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1. Introduction

In our attempts to identify physics beyond the standard maae may seek guidance from
the fact that baryogenesis [1] requires additional CP timta Actually, it has long been known
that the extension of the standard model with an extra St{Z)) scalar doublet introduces ad-
ditional sources of CP violation. In fact, models with twogg$é doublets can violate CP either
explicitly or spontaneously. Spontaneous CP violationh&$ the attractive feature of putting on
an equal footing CP and electroweak symmetry breaking. dtilshbe stressed that spontaneous
CP violation can only occur, provided the Lagrangian coreseCP.

We shall here briefly review the constraints on CP violatiothie Two-Higgs-Doublet Model
(2HDM) and then discuss a scalar potential with three Higgsbtets. The general three-Higgs-
doublet model has many parameters, so we will restrict tugséo the ten-paramet&-symmetric
potential. The additional, discrete, symmetry may alswiga framework for dark matter.

The analysis presented here is important for model buildBygmmetries have the important
feature of reducing the number of free parameters and agthe $ime leading to predictions that
can in principle be verified experimentally at the LHC.

2. CP violation in the 2HDM

One of the simplest models that allows for CP violation inghalar sector is the Two-Higgs-
Doublet Model (2HDM). When the three neutral Higgs fieldstogtmodel mix, CP will be vio-
lated, either explicitly or spontaneously [2]. This mixjvghich yields the three staté, H, and
Hs, can be described by two additional mixing angles, reptatie familiar mixing anglex by a
set of three(ai, az, a3) [3]. The regions in this parameter space where explicit guh&neous
CP violation can take place, have been discussed in Ref.If@fact, internal consistency and
experimental constraints allow some amount of mixing, fweexample, Refs. [5-8].

From one point of view, CP violation is attractive since itymaake baryogenesis possible,
from another, it offers CP-violating observables [9—1Httbne could try to measure or constrain
experimentally. When neither of the three neutral Higgsohess an eigenstate of CP, then the
neutral gauge boson will have trilinear couplings with hlieie pairs of neutral scalars. All these
will also have trilinear coupings with the charged pair.

Conditions for a two-Higgs-doublet potential to consenredt the Lagrangian level expressed
in terms of Higgs basis invariants and which are independéthe vacuum expectation values
were presented in Refs. [12] and [13]. Within the bosonidmeaf the 2HDM, i.e., without spec-
ifying the Yukawa couplings, CP-violating observables afirbe expressed in terms of three in-
variants, ImJ;, ImJ, and ImJzg. These may in turn be expressed by the masses of the neutral
sector, M1,M5,M3), as well as six couplings, in Ref. [11] denotedand q;, i = 1,2,3. Here,

g parametrizes th&@ZH coupling strength, as well as tt#&H;Hy coupling (fori # j # k # i),
whereas the; parametrizes thel "H ~H; coupling. The quantity Ind, actually induces interesting
CP-violating effects in effectiv@ ZZandZWW vertices [14-16].

While the data allow some amount of mixing, recent data orl#teGeV Higgs particle (as-

sumed to be the lightest onldy) actually point to the decoupling limit [17], in which its gplings
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to the gauge bosons coincide with those of the Standard Modgphrticular, this implies
ee=V, =0 e=0, (2.1)

wherev = 246 GeV. These values imply [11, 18]

ImJ, =0,
ImJ, =0,
Im Jso = %(M% —M2). 2.2)

Recalling thay, andgs refer to the coupling strengths of a charged Higgs pair tdwheheavier
neutral ones, itis clear that it would be very challengingrydo measure the CP-violating quantity
Im Jso.

3. CP violation in the S3-symmetric 3-Higgs-doublet model

The S3-symmetric three-Higgs-doublet potential, which is dediimeterms of ten parameters,
has a very rich structure. In the irreducible-represematramework (IRF), where th8U(2) x
U (1) doubletsh; andh, form anS; doublet, whereabs is anS; singlet, it can be written as [19]

V = pghlhs+ pZ(hlhy +hihp)
+ A1(hlhy 4+ hiho)2 4 Aa(hlhy — hihg)? + As[(hihy — hihy)2 + (hThy + hihg)?)
+Agl(hEhy) (h]ho + hbhy) + (hihe) (hfhy — hihp) + h.c] + As(hths) (hihy + hihy)
+Ag[(h&hy) (hihs) + (hhy) (ihs)] + A7[(hthy) (hihy) + (hihp) (hhy) -+ h.c]
+ Ag(hlhs)?. (3.1)

The same ten-parameter potential can also be represenseeddmplementary, reducible-repre-
sentation framework (RRF), where the thi®d(2) x U (1) doublets(qr, @, @;) are treated on an
equal footing [20]. There is a linear mapping between thesepbtentials, as physical models they
are thus equivalent until some other sector is specified ftik example Yukawa couplings.

A couple of features of this potential are worth stressing:

e The potential is invariant undéf — —hq, butnotunderh, — —h,.

e For A4 =0, the potential has an additional SO(2) symmetry. In agiditihe potential is then
invariant undeh, — —hy, and undeh; < h,.

Recently, a complete catalogue of possible vacua has bgen ffi1], with an emphasis on
the complex ones and the corresponding constraints on thenpéers of the potential. We list the
complex vacua in Tablf 1. The IRF specification, in terms alvan expectation values (vevs)
(Wi, Wy, ws) is given for all of them, whereas the corresponding RRF $ipation in terms of
the vevs(pi,p2,p3) is only given for the simpler cases. The minima are deterchime solving
minimization conditions for three moduli and two relativiegses, a total of five conditions. For
most of the vacua, these five conditions are not independiedéed, the roman numeral making
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Table 1: Complex vacua (after Ref. [21]). Symbols with a “hat” (like) are real and positive. The vacua
labelled with a checkmarkA) violate CP spontaneously, whereas those labelled wittstarisk () are in
fact real, due to the constraints that have to be imposed.

Name | IRF (Irreducible Rep.)| RRF (Reducible Rep.) SCPV
W1, W2, Ws P1,P2,P3
‘ C-l-a ‘ Wy, iy, 0 ‘ x,xet 3 xet 3 ‘ ‘
C-lll-a 0, W€ %2 W y,y, xe? v
C-llI-b +iWq,0,Ws X+ iy, X—1iy,X
C-lll-c W€ Vi€ 0 v
C-lll-d +iWq, Wo, Ws xéT,xe‘”,y
C-lll-e +iiy, —\Wo, Ws xdT,xe Ty
C-llI-f +iWy, 1W,, Ws
C-lll-g zl:iwl,—iW2,WS
C-ll-h | V3We%2 + e Ws | xdl)yy, y,xdl)y v
C-ll-i \/731%?:2?2) f1,60t, x,yd?, ye i
+\ine~ iarctar(3tano) WS yéT,x,ye‘"
C-Iv-a* W;|_el 1,O,WS
C-IV-b W1, TiWp, Ws
C-IV-c V14 2co oo\,
Wgéaz,WS v
C-IV-d* | W€, +Wne % Wi
C-v-e | /-S22i,don,
Woe %2 \ig v
CAVA | /24 o 2] pgin,
Woe %2 \ig v
C-v* ‘ Wleial,W2ei02,WS xérl,yéTZ,z ‘ ‘
up the middle element (I, Il etc) of the vacuum name giverTable[] refers to the number of

independent conditions.

Many of the complex vacua support spontaneous CP violatitmwever, the model can also
lead to complex vacua that do not violate CP. This is due teyinemetry of the potential, as will
be shown by a few examples.

3.1 Example: C-l-a

This is a well-known case [22], best discussed in the redieicdpresentation framework.
Under complex conjugation (c. c.), the vacuum undergoefottmving transformation:

(P1, P2, p3) = (X, x€™211/3 xgF2m/3) O (x xeF2MM/3 xgt2m/3), (3.2)
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The vevs ofg and @ have been complex conjugated. However, the potential isrstnc under
the interchange ofy andgs, and since the moduli are the same, it remains invariantroaeplex
conjugation.
3.2 Example: C-lll-a

In the RRF, this has the form

(p17p27p3) = (y7y7XéT)E>(y7yvxe_ir)v (33)

whereas in the IRF it has the form

(W1, W2, Ws) = (0,W2€%2 W)= (0, Wae %2, W), (3.4)

In this case, no symmetry operation can “undo” a complexugmatjon, and CP is spontaneously
violated.

3.3 Example: C-llI-b
In the IRF this has the form

(W1, W2, Ws) = (i, 0,Ws) =5 (Fiy, 0, Ws). (3.5)

At first sight, it looks like this would lead to CP violation.o#ever, we recall that the potential is
invariant under the interchandgg — —h;, so there is no CP violation. The same conclusion is also
easily reached in the RRF, and applies also to C-llI-d and-€:|

3.4 Example: C-lll-c
In the IRF this has the form

(W]_, W2,Ws) = (Wlei"l,v“\lgéaz, O)g(v‘vle*i"l,wze*i"z, 0) (36)

Sincews = 0, a rephasing allows for the removal of one phase:
(Wr, Wa, W) = (W1€7, Woe 7, 0) =5 (Wye ™% W€, 0). (3.7)
This vacuum requires, = 0, in which case the potential is symmetric under the in@ngeh; <
h,. However, in the general case, for £ Wy, this vacuum leads to CP violation.
We proposed adding a soft term to avoid massless neutrarsdalthis case. In section 9 of

our paper [21] we did not introduce the most general softkingaterms and we incorrectly state
that with our choice there is still CP violation.

3.5 Example: The Pakvasa—Sugawara vacuum

The following complex vacuum was identified by Pakvasa argh®ara many years ago [23]:
(W, Wo, Ws) = (e, We %, ). (3.8)

Superficially, this looks like it might lead to CP violatiotdowever, for consistency, it requires
A4 =0, in which case the potential is symmetric under the intemgleh; «» hy,. Hence, there is

no CP violation. (This vacuum is contained in C-IlI-f, C-tland C-IV-e, depending on which
additional conditions are imposed, in additiomtp= 0.)
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3.6 Example: The Ivanov—Nishi vacuum
The following complex vacuum was identified by Ivanov andhi[g4]:
(Wy, Wa,Ws) = (W, W7, Ws) (3.9)

Also this one required, = 0. Additional conditions on this solution imply that it doest lead
to CP violation. In fact, it is a special case of C-llI-f, G-§ or C-IV-d, depending on which
additional conditions are imposed, together with= 0.

Note that the vacuum
(Plap2>P3) :X(elr>elr71)> (310)

which is a special case of C-lll-a (with= X), obtained after a complex conjugation and an overall
phase rotation bye”, violates CP, whereas

(Wi, Wp, Ws) = W(e?,€%,1) (3.11)

does not. It is just a special case of the Ivanov—Nishi vacuivhile these two vacua, Eq$. (3.10)
and [3.1]1) have the same form, the important differenceghvigiads to opposite conclusions about
CP violation, is the fact that they refer to different franoelss. The two frameworks represent
different symmetries among the three fields.

A detailed discussion of all the vacua of Taflle 1 is given if. 4]

4. Concluding remarks

We have discussed two important features of multi-Higgs efeodThese are: the fact that
such models may provide new sources of CP violation as waljoasl dark matter candidates.
Sources of CP violation beyond the SM are required to expherobserved baryon asymmetry of
the Universe and their effects may be observed soon at thedrhtCfuture colliders. New sources
of CP violation may manifest themselves both in the scafar,gauge and in the flavour sectors.
The recently discovered Higgs boson at the LHC has been um#eise experimental study and it
looks as if it may closely behave as a standard-like Higgemosiowever, on one hand, there is
still room for deviations from SM couplings for the discogdrboson and on the other hand, these
models predict additional scalars, which may soon be daeal At present, there is a hint for a
new 750 GeV boson both from ATLAS and CMS [25]. The nature okdaatter is another puzzle
constituting one of the most important open questions irfield.

Extensions of the scalar sector allow for a large number of perameters. Symmetries play
the réle of reducing this number and at the same time of eshétd) connections among different
phenomena. We have seen that asymmetric potential has a very rich structure. Some of these
vacua requiré4 = 0 for consistency reasons. In this case the potential azgjam additional SO(2)
symmetry as mentioned in section 3. Spontaneous breakitigsotontinuous symmetry would
then lead to scalar massless states which are experinyentigtl out. One possible way out is to
include soft terms in the Higgs potential breaking this syetrjm  Soft breaking terms may also
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have interesting implications for spontaneous CP viaha#ie pointed out long ago [26]. Some of
the vacua listed in Tablg¢ 1 have vanishing vevs for some figMisen endowed with a stabilizing
symmetry, likeZ,, for example, those fields might represent dark matter.
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