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abstract

We study the Higgs derivative interactions on models including arbitrary number of the Higgs dou-
blets. These interactions are generated by two ways. One is higher order corrections of composite Higgs
models, and the other is integration of heavy scalars and vectors. In the latter case, three point couplings
between the Higgs doublets and these heavy states are the sources of the derivative interactions. Their
representations are constrained to couple with the doublets. We explicitly calculate all derivative inter-
actions generated by integrating out. Their degrees of freedom and conditions to impose the custodial
symmetry are discussed. We also study the vector boson scattering processes with a couple of two Higgs
doublet models to see experimental signals of the derivative interactions. They are differently affected
by each heavy field.
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1. Introduction

The Standard Model (SM) has been completed by the discovery of the Higgs boson [I]. However, the
SM does not explain the mechanism of the electroweak symmetry breaking (EWSB). The symmetry is
broken by hand with the negative mass square of the Higgs doublet. In order to find some clues of the
origin of the EWSB, physics of the Higgs sector has been investigated well.

Physics of the higher energy region can be described with higher dimensional operators at the lower
energy region. Their effects appear as smoking gun signals of new physics. For the Higgs sector, the
Higgs derivative interactions, which consist of two derivatives and four Higgs doublets, have attracted
interest as operators which shed light on a new structure behind the Higgs sector. These operators
modify the normalization of the Higgs boson, so that they ubiquitously affect the Higgs physics. In
particular, the cross sections of the vector boson scatterings are enhanced by this effect because they
violate the unitarity condition of these processes.

They have been studied well by Ref. [2] in the context of composite Higgs models. In these models,
the Higgs doublet is embedded in nonlinear sigma models. The derivative interactions are given by the
expansion of the kinetic term. Their effects in future colliders has been studied by many papers, e.g.
Refs. [3] 4].

The derivative interactions are also generated by integrating out heavy scalars and vectors. Three point
interactions between the Higgs bilinears and heavy bosons are the sources of these effective interactions.
They also appear in composite Higgs models. Since the representations of the heavy fields are constrained
to couple with the bilinears, the interactions generated by integrating out have qualitatively different
features from composite ones [5l, [7].

Introducing additional Higgs doublets is a popular way to extend the Higgs sector. In particular,
the minimal extension, the two Higgs doublet models, are studied well. The derivative interactions
also appear in these models because of other heavy bosons and the composite nature. For example, an
explicit model is studied by Ref. [§]. Some general features of the Higgs derivative interactions have
been investigated by Refs. [0, [10] in the context of composite N Higgs doublet models.



In this paper, we calculate the derivative interactions generated by the heavy boson integrations for
models including an arbitrary number of the Higgs doublets. The given derivative interactions are
constrained because we assume models have perturbative UV completion. We investigate some
features appearing in the vector boson scatterings on the two Higgs doublet models.

Recently, some experimental results from ATLAS and CMS implied new bosons around 2 TeV [12].
Their couplings with the Higgs boson could help us to investigate the origin of the EWSB. The low
energy structure of couplings between these new particles and the doublets are explicitly shown in this
manuscript.

This paper is organized as follows. After this introduction, we show the derivative interactions gen-
erated by the heavy boson integrations in Sect. 2l We also discuss conditions imposing the custodial
symmetry to the interactions and terms contributing the oblique parameters there. In Sect. Bl we inves-
tigate some properties of the given derivative interactions. For the case of the N Higgs doublet models,
we compare the degrees of freedom (DOFSs) of the derivative interactions we have obtained and the
general effective Lagrangian of the derivative interactions which respect only the SM symmetry. For the
two Higgs doublet models, we discuss how the contribution occurs as regards the vector boson scattering
processes. We present our conclusions in Sect. @l The potential terms simultaneously generated by
the heavy scalar integrations and the conditions to impose the custodial symmetry on the derivative
interactions are shown in Appendices [Al and [Bl respectively.

2. Integrating out and effective Lagrangian

We explicitly calculate the Higgs derivative interactions given by the integration of heavy scalar bosons
and vector bosons. The derivative interactions are generated by three point interactions among them.
First, we explain the procedure and the notation used in this paper. Afterwards, the explicit forms of the
derivative interactions are shown with a conventional operator base. It is a straightforward generalization
of Ref. [5].

The contributions of the heavy scalars appear in various sets of the Higgs flavor indices. On the other
hand, those of the heavy vectors are strongly constrained because we assume they interact with doublets
through kinetic terms, namely, flavor diagonal terms.

We also discuss conditions to preserve the custodial symmetry in the derivative interactions based
on Ref. [10]. These conditions are discussed in terms of the Wilson coefficients, namely, the tree level,
because 1-loop contributions can also be produced by other sectors. The 1-loop calculation has been
studied in Ref. [11]

The disappearance of the Wilson coefficients obtained in this section is related to the unitarity sum
rule. A consequence of the sum rule lead to the custodial symmetry and other relations as studied in
Refs. [13]. This rigidity can also be observed below.

2.1. Integration of heavy bosons

First, we study the Higgs derivative interactions generated by the heavy scalars. Since we focus on
the three point interactions, these heavy scalars can be classified into four kinds of representations
with respect to SU(2);xU(1)y. They are the SU(2)y singlet or triplet with the hypercharge of 0 or 1.
Hereafter, the singlet and the triplet are, respectively, referred to as 1 and 3, and their hypercharges
are shown as their subscripts. Even if there are many fields for a representation, their differences are
merged in terms of an effective interaction, except for some special situations mentioned later in this
section. We calculate the effective interactions using a scalar field for each representation.

! Here a perturbative UV completion does not mean a renormalizable theory, which is valid up to very high scale like the
GUT scale or the Planck scale. We consider possible models just behind the electroweak scale including TeV scalar and
vectors. For instance, composite vector resonances are also considered as heavy vectors.
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Our discussion is based on the following Lagrangian:

2
m
£S = — —20 gb% + mooo E /\“IO E wIZ-Oj + H.C.)

) 1<j
—mekos +ms Y (AoLIS + He.)
1<j

2 ..
SEOLOL +madf | DML+ D (I + He)

1<J
— mpé7 oF + mT< DI TIT“ +y O NIE |+ Hc> (2.1)
7 1<j
where

1% =H!H;, (2.2)

I =H] 0’H;, (2.3)

Ik =HfooH;, (2.4)

I* =H[ 0®0" Hj, (2.5)

and ¢o, ¢5, ¢, and ¢F are the heavy scalar fields of the 1g, 11, 3¢, and 31 representations, respectivel.
Using the symmetry of the indices for the doublets in the above operators, the couplings satisfy the
following relations,

X=X (2.7)
NI =— N\, (2.8)
AT =X (2.9)
AL =X (2.10)

The flavor diagonal components of the 1¢ and 3¢y couplings, )\0 and A% Y, are real. The couplings of the
1, scalars, A Y , are antisymmetric under the exchange of indices. Hence, this coupling disappears in the
one Higgs doublet models.

Integrating out the heavy scalars roughly generates the effective interactions as follows:

A2m? 1
¢L¢L+ALmL¢LHT “f =L L(HTU“H)W(HTUCLH) (2.11)
L
)‘2 T a 62 T _a
L

2 The triplet scalar fields, 301, have vacuum expectation values which explicitly violate the custodial symmetry. If we
write them as vy, they roughly satisfy the relation
v (%
M~ v
where A\, v, and M stand for the three point coupling, the vacuum expectation value of the doublet, and the mass of
the triplet scalar, respectively. Because of the electroweak precision measurement, vg/v ~ 0.01 for each triplet. This
means M is a few tens TeVfor A = 1, so that their effects are much smaller than the expected limits written in Ref. [4].
However, the vacuum expectation values of the 3¢ scalar and the 3; scalar can be canceled each other, i.e., the alignment
limit of the Georgi-Machacek model. In this case, vg/v can be a few tens GeV, so M can be about 1 TeV. These
discussions are implicitly assumed in Ref. [5]. The current situation of the latter case has been studied by Ref. [6].
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In the large parenthesis of the last line, the first term contributes to the potential, and the second term

gives us the derivative interactions we are interested in. The generated potential terms are shown in
Appendix [Al
Following the above procedure, the given derivative interactions are written as

2

1
e Z/\“IO > NI +He)
0

1<j

+ a ()\”IS +He) o (W +He.)

1
m2
ms
1
2

<j,k
2
( XIS+ (W I+ He)

i<j
T T 1) 7T T TaT kix rTat
+m—2Ta Z L+ O NIEe (Z LT+ ) I ) (2.13)
7 i<j k k<l

These interactions can be expressed with the following four kinds of operators:

H;(0H;)|(0Hy,), (2.14)
o} ;) (H|'D Hy). (2.15)
O(HH,)o(H  H)), (2.16)
(11D H,)(H] D H). (2.17)

Red
where HZT D Hj stands for HiT(DHj) - (DHZ-T)H]- and the Lorentz indices are suppressed. As is well
known, the first two kinds of operators can be eliminated with the field redefinition. We use the rest
of the operators to express the given derivative interactions with the notation below,

1

H __ - 9(HIH, t
Ofju =17 5 5ﬂa(Hl H;)O(H Hy) (2.18)
1 — —
T = (H'DH;))(H DH). 2.1
Oljkl 1 +52kéjl( 7 ])( k l) ( 9)

It is convenient to classify these operators for the combinations of the indices as follows:
type | : all doublets have the same flavor, e.g. 8(HJH,)8(HJH,),

type Il : one of doublets is different from the others, e.g. 8(HJH,)8(HJHJ),

type Il : two flavors of doublets are included by two each e.g. O(HJHZ)O(H;Hj),

type IV : three flavors of doublets are included in operator e.g. G(HJHZ)O(Hij),

type V : all doublets have different indices e.g. 8(HJHJ-)8(H£H1).

3 This procedure simultaneously introduces higher dimensional operators in the Yukawa couplings. They are not specified
in this paper.



The integration of the heavy vector fields are similar to that of the heavy scalar fields. We study the
following Lagrangian to derive the Higgs derivative interaction

cY O%uVou + Vou <Z 96 T8 + 9’ (P00, B””))

+mEVEVg, + (V’” (Z 95 ; W) +H.c.>

T —LV(WVLM + Vi <Z gL i + gpL(DuW“")“>= (2.20)
where the Higgs currents are defined as
JO =ir! D H, (2.21)
J5 =il o’ D, (2.22)
gk —iflo"'D H,. (2.23)

The couplings, gé’; ;, are real and g¥ can be complex. Since we assume the couplings with the vector fields
appear from the kinetic terms, the vector of the 3; representation, which only interacts with the flavor
off diagonal currents, is not included. The 11 vector can be introduced as the 1¢ and the 3 in terms of
the O(4) representation of the Higgs boson. It is embedded in a part of the SU(2). Further details are
described in Ref. [5].

Integrating out the heavy vectors, we obtain the effective Lagrangian which consists of the squared
currents,

2

L <Z Ge T2 4 ¢ pod - B>
L Zg_?Js . Zﬁﬂ
mg \ & 2" — 2 "9

J
2
T oz (Z 91 T+ gpr(0- W)“) : (2.24)

With the effective operators of Of and O, only the type I and the type III effective operators appear
due to their flavor diagonal couplings. In the case of the heavy vectors, the derivative interactions are
the leading contributions of integrating out. They do not give us additional potential terms.

The above effective Lagrangian also produces higher dimensional operators including the gauge cur-
rents, d - B and (D - W)*. They contribute to the oblique parameters introduced by Refs. [14], [15]. We
will take care of these tree level effects since they are usually too large to compensate with contributions
of the other sectors because of the same reason as with the custodial symmetry.

2.2. Type |
Integrating out the heavy scalars, the following type I derivative interactions are obtained:
N2 2, A2 PUSN
£f =20 (a19)° + ZLo o1k + “L2L (arfe) (o1f e 2.25
)\222 /\222 /\u /\u* )\z’z’2 /\u /\u*
= <L2 - —g - > O + ( L IL > O (2.26)
mg my ZmT mi 2m#,

4 Fermion currents can also couple with the heavy vector fields. However, they can be eliminated by the SM equation of
motion as mentioned in Ref. [5].



T

Since the operator O;; violates the custodial symmetry, the following condition is required:

112 14 ) 0%
)‘L _ )‘T)‘T

2 = 2
my 2m#,

(2.27)

The 1 scalar preserves the symmetry. It also happens for the other types of the derivative interactions
as shown in the rest of this section.
If we suppose that A} is rea, the condition can be written,

N
mr, \/imT.

Their signs can be independently chosen for each doublet. This relation means that different represen-
tations of SU(2)g collectively recover the custodial SO(4) symmetry. This situation is expected if they
are embedded in a larger multiplet respecting the symmetry in UV completions.

Likewise, in the above calculation, the heavy vectors produce the derivative interactions,

(2.28)

v 96° 02 9595° s st 9L La2
a
A= g = g Tl gz i (229
PPRIES 112 12 PYPRAES
9595 | 91 H 90~  9s9s T
=3 <M+m—% Ouis =\ g ~ “amz ) O (230)

The custodial symmetry is recovered by eliminating the coefficient of OT with the condition,

9" _ 959"

2 2 -
mg 2myg

(2.31)

For the case of the scalars, the condition is imposed between the 3 representations. However, in this
case, the 1 representations are related each other.

As discussed in the heavy scalar case, if gfgi is real, the sizes of the interactions are fixed up to signs,

ii

g_O_i gg‘i

mo B \/ims.

The 3¢ vector does not violate the custodial symmetry such as the 1g scalar. The results obtained here
are the same as that given by Ref. [5].

(2.32)

2.3. Type ll

The effective Lagrangian of the type II derivative interactions are similar to that of the type I,

S )\6@)\6] 0 0 )\ZIZ/\ZL]/ La La /\if“/\éﬂ* Ta Tax
mg m? 2
5\t 2)\ii}\ij )\ij A\l )\ii)\ij )\z’j ik
_ (A >;o S ZMAL AT N oy (ALAL AT ) T e (2.3)
my mi, 2m, m3 2m2.

5 This assumption to show a simple situation may looks artificial. However, imaginary parts of couplings should satisfy
too many relations to preserve the custodial symmetry as shown below. Even if they can survive the relations, couplings
with the Standard Model fermions not studied in this paper give strong constraints on these CP violating phases; see
e.g. Ref. [16].



As discussed in Ref. [9], the above Wilson coefficients have to be real to preserve the custodial symmetry.

Besides, the following condition is required because the coefficient of OZ.. violates the symmetry:

119]

i \U i dix
ALAL _ AP AT

. 2.35
Assuming the three point couplings are real, with Eq. (Z228]), the above relation becomes
A} A
AL 4 7T (2.36)
mrp, \/émT
The relative sign is the same as in Eq. (2.28]) for any combination of the indices.
2.4. Type lll
The type III derivative operators given by the heavy scalars are shown now,
1 .. 0 2 )\ZZ)\J] 0 0 )\ZJ ZJ* g st
co T (AForg +me.) + (01%) (919) + 2252 (or3) (o1 )
1 ij 4L 2 )‘iLi)‘g L L
+ o (Nfork +He) + L3 (ork) (1)
NEAES o iy (Tt o (MR (o Ty (5pTat
+o (ar5e) (arf) + ot (a1%) (1] + e (2.37)
(BN NINET NN AN o
m2 2m? m? 2m2 wJ
0 S L T
N AN N MG XN AN M i
m2 2m? m? 2m2 R
0 s L T
/\ij2 2>\ij2 )\J] )\n*
+<<L2_ é - 052]+Hc)
mg my, 2mT
AT N NIADS X or.
2m% m? 2m2 i
)\ij )\U* )\ii)\j] )\Z] )\U* )\UQ )\J] )\u*
n ( 5 s | 2L7 ) Ol + << oL > Olij —|—H.c.). (2.38)
mg my ZmT my 2mT

The couplings with the 11 scalars appear of this type.
To impose the custodial symmetry, the coefficients of Ogm and OZ;U have to be real. We also need
the following two nontrivial relations to preserve the symmetry:

i \JJ i\ JJ 152
)‘T)‘T _)‘L)‘L )‘s

= 2.39
2m3. m? 3m%’ (2.39)
N2 N2 g2
T L S (2.40)

2 2 2
2mz m7p 6ms

where, for simplicity, it is supposed that all couplings are real. The conditions without this simplification
are shown in Appendix [Bl The couplings with the 17 scalars are also required to preserve the symmetry,
unlike the type I and the type II operators.



The type I, II, and III interactions appear for any pair of indices in models including more than two
doublets. Using Egs. ([2.28) and (2.30), it is found that the 1; couplings, A, disappear and the relative
signs between A7, and Ar are the same for any pair of the indices. If the heavy scalars have only flavor
off diagonal couplings, the relative signs are still free. Another way not to fix the relative signs is as
follows. We divide the doublets into several groups, and each group couples with different heavy scalars
for each representation. In this case, the relative signs can be changed for the different groups.

The following type III derivative operators are obtained by integrating out the heavy vectors:

1% géiggj 0 70 i ji* 18 1St giLig]Lj La 7L
Ll =— JOT0. —( it gii* 18 1S +H.c.) _ Jka jla 2.41
111 m(z) Y] 4777% 9595 Jij jj m% i Yjj ( )
9191\ Am 9898\ Hu
=3 O;5.-+3 O;%..+H.c.
< m% Z]jl 2’[71% Zjlj
AV N LAY, gdga\ r
+ - oL+ oL — oL, +H.ec. ). 2.42
< m(Q) m% lej m% Z]jl 2m2s Zjlj ( )

Assuming that the vector couplings are real, the two conditions of the custodial symmetry for the Wilson
coefficients become the same. The condition is similar to those of the type I and II,

i JJ ii JJ

909 9s9g
0 S

Using this condition, the relative signs written in Eq. (2.32]) become the same for the different Higgs
doublets. If the heavy vectors couple with only two of the doublets, the imaginary parts of gg can be
kept after imposing the custodial symmetry.



2.5. Type IV

The type IV derivative operators are calculated as follows:

s, :% (Agjafg + H.c.> (Ag’faffk + H.c.) + % (812) (Ag’“afg?k + H.c.)
0 0

)\ZS])\%S]?* S S'x
1 tj arLa ik arLa )‘Z[% La jk arLa
to (ALaIij + H.c.> ()\L arke + H.c.) o (a1%) (ALaank + H.c.)

! (1) @17 + H.c.) (2.44)

i \Jk*
L ArAr
mr

[\

(A?Aiﬁ*(a]%“)(@[gﬂ) +

2 2

ii \Jk ik % ii \Jk ik \J* ik iJ*
N )\62)\0 _ )\S /\S _ /\L/\L —I—)\L AL _ /\T/\T oH
mg Zm% m3 Zm% ijk

2 2

(28 DINE NN o
mg m7 2m2, ijik

)\U}\zk* /\U/\zk* /\U)\zk* + )\n)\)k* )\U)\zk*
_|_<00+SS_LL LL Lo of,

m% 2m% m% Zm%
NN RN MR (N M
+ 2m2 + 2 2 iijk + 2 2 ijik
mg mi 2m#, my 2m#,
/\ij ik A\ )\jk* /\ij ik
5 L T )\ ol 4+ He (2.45)
2myg my 2m#,

These coefficients must be real to impose the custodial symmetry. Additionally neglecting the imaginary
part of the each three point scalar coupling, the requirement of the following relations guarantees the
Symmetry:

ii\Jk iiyJk i yik
>‘T)‘T :>‘L/\L >‘S/\S

) 2.46
2m% m2L 3m% ( )
MNE_XAE AN (2.47)
2m% m2L 6m%

They are trivially satisfied by the conditions discussed in the previous section. Using the second condi-
tion, the relative signs of the flavor off diagonal couplings are fixed even if the flavor diagonal couplings
do not exist.
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2.6. Type V

The following effective Lagrangian is the type V derivative interactions given by the integration of the
heavy scalars:

s :mig ((Njo1f) + ) (@) +He) + (NE@1%) + He) (Ni0I1f) + He.)
+ (Agl(afg) + H.c.> (Agk(af;?k) + Hc)>
I ((\dors) (Mrargh) + (Whors) (Mror) + (Morf) (Marl) +Hee.)
> (A or + 1) (N Or) + ) + (NE@IE) + He ) (M (0rf) + Hee.)
i (Aig(af,%a) + H.c.) (Ag’“(aff,g) + Hc))

N %((Aga[iga) (Al}l*al,zag n (Aéﬁaliil"fa) (AZ}*C?I;;“T) + (A%&Iif{a) (A%k*alﬂat) + H.c.)

2
' (2.45)
2.48
Y R R Y Y R A ol
mé 2m2s m? 2m2, ikl
Agj A'gl* NEXT R RN A ol
2mS m% 2m%p itk
N )\Z’f)\” UM AN M
2mS m% 2m% ikjl
N AZWl* AJ’W* NI XENG N ol
m 2m 2 m% 2m% ikl
N )\”)\]k A'fwg* NN MY
m? 2m?2 iljk
L T
kx jl * 17 il \ 7k* il ikx
N xw L As xk DN NI AR ol
2m 2 m2L Qm% ilkj
/\Jl)\zk* )\zl/\]k* )\ﬂ/\ik* )\jk/\il* /\ik)\jl* )\jk)\il*
+ TAT | T _ASAS AL AT AT ) o
2m2 2 2m?2 ikt 2m2 m?2 2m?2 ijlk
5 my, T 5 L T
N A”Ajk M NEXT NI NN
+ 2 2 2m2 Ozkjl 2m2 + 2 2m2 Ozkla
ms my, mp mg my, mp
)\kl)\lj* /\zk/\]l )\kl/\ij* )\ﬂ)\ik* )\ij/\kl )\ﬂ/\ik*
+ 4 T ;I“ o+ |28 g L2L _ T :2F OL..+Hec. (2.49)
2mS m3 2m#, 7 2my, m3 2m#, J
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Assuming that all of couplings are real, the following conditions impose the custodial symmetry on the
above effective Lagrangian:

0 = — MEA! 4 XEXIF 4 AR (2.50)
NIMEE OXNINED NN 4+ XN (2.51)
2m%p m% Gm% 7

ik \Jl ik yJl ij il \Jk
NN NEMT NN — XN (2.52)
NINE NI NI+ NN (2.53)
m2, m? 6m

In addition to the three conditions like those appearing in the type III and IV cases, a relation among
the 1; couplings is required. However, these conditions are weaker than the conditions which have been
discussed in the type III.

2.7. Gauge currents

The heavy vector fields of the 39 and the 1y representations can couple with the SM gauge currents.
After integrating out, their couplings appear in contributions to the oblique parameters. Expanding the
related part of Eq. ([2:24]), we obtain

/41

=y po%BW <z’(DuH)T(D,,H) —i(D,H)'(D,H) — gW? Hio"H — g’BWHTH)
i 0
KA

21
+y pL%WW (z’(DuH)Ta“(D,,H) —i(D, H)lo"(D,H) — gWe, H'H — ¢/ B, H' 0“H>
; L
KA

(g 5y 0.3~ L (L) bwy . 0wy (2.54)
1(’ >2 B).(0-B) 2<9PL>

2\ myg mrp,

Following the definition of Ref. [15], the parameters are

& i Ui2 i Ui2
S=—¢° (Po <Z 90 —2> +pL (Z 91 >> (2.55)
i Mo i m

2
L
1 (gprmw )’
W o== ( $PLmwW 2.56
2( L ) , (2.56)
1 (¢ pomw\”
y —— (dPmw 9.57
2( mo ) (257)

The parameter S is modified by the effect of the additional doublets. The others are the same as the
models including only the SM Higgs doublet.
The strongest constraint comes from S, and its contribution can be written

A Po i2g | PL i X
S=—dmiy | — 2962250 + — Z:QZLZ2 &L | - i (2.58)
mo 3 mL p

pogu pLg“
cdmiy [ > << m20> - < m2L> ) [—1,1], (2.59)
0 L

i
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General ‘ DOFs
Re (N?(N? +3) — 4n(N — n)(N? — 2nN + 2n?))/2
Im (N2(N? — 1) — 4n(N — n)(N? — 2nN + 2n?))/2
Cust. | (N?)(N?+2) —2n(N —n)(2N? —1—4n(N —n)))/3

Table 3.1: The DOFs of the general effective Lagrangian. The first and second ones are respectively the
real and the imaginary DOFs in the case including n Zs-odd doublets. Imposing the custodial
symmetry, the real one becomes the third one, and the imaginary one vanishes.

where 507 1 and 1 are N dimensional unit vectors defined by

(fo,1)i :790,9' ; (2.60)
NN
v?
()i =5 (2.61)

As is well known, the absolute value of S should be smaller than about 0.001. For example, in the
one Higgs doublet model, assuming that mg = myp = M, gx = 1, and px ~ my /mx, the constraint
implies M 2 1.6 TeV.

3. Properties of the given derivative interactions

In this section, we show several differences between the effective Lagrangian of the general Higgs deriva-
tive interactions and that of the case generated by integrating out which we have calculated in the
previous section.

First, we discuss the DOFs of the Wilson coefficients. If the DOFs of the general one are larger than
of the other one, we find that UV models are described by a composite Higgs model because the DOFs
of composite Higgs models can be the same as the general one; see Ref. [10].

Secondly, we explicitly show the derivative interactions in the usual two Higgs doublet model and the
inert doublet model. Several properties appearing in the vector boson scatterings@are discussed in each
model.

3.1. Degrees of freedom

We compare the DOFs of the Wilson coefficients between the effective Lagrangian given by integrating
out and the general one. Naively, the DOFs of the general effective Lagrangian for the derivative
interactions are proportional to N4, while those given by integrating out are proportional to N2. Hence,
the DOFs of the former one can be much larger than of the latter one for the large N case.

Following Ref. [9], the DOF's of the general effective theory with n Zs-odd doubletdlare calculated as
Table Bl The DOFs given by integrating out the Zs-even scalars, the Zs-odd scalars, and the vectors
are shown in Tables 3.2, B.3], and [3.4] respectively. The total DOFs of the heavy scalars are independent
of the number of the Z3-odd doublets.

For simplicity, we assume all couplings are real. Then, as discussed in the previous section, the DOFs
of the derivative interactions are the same as with the sum of the real couplings in the 19 and the 3g

6 Strictly speaking, they are not the vector boson scatterings but the vector and scalar boson scatterings because additional
doublets give us additional scalar particles not eaten by vector bosons. However, for simplicity, we call them vector
boson scatterings.

" This discrete symmetry is introduced to sequester a part of doublets from the Standard Model Higgs. The minimal
example is the inert doublet model briefly studied later.
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Zy-even | Re Im (N > 2) Sum
1o (N(N+1)—2n(N —n))/2 (N(N—1)—2n(N —n))/2 N? —2n(N —n)
1, (N(N —1) —2n(N —n))/2 ((N+1)(N—-2)—-2n(N-n))/2 NN —-1)—2n(N —n)—1
3 (N(N+1)—2n(N —n))/2 (N(N—1)—2n(N —n))/2 N2 —2n(N —n)
3 (N(N+1)—2n(N—-n))/2 (N+2)(N—-1)—2n(N—n))/2 N(N+1)—-2n(N—-n)—1
Sum | N2N +1) —4n(N —n) N(2N —1) —4n(N —n) — 2 2(2N2 —1 —4n(N —n))

Table 3.2: The DOFs generated by integrating out the heavy Zs-even scalars with n Zs-odd doublets.

Zy-odd | Re Im (N > 2) Sum
1 (N—n)n (N —n)n 2(N —n)n
1 (N—n)n (N—-njn—1 2(N-n)n—1
30 (N—n)n (N —n)n 2(N —n)n
3; (N—n)n (N—-nn—1 2(N-n)n—1
Sum |[4(N —n)n 4(N—-njn—2 8N —n)n—2

Table 3.3: The DOFs generated by integrating out the heavy Z5-odd scalar fields with n Z5-odd doublets.

representations. The 3; scalar couplings and the 17 vector couplings are fixed to preserve the custodial
symmetry, and the contributions of the 1; scalar disappear.
The DOFs of the general effective Lagrangian with the custodial symmetry are minimized if half of
the doublets are Zs-odd, and the number of DOFs is
L7202
EN (N*+5). (3.1)
Even if N is an odd number, this minimum number of DOFs is obtained for n = (N £ 1)/2. The total
DOFs generated by integrating out is

N(N + 3). (3.2)
Hence, the difference of these DOF's between the general one and the case of integrating out is
1 3
—N(N°— N —18). (3.3)

6

If N > 3, the maximal number of DOFs of the case of integrating out is smaller than that of the
other one. Their difference is three for N = 3. Assuming the vector couplings are unique, like the gauge
theory, for each representation, the difference becomes larger. Without using the assumption to simplify,
the difference of the DOF's is occasionally the same as these results. The difference between these DOFs
becomes larger and larger if N increases. Therefore, the Higgs derivative interactions generated by
integrating out is a proper subset of the general one.

If we do not assume the alignment limit of the Georgi—-Machacek type structure, the triplet scalar
couplings are inefficient. The DOFs of this case is

N(N +5)

5 (3.4)

N > 3 is required when the maximum number of effective DOFs given by the case of integrating out is
smaller than that given by the general one, namely the maximum DOFSs of the composite one.
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Vector | Re Im (>2) Sum
19 N 0 N
1 N N-1 2N —1
30 N 0 N
Sum | 3N 0 AN —1

Table 3.4: The DOFs generated by integrating out the heavy vector fields.

3.2. Two Higgs doublet models

The explicit forms of the derivative interactions and the contributions to some vector boson scattering
processes are shown below on a couple of two Higgs doublet models. One of them includes an additional
doublet which has the vacuum expectation value, and the other includes an inert doublet. We discuss
only the processes of the initial states which consist of the longitudinal W boson pairs, since their cross
sections are typically larger than the others.

In the following study, we neglect the imaginary parts of the couplings and separately apply the
custodial symmetry on the heavy scalars and the heavy vectors. If both of them simultaneously exist in
the higher scale, the extra contribution violating the symmetry can be parametrically canceled as a fine
tuning.

The current constraints of these models without the higher dimensional operators have been studied
by Ref. [17, 18] [19].

3.2.1. With an additional Higgs doublet

Including the second Higgs doublet without the Zs symmetry, the Zs-even scalars and the vectors can
be introduced as the sources of the derivative interactions.
Integrating out the heavy scalars, the following derivative interactions are obtained:

M2 32 MIMZ  3alaL2
ﬁSCalar - < mg mL 01111 m% mL (01112 + HC)

+</\11/\22 2)\122+)\ )\22)0 </\(1)22 _2)\%/22_’_)\%1)\%2)0
2 1122 2 2 1221
my my, my my,

/\122 2)\122 _|_)\11)\22 /\12/\22 3)\ )\22
n < T(:Lz _2Ap — LAL > (OB, +H.e)+ < 0m20 m2 ) (08, +H.c)
0 L 0 L
2222 3)222
+ (o ) Ol
0 L
)\122 o )\11)\22 )\122 o )\11)\22
- <—L 5 LoL ) Olyo1 + <—L 3 LoL ) (O35 + Hee), (3.5)
m m
L L

where seven couplings are included in the Wilson coefficients.
Integrating out heavy vectors, the following effective Lagrangian is obtained with four couplings:

112 112 ghg2
Lvector =3 <—2 + L ) Offy; +3 ( Lok ) Of321
m? m?

my L L
11,22 222 222
+3 <go % ) (Ofhyy +Hee) +3 <go + ng ) O%hon
mo mo mr,
11,22 11,22 11,22 11,22
90 90" 9L 9L 9L 9L 90 90
+ or ., + O~ 2090 )\ (0T, ., +H.c.). 3.6
< m(z) mL > 1122 ( mL > 1221 — < 0 > (O1212 ) (3.6)
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If the above interactions dominate the vector boson scatterings, the collision energies of the vector bosons
are much larger than their masses. Hence we neglect the masses and consider the W boson pairs as the
initial states of the scatterings in the following part. The cross sections of the other initial states are
much smaller than this state. All of the cross sections have been given by Ref. [9] in terms of the Wilson
coefficients. We follow its notation. For the leading order, the mixing matrices are defined as

h Co  Sa S
()= (5 2 G): @7
Wi\ _ (s s8) (Ci 3.8
<Hi> - (-86 CB) (Cff) (38)
where h, H, Wf, and HT are, respectively, the SM-like Higgs, the heavy Higgs, the Goldstone boson
eaten by W and the charged Higgs. The fields given as S; and CZ-jE are the scalar and the charged scalar
components of the doublets, H;.

In the one Higgs doublet case, the derivative interactions are effectively written by a certain param-
eter. Then the ratios of the cross sections are independent of the model parameters. This feature is
not preserved in the two Higgs doublet models because of two mixing angles, « and 3. However, in
the decoupling limit, which is favored by current experimental results, the feature is recovered. The
amplitudes of the vector boson scatterings are expressed by a certain coefficient like the one Higgs case
for processes appearing in the case. Therefore, these processes are insensitive to the two Higgs nature.

Considering the processes including an additional Higgs boson, the same sign W boson scattering with
a charged Higgs boson is a promising process. The cross section of the sub process is

o (WEWF = WEH®) = 2 (CsolB) + Csi(8) + Ovol6) + Cvr(B))?, (3.9)
with
Cso(8) = 8—;(2) (= @525+ 549)M"2 + 4lea + cag) MM + 2545 (A AT + 22472)
+4(cap — cap) M\ NG + (2805 — 845)/\(2)22>7 (3.10)
Cs1(8) = % (2525 + 54)ME? — s + cap) AN — 2545(202% 4 APAP)
— d(eas — cap)APAE — (2525 — s49)A22), (3.11)
Cvo(B) = 8—31(2) ( — (2525 + 548)90 ' + 254590 Go_ + (2525 — 845)9322), (3.12)
Cv1(B) = % (= @25+ 54)g1"> + 2505016 + (2525 — 545)2). (3.13)

where § is the squared collision energy of sub processes.

If the flavor off diagonal couplings, A2, are negligibly small, the 8 dependences of the scalar contribu-
tions are the same as the vector ones. Assuming all couplings are the same, the scalar contributions in
the amplitude proportional to 2co5 + 543, which vanishes at 5 = 7/4. The vector contributions disappear
for any (8 in this case. Different values of 8 pick up different couplings. The contributions by the heavy
vectors do not include the coefficients of Of,, and OLL,,. Hence, the effects of integrating out the heavy
vectors are suppressed when 8 ~ 0, 7/2 or 7.

The cross section including two charged Higgs bosons in the final state is given as follows:

+yr/+ + 7y 5 2
o(WEWE — H7H™) = oo— (Cs0(8) + Csr(B) + Cvo(B) + Cvi(B))”, (3.14)
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where

Cs0(B) = S ((1 — cag) (AD12 — 422 1 0222) 45,5 (ALAR2 — AI2AZ2) 4 2(3 + c4g)A51A32>, (3.15)
CsL(B) = ﬁ ((1 —cap) (—3AL 2 = BAPP2 4 8A2Z + ANATY) + 12545 (AN — APAT)

—2(3 4 eap) (2022 + AlLl)\%z)), (3.16)
Cvo(8) = gz (1= 1) (8"~ a82)7), (317)
Ova®) = goor (1 o) (o~ 58)7). (3.18)

Assuming, again, that all couplings are the same, the scalar contributions disappear at 5 = 7/4 again.
The vector contributions also disappear for any S like the previous one.

The above two processes are affected by the couplings between the heavy bosons and the additional
Higgs doublet. However, in the unique coupling limit, they simultaneously vanish at § = /4. To see
the 8 dependent behavior in this limit, we show the cross section of the same sign Wy, scattering,

WAEWE & WEWE) = - (C C C C 2 3.19
oW W =W L)_327T( s0(8) + CsL(B) + Cvo(B) + Cvir(B))”, (3.19)
where

1
Cso(B) = o ((3 + deag + cap) A2 + 4(2895 + s45) AN + 2(1 — eag) (AN + 208%2)

0
+ 4(255 — s4p) PN + (3 — deg + e4p)AP2), (3.20)
CsL(B) = é( — (B+ 4o + cap) AL ® — 4228 + s4p) AL AL — 2(1 — cag) (AL + AL AP
— 42895 — 545) NN — (3 — degg + 045))\%22), (3.21)
Cvo(B) = ¢ sm2 ((3 +deag +eap)gn D+ 2(1 — cag)go' 95" + (3 — deap + 04/3)9322), (3.22)
Cvr(B) = . 32 <(3 +deop + cap)gr 2+ 2(1 — cap)grt 9P + (3 — deap + cap)gd 2) (3.23)

This mode is a promising mode to see the Higgs derivative interactions in the one Higgs doublet models.
As we have mentioned, it does not reflect the two Higgs nature in the decoupling limit. However, in
the unique coupling limit, its mixing dependence is different from the previous ones. For the scalar
contributions, the cross section of the sub process is maximized at 5 = w/4 where the cross sections of
the previous two processes disappear. The vector contributions are independent of 8 and also do not
vanish.

The vector boson scatterings with the SM particles are not sensitive to the two Higgs nature in the
decoupling limit. However, comparing them with other scatterings including additional Higgs bosons
help us to see the couplings between the doublets and the other heavy bosons behind them.

According to Ref. [4], the Wilson coefficients, C, which stands for the functions in the parentheses of
Eq. (319), are constrained thus:

1
Ve > 2.5 TeV, (3.24)
after the running of ILC 500 TeVwith 500 fb_l. The 3 scalar and the vector contributions are numer-

ically enhanced comparing with the 1¢ scalar contribution. They might be sensitive to the physics of
even a bit higher scale.
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3.2.2. With inert doublet

Another possibility of the two doublet scenario is the inert doublet model, where the additional doublet
is a Zy-odd scalar and does not possess the vacuum expectation value. In this model, physical states
also respect the discrete symmetry and no mixing occurs between the doublets.

We can introduce the Zs-even scalars, the Zs-odd scalars, and the vectors. The following effective
Lagrangians are obtained by integrating out:

/\112 3)\11 2 )\11/\22 )\11)\22 )\11)\22
Lseven = <0—2 > Ot + ( 10— ) Oflgy — <7> Of321
m m, m m

Mo L 0 L L
/\11/\22 )\222 3/\222
< m2 ) (Ofh1p + Hee) + (T?L—(Q) - m—L2L> O3hoo
/\11/\22 /\11/\22
+ < 2 ) Olgo1 — <T> (Of915 + Heel), (3.25)
7 7

and

)\122 A\l22 2)\122 A\l22 )\122
Lsodd = — < m2 ) 01122 ( 7?,&2 m2 > 01221 <# - —> (01212 +H.c.)

L 0 L 0 mj
<)\122> )\122
- 01221 + < ) (01212 + HC) (326)
mj m7

The flavor diagonal and the off diagonal couplings respectively originate from the Zs-even and the Z5-odd
scalars. The heavy vector contributions are the same as Eq. (8.6) because their couplings are diagonal
for the Higgs indices.

Since doublets do not mix with each other, the processes consisting of the SM particles are the same
as the one Higgs doublet case studied in Ref. [5]. At least two new scalars are required in the effective
four point vertices to see some new effects of the above effective operators.

A fascinating scenario of the inert doublet model is that the additional CP-even neutral component
becomes the dark matter. According to Ref. [18], the current experimental constraints divide the param-
eter region into two parts. One is the light dark matter scenario, where the dark matter is about 90 GeV,
and the other is the heavy dark matter scenario, where the dark matter is heavier than 500 GeV. If the
light dark matter exists, the dark matter pair production cross section by the vector boson scattering
can be large at the high energy region. For example, the cross section of this sub process is

c(WfW, — HH) =

A 2
E (Agug? AlLlA%2+2A1L22> (3.27)

2 2
321 mg my
This contribution can enhance the process of two forward jets plus large missing energy at high energy.
The heavy vector contributions do not appear in this process. The cross section of Wfo — H*H* is
proportional to the above process, so that this mode is also insensitive to the effects of the heavy vector
bosons. Then the pair production of the charged Higgs bosons help us to see the vector couplings,

cW;W, - H'H™) =

48T 2

5 ( (3ol | IR A 22N’
my 2m(2) 2m2L

(3.28)

L3 ()\(1]1)\(2)2 AP +2>\1L22>2>
: .

w2 m2
Even using this mode, the coupling with the 1g vector does not appear. Its contribution appear in

VVZr W, — HA. However, the cross section of this mode is about one order of magnitude smaller than
the above processes.
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4. Conclusion

The Higgs derivative interactions are important to study the UV structure of the Higgs sector and the
origin of the EWSB. They are generated by strongly interacting models and heavy particle integrations.

We have studied these derivative interactions generated by integrating out in the models including
any number of the Higgs doublets. The three point couplings between the heavy bosons and the Higgs
bilinears give us the tree level contribution to the derivative interactions. These effects are expected to
appear in the vector boson scattering processes.

The DOFs of the Wilson coefficients in the general effective Lagrangian of these interactions increase
as N4, while those given by integrating out increase as N2. Hence, a part of the parameter region in
the general effective Lagrangian cannot be described with the effective Lagrangian given by the heavy
particle integrations. If the integration cannot generate the given DOFs, the UV completion has to be
a composite Higgs model. Imposing the custodial symmetry, we found that, if N > 3, the DOFs of the
general one can be larger than those of the other one.

We have also investigated the effects of the derivative interactions to the vector boson scatterings in
the usual two Higgs doublet model and the inert doublet model with the assumptions explained there.

For the two Higgs doublet model, we have assumed the decoupling limit. In this limit, at least, one
new Higgs boson is required to see the couplings between the heavy bosons and the additional Higgs
doublet. The cross sections of WEEWEE — WLiH + and WEEWEE — HE*H* are shown there. If we assume
all couplings are the same, like the gauge theory, they can simultaneously disappear at a certain [.
However, the cross section of Wfo — WLin does not disappear even in these cases. Therefore, the
usual vector boson scatterings are also important to investigate the derivative interactions in the two
Higgs doublet models.

For the case of the inert doublet, two new Higgs bosons are required to observe new effects. If the
additional CP-even Higgs boson is the dark matter, the two jet and large missing transverse momentum
event is affected by the derivative interactions through W; W, — HH. This process is generated by
only the heavy scalar contributions. Another promising process, WgEVVE—L — H*H?, is also independent
of the heavy vector contributions. The 3¢ vector contribution appears in W; W, - H TH~. To see the
contribution of the 1y vector, we need to observe WE’ W, — HA, whose cross section is much smaller
than the others. Therefore, in the inert doublet scenario, we have found that it is difficult to find the
effects of the heavy vector contributions through the Higgs derivative interactions.
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A. Induced potential

Integrating out of the scalar particles induces potential terms of the Higgs doublets. For the 14 scalar,
quadratic terms are also generated by integrating out. The terms for a Higgs pair, H; and H;, are as
follows:
L5 = mBONIS + N IS+ N7 I9). (A1)
These terms naively generate the Higgs boson whose masses are O(my).
The induced quartic couplings can be written as five types of the index combinations introduced
in Sect. 2 In the following expressions, we use the notation of the quartic terms such as Hjjp :=
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(HJHJ)(HZHl) They are shown as follows:

L =N+ A7 + NINE) Hi, -2
Lh =(NGAG + XEX] + NP ND) Hisij + Hee., -
ﬁ[II = <()‘6J2 + )‘2]2 + )‘“*)‘]j)Hijij + H'C'>
OGN A+ NINTF = XX 4 20N NI Hi
+ AGATT = NINET = NINT" -+ 2000 + NN i
LR =(NINE -+ NZ*NE — NENF - 207N - NN H
TN 4 NN N NTEY
S+ (NI AR — NI\ N i XA L NUNRY 4 Hec,
LF =N+ NI — NINE + 2XE N NN Hyg
S (NG ARyl xIR NG Ky g ik T il TR b
N ()\zk)\%l N )\z'j*)\kl B )\ik)\jl " 2)\il)\jk " )\z’j*)\kl)Hikjl
NI — NEIF — XA o\ \RE NI
+(
+(

(A.4)

(A.5)

NINIF — NZENE — NIIF o N NIE 4 N NEDY
NINIFE = NEENIF — NEIR* o NIRRT Hy 4 Hee

B. Conditions of the custodial symmetry

We show the conditions of the custodial symmetry for the Higgs derivative interactions with the couplings
of the perturbative UV completions. The conditions with the Wilson coefficients are given by Ref. [10].

For the type I and the type II interactions, the conditions are obviously as written in Sect. 2 The
coefficients of OT operators have to disappear, and all coefficients have to be real. The conditions given
in Sect. [2] can be obtained with the linear combinations of the following relations after neglecting the
imaginary parts of the couplings. In terms of the Wilson coefficients, the conditions for the type II1
effective operators are

0= u]] + ng]z + 62]2]7 (B.l
H
0 36%]] + Czy]z - ijijv (B2)

where ¢ and L
two relatlons.

_are, respectively, coefficients of O and OT. operators. Then we obtain the following

AN + (N} + 272

2 - 2

ANINE® 4+ NN - NI

mry, mr
Tk 4 B.3)
my mg
SRIEY A R 2 EV R o V2 2 VAR o AR v
my mg my, mr
+ 1296296] g9 gqugg*‘ (B.4)
my mg
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The type IV operators also require the following two relations:

T T T
0 =¢isjr + Cijir + Cijris (B.5)
T H H
0 =3ciij1 — Cijix + Cijri- (B.6)

They can be expressed with the couplings of the perturbative UV completions discussed in this paper
as follows:

AOUS X + (N 4 ATV 4 ) NN A 4 0 )

0=2 B.7
m2 2, ) (B.7)
N o Vi WP OV RV P
mg mg
_/\u(/\]k + /\]k*) + 2(/\ij + )\U*)(/\zk + )\zk*) _4(/\ij/\ik* + /\zk/\”*) + )\n)\]k* + /\]k/\u*
+ L\"'\L L 2L L L L + T'\T T'\T : T'T T '\T . (B8)
my, mp

Finally, for the type V operators, the following four relations are known as the conditions to impose
the custodial symmetry:

0 =Clip + i + Corj + Cirts + Chjr T oo (B.9)
0 :3(051@1 + cg-lk) — cgﬂ + cglj — ci]fjk + cgkj, (B.10)
0 :3(03,;]-1 + cﬁdj) + cgjk - cgkj — cgkl + cglk, (B.11)
0 :3(c;§jk + c%kj) + cg-kl — cfjf-lk + cﬁjl — c{,ﬁ,j. (B.12)
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In terms of the perturbative UV completions, the above relations are written as follows:

O+ MO + MG + A+ XEOF + A5 + OF + AT + M)

0=
mi
NN 4 NI 4+ NIZE o+ AJENI - AR 4 AR
-~ z : (B.13)
__QF A - M)+ A ARG - M) AN M AN A
T n? i s
L 200+ AR+ NPT + 208+ MO+ AT = (AF + AT + AR
mg
ik \Jl* Ly ik il \Jk* Ky il ij \ klx i
N —2NFNDT + NPAE®) = 20N+ MAE) + APAFE + MY (B.14)
m3. ’ '
0 = =8 = ATOE = A8 + OF = 9O =M™ | AN — AT+ AT+ AN
2 2
mg mg
ij VES * i il ik j ko i ik il jlx
L 20 A ATDOF AT + 208 + AT)OL + AT — OF + A + X7
mi
ij * YES il \ Jk* ik o\ ilx é j I il ke
N —2( NN NENTT) — 2NN 4+ NAE) + NENT A+ M NIE (B.15)
m3, ’ '
0 - A7 = AT = AE™) + OFF - AFD8 — 207 n NN + AN+ MEXGT + XN
- mj m
207 TR + M) + 208 + X OF + X5 — A+ MO +A0)
mg
i * YE] i 153 il ke il \ Jk* ik \ il
N =20 M+ M) — 2(A7@A§2 + NPAET) + NN+ NP AT (B.16)
mr

The real parts of A\g and g7 do not appear in any relations, so that they always respect the custodial
Symmetry.
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