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1. Introduction

The two Higgs doublets model (2HDM) is the minimal extensidrStandard Model (SM).
The introduction of extra Higgs doublet can lead to the tezellflavour-changing-neutral-currents
(FCNC), which should be strongly suppressed. Therefogengcessary to restrict the general
two Higgs doublets model in the Yukawa couplings sector. @neommon ways is to impose
Z, symmetry for the two Higgs doublets on the Lagrangigdn [1].demthis symmetry only one
Higgs doublet is allowed to interact with each type of femsio that Yukawa coupling matrix is
diagonal at any energy scale.

Recently a more flexible way of avoiding tree level FCNC hasnbgroposed[]2]. This idea
simply requires that the two Yukawa couplings to the Higgsldets should proportional to each
other, so they can be diagonalized simultaneously. Thigctan is fine in giving energy scale but
the tree level FCNC will be reintroduced in higher energylesd@l. There are also more general
proposals which the tree level FCNC Yukawa couplings ar@magsed enough, e.g. the Cheng-
Sher ansat7J4].

We will study the properties of all these models by taking intcount the theoretical and
experimental constraints on FCNC. And then we will evolVetta¢ Yukawa couplings to higher
energy according to the Renormalization Group EquatioiBHR In some cases the off-diagonal
matrix elements which relate to the FCNC grow quickly, whicticates certain assumptions be-
hind the theory are not stable. Those theories are eithetdited or incomplete in certain way,
e.g. there may be additional particles appearing when goihigh energy scale.

2. Thegeneral 2HDM and RGE equations

One of standard convention to write the two Higgs doubletb tie Goldstone bosons is

) — 1 ( V2(G* cosp —H*sinp) > 7 2.1)

/2 \ veosB — hsina +H cosa +i (GcospB — Asinp)
®, - L V2(G*sinB+H"cosp) 2.2)
2~ /2 \ vsinB+hcosa +Hsina +i (G%sinB+AcosB) |- '

Where G* and G° are the Goldstone bosons to be eaten by the EW gauge bosdng &W
symmetry breaking, and* is the charged Higgs boson. The neutral Higgs scalar canvimedi
into CP even scalargh,H) and CP odd pseudo-scal&r a andf is the mixing angle between
(h, H) and the two vacuum expectation values (VEV).

For Yukawa coupling analysis, it's convenient to use Higasi®

Hi = cosf &, +sinf e*iedbg,
H, = —sinB®; +cosBe ?b,. (2.3)

Where the nonvanishing VEV is only assignedHtpwhich plays the role of Standard Model Higgs
doublet whileH, contains the new particld$* andA. The general Yukawa coupling is

— R = GLI-NHK([)JUR+6LH1K(|)3DR+ELH1KI6ER
+QuH2P5 Ur + QH208 D + L Hap§Er -+ hic.. 9
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Where the subscript "0" stands for flavor basis. In mass pass3x 3 matrix kF is related to
diagonal fermion mass matrix by bi-diagonalizing with thétary matrices/™, V&

KF = VIkEVET = 22 4f (2.5)

v
The coupling matrixpF is still general and complex if there are no further restits. The Cheng-
Sher ansatz suggests

\/2mm;
F_ )\.FL. (2.6)

Where them; are the different fermion masses, thé are expected to be @ (1) and should be
small enough to suppress FCNC to the observed level. In EW,4b@Z, symmetric and aligned
models can be treated as special case of Cheng-Sher ansatz.

3. Numerical analysis

3.1 SM input and Constraints

The most stringent constrains for tree level FCNC is fromtraéumeson mixing. The master
formula for tree leveF® — F° mixing can be found in{]5].

Using current experimental and theoretical data, we estidiide bounds for nondiagonk‘f
with the following assumption of Higgs scalar mafds [6]:

o My=my=ma=120 GeV:{Ayc < 0.13, Ags < 0.08, Agp < 0.03, Agp < 0.05};
e M, =my = 120 GeV,mu = 400 GeV:{ Ay < 0.30, Ags < 0.20, Agp < 0.08, Agp < 0.12}.

According to these results, we choo&ﬁé < 0.1 as a representive value which will be used as
generic value later in RGE analysis.

3.2 Z, Symmetric Models

The first example we study is the models wthsymmetry, in which the tafi is a physical
parameter. The tree level FCNC is protected by Zhesymmetry, so the nondiagonal Yukawa
couplings stay as zero in any energy scale. The only thingamestudy is to detect the place of
Landau pole, where at least one of the Yukawas blow up. Begfumtlandau pole the perturbation
theory is not valid anymore.

In Table[1 we show the diagonaf in terms of tar for the four different 2HDM types i,
symmetric models. The position of the Landau pole dependd@initial value of taf in EW
scale. In Fig[]L we plot the upper and lower limit of finThe plots can be understood by whether
the evolution is driven by, App ,A7; Or combination of them.
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Type AP AP Air
I 1/tanB 1/tanB 1/tanf
Il 1/tanf —tanB —tanf
mry 1/tanp —tanf 1/tanf
IV/IX 1/tanB 1/tanB —tanf

Table 1: The diagonal in 2HDM models withz, symmetry.
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3.3 Z2-breaking Models
3.3.1 Aligned models

In Yukawa alignment model, the two Yukawa couplirkfs and pF are proportional to each
other so they can be diagonalized simultaneously. In thidehtheAF is also diagonal in EW
scale. However the nondiagonl element will start to grow nviiee Yukawas evolve to higher
energy via RGE. Similarly to the Z2-breaking models, we tithe alignment model with three
different cases:

e Aligned I/ll: AV, AP = AL
e Aligned Ill: AP, AV = Ak

e Aligned IV: Al AV = AP

i 0

In Fig. [2 we plot the energy scale at which the Landau poIergel.slondiagonazl\i';éj =0.1is

encountered as a function of pairwise combinations of theisy values fon” andAP.

3.3.2 Diagonal models

Next we consider the models wity symmetry breaking in either the up or the down sector.
First we break th&, symmetry in the up-sector with® = Ay (type 1) orAP = —1/Ay (type 1),
and setAy, = Agc. Then we break th&, symmetry in the down-sector withy, = )\i}J (type 1) or
Abb = —1/AY (type I1), and sef\gg = Ass

3.3.3 Non-diagonal models

In the end we consider the models 8f symmetry breaking from having non-zero non-
diagonal elements in the up or down sectors. We)\ggj =01 o0rA2; =01 at the EW scale

4
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Figure 2: The constraints from the Landau pole
and non—diagon:ﬂi';j. The plot shows the same 2
results for Aligned I/1l or Aligned Ill. TheAt
only play a very minor role so we don’t show
the plots for Aligned IV case. The areas insid &
given contour are allowed by the requirement of
the two condition above. The different contours, |
are as follows starting from the center: 20
109, 10°, 10°, and 300 GeV. Th&, symmetric
case is also plotted as a reference.
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Figure 4. The constraints from the Landau pole and the off-diagore&hehts as a function dfi-U and
the off-diagonal elemenv&t’éj (up) or/\iEéj (down) at the input scale for the type | (left) and type I frip
relations for the diagonal elements.

and then evolve to higher energy. The analysis shows thereams from off-diagonal elements
are small compare to the previous cases.

4. Conclusions

RGE evolution is a useful tool to analyse different 2HDM misdm stability of underlying as-
sumptions. A quick appearance of Landau pole or large affiatial Yukawa coupling under RGE
evolution may indicate the model is either fine tuned or inplate, e.g., new particles appearing
at high energy.

References

[1] S. L. Glashow, S. Weinberg, Phys. R®45 (1977) 1958.

[2] A. Pich and P. Tuzon, Phys. Rev.&D (2009) 091702 [arXiv:0908.1554].

[3] P. M. Ferreira, L. Lavoura and J. P. Silva, Phys. Let688 (2010) 341 [arXiv:1001.2561].
[4] T.P. Cheng and M. Sher, Phys. Rev3b(1987) 3484.

[5] D. Atwood, L. Reina, A. Soni, Phys. Rel®55 (1997) 3156-3176. [hep-ph/9609279].
[6] J. Bijnens, J. Lu and J. Rathsman, JHE®S5 (2012) 118 [arXiv:1111.5760].



