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W e consider the in pact of in posing generalized CP symm etries on the H iggs sector of the two-
H iggsdoublet m odel, and identify three classes of sym m etries. Two of these classes constrain the
scalar potential param eters to an exceptional region of param eter space which respects eithera 7,
discrete avor symmetry or a U (1) symm etry. W e exhibit a basissinvariant quantiy that distin—
guishes between these two possble symm etries. W e also show that the consequences of In posing
these two classes of CP symm etry can be achieved by combining H iggs Fam ily sym m etries, and
that this is not possible for the usualCP symm etry. W e com m ent on the vacuum structure and on
renom alization In the presence of these sym m etries. F inally, we dem onstrate that the standard CP
symm etry can be used to build all the m odels we identify, including those based on H iggs Fam ily
sym m etries.

PACS numbers: 11.30Er, 12.60Fr, 1480Cp, 11.30Ly

I. NTRODUCTION

D espite the fantastic sucocesses of the Standard M odel (SM ) of electrow eak interactions, its scalar sector rem ains
largely untested [I]. An alemative to the single H iggs doublt of the SM is provided by the two-H iggsdoublt
model (THDM ), which can be supplem ented by symm etry requirem entson the Higgs elds 1 and . Symm etries
leaving the kinetic tem s unchanged! m ay be of two types. On the one hand, onem ay relate . wih som e unitary
transform ation of . These are known as H iggs Fam ily symm etries, or HF symm etries. O n the other hand, one
may relate 5 with some unitary transform ation of . These are known as generalized CP symm etries, or GCP
symm etries. In this article we consider all such sym m etries that are possble in the THD M , according to their In pact
on the H iggs potential. W e identify three classes of GCP sym m etries.

T he study is com plicated by the fact that onem ay perform a basis transform ation on the H iggs elds, thus hiding
what m ight otherw ise be an easily identi able symm etry. The need to seek basis invariant observables in m odels
w ith m any H iggs was pointed out by Lavoura and Silva [B], and by Botella and Silva [€], stressing applications to
CP violation. Refs. [6,[1] ndicate how to construct basis Invariant quantities in a system atic fashion for any m odel,
Including m ultiH iggsdoublet m odels. W ork on basis nvariance in the THDM wasm uch expanded upon by D avidson
and Haber [B], by Gunion and Haber [9,10], by Haber and O Neil [L1], and by other authors [L2]. The previous
approaches highlight the role played by the H iggs elds. An altemative approach, spearheaded by N ishi [13,114], by
Tvanov [3,14] and by M aniatis et al [L3], highlights the role played by eld bilinears, which is very useful for studies of
the vacuum structure ofthem odel [L€,/17]. In this paper, we describe allclasses of HF and GCP sym m etries In both
languages. O neproblem w ith two classesofG CP identi ed here isthat they lead to an exceptional region ofparam eter
space ERPS) previously identi ed as problem atic by G union and Haber [9] and by D avidson and H aber [E]. 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 ations of the two H iggs elds, as the m ost general renomm alizable H iggs Lagrangian allow s for kinetic m ixing of the two H iggs

elds. In this work, we study the possble global sym m etries of the e ective low -energy H iggs theory that arise after diagonalization

of the H iggs kinetic energy tem s. T he non-unitary transform ations that diagonalize the H iggs kinetic m ixing tem s also transform the

param eters of the H iggs potential, and thus can determ ine the structure of the rem nant H iggs avor sym m etries of e ective low -energy
H iggs scalar potential. It is the latter that constitutes the m ain focus of this work.
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no basis Invariant quantity exists in the literature that distinguishesbetween the Z, and U (1) HF symm etries in the
ERPS.

Ifevidence or THDM physics is revealed In future experin ents, then it w illbe criticalto em ploy analysis techniques
that are free from m odeldependent assum ptions. It is for this reason that a basis-independent formm alisn for the
THDM is so powerfil. Nevertheless, current experin ental data already im pose signi cant constraints on the m ost
general THDM . In particular, we know that custodial sym m etry breaking e ects, avor changing neutral current

EFCNC) constraints, and (to a lesser extent) CP -violating phenom ena In pose som e signi cant restrictions on the
structure ofthe THDM (including the H iggs—ferm ion interactions). For exam ple, the observed suppression of FCNC s
In plies that either the two heaviest neutralH iggs bosons ofthe THDM have m asses above 1 TeV, or certain H iggs—
ferm jon Yukawa couplings m ust be absent [LE8]. T he latter can be achieved by Im posing certain discrete sym m etries
on the THDM . Likewise, n them ost general THDM , m ass splittings between charged and neutralH iggs bosons can
yield custodialsym m etry breaking e ects at one-loop that could be large enough to be in con ict w ith the precision
electroweak data [L9]. O nce again, sym m etries can be in posed on the THDM to alleviate any potential disagreem ent
w ith data. T he in plications of such sym m etries or THDM phenom enology has recently been explored by G erard and
collaborators R(0] and by Haber and O N eil R21].

Thus, f THDM physics is discovered, it w ill be in portant to develop experin entalm ethods that can reveal the
presence or absence of underlying sym m etries of the m ost generalTHD M . T his requires tw o essential pieces of input.
F irst, one m ust dentify allpossble H iggs sym m etries of interest. Second, one m ust relate these sym m etries to basis—
Independent observables that can be probed by experim ent. In thispaper, we prin arily addressthe rst step, although
w e also provide basis-independent characterizations of these sym m etries. O ur analysis focuses the sym m etries of the
THDM scalar potential. In principle, one can extend our study of these symm etries to the H iggs—fem ion Yukawa
Interactions, although this lies beyond the scope of the present work.

T his paper is organized as follows. In section we introduce our notation and de ne an invariant that does
distinguish the Z, and U (1) HF symm etries n the ERPS. In section [T we explain the rolk played by the vacuum
expectation values In preserving or breaking the U (1) symm etry, and we comm ent brie y on renom alization. In
section[IV]we ntroduce the G CP transform ationsand explain why they are organized into three classes. W e sum m arize
our results and set them i the context of the existing literature in section [V], and in section [V 1 we prove a surprising
resul: multiple applications of the standard CP symm etry can be used to build all the m odels we identify, including
those based on HF symm etries. W e draw our conclusions in section [V 1.

II. THE SCALAR SECTOR OF THE THDM
A . Three com m on notations for the scalar potential

Let us consider a SU (2) U (1) gauge theory w ith two H iggsdoublts ,, wih the sam e hypercharge 1=2, and
w ith vacuum expectation values (vevs)

h ,i= OP - @)
Va= 2
The index a runs from 1 to 2, and we use the standard de nition for the electric charge, w hereby the upper com ponents

ofthe SU (2) doublkts are charged and the lower com ponents neutral.
T he scalar potentialm ay be w ritten as

h i
2 2 2
Ve = m7 | 1+m3 3 2 mi | o+ He
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wherem?,,m3,,and ;; 4;are realparam eters. In general, m?,, 5, ¢ and -, are complx. \H c." stands for

Hem itian conjigation.
An altemative notation, usefiil for the construction of nvariants and cham pioned by Botella and Silva [€] is

Vi = Yap( Y p)+ 2Zapea( L p) (L a); 3)



w here H emm iticity im plies

Yap = Yyas
Zavjed  Zedjab = Zpact (@)
The extrem um conditions are
Nab + Zapjea VgVel ¥ = 0 (ora= 1;2): )
M uliplying by v, leadsto
Yap Vo Vo) = Zaped (Vo Vo) (VaVe): (6)

O ne should be very carefiilwhen com paring Egs. [2) and [@) am ong di erent authors, since the sam e sym bolm ay
be used for quantities which di er by signs, factors oftwo, or com plex conjigation. Here we follow the de nitions of
D avidson and H aber [E]. W ith these de nitions:

Y11=m§1; Y12 = miz;
Y= @2, Yoo =m3,; (7)
and
Z1101= 1 Z22p2= 27
Zi1;22 = Zo21= 35 21221 = Z21;12 = 4
Zi2;12= 55 Z2121= 57
Z11;02 = Z12;11 = 67 Zi11p21 = Z2111 = g7
Zip2;2 = Zi12;22= 75 Zo2zpp1 = Zo1p22 = 9t 8)

T he previous two notations look at the Higgs elds , individually. A third notation is used by N ishi [13,/14] and
Ivanov [3,l4], who em phasize the presence of eld bilinears ( ¥ ) [L7]. Follow ing N ishi [13] we w rite:

Vi =M r + rr; ©)
where = 0;1;2;3 and
1h i
= 5 (7 D+ (3 2) 3
1h i
rn = > (7 20+ (3 1) =Re( 7 2);
. h i
L y y y
o = g ( 1 2) ( 2 1) = Im ( 1 2);
1 Y Y .
3= 7 (1 1) (3 2): (10)

Th Eq. [9), summ ation of repeated indices is adopted w ith Euclidean m etric. Thisdi ers from Ivanov’s notation [3,/4],
who pointed out that r param etrizes the gauge orbis of the Higgs elds, in a space equipped wih a M inkow ski
m etric.

In term s of the param eters of Eq. [J), the 4«vectorM and 4 4 m atrix are w ritten respectively as:

M = m? +m%; 2Rem?,; 2mmZ,;m? m3 ; 11)
and
1
(1+ 2)=2+ 3 Re(¢t 1) Im (e¢+ 7) (1 2)=2

B Re(gs+ 7) 4+ Re 5 In 5 Re (¢ 7) C
= : 12
¢ In (¢+ 7) In s 4 Re 5 In (6 7)A €2)

(1 2)=2 Re (¢ 7) In (6 7)) (14 2)=2 3

Eq. [9) is related to Eq. [3) through
M = Yra; 13)
= %Zab;cd ba dc’ (14)

w here the m atrices iarethethreePau]imau:loes,and 0 isthe 2 2 identity m atrix.



B . Basis transform ations

W em ay rew rite the potential In tem s of new elds g, obtained from the origihalonesby a sin ple (global) basis
transform ation

sl 0= U as)

whereU 2 U @) isa 2 2 uniary matrix. Under this uniary basis transform ation, the gaugekinetic tem s are
unchanged, but the coe clents Y ., and Z 4p;cq are transform ed as

Yoo ! Y3 =U. Y U, ; 1e)
Zapied ! Zomea=Ua Uc Z ; Uy Ug; a7

and the vevs are transform ed as
Vo ! V)= UpWe: s8)

T hus, the basis transformm ations U m ay be utilized in order to absorb som e of the degrees of freedom of Y and/orZ,
which in plies that not all param eters of Eq. [3) have physical signi cance.

C . Higgs Fam ily sym m etries

Let us assum e that the scalar potential in Eq. [3) has som e explicit intemal symm etry. That is, we assum e that
the coe cients 0ofV y stay exactly the sam e under a transform ation

al 5= Sa b 19)

S is a uniary m atrix, so that the gaugekinetic couplings are also left invariant by this H iggs Fam ily symm etry HF
symm etry). A s a result of this sym m etry,

Yap = Y5, =S4 Y S, ; 20)
Zavied = Zipea= Sa Sc Z ; Sp St 1)

Notice that this is not the situation considered in Egs. [I8){[I7). There, the coe cients of the Lagrangian do
change (@lthough the quantities that are physically m easurable are nvariant w ith respect to any change ofbasis). In
contrast, Egs. [19) { 21) in ply the existence ofa HF symm etry S ofthe scalar potentialthat leaves the coe cients of
Vg unchanged.

The H iggs Fam ily sym m etry group m ust be a subgroup of f1llU (2) transform ation group of2 2 unitary m atrices
employed in Eq. [18). G iven them ost generalTHDM scalarpotential, there isalwaysa U (1) subgroup ofU (2) under
w hich the scalar potential is invariant. T his is the globalhypercharge U (1)y symm etry group:

U L)y : et g 2 et g ©2)

where isan arbitrary angle tmod 2 ). The Invarianceunderthe globalU (1) istrivially guaranteed by the nvariance
under the SU (2) U (1) electrow eak gauge symm etry. Since the global hypercharge U (1)y is always present, we shall
henceforth de ne the HF symm etries as those H iggs Fam ily sym m etries that are orthogonalto U 1)y .
W enow tum to the Interplay between HF sym m etries and basis transform ations. Let us in agine that, when w ritten
In thebasisof elds ,,Vy hasa symmetry S. W e then perform a basis transform ation from thebasis . to thebasis
g, as given by Eq. [19). C learly, when w ritten in the new basis, Vy does not rem ain invariant under S . Rather, i
w illbe nvariant under

s=uysuY: 23)

A swe change basis, the form ofthe potential changes In a way that m ay obscure the presence ofa HF symm etry. In
particular, two HF sym m etries that naively look distinct w ill actually yield precisely the sam e physical predictions if
a unitary m atrix U exists such that Eq. [23)) is satis ed.

HF symm etries In the two-H iggsdoublet m odel (THDM ) have a long history. In papers by G lashow and W einberg
and by P aschos [L8], the discrete Z, sym m etry was introduced,

Zy : 11 2 ! 27 (24)



In order to preclide avour-changing neutral currents [18]. T his is just the interchange
2t 15 2 @5)

seen in a di erent basis, as shown by applying Eq. (23) in the form

01 _ 1 1 1 1 0 1 11 . 26)
10 P31 1 o 1 P37 1 1 °
Pecceiand Q uinn R2] introduced the continuous U (1) symm etry
UQ): et g 2! e g @7)

true or any value of , in connection w ith the strong CP problem . O foourse, a potential invariant under U (1) is also
Invarant under Z , .

F inally, we exam ine the largest possible H iggs Fam ily symm etry group ofthe THDM , namely U (2). In this case,
a basis transform ation would have no e ect on the H iggs potential param eters. Since ,p is the only U 2)-invariant
tensor, i follow s that

Yap = Ci abi 28)

Zapjed = @ ab cdt 33 ad be i (29)

where ¢, ¢, and ¢; are arbitrary realnumbers. ? O ne can easily check from Egs. [16) and [I7) that the unitariy of
U inpliesthat Y%= Y and Z%= Z frany choice ofbasis, as required by the U 2)-invariance of the scalar potential.
Egs. 28) and 29) in pose the follow ing constraints on the param eters of the THDM scalar potential (independently
of the choice ofbasis):

2 _ 2. 2 _ n.
Moy = Mygs mi, = 0;

1= 2= 3+t 45 5= ¢= 7=20: (30)

A s there are no non—zero potentially com plex scalar potential param eters, the U 2)-invariant THDM is clearly CP -
nvariant.

A s previously noted, the U (2) symm etry contains the globalhypercharge U (1)y as a subgroup. T hus, in order to
dentify the corresponding HF sym m etry that is orthogonalto U (1)y , we rst observe that

U@)=SU@) U@)y=Z,=S0@) UQ)y : (31)

To prove the above isom orphisn , sin ply note that any U (2) m atrix can be written asU = &' U,where U 2 SU ().
To cover the fullU (1)y group, wemust take 0 < 2 .ButshcebothU and U are elements of SU (2) whereas
+land 1= e areelmentsofU (1)y , we must dentify U and U asthe same group elem ent In order not to
doublk cover the fullU (2) group. The identi cation of ¥ with U in SU (2) is isom orphic to SO (3), using the well
known isom orphism SO (3) = SU (2)=Z,. Consequently, we have identi ed SO (3) asthe HF sym m etry that constrains
the scalar potential param eters as indicated in Eq.[30).

T he in pact of these sym m etries on the potential param eters in Eq. [2) is shown in section[Z]. A sm entioned above,
if one m akes a basis change, the potential param eters change and so does the explicit form of the symm etry and of
its in plications. For exam ple, Eq. [268) showsthat the symm etries Z, and ; are related by a basis change. H ow ever,
they have a di erent inpact on the param eters in their respective basis. This can be seen explicitly in Tabl [I of
section [V]. One can also easily prove that the existence of etther the Z,, , or PecceirQuin U (1) symm etry is
su cient to guarantee the existence of a basis choice in which all scalar potential param eters are real. That is, the
corresponding scalar H iggs sectors are explicitly CP -conserving.

Basis nvariant signs of HF symm etries were discussed extensively in Ref. [B]. Recently, Ferreira and Silva R3]
extended these m ethods to include H iggs m odels w ith m ore than two H iggs doublets.

Consider rstthe THDM scalarpotentials that are Invariant under the so-called sim pk HF symm etries ofR ef. [23].
Wede nea smplk HF symm etry to be a symm etry group G w ith the follow ing property: the requirem ent that the
THDM scalar potential is invariant under a particularelement g2 G (Wwhere g € e and e is the dentity elem ent) is

2 Note that there iSno ac pg tem contributing to Z abjedr @s such a temm is not invariant under the transform ation ofEq. .



su cient to guarantee nvariance under the entire group G . The discrete cyclic group 2 , = fe;g; P ; :::; 9 g,
where g = e, is an exam plk of a possiblke sinple HF symm etry group. If we restrict the TDHM scalar potential to
Inclide tem s of dim ension—-four or lss (eg., the treelevel scalar potential of the THDM ), then one can show that
the PecceiQuinn U (1) symm etry isalso a sin ple HF symm etry. For exam ple, consider the m atrix

e 2i =3 0
s = 0 e (32)

Note that S is an elem ent of the cyclic subgroup Zs = £S ;52 ;S3 = 1g ofthe PecceiQuinn U (1) group. A s shown
In Ref. R3], the Invariance of the treelevel THDM scalar potentialunder , ! S,p, p autom atically in plies the
Invariance of the scalar potential under the ull PecceiQ uinn U (1) group. In contrast, the maxin alHF symm etry,
SO (3), Introduced above is not a sinple HF symmetry, as there is no single element of S 2 SO (3) such that
Invariance under . ! S,p p guarantees nvariance of the treedevel THDM scalar potential under the f1ll SO (3)
group of transform ations.

T ypically, the sin ple HF symm etries take on a sin ple form for a particular choice ofbasis for the Higgs elds. W e
sum m arize here a few of the results ofRef. R31]:

1.n the THDM , there are only two independent classes of sin ple sym m etries: a discrete Z, avor symm etry, and
a continuous PecceiQ uinn U (1) avor symm etry.

2.0 ther discrete avor symm etry groups G that are subgroups ofU (1) are not considered independent. T hat is,
ifS 2 G where S § e), then nvariance under the the discrete symmetry ! S m akes the scalar potential
autom atically Invariant under the fullPecceiQ uinn U (1) group;

3. In m ost regions of param eter space, one can build quantities invariant under basis transform ations that detect
these sym m etries;

4. T here exists a so—called exceptional region of param eter space ERP S) characterized by

2 _ 2. 2 _ A
Moy, =Mqq; mi, = 0;
2= 17 7= 6° (33)

A s shown by D avidson and Haber [E], a theory obeying these constraints does have a Z, symm etry, but  m ay
ornothavea U (1) symm etry. W ithin the ERP S, the invariants In the literature cannot be used to distinguish
the two cases.

T he last statem ent above is a resul of the follow ing considerations. In order to distinguish between Z, and U (1),
D avidson and H aber [8] construct two Invariant quantities given by Egs. (46) and (50) ofRef. [E]. O utside the ERP S,
these quantities are zero if and only ifU (1) holds. Unfortunately, in the ERP S these quantities vanish autom atically
independently of whether or not U (1) holds. Sim ilarly, Ferreira and Silva [23] have constructed invariants detecting
HF symm etries. But their use requires the existence of a m atrix, obtained by combining Y., and Z sp;cq, that hastwo
distinct eigenvalues. This does not occur when the ERP S is due to a symm etry. Finally, in the ERP S, vanov [3]
states that the symm etry m ight be \ (Z,)? or0 )" four Z, or ourU (1)] and does not provide a way to distinguish
the two possible avor symm etries [24].

G union and Haber [9] have shown that the ERP S conditions ofEq. [33) are basis Independent; if they hold in one
basis, then they hold in any basis. M oreover, foram odelin the ERP S, a basism ay be chosen such that allparam eters
are real’ Having achieved such a basis, D avidson and H aber [B] dem onstrate that onem ay m ake one additionalbasis
transform ation such that

2 _ 2. 2 _ .
My, =Myg7 mi, = 0;

2= 17 7= 6= 0; Im 5= 0: (34)
T hese conditions express the ERP S for a speci ¢ basis choice.

O nem ight think that this is such a special region of param eter space that it lacks any relevance. H ow ever, the fact
that the conditions in Eq. [33) hold in any basis is a good indication that a sym m etry m ay lie behind this condition.

3 G iven a scalar potential whose param eters satisfy the ERP S conditions w ith Im ( 5 %) 6 0, the unitary m atrix required to transform
into a basis in which all the scalar potential param eters are real can be detem ined only by num ericalm eans.



Indeed, as pointed out by D avidson and Haber [8], combining the two symm etries Z, and , in the sam e kasis one
is lead I m ediately to the ERPS in the basis of Eq. [34). Up to now, we considered the im pact of im posing on the
H iggs potential only one symm etry. This was dubbed a sinple symm etry. Now we are considering the possbility
that the potentialm ust rem ain Invariant under one sym m etry and also under a second sym m etry; this in plies further
constraints on the param eters of the H iggs potential. W e refer to this possibility as a muliple symm etry. A s seen
from Table[] of section [V], in posing Z, and , in the sam e basis Jeads to the conditions in Eq. [34) . hcidentally, this
exam ple show s that a m odelwhich lies in the ERP S, is autom atically Invariant under Z,.

In section [IV] we will show that all classes of non-trivial CP transfom ations lead directly to the ERP S, rehrceing
the in portance of this particular region of param eter space.

D . Requirem ents for U (1) invariance

Tn the basis in which the U (1) symm etry takes the orm ofEq. [27), the coe cients of the potentialm ust obey
m%=0; 2= ¢g= 9=0: @35)
In agine that we have a potential of Eq. [2) n the ERPS:m?, = m3,,m3, =0, = i,and ;= c. W e now
w ish to know whether a transform ation U m ay be chosen such that the potential coe cients in the new basis satisfy

the U (1) conditions in Eq. [35). U sing the transform ation rules in Egs. @A 13)—@ 23) of D avidson and Haber [E], we
nd that such a choice 0fU is possble if and only if the coe cients In the origihalbasis satisfy

232 5 6(1 3 4) 2 .=0; (36)
sub et to the condition that . 2 is real

E. The D invariant

Having established the im portance of the ERPS (as i can arise from a symm etry), we will now build a basis
Invariant quantity that can be used to detect the presence ofa U (1) symm etry in this special case.

T he quadratic term s ofthe H iggs potential are alw ays lnsensitive to the di erence between Z , and U (1). M oreover,
the m atrix Y is proportional to the uni m atrix In the ERP S. O ne must thus look at the quartic term s. W e were
Inspired by the expression of n Eqg. [12), which appears in the works of Nishi [13,[14] and Ivanov [3,4]. In
the ERPS of Eq. 33), breaks intoa 1 1block ( go),and a3 3block ("= £ 459; 3= 1;2;3). A basis
transform ation U belonging to SU ) on the . elds corresoonds to an orthogonalSO (3) transfomm ation in the r;
bilinears, given by

Oij=%TrUy ;U j : (37)
Any matrix O of SO (3) can be obtained by considering an appropriate matrix U of SU (2) unfrtunately this
property does not generalize for m odels w ith m ore than two H iggs doublts). A suiable choice 0of O can be m ade
that diagonalizesthe 3 3 m atrix ~, thus explaining Eq. ([34) . In this basis, the di erence between the usual choices
forU (1) and Z, corresponds to the possibility that Re 5 m ight vanish or not, respectively.

W e willnow show that, once in the ERP S, the condiion for the existence of U (1) is that ™~ has two eigenvalues
which are equal. The elgenvaluesofa 3 3 m atrix are the solutions to the secular equation

X3+ ayx? + a1x+ ap = 0; (38)
w here
ag = det”= 1Tr(?) f@rm’+ 1a@cnTr(™?)
1 35, ), (2) 1 1 1 2
= §Zab;cd ch;ghzhg;ba Ezdc Zba + Ezab;cdzdc;baTr Z @ EZ @
1 3 1 2 2 1 2 2
2 ez o+ 7 Trz® Trz® frrz® Tz ® (39)
an = 3@rN? 3Tr ()
1 2 1 2 2 2
= - Trz® Trz YTrz @+ Trz @ Z apicaZ deiba (40)

ap; = Tr™
= 21z ® Trz ®; @1)



and
@ 1+ 4 6t 7
Z Za:p= ; 42
ab a ;b . + ; B + 4 ’ ( )
@) 1+ 3 6t 7
A 7 ap = : 43)
ab a 6 + . 2 + 3

T he cubic equation, Eq. [38), has at least two degenerate solutions if 25]

2
L2 44)

1 1.2 3 1
D a1 33, + f@a 3ag)

vanishes.

T he expression of D in term s of the param eters in Eq. [2) is rather com plicated, even in the ERP S.But one can
show by direct com putation that ifthe U (1)-sym m etry condition ofEq. [38) holds (subfct to . 2 being real), then
D = 0.W e can sin plify the expression forD by changing to a basis where all param eters are real [9], where we get

2
D= % s(1 3 a4+ s5) 2¢° (1 3 4 s5P+167%: 45)

~

If 66 O,thenD

0 m eans

2%= s5(1 3 4t 5): (46)
If ¢= 0,then D = 0 corresponds to one of three possible conditions:
5= 0; s= (1 3 a): @7

N otice that Egs. [@d) and [47) are equivalent to Eq. [36) in any basis w here the coe cients are real.

A lthough D can be de ned outside the ERP S, the condition D = 0 only guarantees that the m odel is nvariant
underU (1) inside the ERP S of Eq. [33). O utside this region one can detect the presence ofa U (1) sym m etry w ith the
Invariants proposed by D avidson and H aber [8]. T his closes the last breach in the literature conceming basis=nvariant
signals of discrete symm etries n the THDM .Thus, In the ERPS D = 0 isa necessary and su cient condition for the
presence ofa U (1) symm etry.

ITII. VACUUM STRUCTURE AND RENORMALIZATION

The presence of a U (1) symm etry in the Higgs potentialm ay (or not) In ply the existence of a m asslkess scalar,
the axion, depending on whether (or not) the U (1) is broken by the vevs. In the previous section we related the
basis-invariant condition D = 0 in the ERP S w ith the presence ofa U (1) sym m etry. In this section we w ill show that,
w henever the basis-invariant condition D = 0 is satis ed in the ERP S, there is always a stationary point orwhich a
m assless scalar, other than the usualG oldstone bosons, exists.

W e start by w riting the extrem um conditions forthe THDM in the ERP S.For sin plicity, we willbe working in a
basis whhere all the param eters are real [B]. From Egs. [B) and [8), we cbtain

1
0= Yi;1vi + > 13+ uswvvi+ s BViwe i)

1
0= Yy ;v + > 13+ uswmVi+ s (v 3viw) 48)

where we have de ned 345 3+ 4+t 5. Wenow compute the massm atrices. As we will be considering only
vacua w ith realvevs, there w illbe no m ixing between the realand in aginary parts of the doublts. A s such, we can
de ne them assm atrix of the CP even scalars as given by
2
2 1 @v

MZ = S 49
"4 2@Re( ))@Re( 9 @)

w here S is the neutral (lower) com ponent of the ; doublt. Thus, we obtain, for the entries of this m atrix, the

follow Ing expressions:

1
2
Mh11=Y11+5 3 1V§+ 345V§+6 6 V1 Vo
2
Mh22—Y11+— 3 1V§+ 345V§+6 6 V1 Vo

3
Mﬁ = usvivy + > 6 (Vg v§) : (50)



L ikew ise, the pseudoscalarm assm atrix is de ned as

5 1 Qv
M2 = = - : 51)
3 2@mm ( j)@Im ( 3)
w hose entries are given by
szll_Yll"'E Vi (3t S)Vi + 2 swivy
1
M§22—Y11+§ 1VE A+ (3t s)Vi 2 swivy
1
ME, = svivet o st V) o (52)

T he expressions [BQ) and [(2) are valid for all the particular cases we w illnow consider.

A. Case = 0,fnn;wg$6 0

Let us rst study the case ¢ = 0, wherein we m ay solve the extrem um conditions in an analyticalm anner. It is
trivial to see that Egs. [48) have three types of solutions: both vevs di erent from zero, one vev equalto zero (say,
vz) and both vevs zero (trivial non-interesting solution). For a solution wih fw; ; v,g $ 0, a necessary condition
m ust be obeyed so that there is a solution to Egs. [48):

T G 80 (53)
Ifwe use the extremum conditions to evalnate M 2 , we obtain

v2 V1V
M2 = 1Vvy 345 V1 V2 54
b 345 V1 V2 1V§ 54
which only has a zero eigenvalue if Eq. [53) is broken. Thus, there is no axion i this matrix in this case. As for
M7 ,weget

M2 = Vf ViV2
A > Vi V2 Vﬁ

w hich clearly has a zero eigenvalue corresponding to the Z G oldstone boson. Further, thism atrix w illhave an axion
if 5 = 0,which isthe rst condition ofEq. (47).

55)

B. Case = 0,fv1 6 0;,v2 = 0g

Retuming to Eq. [48)), this case gives us

1
Y11 = 2 Vi (56)
which mpliesY;; < 0.W ih this condition, the m assm atrices becom e considerably sim pler:
v? 0
M2 = ©7)
n 0 2 (35 Ve
and
1 0 0
M2 = = 58
A 2 0 (3+ 4 5 1)V ©8)
So, we can have an axion in the m atrix [57) if
345 1=0, 5= 1 3 4 (59)
or an axion in m atrix [G8) if
5 = 1+ 3+t g (60)

That is, we have an axion if the second or third conditions of Eq. [47) are satis ed. The other possble case,
fvy, = 0; v 6 0g, produces exactly the sam e conclisions.
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C. Case 6 0

T his is the hardest case to treat, since we cannot obtain analytical expressions for the vevs. Nevertheless a full
analytical treatm ent is still possible. F irst, notice that with ¢ 6 0 Egs. [48) in ply that both vevs have to be non—
zero. At the stationary point of Egs. [48), the pseudoscalar m ass m atrix has a G oldstone boson and an eigenvalue
given by

4 4

7+ V2 . 61
5 (V] ) 6 2V v, (61)
S0, an axion exists if we have
i V3 2
1 2 _ S . 62)
V1 V2 6
O n the other hand, after som e algebraic m anjpulation, it is sin ple to cbtain from [48) the ollow ing condition:
V% Vg 4\71 Vo
= 63
1 345 6 S—— Z (63)
Substituting Eq. [62) into [63), we obtain
1 345 = 6 o222 2¢= s5(1 3 4t s5): (64)

6 5

T hus, we have shown that all of the condiions stem m ing from the basis-invariant condition D = 0 guarantee the
existence of som e stationary point forwhich the scalar potential yields an axion. N otice that, how ever, this stationary
point need not coincide w ith the globalm inim um of the potential.

D . Renorm alization group invariance

W e now brie y exam ine the renom alization group RG ) behavior of our basis-nvariant condiion D = 0. Ik would
bem eaninglessto say thatD = 0 inpliesa U (1) sym m etry ifthat condition were only valid at a given renom alization
scale. That is, i could wellbe that a num ericalaccident forcesD = 0 atonly a given scale. To avoid such a conclusion,
wemust verify ifD = 0 isa RG -invariant condition (in addition to being basis-invariant) . For a given renom alization

scale ,the -finction ofa given parameterx isde nedas , = @x=Q .Forsinplicity, etusrewriteD in Eq. (49
as
- Llopop, ; (65)
27
w ith
Di= s(1 3 i+ s) 2
D= (1 3 4 5)°+ 16 % (66)

Ifwe apply the operator @=@ toD ,we obtain
1 2
D — E 2D1D2 D1 + Dl D, H (67)

IfD ; = 0 (which corresponds to three of the conditions presented in Egs. [46) and [47)) then we inm ediately have
p = 0.That is, ifD = 0 at a given scale, it is zero at all scales.
IfD,=0andD; 6§ Owewillonly have = 0if p, = 0, orequivalntly,

2 (1 3 4 5) (0 5 . D)+ 32 =0 : (68)

Given thatD, = O mpliessthat ¢ = Oand 5 = 1 3 g,Weonce again obtain p = 0.

T hus, the condition D = 0 iSRG —invariant. A direct veri cation ofthe RG invariance ofEgs. (46) and [47), and of
the conditions that de ne the ERP S itself, would require the explicit form ofthe functionsofthe THDM involring
the ¢ coupling. That veri cation w illbe m ade elsew here [2€].
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IV. GENERALIZED CP SYMMETRIES

Tt is comm on to consider the standard CP transfomm ation of the scalar elds as
S SR = LG ®); (69)

w here the reference to the tin e (t) and space &) coordinatesw illhenceforth be suppressed. H owever, in the presence
of several scalars w ith the sam e quantum num bers, basis transform ations can be included in the de nition ofthe CP
transform ation. T his yields generalized CP transfom ations (GCP),

SCF = X, Xa (Y)Y

YGCP _ ¢ > X (Y ; (70)

a a a

where X is an arbitrary unitary m atrix R7,128]2
N ote that the transm ation , ! 6CF where ¢C¢F isgiven by Eq. [10), leaves the kinetic tem s invariant.
The GCP transfom ation ofa eld bilinear yields

yGCP gcp - X, Xy ( vy, (71)

a

Under this GCP transfom ation, the quadratic term s of the potentialm ay be w ritten as

yGCP GCP _ Y
Yap a b Yabxa Xp

Xp YpoX, ¥

X Y X ¥ p= XYYX )y ¥ bt (72)

a

W e have used the Hem iticity condition Y., = Y,, In going to the second line; and changed the dummy indicesa $
and b $ In going to the third line. A sim ilar argum ent can be m ade for the quartic term s. W e conclude that the
potential is invariant under the GCP transform ation of Eq. [70) ifand only if the coe cients obey

Yo = X Y X p= KYY X )api
Zapped = X X 2, X pX g 73)

7

Introducing

Y ap Yoo X oY X p= Y XYYX)

Z abjed = Zab;cd X X Z ; X bX a- (74)

wem ay w rite the conditions for nvariance under GCP as

Yap = 0 (75)
Z apjeda = 0: (76)
G iven Egs. [@), it is easy to show that
Yap = Y i
Z ap;ed Z cd;ab = Z ba;dc* (77)

Thus, we need on]y consider the real coe cients Y 11, Y 20, Z 11;117 Z 22;227r Z 11;227 Z 12;21,ar1d the oomp]ex
coe cients Y 12, Z 11512, Z 22p2,80d Z 12;12-

4 E quivalently, one can consider a generalized tim e—reversal transform ation proposed in Ref. [29] and considered further in A ppendix A
of Ref. [9].
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A . GCP and basis transform ations

W e now tum to the interplay between GCP transform ations and basis transform ations. C onsider the potential of
Eqg. @) and callit V ( ). Now consider the potential cbtained from V () by the basis transform ation a ! g =

Uap bt
V=Y D+ 3800 ) Q) (78)

w here the coe cients in the new basis are given by Egs. ([16) and [[7). W e w illnow prove the Hllow ing theorem : If
V () is invariant under the G CP transform ation ofEq. ([Z0) w ith them atrix X , then V ( %) is invariant under a new
G CP transfom ation w ith m atrix

Xx%=UXU”: (79)

By hypothesis V () is lhvariant under the GCP transfom ation of Eq. ([Z0) w ith the m atrix X . Eq. [Z3) guarantees
thatY = XYYX .Now,Eq. [[f) relates the coe cients in the two basis through Y = U YY % . Substituting gives

U’Y%U =xYuyryh)x; (80)
or
vo = g xw)yy'uxu’)=x% %5 81)

as required. A sim ilar argum ent holds for the quartic termm s and the proof is com plete.

The fact that the transpose U~ appears in Eq. [79) rather than UY is crucial. Tn Eq. [23), applicable to HF
symm etries, UY appears. C onsequently, a basism ay be chosen where the HF sym m etry is represented by a diagonal
m atrix S . The presence ofU” in Eq. [79) in plies that, contrary to popular belief, it is not possibk to reduce allG CP
transform ations to the standard CP transform ation of Eq. [69) by a basis transfom ation. W hat is possble, as we
shall see below, is to reduce an invariance ofthe THDM potential under any GCP transform ation, to an invariance
under the standard CP transform ation plis som e extra constraints.

To bem ore speci ¢, the follow Ing result is easily established. If the unitary m atrix X is symm etric, then it follow s
that® a unitary matrix U exists such that X °= UX U”> = 1, in which case Y? = Y°. Tn this case, a basis exists
In which the GCP is a standard CP transfomm ation. In contrast, if the unitary m atrix X is not sym m etric, then no
basis exists In which Y and Z are real for generic values of the scalar potential param eters. N evertheless, aswe shall
dem onstrate below , by im posing the GCP symm etry on the scalar potential, the param eters of the scalar potential
are constrained i such a way that for an appropriately chosen basis change, Y° = X Y% 9= v©? wih a sin ilar
result orz 9.

G CP transfom ationswere studied in Refs. 27,128]. In particular, E cker, G rin us, and Neufeld 28] proved that for
every m atrix X there exists a unitary m atrix U such that X ° can be reduced to the fom

x%=uxu’ = s o 82)
sin cos
where 0 =2. N otice the restricted range for . The value of can be detem ined in either oftwo ways: (i) the

elgenvaluesof X + X~ )Y X + X~ )=2 are cos , each of which is tw ice degenerate; or (ii) X X has the eigenvalues
2i
e .

B. The three classes of GCP sym m etries

Having reached the special ®m ofX ° in Eq. [B2), we willnow follow the strategy adopted by Ferreira and Silva
23] in connection with HF symm etries. W e substitute Eq. [82) ®rX in Eq. [73), n orderto identify the constraints
In posed by this reduced form ofthe GCP transform ations on the quadratic and quartic couplings. For each value of

, certain constraints w ill be forced upon the couplings. Iftwo di erent values of enforoe the sam e constraints, we
w ill say that they are In the sam e class (since no experim entaldistinction between the two w ill then be possibl). W e
w ill start by considering the specialcasesof = 0and = =2, and then tum ourattentionto0< < =2.

5 Here, we m ake use of a theorem in linear algebra that states that for any unitary sym m etric m atrix X , a unitary m atrix V exists such
that X = VV~ . A proofofthis result can be found, eg., in Appendix B ofRef. [d].
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1. Cp1 =0
When =0,X 0 is the unitm atrix, and we obtain the standard CP transfom ation,
1! 17
2 ! 27 (83)
under which Egs. [73) take the very sim ple form
Yab = Yap;
Z abjed T Zab;Cd: (84)

W e denote this CP transformm ation by CP1. It forces all couplings to be real. Since m ost couplings are real by the
Hem iicity ofthe H iggs potential, the only relevant constraints are Im m%z =Im 5=Im ¢= Im 5= 0.

2. Cp2 = =2
W hen = =2,
x0= 0 T 85)
and we obtain the CP transfom ation,
1! 07
2 ! 1 (86)

which we denote by CP 2. This was considered by D avidson and Haber [E] in their Eq. (37), who noted that if this
symm etry holds in one basis, i holds in all basis choices. Under this transfom ation, Eq. [75) forces the m atrix of
quadratic couplings to cbey

m?, m3, 2m 7,

0= Y =
2 2 2,
2m 7, mo, My;;

@®7)

ladingtom3, = m?, andm?, = 0. Sinilarly, we may construct a m atrix of m atrices containing all coe cients
Z abjed - T he upperm ost—lefim ost m atrix corresponds to Z 11;cq. The next m atrix along the sam e line corresponds
o Z 12;ca, and so on. To enforce invariance under CP 2, we equate it to zero,

0 1
1 2 6t 7 6t 7 0
E 6t 7 0 0 6t 7
0=§ 88)
¢ ¢t 4 0 0 6t 7 B
0 6t 4 st 7 2 1
W e keam that invariance under CP2 orcesm 2, = m2, andm?2,=0, ,= ;,and ;= 4, leading precisely to the

ERPS of Eq. [33). Recall that G union and H aber [9] ound that, under these conditions we can always nd a basis
w here all param eters are real. A s a result, if the potential is Invariant under CP 2, there is a basis where CP 2 still
holds and in which the potential is also invariant under CP 1.

3. CP3:0< < =2

Fially we tum to the casesswhere 0 < < =2, Imposing Eq. [[9) yields

2 2 2
0= Y31 = m7; mj5)s 2Remi,cC s;

0= Y22= Y11;

0= Yi; = Remi, (@ 1) 2immi+ifmj mi)s; 89)
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wherewehaveused c= cos ,s= sin ,@ = c0s2 ,and 5 = sh2 .Sihce % 0; =2, the conditionsm3, = m 2, and
m?, = 0 are in posed, as in CP2. Sin ilarly, Eq. [76) yields

= Zng = 1@ &) 28’ % oassi+ 4Re ¢CPs+ 4Re qcs7;
= Z g = 2( ) 1s4 % 345s§ 4Re ;s 4Re 6cs3;
= Zp2 = 552 BRe(g 7Nt (1t 2 2 3a5)8205
= Z 1221 = 2 11722
0=Re Z 1102 = 2sl( 31+ 2+23s)c (1+ 2 2 3us)c
+4Re ¢ (@2s+ s3) 4Re 7s3];
0=Re Z 212 = 350 1+ 32 23s)ct (1+ 2 2 345)G
4dRe ¢s3+ 4Re 7 (2s+ s3)];
0=Re Z 1212 = Z 11522 (90)
0=In Z 1152 = s ¢@B+)+ I @0 ) In sspl;
0=TIn Z 2 = sM (@ )+ I 73+ c)+ In ssp];
O0=In Z 1202 = 2¢cn sc+ In (6 7)sl; 91)
where 345= 3+ 4+ Re 5,3= 00s3 ,and 3= sin3
T he last three equationsm ay be w ritten as
’ S2 B+ @) @ 02)32311 53
0=4 s 1 @ G+e)24m ¢2: 92)
1+ @) Sz Sz I

T he determ hant of this hom ogeneous system of three equations in three unknowns is 32¢?, which can never be zero
shce we are assum ing that 6 =2.Asa resul, 5, ¢,and - are real, whatever the value of 0 < < =2 chosen
for the GCP transform ation. Sihce m 52 = 0, all potentially com plex param eters m ust be real. W e conclude that a
potential nvariantunderany GCP wih 0 < < =2 isautom atically invardant underCP 1. Com bining thisw ith what
we leamed from CP 2, we conclude the follow Ing: if a potential is Invariant under som e GCP transfom ation, then a
basism ay be found in which it is also lnvariant under the standard CP transform ation, w ith som e added constraints
on the param eters.
T he other set of ve ndependent hom ogeneocusequationsin ve unknow nshasa determ inant equalto zero, m eaning

that not all param etersm ust vanish. W e nd that

0= 7 1151 Z 22;020 = 25 (1 2)+ c2Re( e+ 7)1
0=Re Z 11;12 Re Z 2,2 = sl c( 2)+ s2Re( g+ 7)]: 93)

Since s6 0, we obtain the hom ogeneous system

S C 1 2

0= c s 2Re( g+ 7) i ©94)
whose determ nant is unity. W e conclude that , = ;1 and 5 = ¢. Thus, GCP invariance w ith any value of
0 < =2 leads to the ERPS of Eq. [B3). Substituting back we obtain Z 1111 = 2 222 = Z 11,22 and
Re Z 11402= Re Z 33;12, lraving only two Independent equations:
0= Z 1111 = 352 [( 1 3a5)s2 + 4 625
0=Re Z 2212 = 352 [( 1 345)2 4 63215 (95)

where we have used ¢+ o3 = 20 and s+ s3 = 2¢cs;. Since s, € 0, the determ inant of the system does not vanish,
ﬁ)rCJng 1= 345 and 6 = 0.

N otice that our results do not depend on which exact valuieof 0 < < =2 in Eq. [82) we have chosen. Ifwe require
Invariance of the potential under GCP w ih som e particular value of0 < < =2, then the potential is in m ediately
Invariant under GCP w ith any other valuie of0 < < =2. W e nam e this class of CP invariances, CP 3. Com bining
everything, we conclide that Invariance under CP 3 im plies

2 _ 2. 2 _ A,
My = Mpys mi, = 0;
2= 1i 7= 6= 0;
In 5=0; Re 5= 3 4: (96)

T he results of this section are all sum m arized in Tablk[3 of section [V].
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C. The square ofthe GCP transform ation

Ifwe apply a GCP transfom ation tw ice to the scalar elds, we willhave, from Eq. (Z0), that

Gcp GCP GCP

e = X, =X, Xy b i ©7)
so that the square ofa GCP transform ation is given by
GCP)* = XX (98)

In particular, ©r a generic unitary m atrix X , (GCP )? is a H iggs Fam ily sym m etry transfom ation.

Usually, only GCP transform ationswih GCP )2 = 1 where 1 isthe unitm atrix) are considered in the literature.
For such a situation, X = XY = X , and one can always nd a basis n which X = 1. In this case, a GCP
transform ation is equivalent to a standard CP transform ation in the latter basis choice. For exam ple, the restriction
that GCP)? = 1 (orequivalently, requiring the squared ofthe corresponding generalized tin e-reversaltransfom ation
to equal the unit m atrix) was In posed In Ref. @] and m ore recently In Ref. [L3]. H owever, as we have illustrated In
this section, the nvariance under a GCP transfom ation, in which GCP)? 6 1 (corresponding to a unitary m atrix
X that isnot sym m etric) is a stronger restriction on the param eters of the scalar potential than the nvariance under
a standard CP transform ation.

Aswe see from the results in the previous sections, X is not sym m etric for the symm etries CP2 and CP 3. In fact,
this feature provides a strong distinction am ong the three GCP symm etries previously introduced. Let us brie y
exam ine GCP )? for the three possble casesCP 1,CP 2 and CP 3.

1. €p1)?

C om paring Egs. [Z0) and [83), we com e to the inm ediate conclusion that X cp1 = 1, so that Eq. [98) yields
CP1)? = 1: 99)

T his in plies that a CP l-nvariant scalar potential is Invariant under the symm etry group Z, = £f1;CP 1g.

2. (CP2)?

Thematrix X cp, is shown in Eq. [BY) so that, by Eq. [98), we obtain
cp2? = 1: (100)

A Though this result signi cantly distinguished CP2 from CP 1, the authors of Ref. [15] noted (in considering their

CPg(l) symm etries) that the transfom ation law ©r . under (CP2)? can be reduced to the identity by a global
hypercharge transform ation. That is, if we start wih the symmetry group 2, = f1;CP2; 1; CP2g, we can
Inpose an equivalence relation by identifying two elem ents of Z, related by multiplication by 1. If we denote
(Z,)y = £f1; 1g asthe two-elem ent discrete subgroup of the globalhypercharge U (1)y , then the discrete sym m etry
group that is orthogonalto U (1)y isgiven by Z,=Z,)y = Z,. Hence, the CP 2-invariant scalar potential exhbis a
Z, symm etry orthogonalto the H iggs avor symm etries of the potential.

3. (CP3)?

Thematrix X cp3 isgiven in Eq. [B2), with 0< < =2, so that, by Eq. [@8), we cbtain

cos2 sin 2

2 _
CP3)" = sn2  cos2

; (101)

which once again is not the unit m atrix. H ow ever, the transform ation law for , under CP 3)? cannot be reduced to
the identity by a globalhypercharge transform ation. T his is the reason why Ref. [L5] did not consider CP 3. H ow ever,
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CP 3)? isanon-trivialHF symm etry ofthe CP 3-nvariant scalar potential® T hus, one can always reduce the square
of CP 3 to the identity by applying a suitable HF symm etry transform ation. In particular, a CP 3-invariant scalar
potentialalso exhibitsa Z, symm etry that is orthogonalto the H iggs avor sym m etries of the potential.

In this paper, we prove that there are three and only three classes of GCP transfom ations. O fcourse, w thin each
class, one m ay change the explicit form of the scalar potential by a suitable basis transform ation; but that w ill not
alter its physical consequences. Sin ilarly, one can set som e param eters to zero in som e ad-hoc fashion, not rooted in
a symm etry requirem ent. But, as we have shown, the constraints in posed on the scalar potentialby a single GCP
symm etry can be grouped into three classes: CP1,CP2,and CP 3.

V. CLASSIFICATION OF THE HF AND GCP TRANSFORMATION CLASSES IN THE THDM
A . Constraints on scalar potential param eters

Suppose that one is allow ed one single sym m etry requirem ent for the potential in the THDM . O ne can choose an
Invariance under one particularH iggsFam ily symm etry. W e know that there are only two independent classes of such
sin ple sym m etries: Z, and PecceiQ uinn U (1). O ne can also choose an invariance under a particular GCP symm etry.
W e have proved that there are three classes of GCP symm etries, named CP1, CP2, and CP 3. If any of the above
symm etries is In posed on the THDM scalarpotential (In a speci ed basis), then the coe cients ofthe scalarpotential
are constrained, as sum m arized in Tablk[l. For com pleteness, we also exhibit the constraints in posed by SO (3), the
largest possble continuous HF sym m etry that is orthogonalto the globalhypercharge U (1)y transform ation.

TABLE I: Inpact ofthe symm etries on the coe cients of the H iggs potential in a speci ed basis.

sym m etry m %, m 5, m %, 1 2 3 4 5 6 7
Z 2 0
U @) 0 0
SO (3) m?2, 0 1 1 3 0
2 m %, real 1 real 6
CP1 real real real real
CP2 m %1 0 1 6
Ccp3 m?; 0 1 1 3 ¢ (real) 0 0

Empty entries in Table[d correspond to a lack of constraints on the corresponding param eters. Table[lhas been
constructed for those basis choices n which Z, and U (1) have the speci ¢ om s in Egs. (24) and [27), respectively.
If, for exam ple, the basis is changed and Z, acquiresthe orm  , in Egs. [29), then the constraints on the coe cients
are altered, as shown explicitly on the fourth lne of Tablkl[d. H owever, this does not correspond to a new m odel. A 1L
physical predictions are the sam e since the speci c forms of Z, and , di er only by the basis change in Eq. (26)).
The constraints for CP1, CP2, and CP3 shown In Tabl I apply to the basis n which the GCP transform ation of
Eq. [70) is used where X has been transfom ed into X ® given by Eq. B3, with =0, = =2,and0< < =2,
respectively.

B. M ultiple sym m etries and GCP

W e now wish to consider the possbility of sin ultaneously im posing m ore than one symm etry requirem ent on the
H iggs potential. For exam ple, one can require that Z, and , be enforced within the sam e asis. In what ollow s, we
shall indicate that the two symm etries are enforoed sim ultaneously by w riting Z, 2. Combining the constraints
from the appropriate row s of Table[J, we conclude that, under these two sin ultaneous requirem ents

2 _ 2. 2 _ A
Moy =Myy7; mi, = 0;

2= 17 7= 6= 0; In 5= 0: (102)

® In Section [FB, we shall identify (€ P 3)? with the PecceiQuinn U (1) symm etry de ned as in Eq. [Z7) and then transfom ed to a new
basis according to the unitary m atrix de ned in Eq. [I09).
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T his coincides exactly w ith the conditions ofthe ERP S in a very specialbasis, as shown in Eq. [34). Since CP 2 leads
to the ERP S of Eq. [33), we conclude that

Z o 2 CP2 in som e speci ¢ basis: (103)

Thiswas noted previously by D avidson and Haber [E]. Now that we know what allclassesof HF and CP sym m etries
can look like, we can ask whether allGCP symm etries can be w ritten as the result of somemultiple HF symm etry.

This is clearly not possble for CP 1 because of param eter counting. Table[] shows that CP 1 reduces the scalar
potential to ten realparam eters. W e can still perform an orthogonalbasis change w hilke keeping all param eters real.
This freedom can be used to rem ove one further param eter; for exam ple, setting m fz = 0 by diagonalizing the Y
m atrix. No further sin pli cation isallowed. A s a resul, CP 1 leaves nine Independent param eters. The an allest HF
symm etry is Z, . Tablk[l shows that Z, reduces the potential to six realand one com plex param eter. T he resulting
eight param eters could never account for the nine needed to fully describe the m ost generalm odelw ith the standard
CP invariance CP1.

But one can utilize two HF sym m etries in order to obtain the sam e constraints cbtained by invariance under CP 3.
Let us mposeboth U (1) and , in the sam e basis. From Tablk[l, we conclude that, under these two sin ultaneous
requirem ents

2 2 2
Mo, = M7 mi, = 0;
2= 17 7= 6=0; 5= 0: (104)

T his does not coincide w ith the conditions for invariance under CP 3 shown in Eq. [96). However, one can use the
transform ation rules n Egs. A 13)—@A 23) ofD avidson and H aber [8], in order to show that a basis transform ation,
!

1 1 i
U= p— ; (105)
2 i 1
m ay be chosen which takes us from Egs. [3), where Re 5 = 5 4, to Egs. [[04), where 5 = 0 whik

m aintaining the other relations am ong the scalar potential param eters). W e conclide that
U @) 2 CP3 in som e speci c basis: (106)

N ote that in the basis n which the CP 3 relations of Eq. [0d) are satis ed with 5 6 0, the discrete HF sym m etry

, is still respected. However, using Eq. [I09), i follow s that the U (1)-Peccei Q uinn symm etry corresponds to the
Invariance of the scalar potentialunder , ! Ogap p,where O isan arbitrary SO (2) m atrix.

T he above resuls suggest that i should be possible to distinguish CP1,CP 2, and CP 3 in a basis invariant fashion.
Botella and Silva [€] have built three socalled J-invariants that detect any signal of CP violation (either explicit
or spontaneous) after the m inin ization of the scalar potential. However, in this paper we are concemed about the
sym m etries of the scalar potential independently of the choice of vacuum . T hus, we shall consider the four so-called
T-invariants built by G union and Haber [9] In order to detect any signal of explicit CP violation present (pefore the
vacuum state is determm ined). If any of these Invariants is nonzero, then CP is explicitly violated, and neither CP1,
nor CP2, nor CP 3 hold. Conversely, if all I-nvariants are zero, then CP is explicitly conserved, but we cannot tell a
prioriwhich GCP applies. Egs. [103) and [106) provide the crucialhint. Ifwe have CP conservation, Z, > holds,
and U (1) does not, then we have CP 2. A tematively, ifwe have CP conservation, and U (1) » also holds, then we
have CP3. W e recall that both CP2 and CP 3 lead to the ERP S, and that the general conditions for the ERP S in
Eqg. [33) are basis independent. T his allow s us to distinguish CP2 and CP 3 from CP 1. But, prior to the present work,
no basis-independent quantity had been identi ed in the literature that could distinguish Z , and U (1) in the ERPS.
T he basis-independent quantity D introduced in subsection [IIEl is precisely the invariant required for this task. That
is, n the ERPSD 6 0 npliessCP2,whereasD = 0 inpliessCP 3.

0 ne further consequence of the results of Tabk[J can be seen by sin ultaneously in posing the U (1) P ecceiQ uinn
symm etry and the CP 3 symm etry in the sam e basis. T he resulting constraints on the scalar potential param eters are
precisely those ofthe SO 3) HF symm etry. T hus, we conclide that

U@ CP3 SO@Q): 107)

In particular, SO (3) isnot a sinple HF symm etry, as the invariance of the scalar potential under a single elem ent of
SO (3) isnot su clent to guarantee invariance under the full SO (3) group of transform ations.

7 In Ivanov’s language, this is clear since CP 1 corresponds to a Z, transfom ation of the vector ¥, which is the sin plest transform ation
on ¥ one could possibly m ake. See section [V DI.
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C. M axim alsym m etry group of the scalar potential orthogonalto U (1)y

The standard CP symmetry, CP1, is a discrete Z, symm etry that transform s the scalar elds into their com plex
conjigates, and hence is not a subgroup of the U (2) transfom ation group of Eq.[I5. W e have previously noted
that THDM scalar potentials that exhbi any non-trivial HF symmetry G is autom atically CP -conserving. Thus,
the actual symm etry group of the scalar potential is in fact the sem idirect product® of G and Z,, which we write
asG o0 Zy. Notlng that U 1)o Z, = SO 2)o Z, = 0 2),and SO 3) Z, = O (3), we conclude that the m axin al
symm etry groups of the scalar potential orthogonalto U (1)y for the possble choices of HF sym m etries are given In
Tabk[d’

TABLE II:M axim al sym m etry groups [prthogonalto globalU (1)y hypercharge] of the scalar sector ofthe THDM .

designation HF symm etry group m axin al sym m etry group
%, Z2 @2)°
P ecceiQ uinn U 1) 0 ()
SO (3) SO (3) 0 @)
Ccp1 | 75
cP2 @2)? @2)’
CP3 0O (2) 0@ Z:

Fhally, we reconsider CP2 and CP3. Eq. [I03) inplies that the CP2 symm etry is equivalent to a (Z,)? HF
symm etry. To prove this statem ent, we note that in the two-din ensional avor space ofHiggs elds, the Z , and
discrete sym m etries de ned by Egs. (24) and [25) are given by:

Zy= £S¢;S19; 2= £S0;S29; (108)

where S, 1 isthe2 2 identity m atrix and
S = 0 ; Sy, = : (109)

Ifwe Inpose the Z, and , symmetry In the sam e basis, then the scalar potential is nvariant under the dihedral
group of eight elem ents,

Dg= £S07;S1;527;837 So; Si1; Sz2i S39; (110)

where S3 = S1S, = S,S1. As bebPre, we dentify (Z,)y £fSo; Sog as the two-elem ent discrete subgroup of
the global hypercharge U (1)y . However, we have de ned the HF symm etries to be orthogonalto U (1)y . Thus,
to determ ine the HF symm etry group of CP 2, we identify as equivalent those elem ents of D , that are related by
multiplication by Sg. G roup theoretically, we identify the HF symm etry group ofCP2 as

D4=@Z2)y = Z2 Zy: (111)

The HF symm etry group of CP2 is not the m axim ally allowed sym m etry group. In particular, the constraints of
CP 2 on the scalarpotential in ply the existence ofa basis In which all scalar potential param eters are real. T hus, the
scalar potential is explicitly CP -conserving. The Z, sym m etry associated w ith this CP transfomm ation is orthogonal
to the HF symm etry as previously noted. (This is easily checked explicitly by em ploying a fourdin ensional real
representation of the two com plex scalar elds.) Thus, the m axin al sym m etry group of the CP 2-sym m etric scalar
potentialis (Z,)3. Sin ilarly, Eq. [I06) in plies that the CP 3 symm etry is equivalent to a U (1) 0 Z, HF symm etry.
This is isom orphic to an O ) HF symm etry, which is a subgroup of the m axim ally allowed SO (3) HF symm etry
group. However, the constraints of CP 3 on the scalar potential in ply the existence of a basis in which all scalar

8 m general, the non-trivial elem ent 0of Z , w illnot com m ute w ith allelem ents of G , in which case the relevant m athem atical structure is
that ofa sem idirect product. In cases w here the non-trivialelem ent 0ofZ, com m utes w ith allelem ents ofG , w e denote the corresponding
direct product as G Z2.

° For ease of notation, we denote Z, Zz by (Z2)2 and Z, Z; Zzby Z2)3.
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potential param eters are real. T hus, the scalar potential is explicitly CP ~conserving. O nce again, the Z, symm etry
associated w ith thisCP transform ation is orthogonalto the HF sym m etry noted above. T hus, them axin al sym m etry
group of the CP 3-symm etric scalar potentialisO 2) Z,.

T he above results are also sum m arized in Tablk[Il. In all cases, the m axin al sym m etry group is a direct product of
the HF symm etry group and the Z, corresponding to the standard CP —transfom ation, whose square is the identity
operator.

Onemay now ask whether Tablk [II exhausts all possble Independent symm etry constraints that one m ay place
on the H iggs potential. P erhaps one can choose other com binations, orm aybe one can com bine three, four, orm ore
symm etries. W e know of no way to answer this problem based only on the transform ations of the scalar eds ;.
Fortunately, Ivanov has solved this problem [3] by looking at the transform ation properties of eld bilinears, thus
obtaining for the rst tin e the list of sym m etries given in the last colum n of Table [T.

D. M oreonmuliple sym m etries

W e start by looking at the in plications of the sym m etries we have studied so far on the vector ¥ = fny ;1 ;139,
whose com ponents were introduced in Eq. [10). N otice that a unitary transform ation U on the elds , inducesan
orthogonaltransfom ation O on the vector ofbilinears ¥, given by Eq. [37) . For every pair of unitary transfom ations

U 0ofSU ), one can nd som e corresoonding transform ation O 0ofS0O (3), In a two-to-one correspondence. W e then
see w hat these sym m etries in ply for the coe cients of Eq. ([9) (recallthe isa symm etricm atrix) . Below , we list
the transform ation of * under which the scalar potential is nvariant, followed by the corresponding constraints on
the quadratic and quartic scalar potential param eters, M and

U sing the results of Tablk I, we nd that Z ; inplies

2 3 2 3
2 3 Mo 00 0 0 03
6 7 g 0 g 0 0
! 4 1 5; ; oo ; (112)
4 05 4 0 12 22 05
3
M 3 03 0 0 33
U (1) Inplies
2 3 2 3
2 3 Mo 00 0 0 03
@ = 0, 0 % 0 0o o0
£l 85 o 05 ; 1 ; a13)
0 5 0 0 11 0 5
0 0 1
M 3 03 0 33
and SO (3) in plies
2 3 2 3
Mo 00 0 0 0
r! Ox; g 0 7. g 0 u 00 %; (114)
205 40 0o .4 065
0 0 0 11

where O isan arbirary 3 3 orthogonalm atrix of unit determ inant. In the language ofbilinears, a basis invariant
condition for the presence of SO (3) is that the three elgenvalues of “areequal. Recallthat "= £ 439;14;]= 1;2;3).
As forthe GCP symm etries, CP1 im plies

2 3 2 3
2 3 Mo 00 01 0 03
o M % 0 %
1§ 5l L oon B, a1s)
0 5 0 0 22 0 5
3
M 3 03 13 0 33
CP2 mplies
2 3 2 3
2 3 M, 0w 0 0 0
21, 803, fo ]
e § 3 ; w2 14y a16)
4 05 40 12 22 23 5
3
0 0 13 23 33
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and CP 3 In plies

2 3 2 3
2 3 M o w O 0 0
g @ 0 = g 0 g 0 0 0 %
¥ 4 0 1 065 =% ; ” a17)
405 0 0 m 05
Sy 0 S
0 0 0 0 »

N otice that in CP 3 two of the eigenvalues of are equal, In accordance w ith our observation that D can be used to
distinguish between CP 2 and CP 3.

Because each unitary transform ation on the elds , inducesan SO (3) transformm ation on the vector ofbilinears #,
and because the standard CP transfom ation correspondsto an inversion ofr, @ Z, transform ation on the vector x),
Tvanov [2] considers all possible proper and in proper transform ations of O (3) acting on . He identi es the follow ing
six classes of transfom ations: (1) Z,; () @2)?; @) @2)°; &) 0 ); &) O R) Zz;and (vi) O (3). Note that these
symm etries are all orthogonalto the globalU (1)y hypercharge symm etry, as the bilinears ry and # are all singlkts
under a U (1)y transformm ation. The six classes above identi ed by Ivanov correspond precisely to the six possble
m axin al sym m etry groups denti ed in Tabl [I. N o other independent sym m etry transfom ations are possible.

Our work pem its one to identify the abstract transfom ation of eld bilinears utilized by Ivanov in tem s of
transform ations on the scalar elds them selves, as needed orm odelbuilding. C om bining our work w ith Ivanov’s, we
conclude that there is only one new type of symm etry requirem ent which one can place on the H iggs potential via
multiple symm etries. C om bining this w ith our earlier resuls, we conclide that all possible sym m etries on the scalar
sectorofthe THDM can be reduced tom ultiple HF sym m etries, w ith the exogption ofthe standard CP transform ation
CP1).

VI. BUILDING ALL SYMMETRIESW ITH THE STANDARD CP

W e have seen that there are only six ndependent sym m etry requirem ents, listed in Table[D, that one can in pose
on the H iggs potential. W e have shown that allpossble sym m etries of the scalar sectorofthe THDM can be reduced
to multiple HF symm etries, w ith the exception of the standard CP transform ation CP1). Now we wish to show a
dram atic resul: all possiblke symm etries on the scalar sector ofthe THDM can be reduced to m ultiple applications of
the standard CP symm etry.

Using Eq. [79), we see that the basis transfom ation of Eq. [I[5), changes the standard CP symm etry of Eq. [69)
into the GCP symmetry ofEq. [Z0), w ith

X =UU": (118)

In particular, an orthogonalbasis transform ation does not a ect the form of the standard CP transform ation. Since
we wish to generate X 6 1, we willneed com plex m atrices U .

Now wew ish to consider the follow ing situation. W e have a basis (call it the originalbasis) and in pose the standard
CP symm etry CP 1 on that originalbasis. N ext we consider the sam em odelin a di erent basis (call M ) and in pose
the standard CP symm etry on that basisM . In general, this procedure of in posing the standard CP symm etry in
the originalbasis and also in the rotated basisM leads to two independent im positions. The st in position m akes
all param eters real in the originalbasis. O ne way to com bine the second iIn position with the rst is to consider the
basis transform ation Uy taking us from basisM into the originalbasis. A swe have seen, the standard CP symm etry
In basisM tums, when w ritten in the originalbasis, Into a sym m etry under

Cp
a (XM )a 7

ZCP = ®u), Yy o, (119)

wih Xy = Uy U; . Next we consider several such possibilities.
W e start w ith
I I
C - is = 0 i
Ua = c - Y Xa = . T 120)
1S -4 C =4 1 0

Here and henceforth ¢ (s) wih a subindex indicates the cosine (sine) of the angle given In the subindex. W e denote
by CP1, the inposition ofthe CP symmetry in Eq. [[19) with Xy = X @Which coincides w ith the im position of
the standard CP symm etry in thebasisM = A).
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N ext we consider

e -4 0 ' i 0
Ug = , ; Xg = : (121)
° 0 et =4 . 0o i

W e denote by CP1g the inposition of the CP symmetry in Eq. [I19) with Xy = X @Which coincides with the
In position ofthe standard CP symm etry in the basisM = B).
A third possible choice is

Uc = i Xc = L (122)

where 6 n =2 wih n integer. W edenoteby CP 1o the in position oftheCP symmetry nEq. 19 with Xy = X¢
(Which coincides w ith the in position of the standard CP symm etry in the basisM = C).
F inally, we consider

C - is _ c is
Up =  ° <, Xp = ; (123)
1S - C =2 1s C

where 6 n =2wih n integer. W edenoteby CP 1, the in position ofthe CP symmetry nEq. [I9) with Xy = Xp
(Wwhich coincides w ith the in position of the standard CP symm etry in thebasisM = D).
T he in pact of the rst three sym m etries on the coe cients of the H iggs potential are sum m arized in Table [III.

TABLE III: Inpact ofthe CP1ly symm etries on the coe cients of the H iggs potential. T he notation \in ag" m eans that the
corresponding entry is purely in agihary. CP1 in the original basis has been included for reference.

sym m etry m%l m%z mfz 1 2 3 4 5 6 7
Cp1 real real real real
CP1a mfl 1 6
CP1s n ag real n ag n ag
CPlc PR s j ek SEE

Im posing CP 1 on the H iggs potential leads to the m ore com plicated set of equations:

2fln m3%, c+ @3, mi)s = 0;
2Im (¢ 7% + 1234552 = 0;
2Im (¢+ 7)cCc + (1 2)s = 0;
Im sc + Re( ¢4 2)s = 0; (124)
w here
12345=%(1+ 2) 3 4+ Re 5: (125)
Combining these results w ith those in Tabl[], we have shown that
CP1l CPlgy = Z,; In some specicbasis;
CP1 CPl. = U(Q);
CP1l CP1lp, CPlg = CP2 in some speci cbasis;
CPl1 CP1l, CPlc = CP3 in some specicbasis;
CpPl CPlc CPlp, = SO (3): (126)
Let us comm ent on the \speci ¢ basis choices" needed. Inposing CP1 CPlp ]eadstomﬂ: ¢ = 7= 0and

Im 5 = 0,whilke Inposing Z, ]eadstom§2= ¢ = 7 = 0 wih no restriction on 5. However, when Z, holds one
m ay rephase ; by the exponentialof iarg( 5)=2, thusmaking s real. In thisbasis, the restrictions ofZ, coincide
w ith the restrictions of CP1 CP1lp . Similarly, mposng CP1 CP1ly, CPle lkadstom?,= 5= = 5= 0,
m3,=m? and ,= ;.Wesee from Tablk[]that CP 3 has these fatures, except that s need not vanish; i is real
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and Re s = 1 3 ¢ . Starting from the CP 3 conditions and using the transfom ation rules n Egs. A 13)-@A 23)
ofD avidson and Haber [8], we nd that a basis choice is possble such that Re 5 = 01° Perhaps it is easier to prove
the equality

CP1 CPl1g CP1lp = CP3 In som e speci cbasis: 127)

In this case, the only di erence between the In positions from the two sides of the equality com e from the sign of
Re 5,which istrivialto i through the basis change ;! 2. Fhally, mposhgCP1l CP1l, CPly weobtain
mé,=Tm s= g= ;,=0,m% =m? and , = ;. Thisdoes not coincide w ith the conditions of CP2 which
lead to the ERPS of Eq. [33). Fortunately, and as we m entioned before, D avidson and H aber [8] proved that one
m ay m ake a firther basis transfom ation such that Eq. [34) holds, thus coinciding w ith the conditions in posed by
CP1 CP1l, CPlp.

N otice that our description ofCP 2 in termm sofseveralCP 1 sym m etries is in agreem ent w ith the results found by the
authors of Ref. [L8]. T hese authors also showed a very interesting resul, conceming spontaneous sym m etry breaking
In 2HDM m odels possessing a CP2 symm etry. Nam ely, they prove (their Theoram 4) that electroweak symm etry
breaking w illnecessarily spontaneously break CP 2. H ow ever, they also show that the vacuum w ill respect at least one
ofthe CP1 symm etries which com pose CP2. W hich is to say, in a m odelwhich has a CP 2 symm etry, spontaneous
sym m etry breaking necessarily respect the CP 1 symm etry.

In summ ary, we have proved that allpossible sym m etries on the scalar sectorofthe THDM , including H iggs Fam ily
sym m etries, can be reduced to m ultiple applications of the standard CP symm etry.

VII. CONCLUSIONS

W e have studied the application of generalized CP symm etries to the THDM , and found that there are only two
Independent classes (CP2 and CP 3), In addition to the standard CP symmetry (CP1l). These two classes lead to
an exoeptional region of param eter, which exhiits either a Z, discrete symm etry or a larger U (1) Peccei uinn
symm etry. W e have succeeded In identifying a basis-independent invariant quantity that can distinguish between the
Z, and U (1) symm etries. In particular, such an nvariant is required in order to distinguish between CP2 and CP 3,
and com pletes the description of all symm etries in the THDM 1n tem s of basis-invariant quantities. M oreover, CP 2
and CP 3 can be obtained by combining two H iggs Fam ily sym m etries and that this is not possible for CP 1.

W e have shown that allsymm etriesofthe THDM previously identi ed by Ivanov [3] can be achieved through sin ple
symm etries. w ith the exogption 0ofSO (3). However, the SO (3) HiggsFam ily sym m etry can be achieved by in posing
a U (1) PeccelQ uinn symm etry and the CP 3-symm etry In the sam e basis. Finally, we have dem onstrated that all
possble sym m etries of the scalar sector of the THDM can be reduced to m ultiple applications of the standard CP
symm etry. O ur com plete description of the sym m etries on the scalar elds can be com bined w ith sym m etries In the
quark and lepton sectors, to aid in m odelbuilding.

A cknow ledgm ents

W ewould like to thank Igor Ivanov and C elso N ishifortheirhelpfiilcom m entson the rst version ofthism anuscript.
Thework of PM F. is supported in part by the Portuguese Fundacao para a C #ncia e a Tecnologia ECT) under
contract PTD C /FIS/70156/2006. The work ofH E H . is supported In part by the U S.D epartm ent of E nergy, under
grantnumberD E-FG 02-04ER 41268. Thework ofJP S. is supported in partby FCT under contract CF TP P lurdanual
Q777).

H E H . ismost grateful for the kind hospitality and support of the Centro de F sica Teorica e C om putacional at
Universidade de Lisboa (sponsored by the Portuguese FCT and Fundacao Luso-Am ericana para o D esenvolvin ento)
and the Centro de F sica Teorica de Part culas at Instituto Superior Tecnico during his visit to Lisoon. This work

10 N otice that, in the new basis, ; di ers in general from 3+ 4; otherw ise the Jarger SO (3) H iggs Fam ily sym m etry would hold.



23

was initiated during a conference in honor of P rof. A ugusto B arroso, to whom we dedicate this article.

L1 J.F.Gunin, H.E.Haber, G.Kane and S.Dawson, The Higgs Hunter's Guide (Perseus Publishing, Cambridge, M A,
1990).

R] I.F .G Inzbury, arX v :0810.1546/ hep-ph].

B] I.P. Ivanov, Phys.Rev.D 77, 015017 (2008).

[A] I.P. Ivanov, Phys. Lett.B 632, 360 (2006); Phys.Rev.D 75, 035001 (2007); did. 76, 039902 E) (2007).

B] L.Lavoura, J.P. Silva, Phys.Rev.D 50, 4619 (1994).

6] F.J.Botella and J.P.Silva, Phys.Rev.D 51, 3870 (1995).

[71G .C.Branco, L. Lavoura, and J.P. Silva, CP Violation (O xford University P ress, O xford, 1999).

B] S.Davidson and H .E . Haber, Phys.Rev.D 72, 035004 (2005); E rratum —dbid D 72, 099902 (2005).

P] J.F.Gunion and H .E .Haber, Phys.Rev.D 72, 095002 (2005).

[10] J.F .Gunion, tak given at the CPNSH , CERN, Sw itzerland, D ecem ber (2004).

[l1]H.E.Haberand D .0 'Neil, Phys.Rev.D 74, 015018 (2006).

121 G.C.Branco, M . N .Rebelo, and J. I. SilvaM arcos, Phys. Lett. B 614, 187 (2005); I.F .G Inzburg and M . K raw czyk,
Phys.Rev.D 72, 115013 (2005).

[13]1 C.C .Nishi, Phys.Rev.D 74, 036003 (2006).

[l4] C.C .Nishi, Phys.Rev.D 76, 055013 (2007); Phys.Rev.D 77, 055009 (2008).

[I5] M .M aniatis, A .von M anteu eland O .N achtm ann, Eur.Phys.J.C 57, 719 (2008).

[16] A .Barroso, P.M .Ferreira, and R . Santos, Phys. Lett. B 603, 219 (2004); ibid. 629, 114E (2005).

[L7] Forearlierwork on eld bilinears see, for exam ple J.Vehinho, R . Santos, and A .Barroso, Phys.Lett.B 322, 4882 (1994).

[18] S.L.G lashow and S.W einberg, Phys.Rev.D 15,1958 (1977); E .A .Paschos, Phys.Rev.D 15,1966 (1977).

[19] J.Erler and P. Langacker, In C . Am sler et al. Particke D ata G roup], Review of Particke P hysics, Phys. Lett. B 667, 1
(2008).

RO] J-M .Gerard, and M . Herquet, Phys. Rev. Lett. 98, 251802 (2007); S.V isscher, J-M .Gerard, M . Herquet, V . Lem aire,
and F .M akoni, eP rint: |larX iv:0904.0705 hep-ph].

P11 H.E.Haberand D .0 Neil, SCIPP-09/06 (2009).

R2]R.D .Pecceiand H .R .Quinn, Phys.Rev. Lett. 38, 1440 (1977).

R31P.M .Ferreira and J.P. Silva, Phys.Rev.D 78, 116007 (2008).

R4] I.P. Ivanov, private com m unication . Ivanov notes that the distinction between Z, and U (1) In the ERP S can be deduced
from his paper, I.P. Ivanov, Phys.Rev.E 79, 021116 (2009).

R51 M .Abram ow itz and I.A . Stegun, Handbook of M athem atical Functions (O over P ublications Inc., New York, 1972).

R6] P.M .Ferreira and D .R . T . Jones, In preparation.

R7] For early work on GCP see, orexample, G .Ecker, W . Grimus, and W . K onetschny, NuclL Phys.B 191, 465 (1981); G .
Ecker, W .Grinus, and H.Neufld, Nucl Phys. B 247, 70 (1984); H.Neufeld, W . Grinus, and G . Ecker, Int. J. M od.
Phys.A 3, 603 (1988).Form ore recent treatm ents, see also Refs. [6,17,/12].

R8]1 G .Ecker, W .Grimus, and H .Neufeld, J.Phys.A 20, L8007 (1987).

R91G.C.Branco, J.M .Gerard and W .G rinus, Phys.Lett.B 136, 383 (1984).


http://arxiv.org/abs/0810.1546
http://arxiv.org/abs/0904.0705

	Introduction
	The scalar sector of the THDM
	Three common notations for the scalar potential
	Basis transformations
	Higgs Family symmetries
	Requirements for U(1) invariance
	The D invariant

	Vacuum structure and renormalization
	Case 6=0, {v1,v2}=0
	Case 6=0, {v1=0,v2=0}
	Case 6=0
	Renormalization group invariance

	Generalized CP symmetries
	GCP and basis transformations
	The three classes of GCP symmetries
	CP1: =0
	CP2: =/2
	CP3: 0 < < /2

	The square of the GCP transformation
	(CP1)2
	(CP2)2
	(CP3)2


	Classification of the HF and GCP transformation classes in the THDM
	Constraints on scalar potential parameters
	Multiple symmetries and GCP
	Maximal symmetry group of the scalar potential orthogonal to U(1)Y
	More on multiple symmetries

	Building all symmetries with the standard CP
	Conclusions
	Acknowledgments
	References

