepton signal at

ffiffiffi
s

p ¼ 14 TeV LHC and
ffiffiffi
s

p ¼
100 TeV. Finally, we present our conclusions in Sec. VI.

II. MODEL DESCRIPTION

One of the most simplest seesaw models is the type-II
seesaw model [11–14], which, in addition to the SM
particle contents, also contains one SUð2ÞL triplet Higgs
field

Δ ¼
 Δþffiffi

2
p Δþþ

Δ0 − Δþffiffi
2

p

!
∼ ð1; 3; 2Þ: ð2:1Þ

The neutral components of the SM doublet (Φ) and
triplet Higgs fields are denoted as Φ0 ¼ 1ffiffi

2
p ðϕ0 þ iχ0Þ

and Δ0 ¼ 1ffiffi
2

p ðδ0 þ iη0Þ, respectively. The neutral compo-

nent of Δ acquires vev and generates Majorana masses for
light neutrinos. We denote the vev’s of ϕ0 and δ0 by vΦ and
vΔ, where v2 ¼ v2Φ þ v2Δ ¼ ð246 GeVÞ2. The kinetic term
for the triplet has the following form

LkinðΔÞ ¼ Tr½ðDμΔÞ†ðDμΔÞ�: ð2:2Þ

In the above, Dμ is the covariant derivative DμΔ ¼
∂μΔþ i g

2
½τaWa

μ;Δ� þ ig0BμΔ. The new triplet scalar field
Δ being a triplet under SUð2ÞL interacts with the SM gauge
bosons. In addition to the kinetic term, Δ has Yukawa
interaction with the SM lepton doublet. The Yukawa
interactions of Δ with the lepton fields are

LYðΦ;ΔÞ ¼ YΔLc
Liτ2ΔLL þ H:c:; ð2:3Þ

where YΔ is a 3 × 3 matrix and c denotes charge con-
jugation. The scalar potential of the Higgs fieldsΦ andΔ is

VðΦ;ΔÞ ¼m2
ΦΦ†Φþ M̃2

ΔTrðΔ†ΔÞþðμΦTiτ2Δ†ΦþH:c:Þ

þ λ

4
ðΦ†ΦÞ2þ λ1ðΦ†ΦÞTrðΔ†ΔÞþ λ2½TrðΔ†ΔÞ�2

þ λ3Tr½ðΔ†ΔÞ2�þ λ4Φ†ΔΔ†Φ; ð2:4Þ

wheremΦ and M̃Δ are real parameters with mass dimension
one, and λ, λ1−4 are dimensionless quartic Higgs couplings.
Note that μ is the parameter with positive mass dimension.
The triplet field Δ carries lepton number þ2, and hence,
the Yukawa term conserves lepton number. However, the
lepton number is violated two units by a nonzero μ.
Therefore, together a nonzero μ and a nonzero Yν violate
lepton number symmetry.
The scalar potential that generates the scalar mass matrix

includes trilinear as well as quartic couplings among the
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scalar fields. The scalar mass matrix, after diagonalization,
generates seven physical Higgs states. They are the charged
Higgs bosons H��, H�, and the neutral Higgs bosons h0,
H0, and A0. The two charged scalar fields Φ� of Φ and Δ�

of Δ mix to give singly charged states H� and the charged
Goldstone χ� bosons. Similarly, the mixing between the
two charge-parity- (CP) odd fields (χ0 and η0) gives rise to
A0 and the neutral Goldstone boson ρ0. Finally, we obtain
the SM Higgs boson (h) and a heavy Higgs boson (H) via
the mixing of the two neutral CP-even statesΦ0 and δ0. For
the detail description of the charged and neutral mass
matrix, see [16].
The minimization conditions of the potential are

∂VðΦ;ΔÞ
∂vΦ ¼ 0;

∂VðΦ;ΔÞ
∂vΔ ¼ 0:

These give the following conditions for m2
Φ;M

2:

m2
Φ ¼ 1

2

�
−
v2Φλ
2

− v2Δðλ1 þ λ4Þ þ 2
ffiffiffi
2

p
μvΔ

�
; ð2:5Þ

M̃2 ¼ M2
Δ −

1

2
½2v2Δðλ2 þ λ3Þ þ v2Φðλ1 þ λ4Þ�;

with M2
Δ ≡ v2Φμffiffiffi

2
p

vΔ
: ð2:6Þ

The diagonalization conditions for the neutral and charged
scalar fields are

�
ϕ�

Δ�

�
¼
�
cos β� − sin β�
sin β� cos β�

��
χ�

H�

�
;

�
χ

η

�
¼
�
cos β0 − sin β0
sin β0 cos β0

��
ρ0

A0

�
;

�
ϕ0

δ0

�
¼
�
cos α − sin α

sin α cos α

��
h0

H0

�
; ð2:7Þ

where the mixing angles

tan β� ¼
ffiffiffi
2

p
vΔ

vΦ
; tan β0 ¼

2vΔ
vΦ

;

tan 2α ¼ 4vΔ
vΦ

v2Φðλ1 þ λ4Þ − 2M2
Δ

v2Φλ − 2M2
Δ − 4v2Δðλ2 þ λ3Þ

: ð2:8Þ

All these mixings being proportional to the ratio of vΔ
vΦ

are
very small.
The physical masses of the doubly and singly charged

Higgs bosons H�� and H� can be written as

m2
Hþþ ¼ M2

Δ − v2Δλ3 −
λ4
2
v2Φ;

m2
Hþ ¼

�
M2

Δ −
λ4
4
v2Φ

��
1þ 2v2Δ

v2Φ

�
: ð2:9Þ

The CP-even and CP-odd neutral Higgs bosons h and H
have the physical masses

m2
h0 ¼ T 2

11cos
2αþ T 2

22sin
2α − T 2

12 sin 2α; ð2:10Þ

m2
H0 ¼ T 2

11sin
2αþ T 2

22cos
2αþ T 2

12 sin 2α: ð2:11Þ

In the above, T 11, T 22, and T 12 have the following
expressions:

T 2
11 ¼

v2Φλ
2

; T 2
22 ¼ M2

Δ þ 2v2Δðλ2 þ λ3Þ;

T 2
12 ¼ −

2vΔ
vΦ

M2
Δ þ vΦvΔðλ1 þ λ4Þ: ð2:12Þ

The CP-odd Higgs field A0 has the following mass

m2
A ¼ M2

Δ

�
1þ 4v2Δ

v2Φ

�
; with M2

Δ ¼ v2Φμffiffiffi
2

p
vΔ

: ð2:13Þ

The difference between the H�� and H� masses is
dictated by the coupling λ4 of the scalar potential. For a
positive λ4, the H�� is lighter than H�. The mass differ-
ence ΔM2 is

ΔM2 ¼ M2
H� −M2

H�� ∼
λ4
2
v2Φ þOðv2ΔÞ: ð2:14Þ

Throughout our analysis, we consider the mass hierarchy
MH�� < MH� . Among the neutral Higgs fields, we identify
h0 as the SM Higgs with mass Mh0 ¼ 125 GeV. The mass
of h0 is primarily decided by λ, where the mass of H0 is
primarily decided byMΔ. The neutral Higgs mixing angle α
is very small, and hence, cosα ≃ 1. On the other hand,
the charged Higgs and CP-odd Higgs mixing angles tan β�
and tan β0 being proportional vΔ=vΦ are very small,
tan β ∼ 10−3. Note that the mass squared difference
between H� and H0 in the limit vΔ < vΦ is

M2
H0 −M2

H� ∼ λ4
v2Φ
4

þOðv2ΔÞ: ð2:15Þ

Therefore, the mass difference betweenMH�� ,MH� and the
mass difference between MH0 , MH� are almost similar and
dictated by the same set of parameters λ4 and electroweak
vev vΦ. The mass squared difference between H0 and A0 is
extremely small, as this is proportional to the triplet vev,
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M2
H0 −M2

A0 ∼ 2v2Δðλ2 þ λ3Þ −
4ffiffiffi
2

p μvΔ: ð2:16Þ

We denote the mass difference between H0 and A0 by
MH0 −MA0 ∼ δM ∼ vΔ, and the mass difference between
H� and H0 by MH� −MH0 ∼ ΔM. As we will discuss in
the next subsequent sections, the latter parameter is
important for a few of the decay modes that depend on
charged Higgs and neutral Higgs mass splitting and is one
of the key parameters for our discussion.
Because of the nontrivial representations of Δ, the Higgs

triplet has interactions with a number of SM fermions and
gauge bosons. This opens up a number of possible decay
modes that can be explored at the LHC and at other future
colliders. In the next section, we summarize the different
direct experimental constraints on the charged Higgs states.

III. DECAY MODES AND EXPERIMENTAL
CONSTRAINTS

We assume the neutral Higgs H0 and A0 are more
massive than the charged Higgs. Among the charged Higgs,
H� is heavier than H��. The doubly charged Higgs boson
H�� of this model can decay into the leptonic or bosonic
states and gives unique signatures at high energy colliders.
The partial decay widths and branching ratios of the H��
depend on the triplet vev vΔ. For the smaller triplet vev, the
H�� predominantly decays into the same-sign leptonic
statesH�� → l�l�, whereas for larger vΔ, the gauge boson
mode H�� → W�W� becomes dominant [20,22,23]. The
relevant decay widths are calculated to be

ΓðH�� → l�i l
�
j Þ ¼ Γlilj ¼

M��
H

ð1þ δijÞ8π
����Mνij

vΔ

����2;
Mν ¼ YΔvΔ; ð3:1Þ

ΓðH��→W�W�Þ¼ΓW�W�

¼ g2v2Δ
8πMH��

ffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffi
1−

4

r2W

s
½ð2þðrW=2−1Þ2Þ�:

ð3:2Þ

Here, Mν denotes the neutrino mass matrix, i, j are the
generation indices, and Γlilj and ΓW�W� are the partial
decay widths for the H�� → l�i l

�
j and H�� → W�W�

channels, respectively. The parameter rW represents the

ratio of H�� and the W gauge boson masses, rW ¼ MH��
MW

.
Other than the doubly charged Higgs, the model also

contains a singly charged Higgs. The singly charged Higgs
H� can decay to lν, WZ;Wh; tb̄ final states. Additionally,
for nondegenerate charged Higgs masses and triplet vev vΔ
between 10−6 and 10−2 GeV, the cascade decay H� →
H��W� can also become dominant. The partial width for

the charged Higgs decaying into H��W−� has the follow-
ing form:

ΓðH� → H��W−�Þ ¼ 9g4MH�

128π3
cos2β�G

�
M2

H��

M2
H�

;
M2

W

M2
H�

�
:

ð3:3Þ

In the above, β� is the charged Higgs mixing angle. For the
expression of the function G and other partial decay widths
of H� into two fermions mode and two gauge bosons
mode; see [26]. We show the branching ratio of H��

and H� in Fig. 1 for two benchmark values of doubly
charged Higgs mass MH�� ¼ 247.3 GeV and MH�� ¼
894.02 GeV, respectively. In the upper panel of Fig. 1,
we show the variation of the branching ratios of the doubly
charged Higgs boson for the two chosen benchmark mass
points. The lower panel shows the variation of the branch-
ing ratio of singly charged Higgs H� into different
channels. The lower panel has a different response with
the increase of the doubly charged Higgs mass, which also
implies the increase of the masses of different other charged
and neutral Higgs states. From the top panel, this is evident,
that there is hardly any change in the branching ratio of
doubly charged Higgs for the variation of its mass, except a
slight shift in the overlapping region of the two branching
ratios. On the other hand, in the lower panel, the scenario is
completely different, and one can easily see a huge
variation in the branching ratio of the different decay
channels of H� due to the change in mass of the doubly
charged Higgs. This happens because with the increase of

the doubly charged Higgs mass, the ratio
MH��
MH� → 1; hence,

the decrement in the decay width of Hþ → HþþW−�
channel occurs due to the phase space suppression.
A number of searches have been proposed at the LHC to

discover H�� using multilepton signatures. The searches
in [22–24,47] focused on the pair and associated produc-
tion with the H�� decaying into leptonic gauge boson
states. Below we discuss the existing constraints on H��
from the LEP and LHC searches.

(i) Constraint from the LEP-II: The search for
doubly charged Higgs boson H�� decaying into
charged leptons has been performed at the LEP-II.
This constrains the mass MH�� > 97.3 GeV [50]
at 95% C.L.

(ii) Constraints from pair and associated production:
Stringent constraints on MH�� have been placed by
the 13 TeV LHC searches. These searches analyzed
the H�� → l�l� channel. The CMS Collaboration
looked for different leptonic flavors including
ee; eμ; eτ; μμ; μτ, and ττ. In addition, the CMS
searches also include the associated production
pp → H��H∓ and the subsequent decays H� →
l�ν. This combined channel of pair production and
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associated production gives the stringent constraint
MH�� > 820 GeV [39] at 95% C.L. for e, μ flavor.
The realistic bound depends on the neutrino mass
matrix [20]. Similar constraints from ATLAS
searches have been placed on the mass of doubly
charged Higgs that takes into account only pair
production. The bound is MH�� > 870 GeV at
95% C.L. [38]. Note that these limits are valid only
for a small triplet vev vΔ < 10−4 GeV. Additionally,
ATLAS looked into the pair production of a doubly
charged Higgs with subsequent decays into gauge
bosons, resulting in multilepton final states. The
search in [40] has constrained the mass of doubly

charged Higgs MH�� between 200 and 220 GeV at
95% C.L. This is valid for the triplet vev
vΔ > 10−4 GeV, where the gauge boson decay is
most dominant.

(iii) Constraint fromvector boson fusion (VBF): For larger
values of the triplet vev vΔ > 10−4 GeV, the leptonic
branching ratio becomes smaller. Instead, the decay
mode H�� → W�W� is dominant. Therefore, the
searches inVBFbecomemore important. A search for
pp → jjH�� → jjW�W� at the 8 TeV LHC in the
VBF channel sets a constraint on the triplet vev vΔ ∼
25 GeV for MH�� ∼ 300 GeV [41]. This constraint
has been updated [42] using 13 TeV data at the LHC.

H++  W+ W+H++  l+ l+

B
r(

H
+

+
)

0.01

0.1

1

10

v  [GeV]
10−9 10−6 10−3 1

H++  W+ W+H++  l+ l+

B
r(

H
+

+
)

0.01

0.1

1

10

v  [GeV]
10−9 10−6 10−3 1

H+  q q'

H+  WZ + Wh

H+  H++ W*H+  l+ 

B
r(

H
+
)

0.01

0.1

1

10

v  [GeV]
10−9 10−6 10−3 1

H+  q q'

H+  WZ + Wh

H+  H++ W*

H+  l+ 

B
r(

H
+
)

0.01

0.1

1

10

v  [GeV]
10−9 10−6 10−3 1

FIG. 1. Upper panels: The branching ratios of H�� for masses MH�� ¼ 247.30 GeV and MH�� ¼ 894.02 GeV. Lower panels:
Branching ratios of H� for the masses MH� ¼ 250.35 GeV and MH� ¼ 894.89 GeV. The other relevant parameters are kept fixed at
λi ¼ 0.1 (for i ¼ 1 to 4) and λ ¼ 0.52.
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Such a large triplet vev is anyway excluded by the ρ
parameter bound [19] in the minimal type-II see-
saw model.

The abovementioned constraints imply that a large
range of the triplet vev vΔ > 10−4 GeV exists, where
low mass of MH�� > 220 GeV is still allowed. For the
lower triplet vev vΔ < 10−4 GeV, the mass constraint is
more conservative MH�� > 870 GeV. In our analysis of
tetralepton signatures, we therefore choose both the lighter
and heavier mass points.

IV. LARGE TRIPLET VEV AND SAME-SIGN
TETRALEPTON SIGNATURE FOR

ffiffi
s

p
= 14 TeV

We explore the tetralepton signature arising from a lighter
charged Higgs and neutral Higgs decay. We consider
associated production ofH� along withH0=A0. For a triplet
vev between 10−5 GeV < vΔ < 10−3 GeV and assuming
mass hierarchy between singly and doubly charged Higgs
MH� > MH�� , the cascade decay of H� into H��W� is
predominant. In the same triplet vev region, H0=A0 →
H�W� decay is also significantly large. We furthermore
consider the gauge boson decay modes of H�� → W�W�

that has a large branching ratio for vΔ > 10−4 GeV and

subsequent leptonic decay of the produced on-shellW�. For
the signal, therefore, the complete process is [56]

(i) pp → H�H0=H�A0 → H��W��H�W∓� →
H��W��H��W∓�W∓� → 4W� þ X,

(ii) pp → H0A0 → H�W∓�H�W∓� →
H��W��H��W∓�W∓�W∓� → 4W� þ Y.

The Feynman diagrams for the above two processes have
been shown in Fig. 2. Note that this phenomenon of wrong-
sign leptons production occurs as Δ0 can oscillate to Δ0†

and vice versa. As a result, H0 and A0 sharing the same

final states can mix together like in the B0 − B0 system.
Finally, we can write the cross section for these signals as

(i) σðpp→H�H0=A0Þ×F1×BrðH� →H��W−�Þ2 ×
BrðH0=A0 →H�W−�Þ×BrðH�� →W�W�Þ2,

(ii) σðpp → H0A0Þ × F2 × BrðH0=A0 → H�W−�Þ2 ×
BrðH� → H��W−�Þ × BrðH�� → W�W�Þ2.

In the above, F1;2 are

F1 ¼
x2

1þ x2
; F2 ¼

2þ x2

2ð1þ x2Þ ×
x2

2ð1þ x2Þ ;

with x ¼ δM
ΓH0=A0

¼ MH0 −MA0

ΓH0=A0

ð4:1Þ

FIG. 2. Feynman diagrams for pp → H�H0=A0, pp → H0A0, and the subsequent decays of H0=A0 → H�W−�, H� → H��W−�,
and H�� → W�W�.
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when the two decay widths ΓH0 and ΓA0 are nearly equal,
i.e., ΓH0 ≃ ΓA0 . The generalization of these two processes to
the case of ΓA0 ≠ ΓH0 is

(i) σðpp→H�H0=A0Þ×G1 ×BrðH� →H��W−�Þ2 ×
BrðH0=A0 →H�W−�Þ×BrðH�� →W�W�Þ2,

(ii) σðpp → H0A0Þ × G2 × BrðH0=A0 → H�W−�Þ2 ×
BrðH� → H��W−�Þ × BrðH�� → W�W�Þ2,

where G1 and G2 have the following forms:

G1 ¼
x2 þ y2

2ð1þ x2Þ ; G2 ¼
2þ x2 − y2

2ð1þ x2Þ ×
x2 þ y2

2ð1þ x2Þ ;

with x ¼ δM
Γ

;

Γ ¼ Γ0
H þ Γ0

A

2
; and y ¼ Γ0

H − Γ0
A

Γ0
H þ Γ0

A

: ð4:2Þ

Note that, to compute the tetralepton signature, one
needs to take into account the leptonic branching ratios
fromW. In our analysis, we consider both theW → lνwith
l ¼ e, μ as well as W → τν with the leptonic decays of τ
included. To compute the cross section, we implement the
model in FeynRules (v2.3) [57]. The Universal FeynRules
Output (UFO) is then fed into MadGraph5_aMC@NLO (v2.6)

[58] that generates the parton-level events. We use the
default parton distribution function NNPDF23LO1 [59] for
computation. We perform parton showering and hadroniza-
tion with PYTHIA8 [60] and analyze the HepMC [61] event
files. The above cross sections pp → H�H0 and
pp → H0A0 depend on the masses of the neutral
and charged Higgs. We therefore show the variation of
associated production cross section of pp → H�H0=A0 and

pp → H0A0 with the mass of H0 in Fig. 3. For c.m. energyffiffiffi
s

p ¼ 14 TeV, the cross section for pp → H0A0 varies
between 1 and 70 fb for neutral Higgs mass between 200 and
500 GeV. For pp → HþH0=A0, the cross section is very
similar, only lower by a factor of Oð1.5Þ. For
pp → H−H0=A0, the cross section is smaller due to the
parton distribution function. In addition, we also show the
production cross section for a future pp collider with c.m.
energy

ffiffiffi
s

p ¼ 100 TeV. As is evident from the right panel of
Fig. 3, the production cross section is quite large for higher
c.m. energy, and multi-TeV Higgs mass can be probed.
Note that the production cross sections for pp →

H�H0=A0 depend on both the parameters λ4 and the triplet
vev vΔ. For a fixed value of μ, the triplet vev primarily
governs the masses of the Higgs H�; H0=A0, while the
parameter λ4 determines their mass difference. In the left
panel of Fig. 4, we show the variation of the production
cross section for the process pp → HþH0 in the vΔ − λ4
plane for a benchmark value of neutral Higgs, MH0 ∼
253 GeV. For the process pp → H−H0, the plot is very
similar; only the production cross section is relatively
smaller by a factor of 2. The channel pp → H0A0 has
the largest cross section, larger than pp → HþH0 by
almost a factor of Oð1.4–1.7Þ. Since λ4 has a very nominal
effect on the mass splitting of H0, A0, the cross section of
this channel is almost fixed in the entire plane of λ4 − vΔ,
and thus does not vary.
The doubly, singly charged, and neutral Higgs bosons

will decay through a number of subsequent decay
modes, leading to the same-sign tetralepton final states.
The two key parameters are again the triplet vev vΔ and

14 TeV
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p 
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FIG. 3. Left panel: Cross section for associated production H�H0, H0A0 vs the mass of H�. The c.m. energy is
ffiffiffi
s

p ¼ 14 TeV. The
other parameters are fixed at λi ¼ 0.1 (i ¼ 1 to 4), λ ¼ 0.52, vΔ ¼ 10−3 GeV, and μ has been varied between 2 × 10−3 GeV and
4.5 × 10−2 GeV to vary the mass of the particles. The production cross sections for HþA0 and H−A0 are same as HþH0 and H−H0,
respectively. Right panel: The same plot for higher c.m. energy

ffiffiffi
s

p ¼ 100 TeV.
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the coupling λ4. Since a number of branching ratios are
involved in the same-sign tetralepton process, we show
the product of these branching ratios. In the right panel
of Fig. 4, we show the variation of the product of branching
ratios BrðH� → H��W−�Þ2 × BrðH0=A0 → H�W−�Þ ×
BrðH�� → W�W�Þ2 × BrðW� → lνÞ4 for the process

pp → H�H0=A0 in the vΔ − λ4 plane. From the top panel
of Fig. 1, it is evident that the doubly charged Higgs H��

decays predominantly to the same-sign W�W� state. For a
smaller range of the triplet vev, it entirely decays to the l�l�
final state. This is reflected in Fig. 4, where there is a
sharp change in the branching ratio around 10−4 GeV.

FIG. 4. Left panel: Cross section in fb for the channel pp → HþH0 for the c.m. energy
ffiffiffi
s

p ¼ 14 TeV (MA0 ¼ 253 GeV). Right panel:
Product of branching ratios BrðH� → H��W−�Þ2 × BrðH0=A0 → H�W−�Þ × BrðH�� → W�W�Þ2 × BrðW� → lνÞ4 for the process
pp → H�H0=A0 with mass of A0 being fixed asMA0 ¼ 253 GeV. For the second process pp → H0=A0, the behavior of the product of
the branching ratio will be the same.

FIG. 5. This plot represents the number of same-sign tetralepton events for massMH0 ∼MA0 ¼ 253 GeV. Left figure of upper panel:
Number of same-sign tetralepton events lþlþlþlþ þ X from pp → HþH0=A0 followed by subsequent decays of Hþ; H0; A0. Right
figure of upper panel: Number of same-sign tetralepton events l−l−l−l− þ X from pp → H−H0=A0 and subsequent decays. Lower
panel: Number of same-sign tetralepton events lþlþlþlþ þ Y or l−l−l−l− þ Y from pp → H0A0 and subsequent decays. For the
doubly charged Higgs, we consider the H�� → W�W� decay mode. The c.m. energy

ffiffiffi
s

p ¼ 14 TeV and we consider luminosity
L ¼ 3000 fb−1. For this range of λ4, the masses of H� and H�� vary at most by MH0 −MHþþ ∼ 32 GeV and MH0 −MHþ ∼ 15 GeV,
respectively.
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The product goes to zero on the left side of this line (as
shown by the black region). On the right side of this line,
the product can be large, as indicated by the color bar. We
stress that the product of the branching ratios has a
significantly large value for a wide range of the triplet
vev 10−4 GeV < vΔ < 10−2 GeV. Therefore, in this
region, there will be handful of events for same-sign
tetralepton final states that can be tested at the LHC. In
the next section, we will see how this large range of the
triplet vev shrinks to a very narrow range for higher masses
of the charged and neutral Higgs. This occurs due to

significant change in branching ratios of the channel
H� → H��W−� for the same value of λ4.
In Fig. 5, we show the variation of the number of events

for the same-sign tetralepton signature, where we consider
integrated luminosity L ¼ 3000 fb−1. This has been
obtained by folding the production cross section with
the overall branching ratio and integrated luminosity. We
also implement a few basic cuts at the PYTHIA level. These
are pTðe�=μ�Þ > 10 GeV, jηðe�=μ�Þj < 2.5. We obtain a
cut efficiency ceff ¼ 0.62 for MH0 ¼ 253 GeV that we
include in our calculation of total number of events. We
consider the processes pp → HþH0=A0 (top left), pp →
H−H0=A0 (top right), and pp → H0A0 (bottom). To
calculate the number of events, we followed the prescrip-
tion given at the beginning of Sec. IV. As we can see from
the bottom left plot of Fig. 1, for the low mass range of the
particle spectrum, the channelH� → H��W−� has a 100%
branching ratio for a wide range of the triplet vev. Hence, in
all three plots, we get a reasonable number of events for
the triplet vev vΔ ∼ 10−4–10−1 GeV. As exhibited in Fig. 3,
the cross section for the different final states has the follow-
ing hierarchies σðpp → H0A0Þ > pp → σðHþH0=A0Þ >
σðpp → H−H0=A0Þ. The same hierarchy also translates in
the number of events. All three plots have a similar kind of
morphology in the vΔ − λ4 plane, and the nature of the

FIG. 6. Cross section in fb for the channel pp → HþH0 for the
massMA0 ¼ 900 GeV. We consider c.m. energy

ffiffiffi
s

p ¼ 100 TeV.

FIG. 7. Upper panels: This represents the product of branching ratios BrðH� → H��W−�Þ2 × BrðH0=A0 → H�W−�Þ × BrðH�� →
W�W�Þ2 × BrðW� → lνÞ4 (left figure), BrðH� → H��W−�Þ2 × BrðH0=A0 → H�W−�Þ × BrðH�� → l�l�Þ2 (right figure). Lower
panel: The sum of these two products of branching ratios for the process pp → H�H0=A0 with mass of A0 being fixed as
MA0 ¼ 900 GeV. For the process pp → H0A0, the product of the branching ratio is very similar.
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variation of the number of events can be understood in the
followingway. Sincewe are considering theH�� → W�W�
channel, which starts contributing when the triplet vev is
vΔ > 10−4 GeV, the number of events Nevt > 5 starts
around this region of the triplet vev. As shown in Fig. 4,
the cross section increaseswith larger λ4, while the branching
ratio for the channel H� → H��W−� decreases (bottom
right plot of Fig. 1) for the larger triplet vev, leading to the
specific variation of the number of events shown in Fig. 5.

V. INCLUSIVE SAME-SIGN TETRALEPTON
SIGNATURE FOR

ffiffi
s

p
= 100 TeV

We consider a heavier Higgs and analyze its discovery
prospect at a future pp collider that can operate with c.m.
energy

ffiffiffi
s

p ¼ 100 TeV. Because of the suppression from a
number of branching ratios, the observation of same-sign
tetralepton final states will be beyond the scope of 13 TeV
LHC. However, this can easily be observed in a future
collider with higher c.m. energy. As a benchmark sample,
we consider neutral Higgs mass MH0=A0 ¼ 900 GeV and
variation of the doubly charged Higgs of mass at most by
5 GeV from MH0=A0 . The chosen value of the doubly
charged Higgs mass is consistent with the constraints from

13 TeV LHC searches for the entire range of the triplet vev
vΔ ∼ 10−9–1 GeV. Near the triplet vev vΔ ∼ 10−4, both the
dilepton and gauge boson modes will substantially con-
tribute. We therefore cover a large range of the triplet vev
vΔ and consider the doubly charged Higgs decaying into
both the same-sign dilepton and gauge boson modes.
Hence, in addition to the gauge bosons discussed in
Sec. IV, the total cross section also contains the following
contribution from the dilepton decay mode:

(i) σðpp→ H�H0=A0Þ×G1 ×BrðH� → H��W−�Þ2×
BrðH0=A0 → H�W−�Þ×BrðH�� → l�l�Þ2,

(ii) σðpp → H0A0Þ × G2 × BrðH0=A0 → H�W−�Þ2×
BrðH� → H��W−�Þ2 × BrðH�� → l�l�Þ2.

In the above, l ¼ e, μ, τ, and we finally consider the
leptonic branching ratios of τ, while calculating the number
of events. The functions G1;2 have been described in
Sec. IV. We show the variation of the cross section in
Fig. 6. The cross section for the mass MA0 ¼ 900 GeV
varies around 5 fb. We next show the variation of the
product of branching ratios in Fig. 7 for heavier charged
and neutral Higgs. For the triplet vev smaller than
vΔ < 10−4 GeV, the doubly charged Higgs H�� → l�l�

is dominant, while around 10−4 GeV, both the gauge boson
mode and dilepton are dominant. For a heavier singly

FIG. 8. These figures represent the number of events for massMA0=MH0 ¼ 900 GeV. Upper panels: Number of same-sign tetralepton
events lþlþlþlþ þ X from pp → HþH0=A0 and subsequent decays (left) and number of same-sign tetralepton events l−l−l−l− þ
X from pp → H−H0=A0 and subsequent decays (right). Lower panel: Number of same-sign tetralepton events lþlþlþlþ þ Y or
l−l−l−l− þ Y from pp → H0A0 and subsequent decays. We consider luminosity L ¼ 30 ab−1. For this range of λ4, the masses ofH�

and H�� vary at most by MH0 −MH�� ∼ 8.4 GeV and MH0 −MH� ∼ 4.2 GeV, respectively.
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charged Higgs, the branching ratio for the H� → H��W−�
decay channel is large for a large value of λ4. Note that, for
λ4 ∼ 0.1, the branching ratio becomes more than 1% in a
very small range of the triplet vev (see Fig. 1). This, in turn,
has a large effect on the total branching ratio and is clearly
visible in all three plots of Fig. 7. The region in vΔ, in which
the overall branching ratio is larger than 0.5% is now
considerably smaller. The left plot in the top panel represents
the overall branching ratio with only the H�� → W�W�
decay included. The plot in the right panel shows the total
branching ratio for H�� → l�l�. The product of the
branching ratio is smaller for the case of H�� → W�W�

due to additional suppression from BrðW� → l�νÞ4. In the
lower panel, we show the sum of these two branching ratios.
The higher values of the product of the branching ratios is
governed by H�� → l�l� decay mode (relevant for
vΔ ≲ 10−4 GeV). More explicitly, we show the H�� →
W�W� dominated branching ratio by the blueish region and
the H�� → l�l� dominated branching ratio by yellowish
region. The total cross section has been computed by folding
the branching ratios with the cross section shown in Fig. 6.
In addition, we also include a few preliminary cuts,
pTðe�=μ�Þ > 10 GeV, jηðe�=μ�Þj < 2.5. For MH0 ¼
900 GeV and neutrino oscillation parameters to their best
fit values [1], we obtain the cut efficiencies ceff ¼ 0.64 in the
H�� → l�l� mode and ceff ¼ 0.62 in the H�� → W�W�
mode that have been included in this analysis.
In Fig. 8, we present the number of events for heavier

doubly charged Higgs and charged and neutral Higgs
(∼900 GeV). In all three plots, which correspond to
the pp → HþH0=A0, pp → H−H0=A0, and pp → H0A0

processes, its possible to achieve a significantly large
number of events in a very narrow region indicated by
the yellow patch. This is contrary to the low mass range
discussed in the previous section, where we get a reason-
able number of events for a wider range of the triplet vev.
Figure 9 represents the variation of the total number of
events for tetraleptons with either þve or −ve sign of the
leptons. The left panel shows the variation of the sum of the

number of events (lþlþlþlþ þ l−l−l−l−) for the low mass
of the particles, and its shape is exactly similar to what we
discussed before (see Fig. 5). The figure in the right panel
shows the events for higher mass and also has a similar
shape to that displayed in Fig. 8.

VI. CONCLUSION

The type-II seesaw model is one of the most simplest
models of neutrino mass generation, where the model is
extended by an additional triplet scalar field. Because of an
extended Higgs sector and mixing between the SM doublet
scalar field and triplet scalar, the model contains few addi-
tional Higgs fields, including doubly charged and singly
charged Higgs fields, as well as CP-even and -odd neutral
Higgs fields. In this work, we consider a type-II seesaw
model for neutrino mass generation and analyze a unique
same-sign tetralepton signature at pp colliders. This arises
from the associated production ofHiggs fieldsH�H0; H0A0,
and the subsequent decay of the neutral Higgs field into a
singly charged Higgs state, and the decay of a singly charged
field into a doubly charged Higgs state. More precisely, for
nondegenerate Higgs masses and for an intermediate triplet
vev vΔ between 10−5 GeV < vΔ < 10−2 GeV, the neutral
and charged Higgs H0, A0, H� decay predominantly to
H0=A0 → H�W� and H� → H��W�. The subsequent
decays of H�� either to same-sign dileptons or to same-
sign gauge bosons lead to the same-sign tetralepton final
states.We analyze this signature for app collider, taking into
account two different c.m. energies

ffiffiffi
s

p ¼ 14 TeV andffiffiffi
s

p ¼ 100 TeV. In our analysis,we choose those benchmark
mass points that are consistent with the present limits from
the 13 TeV LHC. In particular, for the lower c.m. energy, we
explore the tetralepton signatures from a lighter Higgs state,
and for a higher c.m. energy, we consider a heavier Higgs
states.
As an illustrative example, we first consider a large

triplet vev vΔ > 10−5 GeV and a benchmark mass with
MH0;A0 ¼ 253 GeV. We vary the mass difference between
doubly charged Higgs and charge neutral Higgs by at most

FIG. 9. Total number of same-sign tetralepton events (lþlþlþlþ þ l−l−l−l−) for both the cases of M0
A ¼ 253 GeV (left figure)

and MA0 ¼ 900 GeV (right figure).
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5 GeV. In this region of the triplet vev, the gauge boson
decay mode of H�� is predominant. The associated
production cross section pp → HþH0 varies between
σ ∼ 17 and 20 fb. The product of different branching ratios
becomes maximal in a region vΔ ∼ 10−4–10−2 GeV. To
analyze the signal events, we implement a few basic cuts,
for which we get a cut efficiency ceff ¼ 0.6. With integrated
luminosity of L ¼ 3000 fb−1, we find that a doubly
charged Higgs of mass around 257 GeV can lead to 600
events at the future upgrade of the LHC.
Additionally, we also consider heavier neutral and

doubly charged Higgs for which tetralepton signature
can be observed in a pp collider with higher c.m. energy.
For illustration, we consider the mass MH0;A0 ¼ 900 GeV
and vary the masses of doubly and singly charged Higgs at
most by MH� −MH�� ∼ 5 GeV. We explore the signal
sensitivity for this benchmark point at the 100 TeV pp
collider. We consider both the dilepton and gauge boson

decay modes of the doubly charged Higgs. For heavier
mass, the branching ratio of H� → H��W� is large for a
very large λ4. We find that the production cross section
pp → HþH0 varies nominally σ ∼ 5 fb. We find that in a
narrow region in the λ4 − vΔ plane, the same-sign tetra-
lepton events can be very large Nevnt ∼Oð103Þ.
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