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W e discuss a m inim al extension to the standard m odel in which there are two H iggs bosons and,
In addition to the usual ferm ion content, two fermm ion doublets and one fem ion singlet. T he little
hierachy problem is solved by the vanishing of the one-loop corrections to the quadratic tem s of
the scalar potential. T he electro-weak ground state is therefore stable for values of the cut o up
to 10 TeV . The H iggs boson m ass can take values signi cantly larger than the current LEP bounds
and still be consistent w ith electro-weak precision m easurem ents.

PACS numbers: 11.300Qc, 12.60Fr, 14.80Cp, 9535+ d

I. MOTIVATIONS

T here is som e tension between the value of the electroweak (EW ) vacuum and the scale at which we expect new
physics to becom e m anifest according to EW  precision m easurem ents [l]. Ifwe take the latter scale around 10 TeV as
the cuto ofoure ective theory, som e degree of ne tuning is necessary In the scalar potential in order to gquarantee
the vacuum stability against radiative corrections. T his little hierachy problem | and before it the m ore general (and
m ore serious) problem ofthe large hierarchy between the EW vacuum and the GUT and P lanck sca]e| hasbeen used
as a clue to the developm ent ofm odels In which the scalar sector of the standard m odel is enlarged to provide better
stability, as, for nstance, in supersym m etry, technicolor and little-H iggs m odels.

Here we discuss a di erent approach in which no new symm etry is introduced to cancel loop corrections and instead
the param eters of the lagrangian are such as to m ake the one-loop corrections vanish and thus ensure the stability
of the e ective potential for the scalar particles up to the energy scale at which two-loop e ects begin to be sizable,
namely 10 TeV . C kearly, by is very nature, such a procedure can only be applied to the little hierarchy problem
and not to the m ore general GUT or P lanck scale hierarchy problem . It is a lin ited solution to a little hierarchy)
problem , a problem that| contrary to those arising In m uch larger hjerarchjes| m ay wellbe contingent to the choice
of the lJagrangian param eters.

G ven the sim plicity of the idea behind this approach, it is not surprising that i was suggested early on (by
Velm an [2]) in the follow ing term s: the quadratically divergent one-loop correction to the H iggsboson massm y,
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can be m ade to vanish, or at least m ade an all enough, ifm ;, happens to be around 316 G&V at the tree level. The
rem aining oontrbutjons| not included in [I) | are proportional to the light quark m asses and therefore negligble.

Such a cancellation does not origihate from any dynam ics and it is the accidental result of the values ofthe physical
param eters of the theory. The absence of this quadratically divergent term in the twopoint function of the scalar
bosonsm akes possible to Increase the cuto for the theory to a higher value w ith respect to the standard m odel (SM )
w here the renom alization of the H iggs boson m ass and the given valie of the expectation value vy Im pose a cut o
ofaround 1 TeV to avoid unnaturally precise cancellations am ong tem s.

W e now know that a value ofmy = 316 GeV isa little over 3 w ith respect to current precision m easurem ents of
EW data [I]. This however does not m ean that a scenario In which the H iggs boson m ass is chosen just so to m ake
the cancellation a Ja Velm an is ruled out. It only m eans that we must either enlarge the SM w ith new particles
propagating below 1 TeV and then redo the EW data t [4] or ntroduce new physics at a higher scale, the e ect
of which is to correct the precision observables and m ake room for the shifted value of the H iggs boson m ass (as
described in the fram ework ofthe e ective EW lagrangian in [3]).

Bearing this In m ind, we introduce the m inin alextension to the SM in which
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quadratically divergent contributions cancel at one-loop a la Velm an;
it is consistent w ith the EW precision data.

Them odel, as we shall see, is quite sin pl and provides an explicit exam ple of an extension ofthe SM in which the
m ass ofthe H iggsboson can assum e signi cantly larger valuesw ith respect to the current low er bound w ithout having
the EW precision m easurem ents violated. In so doing, i introduces a characteristic spectrum of states beyond the
SM that can be Investigated at the LHC .

The m odel is natural In the sense that the EW vacuum is stable against a cut o of the order of 10 TeV Por a
large choice of param eters. It is just so because the physical param eters are chosen by hand in order to satisfy the
constraints. T hese param eters are how ever num bers of order uniy and not extravagantly am all or large; m oreover,
they can be chosen am ong m any possbl valies so that no unigque determ ination is required, as i would be in the
orignalVelm an’s condition where the only free param eter is the H iggs boson m ass, or| w hat am ounts to the sam e
thjng| the quartic coupling

Because am ong the additional states required there is a stable neutral (exotic) ferm ion, we also discuss to what
extent this state can be considered a candidate for dark m atter.

IT. THE MODEL:HOW THE HIGGS GOT ITS M ASS

W e consider a m odel in which there are two scalarEW doublets, h; and h;, the lightest scalar com ponent ofw hich
is going to be identi ed w ith the SM H iggs boson and two W eyl ferm ion doublts, 1 and . In addition, we also
ntroduce a W eylferm ion 3 which isa SU (Q)y U (1)y singkt.

Let usbrie y discuss to what extent this choice of new states is the m inim al extension w hich cancels the quadratic
divergence. In the m odelw ith only two H iggs bosons it is possble to reduoe| or indeed canoel| the contribution of
the top quark to the quadratic divergence but not that of the gauge bosons and the cuto cannot be raised up to 10
TeV .W e comm ent on this class ofm odels in sec.[V I below . The m ass ofa single ferm jon doublet w ith two singlets)
is necessarily proportionalto the scalar eld vacuum expectation and cannot be varied ndependently ofthe Velm an
condition (ifwe want to choose naturally the Yukawa of the new fermm ions). Two doublet ferm ions are also necessary
In order to be anom aly free. T he singlet ferm ion is necessary to lift the ferm ion degeneracy and couple the ferm ions
to the scalar elds.

T he states of the m odel are sim ilar to those of a SUSY m inin al extension of the scalar sector of the SM into a
W essZum ino chiralm odel n which the sihglet boson hasbeen integrated out. However, a m odelw ith softly broken
supersym m etry cannot be the m odel we are discussing because the supersym m etry, if present at any scale, would
m ake the quadratically divergence zero.

T he lJagrangian for the scalarbosons is given by
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where Ny = 1 5h,. The potential in eg. [@) is the m ost general for the two H iggs doublets once we in pose a parity
symm etry T1 according to which the two doubletsh; and h;, are, respectively even and odd. In thisw ay, the quadratic
and quartic m ixing tem s are forbidden, which m akes the discussion sim pler.
T he lagrangian ofeq. [3) can be studied to nd the ground state that triggers the electrow eak symm etry breaking.
It is
o
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T he requirem ent of m atching the EW vacuum v, to this vacuum state constains one param eter of the m odel.
T he m ass eigenstates of the scalar particles can thus be derived. T he m asses are
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for the three neutral scalarbosons (wo ofwhich, h and H , are scalars and one, A, a pseudoscalar),
mi. = (a+ s5)V2; ®)

w

for the charged boson H * after using the constraint v2 = v2 + v2 i egs. [@){[6).
By Introducing the m ixing angle and  to rotate the scalar boson gauge states into the m ass eigenstates, we
w rite:

N 1 sin HT 4 n 1 wv,+sh h+cos H+ cos A .
= p= an = p= :
! 19—2 vi+cos h sin H+ sn A z p—2 cos H

Asusualin 2 Higgsdoubltmodeltan = w=v; and
tan2 = —————: (8)
T he exotic ferm ion content of the m odel is given by two SU )y doublets:
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and one SU 2)y singlkt 3;we can also de ne the M aprana 4-com ponents ferm ions current eigenstates as
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The SM fem lons are even under the T; parity symm etry and therefore can have Yukawa interactions only w ith
the scalar doublt h; . The exotic doublt ferm ions ; are odd under this parity symm etry whilke the singlet 3 is
even. W e also introduce an additional parity T, under which the H iggs bosons are even w hile all the exotic ferm ions
are odd (SM particles are alw ays even under both parities) . In this way the exotic ferm ions do not m ix w ith the SM
ferm ions and m ay have Yukawa temm s only w ith the scalar doublt h,.

T he lagrangian for the exotic fermm ions is sin ply given by the kinetic and the Yukawa tem s, that is

L = Lxin + L, ; ©)
where Ly, is given by
Liimn = 10 1+ 20 o2+ 36 3
and
Im = ~ 43 1, 2377 3 3+ %ﬂﬁy 1+ Hx:
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From L, we see that the charged D irac ferm ion ~* hasmassm : = ~ while once we insert eq. [@) into eq. [I0) the
M aprana m assm atrix for the neutral states is given by
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This m atrix is diagonalized by a neutralino m ixing matrix V which satis esV'M °V = M J, . From the 2-
com ponents m ass eigenvectors of eq. [I0) % 1;3» we de ne the 4-com ponents neutral fem ions that will be our
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where in eq. [II) the de nition of ~g takes Into account that the corresponding eigenvalue of the M a prana m ass
m atrix is negative.



From Lyi, ofeq. [I0) using the m ass eigenstates de ned in eq. (Il) we obtain the interaction temm s of the new
ferm ions w ith the gauge bosons
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where the factor ; = ( 1)* ! keeps into account the signs of the eigenvalies ofthe M aprana m assm atrix ofeq. [10).

T his lJagrangian is necessary in order to com pute the one-loop radiative corrections to the scalar potential.

III. VELTM AN CONDITION REDUX

A s stated in the introduction, we want to stabilize the potential given by eq. [@) at onedoop level, that iswe want
that the one-loop f quadratically divergent contributions to f be zero. As in the SM the quadratically divergent
contrbutions arise by loops of gauge bosons, scalars and ferm ions. W e therefore nd two Veltm an conditions by
In posing

2=0 and Z2=0; @2)
that is
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In eq. [[3) g, ¢° are the electrow eak gauge couplings, ; the param eter of the scalar potentialofeq. @) ,  the top
Yukawa de ned as = v, =v; sihce the SM fem ions couple only to the scalar doublt h; and k;;4 are the Yukawa
coupling of eq. [10). T he contrdbutions of the lighter SM ferm ions to eq. [13) have been neglected.

N otice that if we did not have the parity symm etry T; and the ferm ions would have interacted w ith both h; and
h, we would have generated a divergent m ixed contribution that could have been canceled only by a bare tem .

Th writing eq. [13)) we have taken a com m on cuto for the divergent loops ofdi erent states. T he possibility that
there exist di erent cuto s for the di erent contributions does not change our resul because a change of order O (1)
In the sonly meansa sin ilar change of order O (1) in the param eters ofthem odel ; and k;.

O nce these two conditions are satis ed the scalar potential is stable at one-loop order and so is its vacuum state.
W e Interpret these conditions as tw o constraints on the 10 free param eters of the m odel.

Iv. THE EW PARAMETERS S, T AND U

For our purposes, the consistence of the m odel against EW precision m easurem ents can be checked by m eans of
oblique corrections. T hese corrections can be classi ed [5]by m eans of three param eters:

s = 4150 % O]
e2
T = m [ 11 ) 33 (0)]
U =410 %O01; (14)

where the finctions nn (@ = 0) represent the vacuum polarizations of the gauge vactors in the various directions
of isospin space. O ther corrections finctions| like the finctions Y and W of ref. [d]| are not relevant here because
m ainly sensitive to physics in which there are new vector bosons.



EW precision m easuram ents severely constrain the possible valies of the three param eters S, T and U . In the SM ,
the data allow [I], fora Higgsboson massofmy = 117 GeV,

= 013 0:10
T = 017 0:12
= 022 013 15)

T hese constraints m ust be rescaled for the di erent values of the H iggs boson m ass. If we want the m odel to be
consistent w ith the EW precision m easurem ents w ithin, for instance, one sigm a we have three further constraints on
the param eters of the m odel| 5 ofwhich still rem ain free at this point.

A mass of the Higgs boson larger than the reference valie w ill m ake the param eter T am aller, the size of the
correction going like the Inm 2=m 2 . This can be com pensated by the fem ion contribbution which can givea T > 0
ofsize m “Ihm? where m ? isthe isospin splitting ofthe ferm jon m asses. T he param eter S is changed by the larger
Higgsmasswih a S > 0, a change that is in generaldi cul to com pensate. In our m odel a negative contribution
to S com es about because of the ferm on w ith both D irac and M a jprana m asses w hich gives a negative contribution
proportionalto hm -+ =m ° ),andm + m o is the isospin m ass splitting betw een the chargino and the neutralino
1.

Let us consider their contrbutions to T and S separately in a sin pli ed m odelwhich helps in visualizing better
how scalar and fermm ion contrbutions com pensate one other in order to accom odate the EW experim ental values.

For what concems the ferm ions, suppose to be in the smple case n whichm m o. T he ferm ion contribution
to the T param eter can be w ritten as

f
LR/ (1e)

w here TLf 1, takes into account the one loop contributions that arise from the vacuum polarizations ofthe gauge bosons

ofthekind :f;; and %R,;, T, theonesthatarise rom Rj; and $ZI;;. The latters are not present in the SM
case. K egping only the leading contrbutions, we have
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where U &t f

iy aree ective couplings related to the neutralino m ixing m atrix V. and are in generaldi erent for the LL
contrbution and for the LR one. For exampk U™ in T, isgiven by x = V. Vy;. Notice that when the third
neutralino decouples, the TLfL contrbution goesto zerowhenm + = m o and the isospin sym m etry is restored. T he

sam e happens also or TER . In am anner sin ilar to the T param eter, the S param eter receives a ferm ion contribution
that can be splitted In
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where vy . = 1=2 ®llows by the de nition of * and where we have de ned v='F = 2 _1.,T3 ya, £ Vei;Vics)
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where T3, and yz, are the isospin and the hypercharge of the M a prana singkts de ned in eq. {J) and £ Vii;Vi) is
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FIG.1l: Fem ion contrbutions to the param eters T and S as a function of their m ass splitting. T he plots are m ade for one
representative value of the 2 m ass.
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FIG .2: Scalar contributions to the param eters T and S as a function of theirm asses. T he red horizontal lines show the central
value of the current EW bounds. N otation and values of the param eters are explained in the text.

a com bination of di erent entries of the neutralino m ixing m atrix V . N otice that we recover the contribution oftwo
SM -like doublets w hen the hypercharges di erence in S|, gives 1=2 and Uy in S, isequalto 1[E].

T he previous expressions can be further sin pli ed if we consider the ferm jon m ass m atrix of eq. {I0) in the lim it
In which * ismuch lJarger than ~;k;;4v». In this lin it the neutral ferm jon m ixing m atrix is approxim ately given by
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If it holds also that ~ larger than kj v, m + / m S.Z'Tf and ST can be easily expressed in tem s of the m ass
splitting, see g.[Il. Notice that eq. 20) isvalid orm o <m o < m?,=m 0. For this reason we have plotted Tt

1

and ST ;n  g.[d corresponding to only one valie ofm oy since In the range allowed di erences arem inin al.
For what concems the scalar sector, consider the case in whichmy+ / ma . In this lini, T® and S® assume a
sin ple form . W e have
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where isthem ixing angle in the neutral scalar sector and
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W e can com pare the contribution of the scalar sector of ourm odelw ith respect to the SM one. In the SM we have
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S = — g—
h ) szq gmz



1 m 2
st = ITH logﬁ : @3)
EW precision m easurem ents indicate thatat 2 my 185 G &V [1I] and therefore the introduction of the ferm ions in
ourm odel is justi ed ¥ T ° and S°® exceeds the contrbutions T " and S" correspondingtomy, ’ 185 GeV .Thisis
shown in g.[2.

For xedmy andmy , and a given ferm ion spectrum that accom odates the T param eter, the fermm ion contribution
to S is xed and therefore the only freedom left is in the valuesofm , andmy+ . In thecasen whichmy+ / ma,
their total contribution to S has the sam e sign of the ferm ion one, therefore we expect that m , cannot in generalbe
to heavy. This is verdi ed in the num erical analysis.

V. ADARK MATTER CANDIDATE?

T he lightest neutral exotic ferm on state in the m odel is sim ilar to the neutralinos in a m inin al supersym m etric
extension ofthe SM (M SSM ) in which the com position isdom inated by H iggsinos. It is stable because the Jagrangian
does not contain couplingsbetween the SM and the exotic ferm ions| or, altematively, you can think ofthe lagrangian
as w ritten w ith a underlying conserved parity.

W e com pute by m eans of the program DARKSUSY [1] its relic abundance py h?. To do this we need the lagrangian
w ritten on the exotic ferm ion m ass eigenstates:
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where H,-1,, = h;H are the two neutral scalars, A the pseudoscalar, H the charged scalar, the m ixing anglk

de ned in eq. (@) and UR is the m ixing m atrix related to the realneutral com ponents of the two doublts h; and h,
given by

Uk = . : ; (24)

where isthem ixing angle de ned in eq. (§).

T he analysis show s that the relic abundance is always at least one order ofm agnitude too sn all than the presently
favorite abundance of dark m atter in the Universe. T his seam s to be due to the lack of cancellations am ong di erent
diagram s introduced by the arbirariness in the Yukawa couplings that m akes pair annihilation rates too large.
T herefore, the lightest neutral exotic ferm ion can at m ost be a m arginal com ponent of dark m atter.

VI. THEMODEL SOLVED

The m odelhas eleven param eters, 10 of which are in principle free once the ground state has been identi ed w ith
vy . Ifweenforce the Veltm an oondjtjons| and thusm ake the one-loop quadratically divergent correctionsvanish | we
are left w ith eight param eters. T hese can be treaded for them asses ofthe 4 scalarand 4 ferm ion states. T hese can be
varied and for each choice ofthem the S, T and U param eters com puted and com pared against the EW constraints.

W e vary the din ensionless param eters w ithin one order of m agniude. In particular, we keep the ; and the ;
between 1 and 4 (after which the the perturbative analysism ay break down). M ass param eters and ~ are varied
between 100 and 300 Gev .

W e nd that for a large choice of the ve rem aining param eters the m odel is consistent w ith the EW precision
m easuram ents. For these choices, m asses as large as 450 G €V are possble for the lightest neutral scalar H iggs boson.



300 ‘ : ‘ ‘ e
250 |
200
150 ¢

100 |

50t

150 200 250 300 350 400 450 500
Mh
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FIG . 4: D istrdbution of values forthem assesm p vs.my for values of the param eterswithin 1 of EW precision m asurem ents.

A s ism ass increases those of the neutral pseudoscalar tends to favor lighter valies so that there are solutions In
w hich the lightest H iggsboson is the pseudoscalar. T he lightest neutral ferm ion m ass tends to increase together w ith
the m ass of the H iggs boson.

Figure[3 show s som e of the possible values we obtain for the H iggs boson and lightest neutral farm ion m asses for
values of the param eters which satisfy within 1 the EW precision m asurem ents. F igure[d show s the distribution of
the m asses for the scalar and pseudoscalar states under the sam e conditions.

Our result m ay help in dispelling excessive surprise In not seeing a bantam weight H iggs boson w ith m , just above
the current LEP bound 0f117 G &V and should encourage searches at the LHC fora H iggsboson substantially heavier
than the current LEP bound| what we can calla welterweight at m j, around 300 G €V or even a cruiserw eight at 500
G eV . Such a scenario hasbeen pointed out recently n [8] and [B] in the fram ew ork ofthe little H iggsm odels[L(] and
In [11,[13] in a two-H iggs extension of the SM .

VII. MODELSW ITH TW O HIGGS BOSONS AND NO EXTRA FERM ION S

D i erent possbilities of realizing a m inin al extention of the scalar sector of the SM could have a natural cut-o
around faw TeV whilk being com patble with EW precision m easurem ents have been discussed in the last year.
The authors of [11, 112, |13] have analyzed di erent realizations of the 2 H iggs doublts model 2HDM ) and have



TABLE I: Representative values (am ong those used in the plots) of the eight param eters of the m odel, and m ass spectrum
of the m ost relevant states: scalar and pseudo-scalar bosons and lightest ferm jon, that satisfy the bounds from EW precision
m easerem ents.

Gev) ~ Gev)|l ki 1 2 3 4 5 Imp GeV)ma Gev) m Gev)
173 287 1485 46 28 85 5% 146 600 131
138 128 1663 64 23 106 29 210 417 96
276 438 (29 7.0 50 81 74 85 304 715 223
266 381 385312517 70 35 450 460 212
239 180 384811473 119 21 470 360 190

param etrized the ne tuning param eter in temm s of the dependence of the m ass of the light H iggs boson on the
cut{o . In the Barbierifiall BH) m odel [[11] both doublts acquire a VEV, but the an allm ixing angle between
them m akes the light scalar coupling to the top quark quite smalland becam es proportional to the m ass of the
heavy neutral scalar. The m ass of the heavy neutral scalar is then bounded by the requirem ent of satisfying the
EW precision m easurem ents and this allows to reach m ore or less 2 TeV when the light H iggs boson has a m ass
mp = 115G eV.The twih doubletsm odel [12] is a particular version ofthe 2HDM in which only one doublet couples
to the SM fem ions. T he sym m etry of the m odelm akes possible to in prove the bound found in the BH m odeland to
reach a cut-o between 3 and 4 TeV .F inally, the inert doublet m odel (IDM ) [13] proposesa di erent picture. Instead
of trying to justify through naturalness the existence of a light H iggs boson and a cuto of fow TeV, it describes
the possibility of having a heavy H iggs while being still com patible wih EW precision m easurem ents. The cuto
of the m odel tums out to be of few TeV (a value that would be naturaleven In the SM context if the H iggs were
heavy). The new feature of the DM is that the m odelm ay be com patble wih the EW precision m easurem ents
even in the presence of a heavy H iggsboson. T his is realized thanks to the contrbution to t he EW param eters that
arises from the heavy new scalars. In general, n the di erent realizations of the 2HDM the T param eter receives
a SM -like contrbution and a contribution that arises from loops Involving the new scalars. T hese contrbutions are
approxin ately given by [14]

2

3 m, .2 mfl
T, = m(oosﬂ >1oqg+sm( )]ogmg)
1
Ty = —5—5 (@0 @y mp)’+sh® @y myg)+ Mg ma)
4 5 mg

o ma my)? sh® ma my)?); @5)

wheretan = w=v; wih v; thevev ofh; and them ixinganglk between the two neutralscalars. Ifboth the doublets
acquirea VEV (BH, twin and the jist-so m odels) Ty, isnegligblebecausem, my -+ cannotbe too large (rnatural
choice ofthe ; param eter of the potential). On the contrary, in the DM T, m ay not be negligbl and can balance
the contrbution to T, arisihg from a heavy H iggsboson; in this way, the m odel predicts a heavy H iggs boson and a
cut-o around 3 TeV . In conclusion, In allthe version of2HDM the cut-o can be around 5 TeV but notm uch higher.

Our approach is di erent with respect to the m odels that present im proved naturahess. The cancellation of
the Veltam oondition xes our cut-o at 10 TeV and the requirem ents to be com patble with the EW precision
m easuram ents and to cover the m ost general neutral scalar spectrum forces us to nclude at least a new fem ion
doublet.
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