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Abstract

We consider a decoupling scenario within the two-Higgs-doublet model (2HDM) with small CP-violation.
Mass eigenstates of this model include one neutral scalar field with the mass of the Standard model (SM) Higgs
boson and four other scalars, which decouple at low energies. We derive the effective operators of interactions
between the SM fermions and the lightest scalar particle of the model. The coefficients at these operators are
expressed in terms of the 2HDM parameters. The scattering processes affected by this effective Lagrangian are
identified.
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1 Introduction

Nowadays, the Standard model is the best experimentally proven theoretical description of interactions between
elementary particles. However, there are physical phenomenons which could not be explained within the SM, such
as baryon asymmetry in the Universe, neutrino masses, dark matter, etc. To address these problems, many different
models were proposed, which extend the SM with different new particles. Observable predictions of these models
had been tested in experiments, but no new states beyond the SM were found so far. This could happen because
of different reasons. In our paper, we consider the case when masses of new particles are much bigger than the
collision energies used in the experiments. Hence, their contributions to the scattering amplitudes could be small
because of decoupling, and the non-resonant search methods become relevant [IJ.

It is convenient then to describe the interactions of new particles with the low-energy effective Lagrangian (EL)
of the SM fields, which consists of high-dimensional operators. Then contributions of these operators could be
constrained by experiment. The low-energy effective Lagrangians of new physics models are different — some types
of operators are suppressed or enhanced in a particular model. Thus, it is necessary to obtain the experimental
constraints for the effective Lagrangian of each model, to improve the experimental reach [2]. In the present paper,
we derive the low-energy effective Lagrangian of the two-Higgs-doublet model (2HDM). A detailed review of this
model could be found in [4} 6] [7] [8, @].

Here we consider the 2HDM as one of the extensions of the SM, which introduces a wide variety of new
phenomena. For instance, one of Sakharov’s baryogenesis conditions could be fulfilled within the SM extended with
one scalar doublet [5]. As it is known, the minimal SM does not possess this feature [13].

The 2HDM predicts that there exist five ”physical” scalar particles, while only one has been experimentally
observed as the Higgs boson. We investigate the case when the SM Higgs boson is the lightest state of the 2HDM,
and the other four scalar particles are heavy. We integrate over these heavy scalar bosons and obtain the low-
energy EL of the 2HDM. We derive the analytical expressions for the parameters of the tree-level potential of the
SM Higgs boson in this EL. Then we derive new effective operators of dimensions 5 and 6. They are introduced
by interactions with the heavy 2HDM bosons, and we find the analytical expressions for the couplings of these
operators. All the corrections we provide up to the order of A=2, where A is the mass scale of the heavy bosons.
We point out decoupling phenomenon in the considered model.

The scenario where some or all of the scalar bosons become heavy was considered in [3] [7, 11]. CP-conserving
potential of the 2HDM which is symmetric under the change of sign of one of the doublets was discussed in these
papers. Expressions for the couplings of ”physical” scalars to other fields were obtained in [7]. In that research,
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a scenario where couplings between the non-minimal scalars and the SM particles are small for some values of
the model parameters was discussed. Low-energy effective Lagrangian of the 2HDM was obtained in [II] for the
case when all physical 2HDM particles are beyond the reach of the modern colliders. However, the discovery of
the 125 GeV Higgs boson makes this hypothesis questionable, so we do not proceed with it. Authors of [3] have
obtained the low-energy EL for the 2HDM where one of the scalars is light and the others are heavy. As it was
shown there, such variant of the 2HDM does not fit good enough to the LHC Higgs data, and some modifications
of the model are required. In our paper, we choose the more general potential, discussed in [, 8], which also allows
for a small violation of CP-symmetry, and obtain the low-energy EL for such a model.

This paper is organized as follows. In section [2] we discuss the particle spectrum of the model and analyze
properties of the particles. Section Bl contains the low-energy effective Lagrangian of the 2HDM. Also here we
figure out parameters of the SM when heavy bosons decouple and couplings of the effective operators introduced
by the 2HDM. Section (] summarises our results. We provide analytical expressions for the mass matrices of the
scalar particles and for the terms of Yukawa’s interaction between the 2HDM scalars and the SM fermions in the
Appendix.

2 Two-Higgs-doublet model potential

We start with the Lagrangian of the 2HDM scalar fields L,:

. L1 1 _
Ls= Z (D*¢:) Dyt — V(s d9), D, = id, + ggaaWM + Eg’B#, a=1;3. (1)
i=1,2

Here ¢; and ¢o denote two scalar doublets. V(¢1; ¢2) is the potential of the scalar fields. There is also Lagrangian
Ly of Yukawa’s interaction between the scalar doublets and the SM fermions, which we discuss in next section.
In our investigation, we consider only the effective vertexes with the SM Higgs h and/or fermions in the initial
and final states. Contributions of the weak gauge bosons to these vertexes are of the next-to-leading order. So we
neglect them and omit the gauge fields in the kinetic term in ().

There are many possible types of interactions between particles which could be introduced by a general potential
of the two-Higgs-doublet model. In our paper, we choose the specific potential
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Here a;r, b; and ¢; are charged, neutral CP-even and neutral CP-odd components of the doublet ¢;, respectively.
Neutral components of the doublets have real vacuum expectation values (VEVs) \%vl and \%vg, v1 > vg. All

parameters in the potential (2]) are real, except m2, and \5. Because of this, there are neutral scalars with unspecified
CP-parity among the mass eigenstates of the model. The Yukawa interaction of these states with fermions violates
CP-parity [6], and the magnitude of CP-violation is regulated by Im As.

Vacuum state of the model minimizes the potential (2)):
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From these equalities we find the relations between some of the model parameters:
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We investigate the scenario when one of the mass eigenstates has the same mass as the SM Higgs boson, and four
other are very heavy and decouple at energies of order O(v), where v is the SM Higgs VEV. This scenario could be
realized if we put Rem?, to be very big [3,[7,[9]. In what follows, we consider Rem?,, v1, vo and scalar self-couplings
i, i = 1;5 as free parameters of the model. For simplicity we also assume that Im A5 is small.

The mass matrices of scalar fields are given by the coefficients in the quadratic terms of the Taylor series
expansion of (2 near its minimum,

T
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In this equation, M2 and M7, are the mass matrices of the particles a;-", b; and ¢;, respectively [0, [§]. The expressions
for them are given in the Appendix. Eigenstates of the matrix M2 are the charged Goldstone boson G and the
massive particle HT:

H" = —afsinf +aj cos3, GT =af cosB+ ag sinp,
v
tan 8 = —. (4)
U1

One of the eigenvalues of M, ch is zero, so that there are three massive scalars hy, ha, hg and one Goldstone boson
GQI
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sg =sinf, cg=cosf, tg=tanp.

The mass matrix of the massive neutral scalars hy, ho and hg is

/\11)20% +tgRe m%Q ’1}2830,3)\345 — Re m%Q —%Im /\51}23/3
Mﬁ — [ v®spcpAsas — Remi, /\21}25% + %Re m3, —%Im Asvies ,
—%Im )\50253 — %Im )\5020/3 55165 Re m%z — Re \50?

1)2:1)%4—’0%, As45 = A3 + A\g + Re As.

We diagonalize this matrix via the 3 rotations of the basis {h1; ha;h3} [6]. The corresponding matrices are

Car  Say O Cas 0 Sa, 1 0 0
Ri=|-54 €Cou 0], Ro= 0 1 0], R3=1[0 cas Sas|>
0 0 1 —Sa, 0 cay 0 —Say Cas
T
o = 1 — 5 (5)

Here we follow the notation of [6] and use the angle « instead of a;. Non-diagonal element M7, of M? vanishes
after the rotation Rj:

S+A 0 —%Im Asv2Catp
M = RlM,leT = 0 S—A %Im Asv2 8045 ,
—%Im /\5vzca+g %Im /\5vzsa+5 ﬁRe mf2 — Re \50?

where S, A and a are defined as
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The angle « is such that cos 2« > 0 by definition. We diagonalize M?’ with rotations Ry and R3. Since [Im \5| < 1
and ag ~ ImA5, ag ~ Im A5, the corresponding rotation angles as and as are small, too. So the following
approximations for Ry and Rj3 are valid,

1 0 ao 1 0 0
Ro~| 0 1 0, Rs=|0 1 g
—Q2 0 1 0 —Q3 1

We neglect all the terms of the second and higher orders in Im A5, and obtain the following approximations for as
and as:

_ Im 50 cos (a + )

“e 2Mjss — 2(S+ A)’
Im A5v? sin (o + 3)
G oM, —2(S— A ®)

Here M7,, denotes the third diagonal element of the mass matrix M?. Finally, we obtain the neutral mass eigenstates
H, h and AO

H h1 —b184 + b2cq + a2 (cacos B — c1 sin f)
h | = R3RoR1 | ho | = —b1co — basq + a3 (cacos B — c1sin f) ,
Ay h3 by (3o + 254) + b2 (—acq + a3sq) + c2cos B — ¢y sin 3
Go = c1 cos B3 + cosin 5. 9)

As one can see from these expressions, the neutral fields h, H and Ay do not have definite CP-parities, because
they are linear combinations of the CP-even fields by, b2 and CP-odd fields ¢; and c;. This mixing is proportional
to Im A5. So, when Im A5 = 0, h and H become CP-even, and Ay becomes CP-odd. Simultaneously, CP-parity of
the Goldstone boson Gy does not depend on Im A5, and this particle always remains CP-odd.

The masses of the particles are given in the table[ll

Table 1: Masses of the 2HDM bosons

1
HE | m?, = sﬁ%Re m2y — 51)2(/\4 + ReXs)
Ao m? = Rem?, — Re A\sv?
S8Cp
H mi =S+ A
h m; =S5—A

In the 2HDM, the masses of the weak gauge bosons are introduced by interaction with the scalar doublets, and
they are proportional to v. Hence, v equals to the VEV of the Higgs field in the minimal SM — v =~ 250 GeV. In
the limit when Rem?, > v? and all scalar self-couplings are ~ O(1), the particles H¥, H and Ay become heavy
and nearly degenerate in masses, as it is shown in the table[2

This limit also implies that tan2a — tan28. Mass of the scalar boson h is then O(v), so this quantity could be
close to that of the SM Higgs boson.



Table 2: Masses of the Higgs bosons in the limit Rem?, > v?

1
H* miﬁ ~ sﬁcﬁRe m2y
A 2 Rem?
0 m3 - emi,
1
H m2 ~ sﬁ%Re m2,
h 2 e (14— + /\ 1 !
M ™~ 2 1076 cos2(3 20" Sﬁ cos 203

Hereafter we use the following parametrization for the scalar doublets:
U —HJ’_Sﬂ
(bl - % [’Ul + (A0a3 — h)Ca + (Aoag — H)Sa — ’L(AQ + Has + hOég)S,@] ’

H+CB
$2 = (\/5 [va + (Apas — h)se — (Apae — H)co +i(Ag + Has + hOég)CB])

v

U = exp [—i (GU)] . (G7)=0'Gy +0°Gy + 03Gs3,

1 .
G* = E(szal), Go = Gs. (10)

Here 0,, a = 1;3 denote Pauli’s matrices. The original parametrization () could be obtained from (I0) if one
neglects the terms which are quadratic in fields [T1]. In the unitary gauge (I0), the inessential Goldstone degrees
of freedom do not enter the potential ([2), and V' (¢1; ¢2) is represented in terms of the ”physical” scalar fields, only.

3 Low-energy effective Lagrangian of the 2HDM

We assume in our treatment that the SM Higgs is the lightest scalar boson of the Standard model with two scalar
doublets, and it is described with the h field. Then the high-energy dynamics of the 2HDM and fermions is described
by the following Lagrangian:

L=Ls+Ly. (11)

The second term of ([Il), Ly, is the Lagrangian of Yukawa’s interaction:

fifi=1,2
(1)(l)( (f)¢) (f)+ 1(2) l)(L(f ¢S\ (f)—i-h C}
o)) )
T c_ _; * H_(u f
f?fl_1737 ¢i__lo-2¢i7 (L)_ (dif)>7 L(L) ( (j)) (12)
In this expression y(l)(q), y(272,(q), y(lf),(l) and y(2)() are the Yukawa couplings. Superscripts (¢) and (I) denote

couplings which descrlbe interactions with quarks and leptons, respectively. ¢¢ is the doublet which is charge-

conjugated to ¢;, f () , and L(Lf ) are the doublets of left-handed quarks and leptons of a generation f, respectively.

For instance, u(Ll) is a left-handed wu-quark, d( ) is a right-handed s-quark etc. Similarly, v ( ) is a left-handed

electron neutrino, and e(L) is a left-handed tau-lepton. Fermion doublets in (I2) are parametrlzed in such a gauge

that Goldstone’s bosons do not enter Ly . Besides, all fermionic fields in (I2)) are symmetry eigenstates.

As it is known from the experimental data, there are no tree-level flavour-changing interactions between charged
leptons or quarks of the same charge, in the considered range of energies. This fact could be taken into account
with the specific choice of pattern or values of the Yukawa couplings. However, the main results of our investigation
do not depend on such constraints. So we use the general expression for the Yukawa Lagrangian (I2]).



In terms of the mass eigenstates of the 2HDM, the Yukawa Lagrangian (I2) reads
Ly =—J"H —J HY —JyH — JaAg — Jph. (13)
In this equation, J©, J~, Jg, J4 and J, denote the contributions of the SM fermionic fields,
JE=JgF@0 4 O gy =g @D 4 g0 g =90+ 0 g =9 W, (14)

Here operators J*=(@), ng), 1(4‘1) and J,(lq) contain quark fields, while J=®), JI(;), JX) and J,(Il) consist of leptonic
ones. These terms are adduced in Appendix.
Lagrangian (IJ) in terms of the mass eigenstates is

3
1 1
£s = 2 Z(auGa)Q +O"HTO,H™ + 5(3qu)2+
a=1
1 1
+ 5(@H)“‘ + 5(aﬂh)2 —V(H*; Ay; H; ). (15)

Hereafter we enumerate fields H, H~, H and Ay with one latin index:
{H" H™ H; Ao} = {H"}, a=T;4

Now we derive the effective action I'c¢ of the light particles of the theory. I'c¢s describes the interactions of
the light particles in the processes where the non-minimal Higgs bosons H*, H and Ag do not appear in the initial
or final states. Instead, they participate in the interactions as virtual states only, and contribute the low-energy
dynamics via the effective operators of the SM fields. We integrate over the non-minimal scalar bosons and derive
Feff:

oiless — / DHDADHDH™ exp (z / d%ﬁ) (16)

Since £ contains terms which are cubic and quartic in the scalar fields, we calculate I'c ¢ in the Gaussian approxi-

mation. That is, we expand action of the scalar fields near some classical field configuration H, .,

)
Crral 4 . I7a 4
S[h,H ] —/d «rL—S[h7 class]+/d xéHa(x)

AH®(x)+
He=HY,

class

l 4 4 55 a b a\3
+3 /d 1d $25Ha(x1)5Hb(x2)‘HQ:HSZGSSAH (1) AH (23) + O((AH®)%),
AH%(z) = H*(x) — H{jqs5(). (17)

The fields H¢

class
classical motion equations

)
— =0= 0*HY
5Ha(17) Ha—Ha = class +

class

are such that S has a minimum at H¢ and we find this configuration as the solution to the

class?

ov 0Ly

- = =0. 18
8Ha Ha:Hglass aHa Ha:Hglass ( )

Simultaneously, we neglect all of the terms which contain AH®(z) in powers which are bigger than two in the ex-
pansion (I7). In this way the effective action I'c¢ s accounts only for the contributions of small quantum fluctuations
over the classical background HY ...
Classical motion equations (I8]) are non-linear, and we solve them approximately, similarly to [3]. In the zeroth

order in the scalar self-couplings and for energies [p?| < Rem?,, |p?| = O(v?), the solutions are

+ 1 + N 1 iy 1
Hclass P} J ) AOclass ~ ——2JA, Hclass ~ _—QJHu
H+ My My
1
mys ~m4 ~my ~ Remi, =
Spcp
+ € i+ N 3 N €
= H,, .~ —SﬁCﬁU—2J . Apclass & _SﬁcﬁﬁJA’ Hejnss =~ —SﬁCﬁU—2JH. (19)

Here we neglected the kinetic terms in the equations (I8) within the low-energy approximation

p°| < |[Remiy| = |0°H¥| < Remiy|[HT|, [02H| < Remby|H|, |0°Ao| < Remiy|Aol.



We insert the solutions ([9) into the Lagrangians £, and Ly, and get

3

T 2, 1 2 L o900 \(3)13  \(4)p4
ﬁs[hﬂ class] - 5 ;(aHGa) + 5(6Mh) - §mhh — AR = AR —
- %(C2JA + C3Ju)h* — %(C4JA + CsJm)h3, (20)
Ly[h: HY, .| = —Jnh + sﬂcﬁv% (2J* T +J% +J3). (21)

Here we have taken into consideration only the operators which have canonical dimensions less than seven and
neglected the others, which are suppressed by such factors as (Rem?,)~%, d > 2. A& A% and C;, i = 2;5 are
constants. Their values are

1 1
/\(3) = —5’0 ()\10&6[} + /\Qsisg + 5)\34582a8a+5) )

1 1
A(4) — g <)\1@i —+ 5)\34555(1 + A252> ) (22)

1 1
CQ = - |Im )\582ﬁ =528 + S2q | +
4 2
3
+a (-58%82/3()\1%0/3 — A25058) + A345520525Ca+5 + A3a5525(85C0 — C@%)) +
+ 203 (Alsgc%ca@s% — 303) + /\2055as,(23(2c% — 353)_

3
—2Re Ass25ca—p + Azas (Sw(cacg + SQS%) — 152a5265a+5)>:| )

Cs = i Eszaszﬁ (MiCacs — A28ass) — Asis (S20528Ca+p — s28(casy — Sﬁci))] ' 29)
Oy =— %Im A5S20523Ca- 8 + %sgasw (AM1ed — Aas? — Asascaa) +
+ 92 | Shusaacd(ch - )+ Phassssd (6~ )+
+Re )\532303_3 — %)\345823(03(0% —s2)+ 33(5% - Ci))] 5
Cs =— 1820182/3 [(Aic = A2s2) — Asasezal - (24)
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Now we turn to the contribution of the quadratic terms in Gaussian’s approximation (I7)). These terms could
be represented in the following matrix form:

AHH\ " AH*
628 o b AH- AH-
OH(21)0Hb(x2) Ha:HglassAH (w1) AH (2) = AH Ms | 'Am |
AAg AAg
0 0% + miﬁ 0 0
() o _ 0* +m3,. 0 0 0
Ms—MS + dMsg, MS = 0 0 82—|—m%1 0 ,
0 0 0 2+md

0 &t & oY
ot 0 by 0,
6% g Smm dma
6% 64 dma baa

SMg = — (25)



As we can see here, the matrix M éo) contains inverse propagators of free fields H*, H and Ay. The functional
integral of exponent of the quadratic terms is

528
6H“($1)5Hb($2)

/ DHDAYDH ™ DH™ exp B / Aoy diay

o AHG(Il)AHb(IQ) =

class

1 1 1 _
= (det M) 7 = exp {—iTrlnMéo) - §Tr1n (1 + Méo) 15M5)] ,
0 G*1 0 0
0 GE1 0 0 0
e 20)
0 0 0 G

In this equation, trace is computed over both spatial and discrete indices of the matrix Mg. The term Trln M éo)

does not contain any fields and is constant, so we omit it. The matrix § Mg consists of the terms which come from
the self-interaction part of the potential [2]). The Taylor series of the logarithm in (28) in powers of M éo)_ldM s
is equivalent to a perturbative series expansion. In the first order in the scalar self-couplings, the last term in the
square brackets in (28) equals to

exp {—%Trln (1 + Méo)_léMS)] ~ exp {—%Tr (Méo)_léMS)] =
= exp B /d4x (2G* (z;2)07 () + G (2;2)0mw () + Ga(w; :17)5AA(I)):| . (27)

Here 6% (z), dgrm(x) and 644 (z) contain only the terms which are proportional to Jg, Ja, Jgh and Jah. G*(z;x),
Gpu(z;x), and Ga(z;x) are the constants which describe contributions of heavy scalar loops. We include these
terms into the renormalization of fermionic masses and the corresponding Yukawa couplings. So their contributions
are not observable.

Finally, the effective Lagrangian of the 2HDM is obtained,

3

1 1 1
Leps =15 > (0uGa)* + 5(aﬂh)2 - 5mihz’ —AOR —ADpt — Jh—
a=1
- %(CgJA + CyJy)h? — %(@JA + CsJy)h® + sﬂcﬂ% (21T +J% +J3). (28)

The first line of this expression describes dynamics of the neutral scalar h and its interaction with fermions. The
second line contains the effective contact interactions which are introduced by the extra heavy scalars of the 2HDM
at energies much below Rem?,. These effective interactions are suppressed by the term (Remi,)

Let us consider the decoupling limit of L.¢f, when € — 0. In this limit the contact interactions vanish, and
Yukawa sector of the model is the same as that in the SM. For instance, in this limit fermionic masses could be
explained by the spontaneous symmetry breaking in the scalar sector with one doubletl.

At the same time, when ¢ — 0 the L£s does not coincide with the Lagrangian of one-Higgs-doublet model. In
this limit the relation between m? and self-couplings A®) and A® is different from that in the SM. Indeed, when
¢ — 0 we have the following relations for the mixing angles, using definitions (7)) and (&]):

lim tan2a =tan28 = a =3, sin2(a—p8) =0, limasz=0. (29)
e—0 e—0

The self-interaction constants A® and A4 then result in

lim A®) = —4v lim A4,
e—0 e—0
However, m? £ Av2, as it takes place in the SM with one scalar doublet.
Moreover, the transformation properties of h are not identical to those of the SM Higgs boson, when € — 0. In
this limit, h does not become a CP-even field, as in the one-Higgs-doublet SM. Even when additional scalar bosons

1For the expressions of J;, and the fermionic mass terms see (B3] and (B8] in the Appendix



become heavy, the mixing angle s does not vanish, so h contains contribution of CP-odd states ¢; and co, which
is proportional to as,

Im )\502,6823

lim oo =

. 30
e—0 tQﬁ()\lc% — )\28%) — 252ﬁRe A5 — 525(/\1626 + /\28%) ( )

Hence, some effects of CP violation could be detected in processes with the light h boson.

4 Discussion and conclusions

In the previous sections we discussed the scenario when one of the 2HDM scalar particles has the mass equalled to
that of the SM Higgs boson, and the other scalar states are heavy. We have obtained the analytical expressions for
the effective operators describing interactions between the SM fermions and the lightest particle of the two-Higgs-
doublet model, in terms of its parameters.

We have shown also that the low-energy effective Lagrangian of the 2HDM in the decoupling limit does not
transform to the Lagrangian of the one-Higgs-doublet model. Precise measurements of the triple and quartic self-
couplings of the Higgs field could be used to discern the one-Higgs-doublet model from the 2HDM at low energies.

The considered potential of the scalar fields also introduces a small CP-violation. It was shown that the angle
«z, which describes mixing of scalars with opposite CP-parity, does not vanish in the limit when heavy scalars
decouple, and the lightest neutral mass eigenstate of the model is not the eigenstate of the CP transformation.
Hence, CP-violation in the 2HDM is potentially visible in modern experiments, and additional interactions within
the scalar sector could be identified. Also, we found that the parameters a and ag contribute the effective vertexes
in the low-energy EL ([28).

At the tree level, the 2HDM introduces reactions mediated by charged scalars H*, which are absent in the SM
with one Higgs doublet. In the low energy region, these processes are described by effective operators J*(@) J=(9),
JtW =0 g+@ =0 and J+® J-(@ Similar processes take place in the SM, too, but they are mediated only by
the vector bosons W=+,

Effective Lagrangian (28] also introduces some new vertexes, which describe annihilation of a fermion-antifermion
pair and the subsequent production of two or three Higgs bosons.

Numerical predictions of the model with the EL (28)) are left beyond the scope of the present paper. They will
be studied in a separate publication.

Appendix

The mass matrices of the scalar fields in 2HDM are

[Rem? 1 2 — v
M2 = | /12 _ Z (A, 4 ReXs) 2 L2,
| V102 2 —V1V2 %
2Rem?y, + Mv?  —Rem?y + Asasvqv Y2 pf2 —M?
vy 12 191 12 345Y1 92 1 2 be23 be23
V1 2 2 2 V1 2
M2 —Re m12 + /\345’01’02 ERG mio + )\2’02 Mbc23 - Mbc23
= V2 2 2 2 Ul
be o Mieos M o3 M;cs3 v Mbc33 ’
2 V1 2 V1 2 vy 2
_Mb023 _EMbCQB _EMbCSB EMbc33

1
M5 = §Im Asv1va,  Mgs = %Rem% —Re X503, (31)

Yukawa’s interactions of the 2HDM mass eigenstates with the SM fermions is described by the terms in (I3]). The
contributions of quarks J*(@, JI(L?), Jz(f) and J,(lq) are as follows:

J (@ — Z [(y%}/)( q) yf(l)(q) )ﬂ}”dﬁ{ ) + (y}gf/)( q)* sp— y%g)( q)* CB) ﬂg )d(Lf)] 7 (32)
£if’

1(1)( 1 . 1(1 2(1 =(f) S(f
H \/_E :{[ ngu Sa Y5y 2( )(q)cCY +iay (_yfgc/)(q)sﬁ —|—yf5c,)(‘”cﬂ)} dy dg )+
Iif

+ [ Yy (f%)(q) + yfc(fz,)(q)ca + iag (y}gc%)(q)s;; - y%?/)(q)cﬁg)] u(Lj)u(f,) + h. c.} , (33)



Jx(axq)*\fZ{ f)+yu—(f) (f >+h.0.},
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ya =i [_y (1/><q>S +y2<1>( cp+i (_y};l)(@(agca +azsa) + 42 (1><q>(azca _ QSSQ))} :
Yu =1 [y1§?>< v 56— Yy (»2/)(‘1)06 +i (—y}f)(q)(%ca + sq) + yf&?(‘” (aca — assa))} ) (34)
. —=(£) J(f'
h fz{[ y};l y%})( s, +iais (_y};)( )56 +y% 2(1)(9) . )} di)d% )4
I
+ [P Dea — g2 D s i (5D Vs — 422D co) | 7wl + e (35)

The contributions of leptons are analytically the same. They could be found if one substitutes u-type quarks with
neutrinos and d-type quarks with electrons of the corresponding generation.

From the Yukawa Lagrangian (I2) we also have the mass terms for the fermion fields

— V(@7 () i(2)(9)(f), (f")
mass_\/—Z”lZ{fﬂ dpdp "+ ypp UL uR
i=1,2  fiff
O DO 4] (36)
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