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We revisit the alternative left-right symmetric model, motivated by the superstring-inspired Eg
model. We systematically analyze the constraints imposed by theoretical and experimental bounds
on the parameter space of this class of models. We perform a comprehensive analysis of the Higgs
sector and show that three neutral CP-even and two CP-odd Higgs bosons in addition to two
charged Higgs bosons can be light, of O(100) GeV. We emphasize that the predictions of this model
for the signal strengths of Higgs decays are consistent with the standard model expectations. We also
explore discovery signatures of the exotic down-type quark, which is one of the salient predictions
of this model.

I. INTRODUCTION

The discovery of neutrino masses and oscillations confirmed the fact that although the standard model
(SM) is extremely accurate, it is still incomplete. The left-right Model (LRM) is the most natural extension
of the SM that accounts for the measured neutrino masses and provides an elegant understanding for the

E, E, LZJ, B, B, H, |§] The LRM is based on
the gauge group SU(3)c x SU(2)r x SU(2)r x U(1)(p—1)/2 X P, where P is the discrete parity symmetry.

origin of the parity violation in low-energy weak interactions H,

In the LRM, standard model fermions are assigned in the following left- or right-handed doublets:

QLE<di>a¢LE<ei> & QRE<d§>a¢RE<e§>- (1)

The parity symmetry: Qr, % <> Qr,¥r implies that the gauge couplings of left- and right-handed SU(2)
are equal, i.e., g, = gr = g.

The Higgs sector of the LRM consists of (i) bidoublet ®(1,2,2* 0), which is required to construct the
SM Yukawa couplings of quarks and leptons. (ii) two scalar triplets A (1,3,0,2) and Ar(1,0,3,2) that
break U(1)(p—r)/2 and generate neutrino Majorana masses. At high-energy scale, well above the electroweak
breaking scale, the SU(2)g x U(1)(p—r)/2 x P symmetry is broken down to U(1)y by the vacuum expec-
tation value (vev) of the neutral component of Ag, and hence the right-handed Majorana neutrino mass
is generated. In this type of models, the hypercharge Y is defined as Y = Tsp + (B — L)/2, where T3
is the third component of the right-handed isospin. At lower energy scales, ® and A acquire vevs that
break SU(2)r x U(1)y down to U(1)ep,. It is worth mentioning that in the conventional LRM, one gets
the following estimate for the associated vevs: (Ar) = vy < O(1) GeV, (Ag) = vg 2 O(10!) GeV, and
(®) = diag{k, k'} with &’ < k and £ ~ O(100) GeV H, B, u]

It turns out that the Higgs sector of the LRM, in particular the Higgs triplets, may induce tree-level
flavor-violating processes that contradict the current experimental limits. Therefore, it is usually assumed
that SU(2)r x U(1)(p—1)/2 is broken at a very high-energy scale. In this case, it is not possible to detect any
residual effect for SU(2)r gauge symmetry at the TeV scale in the Large Hadron Collider (LHC). This has
motivated Ernest Ma, in his pioneering work in 1987 ﬂa], to study variants of the conventional LRM. He has
shown that the superstring-inspired Eg model may lead to two types of left-right models. The first one is the
canonical LRM, while the second one is what is known as the alternative left-right Model (ALRM) m, H],
where the fermion assignments are different from those in the conventional LRM in the following: (i) an
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extra quark, d7,, instead of dg, is combined with ug and form SU(2)r doublet, and(i¢) an extra lepton, ng,
instead of vg, is combined with eg and forms SU(2)g doublet. Therefore, the right-handed neutrino vg is
a true singlet and is no longer a part of the right-handed doublet.

It is remarkable that Fg is a complex Lie group of rank 6. It includes the SO(10) group, so it is a good
candidate for grand unification. Some string theories (Heterotic string) predict that the low-energy effective
model is symmetric under Fg. Depending on the string model, Eg may be broken to SO(10) and then to
the conventional left-right model or it may have another branch of symmetry breaking that leads to the
alternative left-right model that we consider. The particle content of the ALRM, derived from Eg model,
contains more particles than those in the conventional LRM obtained from SO(10). This can be simply
understood from the fact that the fundamental representation 27 of Fg is equivalent to the fundamental
representation 16 of SO(10) plus its 10 and singlet representations. In the conventional LRM, all non-SM
particles are decoupled and can be quite heavy. However, in the ALRM, they are involved with the SM
fermions and will have low-energy consequences. Furthermore, another important difference between the
ALRM and the conventional LRM is the fact that tree-level flavor-changing neutral currents are naturally
absent so that the SU(2)r breaking scale can be of order TeV, allowing to several interesting signatures at
the LHC. As the ALRM is a low-energy effective model of the supersymmetric Fg model, the gauge couplings
are not unified within the ALRM. They are unified in the underling Fs model, similar to the unification of
SM gauge couplings in supersymmetric SU(5).

In this paper, we aim at providing a comprehensive analysis for the phenomenological implications of the
ALRM, with emphasis on the possible signatures of this model at the LHC. There are couple of recent papers
, ] that discuss specific phenomenological aspects of the ALRM, namely, the dark matter search and
7' and W' signals at the LHC. Our goal here is twofold. The first one isto analyze the Higgs sector of the
ALRM and check if the recent results reported by ATLAS and CMS experiments on Higgs production and
decays can be accommodated. The Second is to explore the discovery signature of the exotic down-type
quarks associated with this type of models at the LHC.

The latest results of ATLAS and CMS collaborations , ], confirmed the Higgs discovery with mass
around 125 GeV, through Higgs decay channels: H — vy, H — ZZ*) — 41, and H - WW® — iy
at integrated luminosities of 5.1 fb~! taken at energy /s = 7 TeV and 19.6 fb~! taken at /s = 8 TeV.
These results still indicate possible discrepancies between their results for signal strengths in these channels
ﬂﬁ, @, E, @] We show that our ALRM has a rich Higgs sector, and consists of one bidoublet and two
left-handed and right-handed doublets. Therefore, one obtains four neutral C'P-even and two C P-odd Higgs
bosons, in addition to two charged Higgs bosons. It turns out that most of these Higgs bosons can be light,
of the order the electroweak scale, and can be accessible at the LHC. We also find that the contributions of
the charged Higgs bosons to the decay rate of H — ~ are not significant. Furthermore, we show that, due
to the mixing among the neutral C'P-even Higgs bosons, the couplings of the SM-like Higgs, which is the
lightest one, with the top quark and W-gauge boson are slightly modified respect to the SM ones. Therefore,
the ALRM predictions for signal strengths of Higgs decays, in particular, H — vy and H — WHW ~, are
consistent with the SM expectation.

Another salient feature of the ALRM is the presence of an extra down-type quark, d’. We analyze the
striking signature of this exotic quark at the LHC. We show that the most promising d’-production channel
is gg — d'd’, due to the direct coupling of d’ to gluons with a strong coupling constant and color factor.
Then, d’ decays to a jet and lepton plus missing energy. We find that the cross section of this process is of
O(1) fb, which can be probed at the LHC with 14 TeV center-of-mass energy.

The paper is organized as follows. In Sec. 2, we briefly review the TeV scale ALRM. Section 3 is devoted
to the Higgs sector, in particular, for studying the mixing matrix of the Higgs bosons and investigating the
existence of two light charged Higgs bosons. In Sec. 4 we focus on the Higgs decay into a diphoton in the



Fields SU@B)e x SU(2)r. x SU(2)r x U(1)(g—1)/2 S
Fermions
QL= (Z) (3,2,1,+1) 0
L
u
QR = d/> (371727+%) _%
R
d; (3,1,1,-%) -1
dr (3,1,1,-3) 0
I 1
7/)L = (172717_5) 0
¢/L
n
7/}R = < e ) (171727_%) +%
R
nr (1,1,1,0) +1
VR (1,1,1,0) 0
Higgs
0+
e (1,2,2°,0) =
¢y b2
T
XL = 5 (1,2,1,+1) 0
XL
Py
XR = (1):{ (171727+%) +%
XR

TABLE I: Particle content and their quantum numbers in the ALRM.

ALRM. The discovery signatures of extra quark d’ at the LHC is discussed in Sec. 5. Finally, we give our

conclusions in Sec. 6.

II. ALTERNATIVE LEFT-RIGHT SYMMETRIC MODEL

We consider an ALRM based on SU(3)c x SU(2)r x SU(2)r x U(1)(p—r)y/2 X S, where S is a discrete
symmetry imposed to distinguish between scalars and their dual scalars. The fermion content of this model,
with their charge assignments, is presented in Table [l @] As can be seen from this table, extra quarks and
leptons are predicted as in all Fg-based left-right models.

The Higgs sector of our ALRM consists of an SU(2)r scalar doublet x g to break SU(2)r x U(1)(p—1)/2
in addition to SU(2), scalar doublet x and scalar bidoublet ® that break SU(2);, x U(1)y. The detailed
quantum numbers of these Higgs bosons are presented in Table [I] @]

In this case, the most general left-right symmetric Yukawa Lagrangian is given by

Ly = QY"®Qn + QLY xrdr + QRrYExrd), + ¥, Y ®Yr
+ ULY[XLvR + Y RYiXanL + VR MrvR + hee. (2)

where @ is the dual of the scalar bidoublet ®, defined as o = To®*7, and X1, r are the dual of the scalar
doublets xr, g, defined as xr.r = iT2X}, - Note that the Yukawa terms like ELiM/)R and Q;PQg are
forbidden by the discrete S symmetry only. A detailed discussion on the Higgs potential and the associated
vevs will be given in the next section. Here, we assume a nonvanishing vev of xgr, (xr) = vr/ V2 of
order TeV with vevs of yz and ®, given by (xz) = vr/v2 and (®) = diag{0,k/v/2}. The breaking of
SU(2)r x U(1)(p-r)/2 down to U(1)y leaves the discrete symmetry: L = S + T3 unbroken, if the vev of



#? (which has L = —1) is zero, while ¢9, (with L = 0) could have a nonvanishing vev. In this case, one
can easily show that the quarks u, d and d’ and the charged leptons ¢, in addition to the singlet fermion n,
which is called a scotino, acquire the following masses

1 1 1
My ﬁyquinﬁ, mg = —=Y/vcos, may =-—=Yjvr, (3)

V2 V2

1 1
my = —=Y'vsing, mn:—YévR, (4)

V2 V2
where tan 3 = k/vg, and /v + k? = v = 246 GeV. Moreover, the neutrino mass matrix is given by

where m,p = Yf’UL/\/i . The mass Mp is not related to the SU(2)r symmetry-breaking scale, so it can be
quite large. This matrix can be diagonalized by a unitary matrix, V, M, V.l ~ diag (m,,, m,, ), where m,,
and m,, are the well known seesaw mass eigenvalues of the light and heavy neutrinos, respectively:

1T
My, ~ mypMp m,p,  my, ~ Mg. (6)

Now, we turn to the gauge sector of the ALRM; the covariant derivatives of the Higgs bosons are given by

Dy = 9,0~ i (i, @@ wg ), (7)
D.xrL,r = OuXL,R— igTan,R“XL,R - Z.g'%B;LXL,R , (8)

where gpy, is the gauge coupling of the U(1)(p_r)/2 group. After the spontaneous breaking of left-right
symmetry down to electroweak and then down to electromagnetism, the associated gauge bosons acquire
masses, through the nonvanishing vevs of xyg, ®, and xr. Because of the vanishing vev of ¢? € ®, the
mixing between Wf and W7 is identically zero. Thus, the physical eigenstates are given by SM gauge
bosons W+ = VVLi and W'+ = sz?,t with masses

1 1

My = 39° (K +0}) = 797 )
1

My, = 192 (k* +v3) . (10)

The experimental searches for W’ at the LHC through their decays to electron/muon and neutrino lead to
My 2 2.5 TeV @, ] The interactions of our W’ with the SM fermions are given by

Eg;ge = _%ﬂ 'Y#W/:V(/JKMPR d' — %El ”Y“W/;V/ZJKMPR U
) 1 _
—%ﬁ WHWI:Uﬁ/INsPR e— %E YW, UllTszPR n. (11)

Thus, W’ can decay into an electron and singlet fermion (scotino) n, which appears at the LHC as missing
energy. Therefore, the above-mentioned lower bound on Myy: is applicable in our ALRM. This implies that
vr 2, O(1) TeV. The situation of the neutral gauge bosons: W3, W3 and B is more involved. One can show
that their mass matrix is given by

\ w3 w3 B
Wg %-92 (kz + v%) _%92]{2 —%ggBLU% (12)
Wi —39°K* 192 (K +0R)  —f99mLvR;

B | —i99rvi  —399rvE 198 (vi +0R)



One can define s,, = sinf,, = ¢/g, and with ¢,, = cosb,,, then gpr, = e/+/c2, — s2,. It is more convenient to
work in the basis (A, Z,, Zr), where

A Su Suw e —s2 w3
Zr, | = | cw —52 [cy —Swr\/C2, — $2,/cw w3 o|. (13)

Zr 0 2 —s2/cy —Sw/Cw B
In this case, one can show that the mass eigenvalue of the gauge boson A is identically zero. Therefore
this gauge boson is the photon that should remain massless after symmetry breaking. The exact eigenstates

7 _ co.s19 sin Zr . (14)
A —sind cos? Zr

7, 7' are obtained as

The mixing angle 1 is defined as

2M?
tan 209 = ———L8___ 15
a MZ, — M2’ (15)
where

2,2

g?v
Y — 16
LL 4COS2 9w5 ( )
M2, — g*(v?sin? 0, — k2 cos? 0,,) (17)

4 cos? 0,,+/cos 20, ’

M2 — g% (2v% sin* 0, + 2(k? + v3) cos? 0, — k? sin® 26,,) (18)
RE 8 cos? 0, cos 20, ’

The eigenvalues M% and MZ%, are given by

1
M}, =5 (MgL + M2 T (M2 — M2;) /1 + tan? 219) . (19)

It is clear that if vg > v, i.e., 9 — 0, then Z ~ Z; and Z’' ~ Zi. The LHC search for the Z’ gauge boson is
rather model dependent. However, one may consider Mz > 2 TeV as a conservative lower bound , ]
In addition, the mixing between Z and Z’ should be less than O(1073).

III. HIGGS SECTOR IN THE ALRM
A. Symmetry breaking

The Higgs sector of our ALRM consists of bidoublet ® with left and right doublets xr and xr. The
charge assignments of these Higgs bosons are shown in Table [l As mentioned in the previous section, the
gauge symmetries SU(2)r x U(1)(p—r)/2 are spontaneously broken to U(1)y through the vev of xg, and
then SU(2)r, x U(1)y symmetries are broken by vevs of ® and x. The most general Higgs potential that
is invariant under these symmetries is given by H]

V(®,x1.r) = —3Tr[®7®] + A\ (Tr[®T®])? + A Tr[® D] Tr[d! D)
—3(xhxe + Xhxe) + sl xe)? + (chxa)?] + 22 (xExn) (ckxr)
+201 Tr(®10) (x| xr + xhxr) + 200(x} 20 xp, + xho @y R)

+2a3(x BB v p + x BT BxR) + us(xEPxr + xR XL). (20)



In the Appendix, we provide a detailed study for the conditions that keep the potential (20) bounded from
below. It is remarkable that the copositivity conditions m, @] for this Higgs potential significantly depend
on the signs of the following parameters ajo = a1 + s, a1z = a1 +as, and A2 = A1 +2)\o. Here, we present
the case with minimal constraints imposed on the potential parameters:

A >0, <0, A320, ag —a3 >0, a2 >0, a3 >0, A2 > 0. (21)

Also for perturbativity the absolute value of any dimensionless potential parameter is assumed to be less
than v47. In addition, from the minimization conditions, one finds that the nonvanishing vevs are given by

—psk
VUR = ———t (22)
V2 (A — A3)
2 _ k2
Y, % (23)

2 (A3 — aropi3) (A — A3) + Aspi

K =
2(MAz —afy) (A — A3)

(24)

We use these equations to determine three parameters (1, e, and A\y) out of the ten free parameters in the
Higgs potential ([20) in terms of the vevs: k =wvsin 3, vy, = vcos 8, and vg ~ O(1) TeV. Note that since the
vevs k, vy, are of the same order and the couplings Az 4 < O(1), the values of u3 can be smaller than vg.

B. Higgs masses and mixing

We begin by 16 degrees of freedom; 8 of ® and 8 of x; and yg. After symmetry breaking, two neutral
components of these 16 degrees of freedom will be eaten by the neutral gauge bosons Z and Z’ to acquire
their masses. In addition, another four charged components will be eaten by the charged gauge bosons W=
and W’'# to acquire their masses. Therefore, ten scalars remain as physical Higgs bosons in this class of
models. As we will explicitly show, four of them give charged Higgs bosons, two lead to pseudoscalar Higgs
bosons, and the remaining four give C'P-even neutral Higgs bosons.

1. Charged Higgs bosons:
The mass matrix of the charged Higgs bosons, in the basis ( o7 XTI o3 x& ), is a block diagonal

matrix with the following two matrices, which, respectively, correspond to the bases ( gbf XJLF ) and

(%* xE)i

Mt - —(az — ag)v? — % cot 3 (g — az)v? tan B — % (25)
1L (a2 — a3)v tan 3 — % — (a2 — ag)v? tan? B — % tanfg |’

_ _ 2 _ p3vp _ 2 _ psvp
M;R _ ( (a2 — az)vy, NG} cot (a2 — ag)vp tan( NG >, (26)

(o — ag)vy tan( — % —(ag — ag)v tan? ¢ — % tan ¢

where tan { = k/vg, in analogy to tan 8 with left-right switch. These matrices can be diagonalized by
the unitary transformations: VlTMlJ“LVl = diag (MHli , O) and V;M;RVQ = diag (MH; , O), where

o7\ [ cosB sinp H ¢35 \ [ cos¢ sin¢ HY (27)
x; )] \ —sinB cosp G )’ Xk )] \ —sin¢ cos¢ Gy |-

Vi Va




The eigenstates Gf and G% are the charged Goldstone bosons eaten by the gauge bosons W+ and
W'* to acquire their masses. The charged Higgs bosons masses are

Milli = —(ag — az)vi sec’ B — V2p30R csc 23, (28)
MiI; = —(ag — az)vysec’ ¢ — V24307, ese 2C. (29)

From these expressions, one can show that the mass of the charged Higgs can be of O(100) GeV.

. CP-odd Higgs bosons:

We now turn to the neutral Higgs physical fields and their masses. This can be easily obtained if one
develops the neutral components of the bidoublets ® and the doublets x, r around their vacua into
real and imaginary parts, i.e.,

1
0 OR | ; 0l :
P = vi +@; " +19; ), 1=1,2, L, R, 30
¢ NG (vi+ ¢ ") (30)
where v1 = 0, v2 = k, and ¢r, r = xr,r- In this case, the squared mass matrix of neutral Goldston
and C'P-odd Higgs bosons is given by

s _ V(P xL.R)

= 2 A XLE) . 31
o 99T oY ’<¢?§>:<¢?{j>:o (1)

One finds that this mass matrix in the basis of (¢97, #37, X%, X% ) is factored as a product of the squared
mass of ¢!, which is totally decoupled due to the fact that we have v; = 0, times the following 3 x 3
squared mass matrix of (¢37, Y%, x%):

cot fcot{ —cot( cot 8

k
= —2—5% —cot( tanfcot( -1 . (32)
cot 3 —1 tan ( cot 8
The mass of the first pseudoscalar Higgs boson ¢{! = A; is given by
1
M3, =2k*X; — (a2 — a3)k (cot® B+ cot® () — —kpus cot B cot €. (33)

V2

The matrix M} can be diagonalized by the unitary transformation: U TMIQU = diag (Mflz, 0, 0),

1 _ tan ¢ tan B
(2)1 \/tan2 Btha,;lQ ¢+1 \/tan2 ¢+1 \/(tan2 §+1)(tar212<641rtan2 ¢+1) Ay
or | — | ——__tanf [ tan?CHl 0
XL B v/ tan? B+tan? (+1 0 tan? S+tan? (+1 G1 ’ (34)
X(IJ{I tan ¢ 1 tan S tan ¢ Gg

y/tan? f+tan2 (+1 Vtan2¢+1  4/(tan? ¢+1)(tan2 B+tan? (+1)

U

where GY and GY are the neutral Goldstone bosons eaten by the gauge bosons Z and Z’ to acquire
their masses. The other C' P-odd Higgs bosons mass is given by

2 _ _%1+tan2ﬁ+tan2c
Az V2 tan (8 tan ¢

It is worth mentioning that fog constrains the parameter ps to be negative. We find that the typical
values of C'P-odd Higgs masses are of O(100) GeV.

(35)



3. CP-even Higgs bosons:
Finally, we consider the C' P-even Higgs bosons. Similar to the C'P-odd Higgs, the squared mass matrix
of C'P-even Higgs bosons is given by

s O*V(®,XxLR)

=l . 36
s agPRoghn ‘<¢?§>:<¢?§>:0 o

Again, one finds that H; = ¢9f is decoupled with mass My, = My,. The remaining squared mass

matrix of the C'P-even Higgs bosons is given in the basis ( P9 X R ) by

k2N — k\‘f— cot S cot ¢ a2k? cot B + k‘f— cot ¢ aq2k? cot ¢ + k‘f— cot 3
M3 = | aik?cot B+ 5\*}5 cot ¢ k?Xzcot? B — 5\‘?1 tan 3 cot ¢ k2\3 cot Bcot ¢ — 5\*}5 . (37)

ar2k? cot ¢ + k”e' cot 8 k23 cot B cot ¢ — k“?’ k%3 cot? ¢ — k“?’ £ tan ¢ cot 3

This matrix can be diagonalized by a unitary transformation: TTMAT = diag (M12{2aM1%13aM1%1)- The
lightest eigenstate H is the SM-like Higgs, the mass of which we will fix to be 125 GeV. In general, from
the numerical checks, we found that three C'P-even Higgs bosons (H and Hi 3) are light [of O(100)
GeV] and the other one Hs is heavy [of O(1) TeV].

C. Couplings of the SM-like Higgs

From the Yukawa Lagrangian (2)), one finds that the SM-like Higgs couplings with fermions in the ALRM
are given by

My Tq> mq TL mq
Y au  — Y 7 Y Jrdqr = —T 5 38
= v s1nﬁ Hdd = v cosﬂ Hd'd UR " (38)
6 T n
Viee = 22 Yuan = —Tk, (39)
v smﬁ VR

where the elements Tg, T, and Tk are the mixing couplings of the gauge eigenstates ¢3%, Y92 and X%R
respectively, with the lightest Higgs H. Similarly, from the kinetic Lagrangian of the scalars, one can derive
the following SM-like Higgs couplings with the electroweak gauge bosons,

gaww = gMw (Tesin 3 + T cos 3), (40)
. v

gawwr = gMw (T<1> Slnﬁ+TR7R) ; (41)

gHzz = g1 costd + grrsintdcos? + grpsin® v, (42)

grz 7z = grrsin® 9 — grrsind cos? + grr cos? ¥, (43)

where
My
gL = cis29 (Tesin B+ T cos ), (44)
M
JLR = _cosz\g—g—co\/% (T cos B cos 26, — T, sin /3 sin? Ow) , (45)
_ gMw ( 2 o d VR 4 )
JRR = 75 0052 . 0o 20 T cos 3 cos” 20, + T, sin Bsin” 0, + Tr ” cos* Oy ) . (46)

Finally, the SM-like Higgs couplings with the charged Higgs bosons are given by

Apntnr = MieTe + MipTr + MigTr, (47)
Awutuy = MaeTe + MopTr + MagrTk, (48)



where
Mg = 2 (kA cos® B —vp(ag — ag)cos Bsin B + kays sin® B) . (49)
My, = 2 (’ULalg cos?  — k(oo — az) cos fsin 8 + vp A3 sin® ﬁ) , (50)
Mg = 2vgaiscos® 3 — \/5/13 cos Bsin B + sin? 3 (QUR)\g — \/5/13 tan B) , (51)
Moy = 2 (k)\l cos® ( — vr(ae — ag)cos(sinC + kags sin® C) , (52)
Msr = 2upaiscos? ¢ — v2pus cos sin € 4 sin? ¢ (QUL/\g —V2us3 tan() , (53)
Msr = 2 (vpaascos® ¢ — k(az — ag) cos(sin¢ + vpAgsin® () . (54)

IV. ALRM EFFECTS IN H — vy DECAY

As advocated in the Introduction, CMS and ATLAS collaborations observed a SM-like Higgs boson with
mass around 125 GeV and signal decay strengths as given in Eqs. (BI)-(@0). For instance, CMS found

(14,13, [

fioy = p(H — vy) = 1.147938, (55)
pzz =pH = 27Z) = 091753, (56)
pww = p(H — WW) = 0.76 + 0.21, (57)

while the ATLAS experiment reported that the signal strength of these decays are given by ﬂE, B, @]

poyy = p(H = yy) = 1.17£0.27, (58)
pzz = u(H — ZZ) = 1.7+0.5, (59)
pww = p(H — WW) = 1.01+0.31. (60)

These results indicate enhancement in the diphoton decay channel, with more than 2¢ deviation, which
could be a very important signal for possible new physics beyond the SM. Much work has been done to

accommodate these results in different extensions of the SM @, @, @, @, @, @, @, @, @, @] The

Higgs signal strength of the decay channel, H — v+, relative to the SM expectation is defined as

_ opp—=H—=vyy) _ olpp—=H) BR(H =17
P = o= H =)™~ o(pp — H)™ BR(H — 17)S™
I'(H — gg) I‘fg\f I'(H — AA) 4

T(H — gg)™ Ty T(H — yy)sM M99 Mot (61
where o(pp — H) is the total Higgs production cross section and BR(H — 77) is the branching ratio of the
corresponding channel. The total Higgs decay width is given by the sum of the dominant Higgs partial decay
widths, I'tot = Iy +T'ww + 122 +1 g+ 177, Other partial decay widths are much smaller and can be safely
neglected. In the SM with 125 GeV Higgs mass, these partial decay widths are given by: I';; = 2.3 x 1073
GeV, I'yw = 87 x107% GeV, I'zz = 1.1 x 1074 GeV, T'y; = 3.5 x 107% and Ty = 2.6 x 107% GeV.
As shown in the previous section, the Higgs couplings guww and Y5 may slightly change from the SM
values. Hence, the total decay width of the Higgs boson remains very close to the SM result. This has been
confirmed numerically, and to a very good approximation, one can consider ko >~ 1.

Now, we turn to the SM-like Higgs decay into a diphoton, W™ W~ and ZZ in our ALRM. As shown in the
previous section, the low-energy effective theory of the ALRM contains two charged Higgs bosons that can
be light, of O(100) GeV, and may give relevant contributions to the SM-like Higgs decay into a diphoton. In
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FIG. 1: Feynman diagrams for the Higgs decay H — v mediated by gauge bosons Wﬁ:7 a top quark, and charged
scalars HT.

addition, the couplings of the SM-like Higgs with a top quark and W gauge boson may be suppressed or even
flipped, which would lead to significant enhancement/suppression in I'(H — ~v). The Feynman diagrams of
the Higgs decay H — 77, mediated by the gauge bosons W+, top quark, and light-charged Higgs bosons are
shown in Fig. [l Note that in the conventional LRM there are interaction vertices among charged Higgs, the
W-boson and neutral Higgs/photon; therefore, another four diagrams with W* and H* running in the loop
of triangle diagrams can be generated. In our ALRM, these vertices identically vanish due to the discrete S
symmetry. In this case, the one-loop partial decay width of the H decay into two photons is given by @]

o?m; | gaww 2Yyi
F(H—WW):lOMfg ME Qv Fi(zw) 4+ NexQF m:t

2 )\ + 7 F
HH*H
Fipa(z) + Y Q% WFO(;EH.i)
i=1 HE ‘

" (62)

where z; = M%/4m?, ), = M3 /AM?, k = V[/,Hfz. The color factor and electric charges are given by
Neit =3, Qw = Qp+ =1, and Q; = 2/3. Recall that the relevant Higgs couplings in the ALRM are given

by gaww, Yui, and Ay g+ g+ in Egs. (39), @Q), @D), and {8), with Te ~ 17, > Tr. Finally, the loop
functions F;(z) are given by [20]

Fi(z) = —[22° + 3z + 3(2z — 1) arcsin®(vz)] 272, (63)
Fijp(z) = 2[z+ (z— 1)aresin®(vz)] 272, (64)
Fy(z) = — [z — aresin®(Va)] 272 (65)

For Higgs mass of order 125 GeV and charged Higgs mass of order 200 GeV, the loop functions Fi (xw ),
Fy/o(z), and Fy(wg=+ ) are of order —8.32, +1.38, and +0.43, respectively. Therefore, the partial decay width
T'(H — ~7v) can be enhanced through one of the following possibilities: (i) large charged Higgs couplings
such that Agg+ g+ /M?{i is of order gHWW/MEV, and with an opposite sign to compensate the difference in
sign between Fy (zw ) and Fy(zg=); (ii) either the sign of the top Yukawa coupling, Yy, or the sign of the
coupling between the W boson and the SM-like Higgs, ggww, is flipped so that a constructive interference
between W-gauge boson and top-quark contributions takes place; and (ii4) a significant reduction for the top
Yukawa coupling, Yz, to minimize the destructive interference between W and t contributions. In Fig. 2
we display the changes in ggww and Yz, normalized to their SM values. As can be seen from this figure,
both couplings are slightly changed from their expectations in the SM. In addition, both ggww and Yyz
may flip their sign simultaneously, and hence the usual destructive interference between W-gauge boson and
top-quark contributions remains intact. Therefore, one would not expect any enhancement of I'(H — 7).
The sign correlation between the coupling ratios can be understood from the fact that the parameters Tg
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and T7, in Egs. (89) and ({0), which lead to the modifications of these couplings, have the same sign in the
allowed region of ALRM parameter space, as shown in Fig.

1O T T T r: LopT i i a——"‘\
= § 0.5 ] 3
v T
3 0.0 £ 00F
=
E 05t -05f
) \M
Lok ok, M- .

-1.0 -0.5 0.0 0.5 1.0 —0.6 —0.4 -0.2 0.0 0.2 04 0.6

Y/ YN Ty,

FIG. 2: (Left panel) The relation between the coupling ratios grww /g5w and Yuz/YSM. (Right panel) The
relation between the mixing parameters T and T7..

The Higgs boson production at the LHC is dominated by gluon-gluon fusion. As in the SM, this channel
is mediated by top quarks via a one-loop triangle diagram. The extra quark d’ gives a negligible contribution
to o(gg — H) due to the suppression of its coupling with the SM-like Higgs and also its large mass. As
mentioned, the top Yukawa coupling can be slightly different from the SM coupling; therefore, the ratio
Kgg =L(H — gg)/T(H — gg)°™ can be slightly deviated from 1.

In Fig. Bl we display the results of k., = I'(H — ~v)/T'(H — 7)™ and k,4y as function of tanf
for 0 < A, A3, M < VAT, —VaArm < X <0, — VAT < oy, 00,3 < V4w, 100 < Mye, < 300, and
3 < 0, to be consistent with the perturbative unitarity and the minimization and boundedness from below
conditions [ZI)—@4). It is worth mentioning that for sz < 0, one finds, from the minimization conditions,
that Ay — A3 > 0, and from (2I]), A3 > 0 and hence Ay > A3 > 0. In our numerical analysis, we express the
parameters p3, p3, and A4 in terms of the three vevs vz, vg, and k (or v, tan 3, and My ). We also substitute
the parameters p3 and ag in terms of the charged Higgs masses M HE, and the parameter \; in terms of the

SM-like Higgs mass My = 125 GeV. Thus, one can write the matrix T'=T (tan 3, MW/,MHliYZ, A3z, Qo ag).
This figure confirms our theoretical expectation and shows that both of xy, and kg, can slightly deviate
from 1.

In this case, it is clear that the signal strength ji,~ is also close to the SM expectation and can be still
consistent with both ATLAS and CMS experimental results. In Fig. [ we show the signal strength as a
function of tan 8, where other parameters are scanned in the above-mentioned regions. For completeness,
we also present the correlation between i, and jzz, which equals ppww in our model. It is remarkable
that all signal strengths of Higgs decay channels in the ALRM are slightly less than the SM results.

V. SIGNATURES AT THE LHC

In this section we study the interesting signatures of the exotic quark d’ associated with our ALRM at the
LHC. In particular, we will analyze and compute the cross section for the production of this heavy quark
and its subsequent decays into jets, leptons and missing energy. The Lagrangian of d’ interactions with the
SM quarks can be derived from (2)) as

LY = —u (cosCYIPr +sinCYAPL) Hy Vign d +hec. (66)
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FIG. 4: (Left panel) The signal strength 1~ as a function of tan 8 and the parameters A3, a1, a2 and M+ . (Right
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panel) Correlation between iy~ and pzz in the ALRM.

where Vi is the right-handed quark mixing matrix. In addition, the kinetic Lagrangian of d’ leads to the
following interactions with the gauge bosons

Ed/ = _%E/VMAand/ — EﬂPR’yMWI:VéKI\,IdI - EEI’YMPRWI; VIT(-jKl\,IU

V2 V2
P = - 1 - 1
+%ed'7u [Au + (Psinﬁ ~3 tan 6, cos 19> Zy, + (Pcosﬁ + 3 tan 6, sinﬁ) Z;/L] d, (67)
where

3 cos20,, — sin? 0, sin 6,,
N PR + PLa
6 sin 6, cos 0,,+/cos 20,, cos 0,,1/cos 20,

where \,’s, a = 1,..., 8, are the Gell—Mann matrices and 9 is given in ([[T)). Accordingly, in this case the pair

p:

(68)

production of d’ at the LHC is dominated by the following channel: gg — d’d’. Considering all contributions
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FIG. 5: Differential production cross section of exotic quark d’ as a function of the invariant mass My 4. In the left
panel, mgr = 300 GeV, and in the right panel, my = 500 GeV.

from s,t, and u-channels, the squared amplitude of this process is given by

2 gt (9md —9ImI (5 +28) + 48 + 951 + 9{%)
257 (my — )’
{mg, (8% + 2871 + 8317 + 81%) + (3 + 1) (82 + 281 + 2?)
(_mgl + § + 5)2
2m8, — 8mS,t +mj, (352 + 451 + 122)

- (—m2, + 5 +1) } (69)

M(gg — d'd")

In addition the squared amplitude of the pair production of d’ through the channel ¢g — v/g — d'd’ is given
by

4 (29" +9g%)

_ r N2
M (9q = /g = dd)|" = ==

(28— 4 (m2 +-m3) 42 (m2 +m3)* + 282+, (70)

where 3, are the partonic Mandelstam variables. The differential cross section is given by

dé B 9
— = 71
dcos 16752 M (71)
where B = /1 — (4m?,/3). The cross section of pp — d'd’ is given by
do 3 1d L@ (4m§,) do (72)
= T Ji\T)][j )
dcosf 7 Jao I\ sz / dcost
where 14, j refer to the partons. The partons energy fractions are given by x129 = §/s, so that the minimum
parton energy fraction to produce the d'd’ pair is zyp = 2mg/+/s. Also, t = —35(1 — Bcost) + M3,.
Therefore, one finds that the production cross section is given by
do 1 2
= 73
dt  8ns? M| (73)

In Fig. B we display the differential cross section of the d’ pair production at the LHC with /s = 14 TeV
as a function of the invariant mass My 4 for two choices of mgy, namely, mgy = 300 and 500 GeV. As can
be seen from this figure, the typical value of the d’ production cross section is of O(1) fb, which was quite
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FIG. 6: The exotic quark, d’, creation and decay.

accessible at the LHC during its second run. The dominant decay channel of the produced d' quark is given
by d' — H; u, as indicated in (GG). One can show that the corresponding decay rate is given by

|V’ |2 MI2{+ ?
[ (d —uH) = =2 (|Yy92 cos® ¢+ [VEPsin® ) mar [ 1 — —2 | - (74)

167h m2,

Here, we assumed that m, < mg . On the other hand, the charged Higgs boson H2+ decays into a lepton
and scotino through the interactions

.
LYF =7 Hi U (cosCY P +sin(YEPR) e+hc. . (75)

Thus, the decay rate of H, — e~ n, for m, =0, is given by

|U1</INS|2 02 . .2 012 i 2 ms; :
I (Hy — e n) = a0 [V cos® C + [V sin® ) Mgy 1_M—,§+ : (76)
2

In Fig. [l we show the total cross section of this process with an opposite-sign dilepton, which is the most
striking signature for this exotic quark at the LHC. This cross section can be approximately written as

o (gg —g—dd — IFIF 4+ B —l—jets) ~ (gg —g— d'El)
x BR(d — Hy +jets)’BR (HF — IF + )", (17)

Since the dominant decay channel of d’ is d’ — wH, and the charged Higgs decays mainly to I* 4 n, one
finds BR (¢’ — uH, ) ~ 1 and BR (HQi — I*n) ~ 1. Therefore, o (gg —g— d'd — IF1* + Emiss +jets) ~

o (gg —g— d'al) ~ O(1) fb, which can be accessible at the LHC with /s ~ 14 TeV. In Fig. [[ we show the
reconstructed invariant mass of the extra quark d’, which decays into [ + n(scotino) + jet, with all possible
background. In this figure, we have not imposed any cut yet. Therefore, the background is clearly dominated
the signal. Here, we assume my = 300 GeV, the charged Higgs mass is of order 200 GeV, and the LHC
integrated luminosity is of order 200 fb~!.

In Fig. B (left panel), we plot the number of reconstructed events per bin of the invariant mass of d’ of
the above process for signal and SM background at F; cut > 200 GeV, where [ is the missing transverse
energy, Fp = szisiblc partichSﬁTH, with mg = 300 GeV and /s = 14 TeV. This figure shows that it is
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FIG. 7: The reconstructed invariant mass of extra quark, d’, which decays to | + jet + missing energy and its

background for my = 300 GeV. No cut has been imposed yet.
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FIG. 8: The reconstructed invariant mass of the extra quark, d’, which decays to [+ jet+missing energy for mg = 300
GeV, with F > 200 GeV cut (left panel) and Hr < 200 GeV cut (right panel).

possible to extract a good significance for the extra-quark signal in this channel. In addition, we also impose
acut, Hy <200 GeV, where Hr is the total transverse hadronic energy: Hr = >} qronic particles |PT([- 1t 18
remarkable that with Hp cuts the signal can be much larger than the background. We have used Feynrules
@] to generate the model files and Calchep ﬂﬁ] and MadEvent5 @, @] to calculate the numerical values
of the cross sections and number of events, respectively.

Finally, we provide in Table [l some details for the used cuts on Pr and Hr on the signal and background
for the process pp — d'd’ — (I"1") + (uu) + (nn). As can be seen from the results in this table, the signal
of this process can be much larger than the background if one imposes the proper Hp cuts. It is worth
mentioning that the Higgs sector of our model is very similar to the two Higgs doublets in the minimal
supersymmetric standard model, where one Higgs doublet couples to up quarks and the second couples
to down quarks. Therefore, it does not lead to any flavor-changing neutral current problem, and a light
charged Higgs is phenomenologically acceptable. The number of events of exotic quark d’ at the LHC may
slightly changed if a heavier charged Higgs is considered, but with keeping mpg+ < mg, to ensure that
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BR(d — HT + jets) ~ 1.

Cuts (GeV) Signal (S) | Background (B) SvsB
Initial (no cut) 463999 9309732 £ 21646|0.049840 £ 0.000116
Cut 1 (F7 > 200)|72291 + 247| 33523 £ 198 2.1564 £ 0.0148
Cut 2 (Hr < 200)|47977 £ 207| 1942.7 £ 44.3 24.696 + 0.573

TABLE II: Signal vs background for the process pp — d'd’ — (I"1") + (ut) + (nn) with/without cuts.

VI. CONCLUSIONS

In this paper, we have analyzed some phenomenological aspects of the alternative left-right model, moti-
vated by the superstring-inspired Fg model. We provided a detailed analysis for the symmetry breaking and
Higgs sector of this model, which consists of four neutral C P-even Higgs, two C' P-odd Higgs and two charged
Higgs bosons. We emphasized that three neutral C'P-even Higgs and two C'P-odd Higgs in addition to two
charged Higgs can be light, of O(100) GeV. We also found that the contributions of charged Higgs bosons
and the extra exotic quark d’ to H — ~+ are quite negligible. Therefore, our model predicts signal strengths
of Higgs decay, in particular, of H — vy and H — WTW ™ that coincide with the SM expectations.

Finally, we studied the striking signatures of the exotic down-type quark at the LHC. In particular, we
computed the cross section of d’-pair production . We showed that the typical value of this cross section
is of O(1) fb, which is quite accessible at the LHC. The decay of d' into a jet, lepton, and missing energy
provides an important signature for this class of models at the LHC.
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Appendix

To study the boundedness from below, and hence the stability, of the potential (20) we use the following
theorem |24, @] to ensure that the matrix of the quartic terms, which are dominant at higher values of the
fields, is copositive:

Theorem 1 (Copositivity Criteria) Let a € R, b € R*~! and C € R"="D*("=1)  The symmetric matriz

M € Rx™
a bT
M:
<b0>7

is copositive if and only if
1. a >0, C is copositive,

2. for any nonzero vector y € R with y > 0, if ¥y < 0, it follows that y” (aC — bbT) y > 0.



17

The quartic terms of the potential [0) can be written as
Ty (e Foxtk) = (168 Lot [+ 081" + loF ") + x (IXe]" + | + gl + )

420 P (16 4 162 17) + ha2 |87 + s (W17 + [xl?) +nz (bt P+ i)

+ 2007 * [ |08 + Az o P+ axs (38 L + [xtl”) + ane (E L+ &) ]

+ 2068 [ o] + onz (P + Il + s (i + il

+ 2063 Jona (W87 + Inl?) + s (P 1® + xl?)]

2B (s IEL + A I+ 00 ) + 2 (Il i )

+ 22 & X[ - 8XaRe [6007 665

+ 4(az —ag)Re | (#10F + 68707 ) X0xT + (#90F + 087 0F ) Xz - (78)
where aqp = a1 + a2, ong = g + a3 and A2 = A + 2Xo. We have

o3 = o0 lexp [i003], xPk = XDl exp [i605)] (79)

By the redefinitions of the fields’ components,

of — o exp [i (00 — 07)], 09 — d3exp [i (67 — 09)], 05 — &3 exp [—i (69 +65)], (80)

XZF,R - XZF,R exp [Z (GOL,R - GZF,R)} ) (81)
we can write
FV (0 x0h) = X7V X = 8xalollor (16165 |
+ 4(ag —az) [(|0%1leg |+ 051167 1) IXTIXE ]+ (1951103 | + 163101 1) xRIIXE]] s (82)

where

T _ 0 2 + 2 0 2 + 2 0 2 + 2 0 2 + 2

XT = (|8 6t 1”8 Jos " ol il al® il ) (53)
A1 A1 A12 A1 Q13 Q12 Q13 Q12
At At A2 a1z o2 o2 Qg3
A2 g At M a2 iz o1 g
A A A A « « « «

aFy 1 12 1 1 12 13 13 12 | (84)
Q13 Q13 Q12 Q12 A3 A3 A4 A4
Q12 g2 g3 13 A3 A3 A4 A4
o3 g2 g2 Q13 A A4 A3 A3
Q12 Q13 Q13 Q12 A4 A4 A3 A3

For the potential (78) to be bounded from below, it must happen that the matrix 4’V is copositive and
A2 < 0 and as — ag > 0. The pseudoscalar Higgs mass ([B3) implies that pug < 0. With the minimization
condition ([22)), both imply that Ay > A3. The copositivity implies that the diagonal elements Ay, A3 > 0.
Accordingly, Ay > A3 > 0. It is remarkable that the copositivity of the matrix 4"V significantly depends on
the signs of the parameters aj2, 13, and Aj2. Here we present the cases depending on these signs:

1. a2 >0, a1z > 0, and Aj2 > 0: In this case, the matrix *'V is copositive, and the potential is bounded

from below.
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2. a1z >0, a3 >0, and A2 < 0: The copositivity conditions are
A+ A2 >0, Af + 8\ A2 +4)3 <0. (85)

We deduce these conditions in detail considering the case assumptions and using Theorem [II To make
the 8 x 8 matrix *'V be copositive, we shall make that first with the 7 x 7 matrix, C, arising from
the matrix *'V by eliminating the first row and the first column. In our case, it is sufficient to stop
at this level, since the 6 x 6 matrix, C, arising from the matrix 'V by eliminating the first two rows
and the first two columns is already copositive; being a matrix of nonnegative elements. Now,

A b7
Py — < bl o ), L = (/\1 A2 A1 Qi3 Q12 Q13 Qa2 ), (86)
_ A1 b? T
C = ( e ) ) bl = ()\1 A2 Q13 Q12 12 o3 ) . (87)

Let yI = ( T1 Ty XT3 T4 Ty Tg ) be a vector that satisfies Theorem [ requests, i.e., a nonzero and

a nonnegative vector. Taking xs # 0, z13,.. 6 = 0, makes the linear form b?yl = A2x2 < 0 and its
corresponding quadratic form

yi (MC1—bib] ) y1 = —4Aa (A1 + A2)z3.
Since we have Ay < 0, we impose the condition
M+ >0 (88)

to make the quadratic form le ()\101 — blblT) y > 0 and hence as a necessary condition for the copos-
itivity.
Let us assume that x; #0, i = 1,...,6. Then, the linear form

: 1
b,{yl S 0+— T2 Z :Eglm = b\ ()\1{E1 + 1323 + 1224 + Q125 + Oélgxﬁ).
—A12

The copositivity condition (B8] makes the corresponding quadratic form be increasing in xo (for any
fixed values of the other x;’s), and hence we deduce that

yi (MC1L—bib] )y > yi (MCL—bib] )

— pmin
IQ—LEQ

BSVA [4/\1/\33% —2X2 (13A1 — a12\12) 123 — 2X2 (@121 — @13A12) T124
12

4221 ((0412335 + O[lg.fﬁ)(A% 4+ 2X1 M\ + 4/\§) —2(a1375 + 04123:6)/\1/\12)
+23 ((afsA1 — 2012013M12) (23 + 276) + A1y (323 + 2M\476))

+223 (120131 — Aiz(ady + af3)) (24 + 25) + Ay (A + M)
+x4 ((ozfy\l — 2a120013M12) (T4 + 225) + )\f2 324 + 2/\43:5))

+2z6 ((@12013M1 — Az2(ady + afs)) (@ + 25) + Aly(Aaza + Aszs))

— o~ —

—|— (01%2)\1 — 20&120&13A12 —|— )\%2)\3) .Ig —|— (01%3)\1 — 20&120&13A12 —|— A%2>\3) $§:| . (89)

By the case assumptions and the copositivity condition (88]), the quadratic form (89) is non-negative
termwise and the theorem is satisfied.
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For the copositivity of the matrix ¥V, let y7 = (gcl Ty T3 T4 Ty Tg :v7) be a nonzero and a
non-negative vector. Let x1 23 # 0, 4, 7 = 0. Then the linear form
A1

bTy = )\1({E1 + {Eg) + /\12{E2 < 0+— To > :Erznin = b\ ({E1 + {Eg).
—A12

Condition (BY) makes the corresponding quadratic form
yT (MC —bb") y = —4Xs (z1(z2 — 23) M1 + T2(T3 M1 + 22(A1 + A2)))
be increasing in zo (for any fixed values of x4 3), and hence we deduce that

y" (MC=b")y = yT (MO —bbT)y

min

2 :m2

4\
= 2 (Aga + (A + 60 + 40 )ares + MAjad) > 0

12

4\

= )\—21X£[3M13X137 Vi3,
12
where
M3 = AAZ 22N+ GAu ko +4A3) X

3A2(AT + 621 hg + 423) MAZ | W)

Now, yT (/\10 — bbT) Y ~ >0 is equivalent to the copositivity of the matrix M;3. Equivalently,

) 212

A+ 8A1A2 +4A3 <0. (90)
Now, assume that z; # 0, i = 1,...,7. Then, the linear form

: 1
by <0 a9 > xy = h\ (Mx1 4+ Mixs + a1324 + 2@ + Q13T6 + 227).
—A12

As before, conditions (88 @0) make

y" (MC ="y =yt (MC—bbT)y

. Z O, VI1137”76.

) 212

Hence, the theorem is satisfied, and, finally, the only imposed conditions for the matrix **V to be
copositive in this case are those in ([8H). The same procedure is followed to extract the copositivity
conditions in the following cases:

.12 >0, agz <0, and A2 > 0: The following conditions are necessary for the copositivity:
MAz —ads >0, afys(A3 — \g) > 0.
Since \y — A3 > 0, then we must have ay3 = 0. Finally, in this case, the copositivity conditions are
a2 >0, a13 =0, A2 > 0. (91)
.12 <0, agz >0, and A2 > 0: The following conditions are necessary for the copositivity:
MAsz — ay >0, ofy(a12 — a13)?AT (A] — A7) > 0.
Again, either ayo = 0, a12 = ag3, or A; = 0. But the minimal copositivity conditions in this case are

a2 =0, a3 >0, Az > 0. (92)
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5. ajz >0, a3 <0, and A2 < 0: The copositivity conditions are

12 >0, a13 =0, A2 <0, A\i + X2 >0, AT+ 8\ 2 + 423 <0. (93)

6. a12 <0, azz3 >0, and A2 < 0: The copositivity conditions are
12 =0, a13 >0, A2 <0, A\t + X2 >0, AT + 8\ o +4)3 <0. (94)
7. a12 <0, a3 <0, and A2 > 0: The following conditions are necessary for the copositivity:
M3 —ady >0, M3 —ady >0, ady(A3 — Ag) >0, a2z(A\3 — \g) > 0. (95)
Hence, in this case, the copositivity conditions are
a2 = a3 =0, A2 > 0. (96)
8. a2 <0, ayz <0, and A2 < 0: The copositivity conditions are

a1z = a13 =0, A2 <0, A1+ X2 >0, AT + 8\ 1\ +4A3 <0. (97)
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