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Abstract. In scenarios of strongly coupled electroweak symmetry breaking, heavy composite particles of
different spin and parity may arise and cause observable effects on signals that appear at loop levels. The
recently observed process of Higgs to vy at the LHC is one of such signals. We study the new constraints
that are imposed on composite models from H — =7, together with the existing constraints from the
high precision electroweak tests. We use an effective chiral Lagrangian to describe the effective theory that
contains the Standard Model spectrum and the extra composites below the electroweak scale. Considering
the effective theory cutoff at A = 47wv ~ 3 TeV, consistency with the 7" and S parameters and the newly
observed H — 7~y can be found for a rather restricted range of masses of vector and axial-vector composites
from 1.5 TeV to 1.7 TeV and 1.8 TeV to 1.9 TeV, respectively, and only provided a non-standard kinetic
mixing between the W and B° fields is included.

PACS. 12.60.Rc Composite models — 12.60.Cn Extensions of electroweak gauge sector — 12.60.Fr Exten-

sions of electroweak Higgs sector.

1 Introduction

One of the possible signals of composite Higgs boson mod-
els is the deviation of the h — vy channel from the Stan-
dard Model (SM) prediction, as it is a loop process sen-
sitive to heavier virtual states. For instance this signal
was predicted in the context of Minimal Walking Tech-
nicolor [I]. Consequently the recent h — v signal re-
ported by ATLAS and CMS collaborations [2H5], which
is very close to the SM prediction, implies an additional
constraint on composite models. In this regard, it is im-
portant to explore the consequences of this new constraint
on composite models, in conjunction with those previously
known from electroweak precision measurements.

Given the recent evidence of the Higgs boson, a strongly
interacting sector that is phenomenologically viable nowa-

days should include this scalar boson in its low energy
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spectrum, but it is also assumed that vector and axial-
vector resonances should appear as well, in a way that the

so called Weinberg sum rules [6] are satisfied [7HO]

Here we formulate this kind of scenario in a general
way, without referring to the details of the underlying
strong dynamics, by using a low energy effective Lagrangian
which incorporates vector and axial-vector resonances, as
well as composite scalars. One of these scalars should be
the observed Higgs and the others should be heavier as
to avoid detection at the LHC. Our inclusion of the vec-
tor and axial resonances is based on a 4-site Hidden Local
Symmetry, which requires three scalar sectors (link fields)
responsible for the breaking of the hidden local symme-
tries. This setup naturally leads to a spectrum that con-

tains three physical scalars.

The main reason to still consider strongly interacting
mechanisms of electroweak symmetry breaking (EWSB)
as alternatives to the Standard Model mechanism is the

so called hierarchy problem that arises from the Higgs sec-
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tor of the SM. This problem is indicative that, in a natu-
ral scenario, new physics should appear at scales not much
higher than the EWSB scale (say, around a few TeV) in or-
der to stabilize the Higgs mass at scales much lower than
the Planck scale (~ 10'% GeV). An underlying strongly
interacting dynamics without fundamental scalars, which
becomes non-perturbative somewhere above the EW scale,
is a possible scenario that gives an answer to this prob-
lem. The strong dynamics causes the breakdown of the
electroweak symmetry through the formation of conden-

sates in the vacuum [TOHI6].

Many models of strong EWSB have been proposed
which predict the existence of composite particles such
as scalars [I7H48], vectors [49H62], both scalars and vec-
tors [63H79] and composite fermions [80,[81]. These pre-
dicted scalar and vector resonances play a very important
role in preserving the unitarity of longitudinal gauge bo-
son scattering up to the cutoff A ~ 4mv [56,[82H8Y]. One
should add that a composite scalar does not have the hi-
erarchy problem since quantum corrections to its mass are
cut off at the compositeness scale, which is assumed to be

much lower than the Planck scale.

In this work we assume a scenario where there is a
strongly interacting sector which possesses a global SU(2),
xSU(2) g symmetry. The strong dynamics spontaneously
breaks this global symmetry down to its diagonal SU(2) 1+ r
subgroup. As the electroweak gauge group is assumed to
be contained in the SU(2) x SU(2) g symmetry, the break-
ing of this symmetry down to the SU(2).4+r subgroup
is in fact the realization of electroweak symmetry break-
ing. Consequently, the interactions among the Standard
Model particles and all extra composite resonances can
be described by an effective chiral Lagrangian where the
SU(2)r, x SU(2)r is non-linearly realized. The explicit
SU(2)+r that remains plays the role of a custodial sym-

metry of the strong sector.

Just as in the SM, the custodial symmetry is explic-
itly broken by the hypercharge coupling ¢’ and by the
difference between up- and down-type quark Yukawa cou-
plings. The strong dynamics responsible for EWSB in our
scenario gives rise to composite massive vector and axial
vector fields (Vi and Ajf,
triplet representation of the SU(2)r+r custodial group,

respectively) belonging to the

as well as two composite scalars (h and H) and one pseu-

doscalar (1), all singlets under that group.

We will identify the lightest scalar, h, with the state of
mass my = 126 GeV discovered at the LHC. All of these
composite resonances are assumed to be lighter than the
cutoff A ~ 47v, so that they explicitly appear as fields in
the effective chiral Lagrangian. Composite states of spin
2 and higher are assumed to be heavier than the cutoff,

and so are disregarded in this work.

These composite particles are important signatures of
the strongly coupled scenarios of EWSB and they could
manifest themselves either by direct production or as vir-
tual states in loop corrections. The lack of direct observa-
tion of these particles at the LHC or any previous collider
is expected if their masses are large enough, but their loop
effects may still be detectable. In this work we study two
types of quantities where loop effects are important: the
corrections to the oblique parameters S and T [89H94]
and the decay rate h — 7. Specifically, we use the high
precision results on S and T and the recent ATLAS and
CMS results at the LHC on h — 7 to constrain the mass
and coupling parameters of the model. The rate h — ~vvy
is particularly important in our study as it is a one-loop
process which is sensitive to the existence of extra vector
and axial-vector particles. In this sense, we are studying
whether composite models are viable alternatives to elec-
troweak symmetry breaking, given the current experimen-
tal success of the Standard Model [95].

Besides the presence of the heavy vectors, another fea-
ture of composite scenarios is that the fermion masses
may not be exactly proportional to the scalar-fermion cou-
plings as in the SM. In particular, we found coupling of
the Higgs to top quarks to be slightly larger than what is
obtained in the SM through a Yukawa term.

The organization of the paper is as follows. In Sec.
II we introduce our effective Lagrangian that describes
the spectrum of the theory. In Sec. III we describe the
calculations of our quantities of interest, i.e. the T and
S oblique parameters and the rate h — v, within our
model. In Sec. IV we study numerically the constraints
on the model parameters, mainly masses and couplings of
the extra composite fields, in order to be consistent with
the high precision measurements as well as the two-photon
signal recently observed in the LHC experiments. Finally

in Sec. V we state our conclusions.
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2 The effective chiral Lagrangian with spin-0
and spin-1 fields.

In this work we formulate our strongly coupled sector by
means of an effective chiral Lagrangian that incorporates
the heavy composite states by means of local hidden sym-
metries [96]. As shown in Appendix [A] and described in
detail in Ref. [56], this Lagrangian is based on the sym-
metry G = SU (2), x SU (2), x SU (2), x SU (2) 5. The
SU (2) x SU (2) , part is a hidden local symmetry whose
gauge bosons are linear combinations of the vector and
axial-vector composites, and the SM gauge fields [cf. Eq.
(A21)]. The SM gauge group, on the other hand, is con-
tained as a local form of the SU (2), x SU (2), global
symmetry of the underlying dynamics.

As the symmetry G is spontaneously broken down to
the diagonal subgroup SU(2)L+c+Dp+rR, it is realized in a
non-linear way with the inclusion of three link fields (spin-
0 multiplets). These link fields contain two physical scalars
h and H, one physical pseudoscalar 7, the three would-be
Goldstone bosons absorbed as longitudinal modes of the
SM gauge fields and the six would-be Goldstone bosons
absorbed by the composite triplets V,, and A,,.

The starting point is the lowest order chiral Lagrangian
for the SU(2).xSU(2)r/SU(2) L+ r Goldstone fields, with
the addition of the invariant kinetic terms for the W and
B bosons:

B 29" (B, B")

V2 1 y
Ly=7 (D, UD"UT) — 3 (W, WHY)

+CWTB (UTW,, UB™). (2.1)

Here () denotes the trace over the 2 x 2 matrices, while
U is the matrix that contains the SM Goldstone boson
fields 7@ (a = 1,2, 3) after the symmetry is spontaneously
broken. U transforms under SU(2);, x SU(2)r as U —

grU gz and can be expressed as

U=e™ ™, (2.2)

where 7% the Pauli matrices. D, U is the covariant deriva-

tive with respect to the SM gauge transformations:

DU = 8,U —iB,U +iUW,, (2.3)

and W, and B,, are the matrix form of the SM tensor

fields, respectively,

Wy =0, W, =0, W, —i[W,,W,], By, =0,B,—0,B,,

(2.4)

where W, = gW 7¢/2 and B, = g’BB 73 /2 are the gauge
boson fields in matrix form. Note that we added a kinetic
mixing term W3 — BY, proportional to a (so far arbitrary)
coupling cw .

The vector and axial-vector composite fields formed
due to the underlying strong dynamics are denoted here
as 'V, = V;T“/\/i and A, = AZT“/\/Z respectively. They
are assumed to be triplets under the unbroken SU(2)r+r
symimetry.

Their kinetic and mass terms in the effective Lagrangian

can be written as:

mn 1 v 1
Lhin = =7 Vi V) + §M‘2/ (V, Ve, (2.5)
kin 1 v 1 2 m

Here the tensor fields V), =

VA, — VA, are written in terms of a covariant deriva-

VuVe =V, and A, =

tive in order to include the electroweak gauge symmetry
embedded in SU(2);, x SU(2)r [56):

VM Vl/ = aqu + [Fp; Vl/] 5 VMAII - apAV + [Fua Al/] 3

(2.7)
where the connection I, satisfies I ; = —I, and is given
by

I, = 5 [u' (8, —iBu)u+u (9, —iW,)u'l,
with u = VU. (2.8)

Assuming that the underlying strong dynamics is in-
variant under parity, the composite fields V,, and A, can
be included in the effective Lagrangian as combinations of
gauge vectors of a hidden symmetry, also spontaneously
broken. In that formulation further interaction terms ap-
pear in the effective Lagrangian, as derived in Appendix

[Al The terms that contain one power of V,, or A,,, accord-
ing to Eq. (A32)), are given by:

fv

Ly = —2—\/5 <V’“’ (UWW/UT + uTB,“,u)>
igy v
“oy3 V) 29
_% {(Our = Opuy + (L uo] = (L wn]) [VH,67])
Lia= f—A <(a“u” — Oyuy + [quu] — I, Uu]) AR)

2v/2
_ifa
2v/2

<(uVVW1ﬂL + uTBWu) [A* u¥]),  (2.10)
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where u, = uL = iuTDMUuT is a quantity that trans-
forms covariantly under SU(2)r+ . For later convenience
we have also redefined the couplings in terms of the di-
mensionless quantities fy, gv and fa [see Eqgs. (A32)) and
(A.38))], which depend on the masses of V,, and A,, accord-

ing to

1 1 v

gc 1— Kk My’

2

fv fv, fa=—kfv,
(2.11)

where k = MZ /M3 [see Eq. (A38)]. In this way, the inter-

actions of the vector fields Vi with two longitudinal weak

qv =

bosons are characterized by the coupling gy, while the
interactions of V' with one longitudinal and one trans-
verse gauge boson are characterized by both gy and fy .
In turn, the interactions of the axial-vector fields A} with
one longitudinal and one transverse gauge boson are char-
acterized by the coupling f4. Finally, the mixing of V/}
and of A7, with the SM gauge fields are proportional to
gfyv and gfa, respectively.

Now, the terms with two powers of V,, and A,, as shown

in Appendix [Al are:

Lov =~ (W Vil [ 0]
%2 (Vi w ] ((V#,u"] = [V¥,ut]))
i<[w VY] (@Wpts! + ul By, (2.12)
Lo = 22 (4 A 0 )
+%2 ([ ] ([A", 0] = [A7,u]))
i([A“ A (Wt +ul By, (213)
Livan = 2 (Voo (00— 2 0 )
,%‘«a#u,,fayu#ﬂfw = [Ty, wul)
[V AY)). (2.14)

The terms with three powers of V,, and A, also derived
in Appendix [A] and included in Eq. (A32]), are

_ igc w g bgc v
Lvan =5 05 Va [A%, A4°) + ﬁwu[v LAY
(2.17)
Lasy = ;\f’;qvmvHA#,um (2.18)
9C (V) ([VH, AY] = [V¥, AM])) .

2V/2
The interactions given in (2I5)-(@2I9) are controlled by
the dimensionless parameter gc, which is the coupling
and SU (2)
In particular, L3y describes the cubic self-interactions of
= 1/fv [cf. Eq. ZII)], these
self-interactions are strong when the mixings between the
heavy vectors and the SM gauge bosons [cf. Egs. (ZI0,
210)] are weak.

Continuing with the expansion given in Eq. (A32), the

constant of the hidden local symmetry SU (2)

V... Notice that, since gc

quartic self-interactions of V), and of A, are proportional

to g2 and described by the terms:

Lo =S WV, (219)
Lya = % ([Au, AL [AH, AY]) . (2.20)

Lavan = 22 [V, A, (V9 4] — V¥, 44))
VI (v, V) a0, ). (2:21)

Since V' and Aj, are linear combinations of the gauge
bosons of the hidden local symmetry SU (2), x SU (2),
and of the SM gauge fields [see Eq. (A2])], the field
strength tensors corresponding to the gauge bosons of
this hidden local symmetry will include the field strength
tensors of Vi and Aj, as well as those of the SM gauge
bosons [cf. Eqs. (A.23] [A-24])]. Because of this reason, ad-
ditional contact interactions involving the SM gauge fields
and Goldstone bosons having couplings depending on fy,
fa and gy (see Eq. [ZTT]) will automatically emerge from
the invariant kinetic terms for the gauge bosons of the
SU (),
given by:

x SU (2), sector. These contact interactions are

2
Econtact = *f_A <( a,uuv -

x ((O"u” —

avu,u + [F,uvul/] - [FV?u#]))

O ul + [T, u¥] = [, uM)))
([, w] [, u])

8V <(uVV#,,uJf + uTBWu) (uVV‘“’uT + uTB‘“’u)>
_ifvgy

1 <[u“, u] (uVVl“,uJf + uTBlwu)> ,

(2.22)
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and they ensure that the scattering amplitudes involving
SM particles have good behavior at high energies. For ex-
ample, as shown in Ref. [71], the second term in Eq. ([2.22])
which contains four derivative terms involving only the
SM Goldstone bosons, is crucial for having a consistent
description of high energy WW scattering.

In addition to V,, and A, there are two composite
scalar singlets, h and H, and one pseudoscalar singlet, 7.
We will identify the lightest of these fields, h, with the
m = 126 GeV boson recently discovered at the LHC. The
kinetic and mass terms for these spin-0 fields, as well as
their interaction terms with one power in h, H or n, are

derived in Eqs. (Ad), (A34), (A37) and (A38) of Ap-

pendix [Al and given by

2
gov

2 2(1—m)h<v“w>

1 m?
= 29, hO*h + —hp2 _
Ly, 2(9“ o"h + 5
2 (1 1
gc(ﬁ_m
V2
{25% -(1- K)%i| v
4v2

g0 (VT=F+2VR)
2

+ ) h (A, A")

+ h (u,ut)

“h (At

(2.23)

1 2 2
L= 30,HO"H + m—2HH2 + 9 gy, v

22 (1 )
9¢ (#+2¢%)v
\/§
{2/1% +(1 fn)%} v
42

L gc (V1 —;—Qﬁ)UH

+

H (A, A")

+

H (u,u*)

(A, uly (2.24)

1 m?2 gZv
L, = B LnoFn + —Ln? + —£

2 V1—k
gov'1l — kv 4
R (Vuu) .

In turn, the interaction terms with two powers of these

fields, according to Egs. (A34), (A37) and (A3F), are

given by

<V#A“> n

+ (2.25)

920 2 59% 2
Lon = TSR (VLVH) + 2017 (4,4%)

16
+% {(1 — )+ 4%2} B (u,ut
4 9C (L= 5K) b2 gy (2.26)

8V2

9¢ 172 59 12
EQH = —H <V#V'U'>+TH <AIU‘AH>

16
1 — k)2 2| g2 I
+32 [(1 k)" +4r7| H* (u,ut)
go (1 —5k) 2
L IC O g2 Ay 2.27
L () 2.7
9¢ 9¢
Ly = 202 (V) + 2042 (4, 40)
(1 — ’i)2 2 m
+ 16 0~ (uut)
gc (1 =K) o
Ay, 2.28
9& 39¢
Lhag = — 3 hH (V,V*) + ?hH (A, A")
4k% — (1 — k)
A S A & I
15 hH (u,ut)
go (1+ 3k)
_IC T O At 2.29
s (A,0) (2.29)
2
g (1-k)gc
Ly = 7—2\% (V,, A"y hiy — — (V,uty i, (2.30)
9% u (1-k)gc B
L, = —2\/5 (V,A®) Hn + — (Vyu*) Hn. (2.31)

Finally, we also consider the fermion mass and Yukawa

terms:

__Y _ (i) () h H
Ly = 7 E] (uL dy, )U<1+ahff o tansr
AL W)
. Q ij YR
+ iy v) (}\?j d%) + h.c.,

where )\?j and )\f-lj are the up- and down-type quarks Yukawa

(2.32)

couplings, respectively. Here aj ¢y parametrizes in our model
a deviation factor from the SM Higgs-fermion coupling (in
the SM this factor is unity).

Since V,,, h and H contribute to the elastic WW scat-
tering amplitude, a good asymptotic behavior of the latter
at high energies will depend on the apww, agww and gy
parameters. Because of the extra contributions of H and
Vi, apww will turn out to be different from unity, in con-
trast to the SM.

Summarizing, in the framework of strongly interacting
dynamics for EWSB, the interactions below the EWSB

scale among the SM particles and the extra composites
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can be described by the effective Lagrangian:

Lepp =Ly + LY" + LY + Lav + L1a + Lov + Laa
+Livia+ Lav + L3a + Lyoa +Laov + Lay
+Laa + Lavaa + Leontact + Ln + L + Ly
+Lop + Log + Loy + Lamg + Lpy + Ly + Ly

(2.33)

Our effective theory is based on the following assump-

tions:

1. The Lagrangian responsible for EWSB has an under-
lying strong dynamics with a global SU(2)r, x SU(2)r
symmetry which is spontaneously broken by the strong
dynamics down to the SU(2) 1+ g custodial group. The
SM electroweak gauge symmetry SU(2), xU(1)y is as-
sumed to be embedded as a local part of the SU(2), x
SU(2)r symmetry. Thus the spontaneous breaking of
SU(2)r, x SU(2)r also leads to the breaking of the
electroweak gauge symmetry down to U(1)em.-

2. The strong dynamics produces composite heavy vec-
tor fields Vi and axial-vector fields A, triplets under
the custodial SU(2)y4 g, as well as a composite scalar
singlet h with mass mp = 126 GeV, a heavier scalar
singlet H, and a heavier pseudoscalar singlet 1. These
fields are assumed to be the only composites lighter
than the symmetry breaking cutoff A ~ 47v.

3. The heavy fields V! and Aj, couple to SM fermions
only through their kinetic mixings with the SM gauge
bosons.

4. The spin-0 fields i, H and 7 interacts with the fermions

only via (proto)-Yukawa couplings.

Our Lagrangian has in total eight extra free parame-
ters: the modified kinetic W3 — B® mixing coupling cw g,
the scalar top quark couplings ap, aye, the pseudoscalar
top quark coupling a,;¢, the heavy vector and heavy axial-
vector masses My and My, and the heavy scalar and
heavy pseudoscalar masses my and m,. However, from
the expressions in Appendix B we can see that the oblique
T and S parameters have little sensitivity to the masses of
H and 7. Therefore, taking into account the experimental
bound 600 GeV < mpy,my, S 1 TeV for heavy spin-0 par-
ticles, we can constrain the couplings of the heavy H and
7 to the top quark, ag and a,y, that enter in the radia-
tive corrections to the masses of H and 7. We are then left

with six free parameters: cwg, anit, GHit, nie, My and

M. In what follows, we will constrain these parameters
by setting the mass my at 125.5 GeV (the recently dis-
covered Higgs at the LHC), imposing the aforementioned
experimental bound on my and m,, and imposing con-
sistency with the high precision results on the 7" and S
parameters and the current ATLAS and CMS results on
the h — ~~ rate.

3 Calculations of the rate h — ~~, the
parameters 7" and S and the masses of h, H
and 7.

In the Standard Model, the h — 77 decay is dominated
by W loop diagrams which can interfere destructively with
the subdominant top quark loop. In our strongly coupled
model, the h — vy decay receives additional contributions
from loops with charged V,, and A,,, as shown in Fig[Il The
explicit form for the h — vy decay rate is:

O[immg
I'(h—yy) = 72567r3vh2 > anssNQFFy s (By)
f
+ anww 1 (Bw) + anvv Fi1 (By)
+anpaaly (ﬁA)|2 )
where: .
267 — (1 —k)?
a = 3.1
hWW Ve (3.1)
1
(1—k)2 1—k
a = — , a =k|1-2 a .
RV W hAA RV
(3.2)

Here 3; are the mass ratios 3; = m3 /4AM?, with M; =
my, My, My and M4, respectively, aep, is the fine struc-
ture constant, N¢ is the color factor (No = 1 for leptons,
N¢ = 3 for quarks), and @ is the electric charge of the
fermion in the loop. We should recall that k = M3 /M3
and My = gov/v/1 — k, as shown in Eq. (A.38). From the
fermion-loop contributions we will keep only the dominant
term, which is the one involving the top quark.

The dimensionless loop factors Fy /5 (3) and F (3) (for
particles of spin-1/2 and spin-1 in the loop, respectively)
are [97HI04]:

Fip(B)=2[8+(B—1)f(B)]B,
F(B)=—-[28°+38+3(28-1)f(8)] B,
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Fig. 1. One loop Feynman diagrams in the Unitary Gauge contributing to the h — vy decay.

with
arcsin® /B, for B <1
- 2
Fo=1_s () ] e

(3.5)
From the previous expressions it follows that the contribu-
tion of heavy vectors to h — v strongly dominates over

that of axial vectors when My < My, since in this case

we have apyvy > apaa.

Notice that we have not considered the contribution

from contact interactions of gluons, such as

Logvy = LG GV V.

(3.6)
to the Higgs production mechanism at the LHC, gg — h,
which could have a sizable effect that might contradict
the current experiments. Nevertheless, we have checked
that this contribution is negligible provided the effective
coupling agqevv < 0.5. We recall that the heavy vector and
heavy axial-vector resonances are colorless, and therefore

they do not have renormalizable interactions with gluons.

Here we want to determine the range of values for My
and M 4 which is consistent with the h — v results at the
LHC. To this end, we will introduce the ratio R, which

normalises the v signal predicted by our model relative

to that of the SM:

a(pp — h)I'(h — )
o (pp = h)gp I'(h = vY) s

o2 L (=)
M (=g

Ry =

(3.7)

This normalization for h — -y was also done in Ref. [105].
Here we have used the fact that in our model, single Higgs
production is also dominated by gluon fusion as in the
Standard Model.

The inclusion of the extra composite particles also mod-
ifies the oblique corrections of the SM, the values of which
have been extracted from high precision experiments. Con-
sequently, the validity of our model depends on the condi-
tion that the extra particles do not contradict those exper-
imental results. These oblique corrections are parametrized
in terms of the two well known quantities T and S. The
T parameter is defined as [89L[91],931[94]:

o Tl (0) = 111 (0).

A, 0o ) (3.8)

where IT11 (0) and IT55(0) are the vacuum polarization
amplitudes at ¢> = 0 for loop diagrams having gauge
bosons W, W, and W2, W2 in the external lines, re-
spectively.

The one-loop diagrams that contribute to the T' pa-
rameter should include the hypercharge gauge boson Bg,

since the g’ coupling is one of the sources of custodial sym-
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metry breaking. The other source comes from the differ-
ence between up- and down-type quark Yukawa couplings.
In turn, the S parameter is defined by [89,[911193,104]:

_ 4sin2 HW gdngo ((]2)

Aem (mZ) g/ qu q2:0,

S (3.9)

where 1139 (q2) is the vacuum polarization amplitude for
a loop diagram having Wg and B, in the external lines.

The corresponding Feynman diagrams and details of
the lengthy calculation of 7" and S that includes the extra
particles in the loops are included in Appendix [Bl

Let us now address the masses of the composite scalars
h, H and 7. In order to fit the particle spectrum observed
so far, the model should contain one scalar with mass at
125.5 GeV, which we call h, while the heavier H and 7
should have masses satisfying the experimental bound 600

< 1 TeV. These masses have tree-level

~

GeV < mp,my
contributions directly from the scalar potential, but also
important one-loop contributions from the Feynman dia-
grams shown in Appendix [Cl All these one-loop diagrams
have quadratic and some have also quartic sensitivity to
the ultraviolet cutoff A of the effective theory. The cal-
culation details are included in Appendix [Cl As shown
there, the contact interaction diagrams involving V,, and
A, in the internal lines interfere destructively with those
involving trilinear couplings between the heavy spin-0 and
spin-1 bosons. As shown in Egs. ([Z20) and (227), the
quartic couplings of a pair of spin-1 fields with two h'’s
are equal to those with two H’s. This implies that contact
interactions contribute at one-loop level equally to the h
and H masses. On the other hand, since the couplings
of two spin-1 fields with one h or one H are different,
Le., apww # GHWW, GhaA F# QHAA, AhWA F QHWA,
anzA # agza, these loop contributions cause the masses
myp, and my to be significantly different, the former being
much smaller than the latter (notice that in the Standard
Model, apww = brnww = 1, implying an exact cancela-
tion of the quartic divergences in the one-loop contribu-
tions to the Higgs mass). As it turns out, one can easily
find conditions where the terms that are quartic in the
cutoff cause partial cancelations in my, but not so in mg
and m,, making m; much lighter that the cutoff A (e.g.
mp ~ 126 GeV) while my and m,, remain heavy.

In Figs.[Bla andBlb we show the sensitivity of the light
scalar mass my, to variations of My and apy, respectively.

These Figures show that the values of My and apy have

: Composite Resonances in H — vy

an important effect on my;. We can see that these models
with composite vectors and axial vectors have the poten-
tial to generate scalar masses well below the supposed
value around the cutoff, but only in a rather restricted
range of parameters. The high sensitivity to the parame-
ters, however, does not exhibit a fine tuning in the usual
sense: that deviations from the adjusted point would al-
ways bring the mass back to a “naturally high” value near
the cutoff. Here, the adjustment of parameters could bring
the light scalar mass either back up or further below the
actual value of 126 GeV.

4 Numerical study of the effects on 7', S and
h — 7.

Let us first study the masses of h, H and 1 up to one
loop. The one-loop diagrams are shown in Appendix[Cl In
order to reduce the parameter space, we assume approx-
imate universality in the quartic couplings of the scalar
Ko = Ky = A\ = A3 = 1, with the
sole exception of Ay which is given by Eq. (AI2) in order

potential, i.e. k1 =

that h, H and 7 become mass eigenstates (see Appendix
[A] for details). As stated in the previous section, we de-
fine h to be the recently discovered Higgs boson of mass
125.5 GeV, while H and 7 should be heavier, their masses
satisfying the experimental bound 600 GeV < mp,m, S
1TeV. The masses my,, my and m, depend on five free pa-
rameters: anet, age, anet, My and k = MZ/M35. We will
constrain ap, My and k by the following observables:
the Higgs boson mass my = 125.5 GeV, the two-photon
signal 0.78 < R,y S 1.55 (where we use 0.78 and 1.55,
the central values of CMS and ATLAS recent results, re-
spectively) and the oblique parameter T. On the other
hand, ar and ay will be more loosely constrained by
the masses of H and 7. Finally, regarding the modified
W3 — B? mixing coupling cy g [see Eq. )], it will be
constrained by the S parameter.

Let us now analyze in more detail the constraints im-
posed on our parameters by the values of T" and S ob-
tained from experimental high precision tests. The defini-
tions of T" and S and their calculation within our model
are given in Appendix [Bl [see Eqgs. (B) and (B30)]. As
shown there, our expressions for 7' and S exhibit quartic,
quadratic and logarithmic dependence on the cutoff A ~ 3

TeV. However, the contributions from loops containing h,
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Fig. 2. The ratio R,y as a function of x for gcv = 0.8 TeV and an¢s = 2.6. The horizontal lines are the R, experimental
values given by CMS and ATLAS, which are equal to 0.7802% and 1.55 4 0.23, respectively [T06HI0S].
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Fig. 3. Light scalar mass my, as function of My for k = 0.76, apy = 2.62 TeV (Fig. Bla), anet for k = 0.76, My = 1.6 TeV (Fig.
Blb). The horizontal line corresponds to the value 126 GeV for the light Higgs boson mass.

H and 7 are not very sensitive to the cutoff, as they do
not contain quartic terms in A. As a consequence, T' and
S happen to have a rather mild dependence on mpy and
m,,. In contrast, most of the other diagrams, i.e. those con-
taining the spin-1 fields (SM gauge bosons and composite
V,, or A,) have quartic dependence on the cutoff, and as
a consequence they are very sensitive to the masses My
and MA.

We can separate the contributions to 1" and S as T =

TS‘M +AT and S — SS‘M +AS, Where
1

2
My
i San = —
n (m%v) » OSM = 15—
(4.1)

are the contributions within the SM, while AT and AS

contain all the contributions involving the extra particles.

3

my,
167 cos? Oy

Tsy =

The experimental results on 7" and S restrict AT and
AS to lie inside a region in the AS — AT plane. At the
95%C.L. (confident level), these regions are the elliptic
contours shown in Figs. @l The origin AS = AT = 0
corresponds to the Standard Model value, with my
125.5 GeV and m; = 176 GeV.

We can now study the restrictions on aps:, My and &

imposed by the value of the Higgs mass my = 125.5 GeV,
by the h — v+ signal within the range 0.78 < R, < 1.55,
and the previously described bounds imposed by the T
and S parameters at 95% CL.

After scanning the parameter space we find that the
heavy vector mass has to be in the range 1.51 TeV< My <
1.75 TeV in order for the T parameter to be within its
bounds. Regarding the mass ratio k = M3 /M3 and the
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Higgs-top coupling apt:, we find that they have to be in
the ranges 0.75 < k < 0.78 and 2.53 < apee < 2.72, re-
spectively. Therefore, the Higgs boson, &, in this model
couples strongly with the top quark, yet without spoiling
the perturbative regime in the sense that the condition
%er < 1 s still fulfilled.

Concerning the coupling of the top quark to the heavy
pseudoscalar 7, by imposing the experimental bound on
heavy spin-0 particles 600 GeV < m, S 1 TeV, we find
that the coupling has the bound a,y S 1.39 for My ~
1.51 TeV, k >~ 0.75 (lower bounds), and an; < 1.46 for
My ~1.75 TeV, k ~ 0.78 (upper bounds).

Regarding the coupling of the top quark to the heavy
scalar H, we find that it grows with my and, at the lower
bound myg ~ 600 GeV, it is restricted to be agy =~ 3.53,
which implies that H also couples strongly to the top
quark. Lower values of the coupling ags will result if
H were lighter than 600 GeV, the experimental bound
for heavy spin-0 particles. Nevertheless, as before, this
large coupling a4 is still consistent with the perturbative
regime as it satisfies ‘%ﬁ <.

Besides jeopardizing the perturbative regime, these lar-
ge couplings may cause violation of unitarity in longitudi-
nal gauge boson scattering. Accordingly, we also checked
that the aforementioned values of top quark couplings
antt, amee and am do not cause violation of the unitarity
constraint for the scattering of gauge fields into fermion
pairs for any energy up to /s = A ~ 3 TeV.

Let us now study the restrictions imposed by the h —
~7 signal, expressed in Eq. (B.7)). We explored the param-
eter space of My and r (k = MZ/M3) trying to find
values for R, within a range more or less consistent with
the ATLAS and CMS results. In Fig. 2l we show R, as
a function of k, for the fixed values gcv = 0.8 TeV and
antt = 2.6. We chose apyy = 2.6, which is near the center of
the range 2.53 < apr < 2.72 imposed by a light Higgs bo-
son mass of my, = 125.5 GeV, as previously described. In
turn, the value gov was chosen in order to fulfill the con-
dition % < 1, which implies gcv < 0.9 TeV. In any case,
we checked that our prediction on R, stays almost at the
same value when the scale gcv is varied from 0.8 TeV to
1 TeV. This occurs because the loop function Fj () [see
Eq. (34)] is rather insensitive to § in the corresponding
range.

Considering the bounds for x shown in Fig.[2] together
with the restriction imposed by T to be within its 95% CL,

we found that M4 should have a value in a rather narrow
range 1.78 TeV—1.9 TeV, while My < 0.9M 4. To arrive
at this conclusion, we selected three representative values
of the axial vector mass M 4, namely at 1.78 TeV, 1.8 TeV
and 1.9 TeV, and then we computed the resulting T" and .S
parameters. We recall that SM point, which corresponds
to AT = AS = 0 is included in the allowed parameter
space identified in our analysis.

For each of these values of M4, we found that the
corresponding values of My have to be in the ranges 1.54
TeV < My < 1.57 TeV, 1.56 TeV < My < 1.59 TeV and
1.65 TeV < My < 1.68 TeV in order to have R, within
the range 0.78 < Ry, < 1.55 and the light Higgs to have

a mass mp = 125.5 GeV, without spoiling the condition
e

Now, continuing with the analysis of the constraints
in the AT — AS plane, we also find that, in order to ful-
fill the constraint on AS as well, an additional condition
must be met: for the aforementioned range of values of My
and M4, the S parameter turns out to be unacceptably
large, unless a modified W3 — B mixing is added. Here
we introduce this mixing in terms of a coupling cy 5 [see
Eq. 2I)]. While AT does not depend much on this cou-
pling, AS does depend on it, because this coupling enters
in the quadratically divergent loop diagrams involving the
wlrl W3 BY and 7272 W3 B contact interactions (where 7'
are the SM Goldstone bosons), as well as in the W3 — B?
tree-level mixing diagram.

In Figs. @a, @b and Mlc we show the allowed regions
for the AT and AS parameters, for the three sets of val-
ues of My and M 4 previously indicated. The ellipses de-
note the experimentally allowed region at 95% C.L., while
the horizontal line shows the values of AT and AS in
the model, as the mixing parameter cy g is varied over
the specified range in each case. The lines are horizontal
because AT does not depend on cy . As seen in the fig-
ures, cyyp must be in the ranges 0.228 < cyyp < 0.231,
0.208 < cwwp < 0.212 and 0.180 < cwwp < 0.182 for the
cases M4 =1.78 TeV, 1.8 TeV and 1.9 TeV, respectively.
Notice that the case cyyp = 0 is clearly excluded, as AS
would be smaller than its lower bound (the point would
be further to the left of the corresponding ellipse).

As a final remark, we should notice that the model of
Ref. [110] is different from ours in the sense that they use
a tensor formulation instead of a vector formulation to

describe the heavy spin-1 fields, their spectrum does not



A. Cércamo, C. Dib, A. Zerwekh: Composite Resonances in H — vy 11
03l ]
03} o 03f ] [
: 02} :
02+ - 021 1 r 1
0.1+ z 0.1 1 0.1F 1
> 5 / / g [
0.0 ~ 00} 001
0.1+ - =01} 4 01F q
021 - -02f 1 -02f 1
S02  Zo1 00 01 02 ) o2 So1 00 o1 o2 T 0.0 o1 02
AS AS AS
Ma =178 TeV, My = 1.55 TeV My =18 TeV, My = 1.6 TeV My =19 TeV, My = 1.7 TeV
@a) @b) @c)

Fig. 4. The AS— AT plane in our model with composite scalars and vector fields. The ellipses denote the experimentally allowed
region at 95%CL taken from [I09]. The origin AS = AT = 0 corresponds to the Standard Model value, with m;, = 125.5 GeV

and m: = 176 GeV. Figures a, b and c correspond to three different sets of values for the masses My and M4, as indicated.

The horizontal line shows the values of AS and AT in the model, as the mixing parameter cwp varies over the ranges
0.228 < ewp < 0.231 (Fig. Mla), 0.208 < cwp < 0.212 (Fig. @b), and 0.180 < cwr < 0.182 (Fig. Hc).

include a pseudoscalar and, more important, the interac-
tions involving more than one heavy spin-1 field are not
considered, so that vertices like hV'V and hAA are absent.
This implies that the heavy spin-1 particles do not play
a role in the h — ~~ decay. However, that model does
consider an interaction between the scalar, the SM gauge
bosons and the axial vector involving a covariant deriva-
tive of the scalar field, which we do not consider in the

present work.

5 Conclusions.

We studied a framework of electroweak symmetry break-
ing without fundamental scalars, based on an underlying
dynamics that becomes strong at a scale which we assume
A =4mv ~ 3 TeV. In general, below this scale there could
be composite states bound by the strong dynamics. The
spectrum of composite fields with masses below A was
assumed to comnsist of spin-0 and spin-1 fields only, and
the interactions among these particles and those of the
Standard Model was described by means of a SU(2);, X
SU(2)r/SU(2) L+ g effective chiral Lagrangian. Specifically,
the composite fields included here were two scalars, h and

H, one pseudoscalar 7, a vector triplet V' and an axial-

vector triplet Ajj. The lightest scalar, h, was taken to be
the newly discovered state at the LHC, with mass ~ 125.5
GeV. In this scenario, in general one must include a devi-
ation of the Higgs-fermion couplings with respect to the
SM, which we denote here as axys. In particular, the cou-
pling of the light Higgs to the top quark, aps, is con-
strained from the requirement of having my, ~ 125.5 GeV
and a h — v signal in the range 0.78 < Ry, S 1.55
(where we use 0.78 and 1.55, the central values of CMS
and ATLAS recent results, respectively).

Our main goal within this framework was to study the
consistency of having this spectrum of composite particles,
regarding the loop processes that these extra particles may
affect, specifically the rate h — ~7, which is a crucial
signal for the Higgs, and the high precision electroweak

parameters T and S.

Besides requiring that the scalar spectrum in our model
includes a 125.5 GeV Higgs boson, the other two spin-0
states, namely H and 7, must be heavier and within the
experimental bounds 600 GeV < myg,m, S 1 TeV.

We found that the known value of the T parameter
at the 95%C.L., together with the observed h — 7 rate,

restrict the mass of the axial vector to be in the range
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1.8 TeV < M4 < 1.9 TeV and imply that the mass ratio
k = ME/M?% should satisfy the bound 0.75 < k < 0.78.

In addition, consistency with the experimental value
on the S parameter required the presence of a modified
W3 — BY mixing, which we parametrized in terms of a
coupling cyp. We found that a non-zero value for this
coupling was necessary. The precise value depends on the
masses My and M 4, but within the ranges quoted above,
cw B is about 0.2.

We also found that the 7" and S parameters have low
sensitivity to the masses of the scalar and pseudoscalar
composites, because the dominant contributions to 7' and
S arise from quartic divergent terms, which only depend
on the heavy vector and axial-vector masses, not on the
scalars. Consequently, from the point of view of the T
and S values, the masses of the heavy scalars and pseu-
doscalars are not restricted.

Furthermore, we have found that one-loop effects are
crucial to account for the mass hierarchy between the
125.5 GeV Higgs boson, h, and the heavier states H and
7.

The requirement of having a light 125.5 GeV Higgs
boson without spoiling the T parameter and the h —
7 constraints implies that this Higgs boson must cou-
ple strongly to the top quark by a factor of about 2 larger
than the Standard Model case. More precisely, the bound
0.78 < R,y < 1.55 constrains the h to top quark coupling
to be in the range 2.53 < apst < 2.72. Regarding the heavy
scalar H, we find that it should have a mass close to its
lower bound of 600 GeV for a H to top quark coupling as
low as arry ~ 3.5. This value implies that H also couples
strongly to the top quark. Lower values of agy will re-
sult in an H lighter than the 600 GeV experimental lower
bound. On the other hand, we found that the value of the
7 to top quark coupling a,; can vary from 0 to about 1.5.

In summary, we find that composite vectors and axial
vectors do have an important effect on the rate h — ~,
and on the T and S parameters, and that one can find
values for their masses that are consistent with the ex-
perimental values on the previous parameters. However,
one does require an extra W3 — BY mixing, which in any
case can be included in the Lagrangian still respecting
all the symmetries. We also find that modified top quark
to scalar and to pseudoscalar couplings may appear, in
order to have a spectrum with a light 125.5 GeV Higgs

boson, and with heavier scalar and pseudoscalar states

: Composite Resonances in H — vy

consistent with the experimental allowed range 600 GeV
Smy,my S 1 TeV.

Note that we find quartic and quadratic divergences
in both T" and S, while deconstructed models only yield
logarithmic divergences for both parameters. This is due
to the kinetic mixings between the SM gauge bosons and
the heavy spin-1 fields, which modify their propagators,
introducing different loop contributions to the oblique pa-
rameters. Also worth mentioning is that we did not in-
clude composite fermions below the cutoff scale A ~ 3
TeV, which may affect the oblique T" and S parameters
as well. An extension of the model could include compos-
ite quarks, a fourth quark generation and/or vector-like
quarks. Their effects on the oblique parameters and on
the h — vy decay rate may be worth studying. Since the
inclusion of extra quarks gives a positive contribution to
the T parameter as shown in Refs. [24126]38,[8T], we ex-
pect that an extension of the quark sector will increase
the upper bound on the axial-vector mass obtained from
oblique parameter constraints, because the T parameter
takes negative values when the heavy axial-vector mass
is increased. Addressing all these issues requires an addi-
tional and careful analysis that we have left outside the

scope of this work.
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Appendices

A : Spontaneously broken gauge theory based
on SU (2), x SU (2)p x SU (2)p, x U (1)

Let us consider a theory with a gauge group of 4 sites,
SU(2), x SU(2) x SU(2)p, x U (1)y. We will assume
that the interactions at some energy scale above a few
TeV will cause the condensation of fermion bilinears, in

a way somewhat analogous to what happens in QCD at
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the chiral symmetry breaking scale. The gauge symmetry
is thus spontaneously broken to U(1)em. The dynamical
fields that are left below the symmetry breaking scale will
obey an effective non-linear sigma model Lagrangian of
the form

L = Lyquge + LI —

V(¥re,Xep, Xpy), (A

where Lgquge is the Lagrangian of the gauge fields, £§**9¢
contains the kinetic terms for the Higgs fields that will
break the gauge symmetry when the Higgses acquire vac-
uum expectation values, and V (Xrc, Xop, Xpy) is the

Higgs interaction potential. They are given by

1
Loauge = — Y == (wl w*!y  with =1L, C, D, Y,
gaug ; 29%< M >
(A.2)
L9ou9e = 21}%0 <DM2LCD”E£C>
+20.p <DuECDD”ETCD>
+20by (D, Spy DA Shy ), (A3)
and

pivz 1
V(Sre, Top, Toy) = - HEEE (Srel)  (A4)

RGPV o
x <ECD2{CELCEQD>
+hR2V7 VDY
X <2DY2202L02},Y>
+R3VE pUDY

x(Zpy ZhpTenThy ).
The covariant derivates are defined as

DHEIJ zauZ‘U—iwaEU—i—iEUwi, (A5)

where wft = (W, 0, @y, By,) with

g

B, =SBy, W= gWir, (A.6)
9C a4 _a 9C a_a
Up = 5T G = T (A7)

where it has been assumed that go = gp and the indices
I,J stand for I, J = L,C, D, Y. In turn, the field strength
tensors are generically given by

w,{w = uwll, — &,wi —1 [ ﬁ,wﬂ . (A.8)

To ensure the correct normalization for the Goldstone

bosons kinetic terms, Yo, Xpy and Xeop are defined

as
1 1
n——=h+ —-=H
Yic = <1 + —‘/i V2 ) Urc, (A9)
vLc
) 1 1
with Upg =exp|—— (71— —0+ — ,
e [mc ( V2 ﬁp)]
1 1
—n— —=h+-—xH
Xpy = <1+ f V2 )UDYa (A.10)
Upy
) 1 1
with Upy =exp|——— | -7 — —0 + — ,
oy e [4UDY ( V2 ﬁp)}
h+H
Yop = (1 + ) UCDa
dvep
with Ucp = exp { ‘ (o +p)} ,
4v D
vLc = Upy, (A.11)
where 7 = 7%7% o = o%® and p = p?7T? being 7%,

o and p® the Goldstone bosons associated with the SM
gauge bosons, the heavy vectors and heavy axial vectors,
respecttively, and 7% the usual Pauli matrices. In turn,
h and H are the massive scalars and 7 is the massive
pseudoscalar.

It is worth mentioning that h, H and 7 are physical

scalar fields when the following relations are fulfilled:

AL =A3, K1 =K3, A2=1/2kK2 +)\§ULC-

vcD

(A.12)

The three Higgs doublets acquire vacuum expectation
values, thus causing the spontaneous breaking of the SU(2),
xSU(2)c x SU(2)p x U(1)y local symmetry down to
U(1)em, while the global group G = SU(2)r, x SU(2)¢ x
SU(2)p x SU(2) g is broken to the diagonal subgroup H =
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SU(2)+c+p+r- The Goldstone boson fields Uy can be

put in the form
SU(Q)[ X SU(2)J

H )
(A.13)

Uiy = flfjf], where Uy €
I,J=L,C D,Y.

These &; transform under the full SU(2); x SU(2)¢ x
SU2)pxU(l)y as&; — gfflhT. Choosing a gauge trans-
formation g5 = ﬂ we can transfer the would-be Goldstone

bosons to degrees of freedom of the gauge fields:

Uy = &iU1s€; =1, wj, = EQwéy +i€10,6, = 2
(A.14)
and the Lagrangian of Eq. (A3]) reduces to:

_ L

2
auge N \/_h+%H 2
Ly = 202 (1+—2 ) ((@F-20)7)

4ULC
1 1 2
—-n——=h+-5H
+20, <1 + V2 V2 )
dvre

h+ H\?
+20% (1 s ) ((2¢ - 0Py
1 1 1
+50uh0" b+ SOHOH + S0,md" . (A15)

Specifically, we will do a partial gauge fixing resulting in
&y = fTL = e'm/4vre and o = &p = 1, which implies that
o = p=0and Uyp = Uc. This gauge fixing corresponds
to the unitary gauge where the Goldstone boson triplets
o and p are absorbed as longitudinal modes of QE and
QI?. These fields now transform under SU (2), x SU (2)

according to

Q7P — h2CPhT + iho, bl (A.16)
The QE and !25 can be decomposed with respect to parity

(A.17)

C _ D _ _
Qu = v, + ay, Qu =V, — ay,

so that under SU (2), x SU (2) one has the following

transformations:

v, — hv,ht + ik, a, — hayhl. (A.18)
Defining
Uy = Opty — Opvy — iy, vy]  and
D:L/al, = Ouay — i [vy, an], (A.19)
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we can write the interactions of the gauge sector of Eq.
(A2) in the form [54./56]:

o (o — i e a])?)

29¢
<(Dl‘fal, — D‘V/a#)2> .

= Egauge,SM -

1
Qg%

ﬁgauge

(A.20)

Now, due to mixing with the SM fields, v, and a, are
not mass eigenstates. The vector and axial-vector mass
eigenstates as V), and A,,, respectively, are actually given
by the following relations [541[56]:

(A.21)

K
Ay =a,+ - uy,

Vi=wv, —il}, 5

where k£ will be determined below, and I, is defined as

1

L= o2 (2 +9;)
1
5 [ul (8, — iBy) u+u (9, —iW,) u'] .(A.22)

Considering these definitions, the strength tensors satisfy

the following identities:

) 1
Uy = Vi —i [V, V"]+Z [, ul,]+§ (uWyu! + o' Byu),

(A.23)
K . K . K
Q= AW—§UW—1 [VM,AV — 51@} +1 [VV,AM — §“u} ,
(A.24)
where

Wy =0,W, —0,W,—i [W,,W,], B =0,B,—0,B,,

(A.25)

Vi = Vo — VoV = 0,V — 0,V + [T, Vo] — [T, Vil
(A.26)

Ay = VuAy = Ay = 0, Ay — 8, Ay+[T, A~ [T, Ay,
(A.27)

(A.28)

Upy = Optty — Optty + [, u] — [T, uyl .

With these definitions and the aforementioned gauge

fixing, the symmetry breaking sector of the Lagrangian
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becomes

H—h
LI79¢ = dv7 o [ 1+ +
x Le ( 2v2vrc

x [(VLV#) + (A4,A")

+ (“T“) (wa) + (1 - ) (A )

+dvren <1 + %)
x [(VMA“> + (1 3 “) <Vuu#>}

h? +2hH + H?
1602,

(H—h)QjL n’ )

321}%0 161}%0

h+H
2vcep

+8vgp <1 +
x [<AMAM> + %2 (uuty — <Auu“>}

1 1 1
+§8H778“77 + §0th)“h + §6HH8“H, (A.29)
where one defines:

. i a
with U=wu?=ev" T,

(A.30)

Uy = QZ - Qﬁ = iuTD#UuT,

and DU = 8,U —iB,U +iUW,,, (A.31)

and where D), is a covariant derivative containing the

SM gauge fields only.

With the further replacement V, — %Vu, A, —
g

7%/1#, the gauge sector of the Lagrangian becomes:
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1 v 1 17
ﬁgauge = Egauge,SM - Z <ijv,u > - Z <A,U,VA# >
i(1— k2
(T?;) ([u*,u”] (uWul + uTBWu)>
@ (1- )’
_r pv BV
o )+ Sl () )
1 17
72\/590 <V“ (uVVWuJf + uTBWu»
K 7 (1 — HQ)
+—— Uy Ay — ———2 (V* [, u,
2\/§QC<H > 4\/§QC< [M ]>
b V)
2\/590 nz )
k(1 —k?
iTgc) ([, un] [A", ")
1K y
NS ((uWpu + ' Byyu) (A, u])
1

f@< ( WWUT + uTBWu)

X (uW‘“’uT + uTB‘“’u) >

K K

= (g [V, A”]) = 2 (Vi [A",0])

S W ) - 2 (A v )
2 W] (V) — V7))

1 ;"2 (1A, A [u*, u¥]) (A.32)
(] (A7) — (47, 0])

= (VI V) (W' +u' Byuu))

+i <[A“, A”] (UWWUT + uTBWu)>

+;g\—% (VI [V, Vi) + ;g\—% (Vi [A7, A7)

P A IV, A°]) = 92 (4, AL (4% )

_2"97% (Vi ] ([VH*, AY] = [V, AM]))

+% (Vo VI [V, V7)) + %c (Vi V2] [A4, A7)

+% ([Au, A)) (A", A)) — 597% (Vi Vol [A,u”])
+% (Vi A) ([VH, A] = [V, AM]))

where the correct normalization of the kinetic terms of the

heavy spin-1 resonances implies [541[56):

1 1
V= —=1oV2, A= —=T A%,

NG NG (A.33)
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while the symmetry breaking sector of the Lagrangian Consequently the Lagrangian that describes the inter-
takes the following form: actions among the composite spin zero fields, the com-
posite spin one fields and the SM gauge bosons and SM

H—h (H—h? 2 o
LI0Ie — 442 1+ + + Goldstone bosons is given b,
X Le ( 2v2vrc 3207 16v% & Y

2 2 — 9au9e _V/ (S10, Sop, Epy) (A.
% |:g?c <V#V'u> + g?c <AHA'LL> L £gauge +£X V( LC,«~CD, DY) ( 39)

1-k\> 2g 1-k&
’ ( 2 ) )+ \/g ( 2 ) A
the scalar fields. We did not include the cubic and quartic

H-—h
+4vrcn <1 + W) scalar interactions in Eq. ([Z33]) as they are irrelevant to
vLe our calculations of the h — ~7y decay rate and the oblique

2
9c w90 (1=K n
X [ 9 (V. A") + /2 < 5 > (Vau) T and S parameters.

h+H h?>+2hH + H?
2'UCD 16’1}%1)

This same Lagrangian is described in Eq. ([2.33]), where the

scalar potential has been expanded to quadratic factors of

+8v& p <1 +
9¢ w L B KgC "
X ?@4#14 >+I<Uuu >*W<Auu )
1 1 1
+§8#h8“h + 58#H8“H + 58#778“77. (A.34)
Since V), and A, define the mass eigenstates, the term

A, u* should be absent in the previous expression, yielding

the following relation:

1—
( 5 H> V3o — kg p = 0. (A.35)

In addition, the requirement of having the correct W gauge

boson mass implies

1—r\> 9 K2, v?
T ’ULC + E’UCD = 1_6 (A36)
The previous equations have the following solutions:

v v
Ve = ———, vop = ——, with 0<k<1.
T TR YT 9Bk
(A.37)
Then from the expressions (A34) and (A37) it follows
that the masses of Vi and A, are determined by the pa-

rameters go and k as

M
MV: gcv MAZ—V.

VI—k&’ VE
We now see that the diagonalization procedure determines
 in Eq. (A2I) as the mass ratio x = M2 /M3. On the
other hand, the strength of the gauge coupling gc deter-

(A.38)

mines the absolute value of these masses. The coupling g¢
also controls the kinetic mixing between Vi and the SM
gauge bosons, while the kinetic mixing between Aj; and

the SM gauge bosons is controlled by both x and g¢, as

seen in Eq. (A32).
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B : Calculation of the 7" and S parameters.

The T parameter is defined as [89[91193194]:

- T
N Aem (WlZ)7

II33 (0) — II11 (0)
M, ’

T = (B.1)
where II;; (0) and I35 (0) are the vacuum polarization
amplitudes for loop diagrams having gauge bosons W,},
Wi and Ws’, WB in the external lines, respectively. These
vacuum polarization amplitudes are evaluated at ¢ = 0,
where g the external momentum. The one-loop diagrams
that give contributions to the T parameter should include
the hypercharge gauge boson Bg since the ¢’ coupling is
one of the sources of the breaking of the custodial sym-
metry. The other source of custodial symmetry breaking
comes from the difference between up- and down-type
quark Yukawa couplings. The corresponding Feynman di-
agrams are shown in Figure [fl and we computed them in
the Landau gauge for the SM gauge bosons and Goldstone
bosons, where the global SU(2);, xU(1)y symmetry is pre-
served. Regarding the heavy composite spin-1 resonances,
we use the unitary gauge for their propagators since the
Lagrangian given in Eq. (2:33)) does not include the Gold-
stone bosons associated to the longitudinal components of
these heavy parity even and parity odd spin-1 resonances.
From the Feynman diagrams shown in Figure Bl it follows

that the 7' parameter is given by

T = Tiz2poy + T(vspo n2y + Tvapovs z2y + T(v2poy
+f(AQBO) + f(VSBO,vz) + f(ASBO,AZ)
+f(v330v3,v2) + f(ASBOAS,AZ) + f(VSBO,AZ)
+f(A3BU,V2) + f(\/SBO\/S»,AZ) + f(ASBOAﬁ,V?)
+f(V3BUA3,V2) + f(VSBOAS,A2) + f(BO) + f(\/S»BUVS)
+T\(A3BUA3) + T\(V3BUA3) + f(VS—B“) + T\(hB“)
JFT\(HB“) + T\(n,V3B“V3) + f(h,ASBUA3) + T\(H,ASBUAS)

+f(h,A3B0) =+ f(H,ASBU)a (B2)

where the different one-loop contributions to the T pa-

rameter are

f 3aem 1 /12
2 ~ — n
(x*B7) 167 cos? Oy MZ,
2
_Saem (ngV - %fi)
32mwv? cos? Oy

3aem (ng - %fi)
8mv2 cos? Oy

A4

A2

3aem fvgv (fvgv — 313)
16704 cos? Oy

3aem ngV 1 2 M\2/
_ O%emJVIV 1y _z v
8mv2 cos? Oy fvav 2 fa v?2

A4

T(V3BO,7r2) ~ —

A? + M2
2 2 Vv
= 3O‘emf\2/9\2/ 4 2 12
T(VBBU‘/S,ﬂQ) ~ *m [A — 4MVA (B5)
A%+ M2 2ME A2
M4 vy 1%
o () - i
S s ()R
(v2B°) = 128702 ME cos? Oy
2
+3aem [(1 - H2) fV - 29\/] /12
647v2 cos? Oy
A2+ M2
—MZ1n (7V) , (B.6)
M
= 3aemf,%§ 4
T ~ B.7
(A2B%) ™ 128m02 M2 cos? Oy (B7)
3aemf,24

A% + M3
—TemJA A2 M2 A
64702 cos? Oy [ A n( M3 ’

- 3aeme 2 4
Tiyspo ey =~ 647rv2M‘2/ o O { (1 — K ) frd

—2 [dgy — (1 — &) fv] My A?

A% + M
4 [29\/ - (1 - Ii2) fv] ]\4‘%/12
A2+ M2

e 304emf31 4 2 42
T(AsBoﬁAz) o~ _647T’02M124 cos? Oy A"+ 2M3A (BQ)
A2+ M? AM4 A2
— 6M51 A 4
An( M2 )+A2+Mi ’
= 3OéemeQ/

T(VsBovsﬁvz) {/14 + 4M‘2//12

= 128702 M2 cos? Oy

311/12 +9ME
(42 + M3)°

(B.10)
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wt wi wi wt wt wt

V2, A% A% V2 V2, A%

A% V2 V2, A2 V2 A2

BU

wt wt
V3 0
BO 0
V3 V3 43 B 4
wt Wt Wi " W vy d i N
n hH
43 BO h, H
w3 o W3 W3 w3
h, H BO

Fig. 5. One loop Feynman diagrams contributing to the 7" parameter.

) 3aemfi 4 2 42 e ~ 30[em’ifoA 4 2 2 2
T(A3BOA37A2) o~ 1287TU2M124 052 Oy A" +4M3ZA T(V3BU,A2) ~ 647TU2M1% c0s2 Oy AT+ 2 (2MA — MV) A

A2+Mi)] 2My (MZ — 3M3) 1n(A?JrMa)
M3 MZ = M2 M2

1142 + 9M3 4MS§ A2 + M3
—2M§1ig‘ : (B.11) ——Aa 1n< +2 A) : (B.12)
(A% + M3) M3 — My M

+18M7% {1 —ln(
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j—\' 3B0A3 V2) & — Semtifv fa At
7 o 30emkfa (1= w2) ot (V2BOAS,V2) = 64mv2 ME cos? Oy
WS T M o ow | T 2 (M2 — 3ME) 42
+[4((1 = &%) fv —29v) My, 2M§ (M3 —5M3) I (/12 + Mﬁ)
- 2(1- k%) fyMjz] A* (B.13) (M2 — M2)* M3
Mg = M3 ME (ME - M3)
M4 — (M?% —5M2) (3M? — 20?2
b 21 ) oM} (M~ 5My) (307 =205
My — My A2+ My

—2(3(1—r?) fv —4gv) My] ln( e
A

3aemf$2f‘2/
1287v2 M cos? Oy
+4 (2M3 — M) A?

2M
(1 - 03

~

T(VsBovsﬁAz) >~

[3M7, + 150M

)
}, (B.14)

+

A%+ My

M
m&—Ma2<

| 2My) (5M3 - M) A

(M3 — M) (A% + M7)

— 14M3 M7 ] In (

8MS

3ozeml-@2f?4
128702 M cos? Oy
+4 (2My, — M3) A

2M4%
(M3 — M) *?

T(ASBUA37V2) ~

[3M} + 15My,

)

+

A%+ M3

— 14M3M7 ] In ( e
A

SME | A2+ M
— n
(M3 — M2)?2 M2
2M4 (5ME — M3) A2
——A ( . i) ¢, (B.15)
(ME — M3) (A2 + M?2)

A%+ M3

xln(

+

)

SME A
M3) (A% + M)

{A4

)}

(B.16)

(77 -

b

3O‘em’if\/'fA
64mv2 M3 cos? Oy

-2 (M — 3M3) A?
2M4
+(M272 3 (v

T(VsBoAsﬁAz) ~ —

3

A%+ MZ

)
}, (B.17)

(B.18)

— (M7 —5M3) (3My — 2M3)]
20 (M3 — 5M3) |
(M3 — M3)”

2
« In <w)
“(
86 A2

M3
M) (A% + M3)

g

gaemg%/
16702 cos? Oy

{ﬁ
)+

{g
)+

2

3

j_\'(BO) >~ —

Yaem (1+ K?) f2

B.1
647v2 cos? Oy (B.19)

b

(B.20)

2

f(vSBova) ~ —

A2+ M2
M

A2M2
A2+ M2

—2ME In (

Yavem (1 + H2) fa
64mv2 cos? Oy

T(AsBoAs) ~ —

A%+ M3
M3

A2M?
A2+ M3

—2M?%1n (
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f(vsBoAz) ~ (B21)

Yoemk fvfa {AQ

16702 cos? Oy

My 1 (A2 MY
M2 — M3 M2

My (A4 M7
M2 M2 M2

9aemegV 2 2 A? + M2

n 2QemJVIV_ | ga ey, (22
16702 cos? Oy { v M ’
B.2

: .12
3tem [(1 T 253}

j_\'(vs_Bo)

~ /12
T o~ — B.23
(hB) 1287 cos? Oy . (mi) » (B23)
ES 372
. 30em [(1 —K)? + 2,%5} A2
T o~ — B.24
(HB) 1287 cos? Oy . (m%) » (B24)

3aem [ (1 Ii)
64mv? (M3 — ) cos2 Ow

ME —2M2m?2 [ A2 + M2
X - 2 Vz 771n< Jr2 V)
M, —m M

n

4 2 2
my, " A +m;,
— M2 m2

MZA?
A2+ ME |’

. 3aemt (1 — K) (\/1—;ﬁ—i—2\/—)2f§ME1

Th a2 5o A3y ~
(h, A2 BOA%) 128702 (M3 — m2) cos? Oy

i - 2MAmhl A2 4 M2
M2 —m M2

_ mh 1n</12+mi>
m2 — m
h

M3 A2
A2 + M3

T(n,V3BUV3) =~

(B.25)

(B.26)

~ _ 3aemn (1 — k) (\/1—m—2\/_)2fiM124

Tar.a% 50 a3y ~
(H,AZB04%) 128702 (M3 — m2,) cos? O

y MA72MAmH1 A2+ M3
M3 —mi M3

(B.27)

3aemvVEV1 — K (\/1 — K+ 2\/E) apfaMa
16+/2mv cos? Oy

M2 A2 + M2
x D) 4 2111( +2 A)
M3z —mj, M3

2 A2 2
+ zmh 21n( +2mh) )
my — M3 my

3aemVEV1 — K (\/1 — K+ 2\/E) apfaMa
16+/2mv cos? Oy

M2 A%+ M2
X{ D) A2ln( +2 A)
M3 —m¥; M3

2 A2 2
+ 2mH 21n( +2mH) .
my — My my

T(h7ASBO) ~

(B.28)

f(H,ASBO) ~

(B.29)
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Now, considering the S parameter, it is defined as [89]
911[93,[94]:

. 2
Asinbw 5 g 9 Ul () (B.30)

S = ,
Oem (mZ) g dq2 ¢2=0

where 139 (q2) is the vacuum polarization amplitude for

a loop diagram having WB and B, in the external lines.

As before, here ¢ is the external momentum.
Corresponding to the Feynman diagrams shown in Fig-

ure [6] we decompose the S parameter as:

S = S(tree “poy t+ S(,T 72y + S (mve) + S (=2v1) + S (Viv2)
+5(a1a2) + S(v1az) + Sv2an) + Sguso) + Szrmo)
+8(nan) + Strraz) + Sy + Stazawa-az)
+8(anywa-a2) + S(azyas—po) + Siar(ar—mo)
+8vyas—o) + Sy a—po) + Swywa—ar)
+Sywa—an + Sz wo—va) + Sianava-ve)
+8(anyva-po) + Stanwa-po) + Sy wa-po)
+S(vyws o) + Swayws_vs) + S _vs)

gwe—ve) | g(ve-B%) | g(w-v?) | o(v°-B°)
+S Vlv2 +Svlv2) +S(A1A2) +S(A1A2)

+S<(A1V2 D+ S(Vw = S(A1V2B0> + §((‘ff;f)’°)
JrS(h)(WB—As) + S(h)(A3—BO) + S(H)(Ws_Ag)
Jr§(1L1’)(143—B°) + §(n)(W3—A3) + §(n)(A3_BO)

+8x1) + San), (B.31)

where the different one-loop contributions are

2 2
S oy = Tem (fY _ fa CWB), (B.32)
sin” Oy
ral em A2 em
S(ﬂ-lﬂ-Q) ~ a' 5 ( 5 ) + - fVQgV /12,
487 sin” Oy My, 8mv? sin” Oy
(B.33)
. em A2 290t A% + M2
S(V1V2):_ @ — + ?2 hl( +2 V)
247 M sin® Oy 967 sin” Oy M,
9em 350em A2

+ —
64rsin® Oy, 96w (A2 + M2)sin® Oy
Qem (BAME A2 + 27TM7))
1927 (A2 + M2)? sin® Oy

(B.34)

§(7r2V1) = §(,T1V2), §(V2A1) = §(V1A2)a (B.35)

(6%
- - 69v (29v + K
25602 M2 sin® Oy [ ov (29v +#1v)
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32
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N 1
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+24gv (2gv + K> fv)  — 126° fy gy — 449%/$21

x |2M2 (1 - z)In <A ;@Mg(_lx) z))
MEA%2(1—2)
A2+ M2 (1)

1

(e

— °m dz |6 2gy + K> T
956mv2 M2 sin> ew/o [ gv (20v +5°fv)

~24g2a® — 8k2 fygy

A%+ ME (1 —x)
ME(1—2)%1 vV
<ot 0o ()
IMEA2 (1 - z)?

A2+ ME (1 —x)

260emgy M7 3aemgt !
- e L el [r(1- )
320mv?sin® Oy 8mv2sin® Ow Jo

X [SM‘Q/ (1—2)In (A ]\—;‘éw(‘l/(lz_) x))
+M$ (1—2)? [5M2 (1 - z) + 642] 1
2[A2 + M2 (1 - 2))°

Qem s !
wta4 / dex(l—x)
0

B 16mv2 M2 sin® Oy

{12M$ (1- ) <A AZ@M(X (—195) x)>
6MEA2 (1 —x)?

A2 ME(1-x)

+M3 (1—2)® [M2(1- :c)2+ 24?] } (B.36)
(M7 (1 = z) + 4]
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m Az,.ﬂz
W3 B0 w3 BO w3 - BO w3 BO
..... ‘,2 T
s
v Al Vi v2 0
we B° w3 B° wsooh B
VZ,AQ AQ,Al }IH
V1, V2 AL A2
h, H n
3 0 B
W B W3 BO e Vo 43 0
AS V3
Vi V2 AL A2 h,H,n h,H,n
w3 V3, A3 BO w3 A3 BO Wi A3 BO
v Al Vi Al
w3 A3 BY
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Vi Al Vi Al
w3 V3 BY w3 A3 B0
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Fig. 6. One loop Feynman diagrams contributing to the S parameter.
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_ 7aemngA (1 - 5”) [A2

64w M3 sin® Oy

/12 2
I (#) 1

my

_ _aemngA (1 - H) A2
32w M?3 sin® Oy

A% +m?
—m; In <72" :
ey

Qem, (2fl2/ - 2CWB - f,%)

)
8mv? sin” Oy

A% (B.59)

§(ﬂ-l) == §(7T2) = —

C : Scalar masses.

The masses of the scalars h and H and pseudoscalar n
receive contributions at tree- and at one-loop level correc-

tions. These masses are given by

2

m%l = (mh)three + Eh’ (Cl)

miy = () e + S, (C:2)
2

mf] = (mn)three + 277’ (CS)

where the tree-level contributions to the parity even
and parity odd scalar masses, which are obtained from

the scalar potential given in Eq. (A4]) are

1
(m%)three = Z’ULC |:(2"<L2 + )\g) vLc — 2\/§H3’UC’D1|

(
1

(m%{)three = Z’ULC |:(2"<L2 + )\g) vLe + 2\/§H3UC’D1| )

(C.5)
1
(m%)three = Z (_2H2 + )\g) U%C' (06)
with
2
o = —2 v My e

———, Uop=——, K= —%.
Wil-r P 2ok M2
while the one-loop level contributions to the masses of the

scalars h, H and pseudoscalar 1 can be decomposed as:

Eh _ Zl(lspinfo) + El(lspinfl/Z) + E£Spin71), (08)

Sy = Egpmfo) + Egpinfl/Z) + El(;pinfl), (Cg)
277 — Err(lspinfo) + E’r(lspinfl/Z) + ET(Ispinfl), (ClO)

These one-loop level contributions come from Feynman
diagrams containing spin-0, spin-1/2 and spin-1 particles
in the internal lines of the loops. For the contribution from
the fermion loops we will only keep the dominant term,
which is the one involving the top quark. From the Feyn-
man diagrams shown in Figure[dl it follows that the spin-0,
spin-1/2 and spin-1 particles give the following one-loop
level contributions to the masses of the scalars h and H

and pseudoscalar 7:

Ef(lsmnio) ~ 12X\ 1y (mh)+2)\h2th (mH)—I—Q)\hznle (mn),
(C.11)

SPn=0) 197y Iy (mp)+2M2 g2 Iy (mn)+2Ag2y2 Iy (my)
(C.12)

S4pin=0) o 9\ papa Iy (i) + 2Ag2g2 Iy (myr),  (C.13)

my) + m?ls (mt)] m?,

pin— 12a;
Sepin=1/2) ,% 1, (
(C.14)

spin— 12&2
Z‘gf 12) o —% [Iy (m¢) + m?I; (my)] m?,

v
(C.15)
. 1242
27(751)171—1/2) ~ _0_277“ [_[4 (my) + m%[?) (mt)} mg’

(C.16)

Ef(Lspm_l) ~ 20}y Fa (Mw) + 2bpaww Fg (Mw)
+aqywwFa (Mz) + bpww F (Mz)
+3ajyy Fa (My) + 3bunyvy Fig (My)
+3aj 4 aFa (Ma) + 3bpnanFp (Ma)
+Jn (Mw, Mz, Ma) + Zpaw)

—_

+Eh(AZ) + Eh(VWV) + Eh(VZV)
+Eh(V’YV) + Eh(AWA) + Eh(AZA), (C.17)



26 A. Cércamo, C. Dib, A. Zerwekh: Composite Resonances in H — vy

w*,z w*, 7 VE VO, A, A0
h, H h, H };,}{777 77;7,71[}
w¥z ST T smmom——- VF, VO AT A°
h,H,n h,H,n
+ 0 + 0
VE VY AT A W Z.y
VE AL VE AE V0, A0 V0, A0
th hH’n h7H77] h¢H7’] hH777 hH’f]
A0 A* + W=, Z
h, H h, H
7777777777777777777777 AT A0
h,H,n h,H,n h,H,n h,H,n i
t

Wivz ViAVO,Ai.AO

vE Ve AT A VF, VO

Fig. 7. One-loop Feynman diagrams in the unitary gauge contributing to the masses of the parity even h and H and parity

odd 7 scalars.

El(f;pmil) ~ 2a3yw Fa (Mw) + 2bgnww Fp (M)
+afwwFa (Mz) + baaww Fg (Mz)
+3a3vy Fa (My) + 3bgavy Fp (My)
+3a3raaFa (Ma) 4+ 3brraaFp (Ma)
+Ju (Mw, Mz, Ma) + X aw)

Slpin=) ~ 2bww Fp (Mw) + bygww F (Mz)
+3bgmvv Fp (My) + 3bynaalp (Ma)
+Jy (M, Mz, My, Ma) + 5 aw)
+Xaz) + Lnvwv) + yvzv)

+277(V‘YV) + En(AWA) + En(AZA)7 (C.lg)
+XHaz) + Yavwy) + Xavzv)

+Xawav) + Lrawa) + EH(AZA),(C.18)
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where the different dimensionless couplings are given by

Ant = Ape (C.20)
_ QU%C (2H2 + )‘g) + U%D (252 + 8ks + )\3)
a 102402, ’

. 61}%0 (2/-@2 + >\§) + ’U%D (6;{2 — 8ksz + 3)@)

An2gz = ;

5121%[)
(C.21)
—2pg + 4tz + 303
AR2p2 = Apg2,p2 = C.22
h?%n H?n 256 ) ( )
. CmE—(1—g)? . P4 (1—k)?
hWW——Qﬁ ; HWW——Q\/5
(C.23)
(1- m)% [1—kK
a = , a =k|1-2 a .
RVV W) hAA - RVV
(C.24)
1
1—k)2 1—k
agvy = ( 2\/5) y, OHAA =K <1+2\/ - )aHVV-
(C.25)
(1— k) + 4k2 (1- k)
bhnww = bgpww = S a— bpgww = 1
(C.26)
1—«x 5 (1 — kK
bunvv =bgovv = P bnhaa =bomaa = %
(C.27)
1—«x k(l—k
bnnVV = T; bnnAA - 4 )7 (028)

and the following loop functions have been introduced:

M2

M Fi (M) = 215 (01), (C.29)

Fa (M) = 5 La (M)

(1-r) (VI—r +2VR)" M3
202 cos? Oy

XIAgen (Mz, MA)

0= (VT 4 2yR)” Mg M2

,02
><IAgen (MW7 MA) B

In (M, Mz, Ma) =

(C.30)

(1— &) (VI—r —2y&)* M2, M2
202 cos? Oy
XIAgen (Mz, MA)
(0= (VT —2y)” My M
2

v
XIAgen (MW; MA) 3

Ja (My, Mz, My) =

(C.31)

4
%ugm (My, M)
(1 — r)* Mg M3
v2 cos? Oy
xTagen (My, My)
L20- K)? M2, M2

,02
XIAgen (MW; MV) B

Iy (M, Mz, My, Ma) =

(C.32)

naw) = YHaaw) (C.33)

31 =5kK)V1— Kk faM3, My

203

I4gen (MW7 MA) )

Ynaz) = Yu(az) (C.34)

_ 3(1—5k) VI — RfaMZ, My

4v3 cos Oy

I4gen (MZ7 MA) 3

Lrhvwvy = Xawvwy) (C.35)

6b 2 M2, M2
= thVfV W VISgen (MV; MW) )

v

Yhwvzvy = Xawzv)
_ 3bthVf{2/ (COS2 9W — Sin2 Qw) M‘%VM‘%

v4 cos Oy

XIggen (Mv,Mz) y (036)

Zhvyvy = Yavav)

_ thhVVf‘Q/ sin GWMI%VM\%

= I (My)(C.37)

v

Ehaway = Xraw a) (C.38)

_ 6bnnaafi M,

M2
i AISgen (MA,Mw),
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Yhaza) = YHazA) (C.39)

_ 3bnnaafi My,

Mi
Tsgen (Mo, Mz),
v cos Oy 6gen (Ma, Mz)

31— 5) V= RfAM3, My

En(AW) = 3 I4gen (MW; MA) )
(C.40)
3(1— k) V1 —KfaM3 My
Xnaz) = 203 cos Oy = Ligen (Mw, Ma),
(C.41)
6byyvv [2 M2, M2
vwvy = —2 ;/4 VY Igen (My, M), (C.42)
3b7777VVf\2/ (C082 9W — Sin2 Qw) M%/M‘Q/
Zn(vav) = vicos
w
XIGgen (MVa MZ) ) (043)
6bm7VVf\2/ sin ewM‘%VM‘Q/
En(V'yV) = ! mn (Mv) (044)
6b 2 M2, M?>
En(AWA) = 77771414.];11 WA Iﬁgen (MAa MW) 5 (045)
by aa f2 M2, M2
Zn(AZA) = 7777U4 C;; 9{:‘// A ISgen (MA7 MZ) ) (046)
1
Ip (M) =4I, (M) — WIQ (M), (C.47)
1 2 oy (A2 + M?
I (M) = — 3= [/1 — M?1 ( e . (C.48)

1 9 5 A%+ M? M2A2?

14(M)f7167r2 {A —2M 111( E +A2+M2 ,
(C.52)

1 4 2 12

Is (M) = T3 A —4MZA

A% 4+ M? 2M*4 A2
4

+6M 1n< YE] ) YERSE (C.53)

IAgen (Mla M2) = 4I3gen (Mla M2)

1 1
(== + = ) Lugen (M1, M
(377 + g ) e 0.0
1

1 en
MEYEIVER

(M1, Mz),  (C.54)

1 M2
kw@@Mﬂ=mﬂbﬁ.m

(/P + Mf)
In 5
Ml

M;

A+ M3
1 C.55
o () o

1 9 M A% + M?
Lagen (M1 M) = =5 lA e < M?
M3 A%+ M3
wom (Sr) ) e

ISgen (M17M2) = A4—2(M12+M22) /12

3272

2M$

A2 + M7
1 - :
o () O
2MS$

A2+ M2
+-3 an 22 ,
My — Mj M;

+

1
ISgen (Ml, Mg) = — 6.2 [AQ

M (3M3 — 2M2) n (/12 + M%)

(M2 — M3)° M;
My <A2 + M22>
- n
(M3 — M3)? M;
M2

+ . (C.58)

(M} — M3) (A% + M})
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