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Recent measurements of the CMS experiment at the LHC show possibly, with about 3σ signifi-
cance, a resonance in di-photon events with an invariant mass of 95.4 GeV. If this resonance can be
confirmed, this could be a hint for a new elementary particle beyond the Standard Model. An addi-
tional Standard-model-like Higgs boson with this mass could be excluded by the CMS experiment.
We investigate whether this resonance could fit into a two-Higgs-doublet model highly constrained
by CP symmetry, the so-called maximally-CP-symmetric model (MCPM). Our finding shows that
indeed the enhancement measured by CMS could originate from the pseudoscalar Higgs boson h2

of this model. According to the model the boson h2 would mainly be produced in the Drell-Yan
reaction by charm-anticharm-quark fusion. The main decay mode of h2 is predicted to be h2

Ñ cc̄.
We then consider the so called oblique parameters S, T , U which give us an allowed region for the
mass of the scalar Higgs boson h1 versus that of the charged ones H˘ of the MCPM. We calcu-
late the effect of these charged bosons H˘ in the leptonic decay of the charm-strange mesons D˘

s .
Our results indicate that the mass mH of the charged Higgs bosons H˘ of the MCPM should be
around 300 GeV.

I. INTRODUCTION

The search for physics beyond the Standard
Model (SM) is a central topic of the current experiments
at the LHC. One can, for instance, ask if there exist Higgs
bosons in addition to the one Higgs boson of the SM,
which by now is well established; see e.g. [1]. One pos-
sible extension of the SM is to a model with two Higgs
doublets, a 2HDM. There are many such models on the
market; see for instance [2–16].

In this work we shall deal with the maximally-CP-
symmetric model, the MCPM, as introduced in [17].
A short description of this model is given in [18].
Phenomenological consequences of the MCPM have
been presented by us in [19, 20]. As in all 2HDMs the
MCPM contains as physical Higgs bosons three neutral
ones, denoted by us as ρ1, h1, h2, and a pair of charged
Higgs bosons H˘. The boson ρ1 of the MCPM behaves
very much like the SM Higgs boson. The scalar h1

and the pseudoscalar h2 behave quite differently. Their
main production mode in proton–proton collisions is
the Drell-Yan reaction c ` c̄ Ñ h1, h2. Important decay
modes are h1, h2 Ñ cc̄. But there are also the decays
h1, h2 Ñ γγ. Therefore, the reaction p ` p Ñ γ ` γ ` X
is suitable to search for the neutral Higgs bosons h1 and
h2 of the MCPM.

Recently the CMS collaboration has published results
for p ` p Ñ γ ` γ ` X from the LHC at center-of-mass
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energy
?
s “ 13 TeV [21]. The search was for a SM-

like Higgs boson in the mass range 70 to 110 GeV. A
possible enhancement of the γγ yield compared to the
expectation under the background-only hypothesis has
been observed for an invariant γγ mass mγγ “ 95.4 GeV;
see Figs. 1 and 2.

As we see from Fig. 1 the possible enhancement of
the product cross-section for Higgs production σH times
branching ratio BpH Ñ γγq is of order

σH ˆ BpH Ñ γγq « 0.01 ´ 0.04 pb. (1)

Very interesting are the local p values shown in Fig. 2.
The upward fluctuation of σH ˆ BpH Ñ γγq occurred at
the same mass value mH “ 95.4 GeV for all CMS runs.
In [21] the local (global) significance of the possible
effect observed at 95.4 GeV is given as 2.9 σ (1.3 σ).
In [22] a detailed combination of relevant ATLAS,
CMS and LEP results was performed and an effect at
«95 GeV with a global significance of 3.8 σ was extracted.

We see from Fig. 1 that an additional SM-like Higgs
boson at a mass of 80 to 110 GeV is clearly excluded.
In the present paper we investigate the question if the
possible enhancement of γγ production at 95.4 GeV
could be due to the production and decay of the boson h2

or h1 in the MCPM. Let us also mention the discussion
of the 2HDM with an additional complex singlet [23]
with respect to the possible resonance at 95.4 GeV.
In [24] a model with two Higgs doublets, a real scalar
singlet and a Higgs triplet was presented.

Our paper is organised as follows. To make the paper
self contained we recall in Sec. II the main features of
the MCPM. Sec. III presents our results for an MCPM
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Figure 1. Results for σH ˆ BpH Ñ γγq from CMS for
an additional SM-like Higgs boson; see Fig. 5 of [21]. The
green and yellow bands represent the 1σ and 2σ intervals for
the background-only hypothesis. The line σSM ˆ B with the
hatched band represents the expectation for a SM-like Higgs
boson in this mass range.
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Figure 2. Here we show Fig. 7 of [21] which gives the local p-
values for an additional SM-like Higgs boson in the mass range
70-110 GeV. The results for various CMS runs are shown.

Higgs boson of 95.4 GeV mass. In Sec. IV we compare
with experiment and discuss our findings. Sec. V deals
with leptonic decays of the charm-strange mesons D˘

s in
view of effects of the charged boson H˘ of the MCPM in

these decays. Our conclusions are drawn in Sec. VI.

II. BASICS OF THE MCPM

The MCPM has been introduced first in [17] and a
short description of it can be found in [18]. For the conve-
nience of the reader we outline here the essential features
of the MCPM.

The MCPM is a two-Higgs-doublet model, 2HDM. It
has the two Higgs-boson doublets,

φ1 “

ˆ

φ`
1

φ0
1

˙

, φ2 “

ˆ

φ`
2

φ0
2

˙

. (2)

Both are assumed to have weak hypercharge y “ 1{2. It
is convenient to use the K formalism, which works with
the gauge-invariant bilinears [25–27],

K0 “ φ:
1φ1 ` φ:

2φ2 “
`

φ:
1, φ

:
2

˘

ˆ

φ1

φ2

˙

,

K “

¨

˝

K1

K2

K3

˛

‚“

¨

˝

φ:
1φ2 ` φ:

2φ1

iφ:
2φ1 ´ iφ:

1φ2

φ:
1φ1 ´ φ:

2φ2

˛

‚“
`

φ:
1, φ

:
2

˘

σ

ˆ

φ1

φ2

˙

.

(3)

Here σ “ pσ1, σ2, σ3qT and σa pa “ 1, 2, 3q are the Pauli
matrices. Basis changes of the Higgs fields (2)

φipxq Ñ φ1
ipxq “ Uijφjpxq, U “ pUijq P Up2q, (4)

correspond to SOp3q rotations in K space

K0pxq Ñ K 1
0pxq “ K0pxq,

Kapxq Ñ K 1
apxq “ RabpUqKbpxq,

(5)

where

U :σaU “ RabpUqσb, RpUq “ pRabpUqq P SOp3q. (6)

In this formalism the most general Higgs potential reads

V “ ξ0K0 ` ξTK ` η00K
2
0 ` 2K0η

TK ` KTEK. (7)

Here the parameters ξ0, η00, the 3-component vectors
ξ, η, and the symmetric 3ˆ3 matrix E “ ET are all real.

Now we come to generalised CP (GCP) transforma-
tions which are generically of the form

φipxq Ñ Uijφ
˚
j px1q, x “ px0,xqT, x1 “ px0,´xqT,

U “ pUijq P Up2q. (8)

As can be seen from (3) in K space this corresponds to

K0pxq Ñ K0px1q, Kpxq Ñ R̃Kpx1q, (9)

where R̃ is an improper rotation matrix, detpR̃q “ ´1.
For a GCP transformation we require that applying it
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twice gives back the unit transformation in K space,
R̃2 “ 13. This leads to two types of GCPs:

piq R̃ “ ´ 13, point reflection in K space,

piiq R̃ “RTR̃2R, reflection on a plane in K space,

where R̃2 “ diagp1,´1, 1q, R P SOp3q .

(10)

The standard CP transformation for the Higgs fields has
Uij “ δij in (8) corresponding to R̃ “ R̃2 in (9), that is,
to a reflection on the 1—3 plane in K space.

In [17] the question was studied if one could have a
2HDM allowing the GCP of type piq as an exact sym-
metry and how the corresponding symmetric Yukawa
term in the Lagrangian would look like. The potential of
such a theory, which was called maximally-CP-symmetric
model (MCPM), must be invariant under K Ñ ´K and,
therefore, see (7),

VMCPM “ ξ0K0 ` η00K
2
0 ` KTEK. (11)

We can choose a basis for the Higgs fields where E “ ET

is diagonal,

E “ diagpµ1, µ2, µ3q, (12)

and the eigenvalues are ordered

µ1 ě µ2 ě µ3. (13)

From theorem 5 of [27] we know that the potential (11)
leads to a stable theory with the correct electroweak sym-
metry breaking (EWSB) and no zero mass charged Higgs
boson if and only if

η00 ą 0, µa ` η00 ą 0, for a “ 1, 2, 3,

ξ0 ă 0, µ3 ă 0 . (14)

The GCP symmetry of type piq is automatically spon-
taneously broken by EWSB. In [17] the couplings of the
Higgs fields (2) to fermions were studied, requiring invari-
ance under the GCP type piq symmetry transformation.
It turned out that for a single fermion family this sym-
metry required zero coupling. This finding can be inter-
preted as giving us a symmetry reason for the existence
of more than one fermion family in nature.

For two families the requirement was in essence GCP
type piq symmetry and absence of large flavour-changing
neutral currents. This led to the result that one fam-
ily could have non-zero masses, the other one had to be
massless. Adding a third family, uncoupled to the Higgs
fields, the MCPM was obtained. For the details of these
argumentations we refer to [17].

Before EWSB the Yukawa couplings of the MCPM
are highly symmetric. The third family, t, b, τ , couples
to the Higgs field φ1 proportional to the masses mt,
mb, mτ , respectively. The second family c, s, µ is in

the strict symmetry limit massless and couples to the
Higgs field φ2 but proportional to the masses of the
third family, mt, mb, mτ . The first family u, d, e is
uncoupled to the Higgs fields and is also massless in the
strict symmetry limit.

The Cabibbo-Kobayashi-Maskawa (CKM) Matrix V ,

V “

¨

˝

Vud Vus Vub

Vcd Vcs Vcb

Vtd Vts Vtb

˛

‚, (15)

is required to be the unit matrix in the strict symmetry
limit of the MCMP,

VMCPM “ 13 . (16)

Clearly, the strict symmetry limit of the MCPM can-
not give an exact representation of what is observed in
nature. But, as discussed in [17], the MCPM could
be a first approximation to what is observed. Indeed,
the masses of the first- and second-family fermions are
rather small compared to those of the corresponding
third-family masses. Using the central mass values as
quoted in PDG [28], which are, except for the top-quark
mass MS masses, we get:

me

mτ
“ 2.88 ˆ 10´4,

mµ

mτ
“ 5.95 ˆ 10´2,

mu

mt
“ 1.25 ˆ 10´5,

mc

mt
“ 7.35 ˆ 10´3,

md

mb
“ 1.12 ˆ 10´3,

ms

mb
“ 2.23 ˆ 10´2 .

(17)

Also, the CKM matrix V is close to the unit matrix. This
is best seen in the Wolfenstein parametrisation [28–31]
where

V “

¨

˝

1 ´ λ2{2 λ Aλ3pρ ´ iηq

´λ 1 ´ λ2{2 Aλ2

Aλ3p1 ´ ρ ´ iηq ´Aλ2 1

˛

‚` Opλ4q

(18)
with

λ « 0.23, A « 0.83, ρ « 0.16, η « 0.35;
(19)

see (12.5) and (12.26) in the review 12 of [28].
In [18–20] phenomenological predictions, respectively

estimates, for the properties of the physical Higgs bosons
of the MCPM were made. Where necessary for phase
space reasons fermion masses were introduced by hand.
But we think that, nevertheless, this procedure gave us
reasonable estimates.

Also in our present article our procedure is, in essence,
to take the couplings of the particles as given by the
MCPM in the strict symmetry limit but put in the cor-
rect masses of the first and second family fermions by
hand. Our estimates, obtained in this way, should no be
taken as precision predictions for experimental observ-
ables. Our intention here is to see what our MCPM esti-
mates can say concerning the γγ events reported in [21].
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We shall then discuss the leptonic decays of the charm-
strange mesons D˘

s in the MCPM. We also give theo-
retical estimates for observables where the MCPM Higgs
bosons should show up.

As already mentioned in the introduction we have in
the MCPM after EWSB five physical Higgs bosons, three
neutral ones ρ1, h1, h2, and the charged pair H˘. With

v0 “

d

´ξ0
η00 ` µ3

“ 246 GeV (20)

the standard Higgs-field vacuum-expectation value we
find for the Higgs masses

m2
ρ1 “ 2p´ξ0q “ 2v20pη00 ` µ3q,

m2
h1 “ 2v20pµ1 ´ µ3q,

m2
h2 “ 2v20pµ2 ´ µ3q,

m2
H˘ “ 2v20p´µ3q .

(21)

A strict prediction of the MCPM is the following mass
relation between the pseudoscalar h2 and the scalar h1,

mh2 ď mh1 . (22)

The Feynman rules for these bosons are given explicitly
in appendix A of [19]. The main feature of interest to us
here is that h1 and h2 have a scalar, respectively, pseu-
doscalar coupling to charm quarks with coupling con-
stants proportional to the t quark mass divided by v0;
see Fig. 3. Both, h1 and h2, have the largest coupling to
the charm quark. Numerically we have

c1
c “ c2

c “
mt

v0
“

173 GeV
246 GeV

“ 0.703 . (23)

This is of the order of an electromagnetic coupling

e “
?
4παem “ 0.303 . (24)

h1

f

f

ic1
f h2

f

f

c2
fγ5

Figure 3. Couplings of the second-family fermions f “ µ, c, s
to the bosons h1 and h2. We have c1

µ “ mτ {v0, c1
c “ mt{v0,

c1
s “ mb{v0 and c2

µ “ ´mτ {v0, c2
c “ mt{v0, c2

s “ ´mb{v0.
Here v0 “ 246 GeV is the standard Higgs vacuum-expectation
value.

Of course, parity is not conserved in the MCPM
and the naming of h1 ph2q scalar (pseudoscalar) is only
a reminder of their scalar (pseudoscalar) coupling to
fermions; see Fig. 3.

For the discussion of the leptonic decays of the
mesons D˘

s in the MCPM we also need the couplings of
H˘ to fermions which we give in Fig. 4; see appendix A
of [19]. In our model H˘ only couple, concerning the
fermions, to the µνµ and cs combinations.

H

νµ

µ

i mτ?
2v0

p1 ` γ5q

H

µ

νµ

i mτ?
2v0

p1 ´ γ5q

H

c

s

´i 1?
2v0

rmtp1 ´ γ5q ´ mbp1 ` γ5qs

H

s

c

´i 1?
2v0

rmtp1 ` γ5q ´ mbp1 ´ γ5qs

Figure 4. Couplings of H˘ to fermions in the MCPM. The
arrows on the H lines indicate the flow direction of H´.

III. RESULTS

Since a mass value of 95.4 GeV seems rather low for a
new Higgs boson we shall investigate in this chapter the
consequences of having in the framework of the MCPM
the boson h2 at this mass. The boson h1 must then have a
higher or equal mass; see (22). According to Fig. 8 of [19]
the main decay mode of h2 with a mass around 100 GeV
is h2 Ñ cc̄. All other decay modes have a branching
fraction of less than 10´3. Thus we have for the expected
total width Γh2 of such a h2, with an accuracy at the per
mille level, Γh2 « Γph1 Ñ cc̄q and, therefore, from Table 3
of [19], with mh2 in units of GeV,

Γh2 “12.08 ˆ
mh2

200
GeV

“5.76 GeV for mh2 “ 95.4 GeV.
(25)

Its γγ width has been calculated in Sec. 3.3,
(3.9)—(3.17), of [19]. For 95.4 GeV we get for this width
and the corresponding branching fraction

Γph2 Ñ γγq “ 3.26 keV, Bph2 Ñ γγq “ 5.66 ¨ 10´7 .
(26)

Now we investigate the production of h2 in pp collisions
followed by the decay h2 Ñ γγ, see Fig. 5,

ppp1, s1q ` ppp2, s2q Ñh2pkq ` X .

ëγpk1, ϵ1q ` γpk2, ϵ2q
(27)

Here p1, p2, k, k1, k2 are the momenta of the particles,
ϵ1, ϵ2 are the polarisation vectors of the photons, and s1,
s2 are the spin indices of the protons.
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ppp1, s1q

ppp2, s2q

XppXq

γpk1, ϵ1q

γpk2, ϵ2q

h2
pkq

Figure 5. Diagram for the reaction (27), p ` p Ñ ph2
Ñ

γγq ` X.

The amplitude for the reaction (27) is

ixγpk1, ϵ1q, γpk2, ϵ2q, XppXq|T |ppp1, s1q, ppp2, s2qy “

ixγpk1, ϵ1q, γpk2, ϵ2q|T |h2pkqy
i

k2 ´ m2
h2 ` imh2Γh2

ˆ ixh2pkq, XppXq|T |ppp1, s1q, ppp2, s2qy, (28)

with k “ k1 ` k2. We are interested in the cross section
with respect to the invariant γγ mass squared

m2
γγ “ pk1 ` k2q2 . (29)

We assume unpolarised initial protons, no observation of
photon polarisations in the final state, and use Γh2 !

mh2 ; see (25). Furthermore, we assume measurement of
h2, that is, the γγ system, in a certain phase-space region
B. We define the inclusive cross section for h2 production
by

dσinc
`

ppp1q ` ppp2q Ñ h2pkq ` X
˘

“
d3k

k0
fincpkq “

d3k

k0
1

2
b

sps ´ 4m2
pq

1

2

1

p2πq3

ÿ

X

p2πq4δp4qpk ` pX ´ p1 ´ p2q

ˆ
1

4

ÿ

spins

ˇ

ˇxh2pkq, XppXq|T |ppp1, s1q, ppp2, s2qy
ˇ

ˇ

2
, (30)

where s “ pp1`p2q2 is the center-of-mass energy squared.
The γγ width of h2 is given by

Γph2 Ñ γγq “
1

2mh2

1

2

ˆ

ż

d3k1
p2πq32k01

d3k2
p2πq32k02

p2πq4δp4qpk1 ` k2 ´ kq

ˆ
ÿ

spins

ˇ

ˇxγpk1, ϵ1q, γpk2, ϵ2q|T |h2pkqy
ˇ

ˇ

2
, (31)

where k2 “ m2
h2 . Putting everything together we get for

dσ{dm2
γγ with h2 in the phase-space region B

dσ

dm2
γγ

`

ppp1q ` ppp2q Ñ ph2 Ñ γγq ` X
˘
ˇ

ˇ

B “

Γph2 Ñ γγq

Γh2

mh2Γh2

π

ˆ
1

pm2
γγ ´ m2

h2 q2 ` m2
h2Γ2

h2

ż

B

d3k

k0
fincpkq. (32)

Taking now B to be the total phase space for h2 produc-
tion and integrating over m2

γγ we find finally

σ
`

ppp1q ` ppp2q Ñ ph2 Ñ γγq ` X
˘

“

Bph2 Ñ γγq ˆ σ
`

ppp1q ` ppp2q Ñ h2 ` X
˘

. (33)

In the MCPM the main direct production mode of the
h2 is the Drell-Yan reaction with a charm plus an an-
ticharm quark fusing to give h2; see Fig. 6. In addition

h2

ppp1q

ppp2q

c

c̄

Figure 6. Drell-Yan process for production of h2. The dia-
gram with the roles of c and c̄ exchanged has to be added.

there is gluon-gluon fusion giving h2 (Fig. 7) and possibly
also H˘ production with the subsequent decays

H˘ Ñ h2 ` W˘; (34)

see Fig. 8. The couplings H˘h2W are given in ap-
pendix A of [19]. Of course, the decays (34) can only
occur if H˘ are heavy enough,

mH˘ ą mh2 ` mW “ 175.8 GeV. (35)

h2

ppp1q

ppp2q

G

G q

Figure 7. Production of h2 via gluon-gluon fusion with
q “ c, s.

We have adapted the calculations of [19] to our case
here,

?
s “ 13 TeV and h2 “ 95.4 GeV. We find the

following cross sections

σpp ` p Ñ h2 ` Xq

ˇ

ˇ

ˇ

ˇ

DY
“ 13770.7 pb, (36)

σpp ` p Ñ h2 ` Xq

ˇ

ˇ

ˇ

ˇ

GG
“ 227.7 pb. (37)

The result for H˘ production with subsequent decay (34)
is shown in Fig. 9. Here also the value of the h1 mass
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W`

h2

ppp1q

ppp2q

c

s̄

H`

Figure 8. Drell-Yan production of H` with its subsequent
decay to W`

` h2. The diagram with the roles of c and s̄
exchanged has to be added. The diagrams for H´ production
and decay to W´

` h2 are analogous.

enters through the calculation of the total width ΓH˘

and the branching fractions BpH˘ Ñ h2 ` W˘q. We
show the results for the, in our framework here, lowest
possible value for mh1 “ mh2 “ 95.4 GeV and for mh1 “

1000 GeV.

200 400 600 800 1000

0

20

40

60

80

100

120

140

mH± [GeV]

cr
os
s
se
ct
io
n
x
br
an
ch
in
g
fr
ac
tio
n
[p
b]

s =13 TeV

mh′=mh′′

mh′ =1000 GeV

Figure 9. The result for
ř

l“˘
σpp` p Ñ Hl

`Xq ˆ BpHl
Ñ

h2
` W l

q for
?
s “ 13 TeV and mh2 “ 95.4 GeV as function

of the H˘ mass mH˘ . In the lower curve the h1 mass is
set to mh1 “ mh2 “ 95.4 GeV and in the upper curve to
mh1 “ 1000 GeV.

In Fig. 10 we show the cross sections for the Drell-Yan
reactions for production of h2, h1, and H˘ as functions
of the Higgs-boson masses for

?
s “ 13 TeV.

IV. COMPARISON WITH EXPERIMENT AND
DISCUSSIONS

First we discuss σpp ` p Ñ h2 ` Xq ˆ Bph2 Ñ γ `

γq. From the CMS measurement we conclude that for
95.4 GeV there may be an enhancement of this type of
product of the order of 0.01-0.04 pb; see (1) and Fig. 1.
For our h2 with mh2 “ 95.4 GeV we find on the other
hand, using only the Drell-Yan (DY) and the gluon-gluon

200 400 600 800 1000

1

10

100

1000

104

mHiggs [GeV]

cr
os
s
se
ct
io
n
[p
b]

s =13 TeV

h', h''

H±

Figure 10. Cross sections for h2, h1, and H˘ production
in pp collisions at

?
s “ 13 TeV via the Drell-Yan reactions

cc̄ Ñ h2, cc̄ Ñ h1, cs̄ Ñ H`, and sc̄ Ñ H´.

(GG) fusion contributions to σpp ` p Ñ h2 ` Xq,

“

σDYpp ` p Ñ h2 ` Xq ` σGGpp ` p Ñ h2 ` Xq
‰

ˆ Bph2 Ñ γ ` γq “ 0.0079 pb; (38)

see (26), (36), and (37). The product (38) is shown as
function of the h2 mass in Fig. 11.

70 75 80 85 90 95 100 105 110

0.000

0.005

0.010

0.015

0.020

0.025

0.030

mh′′ [GeV]

[σ
D
Y
(h

′′
)+
σ
G
G
(h

′′
)]
x
B
(h
''-
>
γ
γ
)
[p
b] s =13 TeV

Figure 11. The product
“

σDYpp ` p Ñ h2
` Xq ` σGGpp ` p Ñ h2

` Xq
‰

ˆ Bph2
Ñ

γ ` γq for
?
s “ 13 TeV as function of the h2 mass. The

red lines correspond to mh2 “ 95.4 GeV where the CMS
experiment sees an enhancement; see Fig. 1.

It is remarkable that choosing in the MCPM the h2

mass mh2 “ 95.4 GeV we find, without any tuning of
other parameters, a value (38) which is within a factor of
about two equal to the possible experimental result (1).
Of course, this experimental result could be a statistical
fluctuation. Then the above agreement with our theory
would be completely fortuitous. But let us, in the
following, tentatively assume that, indeed, the above
experimental result indicates a new effect. We have then
an experimental and some theoretical comments.
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In [21] the analysis was done for a Standard-Model-
like Higgs boson. We do not know if and how the results
of [21] would change if this assumption is dropped and
if the production modes for our boson h2 would be con-
sidered. It would be nice if the experimentalists could
reanalyse their data in this way.

Our theoretical estimate for σDYpp ` p Ñ h2 ` Xq

is almost certainly a lower limit for this cross section.
We used only the leading-order Drell-Yan formula. For
the usual Drell-Yan reactions, production of the vector
bosons γ˚, Z, W˘, it is known that higher order correc-
tions in αs, the strong coupling parameter, increase σDY;
see for instance chapter 9.2 of [32]. We expect, there-
fore, also for our case a similar situation. Furthermore,
for H˘ with a mass mH˘ ą 175.8 GeV, H˘ production
with subsequent decay H˘ Ñ h2 `W˘ (34) will increase
the h2 yield; see Fig. 9.

Encouraged by these considerations of a possible h2 bo-
son at 95.4 GeV we are now looking at consequences for
the Higgs bosons h1 and H˘ of the MCPM. For this we
use the method of [33]. We consider the oblique param-
eters S, T , U which have been computed and compared
to the electroweak precision data [28] giving

S “ ´0.02 ˘ 0.10, T “ 0.03 ˘ 0.12, U “ 0.01 ˘ 0.11 .
(39)

The masses of the Higgs bosons of the MCPM must re-
spect the bounds on these parameters given in (39). Now
we fix in the MCPM the masses of ρ1 and h2:

mρ1 “ 125.25 GeV, mh2 “ 95.4 GeV. (40)

We get then 1σ, 2σ, and 3σ regions in the mh1–mH˘ plane
as shown in Fig. 12. Interestingly we find an allowed 3σ
interval for the mass of the charged Higgs bosons of the
order of

45 GeV ă mH˘ ă 300 GeV. (41)

The lower limit of mZ{2 « 45 GeV comes from the fact
that a decay Z Ñ H`H´ has not been observed. The
mass of h1 is allowed to be up to 1000 GeV. But such high
masses of h1 are unreasonable in the model. To justify
our perturbative treatment we should probably require
the parameters of the potential (11), (12) to be not too
large. But for mh1 ą 1000 GeV we find from (21)

µ1 ´ µ3 “
m2

h1

2v20
ą 8.2 . (42)

Thus, we consider mh1 “ 1000 GeV as a generous upper
limit up to which the MCPM still could make sense. For
very high values of the quartic parameters µ1, µ2, µ3 of
the potential (11) we would have a strongly interacting
Higgs sector where perturbative calculations would no
longer be reliable.

Figure 12. The allowed regions in the mh1–mH˘ plane due
to the values of the S, T , U parameters (39). The masses of ρ1

and h2 are fixed to mρ1 “ 125.25 GeV and mh2 “ 95.4 GeV.
The shaded areas correspond to the 1σ, 2σ, and 3σ uncer-
tainties of S, T , U in (39).

V. LEPTONIC DECAYS OF Ds MESONS IN
THE MCPM

In this section we shall discuss aspects of flavor physics
in the MCPM, that is, physics governed by the CKM
matrix V; see (15). In the strict symmetry limit of the
MCPM we have from (16) VMCPM “ 13. Thus we can
only give estimates/predictions at present for reactions
involving the diagonal elements of the CKM matrix. But
let us note that in the SM there is no prediction or es-
timate for the CKM matrix which could in principle be
any unitary matrix. In contrast to this, we have in the
MCPM in the strict symmetry limit the result V “ 13

which is quite a good approximation to what is found by
experiments; see (18).

Keeping all this in mind we shall here study the lep-
tonic decays of the charm-strange mesons D˘

s ,

D`
s ppq Ñ l`pk1, s1q ` νlpk2, s2q, (43)

D´
s ppq Ñ l´pk1, s1q ` ν̄lpk2, s2q, l “ e, µ, τ . (44)

Herre p, k1, k2 are the momenta and s1, s2 the helicities
of the particles. In the SM these decays proceed through
W -boson exchange. In the MCPM we have in addition,
for the muonic decay only, exchange of the H˘ bosons;
see Fig. 13

The decays (43) and (44) have been studied thoroughly
in the literature; see e.g. [34, 35] and the review 72 of [28].
To leading order these low-energy processes are governed
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(a)

l`pk1, s1q

νlpk2, ssq

D`
s ppq

W`

c

s̄

(b)

µ`
pk1, s1q

νµpk2, ssq

D`
s ppq

H`

c

s̄

Figure 13. Diagrams of leading order for the leptonic decay of
D˘

s . In (a) we have the W -exchange diagram for l “ e, µ, τ ,
in (b) the H˘ exchange diagram of the MCPM which con-
tributes only to the muonic decay. The diagrams for D´

s

decay are analogous.

by effective Lagrangians. The exchange of the W gives

LpW q

eff pxq “ ´
GF
?
2

ÿ

l“e,µ,τ

"

ν̄lpxqγλp1 ´ γ5qlpxqs̄pxqV ˚
csγλp1 ´ γ5qcpxq

` l̄pxqγλp1 ´ γ5qνlpxqc̄pxqVcsγλp1 ´ γ5qspxq

*

, (45)

where GF is Fermi’s constant and Vcs is the appropri-
ate element of the Cabibbo-Kobayashi-Maskawa (CKM)
matrix. The effective Lagrangian for H˘ exchange reads,
using the couplings shown in Fig. 4

LpHq

eff pxq “
1

m2
H˘

JpxqJ:pxq . (46)

Here we have with v0 from (20)

Jpxq “
mτ

?
2v0

µ̄pxqp1 ´ γ5qνµpxq

´
mt ´ mb

?
2v0

s̄pxqcpxq ´
mt ` mb

?
2v0

s̄pxqγ5cpxq,

J:pxq “
mτ

?
2v0

ν̄µpxqp1 ` γ5qµpxq

´
mt ´ mb

?
2v0

c̄pxqspxq `
mt ` mb

?
2v0

c̄pxqγ5spxq .

(47)

In the following we shall calculate the matrix elements
for the decays (43) and (44) in leading order neglect-
ing neutrino masses and mixings. The hadronic parts
of these matrix elements are then QCD quantities which
have to respect parity (P ), time-reversal (T ) and charge-
conjugation (C) invariance. We have

x0|c̄pxqγλγ5spxq|D´
s ppqy

“ x0|s̄pxqγλγ5cpxq|D`
s ppqy

“ ipλfDs
e´ip¨x, f˚

Ds
“ fDs

, (48)

and

x0|c̄pxqγ5spxq|D´
s ppqy

“ x0|s̄pxqγ5cpxq|D`
s ppqy

“ ´imDs
f̃Ds

e´ip¨x, f̃˚
Ds

“ f̃Ds
. (49)

For the following it is convenient to define

r “

ˆ

fDs

f̃Ds

˙1{2

. (50)

The decay constant fDs
has been computed by lattice

QCD methods. A recent review [35] gives

fDs
“ p249.9 ˘ 0.5q MeV; (51)

see also Table 72.4 of [28]. To estimate f̃Ds
we can use

the divergence relation (see [34])

i
B

Bxλ
c̄pxqγλγ5spxq “ ´pmc ` msqc̄pxqγ5spxq . (52)

This gives from (48) and (49)

f̃Ds
“

mDs

mc ` ms
fDs

. (53)

The problem with (53) is that we do not know at which
scale we should take the quark masses mc and ms. Using
the MS masses as quoted in PDG [28] we get for fDs

{f̃Ds

and r “ pfDs{f̃Dsq1{2

fDs

f̃Ds

“
mc ` ms

mDs

“ 0.69, r “

d

fDs

f̃Ds

“ 0.83 . (54)

But maybe we should, for the low energy decays (43)
and (44), rather use constituent quark masses mc and
ms. Therefore, we give now another estimate for f̃Ds

.
We split the Dirac-field operators into upper and lower
components,

cpxq “

ˆ

φcpxq

χcpxq

˙

, spxq “

ˆ

φspxq

χspxq

˙

. (55)

We have then

c̄pxqγ0γ5spxq “ φ:
cpxqχspxq ` χ:

cpxqφspxq,

c̄pxqγ5spxq “ φ:
cpxqχspxq ´ χ:

cpxqφspxq .
(56)

For non-relativistic antiquark c̄ and quark s in the
D´

s state at rest, p “ pR “ pmDs
, 0, 0, 0qT, we ex-

pect that only the terms χ:
cφs in (56) will contribute

to x0|c̄pxqγ0γ5spxq|D´
s ppRqy and x0|c̄pxqγ5spxq|D´

s ppRqy.
Thus, we expect to have

x0|c̄pxqγ0γ5spxq|D´
s ppRqy

« x0|χ:
cpxqφspxq|D´

s ppRqy

« ´x0|c̄pxqγ5spxq|D´
s ppRqy . (57)
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From (48) and (49) we get then

f̃Ds
« fDs

,
fDs

f̃Ds

« 1, r “

d

fDs

f̃Ds

« 1 . (58)

In the following we shall, for our estimates, assume the
ratio r (50) to be in the range

0.8 ď r ď 1.2 . (59)

Now we can calculate the T -matrix element for the
decay (43) where we take the final state as

|l`pk1, s1q, νlpk2, s2qy “ b:

l pk1, s1qa:
νl

pk2, s2q|0y . (60)

Here b: and a: are the appropriate creation operators.
By (60) we have fixed the phase of the final state. In the
SM we have only the W -exchange diagram, Fig. 13 (a),
and we get the well known result

xl`pk1, s1q, νlpk2, s2q|T |D`
s ppqySM

“ i
GF
?
2
V ˚
csmlfDs

ūνl
pk2, s2qp1`γ5qvlpk1, s1q, l “ e, µ, τ .

(61)

For the decay rates this gives

ΓpD`
s Ñ l`νlqSM

“
G2

F

8π
|fDs

|2|Vcs|2mDs
m2

l

ˆ

1 ´
m2

l

m2
Ds

˙2

, l “ e, µ, τ .

(62)

The factors ml in (61) and m2
l in (62) are the famous

helicity-suppression factors which lead to the hierarchy

ΓpD`
s Ñ e`νeqSM

! ΓpD`
s Ñ µ`νµqSM

! ΓpD`
s Ñ τ`ντ qSM . (63)

We note that the SM decay rates (62) contain the factor
|Vcs|2 which, a priori, is not fixed in the SM, except for
0 ď |Vcs|2 ď 1. Thus, these decay rates are one possibil-
ity to determine |Vcs|, and this is indeed what is done.
Taking our leading order calculation (62) for the τ`ντ
decay we get with the masses and the total width ΓDs

from PDG [28],

BpD`
s Ñ τ`ντ qSM

“ |Vcs|2
G2

F

8π
|fDs

|2mDs
m2

τ

ˆ

1 ´
m2

τ

m2
Ds

˙2

Γ´1
Ds

“ |Vcs|2 ¨ 5.51 ˆ 10´2 . (64)

Comparing this with the experimental value from
PDG [28],

BpD`
s Ñ τ`ντ qexp “ p5.32 ˘ 0.11q ˆ 10´2 (65)

we get, taking the central value from (65),

|Vcs| “ 0.982 . (66)

This is close to the value |Vcs| “ 0.975 ˘ 0.006 which is
obtained taking into account experimental results for lep-
tonic plus semileptonic Ds decays and theoretical correc-
tions in the SM calculations; see (12.10) of the review 12
of [28].

Finally we consider the ratio

Rτµ “
ΓpD`

s Ñ τ`ντ q

ΓpD`
s Ñ µ`νµq

. (67)

In the SM this ratio is fixed, as there |Vcs|2 drops out:

Rτµ|SM “

m2
τ

´

1 ´
m2

τ

m2
Ds

¯2

m2
µ

´

1 ´
m2

µ

m2
Ds

¯2 . (68)

With the masses of the particles from PDG [28] we get

Rτµ|SM “ 9.75 ; (69)

see (72.27) of [28]. There, the experimental value is
quoted as

Rτµ|exp “ 9.82 ˘ 0.40 . (70)

Now we come to the decays (43) and (44) in the
MCPM, remembering that our predictions should be con-
sidered as reasonable estimates as discussed in Sec. II.
In the MCPM we have for the decay D`

s Ñ l`νl with
l “ e, τ the prediction as in (62) but setting Vcs “ 1.
Thus, we predict in the MCPM

ΓpD`
s Ñ τ`ντ qMCPM “

G2
F

8π
|fDs |2mDsm

2
τ

ˆ

1 ´
m2

τ

m2
Ds

˙2

,

(71)

BpD`
s Ñ τ`ντ qMCPM “ 5.51 ˆ 10´2 . (72)

This agrees with experiment (65) to within 3.6% or 1.7 σ.
For the decay D`

s Ñ µ`νµ we have in the MCPM
both, the W - and the H-exchange diagram; see Fig. 13.
This gives

xµ`pk1, s1q, νµpk2, s2q|T |D`
s ppqyMCPM

“ i
GF
?
2
mµfDs

„

1 ´
m̄2

r2m2
H˘

ȷ

ūνµpk2, s2qp1`γ5qvµpk1, s1q ,

(73)

where r is defined in (50) and

m̄2 “
mτ pmt ` mbq

2v20

?
2mDs

GFmµ
“ p76.5 GeVq2 . (74)
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From (71) and (73) we get for the ratio Rτµ (67) in the
MCPM

Rτµ|MCPM “

m2
τ

´

1 ´
m2

τ

m2
Ds

¯2

m2
µ

´

1 ´
m2

µ

m2
Ds

¯2

ˆ

1 ´
m̄2

r2m2
H˘

˙´2

. (75)

Note that in the SM ΓpD`
s Ñ τ`νµq contains the free

parameter |Vcs| and Rτµ is fixed; see (62) and (68), re-
spectively. In the strict symmetry limit of the MCPM
the situation is reversed: ΓpD`

s Ñ τ`νµq is fixed, and
Rτµ contains the free parameter mH˘ ; see (71) and (75),
respectively.

In Fig. 14 we show Rτµ|MCPM as function of rmH˘

and the experimental value Rτµ|exp from (70). We find
agreement of the MCPM prediction with the experimen-
tal value at the 1σ, 2σ, and 3σ level for

r ¨ mH˘ ě 500 GeV at 1σ level.
r ¨ mH˘ ě 373 GeV at 2σ level.
r ¨ mH˘ ě 313 GeV at 3σ level.

(76)

500 1000 1500 2000
8

9

10

11

12

r mH± [GeV]

R
τμ

▲

Figure 14. The ratio Rτµ (67). Shown are the experimental
value with its one, two, and three sigma deviations as shaded
regions, and the prediction of the MCPM (75) as function of
rmH˘ (full line). A small triangle at the ordinate shows the
prediction of the SM.

With the ratio r in the range (59) this translates to

mH˘ ě 416 GeV at 1σ level.
mH˘ ě 311 GeV at 2σ level.
mH˘ ě 261 GeV at 3σ level.

(77)

VI. CONCLUSIONS

In this work we have explored the consequences of
assuming that the possible anomaly seen by CMS [21]
in the γγ yield at 95.4 GeV may be due to pro-
duction and decay of the h2 boson of the MCPM.

We found from our calculation for the product
σpp ` p Ñ h2 ` Xq ˆ Bph2 Ñ γ ` γq « 0.01 pb.
We argued that this should be considered rather as a
lower limit from theory. How could experimentalists
explore the consequences of this finding further?

The MCPM gives also predictions for the decay h2 Ñ

µ`µ´ from the coupling shown in Fig. 3,

Γph2 Ñ µ`µ´q “ 0.198 MeV,

Bph2 Ñ µ`µ´q “ 3.44 ˆ 10´5 .
(78)

Therefore, we have the prediction for mh2 “ 95.4 GeV
“

σDYpp ` p Ñ h2 ` Xq ` σGGpp ` p Ñ h2 ` Xq
‰

ˆ Bph2 Ñ µ` ` µ´q “ 0.481 pb. (79)

But mh2 “ 95.4 GeV is rather close to the Z mass
mZ « 91.2 GeV and the decay Z Ñ µ`µ´ will present
a large source of background. Maybe one could consider
the ratio of µ`µ´ and e`e´ production. For µ`µ´ the
boson h2 will contribute but not for e`e´.

Finally, the best way to establish the h2 would be to
observe its main decay h2 Ñ cc̄, that is, h2 Ñ charm jet
plus anticharm jet. Clearly, this represents a formidable
challenge from the experimental side given the back-
ground from QCD cc̄ jets and Z Ñ cc̄ decays. The pos-
sibility to observe the production of h2 with subsequent
decay to charm jets plus anticharm jet will depend on
how well charm tagging can be done and what a resolu-
tion of the invariant mass of two such tagged jets can be
achieved. Such an experimental study is far beyond the
scope of this article, where we focus on the theoretical
predictions. In this context it may be very advantageous
to consider diffractive production of the h2 in pp col-
lisions, where the h2 is produced in pomeron-pomeron
(P-P) collisions. This type of reactions was first dis-
cussed in [36], where two processes were identified, the
inclusive and exclusive one; see Figs. 1 and 2 of [36]. In
the exclusive case we have P`P Ñ h2, that is,

p ` p Ñ p ` h2 ` p . (80)

In the inclusive case we have P ` P Ñ h2 ` X, where
X would consist of two (presumably rather low energy)
gluonic jets close to beam direction

p ` p Ñ p ` h2 ` X ` p . (81)

In [36] numerical estimates for Higgs production via the
inclusive reaction (81) were presented. Numerical results
for the exclusive Higgs-production reaction (80) were first
presented in [37]. For reviews of exclusive SM-Higgs pro-
duction we refer to [38–41].

Studying the reactions (80) and (81) will require
measurement of the outgoing protons, that is, it would
need forward detectors. Then one could make a missing-
mass analysis for detecting the possible production of
h2 and with a central detector the remnant X in (81)
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and the decays of h2 could be analysed. Presumably,
in such a setup there will be much less background
than in normal inclusive h2 production, where it will be
accompanied by a large number of SM particles. The
exclusive process (80) also offers the possibility to check
the pseudoscalar couplings to fermions of the boson h2.
For this one could use the methods explained in [42, 43].

In Sec. V we have discussed MCPM effects in the
leptonic decays of the charm-strange mesons D˘

s . The
MCPM gave us a prediction/estimate for the decay rate
of D`

s Ñ τ`ντ without free parameters. The correspond-
ing branching fraction agrees with experiment at the level
of 3.6% corresponding to 1.7 σ.

Then we studied the ratio Rτµ of the decay rates to
τντ and µνµ leptons; see Fig. 14. From this we concluded
that the charged Higgs-bosons H˘ of the MCPM should
have a mass mH˘ Á 261 GeV. On the other hand, our
study of the oblique parameters S, T , U in Fig. 12 sug-
gested mH˘ À 300 GeV. Thus, we have in the MCPM the
prediction that there should be a pair of charged Higgs
bosons H˘ at a mass around mH˘ « 300 GeV. The main
production mode of H˘ at the LHC should be the Drell-
Yan reaction with cs̄ and sc̄ fusion, see Fig. 8, where also
the subsequent decay H` Ñ W`h2 is indicated. The
Drell-Yan production cross sections for the H˘ bosons
are shown in Fig. 10.

In Fig. 15 we show the branching fractions of H˘ as
calculated in the MCPM. This is an update of Fig. 9
of [19]. In our present figure we have set the mass of the
scalar boson h1 to mh1 “ 200 GeV. A higher mass mh1

would shift the threshold of the decay channel H` Ñ h1`

W` to the right, that is, to higher values of mH` . The
main decay mode of a H˘ with a mass around mH˘ “

300 GeV is predicted to be H` Ñ cs̄, that is, the decay
to a charm plus a strange jet. But a notable decay mode
with a branching fraction around 21% is predicted to be
H` Ñ h2 `W`. This could give an interesting signal for
experimental searches, since the W` should rather easily
be detectable through its decays.

0 100 200 300 400 500 600

10-5

0.001

0.100

mH+ [GeV]

br
an
ch
in
g
ra
tio

H+⟶ cs

H+⟶ μνμ

H+⟶h'W +

H+⟶h''W +

Figure 15. Branching fractions for the H` Higgs-boson decay
channels as functions of mH` . We have set mh2 “ 95.4 GeV
and mh1 “ 200 GeV.

Finally we can ask about effects of the MCPM in other
areas of particle physics, for instance, involving top and
bottom quarks and τ leptons. As stated in [17] and re-
called here in Sec. II these fermions have in the MCPM
exactly the same couplings to the MCPM boson ρ1 as they
have in the SM to the SM Higgs boson. Also, ρ1 behaves
very much like the SM Higgs boson; see the list of Feyn-
man rules of the MCPM in [19]. Thus, MCPM effects
involving t, b, and τ fermions distinct from SM effects
are expected to be very small. Next we can ask about
MCPM effects for particles containing charm quarks. Ex-
change of the h2 will contribute to the cc̄ potential; see
Fig. 16. But due to (23) this will be a weak correction

c c̄

h2

Figure 16. Diagram for h2 exchange contributing to the cc̄
potential.

to the strong cc̄ potential, similar to Z exchange. Thus,
it will be hard to observe this h2 effect. In decays like

J{Ψ Ñ hadrons ` ph2 Ñ µ`µ´q (82)

the virtual h2 has a coupling of the order of the electro-
magnetic one to the charm quarks; see (23), (24). But
its couplings to µ`µ´ is (see Fig. 3)

c2
µ “ ´

mτ

v0
“ ´

1.777 GeV
246 GeV

“ ´7.2 ¨ 10´3. (83)

Thus, |c2
µ| is much smaller than e (24), and decays

like (82) are expected to be extremely rare, much rarer
than weak decays of the J{Ψ!

To conclude: motivated by the findings of CMS [21]
we have explored the consequences of having the pseu-
doscalar Higgs boson h2 of the MCPM at a mass of
95.4 GeV. We have presented arguments from a study
of the oblique parameters and of Ds leptonic decays that
the charged Higgs-boson pair H˘ of the MCPM should
have a mass mH˘ around 300 GeV. We have then given
a number of predictions which experimentalists working
at LHC should be able to check. Thus, as it should be,
our theory is falsifiable.
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