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W e discussa m inim alextension to the standard m odelin which there are two Higgsbosonsand,

in addition to the usualferm ion content,two ferm ion doubletsand one ferm ion singlet. The little

hierachy problem is solved by the vanishing ofthe one-loop corrections to the quadratic term s of

the scalar potential. The electro-weak ground state is therefore stable for values ofthe cuto� up

to 10 TeV.TheHiggsboson m asscan take valuessigni�cantly largerthan thecurrentLEP bounds

and stillbe consistentwith electro-weak precision m easurem ents.

PACS num bers:11.30.Q c,12.60.Fr,14.80.Cp,95.35.+ d

I. M O T IVA T IO N S

There issom e tension between the value ofthe electroweak (EW )vacuum and the scale atwhich we expectnew
physicsto becom em anifestaccordingto EW precision m easurem ents[1].Ifwetakethelatterscalearound 10 TeV as
the cuto� ofoure�ectivetheory,som edegreeof�netuning isnecessary in thescalarpotentialin orderto guarantee
thevacuum stability againstradiativecorrections.Thislittlehierachy problem | and beforeitthem oregeneral(and
m oreserious)problem ofthelargehierarchy between theEW vacuum and theG UT and Planck scale| hasbeen used
asa clueto thedevelopm entofm odelsin which thescalarsectorofthestandard m odelisenlarged to providebetter
stability,as,forinstance,in supersym m etry,technicolorand little-Higgsm odels.
Herewediscussa di�erentapproach in which nonew sym m etry isintroduced to cancelloop correctionsand instead

the param etersofthe lagrangian are such asto m ake the one-loop correctionsvanish and thus ensure the stability
ofthe e�ective potentialforthe scalarparticlesup to the energy scale atwhich two-loop e�ectsbegin to be sizable,
nam ely 10 TeV.Clearly,by its very nature,such a procedure can only be applied to the little hierarchy problem
and notto the m ore generalG UT orPlanck scale hierarchy problem . Itisa lim ited solution to a little (hierarchy)
problem ,a problem that| contrary to thosearising in m uch largerhierarchies| m ay wellbecontingentto thechoice
ofthe lagrangian param eters.
G iven the sim plicity ofthe idea behind this approach,it is not surprising that it was suggested early on (by

Veltm an [2])in the following term s:the quadratically divergentone-loop correction to the Higgsboson m assm h,

3�2

16�2v2
W

�
2m 2

W + m
2

Z + m
2

h � 4m 2

t

�
; (1)

can be m ade to vanish,oratleastm ade sm allenough,ifm h happensto be around 316 G eV atthe tree level. The
rem aining contributions| notincluded in (1)| areproportionalto the lightquark m assesand thereforenegligible.
Such a cancellation doesnotoriginatefrom any dynam icsand itistheaccidentalresultofthevaluesofthephysical

param etersofthe theory. The absence ofthis quadratically divergentterm in the two-pointfunction ofthe scalar
bosonsm akespossibleto increasethecut-o� forthetheory to a highervaluewith respectto thestandard m odel(SM )
wherethe renorm alization oftheHiggsboson m assand the given valueoftheexpectation valuevW im posea cuto�
ofaround 1 TeV to avoid unnaturally precisecancellationsam ong term s.
W e now know thata value ofm h = 316 G eV isa little over3� with respectto currentprecision m easurem entsof

EW data [1]. Thishoweverdoesnotm ean thata scenario in which the Higgsboson m assischosen justso to m ake
the cancellation �a la Veltm an is ruled out. It only m eans that we m ust either enlarge the SM with new particles
propagating below 1 TeV and then redo the EW data �t [4]or introduce new physics at a higher scale,the e�ect
ofwhich is to correct the precision observables and m ake room for the shifted value ofthe Higgs boson m ass (as
described in the fram ework ofthe e�ective EW lagrangian in [3]).
Bearing thisin m ind,weintroduce the m inim alextension to the SM in which
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� quadratically divergentcontributionscancelatone-loop �a la Veltm an;

� itisconsistentwith the EW precision data.

The m odel,aswe shallsee,isquite sim ple and providesan explicitexam ple ofan extension ofthe SM in which the
m assoftheHiggsboson can assum esigni�cantly largervalueswith respectto thecurrentlowerbound withouthaving
the EW precision m easurem entsviolated. In so doing,itintroducesa characteristic spectrum ofstatesbeyond the
SM thatcan be investigated atthe LHC.
The m odelis naturalin the sense that the EW vacuum is stable against a cut o� ofthe order of10 TeV for a

large choice ofparam eters. Itisjustso because the physicalparam etersare chosen by hand in orderto satisfy the
constraints. These param etersare howevernum bersoforderunity and notextravagantly sm allorlarge;m oreover,
they can be chosen am ong m any possible valuesso thatno unique determ ination isrequired,asitwould be in the
originalVeltm an’scondition where the only free param eteristhe Higgsboson m ass,or| whatam ountsto the sam e
thing| the quarticcoupling �.
Because am ong the additionalstates required there is a stable neutral(exotic) ferm ion,we also discuss to what

extentthisstatecan be considered a candidatefordark m atter.

II. T H E M O D EL:H O W T H E H IG G S G O T IT S M A SS

W econsidera m odelin which therearetwo scalarEW doublets,h1 and h2,thelightestscalarcom ponentofwhich
isgoing to be identi�ed with the SM Higgsboson and two W eylferm ion doublets, 1 and  2. In addition,we also
introducea W eylferm ion  3 which isa SU (2)W � U (1)Y singlet.
Letusbriey discussto whatextentthischoiceofnew statesisthem inim alextension which cancelsthequadratic

divergence.In the m odelwith only two Higgsbosonsitispossible to reduce| orindeed cancel| the contribution of
the top quark to thequadraticdivergencebutnotthatofthe gaugebosonsand thecuto� cannotbe raised up to 10
TeV.W ecom m enton thisclassofm odelsin sec.VIIbelow.Them assofa singleferm ion doublet(with two singlets)
isnecessarily proportionalto thescalar�eld vacuum expectation and cannotbevaried independently oftheVeltm an
condition (ifwewantto choosenaturally theYukawa ofthe new ferm ions).Two doubletferm ionsarealso necessary
in orderto be anom aly free.The singletferm ion isnecessary to liftthe ferm ion degeneracy and couple the ferm ions
to the scalar�elds.
The states ofthe m odelare sim ilar to those ofa SUSY m inim alextension ofthe scalarsector ofthe SM into a

W ess-Zum ino chiralm odelin which the singletboson hasbeen integrated out.However,a m odelwith softly broken
supersym m etry cannot be the m odelwe are discussing because the supersym m etry,ifpresent at any scale,would
m akethe quadratically divergencezero.
The lagrangian forthe scalarbosonsisgiven by

Lh =
X

i= 1;2

D �h
i
D

�
h
i+ V [h1; h2] (2)

with the potential

V [h1; h2] = �1(h
y

1
h1)

2 + �2(h
y

2
h2)

2 + �3(h
y

1
h1)(h

y

2
h2)+ �4(~h

y

2
h1)(~h

y

1
h2)+ �5

h

(~hy
2
h1)

2 + H :c:

i

+ �
2

1
(hy

1
h1)+ �

2

2
(hy

2
h2); (3)

where ~h2 = i�2h
�
2
. The potentialin eq.(3)isthe m ostgeneralforthe two Higgsdoubletsonce we im pose a parity

sym m etry T1 accordingtowhich thetwodoubletsh1 and h2 are,respectively even and odd.In thisway,thequadratic
and quarticm ixing term sareforbidden,which m akesthe discussion sim pler.
Thelagrangian ofeq.(3)can bestudied to �nd theground statethattriggerstheelectroweak sym m etry breaking.

Itis

hh1i=

�
0

v1=
p
2

�

and hh2i=

�
v2=

p
2

0

�

: (4)

The requirem entofm atching the EW vacuum vw to thisvacuum stateconstainsoneparam eterofthe m odel.
The m asseigenstatesofthe scalarparticlescan thusbe derived.The m assesare

m
2

h;H = �1v
2

1
+ �2v

2

2
�

q

(�1v21 � �2v
2

2
)
2

+ (�3 + �4 + �5)
2
v2
1
v2
2

(5)

m
2

A = � �5v
2

w ;
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forthe threeneutralscalarbosons(two ofwhich,h and H ,arescalarsand one,A,a pseudoscalar),

m
2

H + = � (�4 + �5)v
2

w ; (6)

forthe charged boson H + afterusing the constraintv2w =
�
v2
1
+ v2

2

�
in eqs.(5){(6).

By introducing the m ixing angle � and � to rotate the scalar boson gauge states into the m ass eigenstates,we
write:

h1 =
1
p
2

�
sin� H +

v1 + cos� h � sin� H + sin� A

�

and h2 =
1
p
2

�
v2 + sin� h + cos� H + cos� A

cos� H �

�

: (7)

Asusualin 2 Higgsdoubletm odeltan� = v2=v1 and

tan2� =
�3v1v2

(�2v22 � �1v
2

1
)
: (8)

The exoticferm ion contentofthe m odelisgiven by two SU (2)W doublets:

	 1 =

�
 
+

1

 0

1

�

	 2 =

�
 0

2

 
�
2

�

;

and one SU (2)W singlet 3;wecan also de�ne the M ajorana 4-com ponentsferm ionscurrenteigenstatesas

~ 0

i =

�
 0

i
� 0

i

�

~�+i =

�
 
+

1

� �

2

�

:

The SM ferm ions are even under the T1 parity sym m etry and therefore can have Yukawa interactionsonly with
the scalar doublet h1. The exotic doublet ferm ions 	 i are odd under this parity sym m etry while the singlet  3 is
even.W e also introducean additionalparity T2 underwhich the Higgsbosonsareeven while allthe exoticferm ions
areodd (SM particlesarealwayseven underboth parities).In thisway the exoticferm ionsdo notm ix with the SM
ferm ionsand m ay haveYukawa term sonly with the scalardoubleth2.
The lagrangian forthe exoticferm ionsissim ply given by the kinetic and the Yukawa term s,thatis

L
 = Lkin + L

 
m ; (9)

whereLkin isgiven by

Lkin = �	 1D̂ 	 1 + �	 2D̂ 	 2 + � 3@̂ 3

and

� Lm = ~� �ij	 1i
	 2j

+ �̂  3 3 +

�
k1
p
2
 3

~h2
y
	 1 + H :c:

�

+

�
k4
p
2
 3	 2i

~h2j + H :c:

�

:

From Lm weseethatthe charged Diracferm ion ~�+ hasm assm �+ = ~� whileoncewe inserteq.(4)into eq.(10)the
M ajorana m assm atrix forthe neutralstatesisgiven by

M
0 =

0

@
0 � ~� k1v2=

p
2

� ~� 0 k4v2=
p
2

k1v2=
p
2 k4v2=

p
2 �̂ :

1

A (10)

This m atrix is diagonalized by a neutralino m ixing m atrix V which satis�es V T M 0V � = M 0

diag. From the 2-
com ponents m ass eigenvectors of eq.(10) �0i= 1;3, we de�ne the 4-com ponents neutralferm ions that will be our
neutralinos

~�0
1
=

�
�0
1

��0
1

�

~�0
2
= 5

�
�0
2

��0
2

�

~�0
3
=

�
�0
3

��0
3

�

;

where in eq.(11) the de�nition of ~�0
2
takes into account that the corresponding eigenvalue ofthe M ajorana m ass

m atrix isnegative.
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From Lkin ofeq.(10) using the m ass eigenstates de�ned in eq.(11) we obtain the interaction term s ofthe new
ferm ionswith the gaugebosons

L =
g
p
2

h X

i= 1;3

�~�
+

�(V1i�iPL � V
�
2iPR )~�i

0

i

W
+ � + H :c:+

g

2
�~�
+

�(PL + PR )~�
+
W

�

3

�
g

2

X

i;j= 1;3

h
�~�i
0

�
�
�i�j(V

y

i1V1j � V
y

i2V2j)PL � PR (V
T
i1V

�
1j � V

T
i2V

�
2j)

�
~�j
0

i

W
�

3

+
g0

2
�~�
+

�(PL + PR )~�
+
B
� (11)

+
g0

2

X

i;j= 1;3

h
�~�i
0

�
�
�i�j(V

y

i1V1j � V
y

i2V2j)PL � PR (V
T
i1V

�
1j � V

T
i2V

�
2j)

�
~�j
0

i

B
�
;

wherethefactor�i = (� 1)i�1 keepsinto accountthesignsoftheeigenvaluesoftheM ajoranam assm atrix ofeq.(10).
Thislagrangian isnecessary in orderto com putethe one-loop radiativecorrectionsto the scalarpotential.

III. V ELT M A N C O N D IT IO N R ED U X

Asstated in theintroduction,wewantto stabilizethepotentialgiven by eq.(3)atone-loop level,thatiswewant
thatthe one-loop ��2i quadratically divergentcontributionsto �

2

i be zero.Asin the SM the quadratically divergent
contributions arise by loops ofgauge bosons,scalars and ferm ions. W e therefore �nd two Veltm an conditions by
im posing

��
2

1
= 0 and ��

2

2
= 0; (12)

thatis

9

4
g
2 +

3

4
g
02 + 2(3�1 + �3 + �4)� 12�2t = 0

9

4
g
2 +

3

4
g
02 + 2(3�2 + �3 + �4)� (k2

1
+ k

2

4
) = 0: (13)

In eq.(13)g,g0 are the electroweak gauge couplings,�i the param eterofthe scalarpotentialofeq.(3),�t the top
Yukawa de�ned as�t = vw =v1 since the SM ferm ionscouple only to the scalardoubleth1 and k1;4 are the Yukawa
coupling ofeq.(10).Thecontributionsofthe lighterSM ferm ionsto eq.(13)havebeen neglected.
Notice thatifwe did nothave the parity sym m etry T1 and the ferm ionswould have interacted with both h1 and

h2 wewould havegenerated a divergentm ixed contribution thatcould havebeen canceled only by a bareterm .
In writing eq.(13)wehavetaken a com m on cuto� � forthedivergentloopsofdi�erentstates.Thepossibility that

there existdi�erentcuto�sforthe di�erentcontributionsdoesnotchangeourresultbecause a changeoforderO (1)
in the �sonly m eansa sim ilarchangeoforderO (1)in the param etersofthe m odel� i and ki.
O nce these two conditionsare satis�ed the scalarpotentialisstable atone-loop orderand so isitsvacuum state.

W e interpretthese conditionsastwo constraintson the 10 freeparam etersofthem odel.

IV . T H E EW PA R A M ET ER S S,T A N D U

For ourpurposes,the consistence ofthe m odelagainstEW precision m easurem entscan be checked by m eans of
obliquecorrections.These correctionscan be classi�ed [5]by m eansofthreeparam eters:

�S = � 4e2 [� 0
33
(0)� � 0

3B (0)]

�T =
e2

s2
W
c2
W
m 2

Z

[� 11(0)� � 33(0)]

�U = 4e2 [� 0
11
(0)� � 0

33
(0)]; (14)

where the functions � nm (q2 = 0)representthe vacuum polarizationsofthe gauge vactorsin the variousdirections
ofisospin space. O thercorrectionsfunctions| like the functionsY and W ofref.[6]| are notrelevanthere because
m ainly sensitiveto physicsin which there arenew vectorbosons.
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EW precision m easurem entsseverely constrain thepossiblevaluesofthethreeparam etersS,T and U.In the SM ,
the data allow [1],fora Higgsboson m assofm h = 117 G eV,

S = � 0:13� 0:10

T = � 0:17� 0:12

U = 0:22� 0:13 (15)

These constraints m ust be rescaled for the di�erent values ofthe Higgs boson m ass. Ifwe want the m odelto be
consistentwith the EW precision m easurem entswithin,forinstance,onesigm a wehavethree furtherconstraintson
the param etersofthe m odel| 5 ofwhich stillrem ain freeatthispoint.
A m ass ofthe Higgs boson larger than the reference value willm ake the param eter T sm aller,the size ofthe

correction going likethe lnm 2

h
=m 2

Z .Thiscan be com pensated by the ferm ion contribution which can givea �T > 0
ofsize�m 2 lnm 2 where�m 2 istheisospin splitting oftheferm ion m asses.Theparam eterS ischanged by thelarger
Higgsm asswith a �S > 0,a changethatisin generaldi�cultto com pensate.In ourm odela negativecontribution
to S com esaboutbecause ofthe ferm ion with both Dirac and M ajorana m asseswhich givesa negativecontribution
proportionalto ln(m �+ =m �0

i
),and m �+ � m �0

i
isthe isospin m asssplitting between the chargino and the neutralino

i.
Letus considertheir contributionsto T and S separately in a sim pli�ed m odelwhich helps in visualizing better

how scalarand ferm ion contributionscom pensate oneotherin orderto accom odatethe EW experim entalvalues.
Forwhatconcernsthe ferm ions,suppose to be in the sim ple casein which m �+ � m �0

i
.The ferm ion contribution

to the T param etercan be written as

T
f = T

f

L L
+ T

f

L R
; (16)

whereT f

L L
takesinto accounttheoneloop contributionsthatarisefrom thevacuum polarizationsofthegaugebosons

ofthe kind � L L
11;33 and �

R R
11;33,T

f

L R
the onesthatarisefrom � L R

11;33 and �
R L
11;33.The lattersarenotpresentin the SM

case.K eeping only the leading contributions,wehave

T
f

L L
=

2

c2
W
s2
W
m 2

Z
�

n X

i

U
eff

i

h

� m
2

�+ +
(m �+ � m �i

)2

2

i

log
m 2

�+

m 2

Z

�
X

i;j

U
eff

ij

2

h

� m
2

�0

i

+
(m �0

i
� m �0

j
)2

2

i

log
m 2

�0

i

m 2

Z

o

T
f

L R
=

2

c2
W
s2
W
m 2

Z
�

n X

i

U
eff

i m �+ m �0

i
log

m 2

�+

m 2

Z

�
X

i;j

U
eff

ij

2
m �0

j
m �0

i
log

m 2

�0

i

m 2

Z

o

; (17)

where U eff

i;ij aree�ective couplingsrelated to the neutralino m ixing m atrix V and arein generaldi�erentforthe LL

contribution and for the LR one. For exam ple U eff

i in T
f

L L
is given by �k = V

y

ik
Vki. Notice that when the third

neutralinodecouples,theT f

L L
contribution goestozerowhen m �+ = m �0

1;2
and theisospin sym m etry isrestored.The

sam ehappensalso forT f

L R
.In a m annersim ilarto theT param eter,theS param eterreceivesa ferm ion contribution

thatcan be splitted in

S
f = S

f

L L
+ S

f

L R
; (18)

with

S
f

L L
=

1

3�

"

(U eff

ij � 1)� 2log
m 2

�+

m 2

Z

+ 2U eff

ij log
m 2

�0

i

m 2

Z

#

S
f

L R
=

2

3�
(yR

� +
� y

eff

R
� 0
ij

); (19)

where yR
� +

= 1=2 follows by the de�nition of�+ and where we have de�ned y
eff

R
� 0
ij

= 2�k= 1;2T3k yR k
f(Vki;Vkj)

where T3k and yR k
are the isospin and the hyperchargeofthe M ajorana singletsde�ned in eq.(9)and f(Vki;Vkj)is
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FIG .1: Ferm ion contributions to the param eters T and S as a function oftheir m ass splitting. The plots are m ade for one

representative value ofthe �
0

3 m ass.
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FIG .2:Scalarcontributionsto theparam etersT and S asa function oftheirm asses.Thered horizontallinesshow thecentral

value ofthe currentEW bounds.Notation and valuesofthe param etersare explained in the text.

a com bination ofdi�erententriesofthe neutralino m ixing m atrix V .Notice thatwe recoverthe contribution oftwo
SM -likedoubletswhen the hyperchargesdi�erence in S f

L R
gives1=2 and Uij in S

f

L L
isequalto 1[5].

The previousexpressionscan be furthersim pli�ed ifwe considerthe ferm ion m assm atrix ofeq.(10)in the lim it
in which �̂ ism uch largerthan ~�;k1;4v2.In thislim itthe neutralferm ion m ixing m atrix isapproxim ately given by

V =

0

B
B
B
B
B
B
@

� 1p
2

� 1p
2

r
m

� 0
2

�m
� 0
1

2m
� 0
3

3m
� 0
1

�m
� 0
2

2

p
2m

� 0
1

�
m

� 0
1

+ m
� 0
2

2

p
2m

� 0
1

�
m

� 0
3

m
� 0
1

r
m

� 0
2

�m
� 0
1

2m
� 0
3

m
� 0
1

+ m
� 0
3

m
� 0
1

r
m

� 0
2

�m
� 0
1

2m
� 0
3

m
� 0
1

�m
� 0
3

m
� 0
1

r
m

� 0
2

�m
� 0
1

2m
� 0
3

1

1

C
C
C
C
C
C
A

: (20)

Ifit holds also that ~� larger than k1;4v2,m �+ ’ m �0

1;2
,T f and Sf can be easily expressed in term s ofthe m ass

splitting,see �g.1.Noticethateq.(20)isvalid form �0

1;2
< m �0

3

< m 2

�0

1

=�m �0

12

.Forthisreason wehaveplotted T f

and Sf in �g.1 corresponding to only onevalueofm �0

3

,since in the rangeallowed di�erencesarem inim al.
For what concerns the scalar sector,consider the case in which m H + ’ m A . In this lim it,T s and Ss assum e a

sim ple form .W e have

T
s = �

3

16�c2
W

(cos2 � log
m 2

h

m Z

+ sin2 � log
m 2

H

m Z

); (21)

where� isthe m ixing anglein the neutralscalarsectorand

S
s =

1

12�
(log

m 2

h

m 2

Z

+ log
m 2

H

m 2

Z

� 2log
m 2

H +

m 2

Z

+ log
m 2

A

m 2

Z

): (22)

W e can com parethecontribution ofthe scalarsectorofourm odelwith respectto the SM one.In the SM wehave

T
SM
h = �

3

8�c2
W

log
m h

m Z
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S
SM
h =

1

12�
log

m 2

h

m 2

Z

: (23)

EW precision m easurem entsindicate thatat2� m h � 185 G eV [1]and thereforethe introduction ofthe ferm ionsin
ourm odelisjusti�ed ifT s and Ss exceedsthecontributionsT SM

h and SSMh corresponding to m h ’ 185 G eV.Thisis
shown in �g.2.
For�xed m h and m H ,and a given ferm ion spectrum thataccom odatestheT param eter,theferm ion contribution

to S is�xed and therefore the only freedom leftisin the valuesofm A and m H + . In the case in which m H + ’ m A ,
theirtotalcontribution to S hasthesam esign ofthe ferm ion one,thereforeweexpectthatm A cannotin generalbe
to heavy.Thisisveri�ed in the num ericalanalysis.

V . A D A R K M A T T ER C A N D ID A T E?

The lightestneutralexotic ferm ion state in the m odelis sim ilarto the neutralinosin a m inim alsupersym m etric
extension oftheSM (NM SSM )in which thecom position isdom inated byHiggsinos.Itisstablebecausethelagrangian
doesnotcontain couplingsbetween theSM and theexoticferm ions| or,alternatively,you can think ofthelagrangian
aswritten with a underlying conserved parity.
W ecom puteby m eansoftheprogram DARKSUSY [7]itsrelicabundance
D M h2.To do thisweneed thelagrangian

written on the exoticferm ion m asseigenstates:

� 2Lm =
X

i= 1;2;3

m i
�~�
0

i�
0

i +
X

i;j= 1;2;3

�~�
0

i (V
T
i3V1j�jPL + V

y

i3V
�
1j�iPR )~�

0

j

[
X

n= 1;2

(k1U
R
2n + k2U

R
1n)H n]

+
X

i;j= 1;2;3

�~�
0

i (V
T
i3V2j�jPL + V

y

i3V
�
2j�iPR )~�

0

j[
X

n= 1;2

(k4U
R
2n + k3U

R
1n)H n]

+
X

i;j= 1;2;3

�~�
0

i [(� iV
T
i3V1j�jPL + iV

y

i3V
�
1j�iPR )(k1 cos� + k2 sin�)

+ (iV T
i3V2j�jPL � iV

y

i3V
�
2j�iPR )(k4 cos� + k3 sin�)]~�

0

jA

+ �~�
0

i~�
+ (V T

i3PL + V
y

i3�iPR )((k2 � k3)U
C
12

+ (k4 � k1)cos�)H
� + H :c:;

where H n= 1;2 = h;H are the two neutralscalars,A the pseudoscalar,H � the charged scalar,� the m ixing angle
de�ned in eq.(7)and U R isthem ixing m atrix related to the realneutralcom ponentsofthe two doubletsh1 and h2
given by

U
R =

�
cos� � sin�
sin� cos�

�

; (24)

where� isthe m ixing anglede�ned in eq.(8).
Theanalysisshowsthattherelicabundanceisalwaysatleastoneorderofm agnitudetoo sm allthan thepresently

favoriteabundanceofdark m atterin theUniverse.Thisseem sto bedueto thelack ofcancellationsam ong di�erent
diagram s introduced by the arbitrariness in the Yukawa couplings that m akes pair annihilation rates too large.
Therefore,the lightestneutralexoticferm ion can atm ostbe a m arginalcom ponentofdark m atter.

V I. T H E M O D EL SO LV ED

The m odelhaseleven param eters,10 ofwhich arein principle free once the ground state hasbeen identi�ed with
vW .IfweenforcetheVeltm an conditions| and thusm aketheone-loop quadraticallydivergentcorrectionsvanish| we
areleftwith eightparam eters.Thesecan betreaded forthem assesofthe4 scalarand 4 ferm ion states.Thesecan be
varied and foreach choiceofthem the S,T and U param eterscom puted and com pared againstthe EW constraints.
W e vary the dim ensionless param eters within one order ofm agnitude. In particular,we keep the �i and the �i

between 1 and 4� (afterwhich the the perturbativeanalysism ay break down).M assparam eters� and ~� arevaried
between 100 and 300 G eV.
W e �nd that for a large choice ofthe �ve rem aining param eters the m odelis consistent with the EW precision

m easurem ents.Forthesechoices,m assesaslargeas450 G eV arepossibleforthelightestneutralscalarHiggsboson.
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FIG .3:D istribution ofvaluesforthem assesm � vs.m h forvaluesoftheparam eterswithin 1� ofEW precision m asurem ents.
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FIG .4:D istribution ofvaluesforthem assesm A vs.m h forvaluesoftheparam eterswithin 1� ofEW precision m asurem ents.

As its m ass increases those ofthe neutralpseudoscalar tends to favor lighter values so that there are solutions in
which thelightestHiggsboson isthepseudoscalar.Thelightestneutralferm ion m asstendsto increasetogetherwith
the m assofthe Higgsboson.
Figure 3 showssom e ofthe possible valueswe obtain forthe Higgsboson and lightestneutralferm ion m assesfor

valuesofthe param eterswhich satisfy within 1� the EW precision m asurem ents.Figure4 showsthe distribution of
the m assesforthe scalarand pseudoscalarstatesunderthe sam econditions.
O urresultm ay help in dispelling excessivesurprisein notseeing a bantam weightHiggsboson with m h justabove

thecurrentLEP bound of117G eV and should encouragesearchesattheLHC fora Higgsboson substantially heavier
than thecurrentLEP bound| whatwecan calla welterweightatm h around 300 G eV oreven a cruiserweightat500
G eV.Such a scenario hasbeen pointed outrecently in [8]and [9]in thefram ework ofthelittle Higgsm odels[10]and
in [11,13]in a two-Higgsextension ofthe SM .

V II. M O D ELS W IT H T W O H IG G S B O SO N S A N D N O EX T R A FER M IO N S

Di�erentpossibilitiesofrealizing a m inim alextention ofthe scalarsectorofthe SM could have a naturalcut-o�
� around few TeV while being com patible with EW precision m easurem ents have been discussed in the last year.
The authors of[11,12,13]have analyzed di�erent realizations ofthe 2 Higgs doublets m odel(2HDM ) and have
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TABLE I:Representative values (am ong those used in the plots) ofthe eight param eters ofthe m odel,and m ass spectrum

ofthe m ostrelevantstates: scalar and pseudo-scalar bosonsand lightestferm ion,thatsatisfy the boundsfrom EW precision

m easerem ents.

� (G eV) ~� (G eV) k1 �1 �2 �3 �4 �5 m h (G eV) m A (G eV) m � (G eV)

173 287 1.4 8.5 4.6 2.8 � 8:5 � 5:6 146 600 131

138 128 1.6 6.3 6.4 2.3 � 10:6 � 2:9 210 417 96

276 438 2.9 7.7 5.0 8.1 � 7:1 � 8:5 304 715 223

266 381 3.8 5.3 12.5 1.7 � 7:0 � 3:5 450 460 212

239 180 3.8 4.8 11.4 7.3 � 11:9 � 2:1 470 360 190

param etrized the �ne tuning param eter in term s ofthe dependence ofthe m ass ofthe light Higgs boson on the
cut{o� �. In the Barbieri-Hall(BH)m odel[11]both doubletsacquire a VEV,butthe sm allm ixing angle between
them m akes the light scalarcoupling to the top quark quite sm alland � becam es proportionalto the m ass ofthe
heavy neutralscalar. The m ass ofthe heavy neutralscalar is then bounded by the requirem ent ofsatisfying the
EW precision m easurem entsand this allows� to reach m ore orless2 TeV when the lightHiggsboson hasa m ass
m h = 115 G eV.Thetwin doubletsm odel[12]isa particularversion ofthe2HDM in which only onedoubletcouples
to theSM ferm ions.Thesym m etry ofthem odelm akespossibleto im provethebound found in theBH m odeland to
reach a cut-o� between 3 and 4 TeV.Finally,theinertdoubletm odel(IDM )[13]proposesa di�erentpicture.Instead
oftrying to justify through naturalness the existence ofa light Higgs boson and a cut-o� offew TeV,it describes
the possibility ofhaving a heavy Higgs while being stillcom patible with EW precision m easurem ents. The cut-o�
ofthe m odelturns out to be offew TeV (a value that would be naturaleven in the SM context ifthe Higgs were
heavy). The new feature ofthe IDM is that the m odelm ay be com patible with the EW precision m easurem ents
even in thepresenceofa heavy Higgsboson.Thisisrealized thanksto thecontribution to theEW param etersthat
arises from the heavy new scalars. In general,in the di�erent realizations ofthe 2HDM the T param eter receives
a SM -like contribution and a contribution thatarisesfrom loopsinvolving the new scalars. These contributionsare
approxim ately given by [14]

Ta = �
3

16� cos�2
W

(cos2(� � �)log
m 2

h

m 2

Z

+ sin2(� � �)log
m 2

H

m 2

Z

)

Tb =
1

4�s2
W
m 2

W

(cos2 �(m H + � m h)
2 + sin2 �(m H + � m H )

2 + (m H + � m A )
2

� cos2 �(m A � m h)
2
� sin2 �(m A � m H )

2); (25)

wheretan� = v2=v1 with vi thevev ofhi and � them ixinganglebetween thetwoneutralscalars.Ifboth thedoublets
acquirea VEV (BH,twin and thejust-so m odels)Tb isnegligiblebecausem A � m H + cannotbetoo large(fornatural
choice ofthe �i param eterofthe potential).O n the contrary,in the IDM Tb m ay notbe negligible and can balance
the contribution to Ta arising from a heavy Higgsboson;in thisway,the m odelpredictsa heavy Higgsboson and a
cut-o� around 3 TeV.In conclusion,in alltheversion of2HDM thecut-o� can bearound 5 TeV butnotm uch higher.
O ur approach is di�erent with respect to the m odels that present im proved naturalness. The cancellation of

the Veltam condition �xes our cut-o� at 10 TeV and the requirem ents to be com patible with the EW precision
m easurem ents and to cover the m ost generalneutralscalar spectrum forces us to include at least a new ferm ion
doublet.
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