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ABSTRACT: In the general Two-Higgs Doublet Model it has been shown that the Higgs
potential can be expressed in terms of gauge-independent quantities. In particular, stability,
electroweak symmetry breaking, and CP symmetry can be understood in a concise way,
avoiding unphysical gauge degrees of freedom. We complete this program and show how all
the masses, the trilinear and quartic scalar interactions, the gauge-boson-Higgs interactions,
as well as the Yukawa couplings in the general THDM can be expressed in a gauge-invariant
way.
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1 Introduction

The Two-Higgs Doublet Model (THDM) was introduced by T. D. Lee decades ago [1] in
order to have another source for CP violation — necessary in particular to address the im-
balance problem of baryonic matter over baryonic antimatter in the observable Universe [2].
Still today this argument remains one of the main motivations to look for physics beyond
the Standard Model of elementary particles [3].



The electroweak precision measurements give strong restrictions for extensions of the
Standard Model with respect to further Higgs multiplets. In particular the p parameter [3],
relating the electroweak gauge boson masses with the weak mixing angle, is in very good
agreement with the prediction of the Standard Model. In general, the p parameter is very
sensitive to any new Higgs multiplets [4] which couple to the electroweak gauge bosons.
However, at least at tree level, the p parameter remains unchanged for an arbitrary number
of Higgs-boson doublets in the model. This opens the possibility to study models with an
extended number of Higgs-boson doublets. Here we want to consider the simplest extension
with two Higgs-boson doublets, the Two-Higgs Doublet model (THDM). In the past decades
lots of effort has been spent since the seminal work of T. D. Lee in the THDM; we refer in
this respect to the review [5] and some newer works like [6-15].

Extending the Standard Model to two Higgs-boson doublets, it is clear that the model
has a much richer structure: First of all, the most general Higgs potential [16] which can
be formed out of two doublets contains already 14 real parameters compared to two in the
Standard Model. Of course, not all parameters can be chosen arbitrarily. For instance,
in order to achieve stability, that is, a potential bounded from below, the parameters
are restricted. Similar, in order to achieve the observed electroweak-symmetry breaking
SU(2)r, x U(1)y— U(1)em, further restrictions appear. In addition, following the philoso-
phy of the Standard Model to write down all Lagrangian terms not violating any symmetry
of the model and not violating renormalisability, the most general Yukawa couplings of
the two-Higgs boson doublets with the fermions of the model yield large flavour-changing
neutral currents — not observed in Nature. The usual way to avoid these unobserved inter-
actions is to impose symmetries on the model. A simple example is a Zy symmetry, such
that only one Higgs-boson doublet transforms non-trivially with a sign flip. This restricts
the Yukawa couplings to only one of the two Higgs-boson doublets. Symmetries of the
general THDM have been studied in some detail; see for instance [10, 17-19].

It has been shown that stability and electroweak symmetry breaking of any THDM
can be studied concisely with the help of bilinears [20-22]. In particular, all unphysical
gauge degrees of freedom of the Higgs doublets are systematically avoided. The principal
idea is to consider the gauge-invariant scalar products of the doublets instead of the gauge-
dependent doublet components themselves. This formalism has turned out to be rather
powerful not only for the study of stability and the electroweak symmetry breaking but
also to study symmetries of the potential or the renormalisation-group equations [23, 24].
Since the gauge dependency obscures the physical content, new insights could be gained
based on the gauge-invariant formalism.

In this work we want to show how to extend this formalism to the complete model,
avoiding systematically gauge redundancies in the scalar trilinear and quartic couplings, the
gauge-boson-Higgs interactions, and the Yukawa couplings. We shall illustrate in examples
how this can be achieved together with the advantages of the method.

In the scalar sector, the starting point is to derive the squared mass matrix in a gauge-
invariant way. We shall see that this can be done without resorting to the actual form of the
potential. Therefore, the resulting expressions are valid for any THDM potential, at tree-
level or effective, to any perturbation order. In turn, the trilinear and quartic couplings are



obtained by taking suitable derivatives of the mass matrix, leading to concise and gauge-
invariant expressions which reveal new insights. For instance, we find an all-order expression
for the mass of the charged Higgs boson, valid for any THDM.

Let us briefly outline the paper: In order to make this work self-contained, we briefly
recall in section 2 the bilinear formalism and show how the electroweak-symmetry breaking
behaviour can be studied concisely. In section 3, we derive the scalar mass matrix to all
orders in perturbation theory in the THDM and apply these results to a general tree-level
THDM potential. Then, we derive gauge invariant expressions for the trilinear and quartic
scalar interactions, the gauge-boson-Higgs interactions, and the Yukawa interactions in the
respective sections 4-6. Finally, in section 7, we summarise our main results and draw some
conclusions. A more detailed discussion of the structure of the scalar mass matrix, extending
section 3, is presented in appendix A. A list of analytic expressions for all relevant tree-level
couplings of the general THDM in gauge-invariant form can be found in appendix B.

2 Review of the bilinear formalism

Here, we briefly review the bilinears in the THDM [20-22] in order to make this article
self contained. We will also discuss basis transformations. In the convention with both
Higgs-boson doublets carrying hypercharge y = +1/2 corresponding to upper charged com-

) (2.1)

Explicitly we have decomposed the complex fields into their real and imaginary components.

ponents, we write

From now on we suppress the space-time argument of the fields. We will also write the
real and imaginary upper and lower components of the two doublets in the form of one
eight-component vector:

T
(1.2 1 2 _1_2 1 2 . 8
o= (71'1,71'1,01,01,71'2,71'2,02,02) ,  with ¢ € R®. (2.2)

The most general, tree-level, gauge-invariant potential with two Higgs-boson doublets
reads [16]
Viuow (1. 02) = mii(elen) +mia(phipa) —misy(piea) — (mdy)" (9her)

1 1
+5M(ehen)” + 5ha(elen)’ + Xl (ehe)

1 *
+ Melen)(hen) + 5 Pslelen)? + X(elen)’]

+ [ As(pl2) + AZ(‘P;W)} (le1) + [M(s@iwz) + A?(@gw)} (©hp2).
(2.3)



In this potential we have two real quadratic parameters m%l, m%z, and one complex
quadratic parameter m%z as well as seven quartic parameters \i,..., A7, where the first
four are real and A5, Ag, A7 complex. Altogether this corresponds to 14 real parameters in
the potential.

Bilinears systematically avoid unphysical gauge degrees of freedom and are defined in
the following way: First, the 2 x 2 matrix of the two doublets,

b = o1 _ v1 @ (2.4)
w3 v3 ¥

is introduced. All gauge-invariant scalar products of the two doublets ¢ and @y can be

arranged in one matrix

T i
P1¥P2 Pap2

This by construction hermitian 2 x 2 matrix K can be decomposed into a basis of the
unit matrix and the Pauli matrices,

1
K= <K0]12 + Kaaa>, a=1,23, (2.6)

with the usual convention to sum over repeated indices. The four real coefficients Ky, K,
are called bilinears. Building traces on both sides of this equation (also with products of
Pauli matrices) we get the four real bilinears explicitly,

Ko = ¢lo1 + phoa, K1 = ¢los + pheor,
Ky = i(cpgsm - 90%2), K3 = 901801 - 902902 (2.7)

Inverting these relations we can express any THDM potential in terms of bilinears:

1 1 .
<P1901 = 5(K0+K3)= wlwzz §(K1+1K2),
1 . 1
ohor = 3 (K —iK>y), Phpa = 3 (Ko — K3). (2.8)

The matrix K is positive semi-definite. From Ko = Tr(K) and det(K) = 1(KZ — K,K,)
we obtain

Ky >0, K2 — K,K, > 0. (2.9)

As has been shown in [21] there is a one-to-one correspondence between the original doublet
fields and the bilinears apart from unphysical gauge-degrees of freedom. In terms of bilinears
we can write any tree-level THDM potential (a constant term can always be dropped) as

VTOHDM(K07 Ka) = §OKO + éaKa + nDOKS + 2K077aKa + KaEabK67 (210)



with real parameters &y, &a, 7005 Mas Eab = Eba, a,b € {1,2,3}. Expressed in terms of the
conventional parameters appearing in (2.3), these new parameters read

So=5 (mh+md), €= (&)= (~2Re(mby), 2m(md), md, —mdy) . (211)
1 1 1 T
00 = g()\l + A2) + Z)\37 n= (1) = 1 (Re()\e + A7), —Im(X6 + A7), (A1 — Az)) ;

(2.12)

)\4 + Re()\5) —Im(/\5) Re()\6 — )\7)
E = (Eab) = Z —Im()\5) /\4 - Re()\5) —Im()\ﬁ — )\7) . (2.13)
Re(Ag — A7) —Im(Ag — A7) %()\1 +A2) — A3

As has been shown in [21], we can also form Minkowski-type four-vectors from the
bilinears,

K Ky
K = (KO) , with K= | K, |. (2.14)
K3

Writing the parameters of the potential in the form

£= (io) . E= (77?‘;0 Z?T) , (2.15)

the tree-level potential (2.10) can be written as
0 ~ =T: =T~~~
The conditions (2.9) for the bilinears can, with the help of

be expressed as
~T —~
Ky >0, K gK >0. (2.18)

We will consider unitary mixing of the two doublets,
@i = Ui, with U= (Uyj), UU =15. (2.19)
These basis transformations correspond in terms of bilinears to
K= Ko, K, = Ra(U)Ky, (2.20)

with R,(U) defined by
Ulo®U = Ry(U)o® . (2.21)

It follows that R(U) € SO(3), that is, R(U) is a proper rotation in three dimensions. We
see that the potential (2.10) stays invariant under a change of basis of the bilinears (2.20)
if we simultaneously transform the parameters [21]

& =%, & =Ral Mo =m0 0= Ram, Ely=ReaFuRiy. (2.22)



Note that by a change of basis we can diagonalise the real symmetric matrix E.

Let us also briefly recall from [21] how electroweak symmetry breaking translates into
conditions on the gauge-invariant bilinears. First, we suppose that the potential of the
THDM is stable, that is, it is bounded from below. Then at a minimum of the potential (2.4)

becomes,
+
(¥) = <v1+ ”2) : (2.23)

Uy U2
Here, we have introduced the vacuum expectation values of the components of the doublets,
that is, 1);'_/2 = <g0;r/2> and v?/Q = (cp(l)/Q>.
In case that we have a charge-breaking (CB) minimum, the matrix (), and therefore
also (K) = (1))(¥)T, has full rank and this translates to the condition (suppressing the
angular brackets in the notation indicating the vacuum)

. 2 T 7175
CB: Koy>0, K2-K'K=K §K>0. (2.24)

In contrast, in case we have a neutral, charge-conserving (CC) vacuum, the matrix ()
together with (K) has to have rank one resulting in

~T —~
CC: Ky>0, K:-K'K=K jK=0. (2.25)

A vacuum which does not break the electroweak symmetry at all corresponds to
Koy=0, (2.26)

where we also have K = (.
In case of a charge-conserving minimum we can, by a basis change, achieve that only
the component ¢ gets a non-vanishing vacuum-expectation value and we set in this basis

() = = NG (2.27)

with the conventional factor 1/v/2. This basis, in which only the neutral component of
(1 gets a non-vanishing vacuum-expectation value, is sometimes called Higgs basis. The
— T
bilinears in this basis read K = <v2/2, 0, 0, v?/2
For a stable potential, the minimum can be found from the gradient of the potential.
In the case of a charge-breaking minimum, the conditions read

ov
on the domain (2.24). An unbroken minimum is simply given for vanishing doublets, cor-
responding to Kg = 0 and therefore for a vanishing potential. The correct electroweak-
symmetry breaking minimum can be found by introducing a Lagrange multiplier u in order
to satisfy the second equation in (2.25), that is, for a minimum with the correct electroweak

symmetry breaking,
CC: 0,V =2u(gK), (2.29)



on the domain (2.25).
Let us also recall the dimensionless expressions of the bilinears. First we note that for
Ky = 0 the potential is trivially vanishing. We define for Ky > 0 [21]

K, T
Fo= g a€ {123} and k= (ki ko ks) (2:30)

With (2.30) we can write the tree-level potential (2.10) in the form
Viupum = Ko (€0 + €7K) + K§ (00 + 20"k + k' EE) (2.31)
defined on the compact domain, as follows from (2.9),
k| <1. (2.32)

We will follow the convention to use Greek indices u, v,... € {0,...,3} for the
Minkowski-type four-vectors, for instance we write K. The two doublets themselves are
distinguished by Latin indices i, j,... € {1,2}. For the component fields of the two dou-
blets (2.2) we also use Latin indices i, j,... € {1,...,8}. Let us note that we do not
distinguish between upper and lower indices, that is, for instance we have K# = K, with

T A
(KH) = (K,) = (KO, Ki, Ko, Kg) as well as for the 8-component vector ¢' = ¢;.

3 Gauge-invariant scalar mass matrices

The conventional procedure to compute the scalar mass matrices in the THDM is to firstly
check that the potential is stable, that is, bounded from below. Secondly, a minimum (typ-
ically the global minimum) has to be found. Thirdly, the electroweak symmetry-breaking
behaviour of the minimum has to be checked. For a physically acceptable minimum it has
to be verified that the electroweak symmetry is broken SU(2)r x U(1l)y — U(1l)em. At
a fixed gauge, the second derivatives of the potential with respect to the excitation fields
about the vacuum give then the squared mass matrices.

In contrast, here we want to express the mass matrices in terms of gauge-invariant
quantities. The mass matrices are defined as the second derivative of the Lagrangian with
respect to the fields. Therefore we have first to establish the connection of the component
fields of the doublets (2.2), ¢%, i € {1,...,8} to the bilinear fields K*, u € {0,...3}.

The gauge invariants, that is, the bilinear fields can be written in terms of the compo-
nents of the doublets (2.2)

Wi g o
KM A@]¢¢]> L] € {17a8} (31)

DN |

For instance, in the basis given in (2.2), we find explicitly the four real and symmetric 8 x 8



matrices Afj:

A" =

A% =

Al

A3

Iy
1o
1o
1o

Iy
Iy
_]]_2
_]]_2

: (3.2)

where 15 is the 2 X 2 unit matrix and the the blank spaces have to be filled with zeros. It
should be noted that the matrices A3 resemble the Pauli matrices o123, respectively, in
that they satisfy a Clifford algebra {A%, A’} = 26?13 (but not a Lie algebra).

The connection between the bilinears and the component fields are therefore given by

the four 8 x 4 matrices I', defined as

OKH .
DY =G = 0" = Ao

Note that the Greek indices correspond to the gauge invariants, whereas the Latin indices

(3.3)

correspond to the component fields ¢.

We would now like to derive the algebra of the four 8 x 8 matrices Af:] To this end we
compute

v . 1 )
(T%)" = (TTD)™ =TIy = AfAL ¢¢" = o {A% A"} 076", (3.4)

where {A#, AV} is the anti-commutator of the A-matrices. From (3.4), we observe that I'?
is a gauge-independent object (since it only carries Greek bilinear-field indices) and that
it depends quadratically on the fields. Therefore, a rank-3 tensor Tf ¥ can be defined such
that

)" =TV K. (3.5)
It then follows from Egs. (3.1), (3.4) and (3.5) that
{Ar AV}, =T A} (3.6)
Observing that the symmetric A-matrices obey a closure relation
A%Al’fj = A%AJ’Q = Tr(A*AY) = 86", (3.7)
we can provide an explicit expression' for T4}":
1
TV = gTr ({A*, AV} AY) . (3.8)

'Note that an alternative expression can be given in terms of Pauli matrices:

T = %Tr ({o",0"}ox).



In particular, we obtain

Ko K1 Ko K
T
p2 g | Ki Ko 00 (Ko K- (3.9)
Ky 0 Ko 0 K Kols
Ks 0 0 K

Since det(I'?) = 16K¢ (K§ — KQ) = 16K2 /I?ng, the electroweak symmetry-breaking be-
haviour depends on the nullspace structure of I'2. As discussed in the last section, a charge-
breaking minimum satisfying (2.24) leads to a complete breakdown of the SU(2)r, x U(1)y
group whereas (2.25) leads to the viable, charge-conserving SU(2)r x U(1l)y — U(1)em
breaking. We now consider the scalar mass matrix with respect to the charge-breaking (CB)
and charge-conserving (CC) case separately.
The field-dependent scalar mass matrix is expressed in our formalism as
(M2),; = 0,V = 0; (T40,V ) = AL AV +TUTY0,0,V . (3.10)
With the definition
My = 0,0,V (3.11)

and writing M = (M,) as well as A* = (Afj) we express (3.10) in matrix form,
M? = A"9,V +TMTT. (3.12)

With this form we have achieved an intuitive understanding of the scalar spectrum at a
minimum of the potential. In particular, for a charge-breaking minimum, where 9,V = 0
according to (2.28), the 8 x 8 scalar mass matrix reduces to

M2 L pmrT (3.13)

and can only possess four non-zero eigenvalues (i.e. as many as the number of independent
gauge-invariant scalar operators). The four remaining massless states correspond to the
would-be Goldstone bosons associated with the four broken generators of the SU(2)r, x U(1)y
gauge group. On the other hand, as we will show below, at a charge-conserving minimum,
where 0,V = 2u(§fIZ)M or det(I'?) = 0 according to (2.29), the TMTI'T matrix possesses at
most three non-zero eigenvalues and the full scalar mass matrix

M2 S 2u(GK) AF + TMIT (3.14)

S

contains five massive states and three Goldstone modes corresponding to the broken gen-
erators of SU(2)r X U(1l)y — U(1)em. Now we want to consider an orthogonal rotation of
the component fields,

o' =U"¢ with UYUM =¢6* i jke{l,.. . 8}. (3.15)

In matrix notation we write simply <E = U¢ with UTU = 1g. By an orthogonal rotation -
only applied to the component fields, leaving the gauge invariants K unchanged - we can



always achieve a form for the 8 x 4 matrix I' with the first four rows vanishing?,
[=UI'= : (3.16)

where we will call U, a canonical rotation and the corresponding bases, where T has this
form, canonical bases. The matrix « is obviously a 4 x 4 matrix. We get

r2=r1"r=7"T" =T, (3.17)

meaning that the v matrix can be obtained from a Cholesky-like® decomposition of I'?,
and that the resulting expression only depends on gauge invariants, i.e. the bilinear fields.
Requiring ~ to be lower-triangular fixes its components uniquely, and we find

T T
\/ﬁ \/1;]@ kO

1, (3.18)

")/:

In a canonical basis we can always express T in terms of the field components 5 =U.¢:
[ =UT =UA¢=UAU ¢ =Ag, (3.19)

where A = U.AUY] is simply obtained from the canonical orthogonal rotation U...
Moreover, two canonical bases can always be related by an orthogonal transformation

since

Usxa Osxa\ f _ (3.20)
Ogxa 1y

We want to show now that in a canonical basis the electroweak-symmetry breaking be-

haviour of the scalar mass matrix at the vacuum becomes manifest. First, at a charge-
breaking minimum, Eq. (3.13) directly yields*

=5 CB 3, (AT Oaxa Osxa

M; = TMI'" = Oues TMAT | (3.21)
Clearly, the mass matrix expressed in this basis takes a block-diagonal form, where the
Goldstone and physical sectors have been manifestly disentangled. In addition, the number
of massive states, the number of gauge singlets and the number of independent vacuum-
expectation values all equal the number of independent gauge invariant operators, namely
four. This equality is characteristic of a maximal breakdown of the gauge group®.

2The matrix T' consists of four 8-component vectors spanning a 4-dimensional hypersurface. It is always
possible to choose a basis such that the 8-4 dimensional space orthogonal to the hypersurface is represented
by the first four basis vectors such that the corresponding components of the four 8-component vectors are
Zero.

3The usual Cholesky decomposition would have made v an upper-triangular matrix, while it is in our
case lower-triangular.

“Here and in the remainder of the section, hatted quantities are understood to be expressed in a canonical
basis.

SGenerally speaking, mazimally broken does not mean that the residual gauge group is trivial, but
instead that the number of gauge singlets is maximal given a specific field content. In the present case
however, SU(2)r x U(1)y is indeed broken down to the trivial group.

~10 -



Turning to the case of a charge-conserving breaking, we show in App. A that the mass
matrix (3.14) in a canonical basis takes a block-diagonal form,

M2 E2u (GK) AF + TMET
_ oy Ass O5x3 . Osx5  Osxz | _ M 053 (3.22)
O3x5 Bss O35 Y3 M3 O3x5 M2oiiral)
where M\%C accounts for mixed contributions between massive and Goldstone states, both
possibly charged under the new residual subgroup (here, U(1)en). The matrix 73, which

appears in (3.22) is defined to be the non-vanishing, lower 3 x 4 block of the matrix 7

evaluated at a charge-conserving minimum where 1 — k? = 0:

v & V2K, <O 0T> = (0“4) : (3.23)

k 13 V3
The matrices As; and B33 read explicitly

0 0T o
A55 = 2K0 0 kkT 0 , B33 = 2K0 (]]_3 - k:k:T) = —"ygqu’yg. (324)
0 0T 1
By a further transformation from one canonical basis to another we can completely

disentangle the electrically neutral from the electrically charged contributions,

03x3

—,

M2 E M

Q

gharged - (3'25)

M2

neutral

In App. A we show in detail how we arrive at the form of the scalar mass matrix (3.25).
Similarly, we show that the charged mass matrix can be diagonalised,

M%harged = diag (mzi, m%[i> = diag <4qu, 4uK0> , (3.26)
and the neutral scalar mass matrix reads
M\?leutral =73 (M - 2u§) 7; . (327)

Having found the scalar mass matrices for the charge-conserving minimum, we go ahead
and diagonalise the neutral part (3.27). The similarity transformation to diagonalise the
real symmetric matrix (3.27) corresponds to a change of basis of the bilinears. Let us denote
with R the corresponding rotation in the 3-dimensional bilinear field space, defined as

M?leutral = RMieutralRT = dia’g (m% m%’ mg) . (328)

As shown in Sec. 2, by this basis transformation the bilinears transform as

Ko= Ky, K=RK. (3.29)

— 11 —



With respect to the four vectors we write also

R-RE winbe |10 (3.30)
= W = .
0R)’

that is, R is a 3 x 3 matrix, whereas R a 4x 4 matrix. The dimensionless bilinears transform
as k = Rk. Similar, we find for T} and Afj the following transformation behaviour under
a change of basis:

I = RETY, AlL=RLAY,  with (RY) =R. (3.31)

7 A

After applying this rotation in the bilinear field space, we obtain the expression of M2
in a basis which will be referred to as the mass basis in the following. In this basis, the
scalar mass matrix finally reads

]\Zs2 - dla‘g (07 07 07 m%[i: m%—[i7 m%v m%? m?’)) : (332)

We finally note that the vacuum-expectation value of the scalar multiplet ¢, noted (¢), can
readily be computed in the mass basis from the relation
I = AJ(9) (3.33)

and using the expressions of I' and A given in Appendix A. Explicitly, one has

04x1
() =V2Ko | «a (3.34)

k

with a =14/1 — 'k vanishing at a charge-conserving minimum.

Let us briefly recap how we get the mass spectrum in any THDM for the charge-
conserving vacuum, that is, a vacuum respecting the observed electroweak symmetry break-
ing. First, we express the potential V' in terms of gauge-invariant bilinears employing (2.8).
From the potential we compute M = 0,0,V. In turn we can compute M\ieutral in (3.27)
with 3 given in (3.23). Diagonalising the matrix '//\/\llzleutral according to (3.28) we get
the scalar mass squared eigenvalues. The degenerate charged Higgs-boson masses squared
follow directly from the minimum of the potential from (3.26).

We emphasise that we have not specified the explicit form of the potential V' in this
section. Indeed, it can be any THDM potential, for instance the tree-level potential (2.16)
or a higher loop effective THDM potential. All the expressions given above in this sec-
tion remain valid. This holds in particular for the scalar mass spectrum given in (3.26)
and (3.28). The charged Higgs-boson mass squared is mlzqi = 4u Ky for any THDM to any
loop order — a quite remarkable result: From the minimum of the potential, that is, from
the solutions of (2.28)-(2.29), we get Ky and u at the minimum directly giving the charged
Higgs-boson mass squared. These results illustrate the benefits of working with gauge in-
variants in general, and in particular in studying THDMs using the bilinear formalism. We
emphasise that we have derived the mass matrices in a completely gauge-invariant way.

- 12 —



3.1 Tree-level scalar mass matrix

Eventually, we would like to explicitly show our result in the case of a general THDM
tree-level potential. The charged scalar masses squared are

my. = 4ukKy (3.35)
as discussed before. Furthermore, the neutral 3 x 3 matrix (3.27) becomes in this case
M\%eutral = 4]:(0 [WookkT + nkT + knT + E+ U(]].g - kkT)] . (336)

which is explicitly gauge invariant. This real symmetric matrix can be diagonalised with
the rotation matrix R, (3.28). Under this change of basis, the bilinears transform as shown
in (3.29) and the parameters of the tree-level potential transform as, (2.22),

50 = 507 E = RE? Moo = Moo, 1N = R777 E = RERT . (337)
Therefore, the neutral mass matrix becomes
M2y = 4K0 [n0okk” + 7k" + k™ + B+ u(l; — EET)} . (3.38)

Let us note that in practical calculations we can use (3.38) and (3.35) together with the
parameters 799 and 7 to fix the parameter matrix £ of the THDM in terms of the scalar
masses. The scalar mass squared matrix for the tree level case, given in (3.38), agrees

_ T
with the known result in the Higgs basis (where k = (0,0, 1) ); see for instance [21]. In
particular we get the squared masses of the scalar sector as known from the conventional

formalism.

4 Scalar trilinear and quartic interactions

Having found the scalar squared mass matrix in terms of gauge invariants in the last section,
we can now proceed and express the scalar trilinear and quartic couplings in a gauge-
invariant way. The connection between the bilinears and the component fields (2.1) is given
in terms of the I' matrices (3.3). From these I" matrices we can express the cubic and quartic
couplings in terms of the squared mass matrix (3.10). We emphasise that this matrix can
be any THDM mass matrix, not restricted to the tree level THDM.

We find for the cubic and quartic interactions in any THDM

Mgk = (0M2)" = (AUTY + ALTY + ABTY ) My, (4.1)
N = (0,0, M2)" = (AlAY + ALAY + AEAY) My (4.2)

In the mass basis (3.32), this yields
Nijte = (ALTY + LT + ASTY) My, (4.3)

Mgk = (DY AL + DG AY + ARAL) My (4.4)
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The expressions of A and T can be inferred from (3.31) in the last section. The matrix M
is defined in (3.11) and M follows from M by (3.27) and then (3.28).

In order to get simple expressions, we first want to introduce new indices for the
different scalars appearing in (3.32). For the 8 x 8 matrix (3.32), we have (MSQ)U with
i,j € {1,...,8}. The entries 7,5 = 1 correspond to the neutral Goldstone mode G, the
two following entries, that is, 4,7 € {2,3} to the charged Goldstone modes G*, whereas
i,j € {4,5} correspond to the charged Higgs bosons H*, and the entries i,j € {6,7,8} to
the three neutral scalars — in the CP conserving case usually denoted by h, H, A or h°,
HY, A%

We use in the following the index G® = 1 corresponding to i = 1, the indices G;,t, G(jf €
{1,2} referring to the second and third index i, j, ... € {2,3}. This means that the indices
G;t,G;t are shifted by one unit down with respect to the indices ¢,j. Similar, for the
charged Higgs bosons we use the indices Hpi, H qi € {1, 2} referring to the original indices
{4,5}, that is, shifted by three units. Eventually, we use the indices s,¢,... € {1,2,3}
corresponding to 4, 7,... € {6,7,8}, hence, shifted five units. With this notation, we can
write down all the non-vanishing components of the matrices I' and A:

Y%= /2K, k%, % = /2K, 6%, (4.5)

AY, = o, AY = 6 + 8K — 5K, (4.6)
_ =]
- KHF oxat ~ gK £t
A =50 Ca A* =2 §HrHy 4.7
GyGr Ky ’ HEHF K, ) (4.7)
_ K# _ _
AIL(L;OGO F7 AZGO = —Eastk‘t . (48)

We recall that the index a € {1,2,3} denotes the three spatial components of Minkowski-
type vectors with indices y, v, ... € {0,1,2,3}. Similar, we have non-vanishing A* matrices
mixing the charged Higgs and Goldstone components. The corresponding entries are not
uniquely fixed due to the possibility of rotating the corresponding real components (i.e. per-
forming phase redefinitions of the charged fields). However, one can always write

Gy Hy
A @ _ Tg —Ya
+ g+ —
Gy Hy Ya Za

where the 3-vectors & and y are defined such that (x,y, k) constitutes an orthonormal basis

)G,?ch

(Xa ) (4.9)

of the 3-dimensional bilinear field space, i.e.

xT’E = yT’:: = wTy =0 and xTZU = yTy - ETE =1 ) (410)

oriented such that « x y = k. In fact,  and y characterise the orthogonal transformation
Ry allowing to rotate k to the Higgs basis which was used in App. A to diagonalise the
mass matrix. Namely, one has

—y?t —y1 —Y2 —Y3 0
RH = $T = r1T X2 I3 y RH’C =10 y (4.11)
k' ki ko ks 1
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which, from (4.10) is manifestly orthogonal. In turn, the reason why x and y are not
uniquely defined is clear: there exist infinitely many orthogonal transformations R’ rotating
k to the Higgs basis, related by arbitrary rotations around the z-axis.

While the matrices x, are themselves not uniquely defined, it is useful to observe that
since

wa+ny+EET:13 and zxy=k, (4.12)

we obtain

TaTh + Yalb = Oab — kakp and oYy — TpYa = Eapck® . (4.13)

Therefore, for any two matrices x, and x3, one has

Sab — kaky  capek®
T ab alvb abe
k= i A 4.14
XaXp ( _gabckC 5ab - kakb> ( )

independently of the basis chosen to express  and y.

4.1 Tree level scalar cubic and quartic interactions

Eventually, we would like to give the explicit expressions for the tree-level cubic and quartic
interactions in gauge-invariant form. These interactions are derived from the tree-level
potential.

The neutral scalar mass matrix in the mass basis has been computed already in (3.38).
Together with the expressions (4.5)—-(4.9) we get the cubic and quartic interactions (4.3),
and (4.4), respectively. It turns out to be convenient to define the following 3-vectors:

Jm = 8K() (7]00]}1 + ﬁa) — l%“mz, (4.15)

F& = 8Ko [(noo — u) k* + 7%] = 8Kp (nook® + 1) — 2k*m?. . (4.16)
Let us note that an index appearing with a mass does not imply summation, for instance
in the expression k%m?2.

The part of the Lagrangian containing the scalar cubic interactions can be written,
after spontaneous symmetry breaking and rotation to the mass basis, as

1 1 1.
—L 3§Astu RER'R™ + 3 st R RGO + 3 scocn RsGOGO

- _ B (4.17)
+ )‘sHiHi th_H+ + )\sgigi hsG_G+ + [)‘SG'iHi hsG_H+ + hC] .
The complex charged fields H*, G* are given by
e:tin
H* = HE +iHF) 4.18
V2 ( 1 2 ) ( )
e:l:z'wG
G* = —— (G} £iGy) , (4.19)

V2

where the inclusion of wy and wg reflects the possibility of performing arbitrary phase
redefinitions of the complex fields. The analytic expressions for the various cubic couplings
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are readily derived through (4.3), (4.5)—(4.9) and put into the form

_ 1 . _

= e 5B 678 2 =) o s 60+ 0,
0

- mZ —m?2_

)‘stGO = EStUtTI(OSku’

_ m2 _

A0 = 55
2K,

7 7 (4.20)

)‘SHiHi = 2K0 )

3\ mg 1.8

)‘sGiGi = 2K0k )

R = T8 it (5 4 )

3 2Ky

From the last expression, we see that a phase redefinition involving wg — wp can always
be compensated by a redefinition of the vectors  and y already mentioned above. More
precisely, by defining a new pair of vectors &’ and ¥’ such that

'\ [cos(wg —wpg) —sin(wg —wh) \ [z (4.21)
]\ sin (wg —wgy) cos (wg — wr) vi) '
the hyGTHT vertex is simply rewritten as

2 2
— ms—mHi

NeGt = AR, (), +iyl) . (4.22)

Therefore, here and in the following, we shall for clarity drop the arbitrary phases wg, i
from the expressions of the tree-level vertices without any loss of generality. Instead, one
should keep in mind that vertices involving two distinct charged fields can only be defined
up to unphysical phase redefinitions.
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The part of the Lagrangian corresponding to the scalar quartic interactions reads
s sptpupv s stuOl_ st 00
—LD EAstuv h°h*h"RY + ?Asmgo h*h*h " G" + Z)\StGoGo hh'G G
1< 1-
+ g AsGoGoGo R GCGOGY + 117Goc0G0Go G'GGOGY
1< - 1<
+ st REWH H' + Moyt WWGYH HT + SAGocorE = G'G°H-H™
1- — 1-
+ §AstGiGi hshtGiGJr + ASGogigi }7ISCTYOG'7CTVJr + iAGOGOGiG’i GOGOGiGJr
1- - 1-
+ |:2AstGiHi hshtG_H+ + )‘sGoGiHi hSGOG_H+ + 5)‘G0G0GiHi GOGOG_H+ + hC:|
1< _
+ ZAHiHiHiHi H HTH H" 4 Mgtgepgrpyr G GTH H*
1_
+ Z)\gigigigi G_G+G_G+
1< 1<
+ |:2AGiHiHiHi G H"H H" + 5)\@igigiHi G GTG H' + h.c} .
(4.23)
The analytic expressions for the various quartic couplings in gauge-invariant form can be
derived using Eqs. (4.4), (4.5)—(4.9) and are given in App. B.1.
5 (Gauge sector

5.1 Definitions

Turning to the gauge sector, we are interested in expressing all relevant quantities (gauge
boson masses and vertices) in terms of gauge-invariant quantities. The gauge generators
of the 8-component scalar multiplet ¢ under SU(2), x U(1)y are noted T¢, A=1,...,4,
where T? stands for the U (1)y generator while T. 2¢ 3,4 correspond to SU(2), transformations.
The kinetic part of the Lagrangian which couples the scalar fields to the gauge bosons is
given, before symmetry breaking, by®

1 A
LD 5D“¢¢DM¢’ (5.1)
where the scalar field covariant derivative can be generically written as
A . ij o
Dy’ = 0,0 +iVAGAE (Th) " o7 (5.2)

In the above expression VNA stands for the vector fields whereas G is a 4 x 4 diagonal matrix
populated with the gauge couplings g1 and go according to

G = diag (91, 92, 92, 92) - (5.3)

SHere and in the following, we use a metric of signature (+,—,——).
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Expanding (5.1) yields
1 ; ij | ijo.
L5 50"6:0,0' — V4GP (75)" ¢'0u0’ + JvivEeACarr {1, 15}" 607 (5.4)

After spontaneous symmetry breaking, the scalar multiplet is shifted according to

¢ — (P)+w (5.5)
such that the Lagrangian contains in particular the following interactions

1

1 AB . -1 :
Lbroken O 5 (ME) V#AVE + gaijViw' 0w’ + 59,432-V;‘Vl’;wZ + 1

gABiijVl’;wiwj , (5.6)

where the gauge boson mass matrix and the vector-scalar-scalar (VSS), vector-vector-scalar
(VVS) and vector-vector-scalar-scalar (VVSS) couplings are respectively given by’

(M)*? = 5616 {1818} (0o 6.1
gaij = —iGAP (Tg)” , (5.8)
gapi = G2 L1251 (9)7 (59)

gapi; = GACGPP {Tg,Tg}“ . (5.10)

5.2 Gauge-boson mass matrix

With the definitions of the previous subsection let us first examine the gauge-boson mass
matrix Mé With standard conventions for the gauge symmetry generators, the entries of
Mé cannot generally be expressed in terms of bilinear fields in a basis-independent way. On
the other hand, its matrix invariants — and in particular its eigenvalues — can be expressed
in such a way. From a direct calculation, it is straightforward to show that Mé can be
rotated into the diagonal form

Mg = diag (M2, Mg, Mg, M%) (5.11)

where the eigenvalues are given in terms of the bilinear fields by

My =

N

1 1
(97 — ¢%) Ko = 593-’(07 My, = 3 [giKo + \/giK2 + 9 (K} - K?) |,
(5.12)
with

N

9i + 95 7
2 2

At a charge-conserving minimum where K2 = K2, we obtain from (5.12) the familiar result

9

9: and ¢° = (5.13)

1
M7 = giKo =5 (9 +63) Ko, M, =0. (5.14)

"We have defined the couplings so that they match the conventions in [25], despite a different convention
for the Minkowski metric.
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In what follows, we are only interested in the physically relevant case of a charge-
conserving minimum where K2 = K2, that is a spontaneous symmetry breaking of the
type SU(2), x U(1)y — U(1)em. In that case, the gauge-boson mass matrix in the original
basis (i.e. before diagonalisation) conveniently reduces to

9t 0 0 —gig2
o _Ko| 0 g0 0

M 5.15
¢7 9 0 0g3 0 (5.15)
—g192 0 0 g3
and is diagonalised according to
Mg = Rw MZRy, = diag (0, M7, M§,, M3) , (5.16)
where
cosOy 0 0O sinfy
0 10 0
Rv = 59.17
—sinfy 0 0 cosOy
with 6y the weak-mixing angle, satisfying
M
cos by = 92 W (5.18)

Voit+g Mz
5.3 Scalar generators in the mass basis

While expressing the gauge-boson mass matrix in terms of bilinear fields at a charge-
conserving minimum was a trivial task, the derivation of the scalar-vector vertices/couplings
in the physical basis is considerably more involved. With view on (5.8)—(5.10), we see that
such a computation reduces in fact to the determination of the expression of the gauge
generators in the mass basis. Recalling that the bilinear fields are given by

KWt = %Afjgbi(;ﬁj , (5.19)
the invariance of K* under infinitesimal gauge transformations of the form
¢ = (1s+ z‘eATj)ij ¢/ (5.20)
translates, for all u € {0,...,3} and A € {1,...,4}, into the condition
[A“,T;ﬂ Ry (5.21)

Clearly, the above relation remains valid after rotation of the scalar multiplet. In particular,
defining the scalar generators T rotated to the mass basis, (5.21) translates to

[A“,Tﬂ Y _o. (5.22)
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With the analytic expressions of A* in terms of bilinear fields at hand, the derivation of Tj
simply amounts to solving a system of linear equations. Doing so yields a four-dimensional
basis of purely imaginary skew-symmetric matrices, noted {©p}, such that

(72) Y- xABei, (5.23)

The matrix of coefficients X4Z is most easily fixed by considering a set of quantities in-
dependent of the basis chosen for the scalar multiplet. For instance, requiring that the
quantity N

rery (15)" = eyt (5.24)

remains unchanged (for all indices p, v, A) after rotation to the mass basis provides a
set of linear constraints on the coefficients X458, Requiring in addition the gauge boson
mass matrix M(% to be invariant under a change of basis allows to uniquely determine the
expressions of Tj{. Before presenting the final expression, it is useful to define two generators

Tjﬁ such that
Tz‘ﬁ cosf —sin6 Tj_’ cos 6 Tf — sinfT?
qu p— . 9 _(z) = . _¢ _¢ 9 (5.25)
3 sinf cos# T sin@ T, +cosOT"
where the precise value of # depends on the basis chosen to express the vectors  and y
(we will come back to this point further below). We may now provide the main result of

this section, namely the expression of the gauge generators Tfﬁ 4 and Ti) in the mass basis.
It is useful to reiterate that, in this basis, the dynamical field multiplet reads

= (G Gt, G, HE, HE, 1Y, 09, hY) (5.26)
We have:
0 00 00 ik" 0 0i 00  Oixs
0 00 0 00 00 —ik'
g .
s 1]l 0 7?00 ¢ s 1| =i 00 00  Opxs
TY = = , T?=- e s (5:27)
21 0 00 5s 0 2 0 00 00 1y
0 oo 2 73 0 00 00 iz’
—1k O3x2 O3x2 iAg O3x1 itk O3x1 —iy —ix O3x3
0 00 00 —ik" 0 —i0 00 Opxs
0 00 i 00 00 Oixs
s 1o 7 o0 s 1] 0o 00 00 —i&"
TY = = ., T?== | (5.28)
210 00 0 21 0 00 00 —ix
g
000 2 ¢ 0 00 00 4yT
ik O3x2 O3x2 —iAfg 03x1 O3x1 ik iz —iy O3x3

where O, xp 18 the m X n zero matrix and where the auxiliary matrix Ay is given by

(AR)" = eijik” . (5.29)
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A few remarks are in order. First, we may check that the generator of the residual gauge
group U(1)en is given by

76 =T 479 = | 72 i , (5.30)
2

O3x3

as expected from the fact that only G* and H¥ are electrically charged. Then, the presence
of & and vy in the expressions of ij (and, hence, of Té’? 3) indicates an unphysical dependence
of the gauge generators on the basis chosen to express these vectors (see also the discussion
in Sec. 4). A similar statement holds regarding the angle 6 introduced in (5.25). More
precisely, if we apply a phase shift to every charged field in the scalar-gauge sector,

Wt o elowyt
H* — evn g (5.31)

+ iwe
G* — e GT,

the analytic expression of TQ‘% 5 remains unchanged if «, y are redefined according to (4.21)
and 6 according to
00 =0—ws—ww. (5.32)

In other words, € is arbitrary and may always be absorbed by a phase redefinition of G*
and/or W*. Hence, we shall take # = 0 in the forthcoming analytic expressions without
any loss of generality.

As a final remark, we note that the generators (Tj‘j)ij presented above have only been
rotated to the basis of the scalar mass eigenstates. To obtain in addition their expression in
the basis of the gauge mass eigenstates, one only needs to apply the rotation Ryy, defined
in (5.17), to the gauge index:

(T)7 — RGP (TH)Y. (5.33)

5.4 Vector-scalar interactions

Having determined the expression of the scalar generators in the mass basis, it is straightfor-
ward to compute the expression of all vector-scalar interaction vertices at tree-level in terms
of the bilinear fields, using (5.8)—(5.10). The part of the Lagrangian density describing the
vector-scalar interactions reads

Ly_s=Lyss+ Lyvs+ Lyvss, (5.34)
where, from (5.6),
Lvss = gai Ve oue (5.35)
ﬁwa%M&W%ﬁi, (5.36)
Lyvss = igABUVZ4Vg¢J¢j- (5.37)
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Applying (5.8)—(5.10) (the expectation value of the scalar multiplet in the mass basis can
be read from (3.34)) and retaining only non-zero couplings gives

ﬁVSS = gSGthS8uGOZ“ + gHiHizHiauHJrZ'u + ggigizGiauGJrZ‘u
+ gHiHi,yH_auH+A“ + gGigi,},G_a‘uG-i_A“
+ gorptw+ O, HTW M + g qew=h*0,GTW +ggogiWiG03MG+W7“, (5.38)

1
Lyys = §gszzth“Z'u + gSWthzthsW_MWj +ngtZWztG_Z“WJ +ngt,sztG_AuW/j_,
(5.39)

1 1
Lyvss = EgstzzhshtZ“Zu + §gstwiwihshtW_NW,f + g zw=h H™ ZHW,f

+ gsGEtzw= hSG’iz’LLI/V;r + IsHEAyW+ thiA“W;r + 9sgryw=+ hSGi.A‘LLI/Vlu‘+
1 1 _ -
+ ZQGOQOzzGOGOZ‘uZM + EQGOGOWiwiGOGOW #WJ +QGOGizwiG0G ZHW;—
1 1
+ ggogi,ywiGOGiAuW;r + igHiHi22H7H+ZuZM + §ggigizzGiG+ZuZM
+ gHiHiZ,yH_H+ZHAM + ggigiZ,YG_G+ZHAu + gHiHi,y,yH_H—’—AMAH
+ gGigi,\WGiGJrAMAN + gHiHiWiWiH*HJrVV*“V[/'M+
+ggigiwiwiG_G+W_Mle_ . (5.40)

All couplings can be found in App. B.3.

6 Yukawa sector

6.1 A basis-invariant description

While the bilinear formalism offers, for any type of THDM, a compact and elegant basis-
independent formulation of the scalar interactions, it is a priori unable to describe the
scalar-fermion interactions which are by construction linear in the scalar fields. The pur-
pose of this section is to show how such a basis-independent formalism can in fact be
extended to the Yukawa sector. Combined with the gauge-invariant approach developed
in this work, we will be able to derive every Yukawa coupling in terms of gauge-invariant
quantities, thus providing a complete description of the interactions among all physical
states (scalars, vectors and fermions) in the most general THDM.

The part of the Lagrangian describing the Yukawa interactions involving the two Higgs
doublets ¢ and o can be first parameterised in the standard way:

—Ly = {@L (yu 4;1 + €y 952)UR + @L (yd 1+ €q QDQ)dR + Z(ye p1 + €e 902)63} + h.c..
(6.1)
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As usual, @1, denotes the left-handed quark doublets and L the left handed lepton doublets,
upr, dr are the right-handed up- and down-type quark singlets, and er the right-handed
leptons. The corresponding Yukawa coupling matrices are denoted by 4, ¥4, ¥e, as well as
€u, €4, €. The conjugate doublets @, are given, as usual, by

(Za)' =€7(py); . with  e=ioy, (6.2)

where the indices i and j refer to the weak-isospin component of the doublets p, (a = 1,2).
We note that the position of the family index a is relevant, since ¢, transforms under the
fundamental representation of U(2)y (the group describing unitary mixing of the two dou-
blets), while ¢* and @, transform under the anti-fundamental representation of the family
Symmetry group.

For each fermion species f = u, d, e, the Yukawa matrices y¢ and €7 can in fact be unified
into a single object F = U, D, £, transforming under the (anti-)fundamental representation
of the family group. Namely, we define

Ut = (Zu) , L{g = (yL eL) ) (6.3a)

D, = (yd Gd) , D" = (y%) ; (6.3b)

&= (ye 66) , &t = <Z£> 7 (6.3c)

in order to rewrite the Yukawa Lagrangian (6.1) in the more compact form
—Ly = [@L U Do up + @L D, " dr + Lé, ©* eR} +h.c., (6.4)

manifestly invariant under a change of basis in the Higgs family space, that is, a unitary
transformation U of the two doublets, provided

UGG = Da%Db(UT)ba, Ea—>5b(UT)b, Ut S ULUb. (6.5)

a

While the Yukawa interactions themselves are only linear in the scalar fields (and the
Yukawa matrices), some physically relevant quantities such as the fermion mass matrix
squared, M%, depend on them quadratically. For such quantities, the bilinear formalism
can be appropriately used and can in fact be extended to the basis-dependent objects D,
& and U. In analogy with the definition of the bilinear fields in (2.6) which we repeat here
for clarity,

1
K = ¢"o} = S B ()% (6.6)
we may write

1
Uu; = Y (0u)" (6.7)
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as the definition of the bilinear up-type Yukawa coupling Y,,. Similarly, the four-component
bilinear Yukawa couplings Yy and Y can be defined through

b 1 b 1
DD = vf o), & =51 (), (68)
with ”
(Da(D1)")" = DI (D*)}; = (D*);, DY (6.9)

Contracting both sides of (6.7) with (a”)ba7 and both sides of (6.8) with (¢¥), allows
to obtain the expressions of Y, 4 .:

VY = (@) U, Yy =(0")", DD, Y = (o), Sl (6.10)

u €

Explicitly, the components of Y} (f = u,d, e) are given by the hermitian matrices

yuyi + euel ydyl + Edfji yeyl + eeel
Yuel + €uyl yael + ey yeel + ecyl
Yu: ( t 1‘) ; Yd: < t T) ) Ye: < t T)
U\ Yuu — €ulu —v |\ Yd€g — €dYy — | Ye€e — €elYe
Yulh — €ueh Yayh — €ac Yeys — €cel

(6.11)
Under changes of basis, the four-component bilinear Yukawa couplings transform in the
same way as K, namely (for f = u,d,e)

V) = YP, Yi = RU)™YP, a=1,2,3 (6.12)

where R(U) is an orthogonal 3 x 3 matrix defined in Eq. (2.21).

From these transformation properties, we may define in particular the Yukawa couplings
U, D and € obtained after performing the change of basis which diagonalises the neutral
mass matrix, described in Eqgs. (3.28) and (3.29). Similarly, the four-component bilinear
Yukawa couplings in such a basis are denoted

Yy = @’i) (6.13)

6.2 Yukawa couplings in the mass basis

for f =wu,d,e.

Having established a basis-independent formalism to describe the Yukawa sector of any
THDM, we are now interested in computing the tree-level Yukawa vertices involving the
physical states, i.e. in expressing such vertices in the mass basis. Having determined the
form of the scalar generators in such a basis in Sec. 5.3, one way to proceed to compute the
Yukawa vertices is to rely on the gauge-invariance of the Yukawa interaction Lagrangian.
First, let us note that the Yukawa interactions can generically be written as

— Ly = %y{ Toiplyp? +he. (6.14)
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where all left-handed two-component spinors of the model were gathered in the fermion
multiplet ¢». Under SU(3)c x SU(2)r x U(1)y, the scalar and fermion multiplets simulta-
neously transform as

. iy . 1J
¢’—><]1+i9ATj;)J¢J, w1—><]l+z’0AT;{’> W, A=1,...12,  (6.15)

with 7% the gauge generators of the left-handed fermion multiplet. Extending the notations
of the previous section, the generators be ’w, TQQ? 31{)4 and Tgf f{m correspond to U(1)y, SU(2)z,
and SU(3)¢ transformations respectively. The invariance of (6.14) under infinitesimal gauge
transformations implies®

o IK KJ ij
(T87) " w7 4yl (1) = (18) Tl =0 (6.16)

for all values of the indices A, I, J and 4. Since this relation must hold independently of the
basis chosen to express the various types of fields, we may in particular express it in the
scalar mass basis, thus obtaining

. KJ NG
(74 ) g gl (1) = (1) 5 =, (6.17)

with ¢ denoting the tensor of Yukawa couplings obtained after rotation of its scalar index
towards the mass basis. This relation is linear in § and can be solved without too much
difficulty, based on the known expressions of T% and T%. While the linear system of
equations thus obtained is underdetermined, we may, as previously done in the gauge sector,
supplement it with a set of relations which are independent on the basis chosen to express
the scalar fields. For instance, imposing

LiT7y y)! =TTy g (6.18)

suffices to compute the entries of gjiI J unambiguously, completing the determination of the
Yukawa interactions in the mass basis.

After symmetry breaking towards U(1)em, the Yukawa interaction Lagrangian can be
expanded, in terms of two-component fermions, as

—Ly = {ha [EZL ubup +Edldp + € GTLeR} +G° [550 ubug + € didg + €5 el en
+ H™ { - uLdR—i—§ I/LGR} [fG— uLdR—|—§ l/LeR (6.19)
+HYEM dlug + G el dTLuR}+hc

where a sum on the index a = 1,2, 3 (i.e. on the three neutral scalars) is implied in the first
term. In addition, if more than one generation of fermions are considered, we assume that
the fermion mass matrices have been properly (bi-)diagonalised so that ur, g, dr, g and er,

8Note that the generators Tj: are purely imaginary such that Tf* = —Tf:.
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correspond to fermion mass eigenstates. The expressions of all Yukawa matrices involved
in (6.19) in terms of bilinear fields are given in App. B.4. These expressions involve the
complex two-vector k%, defined such that

_ 1 - Cax
K% = 5K“ (ou)", = KRy - (6.20)

It should be noted that such a decomposition is made possible by K being of rank 1 at a
charge-conserving minimum (and, more generally, within the charge-conserving hypersur-
face). Explicitly, & can be written

2 14 ky \ k1 +iky 2 \WV1—kse )’ '

where the phase ( was defined such that

ki 4 ike = /B + k3 = /1 — k2. (6.22)

From (6.21), it is straightforward to check that

—a— K() 1+]2'3 ]_ﬁ—il;ig
agy — 20 (LA ! 6.23
TR <k1+z‘k2 1—k3> (6:23)

R

as expected from (6.20). The complex 2-vector & thus defined allows to write the various

Yukawa vertices in a very compact form. For instance, the h“u}u r and h“dTLd R interactions

given in (B.58a) and (B.58b) read
1

g — i (o) RrUP, &= (02)%5 Dk’ . (6.24)

6.3 Fermion masses

After symmetry breaking, the scalar multiplet acquires a vacuum expectation value accord-
ing to (3.34), and the part of the Lagrangian describing the fermion mass terms reads

- LD {UEMuuR + dTLMddR + GTLMeeR} +h.c., (6.25)

where, for f = u,d, e,
My = /2K k€l = /2Ky k€] . (6.26)

For instance, we find for the up-type quarks
M, = \/2Ko k) = (K"04)"5 kiUd” . (6.27)
To further simplify this expression, we note that since
1 X
K% = SKV (0,)% = 5> [0% + (k°04)"5 ] = %53, (6.28)

we find 5
(k"0a)"5 = Fﬁ;o‘m; — 6%, (6.29)

— 96 —



so that

2 * * 2 *
M, = [Kom%ﬁ — 5@5] KEUP = (KO K> — 1) KEUS . (6.30)
Finally,
K> = kik® = Tr K = K (6.31)
so M, is simply given by
M, = kU . (6.32)

In turn, the up-type quark mass matrix squared, M?2 is computed as

1 1
M2 = MM} = shPUUY = K2 UUf = SK" (o)’ uul = SEuYL (6.33)

u

Similarly, we obtain for the down-type quark and lepton mass matrices:

I
i

1
M,y Wk, M3 = iKqu“, (6.34)

M

_ 1
EaR®, M? = S Kyl (6.35)

7 Conclusions

In the THDM potential it has been shown that gauge-invariant expressions give new in-
sights [26]. With the introduction of bilinears [20-22] gauge-invariants have been intro-
duced which have a one-to-one correspondence to the Higgs-boson doublets - except for
the non-physical gauge redundancies. In particular, it has been shown, that bilinears form
Minkowski-type four vectors. Stability, electroweak symmetry breaking and the symmetries
of the potential can be studied in a concise form based on bilinears [17, 18, 21].

Here we have extended this gauge-invariant bilinear formalism to the squared mass
matrices and the interaction terms of the THDM, that is, the trilinear and quartic scalar
couplings, the gauge and Higgs boson interactions, and the Yukawa couplings.

With the help of the connection I, (3.3), between the component fields of the two dou-
blets and the bilinears we were able to get a completely gauge-invariant form of the scalar
squared mass matrix. We revealed the general expressions for the cases of full electroweak
symmetry breaking as well as for the charge-conserving breaking case, without specifying
the actual form of the potential. We derived the scalar mass spectrum for the general
case in terms of gauge-invariant expressions. In particular the respective Goldstone modes
appeared in a very transparent way. From the gauge-invariant form of the mass matrix
we then derived the cubic and quartic scalar interactions. Then, from the expressions of
the scalar gauge generators in the mass-basis, we calculated the full set of vector-scalar
couplings in a gauge-invariant form. Finally, we have extended the bilinear formalism to
the Yukawa sector and obtained expressions for the fermion mass matrices squared that
are invariant under mixing of the two Higgs doublets. Starting again from the expression
of the scalar generators and employing the gauge-invariance of the Yukawa Lagrangian, we
obtained gauge-invariant expressions for the Yukawa couplings after electroweak symmetry
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breaking.

With these results, we have extended the bilinear formalism to all interactions in a
general THDM, making it a truly powerful tool to study any specific THDM.

A Structure of the scalar mass matrix

This appendix extends the discussion of section 3 on the structure of the scalar mass matrix.
In particular, we provide explicit forms for the various quantities involved in the expression
of the mass matrix, at both, at a charge-breaking minimum and at a charge-conserving
minimum. The various quantities expressed in this appendix will allow in turn to compute
analytically the derivatives of scalar eigenvalues, as required to express the derivatives of
the effective potential. First, let us recall that the general form of the scalar mass matrix
in our formalism:

M? = AF9,V +TMIT. (A.1)

In particular, the hatted quantities correspond to the canonical bases; see section 3. In
this basis, the connection matrices I" are of the form (3.16). To simplify the forthcoming

expressions, we define

~ T _~ 1/2
a= (K gK) =1 KTk (A.2)

so that v (3.18) can be written

a 0T
Y= \/QKO ( ) . (A3)

k 13

We now want to derive the explicit form of M’ 2 in a canonical basis. We first need to
examine the form taken by the A* matrices. We may decompose the four symmetric 8 x 8

matrices A into 4 x 4 blocks
7 I
AH = ( A44T C44> : (A.4)
(Cha)” Biy
As we will show, A/, and C¥, depend on the chosen basis, while Bj, is fixed by the re-

quirement of working in a canonical basis. In fact, it is possible to determine Bf, by first
computing the quantity

$7 = T{ AT = DYALTT = TH7°. (A5)

or, in matrix notation ¥# = I'TAXT". This quantity is constructed in a way that all field
component indices are contracted and therefore it is gauge invariant. In order to get an
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explicit expression for X* we first compute
DEAY, = ALAYLY

= 0 (A AI9Y) — Al AYoH

=0, (T = AL ALY

=TT —TYAL (A.6)
where the rank-3 symmetric tensor T has been defined in (3.5) and we have used (3.1).
By repeatedly applying (A.6) in the definition of ¥#, recalling that I'> = T''T, that is,
(I'2)P? =T¥TY, we arrive at

S = % T2+ + TPT2 — (T2)" 177] | (A7)

Let us show (A.7) in detail, starting from the definition of ¥#, (A.5), writing all indices
explicitly and using (A.6) twice,

S = TPALTS =TT — THALTS = T3] — TH(ITY7 —THA) . (A)
For the first term on the right-hand side we get I}T{*T9 = T#(I'*)?? and for the sec-
ond term TYTTY” = (T?)MATY7, for the third term TYTHAZ = TFAZTS = DTS —
LZALT? = (D2)P7TH — £ altogether,
SHPT = TH(D2)P7 — (T2)AT  (D2)PoTH — SHee (A.9)
This is equivalent to (A.7).
With the explicit form for the 7}, matrices given in (3.8),

0 ef
To=21,, T,=2 i, (A.10)
e; 03x3
we find
Ky KT , _ 0 Koel
YW =12=29 Y= 92K,;g + 2 i . A1l
(K K(ﬂ].g) ’ i+ (Koei eZ-KT + KBZT ( )

On the other hand, we can express ¥#, (A.5) in any basis, since it is gauge-invariantly
defined. In the canonical basis we have

p o~ AL, C
(C44) B44 v

At a point of the bilinear field space where 7 is non-singular (i.e., where det(y) = 4K2a # 0),
the relation can be inverted using

1 1 oT
-1 = A.13
7 « 2K0 (—k Ot]lg) ( )
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and we finally get with (A.11):

B . 0 ael
Bl = (y7) 'S¢yl thatis By =14, Bl = —kil 1 (A4
=) v at1s - Dy 4 44 it ae; ekt + kel ( )

Having found the result for BY, valid in any canonical basis, we want to determine a possible
form for A%, and C%;. As stated above, these two matrices are not uniquely determined
since a continuous set of canonical bases exist. However, requiring that A* satisfies the
same anti-commutation properties as A* in (3.6), namely

{&‘, ﬁ”} = TVAY, (A.15)

and that the components Aa, a =1,2,3 properly transform under rotations in the bilinear
field space, allows us to first determine the set of possible expressions for C;, and then for
Al,. These expressions are valid anywhere in the field space, hence, in particular at the
charge-conserving and the charge-breaking hypersurfaces. We may now provide a complete
set of AY,, BY, and C!; matrices valid for any values of the bilinear fields but assuming a
canonical basis:

A% =1 TIPS PR B akak A.16

= A= R T e | akak Qkaksz—<[ea % k| kT 1 k [eq x k]T) (A.16)
0 ael

By =1 By = —k,1 @ : AT
44 o 44 e (a ea ek’ + k:eaT> ( )

OO, = O4q, Oy = — ! ea x Y (A.18)

= U4x4, = 7 . '

WO TR\ |k2ey — kak o (kals — eakT)

For the case of a charge-conserving minimum we have |k| = 1, corresponding to a = 0. In

this case (see (3.16))
R 0 O4xa
r= < 4X4> = | O1x4 (A.19)

Y
73

since

v =+/2K, (Z‘ ?;) <« /2K, (2 g:) = (0“4) . (A.20)

73

Here we have defined the 3 x 4 matrix 3 with index 3 in order to distinguish it from the
4 x 4 matrix 7. As a consequence, the term I MI'T in the mass matrix (A.1) takes the form

= e 05><5 O5><3
IMIT = . A21
<O3><5 'YBM'Y?:F> ( )

Hence, at a charge-conserving minimum, the block-diagonal structure of A* is more

Ak = (Agf’ Csa , (A.22)
C45 Bis

appropriately reorganised as
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where the expression of the newly defined blocks Af;, Bi; and CL; can be readily inferred
from Eqs. (A.16)—(A.18). Next, we express the first term of (A.1) in the form

" . Ass C
A, v L oy (7K) A = 2u ( ° 53) , (A.23)
g Cs5 Bss
with
0 ot o
Ass =2Ko [0 kk™ 0|, Baz=2Ko (13 —kk') = —73973 ,
0 ot 1
OT
053 = OéKo kkT — ]13 =0. (A.24)
kT

Note that although a and therefore Css vanish at a charge-conserving minimum, for later
convenience we want to have the expression for A not only at the minimum of the potential.
Eventually, we have found that the off-diagonal blocks of M 2 of (A.1) vanish, simultaneously
for the term &Lauv and for the term TMT'T. This shows the convenience to choose a
canonical basis, where this simple structure of the scalar mass matrix appears. We may
thus finally write with (A.21),

B O3x5 M2

neutral

. U L A2

M2 Lo (9K), AF +TMIT = <MCC _Usxs ) . (A.25)
The block

ME o = 2uAss (A.26)

fully contains the Goldstone sector as well as the two massive charged Higgs fields H*. We

can diagonalise this matrix

M2 = UpcM2oUS, = diag (0, 0, 0, 4ukKp, 4uK0) — diag (o, 0,0, m2., m%{i) .

(A.27)
The rotation matrix Ugc can explicitly be decomposed as
10T o
Ucc=|0Ry 0 (A.28)
00T 1

with Rp given by the 3 X 3 matrix in the bilinear field space which rotates k to the Higgs
basis with k = (0,0,1)T. Turning to the neutral sector, the matrix

M?leutral =73 (M - 2“5) 7{? (A29)
contains the masses of the three neutral states h, H and A. It is remarkable that ,/\//l\]?1 outral
can in fact always (that is, not only for the tree-level case) be diagonalised by a rotation in

the bilinear field space, i.e. a change of basis:

M peutral = RMﬁeutralRT = diag (m%, m%, m%) . (A.30)
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The orthogonal rotation which diagonalises the 8 x 8 scalar mass matrix in the canonical

U= (UCC 05X3> : (A.31)

basis introduced above reads

O3x5 R

With this rotation matrix U we get the transformations of 3, [ from the canonical basis
to the Higgs basis:

A* =UAUT, T =0T. (A.32)
Gathering up the above results, the scalar mass matrix in the diagonal basis reads

M? = 2u(§§)uﬁ” + I MIT = diag (0, 0, 0, m3,s, m3., mi, m3, m%) (A.33)

This concludes our discussion on the structure of the scalar mass matrix at a charge-
conserving minimum. We stress that all of the above is valid at any order in perturbation
theory. We think that this illustrates the convenience of working with the gauge-invariant
formalism.

As an example the scalar mass matrix squared (A.29) for the tree-level THDM potential
is computed in (3.36).

B THDM couplings

In this section we present the analytic couplings of the general THDM in gauge invariant
form. We recall that the indices a,b, ¢, d, e € {1,2,3} denote the three neutral Higgs-boson
scalars. The squared masses of the three neutral scalars are denoted by m2. For repeatedly
appearing indices a, b, ¢, d, e we employ as usual the sum convention. Note, that we do not
distinguish between upper and lower indices. We note that the index of the masses of the
scalars does not imply any summation, for instance the expression k%m, in (B.1) is simply
a vector with component a, whereas in an expression like e4.k%m2 we have to sum over
the index a because it appears twice in tensor components, that is, in €4 and in k2.

B.1 Scalar couplings

The cubic and quartic neutral scalar couplings can be found in section 4. We repeat here for
convenience the 3-vector f¢ in terms of which some of the couplings below are expressed:

fo = 8Ky (nook® +7%) — k*m?2 . (B.1)

The scalar mass squared matrix ./\;lzeutral is given in (3.38). The 3-vectors & and y are
defined in (4.10). The couplings then read:

hg - hy - GO
S\abGO = ;sabcl_fc(m% — m2) (B.2)
2K, e
h-Go-@Go 1
j‘aGOGO = 2KO l_f“mz (B?))
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he - HY - H*

_ f‘l
)\aHiHi - 2K0 (B4)
he - GF - G* .
hagar = —rk'm? (B.5)
h, - G* - H*
_ 1 .
AGEHE = (ma - mHi) (xa + Zya) (B.6)
K,
hag - hy - he - hy
Nabed = Gabed + Gedab + Gacbd + Godac + Jadbe + Jbcad » (B.7)

with the auxiliary function

ab 5Cd*T _ B o
Gabed = 2K0 <2k Mrzleutralk + kckd (mz + ml% - mz - mc2l)>

m%{i
4K

+4(6° — k&) (k&% (noo — ) + ik + 7k — 7 k6 . (B.8)
hg = hy = he - GY
)‘achO = fz/zbc + flica + féab ) (BQ)

with the auxiliary function

, 1

1.a71. ~ 1.\C 1 ab _cde r.dr.e abd7. 1.C
Jave = 57 <8K0(5“b — E“EY) (1 x k)© — 6% (mg — m2) kke — ek (md — mp) k > :

2
ha - hy - G° - G°

1 _ m2 _
by - = K, 6ab . kakb _ HPm _Tk
abGOG0 = G (8 o ) (n0o 1K, + 1" k)

R (2 4 ml) — SR N, e+ zgcadgcbezed/zemz> (B.11)

hqe - GO - GY - G°

5\ 3 abc.by.Cc
)‘aG’OGOGO = m€ b kbk (m% - mg) (B12)
GO_-Ggo-@go. o
)‘GOGOGOGO = TI(O’C Mieutrulk (B13)
hg - hy - H* - H*
_ 1 ab /T _ e
NabHEHE = STl (5 P(k* M2oyirak — 16Kom k)

+ kK (8Ko(noo + 1" k) — (m2 +m3)) + 8Ko (k7" + k%“)) (B.14)
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ho - GO - H* - H*

_ 1 o
)‘aGOHiHi = T%Eabcfbk'bkc

GO_GO_Hi_Hi

S‘GOGOH:‘:H:‘: == TK,Okafa

ha - by - G* - G*
_ 1 o _ e o
Amate = g <8Ko(6“b—k%b><noo+nTk> —5“"kTMﬁeutmlk+k“k"<mi+m§>)
0

ha - GO - G* - G*

_ 1 R
AaGogigi = rf{of;abekbkc(mg — mz)

GO_GO_Gi_Gi

E‘GOGOGiG’i = Tl(ok M?leutralk

ha - hy - GF -
j‘abG’iHi = 4ﬁc<1’c + z'yc)(éab — ];a];}b)—i-

s, (R0 ) — i) o 4 ) ) = B iy 2o
0

he - G - G* - H*

_ 1 _ .
AaGOGEHE = TKOs-:abckrb(xc +iy°) (m3e —m?)

GO_GO_G:E_H:E

S‘GOGOGiHi = ﬁ]{?a(iﬂ +iy“)m

B.2 Charged quartic couplings
H* - H* - H* - H*
1

/_\HiHiHiHi = A (ETMieu”alZﬁ — 16K0?’]T’23>
0

Gt.qgtf .- gt . H*
_ 1 m2
)‘GiGiHiHi = 2K < KO (7700 - 4}% + nTk) 2k Mﬁeutralk + Tr (Mneutral) )

G* - G* -G+ -G*

2
)‘GiGiGiGi = K()k Mneutralk

G:E_H:E_H:E_H:t
2

Ma )(a:a +1y?)

AGtHEHtHE = (T] — kaKO

G:I:_G:I:_G:I:_H:I:

B 1 -
Agrgrarps = —k% (2% + iya)mz
Ky
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(B.15)

(B.16)

(B.17)

(B.18)

(B.19)

(B.20)

(B.21)

(B.22)

(B.23)

(B.24)

(B.25)

(B.26)

(B.27)



B.3 Vector - scalar couplings

hg - GY - Z
_ vVmz -
=2 k®
9aGOZz VK,
HY-Ht-Z
7 ; 2mZ —2mw
HtH+7 = —W2i——F——
\/K()’I?’LZ
Gt-Gt-Z 5
da+a+z = —iy/2 LW
Komz
Ht - Ht - ol
g R 92 Qmw(mz—mw)
HtHty KOmZ
Gt -Gt - ol
JH+H+~ = 21 2mw (mz — mw)
HTH™*~ KOmZ
heg - HN - Wt
_ N2mw . ..
= +
JaH+W+ ? \/70 (QZ‘ Zy)
heg - GT - WT
Jactw+ = 2 W e
aGTW /TK()
G- Gt -wt
3 N 2mwy
GOG+W+ —1
VKo
heg - Z2 -7
_ mz 5
wzz = 4 k®
9az 7 9K,
hg - WT - W+t
Jaw+w+ =4 W_joa
aW+W 2K0
Gt-Z-Wwt
_ . 2mW
gg+zw+ =21 (mw —mg)
Komgz
Gt - v - w+

g + + =21 2(mz _ mW)mW
GtyW+ —
K vVEKomy

ho - hy -2 -2
4m2Z
= — 75‘11)
9abz Z Ko
hg - hy - Wt - W+
3 4m?
Jabw+w+ = K?/ 59
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(B.28)

(B.29)

(B.30)

(B.31)

(B.32)

(B.33)

(B.34)

(B.35)

(B.36)

(B.37)

(B.38)

(B.39)

(B.40)

(B.41)



heg-HT -Z-Wt
JaH+ZW+ =

hg -Gt -Z-Wt

hg - HY =y - W+

hg - GT -y -WT

G'-G-7-27

GO GO - wt - wt

G'-Gt-Z-w+t

GO-G+—7—W+

HY-H"-Z-7

Gt-Gt-2-Z

HY-H*-Z-+4

Gt -Gt -Z7-4

HY - H" -y -y

2 cos(Ow)
Ko

My mIQ/V —m?

JaG+zw+ = 41— 2
mz KO
2 2
g 4w V2T 0
s % —i
JaGtyW KO my Yy

GaGHyw+ = 4 Ko

_ 4mZ
00 = a4
9Gogozz {:70

~ mé,
doogow+w+ = 4——
Ky

mw mQZ — m%,v

Joog+zw+ = 4——
geog+zw p— K,
2 2
~ 4m%v mz — my,
0G+HyW+ = —

_ B 4(m2Z — 2m12/v)
9H+H+ZZ = KOmQZ

(m — 2miy)*

daratzz =4

2
KOmZ
2 2
_ 9 oV Mz — My
Ju+u+zz = Smw(2myy, —my) 3
KQTTLZ
2 .2
§G+G+Z — 8mw(2m2 _ m2) mZ mW
ol w Z K0m2Z
2 2
my — My

_ 2
FH+~y = 3Miy
JH*H*y Kom?,
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(2~ md)(at = i) + imeriea — iy

(B.42)

(B.43)

(B.44)

(B.45)

(B.46)

(B.47)

(B.48)

(B.49)

(B.50)

(B.51)

(B.52)

(B.53)

(B.54)



Gt-GF-y-vy

Ht-H" -W*t - W+t

Gt -Gt -wt-wt

B.4 Yukawa couplings

2

- 2
Ja+G+~my = SM

B 4m12/v
JH+H+W+W+ =
Ky

_ 4m12/V
+Ggtwtw+ =

2
my — My

(B.55)

(B.56)

(B.57)

We note that we only give here the Yukawa couplings involving right-handed Weyl spinors.

Their analogous parts for left-handed spinors are simply obtained through complex conju-

gation.
h-fl-fr
GO- fl - fr
H* - fI - 11

S = o 7 Rl
_ 1 _
Eff = (Ja)a DaRB
2K, A
1 _
§a = (Ua)a Ea’?ﬁ
2K, A
guo _ i R*Z/_{a
G 2K, e
~d i N -«
=— Dak
AR
EE'O - - QZK ga’%a
0
_ 7 -
S = — g senn U’
0
ud i aBpy z*
= ——"PDoR
VK, Y
_ i o
i == e e
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(B.58a)
(B.58b)

(B.58¢)

(B.59a)
(B.59b)

(B.59c¢)

(B.60a)
(B.60Db)

(B.60c)



G=—fl - fr
gud — L prge (B.61a)
G T(O
gud — \/Z]Tba;z“ (B.61b)
0
gre = \/%Oéaka (B.61c)
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