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ABSTRACT: We show that the low energy effective model derived from SU(5) with 45-plet Higgs can
account for the recently reported enhanced diphoton decay rate of the Standard Model (SM)-like
Higgs with mass about 125 GeV. This model extends the SM by an extra Higgs doublet and color-
octet scalar doublet. We show that the charged octet scalars are not severely constrained by flavor
changing neutral current and can be light. However, the K% — K° mixing implies that the neutral
octet-scalar mass should be larger than 400 GeV for tan 8 ~ O(1). The role of charged octet scalar in
the loop of Higgs decay into diphoton is investigated . We point out that the most significant impact
of this model on the diphoton decay width comes from the suppression of top-quark coupling with
SM-like Higgs or even flipping its sign that leads to important enhancement in I'(h — 7). We also
study the implications of the neutral octet-scalar contributions to the gluon fusion Higgs production
cross section in alleviating the apparent tension between enhancement of diphoton decay rate and
suppression of o(gg — h).
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1 Introduction

The Grand Unified Theory (GUT) SU (5), which was proposed by Georgi and Glashow in 1974[1], is the
simplest extension of the Standard Model (SM) that provides a natural framework for the unification
of fundamental interactions. In this model, the SM gauge groups SU(3)¢ x SU(2)r, x U(1)y are unified
into a single simple gauge group and the SM quarks and leptons are combined into irreducible SU(5)

representations: 5 and 10, namely

5 = (3, 1)1/3® (1,2) 175 = (d°, 1), (1.1)

10 = (37 2)1/6 @ (37 1)72/3 @ (17 1)1 = (Q7 uc’ ec), (12)

where [ = imyl with | = (v,e)T and ¢ = (u,d)”. The Higgs sector in the minimal SU(5) contains
adjoint 24-dimensional scalar field representation to break SU(5) — SU(3)¢ x SU(2)r, x U(1)y and
fundamental 5-dimensional scalar field representation to break SU(2)y, x U(1)y — U(1)em.

The minimal SU(5) is very predictive: It naturally predicts the quantization of electric charge,
where TrQs = 0, hence Q(d) = %Q(e’). It also predicts sin?fy in a very good agreement with
the current result [2]. It leads to a bottom-tau mass ratio at low energy: mp/m, =~ 3, which is
consistent with the measured masses. However the minimal SU(5) has several drawbacks: It predicts
proton decay, p — et 7", with a life-time of order 1032 years, which is in a clear contradiction with the
experimental bound > 5x 103 [3]. It implies a wrong mass relation: m./m, = m4/ms. Furthermore,
in minimal SU(5) the gauge couplings do not unify and the model suffers from a naturalness problem
due to the gauge hierarchy problem and a doublet-triplet splitting. Finally, it does not predict right-
handed neutrinos, therefore the neutrinos are massless in minimal SU(5) which contradicts the recent

neutrinos oscillation results.



There have been several efforts to construct more realistic extensions of the minimal SU(5) through
imposing an extra symmetry or extending the fermion and/or Higgs sector [4-10]. For instance, it has
been shown that the fermion mass relation, proton stability, and gauge unification can be adjusted
by extending the SU(5) Higgs section and introducing another scalar field in the 45-representation
[4-6]. One of the salient features of SU(5) model with 45-plet scalar is that the resultant low energy
effective model is the SM-like with two Higgs doublets and light octet scalar. This rich Higgs sector
has the potential to account for the ATLAS and CMS recent experimental result for H — v+ signal
strength, which is ~ 1.5 times larger the SM prediction [11, 12]. This excess is very interesting and it
provides a good hint of a possible new physics.

The latest results of ATLAS and CMS collaborations, announced in Morioned conference [13],
confirmed the Higgs discovery with mass of order 125 GeV. Both collaborations have independently
performed search for the Higgs boson in different decay channels. The most confirmed discovery
channels are H — vy, H — ZZ") — 41, and H — WW®) — [vlv at integrated luminosities of
5.1 fb—! taken with energy /s = 7 TeV and 19.6 fb~! taken at /s = 8 TeV. While ATLAS confirmed
the excess in H — v and found that the best fit of signal strength is given by

o/osm = 1.65+ 0.24 (stat) T0 72 (syst), (1.3)

the CMS changed their previous results from o/ogp = 1.56+0.43 to 1.1140.31 with cut based events
and 0.78 4+ 0.27 with selected and categorized events. Also ATLAS experiment has reported an excess
in H - ZZ") — 4l as well with o/osy = 1.5 £ 0.4 for my = 125.5 GeV. On the contrary CMS
experiment showed that this channel is consistent with the SM expectation with o /oy = 0.91753%.
Finally for H — WW®) — luly, ATLAS showed that the signal strength of this process at mg = 125
is 1.01 £ 0.21(stat) £+ 0.12(syst) and CMS found that it is given 0.76 & 0.13(stat) & 0.16(syst). From
these results, it is clear that much further analysis is needed to reveal the discrepancy between the
results of the two experiments. Also it seems that these results are not entirely consistent with the
SM predictions, particularly R,~. In our effective SU(5) model, we may have significant contributions
to H — ~v decay from the loop of charged octet scalar (S*). In addition, the neural octet scalar
(S°) may have important effect on the Higgs production through the gluon fusion gg — H. Therefore,
the expected tension between the enhancement of I'(H — ~7) and the associated suppression of
o(gg — H) [14] can be relaxed.

The possibility of light octet scalars arises in several extensions of the SM [15, 16]. The potential
discovery of these particles at the LHC has been investigated in Ref.[17]. Tt is interesting to note
that the most robust constraints on the octet scalar masses are due to the direct searches for pair of
octet scalars at the LHC, which lead to [18, 19]: Mg > 287 GeV at 95% confidence level. In most
of octet scalar analysis, the Minimal Flavor Violation (MFV) was assumed. In this case, the Yukawa
couplings of octet scalar to the SM quarks are proportional to the Yukawa couplings of the SM-like
Higgs to quarks, i.e., Ygqq = cosnt. X Ygge . In general, this assumption is not true and S* and
SO can be source of new flavor violations beyond the SM ones, which are proportional to the quark
mixing VCKM-

In this paper, we derive the constraints on the octet scalar masses due to the experimental bounds
of K9 — K° mixing and Bg — Bg mixing, where ¢ = d,s. We show that the constraints imposed on

neutral octet scalars from the current flavor violation limits may be more stringent than the direct



search constraints. While the charged octet scalars are essentially free of flavor changing neutral
current constraints, they should be just heavier than W+ gauge boson to give contribution less than
the SM one. In this respect, we show that H — v decay can be enhanced through the contribution
of the charged octet scalars, so that the above mentioned experimental results can be accommodated.

This paper is organized as follows. In section 2, we briefly review SU (5) with 45-plet. In particular,
we analyze the Higgs sector at low energy and emphasize that it consists of two Higgs doublets with
neutral and charged octet scalars. The interactions of the octet scalars with the SM particles are also
provided. In section 3, we study the constraints imposed on the octet scalar masses from K° — K°
and Bg — Bg mixing, where ¢ = d, s, in addition to the constraints obtained from the direct search at
Tevatron and LHC. Section 4 is devoted for the octet scalar contribution to the decay rate of H —

and enhancing the signal strength ... Finally, our conclusions are given in section 5.

2 SU(b) with 45-plet

The Higgs fields in this class of SU(5) is composed of 24,5y and 45y representations, where 24y
Higgs fields acquire vacuum expectation value (vev) at GUT scale and break SU(5) group down to
the SM. The 5y and 455 Higgs fields contribute in the electroweak symmetry breaking of the SM. In

this case, the SU(5) invariant Yukawa Lagrangian is given by
Lyuc = Y15210°%(53;) 5 + Y25510°%(453,)%, 5 + €apyon | V3107710753 + moaﬁmf(zxs};)?] (2.1)
It is worth remembering that the Higgs bosons 5y and 45y transform under the SM gauge as
5= (3,1)-1/3®(1,2)1/2 (2:2)
45 = (8,2)1/2® (1,2)1/2 @ (3,1)_1/3 D (3,3)—1/3 D (6",1)=1/3 D (3",2)—7/6 © (3", 1)4/3. (2.3)

Also 45y satisfies the following constraints [15]: 45$5 = —4550‘ and 22(45)35 = 0. Thus, the
electroweak symmetry SU(2)r x U(1)y can be spontaneously broken into U(1)., through the non-

vanishing vev of the doublets in 55 and (455)%°, namely

(5m) = vs, (2.4)
(45m)1° = (45m)3° = (45m)3° = vas,  (45m)3° = —3vus. (2.5)

The 5g-doublet is defined as

H=(1,2)1), = (ﬁ) (2.6)

while the 45-doublet can be written as
D54 D54 _D45 _D+
D:(1’2)1/2_<D35D25>_<D4?>>_< DO )
4 s 4
In addition, the 45 g-color octet scalars are defined as [15]

; T St A A
i@ = (8,2)1 /5 = (455)1% — = (45)"" = — SAT 2.



where i,j =1,2,3, A=1,..,8, and T4 are the SU(3) generators. It clear that the octet scalars are
defined such that they have vanishing vevs. In this case, one can easily show that the fermions masses
are given by [4, 5]

Mp = Y{ v5 — 6Y5" v, (2.8)
Mp = Yivg + 2Ysuys, (2.9)
My = 4(Ys 4+ Y us — 8(Y — Yi)vas. (2.10)

Thus, the usual SU(5) wrong mass relation between the masses of charged leptons and down quarks
is resolved. In addition, from Eq.(2.10) one notices that the up-quark masses may depend only on wvs
and the Yukawa couplings Y3 if the Yukawa matrix Y, is symmetric or if one adopted the common
bases where the up quark mass matrix is diagonal and down quarks are the only source for the quark
mixing matrix Vo

Also, it is worth noting that both 5z and 455 Higgs fields are coupled with 24 Higgs fields that
acquire vevs of order GUT scale. Therefore, it is a challenging to keep the Higgs doublets of 5y and
455, in addition to the octet scalar of 455 light (of order the electroweak scale) while all other fields
are quite heavy. This is known as splitting problem. In minimal SU(5), this problem was to justify
the splitting between the doublet and triplet of 5. Now we have an additional splitting among the
doublet, octet of 45y and its triplets, sixet. In principle, the potential V(24p,55) and V(24y,455)
contain several free parameters that can be adjusted such that the required pattern is obtained. In
this case the low energy effective model derived from the non-minimal SU(5) is the SM extended by
an extra Higgs doublet and neutral and charged octet scalars.

2.1 SU(5)-two Higgs doublets
The SU(5) invariant potential of 55 and 455 Higgs fields is given by
V(5u,450) = —pd 555% 4 A1 (5,5%)% — pis 4554557 + Xg (45)75455%) + Ag (45754597) 555°
* * [e% 1 * [e% * * [e% [e% * *
+X4 457 57 55 4520 + s [5[3 4597 5% 457° 44577 57 45%; 55} + Ag 4527575354575,
After SU(5) symmetry breaking, one finds
1
V(H,D) =—p4H H+M(H'H)? — 414D'D 4+ X\o(DTD)? + Xy(DTD)(HTH) + 5A5[(HTD)2 + (DTH)?]
+X; (DH) (DH), (2.11)
where X = 2X3 + Ay, \j = 2X6 and D = ity D. Therefore, the scalar potential of neutral Higgs bosons
is given by
V(HO, DO) _ _NQHHO*HO 4 )\1 (HO*HO)Q _ MQDDO*DO 4 A2(DO*DO)2 4 )\é(DO*DO)(HO*HO)
1
+§/\5[(H0*D0)2 + (D" H")?). (2.12)

These neutral components develop vacuum expectations values: (H°) = v; = v and (D°) = vy =

—3v45. As in two Higgs doublet models, the mass of the W-gauge bosons is given by My = gv, where



v = /v? + v3 and one defines tan 8 = vy /v;. In addition, the following minimization conditions are

obtained:
2 2 ' 2 _

— i+ 2X1 v7 + (A5 + As)vy =0, (2.13)
—u3 42X v3 + (N5 + As)vf = 0. (2.14)
In order to obtain the physical Higgs fields and their masses, one should write the two doublets

H and D around their vacua as follows:
H = (H" H° =(H",vs + HY +iHY), (2.15)
D = (—=D*, D% = (=D* w5 + D% +iDY), (2.16)
where the real components correspond to the CPeven Higgs bosons and the imaginary components

correspond to the CPodd Higgs and the Goldstone boson. The mass matrix of the CP-even Higgs can
be obtained as

M2 _ —,U%I + 6A1’U% + )\’U% /\1)11)2 _ 4)\11)% /\1)11)2 (2 17)
R AU1 V2 —uQD + 4)\2115 + /\vf AU1 V2 4/\21)% ’ '

with A = A} 4+ X5. The last equality is obtained by using the minimization conditions to write p?, and

u3 in terms of vs and vys. Therefore, the mass eigenstates fields h and H are given as

. 0
H _ COS & sin o Hp 7 (2.18)
h —sina Cos o DY

where the mixing angle « is defined by

)\’Ul’Ug
tan2a0 = ——F—~. 2.19
anca 2()\11)% — AQU%) ( )

The masses of the CPeven Higgs bosons h and H are given by

M7 gy = 20003 + 22003 ) (2010% — 20003)2 + A20fe. (2.20)

It is clear that A is the mixing parameter between the SM-like h Higgs and the extra Higgs H. For
A = 0, there is no mixing and the Higgs masses are given by m;, = 2v/A\v1 and myg = 24/ A2vs.
Similarly the mass matrix of the CP-odd Higgs and Goldstone boson can be obtained as

M2 _ —ILL%I + 2/\1’0% + )\’U% 2)\51)11)2 _ —2A5’U% 2A5’Ul’02 (2 21)
! 2A5’Ul’02 —H% + 2)\21)% + /\U% 2A51}1’02 — 2/\5’0% ' '

Since the determinant of M? is zero, one eigenvalue vanishes and corresponds to the Goldstone boson
mass, while the other eigenvalue corresponds to the pseudoscalar Higgs, A = —sin BH{ + cos 3D,

with mass given by

M3 = 2X5(vi 4+ v3) = 2507 (2.22)



Finally, the mass matrix of the charged Higgs bosons is given by

M2 [ T 2havE (4 2 (=5 + AgJurv
H (—)\5 + )\Iﬁ)’Ul’Ug —M% + 2)\21)% + ()\é + )‘IG)U%

_ < (=X + 26003 (=A5 + Ag)vrve )
( :

2.23
—A5 + )\%)’1}1’1}2 (—)\5 + )\%)’U% ( )

One of the eigenvalues of this mass matrix is zero and corresponds to a massless charged Goldstone,
while the other eigenvalue corresponds a charged Higgs boson, H* = — sin SH* + cos SD*, with mass
given by by

Mz = (N6 — As)v2 (2.24)

Now we consider the induced Yukawa couplings of the lightest neutral Higgs scalar “SM-like Higgs”
to the SM fermions. From the SU(5) Yukawa interactions in Eq.(2.1), the Higgs doublets H and D
have the following low energy scale interactions with the SM fermions.

L=YTerH'l, + 2Y erD'ly + YidrH'QL + YieapurQF H? + Y/e0surQ$ DP + h.c., (2.25)

where Y4 = 4(Y3 + Y3') and Y = 4Y,. This indicates that although Y, may not contribute in the
up quark mass matrix in certain cases, it has an important effect on their interactions with Higgs
particles. Also one can express Y7 and Y5 Yukawa couplings from the fermion mass relations in terms

of the down quark and charged lepton masses:

B 3Mp + Mg

_ Mp - Mg
4’1}5 a '

Y;
! 8ugs

B (2.26)

Therefore, the Yukawa Lagrangian can be expressed in the physical basis as

3mpV, Vi —
r— éR{_( mp CKM+mE)Sin5+ (w)wsg}ﬂ—m
4vs dvys

3mpVi +m
+éR[( DYorM E

1 )(Hcosoa—hsina—iAsinﬂ)
vs

Viens —
+ (W)(Hsina + hcosoz—l—iAcosﬂ)}eL
V45

—r /3mpV]
vdn _( mp CKM+mE)sinﬂ}H_UL
L 4vs
_ /3 Ve
i ( mp —i—:”LE CKM)(Hcosa_hsina—iASinﬁ)} dr,
L U5

+iuR [ Y{sin g+ Y, cosﬁ} VermH Ty
+ipg —Y?)’(Hcosa — hsina —iAsin ) + Y (H sina + hcosa + iAcos ) |ur, + h.c., (2.27)

If one assumes flavor diagonal charged leptons and up-quarks, while the down quark mass matrix
is diagonalized by left-handed rotation only, i.e., V = Voga and V& = I. In this case, one can



0.98

096
3
3
2094
2 by
2

092
2
[=)]

090

088

10 20 30 40 50 —0.70 —0.65 —0.60 —0.55 —0.50
tan B Ya

Figure 1. (Left panel): The ratio gnww /giiy as a function of tan 8 for A = 1, £4, where A = 23 + Ay + X5
as defined in Eqs.(2.11)-(2.17). (Right panel): Contour plot of the ratio Yi:/ Y5 as a function of A and the
coupling Y of 45-doublet with the top-quark.

summarize the SM-like Higgs couplings to the SM fermions as follows:

my sin «

Yhuuz—lfésina—l-}qcosa:—TCOSB—|—Y4'cosoz, (2.28)
3 Vi
Yiug = _( mp +mg CKM) sina, (2.29)
4U5
T vi _
Yhee = —(3mDVCKM i mE) sina + (M) Ccos av. (2.30)
4vs dvys

Similarly, one can derive the Higgs couplings to the electroweak gauge bosons. These coupling are
obtained from the kinetic terms of the fields H and D in the Lagrangian

Lyin = (D"H)'(D,H) + (D"D)"(D,D). (2.31)

Expanding the covariant derivative D, and performing the usual transformations on the gauge and
scalar fields to obtain the physical fields, one can identify the couplings between the Higgs and gauge
bosons. In particular, the coupling of the SM-like Higgs to Wj W, and to Z,Z, are given by

Gnw+w- = gMw sin(8 — a), (2.32)
gM, .
= — Q). 2.
gnzz = G sin(B8 — ) (2.33)
In Fig. 1 we display the ratio of g,y +w- normalized by the SM coupling g,f%JrW_ = gMyw as

function of tan 8. As can be seen from this plot, large values of A with small tan 8 lead to gpy+w-
smaller than the SM result. Note that A is defined as A = 2A3 + A4 + A5, hence it can vary from -4
to +4. However, small gj,y+w— is not favored, if we are interested in enhancing I'(h — ~7) respect
to the SM expectation [11, 12]. Therefore, one may consider the following constraints: A ~ O(1) or
tan (8 is quite large. In this figure we also provide a contour plot for Y/ Yhiiw as a function of A and

the coupling Y;. As can be seen from this figure for a large region of parameter space Yy < Yhstiw is



obtained. It is also remarkable that Yy may flip its sign and becomes negative. In this case, as we
will discuss in the next section, the top contribution to h — 7+ will have a constructive interference
with W-contribution that leads to enhancement of T'(h — 7).

2.2 Octet scalar Interactions

The interaction of octet scalars with the gluon is one of their most relevant interactions with the SM
particles. This interaction is obtained from the kinetic term of 455: Tr [(D,455)(D"455)], where

the covariant derivative of (45 H)?;B is give by
D582 = 0,(451)3° — ig(A)3 (458 — ig(A)}(51)2 — ig( A5k, (234)

where A4, = AﬁTA is the SU(5) gauge bosons. This leads to the following covariant derivative of

octet scalars SJi—a:

!
DS = 9,51 — z‘%(G;‘;Aa)ik gka _ i%(GgAa)f Sie i%(AQTT)‘“’ S i%YBus;ia. (2.35)

Therefore, one can extract the follow interactions between gluons and scalar octets:

Chuon = 19[S (N0, + S (CANL DD + S5 (G 0,5 + S10(GPT)] 0,57

gluon

2
Is [ gi— * i j * i - j s qi
+ L [SI (GG + S (G NGNS + 55 (GHN] (G Si

+ SFOGH NGNS + SE(GM NGNS + SfO(G“A)i*(GuA)ilséo}, (2.36)
which can be written as
L50n = igsTr [SA*TAG#BTB@SWTD + SAOPAGHBTBg, gROTD 4 S}“OTAG“BTBZ)#SIDOTD}

+ g2 T[S TAGHETEGITOSP TP 4 SOTAGHETEGITO SROT

+ SPOTAGHPTPGSTOSPOTP | + hee. (2.37)
Luon = i95Tx[SAGrPO,SPH 4+ SROGHB, SR + 70 G o, 5P| FAPP

+ g2Te[54GHEGISPY + SEPGHPGI SR + S{OGHEGISPO| FARCP 4 e, (2.38)
With
FABD = gr[TATETP] = 1/4(aAPP 4 fABD), (2.39)
FABDE _ 4 pATBTDE) — 25AB(5DE i l[dABcdDEc 4 idABC fDEC | pABCGDEC _ tABC pDEC)|
(2.40)

where d4B¢ and f4BY are the SU(3) symmetric and antisymmetric structure constants, respectively.

The Feynmann rules for the interactions of scalar octets with the SM gluons are summarized in
Fig. 2. In addition from the scalar potential V(5x,455) one gets the following potential between the
Higgs doublet H and the scalar octet S:

V(H,S) = —p%H H + M\ (HTH)?* — 42518 + \o(STS)? + \3(STS)HTH + \ySTH HT S

+ %Af, (' 8+ (s 1y?. (2.41)
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Figure 2. The interacting vertices of scalar octets and gluons

Therefore, one finds the following interacting vertices among the S0, SF:0 and h:
hSTS™ . —\3v5sin
hS9SY: — (A3 4+ M\ — As)vssina
hS%S% i —(A3+ As+ As)us sina. (2.42)

Finally, it is worth mentioning that after the electroweak symmetry breaking, the octet scalars
acquire the following masses from the potential V(455) and V (455,55):

mge = —pi + AT0d + Ny, (243)
mgo = —p3 + AT0F + AF s, (2.44)
mgo = = + A§T0F + A5, (2.45)

where A$ and M are linear combinations of the scalar couplings of V (455) and V (455, 55). There-
fore, one concludes that the masses of the octet scalars, in general, are not determined and are not
universal. In the next section, we will discuss the experimental constraints imposed on the octet scalar

masses.

3 Constraints on octet scalars masses

3.1 Constraints from K° — K° and BY — BY mixing

In this section we consider possible constraints on the mass of neutral and charged octet scalars, S°
and S*, due to the experimental bounds of AS = 2 and AB = 2 processes. The strength of K0 — K©
mixing is described by the mass difference AMyg = Mg, — Mg, whose present experimental value is
AM? = 3.483 £ 0.006 x 10715 GeV, while the SM prediction is given by AMZM = 2.7018 x 1015
GeV. Therefore, any new contribution from neutral and charged octet scalar exchanges must be limited
to the small difference between the measured and the SM results. The lagrangian of the octet scalar

interactions with the SM fermions can be derived from Eq.(2.1) as
L3, =2Ys [drS™dy + drS™ur] + Y] [urSTdy — upSus], (3.1)

where Y, and Y] = 4(Yy — Y,I') are generic 3 x 3 matrices. They contribute to the down and up
quark masses as emphasized in Eqs.(2.9),(2.10). If Mp is diagonalized by VLd and Vg, while the My
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Figure 3. Neutral octet scalar contributions to K° — K9 mixing

is diagonalized by V}* and V}, then in the mass eigenstate basis, the couplings of the neutral octet
= VE Y,V
respectively. In minimal flavor violation scenario [15], where Y5 o« Y7 and Y] o Yy, the interactions

scalar with the down and up quarks are given by Ygo4,4, = V}‘%#.YQ.VLd and Ygoy, 0,
of S with down and up quarks become flavor diagonal and the quark couplings with charged octet
scalar depend on the quark mixing matrix Vo g . Here we do not adopt this assumption and consider
Y5 and Y, as generic matrices. From Eqs. (2.8), (2.9), one can represent the Yukawa coupling Y5 in
terms of Mp and Mg, namely:

_ Mp— Mg

Y5 3.2
2 81)45 ( )
which implies that
1 ia +
Ysodpd, = 1045 M,% !~ Vi 'ME-V[(ﬂ . (3.3)

Due to the miss-match between the diagonalization of Mp and Mpg, the last term generates flavor
violation in the couplings of the neutral octet scalar with down quarks, even in the basis of diagonal
charged lepton. One can assume that the quark mixing matrix is generated mainly from the down
sector, i.e., VLd =Voxwm, V}g =1, and V! = V¥ = I. In this case one finds

1 ia a
Ysoapa, = Tos [Mé I — Mg Vorwm| . (3.4)

In this case, the coupling of neutral octet scalar with down and strange quarks is given by

myA 3m, A
Y. = = r 3.5
S%srdr 4dvugs  4vsin’ (3.5)
while its coupling with down and bottom quarks is of order
meA3 3m, A3
Y. = _ = 3.6
S%rdr 4uys 4vsin B’ (3.6)
where A ~ 0.21 and tanf is defined as tan 8 = vy/v; = —3uvy5/v5 In this respect, the neutral octet

scalar may contribute to the K° — K9 mixing at tree level as shown in Fig. 3, while the charged octet
scalar contribution is given by one loops similar to the SM contribution through W*-boson exchange.
Since the mass of the charged octet scalar S* is larger than the mass of the SM gauge boson W=,
the contribution from S* to K° — K° mixing is typically much smaller than the SM effect. Hence no

direct constraint on the charged octet scalar mass can be imposed.

— 10 —
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Figure 4. The Ratio Rx = Misgo (K)/M{M(K) as function of the neutral octet scalar mass mgo for four

values of tanf = Z—f Horizontal line corresponds to the experimental limit: Rx = 0.2891.

Let us now consider the tree level contribution of neural octet scalar S° to AS = 2 processes,

where S refers to the strangeness quantum number. The K — Kg mass difference AMp is defined as
AMg =2 | Mio(K) |=2 | (K | HE77? | K) |, (3.7)

where H é‘f?ﬁ is the effective Hamiltonian for AS = 2 transition and the mass matrix M;2(K) can be

written as
Mia(K) = My (K) + M (K). (3:8)
Therefore, one can write AM§k in the form
AMyg = AMZM|1 + Rg|, (3.9)

where the ratio Rk is defined as Ry = Mls; (K)/MZM(K). In this respect, the experimental limit of
AMp [20] leads to

Ry < 0.2891. (3.10)

The effective Hamiltonian associated to the neutral scalar exchange is given by

Hepp = Y (CiQi+ CiQy), (3.11)

i=1,2

Where the operators @Q; are given by

Ql = (ERdL)(ERdL), Qz = (ERdL)(ELdR), (312)

and the Wilson coefficients C; are defined as

) 0 Y Y
d 0 d 0 d
Cl SOsp, R, C S9spdr 5% R' (3]3)
SO SO
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Figure 5. Rp, and Rp, versus mgo for tan 8 = 0.1,0.26, 1, 10.

The operators Q; and Wilson coefficients C; are obtained from the @Q; and C; by the exchanging
L <> R. In this case, one can easily show that Mls; (K) is given by

ME) (K) =0.0125 [Cl (1) + Co(p) | +2 % 0.017 x Ca(p) (3.14)

In Fig. 4 we show that the ratio Rx as a function of the mass mgo for tan 3 = 0.1,0.26, 1, and
10. As can be seen from this figure, for tan 8 ~ O(1), the mass of neutral octet scalar can be as light
as 440 GeV. The lower bound of mgo is increased with smaller tan 8. For instance, with tan 5 ~ 0.2
one finds that the lower bound of mgo is of order O(1) TeV.

Similarly, one can check possible constraints imposed by B? — BY mixing, with ¢ = d, s, on the
mass of the neutral octet scalar. The recent experimental results [20] for AMp, and AMp_ are given
by

AME? = (3.337£0.033) x 107'% GeV, AME? = (117.0£0.8) x 107'% GeV,  (3.15)
while the SM predictions are given by
AMEM = 3.58187 x 107 % GeV AMEM =104.19 x 1077 GeV. (3.16)
This implies that the ratios Rp, , are constrained as follows:
|Rp,| < 0.0683, Rp, <0.1229. (3.17)

These constraints on Rp, , appear more stronger than the constraint imposed on R, hence it may
lead to more stringent constraints on mgo. However, it is easy to check that the Wilson coefficients
of the ABg s = 2 are proportional to the Yukawa couplings Y34 and Yjs, which are smaller than Y.
Therefore, the S° contributions to B — BY mixing are quite suppressed, hence the constraints imposed
by these process are weakened. This conclusion is confirmed in Fig. 5, where we plot Rp, and Rp,
versus the neutral octet scalar mass mgo for tan 8 = 0.1,0.26, 1,10. As can be seen from these figures
that for tan 3 ~ 0.6, the By , — Bg,s mixing implies that mgo can be much less than 100 GeV.
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3.2 Direct searches constraints

In recent years, there has been a growing interest in searching for the octet scalar at hadron colliders,
namely Tevatron and LHC [17]. In this section we describe the recent experimental results, which are
interpreted as a lower bound on the mass of octet scalars (S, S9).

The octet scalars can be pair-produced copiously at the LHC gg — S°SY or gg — STS~. This is
due to their large couplings to gluons and their large color factors. The octet scalars can then decay
to the SM quarks without any missing energy. Therefore, the associated signature is a pair of dijet
resonances However, the direct search of this process is very challenging due to an enormous QCD
multi-jets background that exceeds the signal by orders of magnitude.

The production cross section of octet scalar at the LHC depends on the mass Mg and proton-
proton collision energy +/s. Depend on its mass, S may decay to the heaviest fermions, which are
kinematically allowed. In particular, S° decays mainly to ¢f and/or bb, while St — tb. The latest
results with /s = 7 TeV have set a 90% CL limit on the cross section of a pair of dijet that ruled
out octet scalar masses less than 287 GeV [18]. It is important to note that the pair production cross

section is almost model independent.

4 Octet scalar contribution to h — v

As advocated in the introduction, CMS and ATLAS collaborations observed a SM-like Higgs boson in
the mass range 125-126 GeV [11, 12]. Both collaborations considered the following search channels:
h—~y, h— ZZ* = 4l, h — WW* — 2I2v as well h — Zv, and h — bb, 77. Using the full dataset
recorded by CMS and ATLAS experiments at the LHC from pp collisions at center of mass energies of
7 and 8 TeV, both experiments reported confirmed excess in the first three decay channels at Higgs
mass of order 125 GeV. In h — v, CMS experiment observed that the signal strength, o/ogps is
given by 0.78 + 0.27 in case of selected event analysis and 1.11 + 0.31 in the cut based analysis [13].
While ATLAS collaboration found that the best fit of this signal strength is given by 1.65 £ 0.24 [13].
In h — ZZ* — 41, CMS experiment measured the signal strength as 0.91103} nevertheless ATLAS
experiment reported an excess with signal strength 1.5+ 0.4. Finally in h — WW™* — 2[2v both CMS
and ATLAS found an excess of events above background, which is consistent with the expectation
from a SM Higgs boson of mass ~ 125 GeV.

It is clear that the statistical significance is not sufficient to claim any deviation from the SM expec-
tation. Nevertheless, the above mentioned results indicate enhancement in the diphoton production,
with more than 20 deviation, which could be a very important signal for possible new physics beyond
the SM. Indeed, it has motivated many theorists to look for possible new physics explanation. In this
section, we will emphasize that this excess can be naturally accommodated in our low energy effective
SU(5) model. In the SM, the Higgs boson decays into diphotons through triangle loop diagram with
WT, W~ and t,t exchanges. The enhancement of the diphoton decay width requires the presence of
charged particles with non-negligible coupling to Higgs boson. In addition, this contribution of the
new charged particles should interfere constructively with the dominant SM contribution from W=+
boson loop. As shown in previous section, the spectrum of the low energy effective theory of SU(5)
with 45 contains charged color-octet scalars, ST, that can give a genuine contribution to the SM-like

Higgs decay into diphotons. The color-octet scalar effects on Higgs production in gluon fusion and
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Figure 6. Feynman diagrams for the decay h — vy mediated by gauge bosons W=, top quark, and charged

octet scalars S*.

diphoton decay have been analyzed within extensions of SM with color-octet scalars [21, 22]. However,
our SU(5) model is very different from these phenomenological models. Therefore, we expect to obtain
new results for both Higgs decay to diphoton and Higgs production cross section.

The contributing Feynman diagrams for the decay h — 7y mediated by gauge bosons W+, top
quark, and S* are shown in Fig. 6. In this case, the one-loop partial decay width of the H decay into
two photons is given by [21]

042m§{ Jghww
102473 m%‘,

2017 2
L(h—yy) = Qi Fi(zw) + Nc,tQ?i—hftFl/z(:vt) + N, sQ% g:jS Fo(zs)|, (4.1)

2
s

where z; = m3 /4m?, i = W,t,S. The color factor and electric charges are given by: N.; =3, N..g = 8,
Qw =1,Qs =1, and Q; = 2/3. As explicitly derived in the previous section, the Higgs couplings are
given by ghww = gMw sin(8—«), gniz = —mysina /v cos f+4Y, cosa and gj, 5+ 5+ = —Azv cos S sin a.
Finally, the loop functions Fj(x;) are given by

Fl(l')

- [2:102 +3z+ 32z —1) arcsin2(\/5)] 72,
Fi(x) = 2 [x +(x—1) arcsin2(\/5)} 2,
- [a: — arcsin2(\/5)} r2

Fy(z)

For Higgs mass of order 125 GeV and octet scalar mass of order 300 GeV, the loop functions F(z,,),
Fy/o(w¢) and Fy(ws) are given by —8.32, +1.38, and 0.34 respectively. Therefore, within the SM there is
a distractive interference between the contributions of W-gauge bosons and top quark. In this respect
it would be preferable to reduce the top Yukawa coupling (specially, if it is not directly related to the
top quark mass as in our case), so that I'(h — ~7) can be enhanced. In Fig. 1 we have shown that this
can be naturally achieved in our model and even gj;; may flip its sign. In this case, I'(h — 77) becomes
much larger than the SM expectation. In addition, to allow for constructive interference between W
and S contributions, that leads to an enhancement of I'(h — ~7), the dimensionful coupling gpss
should be quite large and negative. In Fig. 7, we show the ratio gnss/gnww as function of tan 8 and
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Figure 7. The coupling of SM-like Higgs with charged scalar octet normalized by the coupling grww as a
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Figure 8. (Left panel): The ratio f,, = I'(h — 77)/T(h — 7)™ as a function of octet scalar mass m$ for
Yy = —0.8,-0.7,—0.6 and A = 1, A3 = —1, tan8 = 10. (Right panel): x, versus Y; for A = 1.5,1,0.5 and
m§ =200 GeV, \3 = —1, tan 8 = 10.

Ag for A = 4. As can be seen from this figure, the coupling gnsg is typically much smaller than gpyww .
It is typically less than 0.1 of gpww and it may reach 0.2 at small tan 5. Also lower values of A lead
much smaller g,ss. In this case, it is clear that unless the charged octet scalars are very light, its
direct contribution to I'(h — ~7) is quite marginal. Therefore, one concludes that the main effect in
this class of models is due to the reduction of the top contribution.

)SM

In Fig. 8 we present the ratio £, = I'(h = vy)/T'(h — vy in terms of m§ for three values

of Y, that induce important suppressions on gp;7. As can be easily seen, k. slightly depends on very

light m?. However, Y, has a significant impact on k. It is remarkable that for Yy ~ O(—1), K,y
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can be of order 1.8. In addition, we present a plot for x, versus Y, for three different values of A:
0.5,1,1.5. From these two plots, one can conclude that A ~ O(0.5) with Yy ~ O(—0.5) is a perfect
choice in order to get Ky, >~ 1.6 — 2.
The Higgs signal strength of decay channel, h — AA, relative to the SM expectation is defined as
Ry — olpp = h — AA) _ o(pp — h) BR(h — AA)
alpp = h — AASM — g(pp — h)SM BR(h — AA)SM
L(h—gg) TPM T(h— AA)

= — -1
T T(h— gg9)SM Ty T(h— AA)SM — Kgg-Kot-RAA; (4.2)

where o(pp — h) is the total Higgs production cross section and BR(h — AA) is the branching ratio
of the corresponding channel. The total Higgs decay width is given by the sum of the dominant Higgs
partial decay widths, i.e., I'tor = I'yy + I'ww + I'zz + I'z=. Other partial decay widths are much
smaller and can be safely neglected. In the SM with 125 GeV Higgs mass, these partial decay widths
are given by I'y; = 2.3x 1073, Ty = 8.7x 1074, I'zz = 1.1 x 1074, and I, = 2.6 x 10~%. As shown
in Fig. 1, the Higgs coupling gpww remains very close to the SM value for A >~ 1 or at large tan f.
Therefore, we have 'y ~ 1"5[%{, The bottom Yukawa coupling in our model takes the form

Yiop =~ —% sin v, (4.3)
which can be of order the SM Yukawa coupling YbS M — my /v if sina ~ % cos . This condition can be
satisfied if A < 1. We will adopt this constraint in our analysis so that I';; remains intact and hence
Tiot 1“?01;4 .

Now we turn to the Higgs production cross section in our SU(5) effective model. At the LHC
the dominant process for the Higgs production is the gluon-gluon fusion. In the SM the gluon fusion
mechanism is mediated by top-quark via one loop triangle diagram. However, in our model the gluon
fusion for the SM-like Higgs can be also obtained through the exchange of neutral and charged color-
octet scalars, as shown in Fig.9. The lowest order cross section can be written as

2
~ a N
710(99 — ) = g—Tro(h = 9g)0(3 = m). (14)

where § is the center of mass energy and 6(§ —m3) is the Breit-Wigner form of the Higgs boson width,

which is given by
1 §Fh/mh

T (§ — m%)2 + (§I‘h/mh)2 '

The partial decay width T'(h — gg) is given by [21]

o5 —m) =

aim3 20nit + 2
D(h = 99) = Jok [Clro) = Fya() + Clrs) 025 Fo(rss) + Clrs) 125" Folso) | (45)
S SO

where C(r) is the SU(3) representation index, which is defined as Tr[T2T"] = C(r)6*® with C(3) =
C(ri) = 1/2 and C(8) = C(rs) = 3. In the above expression, it was assumed that mgo = mgo.
Therefore, the coupling gy, 050 is given by

ghsoso = —(Ag + 2A4)v cos f cos a.
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Figure 9. Gluon fusion gg — h in SU(5) effective model, mediated by top quark, and charged and neutral

color-octet scalars.
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Figure 10. (Left panel): The ratio rgg = F(Fh(+:gg)g)m as a function of the coupling A3 for A = 0.8,0.9 and

ms = 300 GeV, Yy = —0.8, Ay = —1, tan 8 = 10. (Right panel): rq4y versus A4 for tan 8 = 5,10 and mgs = 300
GeV A = 0.9, Vi = —0.8, A3 = —0.5.

Thus, large values of A3 4 and small values of tan 3 are preferred to enhance the gjs0g0 coupling. In
Fig. 10 we present the ratio xy, = I'(h — gg)/T'(h — gg)°M versus Az for A = 0.8,0.9 and versus \4
for tan 8 = 5,10. As can be seen from these plots that the neutral octet-scalar can give a significant
contribution to I'(h — gg), so that it compensates the suppressions caused by: (¢) the reduction of top
Yukawa coupling, (i¢) the negative effect of charged octet scalar. In this case, the region 0.8 < kg < 1,
which is preferred by best fit analysis of the recent experimental results [14], is quite accessible.

From the results of kv and ryy with 'y o~ 1“?01;4 , one can easily see that the recent experimental
measurement of signal strength R, by ATLAS and CMS collaboration can be easily accommodated
in our model. The sign of color octet-scalar couplings can be fixed based on the final results of R,.
If it is confirmed that R, > 1, then the coupling A3 should be of order O(—1) and Yy ~ O(—0.5) so
that the contribution of top quark is reduced. On the other hand, if ., is proven to be less than one
as indicated by the latest result of CMS experiment, then A3 should be positive and Y, should quite
small so that the top quark effect remains as in the SM or even bigger. In Fig. 11 we display the
signal strength R, as a function of tan 8 for A = 0.4,0.6 and universal octet scalar mass mg = 300
GeV, Yy = —0.7, A3 = \y = —1. Also we plot R, versus A for Y; = —0.6, —0.8 and mg = 300 GeV,
)\3 = )\4 = —1, tanﬁ =10.
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Figure 11. (Left panel): The signal strength R, as a function of tan 8 for A = 0.4,0.6 and mgs = 300 GeV,
Yi = —0.7, A3 = \s = —1. (Right panel): R, versus A for Y = —0.6, —0.8 and mg = 300 GeV, A3 = \y = —1,
tan 8 = 10.

5 Conclusions

In this paper we have derived the low energy effective model of SU(5) grand unified field theory with
extending the Higgs sector by 45p-plet. We showed that this model is an extension of the SM with
another Higgs doublet and color-Octet scalar doublet. We analyzed the flavor violation constraint of
the octet-scalar masses. We found that the K° — K° mixing impose a stringent bound on the neutral
octet scalar mass if tan < 1. We have also studied all possible contributions to the light neutral
Higgs decay into diphoton. We emphasized that the charged octet scalars may provide a constructive
interference with the SM W gauge bosons effects, which enables an enhancement of the branching
ratio of h — ~v. However, it turns out that the most significant impact on the diphoton decay width
in this model is due to a possible suppression for top-Yukawa coupling with SM-like Higgs or even
flipping its sign that leads to important enhancement in T'(h — ~7) that accounts for the measured
signal strength. In addition, we have studied the impact of the neutral octet-scalar on the gluon fusion
Higgs production cross section. We showed that with this contribution one can keep k49 ~ O(1), while
Ky~y ~ O(1.6). So the apparent tension between enhancement of diphoton decay rate and suppression

of o(gg — h) is resolved in this class of models.
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