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I. INTRODUCTION

Very Recently, the discovery of a neutral Higgs boson at CERBrge Hadron Collider (LHC)
experiment has been confirmed by the ATLAS and CMS collaimrafl-6]. This discovery is
based on the Higgs boson search with a variety of Higgs bosoaydmodes. Among the major
decay modes of a standard model (SM) Higgs boson studiedsintdy at ATLAS and CMS
experiments, the diphoton channel is one of the most impbdaannels for Higgs searches and
studies of its properties at the LHC experiments due to gk nésolution, small background and
a clear discrepancy between the measured signal strengép@sed by ATLAS b, 6] and CMS
Collaboration f:

R, = 1.55+0.23(stat) £ 0.15(syst), (ATLAS), (1)
R,, =0.77+027 (CMS). )

Both measurements are still consistent with the SM prezhdii., = 1) in the 2r range at present
due to still large errors. If the excess (deficit) seen by ABLEMS) is eventually confirmed by
the near future LHC measurements, the extra contributimms ¥arious new physics (NP) models
beyond the SM maybe help to understand such excess or déffaburse, all extensions of the
SM have to abide by the existence of a Higgs boson with madsmftd 25 GeV and with SM-like
properties.

The twin Higgs mechanism has been proposed as an altersativigon to the little hierarchy
problem [7, 8]. The idea of twin Higgs shares the same origin with that tfeliHiggs in that
the SM-like Higgs emerges as a pseudo-Goldstone ba#gonBut rather than using collective
symmetry breaking, the twin Higgs mechanism takes an autditidiscrete symmetry to stabilize
the Higgs mass. The twin Higgs mechanism can be implementettiright Higgs (LRTH) model
with the discrete symmetry being identified with left-riglyymmetry B]. The phenomenology of
the LRTH model has been extensively studied for example fs.R£0-12].

The LHC diphoton signal has been studied in various new plysodels, such as some pop-
ular supersymmetry model§J], the two Higgs doublet model}], the Higgs triplet model15],
the models with extra-dimensionsd], the little Higgs models17], and the other extensions of
Higgs models 18, 19]. In the LRTH model, the diphoton decay of the SM-like Higgssbn
was studied even before the LHC Higgs dat8][ In this work, motivated by the latest LHC
discrepancy of?,,, we will assume a SM-like Higgs boson with 125.5 GeV mass dndysits
implication in the LRTH model. Also we will study some exadkessignal rates compared with
the Higgs data as well as the SM predictions. Besides, wepeifiorm a global fit to the latest
LHC Higgs data to figure out if the LRTH model can provide a &efit than the SM.

This paper is organized as follows. In the next section, wapiulate the LRTH model and
lay out the couplings of the particles relevant to our catiah. In Sec. Ill, we investigate the
LRTH model predictions for the Higgs signal rates in lighttoé latest LHC experimental data.
Finally, we give our conclusion in Sec.IV.

II. RELEVANT HIGGS COUPLINGS IN THE LRTH MODEL

The LRTH model is based on the global symméfifyt) x U (4) with a locally gauged'U (2) , x
SU(2)r x U(1)p_r, subgroup. The twin symmetry is identified as the left-righthenetry which
interchanges L and R, implying that the gauge couplings©@f2), and SU(2) are identical
(921 = g2r). Two Higgs fields,/H and A, are introduced and each transformg4s ) and(1, 4)



respectively under the global symmetry, which can be writte
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whereH,  andH,  are two component objects which are charged undeSth@), x SU(2) z x
U(l)B_L as

Hyand Hy : (2,1,1), Hpand Hg - (1,2,1). (4)
The globalU(4),(U(4)2) symmetry is spontaneously broken down to its subgrig(p), (U (3)2)

with non-zero vacuum expectation values(VEV) as
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The Higgs VEVs also breakU (2) g x U(1)p—., down to the SMJ(1)y. The details of the LRTH
model as well as the gauge sector, the fermion sector andldggor have been given in Réf].
Here we will focus on the new particles and the couplingsvesieto our work.

In the LRTH model, the heavy new gauge bosois;( Z;;), heavy top quark partnei’j and
other Higgs particles¢’*) are introduced to cancel the Higgs boson one-loop quaddater-
gence contributed by the gauge bosons, top quark and Higagmlad the SM. The masses of the
particles that run in the triangle loop diagrams are giveReh [10]. The relevant Higgs couplings
and the mixing angles for left-handed and right-handed ifemsare the following10]

2
c=-"mth — T TTh + 2T W W W
v v v

2 2 m2
oW WEWh + 2y, 22k — 272y 6 o, (6)
v v v
1
sp = —=+/1— (y2f?cos2x + M?)/N;, 7
L \/5\/ (?/ f )/ t (7)
1
sp=—=+/1— (y2f?cos2x — M?)/N,, 8
R \/5\/ (y f )/ t (8)

where N, = /(M2 + y2f2)2 — y* f4sin® 2z with = v/v/2f andv = 246GeV is the elec-
troweak scale, whilé// is the mass parameter essential to the mixing between th&ksNbp
quark and the heavy top quark. The explicit expressionseofatevant couplings:, yr, yw, yw,
andy, can be found easily in Ref1{].

In the LRTH model, the relation betweé#- andwv is modified from its SM form, introducing
an additional correction,. asl/v* = V2G pyg, withy2, = 1—v?/(6f%). This correction must
also be taken into account when comparing SM-like Higgs bakaay rates (i.eb — X X) in
the LRTH model to the SM predictions withx as input.



. HIGGS DECAYS IN THE LRTH MODEL
A. Therates ofo(g9 — h — X X) atthe LHC

The Higgs production rates in the LRTH model normalized ® 8M values are generally
defined as

o(pp — h)Br(h — X X)
osm(pp — h)Brsy(h — X X)’
whereX X denotesyy, Z~, ZZ*, WW*, or the SM fermion pairs.

At the LHC, the Higgs single production is dominated by theogl-gluon fusion process. The
hadronic cross section(gg — h) at leading order can be written as:

(9)

RXX =

2 T Vdx T

olog 1) =T a0) | S L) (10
wherer, = mj} /s with /s being the center-of-mass energy of the LHC gj(l, %) is the
parton distribution of gluon. Thus, one can see thatithgy — h) has a strong correlation with
the decay width'(h — gg). Other main production processes of the Higgs boson inclad®or-
boson fusion (VBF), and associated production with SM gaaggens (VH) and top paith. For
my, = 125.5 GeV, the uncertainty on Higgs production has been studissyatically by the LHC
Higgs cross section working group for the various channetsaan be found easily in Ref2]].
The major decay modes of the Higgs bosonfares ff(f = b,c,7), VV*(V =W, Z), 99, 7Y
and Z~, wherelW*/Z* denoting the off-shell charged or neutral electroweak ge&agsons. The
corresponding expressions are given in the Appendix.

The SM input parameters relevant in our study are taken f&&sh The free LRTH model pa-
rameters involved ar¢, M, and the masses of the charged Higgs bosons. The indirestranms
on f come from theZ-pole precision measurements, the low energy neutral cupr®cess and
high energy precision measurements off #wpole, requiring approximately > 500 GeV. On
the other hand, it cannot be too large since the fine tuningi®reevere for larg¢. The mixing
parameter) is constrained by th& — bb branching ratio and oblique parameters. Following
Ref. [10], we take the typical parameter space as:

500GeV < f < 1500GeV, 0 < M < 150GeV, (11)

while the massn,; of the charged Higgs bosa#t is in the range of a few hundred GeV.
For the considerel — X X decays, one can write the decay amplitulgs — X X) as the
summation of the pieced,; from different sources:

N
A(h— XX) = Ai(h — XX). (12)

i=1

In Table I, we list all possible contributions to the decaypditnde A(h — ~v) and A(h — gg)
coming from various sources, here we show the relative gtiheof different pieces only.

For theh — ~~ decay, for example, the SM contribution include two partse comes from
the top quark loop with4,,, = —1.84, another from théV* boson with Ay, = 8.34. These
two contributions have different sign and therefore ir@sfdestructively. In the LRTH model,
however, the Feynman diagrams involving the quark, W boson ands™ boson also provide
the additional contributions to the decay — ~~ respectively, as illustrated explicitly in the
column four to six of Table I. From Table | we have the follogiobservations:



TABLE . The relative strength of the contributions to thedg amplitude from various sources for— ~y~
andh — gg (numbers in the brackets ) in the SM and the LRTH model, assgimj, = 200 GeV, M = 150

GeV andf = 500, 700, 900, 1100, 1500 GeV, respectively.

mp=125.5 Ge\

SM top

W:I:

T-quark

Wy

¢:|:

total

SM

-1.84 (0.69

8.34 (0

0

0

0

6.50 (0.69)

#=500 GeV

-1.68 (0.63

7.84 (0

0.18 (-0.07)

-0.031

-0.009

6.31 (0.56)

#=700 GeV

-1.77 (0.66

8.08 (0

0.10 (-0.04)

-0.016

-0.004

6.40 (0.62)

£=900 GeV

-1.79 (0.67

8.19 (0

0.06 (-0.024

-0.01

-0.003

6.44 (0.65)

£=1100 GeV

-1.81(0.68

8.24 (0

0.04 (-0.016

-0.007

-0.002

6.46 (0.66)

f=1500 GeV

-1.82 (0.68

8.28 (0

0.02 (-0.01)

-0.004

-0.001

6.48 (0.67)

In the SM, the decay — g¢g is dominated by the top quark loop, while the contributians t
h — ~~ arise from both the top quark antd boson loops simultaneously. The total decay
amplitude ofh — ~+ is clearly dominated by the large positive contributiomfrthe SM
W= bosons loop.

In the LRTH model, the additional new physics contribnti@re indeed much smaller in
size than the SM part and therefore play a minor role for tmsickered decay modes.

. Among the three NP sources, the contribution from the drkjis the largest piece of the NP
contributions, but it is still too small to counteract witketpositive SM part, this is because
the couplingy; is much smaller thag,. The NP contributions froniV’;; and¢* are even
much smaller than the small T-quark piece and can be nedlsafely.

. The NP contributions become smaller rapidly wifelbecomes larger. Fdr — ~~ decay,
for example, the contribution from the T-quark is changingni 0.18 to 0.02 when the
parameterf increases from 500 GeV to 1500 GeV.
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FIG. 1. f-dependence of the ratig;, for two typical values of\/ as indicated.
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FIG. 2. f-dependence ok, (left) and Rz, (right) for two typical values of\/ as indicated. The shaded
area shows the CMS resulk,, = 0.77 £ 0.27.
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FIG. 3. f-dependence ak ;- (left) and Ry «(right) for two typical values of\/ as indicated.

In Fig.1 we show thef-dependence of the rati@s,,, = I'nrru(h — 99)/Tsmu(h — g9)
for two typical values ofM: M = 0,150 GeV. Herel'sy,(h — gg) denotes the decay width
of h — ¢gg in the SM. One can see that the NP correction becomes smafielly along with
the increase of the parametgrbut becomes larger wheW is increasing. This is because the
parameter)/ is introduced to generate the mass mixing tevfm; qr, and the LRTH model can
give corrections via the coupling 6ff and the heavy T-quark loop. For the special casi/of 0,
there is no mixing between the SM top quark and the hdagyark. By assuming = 500 GeV
and varyingM in the range of) < M < 150 GeV, the NP correction can be changed froT to
34% to the SM value.

We know that the large experimental and theoretical uniceiéa may prevent the detection
of the deviation of the LRTH model prediction 6f,,, from the SM one for large value of scale
f. The QCD corrections to the total cross sectiomof> gg have been computed at next-to-



next-to-leading order (NNLO) in Ref2B]. The remaining renormalization/factorization scale
dependence of the cross section gives a lower bound on #hefsize theoretical uncertainty due
to uncalculated higher-order QCD radiative correctionalwdut15% [24], which can be further
reduced with the inclusion of recently known NNNLO resulsd@scribed in Ref25).

In Fig.2 we plot the ratidz.,, andR ., versusf for two typical values of\/ in the LRTH model.

It can be seen from Fig.2 that the rafi., and R, in the LRTH model are always smaller than
unit, and will approach one for a large On the other hand, for a small value of paramgtethe
deviation from the SM prediction is sensitive to the mixireggmeter\/.

For the diphoton signal, the measured valu&of = 0.77 £ 0.27 as reported by CMS Collab-
oration can be understood in the LRTH model. Of course, thEH.Rrediction forR.,, is always
outside 2 range of the ATLAS result. The key point here is the largeedéhce between the
central values of the measuréd., as reported by ALTAS and CMS Collaborations. Further im-
provement of the?,, measurements for both ATLAS and CMS Collaboration is gyea#icome
and will play the key role in constraining the new physics gledeyond the SM.

For theh — Z~ channel there is not enough data to draw any conclusion &lBOlUH. For the
ratiosR - and Ry +, the ATLAS and CMS measurements are consistent with eaen within
one standard deviation. In Fig.3 we plot tfiedependence of the rati; ;- and Ry - for two
typical values ofM. It can be seen from Fig.3 that the rafiy ;- and Ry« in the LRTH model
are always smaller than unit and sensitive to the value @materf and M.

TABLE Il. The theoretical predictions for the Higgs prodiact ratesR x x in the LRTH model, assuming
mg=200 GeV,M=150 GeV andf = 500, 800,1200 and1500 GeV. The corresponding measured values
reported by ATLAS and CMS46] are listed as comparison.

f (GeV) Ry, Rzz+ Ryw+ Ry+— | Rz,
500 0.659 0.674 0.674 0.674 | 0.619
800 0.858 0.866 0.866 0.866 | 0.833
1200 0.936 0.939 0.939 0.939 0.92
1500 0.959 0.961 0.961 0.961 | 0.946

ATLAS |1.55 £0.23 £0.15{1.43 £ 0.33 £ 0.17(0.99 £ 0.21 £ 0.21| 0.7 £ 0.7 | < 13.5
CMS 0.77 £0.27 0.92 +£0.28 0.68 £0.2 1.1+£041] < 9.3

In Table II, we list the LRTH predictions for the Higgs bosanguction ratesz. ., Ry w+, Rzz+, R+
andR., assumingl/ = 150GeV,m, = 200 GeV and>00 < f < 1500 GeV. From the numerical
results as listed in Table II, one can see the five signal exeeslways suppressed when the new
physics contributions are taken into account, which islsimvith the situation in the little Higgs
models pP6]. This is mainly due to the following common reasons in thkisel of new physics
models:

1. The couplings of top quark partnér and new heavy gauge bosoig,; with the Higgs
boson have the opposite sign with respect to the Higgs aoggplvith SM top quark and
gauge bosons, respectively.

2. The new physics part of the Higgs couplings to the SM toprlgaad gauge bosons are
suppressed by the ratid/ 2, and will become zero in the limjt — oc.



It is well known that the production and decays of the Higgsdwoare largely affected by high
order corrections. In order to reduce the errors of thezakfiredictions, we define y x as the
ratios of the theoretical predictions in the SM and in the ERModel. In this way, the theoretical
errors will be largely canceled.

In many cases, the higher order corrections to the relevass sections or the branching ratios
could be factorized out approximately as simple factors@Nar NNLO, etc) of the leading order
results as discussed in Re27]. For instance, one can see that the NLO QCD correctionstto bo
hgg andh~~ vertex can give a simple multiplicative factor. We assunag the QCD corrections
in the LRTH model are similar as those in the SM top loop fordiaity, thus the QCD corrections
cancel to a large extent in these ratios, provided that desprgduction mechanism dominates.
This certainly applies tq.,.,, pvy, andp,+,.- which are governed by the dominant production
channel through gluon fusio2§].

B. Global fit of the LRTH model to current LHC Higgs data

By using the latest LHC Higgs data of 17 channels from both A¥Land CMS as given in
Refs. 9, 30], we now perform a global fit to the LRTH model with the methadosed in
[28, 31]. When fitting the various observables, we consider theetation coefficients given in
Ref.[32] due to the independent data for different exclusive seahemnels by two collaborations.

The globaly? function is defined as usual:

X = (= i) (o) 5 (g = fiy), (13)

i?j

where indexi, j runs over all the different production/decay channels ictaned in this paper,
(n4, 115) @and(f;, 1) are the corresponding theoretical signal strength in thEH.Riodel and the
measured Higgs signal strengths as reported by both ATLASGMS collaborations, respec-
tively. afj = 0,p;j0;, o is the experimental error extracted from the dataaiahd p;; is the
correlation matrix. Taking two correlated observablesrigtance, the correlation coefficiemts
applicable to the following formula
2 1 [n = fn]® | [ — o) [ — fu] - [p2 — fio]
X12 = (1—p?) o2 + o2 2p 0109 . (14)

Note that the errors on the reported Higgs signal strengthse symmetrized by the relation

Ofti = /[(6411)2 + (61-)] /2, (15)

wheredi. are the one-sided errors given by the experimental coléloors. For plotting distri-
butions of a function of one variable, tl68% (10) and95% (20) confidence level (CL) intervals
are obtained by? = X2, + 1 and+4, respectively. For a more detailed description of the fit
procedure, one can see Ref33[31, 32].

In Fig. 4 we project the samples on the global fit valuegofrersus parametef for M = 0
and 150 GeV. One can see that the valueygfis larger than that for SM for most of parameter
space off and approaches the SM value for a sufficiently lafgd-or a large values of scalé
(about 1100 GeV), it is slightly smaller than the SM valyé & 14.88 for M = 150 GeV while
X%y = 14.89). So we can see that the good points favored by the current Hig@s data is at
the region off > 1100 GeV. ForM = 150 GeV andf < 550 GeV, the value ofy? is larger than




2c

16

SM, i* = 14.89

14 . .
500 700 900 1100 1300 1500
f (GeV)

FIG. 4. The global fit values of? versusf for M = 0 and150 GeV.

18.9, which implies thatf < 550 GeV is excluded a25% confidence level from the experimental
viewpoint

In Fig.5 we present the LRTH predictions of different Higignal ratesR y x, and a compar-
ison with the corresponding experimental measurementseat HHC, assuming/ = 150 GeV
and the scalar parametgr= 500, 800 and1200 GeV respectively. In our fit, we select 17 sets of
data from RefsZ9, 30]. From Fig.5 one can see that all the signal rates are suggaakie to the
inclusion of new physics corrections in the LRTH model, wisempared with the SM values. In
the LRTH model, we find? = 20.29, 15.39, 14.82 for f = 500, 800 and 1200 GeV. The LRTH
prediction forR., agree well with the CMS measuremet:™® = 0.77 & 0.27.

For given values of the LRTH parametif and f, the masses/;, Myy,,, and the relevant cou-
plingsy,, yr andyy, will be determined consequently. In Table 11l we presentthmerical results
of the LRTH predictions for some ratios and various Higg®salgates, as illustrated explicitly in
Fig. 5.

In the near future, the improved measurement of the diphsigmal at the LHC will play a
decisive role for these models. For example, if the futurd-measured diphoton rate is still
clearly larger than unit, the LRTH model and other little gisgmodels will be strongly disfavored
or ruled out. Otherwise, if the deficit signal rate permitgese models will be favored. However,
it is difficult for the LHC to clearly discriminate these neWwysics models due to the different free
parameters for each model. The high energy and high luntinlasear electron positron collider
experiments, such as CLIC or the ILC, will provide a ratheradl environment for new physics
discovery B3.

IV. CONCLUSIONS

In this work, we studied the Higgs production and decay intR&H model in the light of
the latest LHC Higgs data from ATLAS and CMS Collaboratiomorf the numerical results we
obtain the following observations:

1. The signal rates normalized to the SM prediction for the filiggs search channels are
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FIG. 5. The LRTH predictions for the various Higgs signaksk x x at the LHC, assuming/ = 150
GeV, f = 500,800 and 1200 GeV respectively. The error-bars show the ATLAS and CMS mesamsents

of 17 channels as given in Ref&9 30].

always suppressed when new physics contributions are tateaccount and approach the
SM predictions for a large scale parameter

2. The LRTH prediction for?,, agree well with the CMS measurement atlevel, but differ
with the ATLAS result. The LRTH model could be further tesbgdthe improved measure-
ment of R, at LHC.
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Appendix A: The Higgs decays in the LRTH model

In the LRTH model, the decays — gg,~, Z~ all receive contributions from the modified
couplingsh X X and the new heavy particles. The LO decay widtha e® gg,~~, Z~ are given



11

TABLE lll. The numerical results of the LRTH predictions feome ratios and various Higgs signal rates,
assumingV = 0, 150 and f = 500, 800 GeV, respectively.

M (GeV) 0 150

£ (GeV) 500 800 | 500 800
mr (GeV) |464.9 774.4 4885 788.4
mw,, (GeV) |1175.6 1883.1175.6 1883.9

y? 1.0 1.0 | 0.871 0.959
v 0.017 0.002 0.011 0.002
v 0.921 0.969 0.921 0.969
Chygg 0.728 0.892 0.664 0.861
Chry 0.919 0.964 0.939 0.976
Chz~ 0.871 0.944 0.881 0.947

Chyy- 0.921 0.969 0.921 0.969
ggF+ttH,7~y |0.705 0.882 0.663 0.858
VBF+VH, vy | 0.931 0.9710.953 0.982
ggF+ttH,ZZ | 0.736 0.896 0.674 0.866
VBF+VH, ZZ | 0.971 0.989 0.974 0.989
ggF+ttH,WW | 0.736 0.896 0.674 0.866
VBF+VH, W[ 0.971 0.989 0.974 0.989
VHtag,bb |0.971 0.989 0.974 0.989
ggF+ttH,7r | 0.736 0.896 0.674 0.868
VBF+VH, 7 | 0.971 0.989 0.974 0.989
0/1jet,WW |0.973 0.897 0.674 0.866
O/ljet,7r |0.941 0.899 0.681 0.868
VBF tag,7~ |0.998 0.999 1.000 1.001
VHtag,7= |0.971 0.989 0.974 0.989

X2 18.55 15.1q 20.3 15.39
by
V2Gpaimi | 1 1 2
F(h — 99) = W)—§ 1/2(Tt)ytycp 3 1/2(TT)?/T ) (A1)
V2G pa?m3 |4 4
L(h —yy) = W’g 1/2(Tt)ytyGF + 3 1/2(TT)yT
2
+E(w)yw + Fi(Twy )ywy, + F0(7¢)y¢) , (A2)
a2m3 3
I'(h JA) = — ¢ h (1 _m2 2
(h = 27) 128738, ¢34, 02 (1= mz/mi)

2

, (A3)

8
: 'Q?Jf(l - §S%V)A1/2(7'f, >\f) + yWC%/VAl(TI/Va Aw)
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with
Fi=2+3174+37(2—1)f(1),
Fipp= =271+ (1—1)f(7)],
Fo=7[1—7f(7)],
Ay =4(3 —tan? Oy ) I(7, \) + (1 + 277 Y tan® Oy — (5 + 27~ (7, N),
A1/2 :Il(T, )\) —12(7', )\), (A4)
where
TA T2)\2 2\
TA
I(7, ) = —m[f(ﬂ A (A6)
with

f(r) = [sin~ 1(1/\/?)]2
g(1) = V7 — 1sin H(1/y/7), (A7)

for r, = 4m?/m? > 1.
The partial decay widths into single off-shell gauge bosors VV'V* are given in Ref. 34]

3GZmi,my, m?
I'(h =W e A
(h = WW™) = (m%), (A8)
7 10 40 GZm3m m2
D(h— ZZ*) =~ — s + —sb, | 2270 p (£ A9
(h=227) (4 3SW+9SW) 1673 md )’ (A9)
with the form factorF'(x) is formulated as
r—1 3
F(z) = 5 (2—13x+47x)—§(1—6x+4x)ln:c
X
3(1 — 8z + 202%) 3z —1
+ \/m arccos (W) (A].O)
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