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Abstract

We explore in this paper certain phenomenological consemgpse- to be tested
at the LHC - regarding the scalar sector & (3). ® SU(3)r ® U(1)x gauge
model with right-handed neutrinos. Our analysis is perfsatrim a particular theo-
retical approach of treating gauge models with spontanspmsnetry breaking in
which a single free parameterfinally remains to be tuned, once all the Standard
Model phenomenology is recovered. It is also proved thatghiticular method is
flexible enough as to accommodate the traditional appraaehich three VEVs
supply masses for gauge bosons and fermions, while threenganying neutral
scalars survive the SSB and take part in various interatidwo of them exhibit
a hierarchym(H3) ~ 2m(Hz) with masses below the SM scalg) ;,, = 246
GeV (independently of the parametérand the third one coming out very heavy
(depending om), at a mass comparable to the overall breaking sgajeA plau-
sible scenario implyingy) € 1 — 10 TeV is then exploited.

PACS numbers: 14.80.Cp; 12.60.Cn; 12.60.Fr; 14.80.Bn.
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1 Introduction

The Standard Model (SM) [1] £[3] - based on the gauge gr8Ui§3). ® SU(2); ®
U(1)y undergoing a spontaneous symmetry breakdown (SSB) ireitérelweak sec-
tor - has established itself as a successful theory in exipaithe strong, weak and
electromagnetic forces. Nevertheless, some recent esédenregarding mainly the
neutrino oscillation (se¢ [4] and references therein foexaellent review) - definitely
call for certain extensions of the SM. In order to cover tlas/rand richer phenomenol-
ogy, any realistic theoretical model must conceive a ceersisievice responsible for
generating masses of both fermion and boson sectors. InNh#hiS role is accom-
plished by the so called Higgs Mechanism [S]- [9] which - upl&de - seems to be the
paradigmatic procedure to give particles their approptiaasses, while the renormal-
izability of the model is kept valid. The Higgs mechanismaroés a suitable SSB up
to the electromagneti@ (1).,, group regarded as the residual symmetry of the model.
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However, this procedure implies not only a great number dfavva coupling coeffi-
cients (undetermined on theoretical ground) in the ferrs@mstor, but also the existence
of a still elusive neutral scalar particle - namely, the Hidgson.

Among the possible extensions of the SM, the so called "3-8ldss of models
[1Q] - [14] emerged two decades ago and has meanwhile earmédeareputation
through a systematic and compelling study of its phenonwayyol It is based on the
SU(3). ® SU(3)r, ® U(1)xgauge group that undergoes a SSB up to the universal
electromagnetié/(1).,, symmetry, as in the SM. The discrimination among various
models in this class [15]E[17] can be done on the particleeatrcriterion, each model
supplying in its own right some new and distinct phenomegickl consequences. We
deal here with a particular model [13,]14] that includes Hefithanded and right-
handed neutrinos along with the left-handed charged lejotdriplet representations
of the fermion sector. Besides recovering all the particlesing from the SM (six
quarks and four gauge bosons), it predicts the occurrentteed new exotic quarks
and five new gauge bosons. Apart from other versions [10,Hkt]diaim the existence
of exotic electric charges (quarks wittbe /3, +4¢e/3 or bosons witht-2e), the version
under consideration here implies only ordinary electriargles (even for the exotic
particles).

A few words about the method we have employed to "solve” tlaissof models.
Proposed initially by Catescu[18], it essentially consists of a general algebraical
cedure in which electro-weak gauge models with high symiee(6 U (N ), @U (1) x)
achieve their SSB in only one step upligl).,, by means of a special Higgs mech-
anism. This supplies a single physical scalar remainingénspectrum and the exact
expressions for the masses and neutral currents (charfggisparticles involved in the
model. Here we work out the modified original version and prthat the procedure
can accommodate the traditional approach with three riddiggs scalars surviving
the SSB. The proper parametrization of the scalar sectoairgeg by an orthogonal
restriction among scalar multiplets that warrants for ahhee Higgs scalars surviving
the SSB, while all other degrees of freedom (Goldstone t&)same eaten by the gauge
bosons to become massive. The advantage of this new miniiggskhechanism re-
sides in the fact that a realistic boson mass spectrum appebe simply a matter of
tuning a single remaining free parameterConsequently, the decay widths of these
three Higgs scalars can be expressed in terms of this pagamet

The purpose of this paper is to give an estimate of the prigsesf the surviving
neutral Higgs bosons from a 3-3-1 model with right-handadrniros (331RHN) based
on this particular approach of finally tuning a single freegpaeter[[19, 20]. We focus
especially on the Higgs bosons couplings sucha®*W -, HZZ, HZ'Z', HX X*,
HY 1Y~ (where capital letters denote bosons of the model), in viesbtaining their
possible signatures at the LHC and finally narrowing its nessisnate around the most
plausible values.

The paper is organized as follows. In Sec.2 we offer a brigiere of the gauge
model under consideration here. Possible Higgs boson deway other phenomeno-
logical consequences are sketched in Sec.3, while in Sedairt numerical estimates
in our scenario are given. Sec.5 is reserved for sketchinganclusions and sugges-
tions for experimental search in the Higgs sector at LHC.



2 Brief review of the model

The study of the 331RHN models has revealed a rich phenomgnd2l] - [33]
(FCNC processes;/- boson phenomenology, exofi¢-quark properties etc.) includ-
ing some suitable solutions for the neutrino mass issue-[B4)]. With regard to the
scalar sector and Higgs phenomenology a series of pap€rs[44] were published
too.

However, we consider it worthwhile presenting the maindesd of constructing
a 331RHN model. It is based on the gauge gréiip3). ® SU(3), ® U(1)x and
the main pieces are the irreducible representations whiatespond to fermion left-
handed multiplets. The fermion content is the following:

Lepton families

Vo
faL = ( Vq ) ~(1,8,-1/3) ear ~ (1,1,-1) 1)
L

€a

Quark families

Di U3
Qi=1| —di | ~(3,35,0) Q=1 us ~(8,3,+1/3) (2
2 L L

U; d3
dir,d3r ~ (3,1,-1/3) uir,usr ~ (3,1,+2/3) (3

Usgp ~ (3,1,+2/3) D;r ~ (3,1,—1/3) (4)

withi =1, 2.

In the representations displayed above one has to assuin@thgenerations of
guarks transform differently from the third one in order émcel all the axial anomalies
(by an interplay between families, although each one resr@momalous by itself). In
this way one prevents the model from compromising its rerdizability by triangle
diagrams. The capital letters denote the exotic quarksidted in each family. Many
authors consider thdtsg = T andD;g = D, S as a possible explanation of the
unusual heavy masses of the third generation of quarks, duesirict ourselves here
to make no particular choice.

Gauge bosons The gauge bosons of the model are connected to the geneshtors
thesu(3) Lie algebra, expressed by the usual Gell-Mann matriges \,/2 . So, the
Hermitian diagonal generators of the Cartan sub-algelgra ar

1

1_.
Dl:T3:§D|a9(11_110)7 Dy =Tg = Wi

Diag(1,1,—2). (5)



In this basis the gauge fields aAﬂ (corresponding to the Lie algebra of the group
U(1)x) andA, € su(3), that can be put as

A+ASNE VR, V2,
1
V2Y): V2w —24%/V/3

wherev2WE = ASFiAT, V2V E = A% +iA%, andv2X, = Al —iAZ, respectively.
One notes that apart from the charged Wemberg boWﬁ"s)(from SM there are two
new complex boson fieldsy” (neutral) and” (charged).

The diagonal Hermitian generators are associated to theahgauge bosond;™”,
Z,and Z;,. On the diagonal terms in EQI(6) a generalized Weinbergstoamation
(gWt) must be performed in order to consequently separatendssless electromag-
netic field from the other two neutral massive fields. The ithetd this procedure can
be found in Ref.[[18] and its concrete realization in the Madénterest here in Refs.
[19,[20].

3 Scalar sector

In the general method [18], the scalar sector of any gaugeshmadst consist of:
Higgs multipletsp™), ¢(?), ... , ¢ satisfying the orthogonal conditiapf?)+¢(/) =
©%8;; in order to eliminate unwanted Goldstone bosons that courdive the SSB.
Here,p is a gauge-invariant real field variable acting as a normersttalar space and
n is the dimension of the fundamental irreducible represiemaf the gauge group.
The parameter matris = (10,11, n2-., m,) With the propertyl'rn? = 1 — n3 is a key
ingredient of the method: it is introduced in order to obtainon-degenerate boson
mass spectrum. Obviously,,n; € [0,1). Then, the Higgs Lagrangian density (Ld)
reads:

0= §ROu0" + Zm (Do) (Do) V) @

whereD,, ¢ = 0,6 —i(gA, + g’y A%)¢( act as covariant derivatives of the
model, andy andg’ the coupling constants of the groug&' (N), andU (1) x respec-
tively. Real characterg” stand as a kind of hyper-charge of the new theory.

For the particular 331RHN model under consideration hemthst general choice
of parametersis given by the matrjx = (1 — n3) Diag [1 —a, 3 (a — b), % (a +b)].
It obviously meets the trace condition required by the galrmethod for anyi, b €
[0,1). After imposing the phenomenological conditidh? = M3,/ cos? 6y, (con-
firmed at the SM level) the procedure of diagonalizing thetraéuboson mass ma-
trix [19], [20] eliminates a parameter and thus the parametgrixnbecomes)? =

tan2

2 ’a200529w :



3.1 Scalar fields redefinition

In the following we accommodate our method with the tradiéibapproach in which
there are 3 distinct VEVs resulting from the potential minim condition. For this
purpose we redefine the scalar triplets as following

oM oM =p, ¢ 5@ =x, ¢ 53 =, (8)

or in an equivalent notation (with the upper index showing é¢fectric charge of the
filed it labels):

p° x° ot
p=1 " |, x=| x> |, ¢o=] o7 |. 9)
p- X~ @°

Obviously, these new fields obey orthogonal relations invafoem, namely:

pto=ni¢®, xtx=m¢", oTo=np’. (10)
The simplest potential that preserves renormalizabibty be put now in the fol-
lowing form:

2 2 2
Vo= —@dptp—mxTx —pdoTo+ M (pTp)" + A (XTX)T 4+ A3 (6T 0)

A1 (pTp) (XTX) + A5 (07 p) (678) + X6 (67 0) (XTX) - an
11
One can easily observe that the SSB is accomplished in theryigiauge by three
VEVs, as follows:

m () + H, 0 0
0 5 T2 <(p> + HX ) 0 . (12)
0 0 n3 (@) + Hg

with

_ Vit + psn3 + pu3ng
V2 OurT + Do + Naih) + AT + A + AT
resulting from the minimum condition applied to the abovéendial [11).
H,, Hy, Hs are the physical Higgs fields surviving the SSB. Let's looktfteir

couplings. To this end one can write explicitly the termsha potentiall” after SSB
took place:

()

(13)




Vo= - :ug (m () + Hp)* + 13 (2 () + Hy)* + 13 (13 () + H¢)2]

[N O () + Hy)' + 2o (2 (9) + H)' 4+ 20 s () + H)' |

[ O ) + H,)? (2 ) + H)” + 25 O (9) + H,)® (s (9) + Ho)?]

6 (m2 (@) + Hy)? (13 () + Hy)?
(14)

3.2 Scalar fields couplings

The next step is to identify for each Higgs its own couplingrs. These are in order.

(i) linear terms (must be absent - as in the SM - so one gets three constraitit&on
parameters):

Hy o —pd + (20m3 + M + Asm3) (@)° =0
Hy o —p3+ (20m3 + \ang + Aen3) (p)* =0 (15)

H;: —ui + (2/\371% + A5 + /\6775) <‘P>2 =0

(i) mass terms:

HoHy: =3+ (6An} + Man3 + Asn3) (0)? = i (0)?

HeHy o —p3 + (6Xam3 + M + Xo3) ()7 = 42om () (16)

HyHy: —p3 + (633 + Xsn? + Aem3) (0)° = 4ham3 ()

H,Hy A gmne (0)?, HoHy : 4AXsmns (p)? ) HyHy = ddemoms (9)° . (17)
(i) HH H trilinear terms:
HyH,Hy: Mim (@), HpHy Hy :2\am (), HyHgHy : 2Xsm (9) ,
HyHyHp : 2\ am2 (@) HyHyHy :4dhomp (@), HyHgHg : 2X6m2 (9)

HyH,H, : 2Xsm3 () . HeH H,y :2X¢n3(p) , HyHgHg : 4X3n3 () .

(18)



(iv) HH H H quatrtic terms:

H,H,H,H,: ) , HHHH,:\y , HyHyHyHy:)s.  (19)

3.3 Higgs masses

From the above expressions one can identify the Higgs masxras:
At A4z AsTns3
Mg =4| dmne  demd emems | (9)? (20)

AsT173 A67273 As73

In the phenomenological case of interest here, as we willirseé®ec.4,(p) >
(x),{(¢) thatismy; — 1 andnq,n3 — 0 in our parametrization, in order to ensure a
correct boson mass spectrum|[19] 20]. Consequently, thgsHigass matrix can be
computed by eluding the very small entries in its texture emkidering the mass of
the first Higgs boson H; = H,, - as:

m? = 4\t () (21)

Assuming this Higgs ;) does not mix with the two remaining ones, their physi-
cal; basis can be reached by a simpbe 2 rotation:

~ /\5772HX - /\4773H¢

H, (22)
Ning + A3n3
AansHy 4+ AsmeH,
H3 o 473 2X2+ 72722 ¢ (23)
Ain3 + Asmg
Hence, their corresponding masses are:
m3 = 2n; <7A3A4/\_ A5A6) () (24)
4
- A
mj =2 <A3n§ + Arﬁn?,) () (25)

For the sake of simplicity here is the point where one can mak®in assumptions,
namely consideringd; ~ A2 ~ A3 = A and)\s ~ \; ~ \g = ). By inserting these
notations into Eqs[{20)_(25) arld {26) one can get the fotlgwexpressions:

mi = 4 () (26)
m3 22 2n3 (A — X) (¢)° (27)
m3 = 2 (An3 + Nn3) () (28)



Obviously\' has to range in0, \) in order to keep meaningful the whole proce-
dure of identifying Higgs masses. We roughly inspect thigses, accounting certain
particular values of the rati%y/ /A : .0., %, 1.

The heaviest Higgs gets in all three cases its massi18& 21/ (1 — a) ().

Case 1:If X = 0 one getsny = mg = \/)\a (1 — tan?Oy) (@), two small but
degenerate masses for the lighter Higgs bosons. Thisgéstiess probable since it
means that there are suppressed quartic termsiked H .

Case 2:1f X' = X one getsny, = 0 andms = v/2\a (¢). This setting also has to
be ruled out, since a massless Higgs which couples to SM basarses logarithmi-
cally divergent contributions in 1-loop correctionsg@arameter and W boson mass,
spoiling thus the renormalizability of the model.

Case 3:If X' = \/2 some plausible numerical estimates can be performed.dFiadit
Hj3 can be seen as the SM-like Higgs boson. Since the custodmahsyry of the SM
is no more valid here, the second SM-like Higgs doublet issmgs so that the new
H,, takes the role of giving quarks their masség.and H, are the new Higgs bosons
specific to this 331RHN model. The three masses are:

mi = 2/X(1=a) (¢) (29)

my = \/%)\a (1 — tan?Oy) () (30)
1 4dcos? Oy — 1

mg = \/5/\a (%) {p) (31)

The resulting expressions for Higgs masses in Case 3 sutige#shs ~ 2ms
(both are in quite the same range - the SM scale - s{yﬁ@a — tan? Oy ) = 0.845and

(M) =~ 1.65 for sin® §y = 0.223 [45]), andmlies in TeV domain, as

cos? Oy
it will be seen more clearly in the next section, when the peaters will be properly
tuned.

3.4 Higgs interactions

In order to analyze the possible phenomenological consegseegarding the Higgs
sector and its likely processes (decays, pair productimyroee has to observe the terms
that provide us with the couplings of the physical Higgs bssio the gauge bosons of
the model (HBB). They can be read from the resulting Ld inanyigauge after SSB,
namely:



£ = F|lm (@) + H,)* + (12 <<p>+HX)2_ XX

+
N

:(m (0) + Hp) + (n3 () + H¢)2: yiyn

+ |2 (e) + Hy)? + (13 () +H¢)2_ W rwH

2

+ st [ (o) + HO (s (9) + HP| Zuze (32)
2 2
T+ L (Gt ) n (o) + ) 2,2

2 (1-2sin?6w)’

+ % (3—4sin? Oy ) cos2 Ow (772 <<P> + HX) Z,L/LZ/#

2

+ % (3—4sin? 0;/)0052 Ow (773 <<P> + HCb) Z;/LZ/#'

3.4.1 Boson mass spectrum

From the above expression the boson mass spectrum can tredhfgy simply identi-
fying the proper terms as the mass Ld:

Liass = (2MZEWIWH+ M2Z, 7"
(33)
+ 2M§(XIX“ + 2M§Y#+Y“ + M2, Z,2").
A rapid calculus drives straightforwardly from LdI32 to theson mass spectrum
previously obtained with our method in Refs. [19] 20], namel

° M‘%V =m2a
o ME =m?(1-a/2cos? )
o M2 =m2[1—a(l - tan?0w)/2]
o M% =m?a/ cos® Oy
o M2, =m? [4cos® Oy —a (3 — 4sin? Oy + tan? ow)] /(3 — 4 sin? Ow )
We have made the notatiom? = g2 ()* (1 — 72)/4. The mass scale is now just a

matter of tuning the parameterin accordance with the possible values {@i). One
can set parameteg (of the original method) very small so that, for our purposesh
m? =~ g% (p)° /4.

One can note for the neutral bosons sector that the diagatial of the result-
ing mass matrix [19] has been performed by imposing the fpeaelation between
Myw andmz, namelyM% = M3,/ cos® Oy, That is why one finally remains with



a single free parameter to be tuned Moreover, the rotation matrix doing the di-
agonalization job has established the mixing angley = 1/21/1 — sin®fy,. The
traditional approach in the literature assumgeas a free parameter restricted on ex-
perimental ground. Here it is fixed, the role of ensuring theegimentally observed
gap betweemn(Z’) andm(Z) being realized exclusively by the free parametein
addition, we mention that the correct coupling match is veced through our method,
namelyg’ = gv/3sin Ay /\/3 — 4sin? Oy. All the couplings in the neutral currents of
the model (or, in other words, the neutral charges of theifarg) are exactly obtained
and need no approximation. They also reproduce for the Siiders their established
values (for the detailed list, the reader is referred to thigldin Ref. [20]).

3.4.2 Higgs fields couplings

From [32) combined with Eqd._(22)[-{23) one can get&hB B couplings for the real
Higgs fields. Their general expressions are put in the firstdelumns of the Table 1,
while their numerical values in the scenario consideredaén.&are displayed in the
last column of the same Tablel.

g(H1BB) ~ g(H,BB) (34)

[ 1 — tan? Oy 1 ]
9 (H2BB) =~ | g (HyBB)\| ———— — g (H,BB) \/m (35)
[ 1 1 — tan? Oy ]
g(H3BB) ~ |g(H,BB),/ 5o Y (HyBB)\| ———— (36)

The couplings of the forni H BB can be obtained from the ones in Eds.]1(35) -
(38) by simply dividing by2 ().

3.4.3 Higgs decay rates

The most general decay scenario is the one in which each ldayges out heavier than
double mass of the heaviest boson to which it couples. sbatimels are kinematically
allowed ).

Hy — XtX H, = YtY H, — 7'7'
Hy — WHW Hy — ZZ (37)
Hy — WTW Hy — 77

The general formula for the partial width of the Higgs deaatpitwo any gauge
bosons is given in the Born approximation (at tree leve)Hawell-known formula:

10



Table 1: HBB couplings

Couplings HBB|  x(m?/ {¢)) | <My /{e)su)

H X FXP 2, g

H\Y,Yyr 2, La

2,2 e (3) st/ 55 =01y /1
Hy X X+ 2n3 2= (3) (1 —tan®6y ) = 0.36
HyY,fyn —213 = (—3) corgs = —0.64

HyW Fwe 2(n3 —n3) % —% tan? Oy = —0.28

1,2, 2" o) 1 (—3) g — —037

.2,2" il gy | (oot _
HaYyw 21113 V2O — 0.47

Hy X,F X" 21113 VSO = 0.47

Hy W, W 413 VI2o i = 0.95

Hy 7,77 T Vet = 0.61

maze | melimenfly | G TTe

11



m(H)%a 4m(B)? ( _ 16m(B)>? 48m(B)2)

I'(H — BB) = gipp 32773 (0) 1- m(H)? m(H)? m(H)*
(38)

with o = 1for neutral bosons and = 2 for charged ones anB denoting any gauge
boson in the model. Noting the ratio= 4M3, /m?, the concrete functions can be
computed as depending only on the couplings s, ratiox and parametet.

4 Results and numerical estimates

4.1 Plausible scenarios

Up to this point, our approach has been a pure theoreticatisgestemming from the
fertile soil of the SM. At this moment one can test some plalesscenarios beyond
SM by choosing certain orders of magnitude for the overalWg). Hence, some
rough estimates are obtained for the resulting phenomgpolée work out here the
case of interest in whicky) € (1 — 10) TeV with the three VEVs aligned as:

e <p>€ (v1—a+10y/1—a)TeV,

o x> (y/(l_t"‘f#e”’)) (@)gpnr = 147.6GeV
o < P> /5t (p)gy = 197GeV

implying a €(0.0006 — 0.06) as it results from/a (@) = (p)g,, in order to ensure
m(W) = 80.4GeV andm(Z) = 91.1GeV.

Before entering the discussion of the Higgs phenomenologlyits restrictions,
let's estimate the implications of some verified phenomegichl aspects [45]. For
instance, the "wrong muon decay” gives at a 98% CL the result

R:

I(p~ —e vure) ([ Mw
D(u= = e vev,) \ My

HenceMy > 240GeV or equivalently - in our approach - to < 0.123, which is
already fulfilled.

With the allowed range of the parametgrone can compute the allowed domain
for boson masses. These are, at the presumed breaking sicatespresented in Table
2.

4
) <1.2% (39)

4.2 Perturbativity

Now, in order to keep the Higgs phenomenology in the pertibaegime, the numer-
ical values of the couplings in Table 1 must not overcomedtio$SM. That obviously
happens, since each of them (except for those involngexhibit couplings less than

12



Table 2: Masses of the gauge bosons in 331RHN model

Mass at(p) = 1TeV at(p) = 5TeV at(p) = 10TeV
a = 0.06 a = 0.0024 a = 0.0006
m(Y) 321.8GeV 1.64TeV 3.28TeV
m(X) 324.7GeV 1.64TeV 3.28TeV
m(Z") 389.2GeV 1.99TeV 3.98TeV

those in SM, as one can read from the last column of Table 1Hrdhat requirement
enforces a lower bound on parameterFor the considered domain of the breaking
scale, the lower bound is > 0.0027 in the cas€y) = 1TeV,a > 0.00052 in the case
(p) = 5TeV, and respectively > 0.00013 in the cas€yp) = 10TeV, that are automat-
ically satisfied. So, there are no problems with perturlitgtdue to HBB couplings or
HHBB.

By inspecting trilinear and quartic couplings of the Higgsbns g(HHH) and
g(HHHH) from Eqgs. [18) and(19) - one can derive an upper bound onithesses,
if they are set up to keep perturbativity. That is, the cauggimust also remain below
1 at the considered breaking scale.

g(HHH) = 4\ (p), g(HHHH) =X, (40)

Consequently, one obtaids< 1/4. Assuming thaf; is the SM Higgs boson, its
experimental constraints [46,147] imposeg > 114.4GeV[45]. If we take the upper
limit for A = 1/4, then in order to get a safe behavior concerning perturibatihe
Higgs masses become:

my =2 %«/(1—@) (V) sumr (41)
~ 1 /1 2
mo =2 3\ 3 (1 — tan HW) <90>SM (42)
2 _
mz = %\/% <%) (@) sar (43)

Numerical estimates yield precisely, = 73.44GeV andms = 143.25GeV. The
new Higgs develops distinct masses, in the following cases:= 973.7GeV when
(p) = 1TeV, m; = 5.01TeV when{yp) = 5TeV andm; = 10.03TeV when(y) =
10TeV respectively.

This state of affairs leads - as expected - to the conclusianH,, Hy — Z'Z’,
Hy,H; — YY, andHy, H3 — X X are completely forbidden. In addition, neither
H,,Hy — ZZ nor Hy, H3 — WTW ™~ occur. Therefore, no decay event with regard
to those two "lighter” Higgs to vector bosons is expecteddémbserved.
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4.3 Loop corrections

Furthermore, it is interesting to investigate if such Hidggsons do alter somehow -
by means of radiative corrections - the paramgtghe masses of the SM bosors
and Z. We restrict ourselves here to inspect the 1-loop correstid-irst of all, one
notices that the biggest Higd$, does not interact with SM bosons, so its contribution
to 1-loop corrections will be identical zero. The other twig gt have slightly different
couplings to SM boons, so their contributions will be diffet, sincens > My and
mq < My . The formula giving the 1-loop contribution foof a neutral scalar field
interacting withiW andZ was computed decades agolin|[4&] -|[53]. Itis:

(Ap)'toor = _% [(—0.28)]‘ (E—VQ%V) +(0.95) f (E—é)] (44)

where we introduced the actual couplingg. WW) = —0.28 x (2m¥, / () ¢, and
g (HsWW) = 0.95 x (2m;,/ {¢) g5, The functionf is

fla) =2

Assuming the above order of magnitude for the Higgs madsed,-toop radiative
correction top parameter due to Higgs contribution yields008. Furthermore, if one
wants to calculate the 1-loop contribution of the Higgs eetd the mass of thél”
boson, one can use the celebrated formula obtained in Belk- [57]

>
{ln iy —Inzx Inx ] (45)

Incy, —z  Inc (1 —x)

M2 TQ
2 _Mw )
My, (1 —M%) J2Gr (1+ Ar) (46)

with (Ar)'~'°°P as in Refs. [[54] -[[60] but taking into consideration our sfiec
couplings:

_ GrM2Z, 11 m2 5 m2 5
1—loop ., ZTF VW 2 | 2 ¢ 32
(Ar) ~ Vo 3 {( 0.28) <1og e 6> +(0.95) <1og e 6>}

This yields, in the case of interest here, a negligible arhaiin) '~ ~ 0.0009.

4.4 Higgs production

On the experimental level, at the LHC the Higgs "hunting”isrently in the run and
has raised big expectations. In the 331RHN model there aee tthistinct kinds of
producing the SM-like Higgs boson. The processes to be wdtele in order: (a)
pp — ZHs, (b),pp — Z'H3 and respectively ()p — Z’ and then following the de-
cay modes oZ’ such asZ’ — H3B (whereB denotes a neutral gauge bosons). Some
numerical analyses have been performed for such proces$esfi [43] in slightly
different scenarios, therein assuming the exotic quartsnvasses similar to the heav-
iest Higgs (/' (Q) ~ m,). However, roughly speaking, the (c) way gives less hope in
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our scenario since the resulting total width of tieseems to be greater than that in
Ref. [43], as ouM z/is significantly greater whefy) goes tol0TeV, so consequently
the branching ratid (Z’ — HZ)/T(Z’ — «all) diminishes. At the same time, the
(b) route can be ignored, as the total cross section of gpgirocesses is negligible
too, even for lightetZ’(Fig.6 in Ref. [43] proves this in the caddz € 1 — 2TeV),
while our Mz reaches eveB.9TeV). So, the remaining process to be thoroughly in-
vestigated with numerical accuracy is the Higgs productianZ boson exchange in
pp collisions and it will be performed in a future work. Howeyfom Fig.4 in Ref.
[43] one can read a rough estimate for our SM-like Higgs besdihis indicts a total
cross section of aboupb from Z exchange, and at most—3pb from Z’ exchange,

if we assume an avera@deV mass for the heavy’. Yet, if M is greater, the (c)
channel’s cross section diminishes even more. Therefayegfnains the most relevant
process to be sought-after at the LHC and to be work out in araéppaper.

5 Concluding remarks

We have discussed here the Higgs sector of a 331RHN gaugd amtisuggested a
plausible scenario supplied by an overall breaking ggale 1 — 10 TeV. Our work
primarily proves that the particular method conceived bya@scu and developed by
the author in previous papers can be successfully accomeunbdath the traditional
approach in the literature, by simply redefining the scalattipiets, so that instead
of one surviving Higgs field there are three such physicati§iéh the end. Yet, the
advantage of tuning a single free parameter is kept heretascekploited in order
to make some phenomenological predictions such as: bosesesd x = Mx(a),
My = My (a) andMz = Mz (a) and Higgs masses; = (p)TeV, my = 73GeV,
mg = 143GeV - all independently of the free parametewhile the SM phenomenol-
ogy is entirely recovered. It remains to be analyzed the sliggntributions in higher
loops diagrams (gfparameter and SM bosons mass), in order to fulfill the renlizma
ability requirement for such theories and work out the detfithe Higgs production
from Z exchange processes.
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