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Abstract

We match the electroweak chiral Lagrangian with two singlet scalars to the next-to-minimal composite Higgs model
with SO(6)/SO(5) coset structure and extract the scalar divergences to one loop. Assuming the additional scalar
to be heavy, we integrate it out and perform a matching to the well-established electroweak chiral Lagrangian with
one light Higgs.
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1. Introduction

The Higgs sector within the Standard Model is still mysterious even after the discovery of a ”Higgs-like”
particle. Open questions regarding naturalness of the Higgs mass, and form and origin of the Higgs potential
remain [I [2]. At the same time these are open opportunities for further investigations. The formalism of the
electroweak chiral Lagrangian with a Higgs [BH] is considered the most general approach to open-mindedly take
into account deviations from the Standard Model [9, [10]. The electroweak chiral Lagrangian was extended by two
and then N scalar fields in our aforementioned work [IT]. A second scalar particle in addition to the observed one
has been extensively discussed in, e.g., [I2HI4]. An additional scalar field can serve as a dark matter candidate
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[15] and lead to new CP violating processes required to explain the matter-antimatter asymmetry [I3] [16] [I'7]. It
brings a lot of new physics and widens the narrow corset of parameter space which constrains the electroweak chiral
Lagrangian with only one scalar that necessarily has to be identified with the observed one.

Composite Higgs models (CHMs) [I8H22] provide logical ideas of underlying extensions to electroweak theories,
first proposed in the context of unified composite models of all fundamental particles and forces [23] 24]. The
composite Higgs model with one Higgs scalar has been worked on by many authors. The minimal custodial CHM
has the coset structure SO(5)/S0(4) and has been extensively studied, e.g., in [25H27]. A concise review is given
in [28] and the phenomenology was particularly emphasized in [29], to name just a few. A matching of the minimal
model to the electroweak chiral Lagrangian with a light Higgs was performed in [30] for the fermions in the
spinorial 4 representation of SO(5). This representation is, from our perspective today, unsuited for some reasons.
It does not contain the left-handed fermion doublets in a custodially symmetric representation, thus leading to
unprotected Zqrqr, couplings [27, [29]. The fermion embedding is a decisive decision for the building of the model
since the Goldstone potential is heavily dependent on it. We are therefore choosing the next-to-minimal composite
Higgs model with the coset SO(6)/SO(5) and the fermions in the fundamental 6 representation, short NMCHMG6.
The model has originally been introduced in [31]. There are two Higgs scalars in this model. Phenomenological
consequences and scans have been studied for f < 17TeV in [12],29]. Interestingly, it is the minimal model permitting
a fermionic UV completion, rendering it a successful and the most economic CHM [32H36].

Composite Higgs models solve the hierarchy problem in a very intuitive and realistic way. On the fly, the
Higgs potential is generated dynamically and a mechanism explaining the Yukawa hierarchy is provided. A very
important aspect is the embedding of the quarks in multiplets of the full global group G, as stated above. This is
the symmetry group under which the interactions of elementary and composite sector originate at the scale Agomp,
where strong resonance particles are supposed to live and mediate interactions. That scale is assumed to be far
above the scale of the spontaneous breaking G — H. Varying representations give rise to very different interactions.
Interactions of the gauge sector with the strong sector, on the other hand, are determined by the coset G/H alone.

1.1. Outline

In Section 2| we address the problem of unitarization in composite Higgs models and Higgs effective theory and
recap the concrete model with SO(6)/SO(5) coset developed in [31] and clarify our specifications for the model.

In Section [3| we extract the scalar divergences of the theory with our previously developed techniques [11].
Assuming one of the two scalars to be heavy enough, we integrate it out in order to match the resulting Lagrangian
to the electroweak chiral Lagrangian with one light Higgs.

We conclude with a discussion of opportunities the model at hand offers in the outlook in Section [

2. The SO(6)/SO(5) Composite Higgs Model

2.1. Unitarization

The symmetry breaking scale of the new strong dynamics f in combination with the electroweak scale v
determines the most important parameter of CHMs:

1)2

=5 (1)

Not only does it parameterize departures from SM interactions; since it quantifies the splitting of the scales of
spontaneous symmetry breaking, it is also crucial for setting up an effective theory at the electroweak scale.

In CHMs the Higgs sector is governed by strong interactions. At the scale f we therefore have an effective
description in terms of loops, or, equivalently, chiral dimensions [37]. To obtain the physics at the electroweak scale
v, the physics at f has to be integrated out.

We identify the following regimes.

§

e In the limit & — 0, the new physics entirely decouples and the SM is recovered, with a Standard Model
effective field theory.

Otherwise, depending on the value of the ratio of the scales, there are two scenarios.

e If £ < 1 (at least small enough for an expansion to be meaningful) the physics at v is described by a double
expansion in canonical dimensions in powers of £ and a loop expansion [3§].

e If f is not much higher than v, the physics at f cannot be integrated out. This scenario can actually be
excluded with experimental data; we have & < 0.1. The non-observation of new physics so far indicates a
sufficiently large mass gap. So in general we can have, in the effective approach, both an expansion in loops
and canonical dimensions.



In the Standard Model the most important purpose of the linearly transforming Higgs doublet is that it fully
unitarizes gauge boson scattering. At high energies, the scattering of longitudinally polarized gauge bosons cor-
responds to the sole scattering of the eaten Goldstones, according to the Goldstone Boson Equivalence Theorem
[39H41]. The electroweak chiral Lagrangian without a Higgs scalar contains derivative interactions of the Goldstones
(longitudinal components of the vector bosons) that violate perturbative unitarity at the cut-off scale A = 4mv.
New physics would have to set in just there to unitarize the theory.

The electroweak chiral Lagrangian with a light Higgs scalar resonance, where the Higgs is not necessarily the
SM one, is nonrenormalizable in the classical sense. The Higgs resonance can at most partly unitarize the theory. In
the minimal composite Higgs model, the violation of perturbative unitarity is postponed to the scale A = 47v//€
[28], which is typical for any composite Higgs model [15]. The other resonances of the strong sector take care of
the full unitarization.

Summing up, in the case of £ — 0, new states are infinitely heavy and we stay with the SM, where the Higgs
alone unitarizes the theory. For & — 1, which is excluded, new states have to ensure unitarity. In composite Higgs
scenarios they correspond to the resonances of the strong sector. In between these extrema, unitarization is an
interplay of Higgs and resonance mediations.

2.2. Relation to Electroweak Chiral Theories

Since the gauge boson couplings are measured to a high precision, the measurement of the Higgs couplings will
hopefully serve as portal to new physics. The Higgs couplings are within a few percent as in the Standard Model
[42, 43] and Higgs effective field theory should serve as the framework capturing any deviation from the SM as
an indirect hint to new physics. Any Lagrangian can in principle be matched to the effective framework at the
electroweak scale v [38],[44]. The matching makes the modified phenomenology in the Lagrangian, compared to the
Standard Model, directly visible [9, [10]. The electroweak chiral Lagrangian with a light Higgs can accommodate for
various scenarios of electroweak symmetry breaking because of its general nature. It does not need a UV-completion
for itself to be of use but serves as a broad effective framework that can be used to particularize to specific models
[45]. As in CHMs the observed scalar can arise as a pseudo Goldstone from a larger symmetry breaking or just be
an additionally included scalar. In fact, an infinite number of coefficients in the polynomial functions of the Higgs
field reflects a composite nature of the Higgs, where the internal structure cannot be described by a finite number
of terms [45]. The non-linear interaction structure is in clear contrast to the SM.

2.8. The next-to-minimal Composite Higgs Model

The coset SO(6)/SO(5) contains five Goldstone bosons. Three of them get eaten by the W’s and the Z and
the other two form the observed Higgs and the additional scalar. The Goldstones in the coset SO(6)/SO(5)
transform in the fundamental 5 representation of SO(5)'} which decomposes as 4 @® 1 under the subgroup SO(4),
or as (2,2) @ (1,1) under SU(2); x SU(2)g, see The electroweak Higgs bi-doublet is accordingly
associated with the bi-doublet (2, 2). Hence, the theory contains an additional pseudo—scalalﬂ singlet 7. We deduce
the pseudo-scalar nature from its effective couplings to fermions below.

In Section it is shown that we have to enlarge the strong sector by a U(1) symmetry, which is gauged, to
reproduce the correct hypercharge for fermions, as it is done in the minimal composite Higgs model [28]. As this
symmetry is not spontaneously broken, it does not affect the coset structure that determines the main features of
the model.

Since the SM gauge group is identified as SU(2), x U(l)y C SU(2)r x SU(2)g, with U(1)y generated by
T3, see (neglecting the U(1)x symmetry for now — the Goldstones are uncharged under U(1)x
anyways), the singlet is a gauge singlet. It follows that also its shift-symmetry is not broken by SM gauging. We
are going to see that it can only obtain a potential via a suitable embedding of the right-handed fermions.

2.4. The Goldstone Kinetic Lagrangian
We construct the kinetic term of the Lagrangian for the Goldstones along the way of the CCWZ construction

[48, [49]. The Goldstone field is given by
\/2h0T%
U =exp L . (2)
f
It contains scalar fields & and the coset generators of T% of SO(6)/SO(5) which are given in [Appendix A.2l The

Lagrangian is given by

f2

Liin = 5 (D) D% | (3)

IThis is a general statement. The Goldstones in a coset SO(N)/SO(N — 1) transform as fundamental SO(N-1) [27].
2The generators of SO(6) give rise to an automorphism acting as a CP transformation with h — h and  — —n. There is no
complex conjugation, since SO(6) is a real group [29]. For further reading, see [46] [47]
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where it is defined
W2 =hi+hi+hi+hi+h=h?tn?
W= Vi, (5)
h? = h2 + h2 + h2 +h2, n=hs.
The electroweak covariant derivative acts on X as
N
D% = 0,% +igWj 72 —ig Z?Bﬂ . (6)

By going to unitary gauge in , setting hi=hy=hs=0- they are eaten by the gauge bosons — and performing
the field redefinitions

5 Y .Y
hy=h cos~ , n=~hsin-, 7
4 7 7 (7)
one arrives at
/ / /
. VoW W
> =1(0,0,0,sin — cos —, sin — sin —, cos — 8
( g s y) ®)
The definitions
/ /
h= fsin—cos—~ , s= fsin—sin— , 9
7T 7oy )

are defined such that we have

> (ooo hos L mge 2>T (10)
= s Us YUy Ty Ty T4 - - S .
Irr
The kinetic term becomes
f? o 1. o 1. 5 1(hOh+505)2 g% o [irrirr 1 2
in ="~ |D,X|" =< = —— = — 74| . 11
Ly 5 |D,X| 2(6h) "’2(83) +2 f2_p2— g2 + 4h wrw +2C0829W (1)

The electroweak mixing angle is cosfy = e/g’. This is the result obtained in [31]. Note that if we had chosen,
e.g., b’ and v as our fields, their kinetic term would have the geometrical structure of a 2-sphere:

Liin = (O')? + sin? }}I(aw)z : (12)

Hence, there is no way to smoothly transform it into a plane, or in other words, to arrive at two canonical kinetic
terms without derivative interactions of the two scalars as it was proposed in [I2]. A direct matching is only
possible to the most general form of the electroweak chiral Lagrangian with two scalars [11].

It becomes clear from that the electroweak scale is set by the vacuum expectation value (vev) of the field h.
With the fact that & must obtain a vev and from the redefinition @, the dangerously looking denominator in the
third term on the right is constrained to be positive. The other scalar s does not couple to the gauge fields. There
is thus no potential created for it by gauge boson loops. In other words, it remains massless after the gauging,
reflecting its nature as a gauge singlet.

In the next section an explicit calculation of the effective Lagrangian for the SM gauge fields on the background
of ¥ reproduces the coupling in with no coupling of s to the gauge fields. This is because there is an unbroken
shift symmetry among the original Goldstones in , namely the one associated to hs = 77E| This indicates that
there has to be a physical, massless Goldstone left in the theory. A potential and therefore a mass can be created
for s by fermion loops, however, if the fermion embedding breaks SO(6) in such a way that also the U(1), shift
symmetry is broken explicitly. For this to happen, the right-handed fermions must not have a well-defined charge
under U(1),. We discuss this in Section

3The generator of this symmetry commutes with the SM generators, see the discussion in [Appendix A.2] There is however also the
possibility of breaking the shift-symmetry by anomalies associated to the gauge bosons of the SM and the strong sector [13} [50]. We
do not want to dive further into this aspect.



2.5. The Gauge Boson Effective Lagrangian

The general SO(6) x U(1) x invariant effective Lagrangian (strong dynamics integrated out) for external gauge
fields — for invariance extended to a full gauging of SO(6) x U(1)x; later only the SM gauge fields are kept — on
the background of ¥ reads, in momentum space,

"
L= 5PE (I ()X, X, + Mo(p?)(4,4,) + T (p)ET4,4,3] . (13)

The gauge fields are denoted A, = AjT, with the generators T spanning the whole group SO(6) and X,, the
U(1)x gauge field. The form factors II(p?) contain the unknown integrated out dynamics of the strong sector.
The SM gauge group is the subgroup discussed above, generated by the corresponding generators given in .
The hypercharge is defined as Y = T}% + Qx. We need this definition to reproduce the correct hypercharge of the
fermions. Thus, the SM hypercharge gauge field is

A q g 3 g 9x 3 g . 3
B, =Wz +>X,="W3 +4/1—-"X,=—"r—W3 +—uX, =sxWpn, +cxX,. (14)
Hg R g T g e Yy e N i g

We then find as the physical components of W, and X,

Whulphys = sx By Xpulphys = cx By (15)
We use X as in and find in (13)), by keeping only the relevant gauge fields, the terms

1
<AMAV> = <<W£;LTZ + WI%/LT%) (WZDTE + W%VTI%)> = 5 (WEIU.WEV + WI?%/LW}%V) )

STAAS =T (W, T+ W3, Th) (Wi, Tf + W3, Th) & (16)
1 h? 1 h2 1 h?
= EFWIZIMWLQV + EFW}%MWIS%V - §FWE;¢W1§V + (/J < V) .

Keeping only the physical SM gauge fields, we obtain

1 LV 1 a a
Lgsm = §PIT [HOX (p*)cx BBy, + §H0(p2) (WLMWLU +s%Bu.B.)
+ 3 I00) g5 (WEWE, + 55 BuB, — 20} 5 By) ],
or
1 g X /. 2\ 2 1 2\ .2 1 2 h2 2
Lgsm = 5Pr g (p°)ex + gﬂo(p )sx + 1H1(p )ﬁ sx | BuBy
1 2 1 2 h’2 a a
+ §H0(P )+ Enl(P )ﬁ WL, Wr, (18)
1 h?
*§H1(P2)F Wz%u SXB:/} .

This is in accord with , since for zero momentum we have I1; (0) = f2, see the argument about the form factors
I(p?) in [28].

2.6. The Fermion Embedding into SO(6)

Considering the minimal possible fermion embeddings, the 4 representation of SO(6) is excluded because it does
not contain a custodially symmetric (2,2) subgroup, but decomposes as (2,1)®(1,2) under SU(2), x SU(2)g. The
10 representation gives the fermions a well defined U(1), charge and thus there is no breaking of U(1),, neither
by gauge nor Yukawa interactions [31].

We thus decide to put the fermions into the fundamental 6 representation, which decomposes as 4®1@® 1 under
SO(4), such that we can have the left-handed electroweak doublets in the custodial 4, = (2, 2) CEL as demanded for
a protection of Z — bpby, couplings from new physics corrections [27, 29 51]. The right-handed fermions go into
linear combinations of the singlets. With this embedding, the representations can be matched to the electroweak
ones at low energies [29] as we demonstrate below.

We now discuss the interaction of the SM fermions with the strong sector. Linear mixings with strong ”partners”
arise from partial compositeness [27,[62]. These interactions originate at the cut-off scale of the theory, A, where all

s

4See [Appendix A.1|for details.



the fields are in the 6 representations. In the following we restrict ourselves to third generation quarks, since they
have the largest mixing with the strong sector. Naming the strong partners of the left- and right-handed fields ¥y,
and Wg, we get an interaction at the resonance scale of the form

Lingn = MrQirYir + MrQorVor + MrTrY:z + MrBrYpr + hec. . (19)

The fields Qr,Tr, Br denote the doublet and singlet fields of the SM and formally transform in the fundamental
SO(6) representation, as do their partners, such that the interaction Lagrangian is G-invariant.

The global symmetry breaking at lower energies is achieved by embedding the SM quarks into incomplete
representations of SO(6) in the way explained above. From their embedding properties we deduce, in terms of the
fundamental SM fields by, ¢, bR, tR:

1
Tg = ——— (0,0,0,0,ietr, tr)7T,
it e
1
B = ——— (0,0,0,0,ie,bp. br)” ,
11 e (20)
— — (—iby, —bp, —itr,t1,0,0)T,
QtL \/? ( L L Ly'L )
1 . . T
QbL = = (_ZtL7tL7ZbL7bLﬂO7O) .

V2
The embeddings of right-handed quarks contain a complex phase. The parameter € can be chosen to be real, see
[12], andobeys the restriction —1 < e < 1. The doublet embeddings stem from . Note that for e = +1
the embedding of the right-handed quarks is SO(2),, symmetric. This symmetry is in that case not broken and
right-handed fermions can be assigned a concrete charge under U(1),. As a consequence there is no fermion-loop
induced potential for s, see also The other extreme € = 0 is also of phenomenological interest. We
come back to this case below.

For the definitions of Q7 and @1, we projected out the fields with Tg charge F1/2, compare to . This
leads to the assignment of the additional U(1)x symmetry charge for fermions: With the hypercharge Y = T+ Qx,
it follows that @x must be +2/3 for up-type quarks and —1/3 for down-type quarks [29]. This way we find the
correct SM hypercharge for the doublet (Y = 1/6) and the singlets (Y = 2/3,—1/3). This embedding can thus be
matched to the SM at the electroweak scale.

We rewrite the interaction Lagrangian in terms of the explicit SM fields, the left-handed doublet q;, = (tz,br)"
and the right-handed fields tg, bgr. For this, we introduce spurion fields A that make the connection. We get

Lint.n = MpGr A ¥ir + MrdrAor Vor + MrIrRART iz + NorbrRAR YL + hec. (21)

With a proper assignment of transformation behaviour under the SM group and the global SO(6) for the spurion
fields, the interaction is again invariant under G = SO(6) [53]. We deduce the following quantum numbers
under SU(2);, x U(1)y x SO(6) x U(1)x

SM comp. sector
qr € (2176, 10), tr € (12/3,10), br € (1-1/3,10) ,
Vi € (10,62/3), Wpr € (10,6-1/3),
U1, € (Lo,62/3) . Wpr € (10,6_1/3), (22)
Ay € (2176,6-2/3), Aoz € (21/6,61/3) ,
Atr € (12/3,6_2/3), Apr € (1_1/3,61/3) -

The physical (expectation) values of the spurion fields are given by

_r

,/1+et2)b

1 /0 0 — 1 00 23)

<AtL>_\@<—i -1 0 00 0>’ (
0

1 (=i 1 0 0 0
<AbL>_\/§<O 0 i 10 0)'
These ”vevs” break the global symmetry and consequently the mixings create a potential for the Goldstone Higgs.
The form of the potential can thus be obtained via a spurion analysis [53]. We construct the invariants with the

spurion fields and the Goldstone field U . Setting the spurions to their vevs yields a non-trivial structure of the
potential. Note that the strength of the breaking of G is determined by the mixing parameters A in . The

<At,bR> = (ana(),oviet,bal) ;



mixings to the strong sector are responsible for the generation of masses for the fermions and from considerations
on partial compositeness, we can deduce that the breaking is weak, except maybe for the top quark, and use these
parameters as expansion parameters [27), 52].

The idea of building the invariant structures stems from the CCWZ construction [48] [49]. The Goldstone field
U is a local element of G with transformation property « — gtd h=!, where g € SO(6) , h € SO(5). U~! can thus
be used to act on fields with SO(6) indices, like the spurion field A, to get a ”dressed” one transforming with h.
The dressed object can be split into several SO(5) irreducible representations. Since, however, the spurion fields
simultaneously transform under the SM gauge group, we have to keep the invariance in that respect, too. The
spurion fields can therefore only enter in the combinations ATLA 1 and A;A R-
We identify as invariants the following singlet-singlet (66-) components,

1 h?
ON): (UTAL Avll)es = SIAT ALY = 3P
1L [g]?
i _
Ul AdpAerthos = 5 pr -
4 tAT o 10t
O U Aall)as = 7w - (24)
1 el
TAT 2
(L{ AtRAtRu)66 (1+62) f4 ,
1 1 n?|gP
TAT t At B
UA L AU )66 (U AR ArU) 66 = aTrap T
where ¢ = +/f2 — s2 — h? + igs. For the b quark, the structures are the same, but the impact of the top is

overwhelming. Also the gauge contributions to the potential are overwhelmed by the large Yukawa coupling of the
top [27]. Collecting the terms, we find for the form of the potential:

V(h,s) = ah® + &h* + |¢]*(8 +vh* + 8[[*) | (25)

in accordance with the form found via a calculation of the Coleman-Weinberg potential in [3I]. Note that indeed
there is no potential for s if e = £1.

In the framework of partial compositeness the interactions of fermions with Goldstones is mediated by mixing
with the fermionic partners in the strong sector. Integrating them out formally we obtain the low energy Yukawa
couplings through the form factors by coming up with the most general SO(6) invariant Lagrangian of fermion-
Goldstone interaction:

= Qipp (VI (0?) + ST (%)) Q1
+ Qp p (871" (p?) + XTI (p?)) Q‘ZL
+ Thp (S9T15 (p%) + STS TR (%)) T4,
+ By (8711 (p°) + 'S (p?)) By, (26)
+ Qi (8N (0?) + SIRINL () ) T
+ Qi (VM7 + SIS (R ) B + e,
Since we are mainly interested in the effective Goldstone-fermion interactions we extract their structure similarly
0 and get:
_ h? _ h2
Lic =" (p*) trpte 22 + T8 (p?) bLpbr 22
1t e |€;|2 +I7 () brpbr 1_'%62'?22 (27)

h . - 1 h
d) + Mf(pz)bLbR 77(25 + h.c.

+2¢e2 f V242 f
where, again, ¢ = \/f2 — s — h? +ie;ps. Specifically, Yukawa couplings of the form

his
Yns ~ 17t — 7 (28)

+ I (p?) trptr

+ ME(p)iptg ————

are obtained. We can thus define s as a pseudo-scalar under parity. Note that there are no such couplings if € = 0.



In [I3] the next-to-minimal CHM with the fermions in the 20 representation of SO(6) is considered as special
case of a general EFT for the minimally extended strongly interacting light Higgs. In this representation, the
potential can lead to EWSB already at leading order of the spurion expansion.

3. One-Scalar-Loop Divergence via Matching to the Electroweak Chiral Lagrangian

The electroweak chiral Lagrangian with a light Higgs (EWCLh) is to leading order given in compact form by
154

Lewy = 4G;2V - 1Bfw — wva2 + a ho'h —V(h)

+ (D) DRUYF(h) + il — B Ui

(29)

where G? > Wyw, and By, are the gauge field strength tensors of the strong and electroweak interactions and the

covariant derivative is given by
DU =9,U +igW,U —ig’B,UT? (30)
and
U=exp(2ip/v), with ¢=¢*T*, (31)

is the electroweak Goldstone matrix. The SU(2) generators T* are normalized such that

a

(T°T?) = %5@’7 =T = % : (32)
with the Pauli sigma matrices ¢®. The Yukawa term m(h,U) is short for
m(h,U) = UM (h)Pg + M'(h,s)UT Py, , (33)
with the mass matrix M and the fermion field 1 defined as (generation indices suppressed)
M (h) = diag(My(h), Ma(h), My (h), Me(R)) & = (u,d,v,e)" . (34)

Note that U is a 2 x 2 matrix and M (h)§; as defined in is a 4 x 4 matrix. Since we are working with SM
particle content, we have M, = 0.
Further, we have the expansions of the Higgs-dependent functions

By = 1+§:1Fn (Z)n V(h) =U4§2vn (ﬁ)n M(h) = iMn (Z)n (35)

3.1. Recap: The Background Field Method

The background field method provides a convenient way of computing the one-loop effective action [55H58]. The
one-scalar-loop divergence of the electroweak chiral Lagrangian with a light Higgs was performed in [59] and the
complete one-loop renormalization in [54]. Unitary gauge is chosen for the Goldstones such that their background
contribution vanishes during the calculation [60), [61].

In general, by separating the scalar field configurations into a classical background and quantum fluctuations
around it,

¢:¢c+¢q ; (36)

1loop *tI‘ /d4

where tr is the trace only over operator space and the differential operator A(x, 9, + ip) is given by

it is obtained:

(x,05 +ip) , (37)

2
0°L ‘ A(z,0,) 6z —y). (38)

5¢(x)69(y) |,

The differential operator can be expressed in the general form

A(x,0,) = =D, D" =Y, D, =0, +X,. (39)



In these terms it is found

Az, 0y + ip) = (40)

5 2ipD+D? +Y
pll-———-
p
The logarithm in can be expanded and the integrals evaluated using dimensional regularization [62] [63].
The t'Hooft master formula for the divergent terms of the effective Lagrangian that t’'Hooft himself found using

symmetry arguments [55] is then given by

1 1 1
EHOOP — XWX;W Y2 41
eff,div 327.(.2 |:12 / + 2 ( )
with
X/w = [D/u Du] . (42)

3.2. Recap: Renormalization of Kinetic Terms with two Singlets via Matriz Field Redefinitions

As explained in Section it is not possible to get rid of derivative interactions of the two scalars. In order to
extract the divergences caused by the Higgs sector of the model we perform a matching to the electroweak chiral
Lagrangian with two scalars. We showed in our previous work how to renormalize scalar kinetic terms with two
and any number of fields [I1]. To this end we have to transform the kinetic part of the Lagrangian by means of
field redefinitions. The case of the SO(6)/SO(5) CHM serves as an exemplary theory to make use of our method
for two scalar singlet fields.

First, we set up the most general form of a kinetic term for two scalar fields:

L = % (OR)2(1 + Fur(h, s)) + % (05)2(1 + Faa(h, ) + Oh s Fua(h, s) - (43)

When attempting to renormalize this form via the background field method directly, it leads to kinetic mixing
of quantum fluctuations. This leads to a differential operator A with 9%-operators in the off-diagonal elements
in contrast to the desired form given in . We need matrix field redefinitions to obtain a properly defined
differential operator. Defining h; = (h, s)T, it is compactly written as

1
Liino = 3 (035 + Fij(h)) Ouh; 0" hj, (44)

where Fj; is a symmetric matrix. We separate the fields into classical background plus quantum fluctuations
h; = h; + h;. We need the Lagrangian at second order in the quantum fluctuations:

- } } 1 o
Lins C&) (5” o+ Fy) Ol 01 + Fly (Ouh) hidhs +  Fl M(a ha) (0" B ) ohy w
45
1 -
= _§h’b (6U + FZJ) 82 + ( ij,k 2F, ) (aﬂhk)au - kl ’Lj(a hk)(auhl)] h]
For any symmetric matrix S* and vector n we have:
1
n"S*9,n = —inT(ﬁlLS“)n + total der. (46)
With this we find
om? 1=
Lyinz = _§hi[(5w + Fw) 0% + ( ik,j J/kl) (8th)(“)”
1 -
- aﬂ [( i/j,k - Fj{k,i - zk j)auhk] 2 k:l ,ij (6 hk)(auhl)} h] (47)
1- -
= - §h [ (h)9* + 2B"(h)0, + C’} h,
where
1
Aij(h) = bij + Fiy(h), - Bij(h) = 5 (Fir — J/‘k,i) (Ophre) "

Cl](h) = _811« [(F/j7k - F{k,i - zk: j)auhk] kl ,iJ (8 hk)(auh’l) .

Z J



As is desired for the method, A and C' are symmetric, while B* is antisymmetric. We express the components of
B and C in terms of the background scalars h and s. Derivatives with respect to h are denoted with a prime and
those with respect to s with a dot. The components read

1, . .
Biy = —=B"(h)21 = §(F11 — Fip) 9"h + (Fig — Fpy) O"s

1 .. . 1 .
Cus = JFLON + FLON(09) + (~Fis + 281, ~ L0 + FLO0) + (i + 2R @,
1. . ) 1. ) )
Cos = 5 F(05)° + Fi2(0h)(9s) + (= Fy + 2y — 5 F11)(0h)” + Fpa(9%5) + (= Fiz + 2F12)(0°h)

1. 1. .. . .
Cra = Cor = S F1(0h)* + 5 F35(05)* + (Fg + Fia — Fip)(0h)(9s) + Fpa(9%s) + Fin(9%h) .

We want to obtain a differential operator in the standard form of Equation . We therefore have to perform a
matrix field rescaling

h— A~Y2] . (50)
Hence, we have
duh — (8, AV + A7V20,h 51)
Ph — (PA™YH)h + 2(9, A7)0 h + AY20%h

With this, we obtain

) 1
Liinz —5h" {62 +2 (A1/2(au,4—1/2) + A_l/QBMA_l/Q) 9,

+A_1/20A_1/2 +A1/2(82A_1/2) —|—2A_1/2B“(8”A_1/2):|ﬁ ]
Next, we antisymmetrize the coefficient of J,, using
A1/2(6“A—1/2) _ _(aMAl/Q)A—l/Q

and symmetrize the constant terms again using partial integration. We obtain — remember that B, is antisymmetric
and C' is symmetric —

Linz "2 —%BT[ 9% 4 2(A*1/QB“A*1/2 n %Al/z(aﬂA”/Z) . %(aﬂA*/?)Al/?)au
+ A71/2OA71/2 + A*l/ZB;L(aMAfl/2) _ (6HA71/2)B;LA71/2
1 _ (53)
— 5 (0uA720m A2 + 9, A2 00 A712) |
1- -
= =5 [(Ou+ Xp)* +Y]h,
with
XM — A—1/2BMA—1/2 + %A1/2(auA—1/2) _ %(8”14_1/2)14.1/2 ,
Y = ATVPCATV? 4 ATPBM9,ATR) — (9,A71?)BrATY? (54)

1
= (0ua~1/20mA1/2 4 9,412 00 A1) = X, X0
These are well-defined objects for the formula of the differential operator from which one obtains the divergence
using the t’Hooft master formula .

3.3. Matching of the next-to-minimal CHM to the Electroweak Chiral Lagrangian with two Higgs Fields

For further processing in this section, we rename the fields:

10



We write down the embedding of the model into the electroweak chiral Lagrangian with two scalars, including the

potential :

L= —4/[/“2 — ZBW & <(DMU)TD“U>
1 fo ) 1 2 ( m )
(0 S 7, WS N (S
Faloer ( Pog-n) 2\t rma g (56)
+ 960 A 50”0 [ Ay + A + BERE + Coel + Cand]

o
+1/Jm(§077707 )w

The potential permits both scalars to obtain a vev, so for generality we write

fo—v+&, To — vy + 70 - (57)

v has to be identified with the electroweak scale. This renders the kinetic terms unnormalized. So we diagonalize
the kinetic terms with a mixing- or canonicalization-matrix

1 + v? Y f2
. T2 0202 FZ 0202 . T
C= vy, ! vf, ! = R(vn, U) dlag (fg_vg_vga 1> R (Um U)
T2 1+ Ttz n

(58)

2

_ 1 (1 ?) =z 0 1 (1 ?)
1+ v2/v? - 1 0 L) 1+ 02 /v? w1

Note that the whole expression is well defined in the limit v, = 0E| To properly normalize the Lagrangian, we

define
(- (75 ) DO
U 1+ 02/v? 0 1)\ —1) \mo
f fuy
_ 1 \/f2—v2—U3, 1J\/f2—v2—11% (50) ~R (50) )
\/1+v2/v? - -1 "o "o

The Lagrangian can now be rewritten in terms of canonical fields by shifting them:

()= () +=(5)- (60

with
2—’1)2—’[)2 v
. 1 VI
R= — — N (61)
/142 /v %7f ]
So that,
£2 g2 — g2 1
So=vt 2/ 2175 %7 2 /2
fa/l14+v2/v 1+ v2/v
! (62)
f2 g2 — v2 1
o = Un n
v f,/l—l—vg/v2 ,/1+v%/v2
In general, defining
doi = (50, 770) > (63)
we have for the scalar sector:
%1 (L LF) + 3%1 Ao (65 + fij(00)) — [A1051 + A208, + Bt gy + Crdbgy + C20yy) - (64)

5The matrix R represents an improper rotation, which is equivalent to a rotation followed by a mirror transformation.
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Let us denote the vevs as
((do1), (¢02)) = (v, vy) = (v1, v2) . (65)
Since vevs are the global minima of the potential, we have

A1 = 7B’U§ - 2011}% 5 (66)
Ag = —BU% — 2021]% .

Note that to obtain the second line we had to assume vy # 0. This is crucial for the computations ahead, see also
the discussion at the end of Section[3.5] Expanding the fields around their vevs and plugging them into the original
Lagrangian, we find that the kinetic terms need to be normalized:

%342501' 0o; (6:5 + fij(d0)) fos=victéos %5&50:'3(50;' 8ij + fi5(v) + fij(v 4 do) — fi; (v)] - (67)
fij (v,00)

By performing field transformations

¢ = (& ) = Rij(v) doj , (68)
we obtain
1 1 ~ 1 =
§3¢0i 0o (05 + fij(do)) = 53@3%‘ dij + (R_le(U’R_1¢)R_1>ij = §3¢i3¢j [6:5 + fij(v,9)] (69)
fi.i (U>¢)
where
f,¢) =R [flo+R7"¢) - f(v)| R7". (70)
Explicitly, we find for 6;; + fi; (v, $):
; 1- 17
1+ fun= / ) (71)
1oy — 5 — 28 ) 2)/02
fF—v?=v2 f2 f /fQ,UQ,U% n
1-& _ _2v§ 1+ v2 /02
_ f? f /fQ*UQ*U% n
1+ fo2 = 2 . ) (72)
[ S A 1 S— 1+ v2/v?
fF=vr=02 72 f /JcQ,vz,vg7 n
—&n — fon 14+ 112/112
_ /12 —v?—v2 n
fi2 = (73)

292 v / ’
_f2 + 52 + f2fvgf'u;"] + \/f22—£§—v% 1+ U%/Uz

Turning to the potential, we see that in order to find the physical fields we have to mass-diagonalize it. From the
form of the potential and we can deduce the mass mixing matrix, by expanding around the vevs, to be

1 2 1 801’()% 4BU1’U2
iM - 5 (43’011}2 SCQ’U% ’ (74)
For the canonical fields it becomes
1o 147 (8C10] 4Buvivy) ,_1
M =3R Q&wgs@@ R (75)

We diagonalize it via a diagonalization matrix R(6),

Mm(mw mw>’

—sinf cosf

12



with the mixing angle 6, such that

1T 801’0% 4B’Ul’l}2 -1 _ 2T
R (4Bv1v2 8Cy02 R™ =R(OM R (0), (77)
with the diagonal matrix
M2 = diag(mQ, M2) . (78)
Hence,
8C1vi 4Buviva\ 1 R o N
(431,11,2 80205) = RT()R(O)M2RT(9) R(v) = W (0,v) M2 WL(8,v), (79)
with
W(07 U) = Ril(v)R(H) . (80)
We find

1 v/ f? —v? —vZcosd — fu,sind fvncosé)—f—v\/msme
W:— . 81
\/m U/ f? —v? —vicosd + fusing —fucosf + vy, /f?—v? —vZsing (81)

With this, one can express the original model parameters in terms of the new physical parameters m?, M2, vy, v, 6:
—1T § 4277/ —1
W= M*W )11 ,

wMmPwh,, (82)

- (A,

4’011}2
Inserting into the expressions for A; and As we get

Ay == (WMWY, - i (WITAMRW Y
' (83)
V1 B B 1 _ _
Ay = - (WMWY = 5 (WMWY,

For the explicit expressions of W17 M2W 1, see Equations below. Defining the mass eigenstate field by

o= (&) = 7700 = BT O)RO), (51)
and reversed,
do =R (v)R(0)® = W(0,v)®, (85)
we find in detail:
v+ c—us)h+ (gmet 75s) S
(fo) _ (;) +R71R <g> _ ( ) ( o ) . (86)
"o n U77+(fvw )h+( 7+fvw)S
We used some shorthands that are going to be used frequently in the following to display expressions:
02
u=/f?—v?—02, v(Q):szrv??, w= 1+U—2, cosf=c, sinf=s. (87)
n

We can thus rewrite the original Lagrangian in terms of the physical fields:

1 2
1B+ L) | L4 (V) + (W)}
1

Fy (88)

1 2
L= Wi2—

+ %ach 1+WT (fo+W®) — f)W| 00 -V (h,S) +pMw+Wo, U)p.

14+ F(v,®)
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Where the potential V'(h, S) reads

1 17 g
V(hS) =V (0) + 2T MP+ [V?,(J’“”ijwknwlp} 0, 0,0,

LTy Gk (89)
+ I {V4 WiijanpVqu} (I)mq)n(l)pq)q .
We directly obtain the function Fy (h,S) as
2
Fy(h,S) =1+ fva((vuc — fuys) h+ (fogc + vus) S)
+ Fotuw? ((”211202 + ]’121)72152 — 2 fuv,ucs) h? (90)

+ (v*u?cs — fzv?]cs + fovyu(c® —s?)) hS
+ (fvpc® + v*u’s? + 2 fovyucs) S7) .

The potential for the model in terms of the parameter set (v, vy, 0, m, M) is now known but very cumbersome.
The effective Yukawa couplings are yet to be measured if the model can be harmonized with nature.

In detail, we find for W=7 M2W " in , to express the old potential parameters in terms of the new
physical set of parameters m2, M2, vy, vy, 0:

(W—lTM2w—l)11

=— [ +v2)(f* —0v* — 1}%)]71 {(sz%(vz +02) = f2(m*v® + M?v?)) cos®(6)

+ (m2v3(v2 + 1)72,) — fA(M?** + m%i)) sin®(0) — f(M? — m*)vv,,/ f2 — 02 — vZ sin(29)} ,
(WflTM2W71)12

= (W IMW )y = [(0% +07) (2 = 0* —0})]

— f(M? —m?)\/f2 —v? — 11,27(1)2 - UTQZ) cos(6) sin(0) + vo,, (m*(v* + v%) + f2(M? —m?)) sin2(9)} )
(WﬁlTMzwil)QQ
= — [V +v2)(f* —v* — 11727)]_1 [(M2U2(’U2 +v)) = fA(MP0* +m*v})) cos®(0)

+ (m*0*(v? + U??) - fQ(MQU% +m?v?)) sin®(0) + f(M? — m?)vv,y/f2 — v2 — vz sin(20)} .

The kinetic terms expressed via the physical fields in are

[vv,, (M?(v* + ’U%) — [2(M? = m?)) cos*(0) (91)

1+ F,=1+Fn

_ (f? — 5*)u? — 2fSvuwsin(6) (92)
f2u? — (h? + S?)u? — 2fv(hcos(f) + Ssin(f))uw + (k% — 52)(v? + v2) cos(26) + hS(v? + v2) sin(26)’

1+ Fs =1+ Fs

_ (f? — h*)u? — 2fhvuw cos(6) (93)
T f2u2 — (h2 + S?)u? — 2fv(hcos(9) + S sin(0))uw + 1(h? — 52)(v? 4 v2) cos(26) + hS(v2 + v2) sin(26)’

Frs = Fi2

_ hSu? + fo(hsin(0) + S cos(6) )uw (94)
~ f2u2 —2fv(hcos(9) + Ssin(0))uw — f2(h2 + S2) + (h2 cos2(0) + S2sin?(0))(v2 + v2) + hS(v2 + v2) sin(26)

We thus have derived the functions Fy, Fy, Fs, Frs, and V that have to be put into our formula for the
one-scalar-loop divergence derived in [I1]. For the two Higgs fields in the case here the polynomial functions
supplementing the kinetic terms F},, Fg, F}g, are to be put into the corresponding formula to extract the matrices
X and Y and then the master formula . Otherwise, the principal form of extracting the divergences
remains unchanged to that of the common electroweak chiral Lagrangian [54].

3.4. Unitarity
We consider WTW = — WHW ™ scattering at high energies — the corresponding Goldstone scattering.
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In general, for the electroweak chiral Lagrangian with two scalars, we write the Goldstone kinetic term as (with
the components of Fyy written Fj;)

2y

L kin = 1

2 2
S hS h S ) . (95)

h
D, UTD"U) (Fm + For= + Fii— + Fao— + Foa— + ...
v v v v v

For the SO(6)/SO(5) CHM there are no higher order terms, see Equation (90). In terms of the physical Goldstones
to second order we have

2

1
Z(D#UTD“U> Fy = (0,07 0"p™ + iaﬂwoawo +..) Fy . (96)

We then find for the contributing diagrams in Figure [I] and Figure 2]

+ +
¥ps Pps

(ppz (pp4

Figure 1: Pure Goldstone scattering

¥ s i Pre
o o \/ P o :
h s
h D S ?
Opy o Ppo ©pa Ppa Pos Ppa Pps
Figure 2: Goldstone scattering mediated by h and S
M(p*e™ = pTp)
=—(s+1t)
iFg, . 1 iFy,. . AT ) 1 iFyo,. .
+ ——(—ip1)(—ip2) — ) T(2P3)(1P4) + T(—2p1)(—1p3)m7(1p2)(1p4)
iFo1, . . 1 iFor,. . iFor, . , 1 iFor,. . 97
+ 7(—%P1)(—1P2)WT(ZP3)(ZP4) + T(—lpl)(—lpzs)WT(ZM)(WM) (97)

1 |: Tt F10 2 82 FlO 2 t2 F01 2 82 F()l 2 t2 ]
= — |8 — i — — — [ — i
v? 2 s —m? 2 t —m? 2 s — M? 2 t— M?

s+t{1 F2 + F3 2

mass
5 1 ] + (9(—E2 ).
We identify the renormalizability constraint for the electroweak chiral Lagrangian with two singlet scalars. In the
renormalizable limit, the vector boson scattering is unitarized. In this model, inserting the functions Fig, Fy; from

, the constraint is

v

(vuc — foys)? + (fv,c + vus)?
20202

1- 2 0. (98)
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We can illustrate the (partly) unitarizing effect of the model by setting v,, = 0. The amplitudes then scale as

2
T (99)
Hence, violation of perturbative unitarity is postponed relative to the electroweak chiral Lagrangian from A = 47v
to A = 4nf. As we mentioned in the introduction, this is typical for composite Higgs models.

Interestingly, the scattering of Goldstones into scalars is trivially unitarized in the model. The amplitudes for

©tp™ — hh and T~ — SS scattering, where the u-channel is implicit in the diagrams in Figure [3| (s-channel
diagrams with an h or S propagator are of the order mass?/E?) are computed to

MN

+
¥p1 h;Ds 90;1 Sp3
N .
#py hps 90;,_1 Sp3
#ps hps ¥p, hp, Ppy Spa Ppo Sp,

Figure 3: Goldstone into equal singlets scattering

M(p o™ — hh)

2Fy , . .
= =3 (=ip)(=ip2)

) — s — v F; ) — H — v )
+l 10(_me)(p1 P3) t(Pl p3) (—ipzy)Z 10 ? 10(—ip1u)(p1 p4) (pl p4) (—ngu)l 10

Y (100)

F Fio\2 Fio\’

v

and for ¢~ — hS scattering analogously, but without a symmetry factor of 2 in the first diagram in Figure

+
90?1 h

P3
Ppa Spa Pp,

o hps

> |
.
.
.
SP4

Figure 4: Goldstone into different singlets scattering

fong) S [FoFu P
M(pT e %hS)fv2 [ 1 5 ] . (101)

For the parameters of this model, all these contributions cancel each other.

3.5. Integrating out the Heavy Scalar — Matching to the Electroweak Chiral Lagrangian with one light Higgs

To match the model to the EWCLh we have to assume S to be substantially heavier than h, such that we
can integrate it out alone. We can then make the immediate connection to the current situation of one observed
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Higgs-like scalar and predict the values of its effective couplings. It is a natural guess to assume the mass of S to
be in the range of 500 GeV. As a pseudo-Goldstone it is naturally permitted to be lighter than the scale f that is
assumed to be at around 1 TeV.

Leaving aside the gauge-kinetic terms the SO(6)/SO(5) composite Higgs model is given by

[ ”%Lu ) ( 2oy + (ch) ) 08T [LE W (f(o+ W) — f(0) W] 0%

1 1 ; 1 y
V(’U) + §(I)TM2(I) + g ‘/E),(jkl)ijWanp] (qu)nq)p + E [V4( jkl)WiijanleQ} (I)mq)nq)p@q‘| (102)

V (h,S)
+YpMv+Wo, U)p.

We compactify it:
1 1
L= 51+ Fs(h, 8))(0S)* + Fas(h, $)0h0S + 5 (1 + Fu(h, $))(0h)*
2

V(h,8) + - - (Lul") (1 Fy(h, 8)) + &M (v + W, U)y (103)

1
= 5 (1 + Fs) (65)2 + Frs Oh 0S + V(h,S),

where we defined

%(1 + Fu(h, S))(0h)2 — V(h, S) + Z—%<LHL~> (1+ Fy(h, S)) + OM(v + W, Uy

> Ja(h) S

Our aim is to integrate out the S field under the assumption M > m in the strongly coupled limit v < f [44].
Due to the mass diagonalization procedure we carried out before, we find that the potential parameters functions
of the particle masses, mixing angles and vevs. Hence, we may write

=3 Ja(h)5* = [MPI2(h) + Ja(h)] S°. (105)

a

V(h, S)
(104)

To integrate out the heavy scalar S at tree level, we write S as power series in M 2,
S=Y"S.(h)yM~>", (106)

and insert the whole expansion into its classical equation of motion (E.O.M.) to find the coefficients of the power
series. One can directly compute the equation of motion of S from the Lagrangian

10Fs OFg %

5L 2o 10Fs v
5o =~ (14 F5) 95 = S52(0S)? = S20n9S + Sg — FusdPh

To obtain S,, for a general n, we have to derive a recursive formula from the E.O.M. We introduce the following
notation for arbitrary functions F'(h, S):

OF, hS (8h)? = (107)

1 0°F
F = p(a) a Py = = . 1
(. 8) (h) 5%, M) = @5y (108)
We then find
—(1+ Fs) 9?8 = —9%S,M~2" — F{") Sy, S, ...8, 825, M~ 2n+bitetba)

L aFS = —2[m+p+b1+...bg—1]
5%(65) §CLF Sbl Sty 1081 05, M ,

6FS an ()
- = == M 2(nAbit b )

o7, OhdS = <8h> Sb, ---Sp, O DS, (109)

£ _

% ~ Fusoth -2 hS (Oh)? = a J)Sy, .8, M2t ther=ll 4 0] G, .S, M2 Fhay)
(a)
F
[fhs62h+ 86"5 (0h) ] Sy ..uSp, M 201 4ba)
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We obtain a recursion relation:

0=-0°S - Y

n+by+...+bg=r

L (a
~ 3 50F§" Sb,..5,_, 051,05,
m+p+b1+...bg_1="7

0 _
+ E aJ(lel"'Sba—l + E aJaSbl---Sba_l
bi+...4bg_1—1=r bi+...4bg_1=7

(a)
F
— Z |:Fh5(92h + 88hS (6h)2} Sb1 mea .
bi+...+bg=r

(a)
F
F@a2s, + (aahs) 8h65n] Sh, ...,

(110)

For instance, lets take r = —1; then only the fourth term on the RHS survives, which takes the index values
by = ... = b,_1 = 0. Therefore, we have

4
> adlsit =0, (111)
a=1

which can theoretically be solved to get Sy. Setting r = 0, we get

0=-0%S -

a

1 a a— a— T a—
= 5(050)* Y aFUSiT 451 ) ala— 1) I)SgTE Y adaSy (112)

a

(a)
F 925y + (%?) h 8501 Sg

(a)
-3 {Fhsa% + ag;f (8h)2} Se .

Solving this equation gives us Sy(h). The other terms S, can be obtained recursively using (110). Lets assume
that the solution of (111)) for Sy(h) is well defined in the limit &~ = 0. Sy can then be expanded in a power series
of h as

So =Y rih* . (113)
k=2
Having obtained Sy, one can extract S; from the recursion relation as a function of h. Thus, the E.O.M. gives us

S(h) = So(h) + S1(h)/M?* + ... (114)

We insert this back to the original Lagrangian (103]) and the result is the effective Lagrangian at tree level, organized
by a power series expansion in 1/M?2,

Leg[h] = L]h, So + 1/M?Sy + ..] = ML GV 0] + LD 0] + ~— £ DA + ... (115)
Now, we prove the following claims:

1. So(h) with ¢ > 1 do not contribute to £i§1) and ng)f).
2. ﬁg&l) is independent of h.

To point 1.
The original Lagrangian can be written as

Llh,S] = M*LV(h, S) + LO(h, S). (116)
Now, by inserting the E.O.M. solution of S(h) into the original Lagrangian, we have

oL
L[h, Sy + S1/M? +...| = L[h, So] + 35 (S1/M? + S /M* + ..) + ...
So (117)
= M2LY(h, Sp) 4+ L9 (h, Sy) + % (S1/M? + So/M* + ..) + ...
So
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To prove claim 1, we need to prove that the §£/5S|s, expansion in M? starts at O(1). This is indeed the case.
We have

SLIh, S|
58

_ 1
=M2ECY 4+ EO 4 mE<1> +..=0, (118)
SZSo+Sl/M2+...

where E(") is precisely the RHS of (110). We obtain

ic
55

=M>> a8+ B0 (Sp, Saz1 = 0) + ... = E©(Sp, Saz1 = 0) + ..., (119)
So a
where has been used. Since 6L£/4S|g, begins at O(1), the claim is validated.

To point 2.
As corollary of claim 1, we can rewrite the whole effective Lagrangian expansion as
_ 1 a
Leg[h] = M2LE D, So(h)] + LO[h, So(h)] + chfg (h] + ... (120)

Proving claim 2 is equivalent to proving that £(=V[h, Sy(h)] = const, where Sy(h) is given by , which is a
solution of . This is not immediately obvious at the first glance, but the decoupling limit tells us that the
effective Lagrangian must not contain terms of order O(M?). To prove that L£(=D[h, Sy(h)] = const, we must
determine £~V [h, S] in . O(M?) terms only enter the Lagrangian through potential terms. We introduce, in
analogy to , the decomposition of parameters O = M2?0° + O. We thus have with

LTV (h,8) = - [AY65, + AS9ps + B 951652 + CLdor + C3 o]
— — [ BO(68108, — 3oty — veh)) + (6t — 208081) + O3k — 2030%y)]
= B3} + Clvt + Cfud = [BO(68, — v) (68 — v) + (6 — v])? + C (B — 03)’]

= [B"20{v} + CYvi + Cov3] — (05 — v)) Dij (65, — v})

(121)

where we defined
_( ¢ B2
D= (BO/2 o) (122)
Now, defining a new field Z;(h, S) = ¢2, — vZ, the Lagrangian becomes

£V (h,S) = —Z;(h, S) Dy; Z5(h, S) + const
= ;—: Uﬂ}jpl'j ;75 + const (123)

= Mlzigoo Ve ETW T MPWLZ + const,

where Z;(h, S) = % 1} has been used. Defining Z(h, S) = W12, we obtain

. . 1
LEY(h, ) = — Mlim e ET M?Z + const = ~3 522 + const . (124)
200

We note that (111)) comes from the E.O.M. at order O(M?), hence it is equivalent to the E.O.M. of L=V (h, S)
with respect to S:

s 1 - 0=5(h, S)
0=—= —1¢ =21 80) —5 ¢ (125)
SO SO
This equation gives us either
Eo(h,S0) =0 or 8Z3(h,S)/0So=0. (126)

The original Lagrangian that depends on S can be written in momentum space as
oo Ng
LDY N Z.S". (127)
a i
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A diagram with [ internal lines of S, a number V,; of vertex of type ai at tree level satisfies the following topological
identities:

2T =" aVa,,
I:ZZVai—l

(128)

This gives us

ZVM—ZZ )Vai +2>2. (129)

a=3 1

Thus, the simplest diagram at tree level with S as internals are formed by combining two vertices of type Z;;.

Therefore, the effective Lagrangian resulting from integrating out S at tree level that is supposed to capture this

effect locally must start at order O(Z1;Z1;). To produce this kind of effective action, S(h) must start at order

O(Zyj). That turns Sy to start at O(h?). This consideration helps us to decide that Z(h, Sp) = 0 is the correct

choice, because its solution for Sy starts at h2, while the solution of 825 (h, S)/dSs = 0 for So(h) is linear in h.

See also the discussion below. Plugging the value éz(h, Sp) = 0 back to the Lagrangian £ confirms claim 2.
Now, the leading order effective Lagrangian becomes

£ = £Oh, Sy[h Z J.S8 + = (1+ Fs) (8S0)% 4 Fis 0h 98,

! (1+ Fp(h, So))(0h)* + % (14 Fs) (0S0)* 4 Fj,s 0h0S (130)

o |

2
+ (L L") (L4 Fo(h, S0) + $M (0 + W, Uy
— (¢5; — vi) Dy (%J ) [Bvvs + Cyof + Covy]

where

~ _(Ci BJ2

D= (B/2 02> . (131)
Note that

_ =3 =1 _ _
=P 5. = D =L =Tw—1T A2 12 —
B Dij Ej = — vv;Dy5 =3 Im =W " MW ==

1 5=
v; v M250 g (132)

Therefore, the leading-order effective Lagrangian becomes
1 1
Log = 5 (14 Fu(h. 50))(9h)” + 5 (14 Fs) (950)* + Fius 9h Sy
2
1
+ %<LMM> (L+ Fu(h, 50)) + M (v + WS, U — cm® (B, So) (133)

2
1 A _ -
“(LLLE) (1+ Fu(h, S0) = gm?E1 (b, So) + M (v + W, U)y,

where we have absorbed the derivative interactions by a field redefinition

Lo
= (R +

% (1+ Fy,) (Oh)* + % (14 Fs) (0S0)* 4 Fj,s 0h 0S8y — = (ah) (134)

This field redefinition modifies Fi7, V' (h) and the Yukawas.
The expression for the field Z;(h, S) was computed using Wolfram Mathematica [64] and the result is (keep in
mind the shorthands (87))

é1(h, S) = 1 { <fU1 cos(0) — vy sin(@)) (W _ v%)

V1Vo u fQU(%
(6 Ny(h, S))? (135)
2 (1)) (O )

= G N} +GyNZ + L,
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(h,9))* )

2 1 fvy1sin(6) (N1
Za(h,S) = 111?10{ < " +v2 005(9)> ( 12
fuosin(6) (Na(h,8))*
" <u - cos(0)> <f2v§ - Ug) }

= DIN? + DyN3 + E

where
(h,S) = h[vlu cos(f) — fua sin(G)} + S{vlu sin(f) + fug cos( )} Sfurvg

=ath+ S+,
(h,S) = h{vgu cos(0) + fuy sin(@)} + S[vgu sin(f) — fu; cos( )} + fuaug

=agh+ 325 + 72,
fv1 cos(6 )
— Vg Sll’l

(
3

1
Gr= 2108 ( u
1 fvacos(6
Gy = f%gvg ” —|—v1 sin(6)
P (fvw08<9> o, Sm(e)) v (fracos®) sin(0)> ,
Vg U Vo u
1 f?}l 8111(0)
Dy = *
1 ool ( » + vg c05(9)> ,
1 foasin(@) o cos(é‘)) 7
u
2 fv%m(@ - Cos(0)> (136)

(

D2 — f2,U2,U8
foisin(6) + vy cos(9)> ” <
0

-
Vo u
We obtain the closed-form solution for Sy(h) by solving the quadratic equation Za(h, Sp) = 0, giving (the other
(137)

solution with positive sign +1 does not start at order O(h?), so we reject it)
1/2
) - 1> =Yt
2

b dac
where
a= D18} + Da2f33
b=2(Dio1f1 + Daazfa) h + [2D1 5171 + 2D2f272] = 2 (D1c 81 + Daazfla) h + 1 (138)
Cc = D1 (Oélh + ’)/1)2 + D2 (OLQh + "}/2) + E = (Dloz% + DQOL%) h2 .
(139)

Diaiyi + Daaoye =0 and Di7f + Doy + E =0

2D 1171 +2D2B272 =1

Note that we have used the relations
which can be verified easily by direct computation. One can expand the closed-form solution and check
(D1a? + Dyad) h? (140)

whether it starts at O(h?)
c ac®  2d%c
h = —— _—
So(h) == + 43 =

The other coefficients of h* can be computed from the expansion. The results are
(141)

ry = —(D1af + Do)
=2 (Dya1B1 + Daaafz) (Draf + Daa3)

2)? _ (D1af + D203) 4 (D1on 1 + Daaofa)”
(D103 + D2a3) 8 (Drai i + DocofBa)” — 3 (D187 + D2B3) 2 (Drai By + DaaafBa) (Diaf + Do)

rs =
ra = (D15} + Da2f53) (D1af + Dyai)
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Having found the explicit form of Sy(h), one can immediately perform the field redefinition to absorb the derivative

interactions. Specifically, we have with (134))

% (1+ Fy) (0h)2 + % (14 Fs) (9S0)2 + Frs 0h 9Ss = = (14) (0h)2 = %(aﬁf ,

N =

with a new function F(h) and a new field h that can be expressed as a polynomial expansion in h,

h(h) = /Oh V14 F(s)ds=h (1 + Zwkhk> .
k=1

Using Wolfram Mathematica [64], we find the first few of the coefficients wy:

Vg cosf
wr =
! 2fu
2uvg cos? 0 + f2u(l + 4riu®) + 4 frouvg sinf
Wo =
2 6f2u3 )
1
w3 = 16750 [24f3r27“3u3 + 3cosf (UO(QfQ + 2) + 4 frouv sin 9)

+12f*vgrs sin f + vg’ cos(36) — 12v8f2r3 sinf| .

This equation can be inverted to obtain h as a function of h:

Wiy = 3 st
k=1

The first few coefficients are computed to

z1=1,
Vg cos
Z2 = —w1 = — 2°u
uvd cos® 0 — f2u(l + 4r3u?) — 4frouvg sin 6

2
z3 = 2wy —wg =
! 6f2u3

Now, let us write the ultimate leading order effective action as
- 1 - v2 - .
8 () = 3 00)? + (2,19} (14 Fu(h) =V (b) + 631 (h, U)o
We write

Fy(h,S) = Fih+ FyS + Fi1h? + FiohS + FS2
Then, after integrating out S and inserting S = Sy we get

Fy(h(h)) =Fih + (Fi1 + roFo) h? + (Fiara + Fors)h® + (Faori + Fiors + Forg)h* + ...
Replacing h by (145]), one finds

Fy(h) = Fih + [Fll + Forg + F1Z2}]~12 + [F127“2 + Forg + 2(Fuy + Fora)ze + Fizz | A3 + O(h*)
Fih + Fyh® 4+ F3h® + ...

We compute

=~ 2(uvycos — fuysind)

foour ’
~ uvy cosf — fuysinf
B = ;
fAo7
vicos® 203 sin@ (fvysinf + uvg cosf) (uvy sind + fvgcosd)  uvycosd — fugsind
o + 1 + 2
U UV v3
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(142)

(143)

(144)

(145)

(146)

(147)

(148)

(149)

(150)

(151)



~ uvy cosf — fuysinf
37120, 71137,2
3f3uvjvivs

3 =

X (Guvgvgvg sin O (uwvq cos @ + fvq sin0)(fva cos O + vy sin @) (uvy cos — fvgsin b))

— 3vjv1vs cos O(2v2 sin O(uvy cos O + fuy sin @) ( fuy cos O 4 uvy sin 0) + uvave (uvy cos f — fug sin 6))

— 6v] (uvg cos O + fuy sin0)?(fvy cos O + uvy sin 0) (uvy cos @ — fuy sin ) sin(26)

u? (fPoivivs — vSvivs cos 62
+ 205019 810 6% (V1 V903 (— f2 + u? + (f% 4+ u?) cos(20)) + fu(v] — v3)sin(26))

+ 5in 02 (V10902 (— f2 + u® + (f? + u?) cos(20)) + fu(vi — vy) sin(20))2)> .

The potential terms can be read off from (133) and the subsequent equations. They take the form

VO (h,S) = —m2=2(h, S)
2
é { [G1ﬁ1 + Gzﬂz} Q[Glalﬁl + G20¢252} hS + 2h + [Gla% + G2ag} h2}
%m { [Glﬂl + Gﬁg} [Glaf + Ggoér ht

+ 4[G1a151 + G2042ﬁ2:| + 2{0155 + Gzﬁg] {Gla% + GQOéSDh252

+4|G1 67 + G25§] [01@151 + GQOézﬁz}hSS + 4[6710!151 + G204252] [Gla% + GQOég}hBS

n 4[Glﬁf + Ggﬁg] hS? 4+ 8 [Glal,ﬁl + GmﬁQ} h2S + 4[G1a$ + Ggag] 3+ 4h2}

1
- ng (PSS4 4 Pubt 4 Qunesh®S? + QnasshS® + Quineh®S + ThashS? + Thnah2S + Tyh® + 4h2) . (152)

where we have used the fact that

Graimi +Gaagye =1, G171 +Gafaye =0 and G177+ Geys + L =0. (153)

Note that we obtain the form of the potential that we expect. No linear terms in A or S and no mass mixing terms
hS appear in the potential. Note also that we do not have a mass term M?2S5? here, because this term belongs to
Eigl), which together with other terms have been shown to vanish in claim 2. Next, we insert the classical solution
So(h) into the potential:

VO(h, So(h)) = =m? [4h? + Tph® + (Py + r2Thns)h* + (r2Qnins + r3Thns + 75 Thes)h° + O(R%) | (154)
Finally, we re-express it in terms of the new field h. The result is
-1 - - . -
V(h) = gm?®|4h® + (T + 822)h° + (Py + 2 Thns + 3Thzo + 423 + 823)h* + O(h)
(155)

m2h? + Vs h® 4+ Vi bt +

We compute

m2

- 8 fuvd

v2
—4vg cos ) + —>
U102

Vs ((f? + 5u®)vyvz cos @ — (f* + u®)vive cos(30) + duf (v — v3) sin3(9))} ) (156)
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m2

Vie—
48 f2uPvivivi

X (61}31}%1}% cos(0)? — 48(vi + v3)?sin(0)? (uvq cos(f) + fur sin(h))(fvz cos(0) 4 vy sin(0))(uv; cos(0)

— fuasin(0))(fvy cos(8) — uvy sin(0)) + 6(vi + v3)? (u*v1vz cos(B)® + (f2 + 2u?)v1vs cos(0) sin(6)?
+ fu(vi —v3)sin(0)®)? — Qugvive(vi 4+ v3) cos(9)((f* + 5u?)viva cos() — (f? + u?)vyvg cos(30)
+4fu(vy —v2)(vy + v2)sin(0)?) — 8(fAvivivs — v§vivs cos(h)?

+ 2uiv1vg sin(0)2 (v1ve (v + v2) (=2 + u® 4+ (f% + u?) cos(26)) + fu(vi —v3)sin(260))
+ sin(0)? (v1v2 (v + v3) (= F2 + u* + (f* + u?) cos(20)) + fu(vi — v3) sin(29))2)> .

We note here that the vev of the field h after integrating out S is not v1 = v = 246 GeV. Even before integrating
out S the physical field i does not describe the excitation around the vacuum at v; and vice versa for S and v,
see Equation . Instead, we are dealing with mixed states. We cannot recover a very SM-like situation unless
we let the second scalar decouple fully.

Let us have a look at viable values of the parameter space. We want to approach the Standard Model. First,
we try a vanishing mixing angle. Setting sinf = 0, implying to be already diagonal, gives

~ U 1 1
F1:27:2 7772,
fooo N S (157)
1

~ 1 u? 2

I R T B
We arrive at the most ”SM-like” behavior if also vy — 0. We then replace vg — v1 = v. Compare this to the SM
values Fy = 2/v, F, = 1/v?. The anomalous effect is thus of order of the inverse of the composite Higgs scale
f (f%). The discussed limit is problematic, though, since for vy — 0 we have blowing up potential parameters
and interaction functions F' as a result of , where we have made the point about vy. It is still possible
to let the model approach the Standard Model (with non-zero v9) whereas before integrating out the field S there
was no such close connection of h to the SM Higgs.

Even though there is a bunch of tunable parameters, any other limit soon contradicts observations. This can

be demonstrated at the hand of Fy. It can be written as

- 2 uvy cos — fuysinf
F=— .
U1 foo

In the SM limit the right fraction becomes equal to one. However,

uvy cos ) — fvgsinf v¢ vy vy .
= — ——cosf——=sinf <1. 159
Jvo \ f2vo Vo (159)

The SM limit of the SO(6)/SO(5) CHM with the Lagrangian is obtained by letting the other scalar ng
decouple. To avoid mixings of the scalars, only the Higgs must obtain a vev, the potential parameter B has
to be put equal to zero and f must be large enough for a sufficient suppression of the derivative interactions of
the two scalars. In this limit, the physical fields are easily identified. The Higgs potential V = A;£2 + C1&¢3
permits v = /—A4;/2C; which sets the electroweak scale in . We then identify the observed SM Higgs as
h = (& — v)//1 —v/f (canonically normalized) with the mass m? = —4A;. This fixes the Higgs potential
parameters. The decoupling scalar S = 7y has the mass m% = 2A5 which is unconstrained just like the parameter
of the quartic S term Cs.

(158)

4. Outlook — Expectations and Opportunities

The SM contains only a complex phase in the CKM matrix as source for CP violation. Even if there was strong
CP violation and on top CP violation in the neutrino sector beyond the SM, it would almost certainly not sum up to
the amount needed to realize the observed matter- antimatter asymmetry. Moreover, for electroweak baryogenesis
the phase transition in the early universe by electroweak symmetry breaking had to be strongly first-order. In
other words, fast enough to prevent from (sphaleron [65]) effects which compensate the asymmetry. Here, too,
the SM fails [66]. We argued in the motivation for an additional scalar that it might serve as source for more CP
violation. Indeed it is found that a SM-gauge singlet scalar can provide all necessities for a strong first-order phase
transition leading to a viable baryogenesis [67]. The most interesting scenario occurs when both singlet fields of the
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S0O(6)/S0O(5) CHM obtain vevs and the Higgs states mix. We then not only have the typical non-linear composite
Higgs corrections to couplings, but also CP violation in the Higgs sector. CP is then spontaneously broken by the
Higgs potential, too. Specifically, we have a dimension five operator describing a coupling of the Higgs and the
pseudo-scalar singlet to a pair of tops describing the interaction of Equation . It is a dimension five operator
that in Standard Model effective field theory takes the form [16]

%SHQW% +he. (160)

Q3 denotes the third quark generation doublet. It does not explicitly violate CP.

Notably, the additional singlet is a simple and effective candidate to structure the scalar (Higgs) potential in
such a way that the electroweak phase transition is indeed strong, v/T, > 1. This is because the new member of
the Higgs sector can contribute to the potential directly via tree level instead of the usual thermal loop effects that
only lead to critical values of the order parameter [66, [67].

All in all, the model contains the demanded characteristics for baryogenesis for natural values of its parameters.
There are, however, subtleties concerning the vev of the additional scalar s, which is demanded to vary during
the phase transition and maybe even to have vanished to its end, and the need for a small source of explicit CP
violation in the scalar sector [16].

There might still be explicit CP violation present in the strong sector itself, in the couplings of the Goldstones
to the fermionic partners [12]. Yukawa couplings that also vary during the phase transition can serve as a source
and have been studied in a review on electroweak phase transition in composite Higgs models [68].

As for baryogenesis, there have been attempts to solve likewise the dark matter problem by adding a gauge-
singlet scalar to the SM [69H7T]. Again, there is the SO(6)/SO(5) CHM at hand. To make s stable, we can demand
a parity transformation s — —s which must be a symmetry of the full strong sector [72]. If there is such a Z,
symmetry present enlarging the coset to O(6)/O(5) with the six-dimensional parity acting as

Po=(1,1,1,1,-1,1)" (161)

s could be a dark matter candidate. In fact, we pointed out in Section that we have this symmetry for our
choice of embedding. The vevs of the scalars might spoil the structure of the potential. Then, the symmetry has
to be enforced by hand, but potential and embedding is up to speculation anyhow, so we concentrate on the direct
implications of the model’s coset for this outlook section. Since the odd Z, parity is required for its stability as a
the dark matter particle, s is not supposed to obtain a vev that would break the symmetry spontaneously [15] [72].
There would thus be no mixing of Higgs states. Without mixing, it follows that there is no linear coupling to SM
gauge bosons. Furthermore, we have to demand € = 0, i.e. Ps qr = +1qgr, such that there is no mixing in the 5-6
components of the right-handed fermions that violate the Z5 symmetry in the couplings to s [I2]. Hence, there is
no linear coupling to SM fermions, see the end of Section Since it would still be massive, the criteria to be a
dark matter candidate are fulfilled.

The nonrenormalizable structures in the CHM — derivative interactions of s with the Higgs that are determined
by the coset structure and the non-linear couplings of s to the SM fermions — can serve as discriminators to other
models with a dark matter singlet scalar [I5].

It is found in scans [I2] and the calculation of the Coleman-Weinberg potential [I5] that the pseudo-scalar
singlet is naturally heavier than the Higgs. Whereas the Higgs vev is fixed and has to be fine-tuned at least to some
degree in the CHM, the other vev is free to follow naturalness. A natural mass for a Goldstone of strong dynamics
with a scale f < 1TeV could be about ~ 500GeV. Of course, when € — 0, s becomes lighter and eventually
massless. Technically, e — 0 is technically unnatural again.

The quadratic divergence to the Higgs mass generated by the top loops must be cut-off around (below) the
TeV scale to account for a small tuning of ~ 10%. Thus the discovered light Higgs requires in the composite
Higgs framework fermionic partners (resonances) necessarily lighter than one TeV to generate the correct Higgs
mass without too much fine-tuning [12] [73]. This gives the LHC the opportunity to detect or exclude them
(exclusion at least in some mass range) in the near future. The vector resonances can still be assumed to appear
at A = 4mv =~ 3TeV. Hence, this is one of the models where new physics can be expected at the TeV level.

Since evidence of new physics in the form of directly produced and observed heavier degrees of freedom is
missing, it is mandatory to concentrate for the time being on indirect hints to effects of virtual new physics
particles. The measurement of FCNC processes in this context is very appealing since in the Standard Model they
are strongly suppressed by the GIM mechanism [74]. The Higgs sector can affect those, e.g., via loops. We can read
off from our results that there are four-fermion divergences. If the parameters are not such that these divergences
vanish, we have accordingly FCNC next-to-leading order contributions. In the case of one Higgs, there are no such
contributions in the limit of SM parameters [59]. But the SO(6)/SO(5) CHM inhabits an immediate parameter
that could trigger FCNC processes at tree level; if the mixing parameter € is not family symmetric, the singlet s
can mediate FCNC processes. It can then also decay in a family violating way [31]. However, if it is of substantial
mass, it decays into a top quark pair with a branching ratio of Br ~ 100% [13].
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Ever since the discovery of the ”Higgs-like” particle, there is strong focus on more accurate measurements of
its properties — a discrimination between a SM Higgs and a composite one is possible [75H7S].

Note

The present work is based on our master’s theses [79, [80]. A very similar approach of matching the next-
to-minimal composite Higgs model (CHM) to the electroweak chrial theory has been taken in [14]. We see our
work as complementary to it as we use previously developed techniques to extract divergences of the Lagrangian.
Therefore, our construction is implemented such that it fits to our generalized renormalization procedure derived
in [II]. The methods there are derived in order renormalize any pure scalar extension to the electroweak chiral
theory to one loop in conjunction with the results for the non-scalar sector calculated in [54]. This incorporates
any CHM, so the next-to-minimal CHM is exemplary in this work. The renormalization of the miminal model
with coset structure SO(5)/SO(4) has indirectly been carried out with the matching and renormalization of the
electroweak chiral Lagrangian with a Higgs [30] 54 [59] [§T].

As the procedure depends on a polynomial expansion of the scalar fields, this renders our terms more cumber-
some overall.
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Supplementary Material

The Mathematica notebook at |https: //notebookarchive.org/2022-04-1fbhb4olis a collection of some supplemen-
tary analyses for the joint project of this work and the renormalization formula derived in [I1]. There are chapters
with assisting and extra calculations for the spurion analysis, the diagonalization and canonicalization of the model,
and divergence extraction.

Appendix A. Group Theory

Appendiz A.1. SO(4) and SU(2)

A few words on the isomorphism SO(4) ~ SU(2)r x SU(2)r. We can associate a real vector in the fundamental
4 representation of SO(4) h® = (h', h? h3 h*)T with a 2 x 2 pseudo-reaﬁ matrix

1 - 1
®=— (io"h" + 19h*) = —
VA =7

with the three Pauli-matrices 0% and the definition A* = (ic?, 15).
The group SO(4) is a rotation on the vector h* that preserves its norm,

A*h® (A1)

h* — R’ | Rec SO(4) . (A.2)

On the matrix ® the chiral group SU(2), x SU(2) g acts as left- and right-multiplication, such that the determinant
of ® is unchanged,

o — qu)g;f% , gL € SU(2)L , gRr € SU(Q)R . (A3)

® is in the (2,2) representation (a pseudo-real bi-doublet) of the chiral group.
Since

|he)? = (dT®) | (A.4)

and the trace is invariant under the transformation , we find that the chiral transformations leave the norm of
h® unchanged. SO(4) contains the most general norm-preserving transformation of the four-vector. This shows that
a chiral transformation is an element of SO(4). Therefore, also the chiral group algebra is contained in the SO(4)
one. Both have dimension 6. No sub-algebra (other than the full algebra) exists, with the same dimensionality
[27]. We thus identify 4 = (2,2).

6p* = 52P02.
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For each SO(4) rotation R on h* there are two SU(2), x SU(2)g rotations acting in the same way on ®: g1, gr
and —gr,, —gr. We can thus identify [28]

SU(2)L X SU(Q)R

4) = A.
SO(4) Z (A.5)
We now turn to the explicit construction of the SO(4) generators
T = (Tr 5 Thaj) s a=1,2,3, (A.6)
such that
[TLaﬂ Tg] = ieabch ) [TI(-%HTIZ-?{] = ieabch% ) [TLavTII-Zi] =0, (A7)
in the correct SU(2)r, x SU(2)r manner.
Consider chiral transformations g gr = 1 + 20¢ TR 2 "+ ... on ®. The infinitesimal variations are
od = zéL <I> and O0pdP = —zéR (A.8)
The corresponding variations of h® are,
Sph® = i3 Tf , h* and  Ogh® = i63TH 4 B° . (A.9)
Combining this yields, for the case of a left transformation,
600 = iy T L\ = sy AT A.10
L ¢ L D) \[ b L /& V2 id[ij ( )

The A® fulfill the normalization condition (Af\;) = 26,,. We make use of this by multiplication with A! from the
left on (A.10) and then taking the trace. We obtain

5L7 §<AT o\ hY =068 — f 20515 17 (A.11)
from which follows, by renaming j — b on the right,
HOLDRES (A.12)
Analogously for the right transformations:
Loy gonty — pa
1</\aa M) =TRap - (A.13)

Written out, this gives the expressions given in Equations (A.19) for the generators.
Now, we discuss the relation to the Higgs doublet. Defining the doublet as

2 <71
o=(raim) = (i) (A14)

and its conjugate ¢~> = io2¢*, we find the pseudo-real matrix

o Lyapa_ L (hPih® R24iRl 1
/2 V2 \—h2 ikt —ind) T

According to the transformation properties and the SM gauging, ¢ and 6 have hypercharges F1/2, re-
spectively. Under the SM subgroup SU(2)r x U(1)y we have the decomposition 4 = (2,2) — 2;,5 of the real
quadruplet. This means that the four real components of 4 = (2, 2) form the complex Higgs doublet.

The embedding of the SM fermion doublets into the SO(4) subgroup of SO(6) in Section differs from that
of the Higgs in the aspect that the components are not restricted to be real. The construction is the same, however,
and we obtain a complex 2 x 2 matrix, or a complex bidoublet [27]

N VT S e o L (e
qj_ﬁ)‘ ¢ \/>( ¢2+“/}1 1/}4,“103) . <A16)

We give this representation the name 4. = (2,2).. We can write it as

(6, 0) - (A.15)

LA A
U= (\1177\IJ+) = <\I’d Wdi) ) <A17)
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where the Wy have hypercharge £1/2. Since the 1) are complex, there is no such relation between W_, ¥, as for
¢, ¢. The decomposition thus reads 4. = (2,2)c — 21/2 ® 2_1/2. The 4. vector is then, from (]A.16|) and dA.l?[),

written in terms of the W%,

1
V2

This form is used for the quark embedding in Section |2.6

P = = (=0 =0t -t gt )T (A.18)

Appendiz A.2. SO(6) Generators
We take the following basis of generators of SO(6).

e First, the subgroup generators of SO(4) ~ SU(2);, x SU(2)g:

a i 1 aobc C C a a
T75 = D) {6 be(6785 — 5;?51‘) + (4 5;'1 - 5j6;l):| )

2
1 (A.19)
a s abc( sb sc bsc a 54 as4
TR,ij = D) [26 (6765 — 5j5i) — (07 5j - 6]’61‘ )] )
with a = 1,2, 3.
e Second, the SO(5)/SO(4) coset generators:
a i ash a$5
Ts = -7 (6767 — 6967 (A.20)
with a = 1,2, 3, 4.
e Last, the SO(6)/SO(5) coset generators:
ma i a a
T = ——= [6765 — 6567 (A.21)

V2
with a = 1,2, 3,4, 5.

We conventionally decorated also the indices of the cosets with a hat, like @, in the main text. We do without here,
for convenience.

The generators are normalized such that (T9T?) = §2#. We find the following commutation relations, where
Latin indices are now confined to the set {1,2,3}:

[T, TP = ie™Tg | [T, Th] = ie"™ TG | [T£,Th =0 . (A.22)
(15, T8) = Lo (T + T5) , [T, T3] = S(T% ~ T3) (4.23)
(1,10 = Lete(Tg - Th) | (10,79 = L(Tg T (A.24)
(T o T4) = 5 (¢T5 4 6°0TE) | [T, T = 74 T4 (4.25)
(T2 . ) = %(eabCTc L 5oy | [Tg T = :F%T , (A.26)

[T, T°] = % TS, [1e,1°) = % §PTS (A.27)

[Tf R, T°] = 0. (A.28)

The first equation shows that the Ty r generators are suitably defined to form the SU(2) 1 g sub-algebras. The last
equation shows that T generates a U(1) symmetry which is not affected by SU(2) L,r- 1t is the generator associated
to the Goldstone 7 in . In other words, it generates the symmetry under which 7 shifts. It corresponds to a
rotation in the 5-6 plane, SO(2)5_¢ = SO(2), ~ U(1),. It is this SO(2) subgroup of SO(6) that the embedding
of the right-handed quarks must explicitly break in order to give a mass to . We observe that for ¢ = +1,
15 qr =F1/ V2 qr. Then, the right-handed quarks have a well-defined charge under U (1), which is thus unbroken.
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The Nambu-Goldstone nature of 7 is therefore not affected by the SM gauging of SU(2)r x U(1)y, with U(1)y
generated by Tg (neglecting U(1)x in the discussion of the Goldstone sector — Goldstones are uncharged under
U(1)x), as the name gauge singlet for n suggests. Therefore, for the singlet, no potential and mass are generated
by gauge boson loops as we discussed in sections [2.4] and

We use the commutation relations to find the Higgs doublet in the SO(6)/SO(5) coset. The Higgs doublet
comprises four of the five Goldstones parameterizing the coset. The requirement is that it transforms appropriately
as the SM SU(2)r doublet.

Defining
T2 401"
we have
a 1 a 3 1
[TL,T¢] = —50' T¢ 5 [TR7T¢} - —§T¢ . (A?)O)

With this we compute the transformation of Ty under the SU(2)r. This is to say a transformation of broken
generators under the unbroken group. Applying the transformation yields

a

e TE Ty 0T = Ty — g [T§, Tyl + ... = (1+ iaa%)ﬂb +o= el T, (A.31)

We thus get the sought transformation property. Therefore,
h? + iht
(b - <h4 _ ihS (A32)
has the correct quantum numbers to be identified with the Higgs doublet, compare to Equation (A.14) [53].
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