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W e consider the im pactofim posing generalized CP sym m etries on the Higgs sector ofthe two-
Higgs-doublet m odel,and identify three classes ofsym m etries. Two ofthese classes constrain the
scalarpotentialparam etersto an exceptionalregion ofparam eterspace which respectseithera Z2

discrete 
 avor sym m etry or a U (1) sym m etry. W e exhibit a basis-invariant quantity that distin-
guishes between these two possible sym m etries. W e also show that the consequences ofim posing
these two classes ofCP sym m etry can be achieved by com bining Higgs Fam ily sym m etries,and
thatthisisnotpossible forthe usualCP sym m etry.W e com m enton the vacuum structure and on
renorm alization in thepresenceofthesesym m etries.Finally,wedem onstratethatthestandard CP
sym m etry can be used to build allthe m odels we identify,including those based on Higgs Fam ily
sym m etries.
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I. IN T R O D U C T IO N

Despite the fantastic successesofthe Standard M odel(SM )ofelectroweak interactions,its scalarsectorrem ains

largely untested [1]. An alternative to the single Higgs doublet ofthe SM is provided by the two-Higgs-doublet

m odel(THDM ),which can be supplem ented by sym m etry requirem entson the Higgs�elds� 1 and �2.Sym m etries

leaving the kinetic term sunchanged1 m ay be oftwo types. O n the one hand,one m ay relate �a with som e unitary

transform ation of�b. These are known as Higgs Fam ily sym m etries,or HF sym m etries. O n the other hand,one

m ay relate �a with som e unitary transform ation of��
b
. These are known as generalized CP sym m etries,or G CP

sym m etries.In thisarticleweconsiderallsuch sym m etriesthatarepossiblein theTHDM ,according to theirim pact

on the Higgspotential.W e identify threeclassesofG CP sym m etries.

Thestudy iscom plicated by the factthatonem ay perform a basistransform ation on the Higgs�elds,thushiding

what m ight otherwise be an easily identi�able sym m etry. The need to seek basis invariant observables in m odels

with m any Higgs was pointed out by Lavoura and Silva [5],and by Botella and Silva [6],stressing applications to

CP violation.Refs.[6,7]indicate how to constructbasisinvariantquantitiesin a system atic fashion forany m odel,

including m ulti-Higgs-doubletm odels.W ork on basisinvariancein theTHDM wasm uch expanded upon by Davidson

and Haber [8],by G union and Haber [9,10],by Haber and O ’Neil[11],and by other authors [12]. The previous

approacheshighlightthe role played by the Higgs�elds.An alternativeapproach,spearheaded by Nishi[13,14],by

Ivanov [3,4]and by M aniatisetal[15],highlightstheroleplayed by �eld bilinears,which isvery usefulforstudiesof

thevacuum structureofthem odel[16,17].In thispaper,wedescribeallclassesofHF and G CP sym m etriesin both

languages.O neproblem with twoclassesofG CP identi�ed hereisthatthey lead toan exceptionalregion ofparam eter

space(ERPS)previously identi�ed asproblem aticby G union and Haber[9]and by Davidson and Haber[8].Indeed,

1 It has been argued by G insburg [2] and by Ivanov [3, 4] that one should also consider the e�ect of non-unitary global sym m etry

transform ationsofthe two H iggs�elds,asthe m ostgeneralrenorm alizable H iggsLagrangian allowsforkinetic m ixing ofthe two H iggs

�elds. In this work,we study the possible globalsym m etries ofthe e�ective low-energy H iggs theory that arise after diagonalization

ofthe H iggskinetic energy term s.The non-unitary transform ationsthatdiagonalize the H iggskinetic m ixing term salso transform the

param etersofthe H iggspotential,and thus can determ ine the structure ofthe rem nantH iggs
avorsym m etriesofe�ective low-energy

H iggsscalarpotential. Itisthe latter that constitutes the m ain focus ofthis work.
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no basisinvariantquantity existsin theliteraturethatdistinguishesbetween theZ2 and U (1)HF sym m etriesin the

ERPS.

IfevidenceforTHDM physicsisrevealed in futureexperim ents,then itwillbecriticaltoem ploy analysistechniques

that are free from m odel-dependent assum ptions. It is for this reason that a basis-independent form alism for the

THDM is so powerful. Nevertheless,currentexperim entaldata already im pose signi�cantconstraints on the m ost

generalTHDM .In particular,we know that custodialsym m etry breaking e�ects,
avor changing neutralcurrent

(FCNC) constraints,and (to a lesser extent) CP-violating phenom ena im pose som e signi�cant restrictions on the

structureoftheTHDM (including theHiggs-ferm ion interactions).Forexam ple,theobserved suppression ofFCNCs

im pliesthateitherthe two heaviestneutralHiggsbosonsofthe THDM have m assesabove 1 TeV,orcertain Higgs-

ferm ion Yukawa couplingsm ustbe absent[18]. The lattercan be achieved by im posing certain discrete sym m etries

on the THDM .Likewise,in the m ostgeneralTHDM ,m asssplittingsbetween charged and neutralHiggsbosonscan

yield custodial-sym m etry breaking e�ectsatone-loop thatcould be largeenough to be in con
ictwith the precision

electroweak data [19].O nceagain,sym m etriescan beim posed on theTHDM to alleviateany potentialdisagreem ent

with data.Theim plicationsofsuch sym m etriesforTHDM phenom enology hasrecently been explored by G erard and

collaborators[20]and by Haberand O ’Neil[21].

Thus,ifTHDM physics is discovered,it willbe im portant to develop experim entalm ethods that can revealthe

presenceorabsenceofunderlying sym m etriesofthem ostgeneralTHDM .Thisrequirestwo essentialpiecesofinput.

First,onem ustidentify allpossibleHiggssym m etriesofinterest.Second,onem ustrelatethesesym m etriesto basis-

independentobservablesthatcan beprobed byexperim ent.In thispaper,weprim arilyaddressthe�rststep,although

wealso providebasis-independentcharacterizationsofthese sym m etries.O uranalysisfocusesthe sym m etriesofthe

THDM scalar potential. In principle,one can extend our study ofthese sym m etries to the Higgs-ferm ion Yukawa

interactions,although thisliesbeyond the scopeofthe presentwork.

This paper is organized as follows. In section II we introduce our notation and de�ne an invariant that does

distinguish the Z2 and U (1)HF sym m etriesin the ERPS.In section IIIwe explain the role played by the vacuum

expectation values in preserving or breaking the U (1) sym m etry,and we com m ent brie
y on renorm alization. In

section IV weintroducetheG CP transform ationsand explain whytheyareorganizedintothreeclasses.W esum m arize

ourresultsand setthem in thecontextoftheexisting literaturein section V,and in section VIweprovea surprising

result:m ultiple applicationsofthestandard CP sym m etry can be used to build allthem odelsweidentify,including

thosebased on HF sym m etries.W e draw ourconclusionsin section VII.

II. T H E SC A LA R SEC T O R O F T H E T H D M

A . T hree com m on notations for the scalar potential

Let us consider a SU (2)
 U (1) gauge theory with two Higgs-doublets �a,with the sam e hypercharge 1=2,and

with vacuum expectation values(vevs)

h�ai=

�
0

va=
p
2

�

: (1)

Theindex a runsfrom 1to2,and weusethestandard de�nition fortheelectriccharge,wherebytheuppercom ponents

ofthe SU (2)doubletsarecharged and the lowercom ponentsneutral.

The scalarpotentialm ay be written as

VH = m
2
11�

y

1�1 + m
2
22�

y

2�2 �

h

m
2
12�

y

1�2 + H.c.

i

+ 1

2
�1(�

y

1
�1)

2 + 1

2
�2(�

y

2
�2)

2 + �3(�
y

1
�1)(�

y

2
�2)+ �4(�

y

1
�2)(�

y

2
�1)

+

h
1

2
�5(�

y

1�2)
2 + �6(�

y

1�1)(�
y

1�2)+ �7(�
y

2�2)(�
y

1�2)+ H.c.

i

; (2)

where m 2
11,m

2
22,and �1;� � � ;�4 are realparam eters.In general,m 2

12,�5,�6 and �7 are com plex. \H.c." standsfor

Herm itian conjugation.

An alternativenotation,usefulforthe construction ofinvariantsand cham pioned by Botella and Silva [6]is

VH = Yab(�
y
a�b)+

1

2
Zab;cd(�

y
a�b)(�

y
c�d); (3)
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whereHerm iticity im plies

Yab = Y
�
ba;

Zab;cd � Zcd;ab = Z
�
ba;dc: (4)

The extrem um conditionsare

[Yab + Zab;cd v
�
dvc]vb = 0 (fora = 1;2): (5)

M ultiplying by v�a leadsto

Yab(v
�
avb)= � Zab;cd (v

�
avb)(v

�
dvc): (6)

O neshould be very carefulwhen com paring Eqs.(2)and (3)am ong di�erentauthors,sincethe sam esym bolm ay

be used forquantitieswhich di�erby signs,factorsoftwo,orcom plex conjugation.Herewefollow the de�nitionsof

Davidson and Haber[8].W ith these de�nitions:

Y11 = m
2
11; Y12 = � m

2
12;

Y21 = � (m 2
12)

�
Y22 = m

2
22; (7)

and

Z11;11 = �1; Z22;22 = �2;

Z11;22 = Z22;11 = �3; Z12;21 = Z21;12 = �4;

Z12;12 = �5; Z21;21 = �
�
5;

Z11;12 = Z12;11 = �6; Z11;21 = Z21;11 = �
�
6;

Z22;12 = Z12;22 = �7; Z22;21 = Z21;22 = �
�
7: (8)

Theprevioustwo notationslook attheHiggs�elds� a individually.A third notation isused by Nishi[13,14]and

Ivanov [3,4],who em phasize the presenceof�eld bilinears(� y
a�b)[17].Following Nishi[13]we write:

VH = M �r� + ���r�r�; (9)

where� = 0;1;2;3 and

r0 =
1

2

h

(�
y

1�1)+ (�
y

2�2)

i

;

r1 =
1

2

h

(�
y

1�2)+ (�
y

2�1)

i

= Re(�
y

1�2);

r2 = �
i

2

h

(�
y

1�2)� (�
y

2�1)

i

= Im (�
y

1�2);

r3 =
1

2

h

(�
y

1�1)� (�
y

2�2)

i

: (10)

In Eq.(9),sum m ation ofrepeated indicesisadopted with Euclidean m etric.Thisdi�ersfrom Ivanov’snotation [3,4],

who pointed out that r� param etrizes the gauge orbits ofthe Higgs �elds,in a space equipped with a M inkowski

m etric.

In term softhe param etersofEq.(2),the 4-vectorM � and 4� 4 m atrix ��� arewritten respectively as:

M � =
�
m 2

11 + m 2
22; � 2Rem

2
12; 2Im m 2

12; m
2
11 � m 2

22

�
; (11)

and

��� =

0

B
@

(�1 + �2)=2+ �3 Re(�6 + �7) � Im (�6 + �7) (�1 � �2)=2

Re(�6 + �7) �4 + Re�5 � Im �5 Re(�6 � �7)

� Im (�6 + �7) � Im �5 �4 � Re�5 � Im (�6 � �7)

(�1 � �2)=2 Re(�6 � �7) � Im (�6 � �7) (�1 + �2)=2� �3

1

C
A : (12)

Eq.(9)isrelated to Eq.(3)through

M
� = �

�

ab
Yba; (13)

��� = 1

2
Zab;cd �

�

ba
�
�
dc; (14)

wherethe m atrices�i arethe three Paulim atrices,and �0 isthe 2� 2 identity m atrix.
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B . B asis transform ations

W e m ay rewritethe potentialin term sofnew �elds� 0
a,obtained from the originalonesby a sim ple (global)basis

transform ation

�a ! �0
a = Uab�b; (15)

where U 2 U (2) is a 2 � 2 unitary m atrix. Under this unitary basis transform ation,the gauge-kinetic term s are

unchanged,butthe coe�cientsY ab and Zab;cd aretransform ed as

Yab ! Y
0
ab = Ua� Y�� U

�
b�; (16)

Zab;cd ! Z
0
ab;cd = Ua� Uc
 Z��;
�U

�
b� U

�
d�; (17)

and the vevsaretransform ed as

va ! v
0
a = Uabvb: (18)

Thus,the basistransform ationsU m ay beutilized in orderto absorb som eofthedegreesoffreedom ofY and/orZ,

which im pliesthatnotallparam etersofEq.(3)havephysicalsigni�cance.

C . H iggs Fam ily sym m etries

Letusassum e thatthe scalarpotentialin Eq.(3)hassom e explicitinternalsym m etry. Thatis,we assum e that

the coe�cientsofV H stay exactly the sam e undera transform ation

�a ! �S
a = Sab�b: (19)

S isa unitary m atrix,so thatthe gauge-kineticcouplingsarealso leftinvariantby thisHiggsFam ily sym m etry (HF

sym m etry).Asa resultofthissym m etry,

Yab = Y
S
ab = Sa� Y�� S

�
b�; (20)

Zab;cd = Z
S
ab;cd = Sa� Sc
 Z��;
�S

�
b� S

�
d�: (21)

Notice that this is not the situation considered in Eqs.(15){(17). There, the coe�cients ofthe Lagrangian do

change (although thequantitiesthatarephysically m easurableareinvariantwith respectto any changeofbasis).In

contrast,Eqs.(19){(21)im ply theexistenceofa HF sym m etry S ofthescalarpotentialthatleavesthecoe�cientsof

VH unchanged.

TheHiggsFam ily sym m etry group m ustbea subgroup offullU (2)transform ation group of2� 2 unitary m atrices

em ployed in Eq.(15).G iven them ostgeneralTHDM scalarpotential,thereisalwaysa U (1)subgroup ofU (2)under

which the scalarpotentialisinvariant.Thisisthe globalhyperchargeU (1)Y sym m etry group:

U (1)Y : �1 ! e
i��1; �2 ! e

i��2; (22)

where� isan arbitraryangle(m od 2�).TheinvarianceundertheglobalU (1)Y istriviallyguaranteedbytheinvariance

undertheSU (2)
 U (1)electroweak gaugesym m etry.Since the globalhypercharge U (1)Y isalwayspresent,we shall

henceforth de�ne the HF sym m etries asthose HiggsFam ily sym m etriesthatare orthogonalto U (1)Y .

W enow turn totheinterplay between HF sym m etriesand basistransform ations.Letusim aginethat,when written

in thebasisof�elds� a,VH hasa sym m etry S.W ethen perform a basistransform ation from thebasis�a to thebasis

�0
a,asgiven by Eq.(15).Clearly,when written in the new basis,VH doesnot rem ain invariantunderS.Rather,it

willbe invariantunder

S
0= U SU

y
: (23)

Aswechangebasis,theform ofthe potentialchangesin a way thatm ay obscurethepresenceofa HF sym m etry.In

particular,two HF sym m etriesthatnaively look distinctwillactually yield precisely thesam ephysicalpredictionsif

a unitary m atrix U existssuch thatEq.(23)issatis�ed.

HF sym m etriesin thetwo-Higgs-doubletm odel(THDM )havea long history.In papersby G lashow and W einberg

and by Paschos[18],the discreteZ2 sym m etry wasintroduced,

Z2 : �1 ! �1; �2 ! � �2; (24)
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in orderto preclude
avour-changing neutralcurrents[18].Thisisjustthe interchange

� 2 : �1 $ �2; (25)

seen in a di�erentbasis,asshown by applying Eq.(23)in the form

�
0 1

1 0

�

=
1
p
2

�
1 1

1 � 1

� �
1 0

0 � 1

�
1
p
2

�
1 1

1 � 1

�

: (26)

Pecceiand Q uinn [22]introduced the continuousU (1)sym m etry

U (1): �1 ! e
� i��1; �2 ! e

i��2; (27)

trueforany valueof�,in connection with thestrong CP problem .O fcourse,a potentialinvariantunderU (1)isalso

invariantunderZ2.

Finally,we exam ine the largestpossible HiggsFam ily sym m etry group ofthe THDM ,nam ely U (2). In thiscase,

a basistransform ation would have no e�ecton the Higgspotentialparam eters. Since �ab isthe only U (2)-invariant

tensor,itfollowsthat

Yab = c1�ab; (28)

Zab;cd = c2�ab�cd + c3�ad�bc; (29)

where c1,c2 and c3 arearbitrary realnum bers.
2 O ne can easily check from Eqs.(16)and (17)thatthe unitarity of

U im pliesthatY 0= Y and Z 0= Z forany choiceofbasis,asrequired by theU (2)-invarianceofthescalarpotential.

Eqs.(28)and (29)im pose the following constraintson theparam etersofthe THDM scalarpotential(independently

ofthe choiceofbasis):

m
2
22 = m

2
11; m

2
12 = 0;

�1 = �2 = �3 + �4 ; �5 = �6 = �7 = 0: (30)

Asthere are no non-zero potentially com plex scalarpotentialparam eters,the U (2)-invariantTHDM isclearly CP-

invariant.

Aspreviously noted,the U (2)sym m etry containsthe globalhyperchargeU (1)Y asa subgroup.Thus,in orderto

identify the corresponding HF sym m etry thatisorthogonalto U (1)Y ,we�rstobservethat

U (2)�= SU (2)
 U (1)Y =Z2
�= SO (3)
 U (1)Y : (31)

To provethe aboveisom orphism ,sim ply note thatany U (2)m atrix can be written asU = ei�Û ,where Û 2 SU (2).

To coverthe fullU (1)Y group,we m usttake 0 � � < 2�.Butsince both Û and � Û are elem entsofSU (2)whereas

+ 1 and � 1 = ei� are elem ents ofU (1)Y ,we m ust identify Û and � Û as the sam e group elem ent in order not to

double coverthe fullU (2)group. The identi�cation of Û with � Û in SU (2)isisom orphic to SO (3),using the well

known isom orphism SO (3)�= SU (2)=Z2.Consequently,wehaveidenti�ed SO (3)astheHF sym m etry thatconstrains

the scalarpotentialparam etersasindicated in Eq.(30).

Theim pactofthesesym m etrieson thepotentialparam etersin Eq.(2)isshown in section V.Asm entioned above,

ifone m akesa basischange,the potentialparam eterschange and so doesthe explicitform ofthe sym m etry and of

itsim plications.Forexam ple,Eq.(26)showsthatthesym m etriesZ2 and � 2 arerelated by a basischange.However,

they have a di�erent im pact on the param eters in their respective basis. This can be seen explicitly in Table Iof

section V. O ne can also easily prove that the existence ofeither the Z2,� 2 or Peccei-Q uinn U (1) sym m etry is

su�cientto guarantee the existence ofa basischoice in which allscalarpotentialparam etersare real. Thatis,the

corresponding scalarHiggssectorsareexplicitly CP-conserving.

Basis invariant signs ofHF sym m etries were discussed extensively in Ref.[8]. Recently,Ferreira and Silva [23]

extended thesem ethodsto include Higgsm odelswith m orethan two Higgsdoublets.

Consider�rsttheTHDM scalarpotentialsthatareinvariantundertheso-called sim ple HF sym m etriesofRef.[23].

W e de�ne a sim ple HF sym m etry to be a sym m etry group G with the following property:the requirem entthatthe

THDM scalarpotentialisinvariantundera particularelem entg 2 G (where g 6= e and e isthe identity elem ent)is

2 N ote that there isno �ac�bd term contributing to Zab;cd,as such a term isnot invariantunder the transform ation ofEq.(17).
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su�cientto guarantee invariance under the entire group G . The discrete cyclic group Z n = fe;g;g2 ;:::;gn� 1g,

where gn = e,isan exam ple ofa possible sim ple HF sym m etry group. Ifwe restrictthe TDHM scalarpotentialto

include term s ofdim ension-fourorless(e.g.,the tree-levelscalarpotentialofthe THDM ),then one can show that

the Peccei-Q uinn U (1)sym m etry isalso a sim ple HF sym m etry.Forexam ple,considerthe m atrix

S =

�
e� 2i�=3 0

0 e2i�=3

�

: (32)

Note thatS isan elem entofthe cyclicsub-group Z3 = fS ;S2 ;S3 = 1g ofthe Peccei-Q uinn U (1)group.Asshown

in Ref.[23],the invariance ofthe tree-levelTHDM scalar potentialunder �a ! Sab�b autom atically im plies the

invariance ofthe scalarpotentialunder the fullPeccei-Q uinn U (1)group. In contrast,the m axim alHF sym m etry,

SO (3), introduced above is not a sim ple HF sym m etry, as there is no single elem ent of S 2 SO (3) such that

invariance under �a ! Sab�b guarantees invariance ofthe tree-levelTHDM scalar potentialunder the fullSO (3)

group oftransform ations.

Typically,thesim pleHF sym m etriestakeon a sim pleform fora particularchoiceofbasisfortheHiggs�elds.W e

sum m arizeherea few ofthe resultsofRef.[23]:

1.In theTHDM ,thereareonly two independentclassesofsim ple sym m etries:a discreteZ2 
avorsym m etry,and

a continuousPeccei-Q uinn U (1)
avorsym m etry.

2.O therdiscrete
avorsym m etry groupsG thataresubgroupsofU (1)arenotconsidered independent.Thatis,

ifS 2 G (where S 6= e),then invariance underthe the discrete sym m etry �! S� m akesthe scalarpotential

autom atically invariantunderthe fullPeccei-Q uinn U (1)group;

3.In m ostregionsofparam eterspace,one can build quantitiesinvariantunderbasistransform ationsthatdetect

thesesym m etries;

4.Thereexistsa so-called exceptionalregion ofparam eterspace(ERPS)characterized by

m
2
22 = m

2
11; m

2
12 = 0;

�2 = �1; �7 = � �6: (33)

Asshown by Davidson and Haber[8],a theory obeying theseconstraintsdoeshavea Z2 sym m etry,butitm ay

ornothavea U (1)sym m etry.W ithin the ERPS,the invariantsin the literaturecannotbe used to distinguish

the two cases.

The laststatem entaboveisa resultofthe following considerations.In orderto distinguish between Z2 and U (1),

Davidson and Haber[8]constructtwo invariantquantitiesgiven by Eqs.(46)and (50)ofRef.[8].O utsidetheERPS,

thesequantitiesarezero ifand only ifU (1)holds.Unfortunately,in the ERPS thesequantitiesvanish autom atically

independently ofwhetherornotU (1)holds. Sim ilarly,Ferreira and Silva [23]have constructed invariantsdetecting

HF sym m etries.Buttheiruserequirestheexistenceofa m atrix,obtained by com bining Yab and Zab;cd,thathastwo

distinct eigenvalues. This does not occur when the ERPS is due to a sym m etry. Finally,in the ERPS,Ivanov [3]

statesthatthe sym m etry m ightbe \(Z2)
2 orO (2)" [ourZ2 or ourU (1)]and doesnotprovide a way to distinguish

the two possible
avorsym m etries[24].

G union and Haber[9]haveshown thatthe ERPS conditionsofEq.(33)arebasisindependent;ifthey hold in one

basis,then they hold in any basis.M oreover,foram odelin theERPS,a basism ay bechosen such thatallparam eters

arereal.3 Having achieved such a basis,Davidson and Haber[8]dem onstratethatonem ay m akeoneadditionalbasis

transform ation such that

m
2
22 = m

2
11; m

2
12 = 0;

�2 = �1; �7 = �6 = 0; Im �5 = 0: (34)

Theseconditionsexpressthe ERPS fora speci�c basischoice.

O nem ightthink thatthisissuch a specialregion ofparam eterspacethatitlacksany relevance.However,thefact

thattheconditionsin Eq.(33)hold in any basisisa good indication thata sym m etry m ay liebehind thiscondition.

3 G iven a scalar potentialwhose param eters satisfy the ER PS conditions with Im (��
5
�
2

6
)6= 0,the unitary m atrix required to transform

into a basis in which allthe scalarpotentialparam eters are realcan be determ ined only by num ericalm eans.
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Indeed,aspointed outby Davidson and Haber[8],com bining the two sym m etriesZ2 and � 2 in the sam e basis one

islead im m ediately to the ERPS in the basisofEq.(34). Up to now,we considered the im pactofim posing on the

Higgs potentialonly one sym m etry. This was dubbed a sim ple sym m etry. Now we are considering the possibility

thatthepotentialm ustrem ain invariantunderonesym m etry and also undera second sym m etry;thisim pliesfurther

constraintson the param etersofthe Higgspotential. W e referto this possibility asa m ultiple sym m etry. As seen

from TableIofsection V,im posing Z2 and � 2 in thesam ebasisleadsto theconditionsin Eq.(34).Incidentally,this

exam pleshowsthata m odelwhich liesin the ERPS,isautom atically invariantunderZ2.

In section IV wewillshow thatallclassesofnon-trivialCP transform ationslead directly to theERPS,reinforcing

the im portanceofthisparticularregion ofparam eterspace.

D . R equirem ents for U (1) invariance

In the basisin which the U (1)sym m etry takesthe form ofEq.(27),the coe�cientsofthe potentialm ustobey

m
02
12 = 0; �

0
5 = �

0
6 = �

0
7 = 0: (35)

Im agine thatwe have a potentialofEq.(2)in the ERPS:m 2
11 = m 2

22,m
2
12 = 0,�2 = �1,and �7 = � �6. W e now

wish to know whethera transform ation U m ay be chosen such thatthepotentialcoe�cientsin the new basissatisfy

the U (1)conditionsin Eq.(35). Using the transform ation rulesin Eqs.(A13)-(A23)ofDavidson and Haber[8],we

�nd thatsuch a choiceofU ispossibleifand only ifthe coe�cientsin the originalbasissatisfy

2�36 � �5�6(�1 � �3 � �4)� �
2
5�

�
6 = 0; (36)

subjectto the condition that��5�
2
6 isreal.

E. T he D invariant

Having established the im portance ofthe ERPS (as it can arise from a sym m etry),we willnow build a basis

invariantquantity thatcan be used to detectthe presenceofa U(1)sym m etry in thisspecialcase.

Thequadraticterm softheHiggspotentialarealwaysinsensitiveto thedi�erencebetween Z 2 and U (1).M oreover,

the m atrix Y is proportionalto the unit m atrix in the ERPS.O ne m ust thus look at the quartic term s. W e were

inspired by the expression of��� in Eq.(12),which appears in the works ofNishi[13,14]and Ivanov [3,4]. In

the ERPS ofEq.(33),��� breaks into a 1� 1 block (�00),and a 3� 3 block (~� = f� ijg;i;j = 1;2;3). A basis

transform ation U belonging to SU (2)on the �a �eldscorrespondsto an orthogonalSO (3)transform ation in the ri
bilinears,given by

O ij =
1

2
Tr

�
U
y
�iU �j

�
: (37)

Any m atrix O of SO (3) can be obtained by considering an appropriate m atrix U of SU (2) (unfortunately this

property does notgeneralize for m odels with m ore than two Higgs doublets). A suitable choice ofO can be m ade

thatdiagonalizesthe3� 3 m atrix ~�,thusexplaining Eq.(34).In thisbasis,thedi�erencebetween theusualchoices

forU (1)and Z2 correspondsto the possibility thatRe�5 m ightvanish ornot,respectively.

W e willnow show that,once in the ERPS,the condition forthe existence ofU (1)isthat ~� hastwo eigenvalues

which areequal.Theeigenvaluesofa 3� 3 m atrix arethe solutionsto the secularequation

x
3 + a2x

2 + a1x + a0 = 0; (38)

where

a0 = det~�= � 1

3
Tr(~�3)� 1

6
(Tr~�)3 + 1

2
(Tr~�)Tr(~�2)

= � 1

3
Zab;cd

�

Zdc;ghZhg;ba �
3

2
Z
(2)

dc
Z
(2)

ba

�

+ 1

2
Zab;cdZdc;baTr

�

Z
(1)

� 1

2
Z
(2)

�

� 1

6

�

TrZ (1)

�3

+ 1

4

�

TrZ (1)

�2

TrZ (2)� 1

2
TrZ (1)

�

TrZ (2)

�2

; (39)

a1 = 1

2
(Tr~�)2 � 1

2
Tr(~�2)

= 1

2

��

TrZ (1)

�2

� TrZ (1)TrZ (2)+

�

TrZ (2)

�2

� Zab;cdZdc;ba

�

; (40)

a2 = � Tr~�

= 1

2
TrZ (2)� TrZ (1)

; (41)
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and

Z
(1)

ab
� Za�;�b =

�
�1 + �4 �6 + �7

��6 + ��7 �2 + �4

�

; (42)

Z
(2)

ab
� Z��;ab =

�
�1 + �3 �6 + �7
��6 + ��7 �2 + �3

�

: (43)

The cubicequation,Eq.(38),hasatleasttwo degeneratesolutionsif[25]

D �
�
1

3
a1 �

1

9
a
2
2

�3
+
�
1

6
(a1a2 � 3a0)�

1

27
a
3
2

�2
(44)

vanishes.

The expression ofD in term softhe param etersin Eq.(2)israthercom plicated,even in the ERPS.Butone can

show by directcom putation thatiftheU (1)-sym m etry condition ofEq.(36)holds(subjectto ��5�
2
6 being real),then

D = 0.W e can sim plify the expression forD by changing to a basiswhere allparam etersarereal[9],wherewe get

D = � 1

27

�
�5(�1 � �3 � �4 + �5)� 2�26

�2 �
(�1 � �3 � �4 � �5)

2 + 16�26
�
: (45)

If�6 6= 0,then D = 0 m eans

2�26 = �5(�1 � �3 � �4 + �5): (46)

If�6 = 0,then D = 0 correspondsto oneofthreepossibleconditions:

�5 = 0; �5 = � (�1 � �3 � �4): (47)

Notice thatEqs.(46)and (47)areequivalentto Eq.(36)in any basiswherethe coe�cientsarereal.

Although D can be de�ned outside the ERPS,the condition D = 0 only guaranteesthat the m odelis invariant

underU (1)insidetheERPS ofEq.(33).O utsidethisregion onecan detectthepresenceofa U (1)sym m etry with the

invariantsproposed by Davidson and Haber[8].Thisclosesthelastbreach in theliteratureconcerningbasis-invariant

signalsofdiscretesym m etriesin theTHDM .Thus,in theERPS D = 0 isa necessary and su�cientcondition forthe

presenceofa U (1)sym m etry.

III. VA C U U M ST R U C T U R E A N D R EN O R M A LIZA T IO N

The presence ofa U (1) sym m etry in the Higgs potentialm ay (or not) im ply the existence ofa m assless scalar,

the axion,depending on whether (or not) the U (1) is broken by the vevs. In the previous section we related the

basis-invariantcondition D = 0 in theERPS with thepresenceofa U (1)sym m etry.In thissection wewillshow that,

wheneverthe basis-invariantcondition D = 0 issatis�ed in the ERPS,thereisalwaysa stationary pointforwhich a

m asslessscalar,otherthan the usualG oldstonebosons,exists.

W e startby writing the extrem um conditionsforthe THDM in the ERPS.Forsim plicity,we willbe working in a

basiswhereallthe param etersarereal[9].From Eqs.(5)and (8),weobtain

0 = Y11 v1 +
1

2

�
�1 v

3
1 + �345 v1 v

2
2 + �6 (3v

2
1 v2 � v

3
2)
�
;

0 = Y11 v2 +
1

2

�
�1 v

3
2 + �345 v2 v

2
1 + �6 (v

3
1 � 3v22 v1)

�
; (48)

where we have de�ned �345 � �3 + �4 + �5. W e now com pute the m ass m atrices. As we willbe considering only

vacua with realvevs,therewillbe no m ixing between the realand im aginary partsofthe doublets.Assuch,we can

de�ne the m assm atrix ofthe CP-even scalarsasgiven by

�
M

2
h

�

ij
=

1

2

@2V

@Re(�0
i)@Re(�

0
j)

(49)

where �0
i is the neutral(lower)com ponent ofthe �i doublet. Thus,we obtain,for the entries ofthis m atrix,the

following expressions:

�
M

2
h

�

11
= Y11 +

1

2

�
3�1 v

2
1 + �345 v

2
2 + 6�6 v1 v2

�

�
M

2
h

�

22
= Y11 +

1

2

�
3�1 v

2
2 + �345 v

2
1 + 6�6 v1 v2

�

�
M

2
h

�

12
= �345 v1 v2 +

3

2
�6 (v

2
1 � v

2
2) : (50)
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Likewise,the pseudoscalarm assm atrix isde�ned as

�
M

2
A

�

ij
=

1

2

@2V

@Im (�0
i)@Im (�

0
j)

(51)

whoseentriesaregiven by

�
M

2
A

�

11
= Y11 +

1

2

�
�1 v

2
1 + (�3 + �4 � �5)v

2
2 + 2�6 v1 v2

�

�
M

2
A

�

22
= Y11 +

1

2

�
�1 v

2
2 + (�3 + �4 � �5)v

2
1 � 2�6 v1 v2

�

�
M

2
A

�

12
= �5 v1 v2 +

1

2
�6 (v

2
1 � v

2
2) : (52)

The expressions (50)and (52)arevalid forallthe particularcaseswewillnow consider.

A . C ase �6 = 0,fv1 ;v2g 6= 0

Letus�rststudy the case �6 = 0,wherein we m ay solve the extrem um conditionsin an analyticalm anner. Itis

trivialto see thatEqs.(48)have three typesofsolutions:both vevsdi�erentfrom zero,one vev equalto zero (say,

v2) and both vevs zero (trivialnon-interesting solution). For a solution with fv1 ;v2g 6= 0,a necessary condition

m ustbe obeyed so thatthereisa solution to Eqs.(48):

�
2
1 � �

2
345 6= 0 : (53)

Ifweuse the extrem um conditionsto evaluate
�
M 2

h

�
,we obtain

�
M

2
h

�
=

�
�1 v

2
1 �345 v1 v2

�345 v1 v2 �1 v
2
2

�

(54)

which only has a zero eigenvalue ifEq.(53) is broken. Thus,there is no axion in this m atrix in this case. As for�
M 2

A

�
,weget

�
M

2
A

�
= � �5

�
v21 v1 v2

v1 v2 v22

�

(55)

which clearly hasa zero eigenvaluecorresponding to theZ G oldstoneboson.Further,thism atrix willhavean axion

if�5 = 0,which isthe �rstcondition ofEq.(47).

B . C ase �6 = 0,fv1 6= 0;v2 = 0g

Returning to Eq.(48),thiscasegivesus

Y11 = �
1

2
�1 v

2
1 ; (56)

which im pliesY11 < 0.W ith thiscondition,the m assm atricesbecom e considerably sim pler:

�
M

2
h

�
=

�
�1 v

2
1 0

0 1

2
(�345 � �1)v

2
1

�

(57)

and

�
M

2
A

�
=

1

2

�
0 0

0 (�3 + �4 � �5 � �1)v
2
1

�

: (58)

So,we can havean axion in the m atrix (57)if

�345 � �1 = 0 , �5 = �1 � �3 � �4 (59)

oran axion in m atrix (58)if

�5 = � �1 + �3 + �4 : (60)

That is, we have an axion if the second or third conditions of Eq.(47) are satis�ed. The other possible case,

fv1 = 0;v2 6= 0g,producesexactly the sam econclusions.
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C . C ase �6 6= 0

This is the hardest case to treat,since we cannot obtain analyticalexpressions for the vevs. Nevertheless a full

analyticaltreatm entisstillpossible.First,notice thatwith �6 6= 0 Eqs.(48)im ply thatboth vevshave to be non-

zero. Atthe stationary pointofEqs.(48),the pseudoscalarm assm atrix hasa G oldstone boson and an eigenvalue

given by

� �5 (v
2
1 + v

2
2) � �6

v41 � v42

2v1 v2
: (61)

So,an axion existsifwehave

v21 � v22

v1 v2
= �

2�5

�6
: (62)

O n the otherhand,aftersom ealgebraicm anipulation,itissim ple to obtain from (48)the following condition:

�1 � �345 = �6

�
v21 � v22

v1 v2
�

4v1 v2

v2
1
� v2

2

�

(63)

Substituting Eq.(62)into (63),weobtain

�1 � �345 = �6

�

�
2�5

�6
+

2�6

�5

�

( ) 2�26 = �5(�1 � �3 � �4 + �5): (64)

Thus,we have shown thatallofthe conditionsstem m ing from the basis-invariantcondition D = 0 guarantee the

existenceofsom estationary pointforwhich thescalarpotentialyieldsan axion.Noticethat,however,thisstationary

pointneed notcoincidewith the globalm inim um ofthe potential.

D . R enorm alization group invariance

W enow brie
y exam inetherenorm alization group (RG )behaviorofourbasis-invariantcondition D = 0.Itwould

bem eaninglesstosay thatD = 0im pliesaU (1)sym m etry ifthatcondition wereonly valid atagiven renorm alization

scale.Thatis,itcould wellbethatanum ericalaccidentforcesD = 0atonly agiven scale.Toavoid such aconclusion,

wem ustverify ifD = 0 isa RG -invariantcondition (in addition to being basis-invariant).Fora given renorm alization

scale�,the�-function ofa given param eterx isde�ned as�x = �@x=@�.Forsim plicity,letusrewriteD in Eq.(45)

as

D = �
1

27
D

2
1 D 2 ; (65)

with

D 1 = �5(�1 � �3 � �4 + �5)� 2�26

D 2 = (�1 � �3 � �4 � �5)
2 + 16�26 : (66)

Ifweapply the operator�@=@� to D ,weobtain

�D = �
1

27

�
2D 1 D 2 �D 1

+ D
2
1 �D 2

�
: (67)

IfD 1 = 0 (which correspondsto threeoftheconditionspresented in Eqs.(46)and (47))then weim m ediately have

�D = 0.Thatis,ifD = 0 ata given scale,itiszero atallscales.

IfD 2 = 0 and D 1 6= 0 wewillonly have�D = 0 if�D 2
= 0,orequivalently,

2(�1 � �3 � �4 � �5)(��1 � ��3 � ��4 � ��5) + 32��6 �6 = 0 : (68)

G iven thatD 2 = 0 im pliesthat�6 = 0 and �5 = �1 � �3 � �4,weonce again obtain �D = 0.

Thus,thecondition D = 0 isRG -invariant.A directveri�cation oftheRG invarianceofEqs.(46)and (47),and of

theconditionsthatde�netheERPS itself,would requiretheexplicitform ofthe� functionsoftheTHDM involving

the �6 coupling.Thatveri�cation willbe m ade elsewhere[26].
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IV . G EN ER A LIZED C P SY M M ET R IES

Itiscom m on to considerthe standard CP transform ation ofthe scalar�eldsas

�a(t;~x)! �C P
a (t;~x)= ��

a(t;�~x); (69)

wherethereferenceto thetim e(t)and space(~x)coordinateswillhenceforth besuppressed.However,in thepresence

ofseveralscalarswith thesam equantum num bers,basistransform ationscan be included in thede�nition ofthe CP

transform ation.Thisyieldsgeneralized CP transform ations(G CP),

�G C P
a = X a��

�
� � X a�(�

y
�)

>
;

�yG C P
a = X

�
a��

>
� � X

�
a�(�

y
�)

�
; (70)

whereX isan arbitrary unitary m atrix [27,28].4

Note that the transform ation �a ! �G C P
a ,where �G C P

a is given by Eq.(70),leaves the kinetic term s invariant.

The G CP transform ation ofa �eld bilinearyields

�yG C P
a �G C P

b = X
�
a�X b�(���

y

�
)> : (71)

UnderthisG CP transform ation,the quadraticterm softhe potentialm ay be written as

Yab�
yG C P
a �G C P

b = YabX
�
a�X b��

y

�
��

= X b�Y
�
baX

�
a��

y

�
��

= X �aY
�
��X

�
�b�

y
a�b = (X y

Y X )�ab�
y
a�b: (72)

W ehaveused theHerm iticity condition Yab = Y �
ba
in going to thesecond line;and changed thedum m y indicesa $ �

and b$ � in going to the third line. A sim ilarargum entcan be m ade forthe quartic term s.W e conclude thatthe

potentialisinvariantunderthe G CP transform ation ofEq.(70)ifand only ifthe coe�cientsobey

Y
�
ab = X

�
�aY��X �b = (X y

Y X )ab;

Z
�
ab;cd = X

�
�aX

�

cZ��;
�X �bX �d: (73)

Introducing

�Y ab = Yab � X �aY
�
��X

�
�b =

�
Y � (X y

Y X )�
�

ab
;

�Z ab;cd = Zab;cd � X �aX 
cZ
�
��;
�X

�
�bX

�
�d: (74)

wem ay write theconditionsforinvarianceunderG CP as

�Y ab = 0; (75)

�Z ab;cd = 0: (76)

G iven Eqs.(4),itiseasy to show that

�Y ab = �Y �
ba;

�Z ab;cd � �Z cd;ab = �Z �
ba;dc: (77)

Thus,we need only considerthe realcoe�cients�Y 11,�Y 22,�Z 11;11,�Z 22;22,�Z 11;22,�Z 12;21,and the com plex

coe�cients�Y 12,�Z 11;12,�Z 22;12,and �Z 12;12.

4 Equivalently,one can consider a generalized tim e-reversaltransform ation proposed in R ef.[29]and considered further in A ppendix A

ofR ef.[9].
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A . G C P and basis transform ations

W e now turn to the interplay between G CP transform ationsand basistransform ations.Considerthe potentialof

Eq.(3)and callitV (�). Now considerthe potentialobtained from V (�)by the basistransform ation � a ! �0
a =

Uab�b:

V (�0)= Y
0
ab(�

0y
a �

0
b)+

1

2
Z
0
ab;cd(�

0y
a �

0
b)(�

0y
c �

0
d); (78)

where the coe�cientsin the new basisaregiven by Eqs.(16)and (17).W e willnow provethe following theorem :If

V (�)isinvariantundertheG CP transform ation ofEq.(70)with them atrix X ,then V (�0)isinvariantundera new

G CP transform ation with m atrix

X
0= U X U

>
: (79)

By hypothesisV (�)isinvariantunderthe G CP transform ation ofEq.(70)with the m atrix X .Eq.(73)guarantees

thatY � = X yY X .Now,Eq.(16)relatesthe coe�cientsin the two basisthrough Y = U yY 0U .Substituting gives

U
>
Y
0�
U
� = X

y(U y
Y
0
U )X ; (80)

or

Y
0� = (U �

X
y
U
y)Y 0(U X U

> )= X
0y
Y
0
X

0
; (81)

asrequired.A sim ilarargum entholdsforthe quarticterm sand the proofiscom plete.

The fact that the transpose U > appears in Eq.(79) rather than U y is crucial. In Eq.(23),applicable to HF

sym m etries,U y appears.Consequently,a basism ay be chosen where the HF sym m etry isrepresented by a diagonal

m atrix S.ThepresenceofU > in Eq.(79)im pliesthat,contrary to popularbelief,itisnotpossible to reduceallGCP

transform ations to the standard CP transform ation ofEq.(69) by a basis transform ation. W hatis possible,as we

shallsee below,isto reduce an invariance ofthe THDM potentialunderany G CP transform ation,to an invariance

underthe standard CP transform ation plussom eextra constraints.

To bem orespeci�c,thefollowing resultiseasily established.Iftheunitary m atrix X issym m etric,then itfollows

that5 a unitary m atrix U exists such that X 0 = U X U > = 1,in which case Y 0� = Y 0. In this case,a basis exists

in which the G CP isa standard CP transform ation.In contrast,ifthe unitary m atrix X isnotsym m etric,then no

basisexistsin which Y and Z arerealforgenericvaluesofthescalarpotentialparam eters.Nevertheless,asweshall

dem onstrate below,by im posing the G CP sym m etry on the scalarpotential,the param etersofthe scalarpotential

are constrained in such a way thatforan appropriately chosen basischange,Y 0� = X 0yY 0X 0 = Y 0 (with a sim ilar

resultforZ 0).

G CP transform ationswerestudied in Refs.[27,28].In particular,Ecker,G rim us,and Neufeld [28]proved thatfor

every m atrix X there existsa unitary m atrix U such thatX 0 can be reduced to the form

X
0= U X U

> =

�
cos� sin�

� sin� cos�

�

; (82)

where0� � � �=2.Noticetherestricted rangefor�.Thevalueof� can bedeterm ined in eitheroftwo ways:(i)the

eigenvaluesof(X + X > )y(X + X > )=2 are cos�,each ofwhich istwice degenerate;or(ii)X X � hasthe eigenvalues

e� 2i�.

B . T he three classes ofG C P sym m etries

Having reached the specialform ofX 0 in Eq.(82),we willnow follow the strategy adopted by Ferreira and Silva

[23]in connection with HF sym m etries.W esubstituteEq.(82)forX in Eq.(73),in orderto identify theconstraints

im posed by thisreduced form oftheG CP transform ationson thequadraticand quarticcouplings.Foreach valueof

�,certain constraintswillbe forced upon the couplings.Iftwo di�erentvaluesof� enforce the sam e constraints,we

willsay thatthey arein thesam eclass(sinceno experim entaldistinction between thetwo willthen bepossible).W e

willstartby considering the specialcasesof� = 0 and � = �=2,and then turn ourattention to 0 < � < �=2.

5 H ere,we m ake use ofa theorem in linear algebra that states that forany unitary sym m etric m atrix X ,a unitary m atrix V exists such

thatX = V V
> .A proofofthisresultcan be found,e.g.,in A ppendix B ofR ef.[9].
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1. CP1: � = 0

W hen � = 0,X 0 isthe unitm atrix,and weobtain the standard CP transform ation,

�1 ! ��
1;

�2 ! ��
2; (83)

underwhich Eqs.(73)takethe very sim ple form

Y
�
ab = Yab;

Z
�
ab;cd = Zab;cd: (84)

W e denote this CP transform ation by CP1. Itforcesallcouplingsto be real. Since m ostcouplingsare realby the

Herm iticity ofthe Higgspotential,the only relevantconstraintsareIm m 2
12 = Im �5 = Im �6 = Im �7 = 0.

2. CP2: � = �=2

W hen � = �=2,

X
0=

�
0 1

� 1 0

�

; (85)

and we obtain the CP transform ation,

�1 ! ��
2;

�2 ! � ��
1; (86)

which we denote by CP2. Thiswasconsidered by Davidson and Haber[8]in theirEq.(37),who noted thatifthis

sym m etry holdsin one basis,itholdsin allbasischoices. Underthistransform ation,Eq.(75)forcesthe m atrix of

quadraticcouplingsto obey

0= �Y =

�
m 2

11 � m 2
22 � 2m 2

12

� 2m 2�
12 m 2

22 � m 2
11;

�

(87)

leading to m 2
22 = m 2

11 and m 2
12 = 0. Sim ilarly,we m ay construct a m atrix ofm atrices containing allcoe�cients

�Z ab;cd. The upperm ost-leftm ostm atrix correspondsto �Z 11;cd. The nextm atrix along the sam e line corresponds

to �Z 12;cd,and so on.To enforceinvarianceunderCP2,weequateitto zero,

0=

0

B
B
B
B
@

�
�1 � �2 �6 + �7

��6 + ��7 0

� �
�6 + �7 0

0 �6 + �7

�

�
��6 + ��7 0

0 ��6 + ��7

� �
0 �6 + �7

��6 + ��7 �2 � �1

�

1

C
C
C
C
A

: (88)

W elearn thatinvarianceunderCP2 forcesm 2
22 = m 2

11 and m
2
12 = 0,�2 = �1,and �7 = � �6,leading precisely to the

ERPS ofEq.(33). RecallthatG union and Haber[9]found that,underthese conditionswe can always�nd a basis

where allparam etersare real. As a result,ifthe potentialis invariantunderCP2,there is a basiswhere CP2 still

holdsand in which the potentialisalso invariantunderCP1.

3. CP3: 0 < � < �=2

Finally weturn to the caseswhere0 < � < �=2.Im posing Eq.(75)yields

0= �Y 11 =
�
(m 2

11 � m
2
22)s� 2 Rem 2

12 c
�
s;

0= �Y 22 = � �Y 11;

0= �Y 12 = Rem 2
12 (c2 � 1)� 2iIm m

2
12 +

1

2
(m 2

22 � m
2
11)s2; (89)
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wherewehaveused c= cos�,s= sin�,c2 = cos2�,and s2 = sin2�.Since� 6= 0;�=2,theconditionsm2
22 = m 2

11 and

m 2
12 = 0 areim posed,asin CP2.Sim ilarly,Eq.(76)yields

0 = �Z 11;11 = �1(1� c
4)� �2s

4 � 1

2
�345s

2
2 + 4 Re�6c

3
s+ 4 Re�7cs

3
;

0 = �Z 22;22 = �2(1� c
4)� �1s

4
� 1

2
�345s

2
2 � 4 Re�7c

3
s� 4 Re�6cs

3
;

0 = �Z 11;22 = � 1

4
s2 [4Re(�6 � �7)c2 + (�1 + �2 � 2�345)s2];

0 = �Z 12;21 = �Z 11;22

0= Re�Z 11;12 = 1

4
s[(� 3�1 + �2 + 2�345)c� (�1 + �2 � 2�345)c3

+ 4Re�6(2s+ s3)� 4Re�7s3];

0= Re�Z 22;12 = 1

4
s[(� �1 + 3�2 � 2�345)c+ (�1 + �2 � 2�345)c3

� 4Re�6s3 + 4Re�7(2s+ s3)];

0= Re�Z 12;12 = �Z 11;22 (90)

0 = Im �Z 11;12 = 1

2
[Im �6(3+ c2)+ Im �7(1� c2)� Im �5s2];

0 = Im �Z 22;12 = 1

2
[Im �6(1� c2)+ Im �7(3+ c2)+ Im �5s2];

0 = Im �Z 12;12 = 2c[Im �5c+ Im (�6 � �7)s]; (91)

where�345 = �3 + �4 + Re�5,c3 = cos3�,and s3 = sin3�.

The lastthreeequationsm ay be written as

0=

2

4

� s2 (3+ c2) (1� c2)

s2 (1� c2) (3+ c2)

(1+ c2) s2 � s2

3

5

2

4

Im �5
Im �6

Im �7

3

5 : (92)

The determ inantofthishom ogeneoussystem ofthree equationsin three unknownsis32c2,which can neverbe zero

since we are assum ing that� 6= �=2.Asa result,�5,�6,and �7 are real,whateverthe value of0 < � < �=2 chosen

forthe G CP transform ation. Since m 2
12 = 0,allpotentially com plex param etersm ustbe real. W e conclude thata

potentialinvariantunderany G CP with 0 < � < �=2isautom atically invariantunderCP1.Com biningthiswith what

we learned from CP2,we conclude the following:ifa potentialisinvariantundersom e G CP transform ation,then a

basism ay be found in which itisalso invariantunderthestandard CP transform ation,with som eadded constraints

on the param eters.

Theothersetof�veindependenthom ogeneousequationsin �veunknownshasadeterm inantequaltozero,m eaning

thatnotallparam etersm ustvanish.W e �nd that

0= �Z 11;11 � �Z 22;22 = 2s[s (�1 � �2)+ c2Re(�6 + �7)];

0 = Re�Z 11;12 � Re�Z 22;12 = s[� c(�1 � �2)+ s 2Re(�6 + �7)]: (93)

Since s6= 0,weobtain the hom ogeneoussystem

0 =

�
s c

� c s

��
�1 � �2

2Re(�6 + �7)

�

; (94)

whose determ inant is unity. W e conclude that �2 = �1 and �7 = � �6. Thus,G CP invariance with any value of

0 < � � �=2 leads to the ERPS ofEq.(33). Substituting back we obtain �Z 11;11 = �Z 22;22 = � �Z 11;22 and

Re�Z 11;12 = � Re�Z 22;12,leaving only two independentequations:

0 = �Z 11;11 = 1

2
s2 [(�1 � �345)s2 + 4�6c2];

0 = Re�Z 22;12 = 1

2
s2 [(�1 � �345)c2 � 4�6s2]; (95)

where we have used c+ c3 = 2cc2 and s+ s3 = 2cs2. Since s2 6= 0,the determ inantofthe system doesnotvanish,

forcing �1 = �345 and �6 = 0.

Noticethatourresultsdonotdepend on which exactvalueof0 < � < �=2 in Eq.(82)wehavechosen.Ifwerequire

invarianceofthe potentialunderG CP with som e particularvalue of0 < � < �=2,then the potentialisim m ediately

invariantunderG CP with any othervalue of0 < � < �=2. W e nam e thisclassofCP invariances,CP3. Com bining

everything,we concludethatinvarianceunderCP3 im plies

m
2
11 = m

2
22; m

2
12 = 0;

�2 = �1; �7 = �6 = 0;

Im �5 = 0; Re�5 = �1 � �3 � �4: (96)

The resultsofthissection areallsum m arized in TableIofsection V.
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C . T he square ofthe G C P transform ation

Ifweapply a G CP transform ation twiceto the scalar�elds,wewillhave,from Eq.(70),that

�
�G C P
a

�G C P
= X a�

�
�G C P
�

��
= X a� X

�
�b �b ; (97)

so thatthe squareofa G CP transform ation isgiven by

(G C P )2 = X X
�

: (98)

In particular,fora genericunitary m atrix X ,(G C P )2 isa HiggsFam ily sym m etry transform ation.

Usually,only G CP transform ationswith (G C P )2 = 1 (where1 istheunitm atrix)areconsidered in theliterature.

For such a situation, X = X y = X �, and one can always �nd a basis in which X = 1. In this case, a G CP

transform ation isequivalentto a standard CP transform ation in the latterbasischoice.Forexam ple,the restriction

that(G C P )2 = 1 (orequivalently,requiringthesquared ofthecorrespondinggeneralized tim e-reversaltransform ation

to equalthe unitm atrix)wasim posed in Ref.[9]and m ore recently in Ref.[15]. However,aswe have illustrated in

thissection,the invariance undera G CP transform ation,in which (G C P )2 6= 1 (corresponding to a unitary m atrix

X thatisnotsym m etric)isa stronger restriction on theparam etersofthescalarpotentialthan theinvarianceunder

a standard CP transform ation.

Asweseefrom the resultsin theprevioussections,X isnotsym m etricforthe sym m etriesCP2 and CP3.In fact,

this feature provides a strong distinction am ong the three G CP sym m etries previously introduced. Let us brie
y

exam ine(G C P )2 forthe threepossible casesC P 1,C P 2 and C P 3.

1. (C P 1)2

Com paring Eqs.(70)and (83),wecom eto the im m ediate conclusion thatX C P 1 = 1,so thatEq.(98)yields

(C P 1)2 = 1: (99)

Thisim pliesthata CP1-invariantscalarpotentialisinvariantunderthe sym m etry group Z2 = f1;C P 1g.

2. (C P 2)2

The m atrix X C P2 isshown in Eq.(85)so that,by Eq.(98),weobtain

(C P 2)2 = � 1: (100)

Although this resultsigni�cantly distinguished CP2 from CP1,the authors ofRef.[15]noted (in considering their

C P
(i)
g sym m etries) that the transform ation law for �a under (CP2)2 can be reduced to the identity by a global

hypercharge transform ation. That is,ifwe start with the sym m etry group Z4 = f1;C P 2;� 1;� C P 2g,we can

im pose an equivalence relation by identifying two elem ents ofZ4 related by m ultiplication by � 1. Ifwe denote

(Z2)Y = f1;� 1g asthetwo-elem entdiscretesubgroup oftheglobalhyperchargeU (1)Y ,then thediscretesym m etry

group thatisorthogonalto U (1)Y isgiven by Z4=(Z2)Y �= Z2. Hence,the CP2-invariantscalarpotentialexhibitsa

Z2 sym m etry orthogonalto the Higgs
avorsym m etriesofthe potential.

3. (C P 3)2

The m atrix X C P3 isgiven in Eq.(82),with 0 < � < �=2,so that,by Eq.(98),weobtain

(C P 3)2 =

�
cos2� sin2�

� sin2� cos2�

�

; (101)

which onceagain isnottheunitm atrix.However,thetransform ation law for�a under(CP3)
2 cannotbereduced to

theidentity by a globalhyperchargetransform ation.Thisisthereason why Ref.[15]did notconsiderCP3.However,
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(C P 3)2 isa non-trivialHF sym m etry oftheCP3-invariantscalarpotential.6 Thus,onecan alwaysreducethesquare

ofCP3 to the identity by applying a suitable HF sym m etry transform ation. In particular,a CP3-invariantscalar

potentialalso exhibitsa Z2 sym m etry thatisorthogonalto the Higgs
avorsym m etriesofthe potential.

In thispaper,weprovethattherearethreeand only threeclassesofG CP transform ations.O fcourse,within each

class,one m ay change the explicitform ofthe scalarpotentialby a suitable basistransform ation;butthatwillnot

alteritsphysicalconsequences.Sim ilarly,onecan setsom eparam etersto zero in som ead-hocfashion,notrooted in

a sym m etry requirem ent. But,aswe have shown,the constraintsim posed on the scalarpotentialby a single G CP

sym m etry can be grouped into three classes:CP1,CP2,and CP3.

V . C LA SSIFIC A T IO N O F T H E H F A N D G C P T R A N SFO R M A T IO N C LA SSES IN T H E T H D M

A . C onstraints on scalar potentialparam eters

Suppose thatone isallowed one single sym m etry requirem entforthe potentialin the THDM .O ne can choose an

invarianceunderoneparticularHiggsFam ily sym m etry.W eknow thatthereareonly two independentclassesofsuch

sim plesym m etries:Z2 and Peccei-Q uinn U (1).O necan also choosean invarianceundera particularG CP sym m etry.

W e have proved thatthere are three classesofG CP sym m etries,nam ed CP1,CP2,and CP3. Ifany ofthe above

sym m etriesisim posed on theTHDM scalarpotential(in a speci�ed basis),then thecoe�cientsofthescalarpotential

areconstrained,assum m arized in Table I.Forcom pleteness,we also exhibitthe constraintsim posed by SO (3),the

largestpossiblecontinuousHF sym m etry thatisorthogonalto the globalhyperchargeU (1)Y transform ation.

TABLE I:Im pactofthe sym m etrieson the coe� cientsofthe Higgspotentialin a speci� ed basis.

sym m etry m
2

11 m
2

22 m
2

12 �1 �2 �3 �4 �5 �6 �7

Z2 0 0 0

U (1) 0 0 0 0

SO (3) m
2

11 0 �1 �1 � �3 0 0 0

� 2 m
2

11 real �1 real �
�

6

CP1 real real real real

CP2 m
2

11 0 �1 � �6

CP3 m
2

11 0 �1 �1 � �3 � �4 (real) 0 0

Em pty entries in Table Icorrespond to a lack ofconstraints on the corresponding param eters. Table Ihas been

constructed forthose basischoicesin which Z2 and U (1)have the speci�c form sin Eqs.(24)and (27),respectively.

If,forexam ple,thebasisischanged and Z2 acquirestheform � 2 in Eqs.(25),then theconstraintson thecoe�cients

arealtered,asshown explicitly on the fourth lineofTableI.However,thisdoesnotcorrespond to a new m odel.All

physicalpredictionsare the sam e since the speci�c form sofZ 2 and � 2 di�eronly by the basischange in Eq.(26).

The constraints for CP1,CP2,and CP3 shown in Table Iapply to the basis in which the G CP transform ation of

Eq.(70)isused where X hasbeen transform ed into X 0 given by Eq.(82),with � = 0,� = �=2,and 0 < � < �=2,

respectively.

B . M ultiple sym m etries and G C P

W e now wish to considerthe possibility ofsim ultaneously im posing m ore than one sym m etry requirem enton the

Higgspotential.Forexam ple,onecan requirethatZ2 and � 2 beenforced within the sam e basis.In whatfollows,we

shallindicate thatthe two sym m etriesare enforced sim ultaneously by writing Z2 � � 2. Com bining the constraints

from the appropriaterowsofTableI,weconcludethat,underthesetwo sim ultaneousrequirem ents

m
2
22 = m

2
11; m

2
12 = 0;

�2 = �1; �7 = �6 = 0; Im �5 = 0: (102)

6 In Section V B,we shallidentify (C P 3)2 with the PecceiQ uinn U (1) sym m etry de�ned as in Eq.(27) and then transform ed to a new

basisaccording to the unitary m atrix de�ned in Eq.(105).
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Thiscoincidesexactly with theconditionsoftheERPS in a very specialbasis,asshown in Eq.(34).SinceCP2 leads

to the ERPS ofEq.(33),we concludethat

Z2 � � 2 � CP2 in som especi�c basis: (103)

Thiswasnoted previously by Davidson and Haber[8].Now thatweknow whatallclassesofHF and CP sym m etries

can look like,we can ask whetherallG CP sym m etriescan be written asthe resultofsom em ultiple HF sym m etry.

This is clearly not possible for CP1 because ofparam eter counting. Table Ishows that CP1 reduces the scalar

potentialto ten realparam eters.W e can stillperform an orthogonalbasischangewhile keeping allparam etersreal.

This freedom can be used to rem ove one further param eter;for exam ple,setting m 2
12 = 0 by diagonalizing the Y

m atrix.No furthersim pli�cation isallowed.Asa result,CP1 leavesnine independentparam eters.The sm allestHF

sym m etry isZ2. Table IshowsthatZ2 reducesthe potentialto six realand one com plex param eter. The resulting

eightparam eterscould neveraccountforthenineneeded to fully describethem ostgeneralm odelwith thestandard

CP invarianceCP1.7

Butonecan utilizetwo HF sym m etriesin orderto obtain thesam econstraintsobtained by invarianceunderCP3.

Letus im pose both U (1)and � 2 in the sam e basis. From Table I,we conclude that,underthese two sim ultaneous

requirem ents

m
2
22 = m

2
11; m

2
12 = 0;

�2 = �1; �7 = �6 = 0; �5 = 0: (104)

This does notcoincide with the conditions forinvariance under CP3 shown in Eq.(96). However,one can use the

transform ation rulesin Eqs.(A13)-(A23)ofDavidson and Haber[8],in orderto show thata basistransform ation,

U =
1
p
2

 

1 � i

� i 1

!

; (105)

m ay be chosen which takes us from Eqs.(96),where Re�5 = �1 � �3 � �4,to Eqs.(104),where �5 = 0 (while

m aintaining the otherrelationsam ong the scalarpotentialparam eters).W e concludethat

U (1)� � 2 � CP3 in som especi�c basis: (106)

Note thatin the basis in which the CP3 relationsofEq.(96)are satis�ed with �5 6= 0,the discrete HF sym m etry

� 2 isstillrespected. However,using Eq.(105),itfollowsthatthe U(1)-PecceiQ uinn sym m etry correspondsto the

invarianceofthe scalarpotentialunder�a ! O ab�b,where O isan arbitrary SO (2)m atrix.

Theaboveresultssuggestthatitshould bepossibleto distinguish CP1,CP2,and CP3 in a basisinvariantfashion.

Botella and Silva [6]have built three so-called J-invariants that detect any signalofCP violation (either explicit

orspontaneous)afterthe m inim ization ofthe scalarpotential. However,in this paperwe are concerned aboutthe

sym m etriesofthe scalarpotentialindependently ofthe choiceofvacuum .Thus,we shallconsiderthe fourso-called

I-invariantsbuiltby G union and Haber[9]in orderto detectany signalofexplicit CP violation present(before the

vacuum state isdeterm ined). Ifany ofthese invariantsisnonzero,then CP isexplicitly violated,and neitherCP1,

norCP2,norCP3 hold.Conversely,ifallI-invariantsarezero,then CP isexplicitly conserved,butwecannottella

prioriwhich G CP applies.Eqs.(103)and (106)providethe crucialhint.IfwehaveCP conservation,Z2 � � 2 holds,

and U (1)doesnot,then wehaveCP2.Alternatively,ifwehaveCP conservation,and U (1)� � 2 also holds,then we

have CP3. W e recallthatboth CP2 and CP3 lead to the ERPS,and thatthe generalconditions for the ERPS in

Eq.(33)arebasisindependent.Thisallowsusto distinguish CP2 and CP3 from CP1.But,priorto thepresentwork,

no basis-independentquantity had been identi�ed in the literaturethatcould distinguish Z 2 and U (1)in the ERPS.

Thebasis-independentquantity D introduced in subsection IIE isprecisely theinvariantrequired forthistask.That

is,in the ERPS D 6= 0 im pliesCP2,whereasD = 0 im pliesCP3.

O ne furtherconsequence ofthe resultsofTable Ican be seen by sim ultaneously im posing the U(1)Peccei-Q uinn

sym m etry and theCP3 sym m etry in the sam e basis.Theresulting constraintson thescalarpotentialparam etersare

precisely thoseofthe SO (3)HF sym m etry.Thus,weconcludethat

U (1)� CP3� SO (3): (107)

In particular,SO (3)isnota sim pleHF sym m etry,asthe invarianceofthescalarpotentialundera singleelem entof

SO (3)isnotsu�cientto guaranteeinvarianceunderthe fullSO (3)group oftransform ations.

7 In Ivanov’s language,this is clear since CP1 corresponds to a Z2 transform ation ofthe vector ~r,which is the sim plest transform ation

on ~r one could possibly m ake.See section V D .
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C . M axim alsym m etry group ofthe scalar potentialorthogonalto U (1)Y

The standard CP sym m etry,CP1,isa discrete Z2 sym m etry thattransform sthe scalar�eldsinto theircom plex

conjugates,and hence is not a subgroup ofthe U (2) transform ation group ofEq.15. W e have previously noted

that THDM scalarpotentials that exhibit any non-trivialHF sym m etry G is autom atically CP-conserving. Thus,

the actualsym m etry group ofthe scalar potentialis in fact the sem idirect product8 ofG and Z2,which we write

asG o Z2. Noting thatU (1)o Z2
�= SO (2)o Z2

�= O (2),and SO (3)
 Z2
�= O (3),we conclude thatthe m axim al

sym m etry groupsofthe scalarpotentialorthogonalto U (1)Y forthe possible choicesofHF sym m etriesaregiven in

TableII.9

TABLE II:M axim alsym m etry groups[orthogonalto globalU (1)Y hypercharge]ofthe scalarsectorofthe THD M .

designation HF sym m etry group m axim alsym m etry group

Z2 Z2 (Z2)2

Peccei-Q uinn U (1) O (2)

SO (3) SO (3) O (3)

CP1 | Z2

CP2 (Z2)2 (Z2)3

CP3 O (2) O (2)
 Z2

Finally, we reconsider CP2 and CP3. Eq.(103) im plies that the CP2 sym m etry is equivalent to a (Z2)
2 HF

sym m etry.To provethisstatem ent,we note thatin the two-dim ensional
avorspace ofHiggs�elds,the Z 2 and � 2

discretesym m etriesde�ned by Eqs.(24)and (25)aregiven by:

Z2 = fS0 ;S1g; � 2 = fS0 ;S2g; (108)

whereS0 � 1 isthe 2� 2 identity m atrix and

S1 =

 

1 0

0 � 1

!

; S2 =

 

0 1

1 0

!

: (109)

Ifwe im pose the Z2 and � 2 sym m etry in the sam e basis,then the scalarpotentialis invariantunder the dihedral

group ofeightelem ents,

D 4 = fS0 ;S1 ;S2 ;S3 ;� S0 ;� S1 ;� S2 ;� S3g; (110)

where S3 = S1S2 = � S2S1. As before,we identify (Z2)Y � fS0 ;� S0g as the two-elem ent discrete subgroup of

the globalhypercharge U (1)Y . However,we have de�ned the HF sym m etries to be orthogonalto U (1)Y . Thus,

to determ ine the HF sym m etry group ofCP2,we identify as equivalent those elem ents ofD 4 that are related by

m ultiplication by � S0.G roup theoretically,weidentify the HF sym m etry group ofCP2 as

D 4=(Z2)Y �= Z2 
 Z2 : (111)

The HF sym m etry group ofCP2 isnotthe m axim ally allowed sym m etry group. In particular,the constraintsof

CP2 on thescalarpotentialim ply theexistenceofa basisin which allscalarpotentialparam etersarereal.Thus,the

scalarpotentialisexplicitly CP-conserving.The Z2 sym m etry associated with thisCP transform ation isorthogonal

to the HF sym m etry as previously noted. (This is easily checked explicitly by em ploying a four-dim ensionalreal

representation ofthe two com plex scalar�elds.) Thus,the m axim alsym m etry group ofthe CP2-sym m etric scalar

potentialis(Z2)
3. Sim ilarly,Eq.(106)im pliesthatthe CP3 sym m etry isequivalentto a U (1)o Z2 HF sym m etry.

This is isom orphic to an O (2) HF sym m etry,which is a subgroup ofthe m axim ally allowed SO (3) HF sym m etry

group. However,the constraints ofCP3 on the scalar potentialim ply the existence ofa basis in which allscalar

8 In general,the non-trivialelem entofZ2 willnotcom m ute with allelem ents ofG ,in which case the relevant m athem aticalstructure is

thatofa sem idirectproduct.In caseswherethenon-trivialelem entofZ2 com m uteswith allelem entsofG ,wedenote thecorresponding

directproductas G 
 Z2.
9 Forease ofnotation,we denote Z2 
 Z2 by (Z2)

2 and Z2 
 Z2 
 Z2 by (Z2)
3.
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potentialparam etersare real. Thus,the scalarpotentialisexplicitly CP-conserving. O nce again,the Z2 sym m etry

associated with thisCP transform ation isorthogonalto theHF sym m etry noted above.Thus,them axim alsym m etry

group ofthe CP3-sym m etricscalarpotentialisO (2)
 Z2.

Theaboveresultsarealso sum m arized in TableII.In allcases,them axim alsym m etry group isa directproductof

the HF sym m etry group and the Z2 corresponding to the standard CP-transform ation,whose square isthe identity

operator.

O ne m ay now ask whether Table IIexhausts allpossible independent sym m etry constraints that one m ay place

on the Higgspotential.Perhapsone can choose othercom binations,orm aybe one can com bine three,four,orm ore

sym m etries. W e know ofno way to answerthis problem based only on the transform ationsofthe scalar�elds � a.

Fortunately,Ivanov has solved this problem [3]by looking at the transform ation properties of�eld bilinears,thus

obtaining forthe �rsttim e the listofsym m etriesgiven in the lastcolum n ofTable II.

D . M ore on m ultiple sym m etries

W e startby looking at the im plications ofthe sym m etries we have studied so far on the vector~r = fr1;r2;r3g,

whose com ponentswereintroduced in Eq.(10).Notice thata unitary transform ation U on the �elds� a inducesan

orthogonaltransform ation O on thevectorofbilinears~r,given by Eq.(37).Forevery pairofunitary transform ations

� U ofSU (2),onecan �nd som ecorresponding transform ation O ofSO (3),in a two-to-onecorrespondence.W ethen

seewhatthesesym m etriesim ply forthecoe�cientsofEq.(9)(recallthe��� isa sym m etricm atrix).Below,welist

the transform ation of~r under which the scalarpotentialis invariant,followed by the corresponding constraintson

the quadraticand quarticscalarpotentialparam eters,M � and ���.

Using the resultsofTableI,we�nd thatZ 2 im plies

~r!

2

6
4

� r1

� r2

r3

3

7
5 ;

2

6
6
6
4

M 0

0

0

M 3

3

7
7
7
5
;

2

6
6
6
4

�00 0 0 �03

0 �11 �12 0

0 �12 �22 0

�03 0 0 �33

3

7
7
7
5
; (112)

U (1)im plies

~r!

2

6
4

c2 � s2 0

s2 c2 0

0 0 1

3

7
5 ~r;

2

6
6
6
4

M 0

0

0

M 3

3

7
7
7
5
;

2

6
6
6
4

�00 0 0 �03

0 �11 0 0

0 0 �11 0

�03 0 0 �33

3

7
7
7
5
; (113)

and SO (3)im plies

~r! O ~r;

2

6
6
6
4

M 0

0

0

0

3

7
7
7
5
;

2

6
6
6
4

�00 0 0 0

0 �11 0 0

0 0 �11 0

0 0 0 �11

3

7
7
7
5
; (114)

where O isan arbitrary 3� 3 orthogonalm atrix ofunitdeterm inant. In the language ofbilinears,a basisinvariant

condition forthepresenceofSO (3)isthatthethreeeigenvaluesof~�areequal.(Recallthat ~�= f� ijg;i;j= 1;2;3).

Asforthe G CP sym m etries,CP1 im plies

~r!

2

6
4

r1

� r2

r3

3

7
5 ;

2

6
6
6
4

M 0

M 1

0

M 3

3

7
7
7
5
;

2

6
6
6
4

�00 �01 0 �03

�01 �11 0 �13

0 0 �22 0

�03 �13 0 �33

3

7
7
7
5
; (115)

CP2 im plies

~r!

2

6
4

� r1

� r2

� r3

3

7
5 ;

2

6
6
6
4

M 0

0

0

0

3

7
7
7
5
;

2

6
6
6
4

�00 0 0 0

0 �11 �12 �13

0 �12 �22 �23

0 �13 �23 �33

3

7
7
7
5
; (116)
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and CP3 im plies

~r!

2

6
4

c2 0 s2

0 � 1 0

� s2 0 c2

3

7
5 ~r;

2

6
6
6
4

M 0

0

0

0

3

7
7
7
5
;

2

6
6
6
4

�00 0 0 0

0 �11 0 0

0 0 �22 0

0 0 0 �11

3

7
7
7
5
: (117)

Notice thatin CP3 two ofthe eigenvaluesof� areequal,in accordancewith ourobservation thatD can be used to

distinguish between CP2 and CP3.

Becauseeach unitary transform ation on the�elds� a inducesan SO (3)transform ation on thevectorofbilinears~r,

and becausethestandard CP transform ation correspondsto an inversion ofr2 (a Z2 transform ation on thevector~r),

Ivanov [3]considersallpossibleproperand im propertransform ationsofO (3)acting on ~r.Heidenti�esthefollowing

six classesoftransform ations:(i)Z2;(ii)(Z2)
2;(iii)(Z2)

3;(iv)O (2);(v)O (2)
 Z2;and (vi)O (3).Note thatthese

sym m etriesare allorthogonalto the globalU (1)Y hypercharge sym m etry,asthe bilinears r0 and ~r are allsinglets

under a U (1)Y transform ation. The six classes above identi�ed by Ivanov correspond precisely to the six possible

m axim alsym m etry groupsidenti�ed in Table II.No otherindependentsym m etry transform ationsarepossible.

O ur work perm its one to identify the abstract transform ation of �eld bilinears utilized by Ivanov in term s of

transform ationson thescalar�eldsthem selves,asneeded form odelbuilding.Com bining ourwork with Ivanov’s,we

conclude thatthere is only one new type ofsym m etry requirem entwhich one can place on the Higgspotentialvia

m ultiple sym m etries.Com bining thiswith ourearlierresults,we concludethatallpossiblesym m etrieson the scalar

sectoroftheTHDM can bereduced tom ultipleHF sym m etries,with theexception ofthestandard CP transform ation

(CP1).

V I. B U ILD IN G A LL SY M M ET R IES W IT H T H E STA N D A R D C P

W e have seen thatthere are only six independentsym m etry requirem ents,listed in Table II,thatone can im pose

on theHiggspotential.W ehaveshown thatallpossiblesym m etriesofthescalarsectoroftheTHDM can bereduced

to m ultiple HF sym m etries,with the exception ofthe standard CP transform ation (CP1). Now we wish to show a

dram atic result:allpossible sym m etries on the scalar sector ofthe THDM can be reduced to m ultiple applications of

the standard CP sym m etry.

Using Eq.(79),we see thatthe basistransform ation ofEq.(15),changesthe standard CP sym m etry ofEq.(69)

into the G CP sym m etry ofEq.(70),with

X = U U
>
: (118)

In particular,an orthogonalbasistransform ation doesnota�ectthe form ofthe standard CP transform ation.Since

wewish to generateX 6= 1,wewillneed com plex m atricesU .

Now wewish toconsiderthefollowingsituation.W ehaveabasis(callittheoriginalbasis)and im posethestandard

CP sym m etry CP1 on thatoriginalbasis.Nextweconsiderthesam em odelin a di�erentbasis(callitM )and im pose

the standard CP sym m etry on thatbasisM . In general,thisprocedure ofim posing the standard CP sym m etry in

the originalbasisand also in the rotated basisM leadsto two independentim positions.The �rstim position m akes

allparam etersrealin the originalbasis.O ne way to com bine the second im position with the �rstisto considerthe

basistransform ation UM taking usfrom basisM into theoriginalbasis.Aswehaveseen,thestandard CP sym m etry

in basisM turns,when written in the originalbasis,into a sym m etry under

�C P
a = (X M )a��

�
�;

�yC P
a = (X M )�a�(�

y
�)

�
; (119)

with X M = UM U >
M .Nextweconsiderseveralsuch possibilities.

W e startwith

UA =

 

c�=4 � is�=4

� is�=4 c�=4

!

; X A =

 

0 � i

� i 0

!

: (120)

Here and henceforth c(s)with a subindex indicatesthe cosine (sine)ofthe angle given in the subindex.W e denote

by CP1A the im position ofthe CP sym m etry in Eq.(119)with X M = X A (which coincideswith the im position of

the standard CP sym m etry in the basisM = A).
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Nextweconsider

UB =

 

e� i�=4 0

0 ei�=4

!

; X B =

 

� i 0

0 i

!

: (121)

W e denote by CP1B the im position ofthe CP sym m etry in Eq.(119) with X M = X B (which coincides with the

im position ofthe standard CP sym m etry in the basisM = B ).

A third possiblechoiceis

UC =

 

ei�=2 0

0 e� i�=2

!

; X C =

 

ei� 0

0 e� i�

!

; (122)

where� 6= n�=2 with n integer.W edenoteby CP1C theim position oftheCP sym m etry in Eq.(119)with X M = X C

(which coincideswith the im position ofthe standard CP sym m etry in the basisM = C ).

Finally,weconsider

UD =

 

c�=2 is�=2

is�=2 c�=2

!

; X D =

 

c� is�

is� c�

!

; (123)

where� 6= n�=2 with n integer.W edenoteby CP1D theim position oftheCP sym m etry in Eq.(119)with X M = X D

(which coincideswith the im position ofthe standard CP sym m etry in the basisM = D ).

The im pactofthe �rstthree sym m etrieson the coe�cientsofthe Higgspotentialaresum m arized in Table III.

TABLE III:Im pactofthe CP1M sym m etrieson the coe� cients ofthe Higgspotential. The notation \im ag" m eansthatthe
corresponding entry ispurely im aginary.CP1 in the originalbasishasbeen included forreference.

sym m etry m
2

11 m
2

22 m
2

12 �1 �2 �3 �4 �5 �6 �7

CP1 real real real real

CP1A m
2

11 �1 �6

CP1B im ag real im ag im ag

CP1C jm
2

12je
i�

j�5je
2i�

j�6je
i�

j�7je
i�

Im posing CP1D on the Higgspotentialleadsto the m orecom plicated setofequations:

2Im
�
m

2
12

�
c� + (m 2

22 � m
2
11)s� = 0;

2Im (�6 � �7)c2� + �12345 s2� = 0;

2Im (�6 + �7)c� + (�1 � �2)s� = 0;

Im �5 c� + Re(�6 � �7)s� = 0; (124)

where

�12345 =
1

2
(�1 + �2)� �3 � �4 + Re�5: (125)

Com bining these resultswith thosein TableI,wehaveshown that

CP1� CP1B = Z2 in som especi�cbasis;

CP1� CP1C = U (1);

CP1� CP1A � CP1B = CP2 in som especi�c basis;

CP1� CP1A � CP1C = CP3 in som especi�c basis;

CP1� CP1C � CP1D = SO (3): (126)

Let us com m ent on the \speci�c basis choices" needed. Im posing CP1� CP1B leads to m 2
12 = �6 = �7 = 0 and

Im �5 = 0,while im posing Z2 leadsto m
2
12 = �6 = �7 = 0 with no restriction on �5. However,when Z2 holds one

m ay rephase�2 by theexponentialof� iarg(�5)=2,thusm aking �5 real.In thisbasis,therestrictionsofZ2 coincide

with the restrictionsofCP1� CP1B . Sim ilarly,im posing CP1� CP1A � CP1C leadsto m 2
12 = �5 = �6 = �7 = 0,

m 2
22 = m 2

11 and �2 = �1.W e see from TableIthatCP3 hasthese features,exceptthat�5 need notvanish;itisreal
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and Re�5 = �1 � �3 � �4.Starting from the CP3 conditionsand using the transform ation rulesin Eqs.(A13)-(A23)

ofDavidson and Haber[8],we �nd thata basischoiceispossiblesuch thatRe�5 = 0.10 Perhapsitiseasierto prove

the equality

CP1� CP1B � CP1D = CP3 in som especi�cbasis: (127)

In this case,the only di�erence between the im positions from the two sides ofthe equality com e from the sign of

Re�5,which istrivialto 
ip through thebasischange� 2 ! � �2.Finally,im posing CP1� CP1A � CP1B weobtain

m 2
12 = Im �5 = �6 = �7 = 0,m 2

22 = m 2
11 and �2 = �1. This does not coincide with the conditions ofCP2 which

lead to the ERPS ofEq.(33). Fortunately,and as we m entioned before,Davidson and Haber [8]proved that one

m ay m ake a furtherbasistransform ation such thatEq.(34)holds,thus coinciding with the conditionsim posed by

CP1� CP1A � CP1B .

Noticethatourdescription ofCP2in term sofseveralCP1sym m etriesisin agreem entwith theresultsfound by the

authorsofRef.[15].Theseauthorsalso showed a very interesting result,concerning spontaneoussym m etry breaking

in 2HDM m odels possessing a CP2 sym m etry. Nam ely,they prove (their Theorem 4) that electroweak sym m etry

breakingwillnecessarilyspontaneously break CP2.However,they also show thatthevacuum willrespectatleastone

ofthe CP1 sym m etrieswhich com pose CP2. W hich isto say,in a m odelwhich hasa CP2 sym m etry,spontaneous

sym m etry breaking necessarily respectthe CP1 sym m etry.

In sum m ary,wehaveproved thatallpossiblesym m etrieson thescalarsectoroftheTHDM ,including HiggsFam ily

sym m etries,can be reduced to m ultiple applicationsofthe standard CP sym m etry.

V II. C O N C LU SIO N S

W e have studied the application ofgeneralized CP sym m etriesto the THDM ,and found thatthere are only two

independent classes (CP2 and CP3),in addition to the standard CP sym m etry (CP1). These two classes lead to

an exceptionalregion ofparam eter,which exhibits either a Z2 discrete sym m etry or a larger U (1) Peccei-Q uinn

sym m etry.W ehavesucceeded in identifying a basis-independentinvariantquantity thatcan distinguish between the

Z2 and U (1)sym m etries.In particular,such an invariantisrequired in orderto distinguish between CP2 and CP3,

and com pletesthe description ofallsym m etriesin the THDM in term sofbasis-invariantquantities.M oreover,CP2

and CP3 can be obtained by com bining two HiggsFam ily sym m etriesand thatthisisnotpossible forCP1.

W ehaveshown thatallsym m etriesoftheTHDM previously identi�ed by Ivanov [3]can beachieved through sim ple

sym m etries.with theexception ofSO (3).However,theSO (3)HiggsFam ily sym m etry can beachieved by im posing

a U (1) Peccei-Q uinn sym m etry and the CP3-sym m etry in the sam e basis. Finally,we have dem onstrated that all

possible sym m etriesofthe scalarsectorofthe THDM can be reduced to m ultiple applicationsofthe standard CP

sym m etry.O urcom plete description ofthe sym m etrieson the scalar�eldscan be com bined with sym m etriesin the

quark and lepton sectors,to aid in m odelbuilding.
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