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Abstract

We study the perturbative unitarity bound given by higher dimensional bosonic

operators up to dim-6 for the two-Higgs-doublet model (2HDM). They lead to new

physics beyond the Standard Model. We point out that such operators can lead to

a larger cross-section in the vector boson fusion channels for the scalars, compared

to the tree-level 2HDM. We have obtained limits on a few bosonic operators up to

dim-6 for 2HDM, by ensuring unitarity of the S-matrix.
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Chapter 1

Introduction

From the centuries describing the constituents of matter and their interactions has

been a goal of humankind. Already in the sixth century BC, the first ideas about

the smallest units forming larger structures arose in India. Around 450 BC Dem-

ocritus coined the term “atom” which is still in use today. It was not until 1967,

leaving out many significant milestones of discovery in nuclear and particle physics

of course, that our understanding of how to describe elementary particles drastically

improved. Combining electromagnetic and weak interaction incorporating the Higgs

mechanism, the Standard Model of particle physics was born. The Standard Model

is one of the most successful theories which describes strong, weak, and electromag-

netic forces and interactions between the elementary particles. The Lagrangian of

SM has a particular type of mathematical symmetries due to which equations of

motion derived from this Lagrangian have enabled physicists to make predictions

about various observables which successfully tested in particle physics laboratories.

The Higgs mechanism is essential to give rise to the masses of all the elementary par-

ticles through spontaneous symmetry breaking of the gauge symmetry. On July 4th

2012 at the Large Hadron Collider (LHC) discovery of a Higgs-like scalar boson con-

firms that the Higgs mechanism is responsible for electroweak symmetry breaking.

Even though the SM has been very successful in describing most of the elementary

particles phenomenology, it is unable to explain various experimental observations,

like neutrino mass, and the observed matter-antimatter asymmetry. Moreover, the

1



2 Chapter 1. Introduction

Standard Model does not incorporate the theory of gravitation.

1.1 The Standard Model

The standard model is the theory which is trying to carry all fundamental forces

of nature (except gravity) - under one umbrella and describe the nature of interac-

tions between fundamental particles. These fundamental forces are strong, weak and

electromagnetic interactions in terms of local gauge symmetries SU(3)C , SU(2)L,

and U(1)Y respectively. The local gauge group SU(3)C represents the strong in-

teraction between quarks and gluons. Similarly, group SU(2)L is responsible for

electroweak interactions. The massive W± and Z bosons, mediate the weak force

whereas a massless vector gauge boson, the photon, mediate the electromagnetic

force between electrically charged particles. There are three distinct gauge coupling

constants, g1, g2, and g3 corresponding to these groups, which help to determine the

strength of the forces in SM. The gauge coupling constant g3 for group SU(3)C is

large, e.g., g3 = 1.17 at an energy scale Mt = 173 GeV. The electromagnetic force is

small compared to the strong force due to the smallness of g1 and g2, e.g., g1 = 0.36

and g2 = 0.67 at the energy scale Mt. These show that weak force is even smaller

than the electromagnetic force and massive gauge boson mediator suppressed it.

According to the Standard Model, the elementary particles classified into four cat-

egories:

• Quarks

• Leptons

• Gauge Bosons

• Higgs Particle

Six quarks and six leptons and their antiparticles. Each quark comes with three

colors namely red, green, and blue. The SM also includes gauge bosons such as

photon, W±, Z, and gluons and one neutral Higgs field (see Fig. 1.1). In the SM,
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Figure 1.1: Fundamental particles make up the Standard Model of particle physics.

the masses of all particles is given by Higgs particle only. A left-handed up-type

quark and a left-handed down-type quark together form a quark doublet under

SU(2)L. Similarly, a left-handed charged lepton and the corresponding left-handed

neutrino forms a doublet. Right-handed fermions are singlets under the same group.

The left-handed quark doublet QL and lepton doublet χL are denoted as,

QL ≡

(
uL

dL

)
and χL ≡

(
νlL

lL

)
,

Right-handed quark singlet qR and lepton singlet lR are given by,

qR = uR, dR; and lR, (1.1.1)

where u represents the up-type quarks of the three generations u, c, t; and d stands

for the down-type quarks d, s, b. The charged leptons are represented by l = e, µ, τ

with the corresponding left-handed neutrinos νl = νe, νµ, ντ . SM does not deal with

right-handed neutrinos. Also, the complex doublet scalar field in the SM is given

by,

φ =

(
φ+

φ0

)
,

where φ+ = φ1+iφ2√
2

is the complex charged scalar field and φ0 = φ3+iφ4√
2

is the neutral

complex scalar field. These complex scalar transform as a doublet under SU(2)L.
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The SM Lagrangian is given by,

LSM = Lfermions + Lgauge + LHiggs + LY ukawa.

The kinetic terms of the fermions and their interactions with gauge bosons is given

by,

Lfermions = iQL γ
µDL

µ QL + iχL γ
µDL

µ χL + iqR γ
µDR

µ qR + ilR γ
µDR

µ lR,

where the covariant derivative of fermion doublet with left chirality is defined as,

DL
µ =

(
∂µ + ig2T

aW a
µ + ig1

Y

2
Bµ

)
,

and the covariant derivative of singlet fermion with right chirality is given by,

DR
µ =

(
∂µ + ig1

Y

2
Bµ

)
.

The second and third terms of the equation 1.1 are related to SU(2)L and U(1)Y

gauge transformations respectively. W a
µ (a=1,2,3) are the SU(2)L gauge bosons,

corresponding to three generators of SU(2)L group and Bµ is the U(1)Y gauge

boson. In the SM, the generators of SU(2)L are 2× 2 matrices T a = 1
2
τa, where the

τa, are the Pauli spin matrices,

τ 1 =

(
0 1

1 0

)
, τ 2 =

(
0 −i
i 0

)
, τ 3 =

(
1 0

0 −1

)
.

Y is the weak hypercharge operator, generator of U(1)Y group. The hypercharge

operator, defined as a linear combination of the electromagnetic charge operator Q

and the third generator T 3 = τ3

2
of SU(2)L, is given by,

Y = 2(Q− T 3).

The gauge part of the Lagrangian contains the kinetic term and interaction term of

the gauge bosons. It is given by,

Lgauge = −1

4
W a
µνW

a,µν − 1

4
BµνB

µν .

The field strength tensors are defined as,

Bµν = ∂µBν − ∂νBµ,

W a
µν = ∂µW

a
ν − ∂νW

a
µ − g2ϵ

abcW b
µW

c
ν ,
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where ϵabc is structure constant of SU(2)L group such that [T a, T b] = iϵabcT c.

In the SM, the gauge symmetry prevents us from adding explicit mass terms for

gauge bosons. As a result, in the limit of exact symmetry, all gauge bosons are

massless. To incorporate the massive W± and Z bosons into the SM, the Higgs

mechanism has been developed to circumvent this constraint on the mass. In this

mechanism, the masses of all particles (except neutrinos) are obtained through the

spontaneous breaking of the SU(2)L ⊗ U(1)Y gauge symmetry at the electroweak

scale.

The part of the Lagrangian, which is responsible for the masses of the gauge bosons

and the Higgs and also to the interaction between the Higgs and the gauge bosons,

is given by,

LHiggs = (DL,µφ)†(DL
µφ)− V (φ), (1.1.2)

where V (φ) is the SM Higgs potential, and is given by,

V (φ) = m2φ†φ+ λ(φ†φ)2, (1.1.3)

with, φ ≡

(
φ+

φ0

)
=

(
φ1+iφ2√

2
φ3+iφ4√

2

)
, (1.1.4)

The electroweak symmetry breaking and how the particles get masses will be dis-

cussed in the following.

Robert Brout, François Englert, and Peter Higgs group proposed the electroweak

symmetry breaking (EWSB) which is also known as Higgs mechanism in Standard

Model [3, 4]. In this mechanism, the real component φ3 of the neutral complex

scalar of the electroweak doublet acquires a non-vanishing vacuum expectation value

(VEV) leading to EWSB. As a result, the gauge group SU(2)L ⊗ U(1)Y is broken

down to U(1)EM , the symmetry group that corresponds to electromagnetism.

In the SM, the Higgs potential V (φ), which is responsible for spontaneous symmetry

breaking, is given in eqn. 1.1.3,

V (φ) = m2φ†φ+ λ(φ†φ)2.

For λ < 0, the potential goes to −∞ as |φ| → ∞, i.e., it gets unbounded from below

at very high field values. So λ is taken to be positive. If m2 > 0, the minimum of the
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potential is found at |φ| =
√

⟨0|φ†φ|0⟩ = 0, where |0⟩ represents the ground state.

However, the minimum occurs at |φ| =
√
⟨0|φ†φ|0⟩ =

√
−m2

2λ
= v√

2
for m2 < 0

and λ > 0. In the former case, the symmetry is unbroken while in the latter case

symmetry is apparently broken.

Figure 1.2: Schematic diagram of the Higgs potential. The potential is symmetric
about the vertical axis and broken at minimum. The circular line indicates the
remaining U(1) symmetry.

The fields φ1, φ2 and φ4 in eqn. 1.1.4 are not physical fields and do not receive any

VEV. They can be removed by a particular gauge choice, known as unitary gauge

choice. These unphysical fields, known as the Goldstone bosons, are ‘eaten’ by the

massless W± and the Z bosons, so that they get massive. In this gauge, the scalar

field can be written as,

φ =

(
0
h+v√

2

)
,

where φ3 = h+ v, h is the physical Higgs boson. Using the eqns. 1.1.3, and 1.1, the

eqn. 1.1.2 can be written explicitly as,

LHiggs =
1

2
∂µh∂

µh+ (h+ v)2
(
g22
4
W+
µ W

µ− +
g21 + g22

8
ZµZ

µ

)
− 1

4
λ(h+ v)2((h+ v)2 − 2v2) + ... (1.1.5)

The chargedW± bosons are defined asW±
µ =

W 1
µ∓iW 2

µ√
2

. The Z boson and photon are

orthogonal combinations of W 3
µ and Bµ: Zµ = cWW

3
µ − sWBµ and Aµ = sWW

3
µ +

cWBµ. cW ≡ cos θW and sW ≡ sin θW , where θW is the Weinberg angle. It can be
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expressed in terms of the gauge coupling constants as,

θW = cos−1

(
g2√
g21 + g22

)
.

One can express the electric charge in terms of the gauge coupling constants g1 and

g2 as, e =
g1g2√
g21+g

2
2

, which determines the strength of the electromagnetic interaction.

The mass terms forW± and Z bosons as well as for the Higgs boson h from eqn. 1.1.5

can be identified as,

M2
W =

1

4
g22v

2, (1.1.6)

M2
Z =

1

4
(g21 + g22)v

2, (1.1.7)

M2
h = 2λv2, (1.1.8)

where the photon Aµ remains massless after symmetry breaking, i.e., the vacuum

breaks the original symmetry SU(2)L × U(1)Y in such a way that only the U(1)EM

survives as the residual symmetry with a conserved charge Q = T3 +
Y
2
.

1.2 Organization of the Thesis

The organization of the thesis is as follows:

This chapter starts general introduction to Standard Model theory. In the second

Chapter, Extended scalar sector such as type-II two Higgs doublet model have been

reviewed. After that, effective field theory approach for heavier NP Particles in terms

of higher dimensional operator discussed. The expression of the longitudinal vector

gauge boson scattering of the processes like (a)W±
LW

∓
L → W±

LW
∓
L , (b) W

±
LW

±
L →

W±
LW

±
L and (c)W+

LW
−
L → ZLZL have been reviewed, and these amplitudes are

changed on the inclusion of the dimension-six operator and it has been discussed

in the third Chapter. In the fourth Chapter, the unitarity of scattering matrix and

unitarity bound given by higher dimensional bosonic operators up to dim-6 for two-

Higgs-doublet model (2HDM) has been discussed.

The last Chapter provides the summary and the conclusions of this thesis work.
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Chapter 2

Extended Higgs Sector

2.1 Introduction

In 2012, the collaborations of ATLAS and CMS at the Large Hadron Collider (LHC)

at the CERN discovered a new scalar resonance with a mass ∼ 125 GeV which the

last missing piece of the Standard Model (SM) – the Higgs boson [1, 2]. From ex-

perimental data, the measured value of the Higgs mass, mh ≈ 125 GeV, it shows

that the Higgs potential of the SM is not stable up to very high energy scales. Al-

though, the discovered Higgs boson may be SM Higgs or just one of the Higgs in

the extended SM. One well-motivated direction for discovering physics beyond the

SM is to search for additional Higgs bosons. The SM relies on the minimal choice

of a single SU(2) scalar doublet giving masses to all the massive particles contained

in the SM. Extension of the SM scalar sector is a common practice in constructing

BSM models.

Adding a second SU(2) doublet scalar to the SM field content represents one of the

simple possible extensions of the Standard Model (SM) of strong and electroweak

(EW) interactions. Apart from the direct search for bounds on the parameter space

of 2HDM [7]. They are various types of theoretical constraints imposed on 2HDM

like perturbativity, unitarity and vacuum stability, etc. For the 2HDM to behave

as a perturbative quantum field theory at any given scale, one must impose the

conditions like |λi| ≤ 4π (i = 1, 2, .., 6). On applying such conditions, one implies

upper bounds on the values of the couplings at low as well as high scales.

9
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If beyond 2HDM any new physics exists as a decoupled sector from the mass scale

of 2HDM, the outcome of such new physics can be expressed in terms of the higher-

dimensional operators in an effective theory where the fields of 2HDM constitute

the low-energy spectrum [8]. Such an effective theory is dubbed as the two-Higgs-

doublet model effective field theory (2HDMEFT) in the literature. A complete

basis of the Operators upto dimension-six in 2HDMEFT has been introduced only

recently [9]. We impose a more stringent condition of unitarity on 2HDM tree-level

with the 6-dim operators, and we evaluate bounds on higher dimensional bosonic

operators up to dim-6.

2.2 Two Higgs Doublet Model

In the 2HDM, we introduce two SU(2)L doublets φi (i = 1, 2)[7]:

φi =
1√
2

( √
2w+

i

(hi + vi) + izi

)
. (2.2.1)

where vi are the vacuum expectation values (VEV) of the neutral components,

satisfying v21 + v22 = v2, with v = 246 GeV. The ratio of VEVs is defined as tan β ≡
v2/v1. The 2HDM Lagrangian for φi can be written as

L =
∑
i

|Dµφi|2 − V (φ1, φ2) + LYuk, (2.2.2)

where the first term denotes the kinetic term for the two Higgs doublets, V (φ1, φ2)

is the Higgs potential and the last term denotes the Yukawa interactions between

φi and the SM fermions.

2.2.1 The Scalar Potential

There are two equivalent notations that are used in the literature [6] to write the

2HDM scalar potential with a softly broken Z2 symmetry (φ1 → φ1, φ2 → −φ2) :
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Parametrization 1 :

V (φ1, φ2) = m2
11φ

†
1φ1 +m2

22φ
†
2φ2 −

(
m2

12φ
†
1φ2 + h.c.

)
+
β1
2

(
φ†
1φ1

)2
+
β2
2

(
φ†
2φ2

)2
+ β3

(
φ†
1φ1

)(
φ†
2φ2

)
+ β4

(
φ†
1φ2

)(
φ†
2φ1

)
+

{
β5
2

(
φ†
1φ2

)2
+ h.c.

}
. (2.2.3)

Parametrization 2 :

V = λ1

(
φ†
1φ1 −

v21
2

)2

+ λ2

(
φ†
2φ2 −

v22
2

)2

+ λ3

(
φ†
1φ1 + φ†

2φ2 −
v21 + v22

2

)2

+λ4

(
(φ†

1φ1)(φ
†
2φ2)− (φ†

1φ2)(φ
†
2φ1)

)
+ λ5

(
Re φ†

1φ2 −
v1v2
2

)2
+λ6

(
Im φ†

1φ2

)2
. (2.2.4)

The bilinear terms proportional to m2
12 in equation(2.2.3) or λ5 in equation(2.2.4)

breaks the Z2 symmetry softly. cast in the form of equation(2.2.3). The connections

between the parameters of equation(2.2.3) and equation(2.2.4) are given below [6]:

m2
11 = −(λ1v

2
1 + λ3v

2) ; m2
22 = −(λ2v

2
2 + λ3v

2) ; m2
12 =

λ5
2
v1v2 ; β1 = 2(λ1 + λ3) ;

β2 = 2(λ2 + λ3) ; β3 = 2λ3 + λ4 ; β4 =
λ5 + λ6

2
− λ4 ; β5 =

λ5 − λ6
2

. (2.2.5)

In equation(2.2.5), v =
√
v21 + v22 = 246 GeV, where v1 and v2 are the vevs of the

two doublets φ1 and φ2 respectively. For the part of this article, we choose to work

with the notation of Eq. (2.2.4).

After EW symmetry breaking, the physical 2HDM scalar spectrum consists of five

states: two CP-even Higgses h, H with mh < mH , a CP-odd scalar A and a charged

scalar pair H±, which may be written as(
H

h

)
=

(
cα sα

−sα cα

) (
h1

h2

)
,

(2.2.6)(
G

A

)
=

(
cβ sβ

−sβ cβ

) (
z1

z2

)
,

(
G±

H±

)
=

(
cβ sβ

−sβ cβ

) (
w±

1

w±
2

)
,

where, cβ(α) ≡ cos β(α) and sβ(α) ≡ sin β(α).
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The mixing angle of the CP-even sector is defined through the following relation:

tan 2α =
2
(
λ3 +

λ5
4

)
v1v2

λ1v21 − λ2v22 +
(
λ3 +

λ5
4

)
(v21 − v22)

. (2.2.7)

The Goldstone bosons G and G± are absorbed as longitudinal components of the Z

and W± bosons. In the limit cβ−α = 0 (the alignment limit for h), the state h can

be identified with the SM Higgs, its couplings to fermions and gauge bosons being

precisely those predicted by the SM. Note that, equation (2.2.3) and (2.2.4), both

contain eight free parameters. In the notation of equation(2.2.4), these are v1, v2 and

six βi couplings. We can trade v1 and v2 for v =
√
v21 + v22 and tan β. Except for λ5,

all other λ parameters may be traded for four physical scalar masses (mh,mH ,mA

and mH+) and the angle, α. The equivalence of these two sets of parameters is

demonstrated by the following relations:

λ1 =
1

2v2 cos2 β

[
m2
H cos2 α +m2

h sin
2 α− sinα cosα

tan β

(
m2
H −m2

h

)]
−λ5

4

(
tan2 β − 1

)
, (2.2.8a)

λ2 =
1

2v2 sin2 β

[
m2
h cos

2 α +m2
H sin2 α− sinα cosα tan β

(
m2
H −m2

h

)]
−λ5

4

(
cot2 β − 1

)
, (2.2.8b)

λ3 =
1

2v2
sinα cosα

sin β cos β

(
m2
H −m2

h

)
− λ5

4
, (2.2.8c)

λ4 =
2

v2
m2
H+ , (2.2.8d)

λ6 =
2

v2
m2
A . (2.2.8e)

Among these, v is already known to be 246 GeV and it is likely that the lightest

CP-even Higgs is what has been observed at the LHC, then mh is also known (125

GeV). The rest of the parameters need to be constrained from theoretical as well as

experimental considerations.
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2.3 Higher Dimensional Operator

In general, at higher energies 2HDM theory is replaced by some theory of new physics

(NP) which need to satisfy the following [8] :

(i) Its gauge group contains the SM gauge group SU(3)C × SU(2)L×U(1)Y as a

subgroup.

(ii) It contains two Higgs doublets as dynamical degrees of freedom.

(iii) At low energies it reproduces the 2HDM.

The new physics theory which satisfies above condition have heavier NP particles

which are integrated out and their outcome are characterized in terms of Wilson

coefficients of higher-dimension operators overcome by inverse powers of Λ. In our

2HDM case we have

L2HDM = L(4)
2HDM +

1

Λ

∑
i

C
(5)
i O

(5)
i +

1

Λ2

∑
i

C
(6)
i O

(6)
i +O

(
1

Λ3

)
. (2.3.9)

Here L(4)
2HDM is the standard renormalizable 2HDM Lagrangian. O

(5)
i generalize the

Weinberg operator [10] and O
(6)
i denote the dimension-six operators. C

(5)
i and C

(6)
i

are their dimensionless Wilson coefficients. We neglect the effects of operators of

dimension-seven and higher, which are overcome by at least three powers of Λ and

also not considering the effect of the operator of dimension-five. In this thesis, we

only interested in the operator of dimension-six.

2.3.1 Operator Basis

According to Universal theories [12], the deviations in the Higgs boson properties

from SM depicted only in terms of higher dimensional bosonic operators. Both the

Warsaw basis and Strongly interacting light Higgs(SILH) basis are bosonic bases,

i.e., all bosonic operators are kept in those bases [9]. We include all the dimension

six operators in our basis of 2HDMEFT, which is inspired by the Strongly interacting

light Higgs(SILH) basis of SMEFT. The total Lagrangian along with dimension-six

operators looks like [9]:

L = L(4)
2HDM + L(6), (2.3.10)
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where,

L(6) = Lφ4D2 + Lφ2D2X + Lφ2X2 + Lφ6 + Lφ3ψ2 + Lφ2ψ2D + Lφψ2X + LD2X2 + Lψ4 .

(2.3.11)

We have defined our notation as follows: φ, ψ and X stand for the two scalar

doublets, fermions and gauge field strength tensors respectively. D stands for a

derivative. Throughout this thesis, we have worked under the definition of L ⊃
ci(Oi/Λ

2), which means all the Wilson coefficients are named according to the suffix

of the corresponding operator. For example, cBjk is the Wilson coefficient of OBjk.

In this thesis, we have worked under bosonic operator only.

• φ6: Operators with Higgs doublets only, which modify the Higgs potential.

These are the corrections to the potential of the renormalizable 2HDM [9].

• φ4D2: Operators with four Higgs doublets and two derivatives, which recast

the kinetic terms of the Higgs fields, the Higgs-gauge boson interactions and

the W and Z masses.

• φ2X2: Operators with two Higgs doublets and two field strength tensors.

• φ2D2X: Operators with two Higgs doublets, two derivatives two field strength

tensors. These operators contribute to observables, applicable to precision

tests and SM-like Higgs phenomenology.

The bounds on Wilson coefficients are around O(10−3) for φ2X2 and φ2D2X2

types operator, which are directly given by measurement of the decay width h →
γγ, Zγ [11]. Due to which these operators are irrelevant for our purpose.



Chapter 3

Vector Boson Scattering with
Six-dimensional operators

3.1 Introduction

Additional scalars in 2HDM that couple with the W and Z bosons, longitudinal

vector boson scattering along with scalar exchanges should provide a compatible

way to direct search methods to probe into the scalar sector. The unitarity of the

S-matrix for the longitudinal electroweak vector boson scattering VLVL → VLVL

preserved by the Higgs boson in the SM. In the SM, the Higgs boson helps preserve

the unitarity of the S-matrix for the longitudinal electroweak vector boson scattering

VLVL → VLVL. The Higgs boson mediated diagram precisely cancels the residual s-

dependence (where
√
s denotes the energy in the centre-of-mass frame), thus taming

the high energy behaviour of the cross-section appropriately. With an extended

scalar sector, the preservation of unitarity could be a more complex process. In this

section, we discuss about the restoration of unitarity with six-dimensional operator

i.e., ϕ4D2 operator. To the best of our knowledge, these works have not yet been

presented in the literature.

3.2 Vector Boson Scattering under φ4D2 Operator

One can express VLVL → VLVL scattering amplitude as

M = A4E
4
cm + A2E

2
cm + A0 + A−2E

−2
cm + .... (3.2.1)

15
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where, Ecm is the centre-of-mass energy. We need the scalar particles in the model

so A2 becomes exactly zero for Ecm >> Mi(i ≡ W,Z, h,H) and theory becomes

unitarized, i.e., the cross-section will decrease with energy. The gauge and scalar

contributions to A2 and A0 are denoted as,

A2 = A2,g +
∑
S

A2,S

where, S = h,H.

By Ref. [15], the expressions for A2 in 2HDM are given by :

1. W+
LW

−
L → W+

LW
−
L

A2 =
g22(4M

2
W − 3c2WM

2
Z)(1 + x)

2M4
W

− g22
2M2

W

C2 (1 + x) (3.2.2)

2. W+
LW

+
L → W+

LW
+
L

A2 =
g22(3c

2
WM

2
Z − 4M2

W )

M4
W

+
g22
M2

W

C2 (3.2.3)

3. W+
LW

−
L → ZLZL

A2 =
g22c

2
WM

2
Z

M4
W

− g22
cWMWMZ

CC ′ (3.2.4)

where, MV is the mass of V (≡ W±, Z), coupling multipliers C = cos(β − α), C ′ =

sin(β − α), x ≡ cos θ, θ is the scattering angle.

The φ4D2 operators reformulate the Higgs fields [16], giving rise to the rescaling of

the hV V couplings.

cos(β − α) → cos(β − α)(1− x2) + sin(β − α)y (3.2.5)

sin(β − α) → sin(β − α)(1− x1) + cos(β − α)y (3.2.6)

where, x1, x2 and y are functions of the Wilson coefficients of the higher dimensional
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operators and are given by:

x1 =
v2

f 2

(
cH1c

2
βs

2
α + cH2c

2
αs

2
β +

1

8
cH1H2s2αs2β + cH12(c

2
αc

2
β + s2αs

2
β −

1

4
s2αs2β)

+cH1H12cβsα(sαsβ −
1

2
cαcβ) + cH2H12cαsβ(cαcβ −

1

2
sαsβ)

)
,

x2 =
v2

f 2

(
cH1c

2
βc

2
α + cH2s

2
αs

2
β +

1

8
cH1H2s2αs2β + cH12(s

2
αc

2
β + c2αs

2
β −

1

4
s2αs2β)

+cH1H12cβcα(cαsβ −
1

2
sαcβ) + cH2H12sαsβ(sαcβ −

1

2
cαsβ)

)
,

y =
v2

f 2

(1
2
cH1s2αc

2
β −

1

2
cH2s2αs

2
β −

1

8
cH1H2c2αs2β −

1

2
cH12(c2βs2α +

1

2
c2αs2β)

+
1

4
cH1H12(s2αs2β − c2αc

2
β)−

1

4
cH2H12(s2αs2β + c2αs

2
β)
)
.

As a result of reformulating of fields, couplings of both the CP-even neutral scalars

to vector bosons and fermions get altered compared to 2HDM at the tree-level.

With the φ4D2 operator, we found an expression for A2 in terms of cos(β − α) and

tan β for various VLVL scattering process. In the figs.(1), (2) and (3) show the plot

between A2 and cos(β − α) at fixed value of tan β for various VLVL scattering process

in 2HDM tree level and 2HDM with φ4D2 operator.

- 1.0 - 0.5 0.0 0.5 1.0

0.00000

0.00005

0.00010

0.00015

cos ( β - α )

A
2

Figure 3.1: The effect of φ4D2 on A2 for W±
LW

∓
L → W±

LW
∓
L . The black line shows

the variation of A2 with cos(β − α) for 2HDM. Blue and red lines show the variation
of A2 for tan β equal to 1 and 5 respectively in 2HDM with the 6-dim. operator.
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- 1.0 - 0.5 0.0 0.5 1.0

- 0.00015

- 0.00010

- 0.00005

0.00000

cos ( β - α )

A
2

Figure 3.2: The effect of φ4D2 on A2 for W±
LW

±
L → W±

LW
±
L . Colour coding is the

same as in fig.1.
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0.00003

0.00004

0.00005

0.00006

0.00007

0.00008

0.00009

0.0001

cos ( β - α )

A
2

Figure 3.3: The effect of φ4D2 on A2 for W+
LW

−
L → ZLZL. Colour coding is the

same as in fig.1.

The change in A2 in presence of the six-dimension terms shows that the cross-sections

of these processes also change in 2HDMEFT compared to 2HDM. This can affect

the discovery potential of the new scalar.



Chapter 4

Unitarity of the Scattering Matrix

In general, scattering matrix also called S-matrix is an asymptotic operator which

describes how particles going into a scattering event transform into particles going

out. The S-matrix can be determined using the Hamiltonian description; it does not

require a Hamiltonian or Lagrangian description of the intermediate details of the

scattering at all, it can be built up without regard to the local space-time structure.

We do not need any knowledge of the local structure of space and time to talk about

incoming and outgoing particles since these are defined at far away locations and

far away times. The elements of S-matrix are scattering amplitude for the particu-

lar scattering process and it is the probability amplitude of the outgoing spherical

wave relative to the incoming plane wave in a stationary-state scattering process

in quantum physics. We know that every scattering amplitude can be expanded in

terms of the partial waves as follows:

M(θ) = 16π
∞∑
l=0

(2l + 1)alPl(cos θ) ,

where, θ is the angle of scattering. Every partial wave amplitude is bounded from

the ‘unitarity’ condition:

|al| ≤ 1 .

“In quantum physics, Unitarity is equivalent to the conservation of probability.

A violation of unitarity is identical to a violation of the principles of quantum

mechanics—this is too sacred a principle to give up!” [17]. In this chapter, we

19
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Figure 4.1: Schematic diagram for scattering by a potential V (r⃗).

will discuss the unitarity constraint on the dimension-six operator for 2HDM for

that we will calculate the S-matrix, which is mentioned in the appendix. To the

best of our knowledge, these work have not yet been presented in the literature.

4.1 Quantum Mechanical Approach

Let us consider a scattering experiment in which a steady incident beam is main-

tained for an indefinitely long time, i.e. the incident flux, Fin, is constant. Then,

there will be a steady stream of scattered particles too. In figure 4.1, the incident

mono-energetic beam is parallel to the z-axis and is assumed to be much wider than

the zone of influence of the potential, V (r⃗), centred at O. Far from this zone of

influence a detector, D, measures the number, dn, of particles scattered per unit

time into the solid angle dΩ, centred around the direction defined by the polar an-

gles θ and ϕ. The number, dn, is proportional to Fin and to dΩ; the constant of

proportionality, dσ/dΩ, is defined to be the differential scattering cross-section in

the direction (θ,ϕ). Thus

dn = Fin · dΩ · dσ
dΩ

. (4.1.1)
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In the quantum theory of scattering, we imagine that an incident plane wave,

ψin = Aeikz, traveling along the z-axis with normalization A. The wave encoun-

ters a scattering potential producing an outgoing spherical wave. At large distances

from the scattering center, one can decompose the wave functionψ(r⃗) into a part

eikz describing the incident beam and another part ψsc for the scattered particles.

As the collision is elastic, i.e., the energies of the incident and scattered particle are

the same.Thus we may write,

ψ(r⃗)r→∞ ≈ eikz + f(θ, ϕ)
eikr

r︸ ︷︷ ︸
ψsc

. (4.1.2)

In this expression, only the function f(θ, ϕ), which is called the scattering ampli-

tude, depends on the interaction of the incident particles.For momentum dependent

coupling between particles, the function f is expressed as f ≡ f(k, θ, ϕ) to include

dependence on the incident energy and momentum of particles. The ϕ dependence

should be included in the general case, to account for the anisotropy of the poten-

tial. However, if the target is azimuthally symmetrical, the ϕ dependence would no

longer be present. Note that, the spherical wave carries a factor of 1/r, because this

portion of |ψ|2 is spherically diverging and must go like 1/r2 to conserve probability.

4.1.1 Differential Cross-section

We know that the expression for the current density J(r⃗) associated with a wave

function ψ(r⃗) is:

J⃗(r⃗) =
ℏ

2im

[
ψ∗(∇⃗ψ)− (∇⃗ψ∗)ψ

]
=

1

m
Re

[
ψ∗(r⃗)

ℏ
i
∇⃗ψ(r⃗)

]
. (4.1.3)

The incident and scattered fluxes are obviously proportional to the normal compo-

nents of J⃗in and J⃗sc respectively. We will call the proportionality constant C. Since

ψin = eikz, we obtain

(Jin)z =
1

m
Re

[
e−ikz

ℏ
i

∂

∂z
eikz
]
=

ℏk
m
, (4.1.4)

⇒ Fin = C (Jin)z . (4.1.5)

For radially diverging scattered wave, the number of particles crossing an area ds⃗ =

ds r̂, subtending solid angle dΩ at the origin is

dn = CJ⃗sc︸︷︷︸
F⃗sc

.(dsr̂) = C(Jsc)rds . (4.1.6)
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Clearly, it is the r-th component of J⃗sc which receives our attention. Remembering

ψsc =
1
r
f(θ, ϕ)eikr we may get,

(Jsc)r =
1

m
Re

[
f ∗(θ, ϕ)

e−ikr

r

ℏ
i

∂

∂r
{f(θ, ϕ)e

ikr

r
}
]
=

1

m
|f(θ, ϕ)|2ℏk

r2
(4.1.7)

Hence,

dn =
C

m
|f(θ, ϕ)|2ℏkds

r2
= Fin|f(θ, ϕ)|2dΩ . (4.1.8)

Comparing this with Eq. (4.1.1) we obtain,
dσ

dΩ
= |f(θ, ϕ)|2 . (4.1.9)

Now, the problem of determining the scattering cross-section reduces to finding

the scattering amplitude, f(θ, ϕ), in quantum mechanics. The quantity, f(θ, ϕ),

actually gives us information about the ‘probability amplitude’ for scattering in

a direction (θ, ϕ), and hence is related to the differential cross-section which is the

quantity of interest for the experimentalists. The scattering amplitude is obtained by

solving the Schrödinger equation under the scattering potential. Depending on the

mathematical form of the potential, there are several methods to find the scattering

amplitude. The method of partial waves, in particular, comes in handy when the

potential is central.

4.1.2 Method of Partial Waves

In the special case of a central potential V (r), the orbital angular momentum L⃗ of

the particle is a constant of motion. Therefore, there exists stationary states with

well defined angular momentum, i.e., eigenstates common to H, L2 and Lz. We shall

call such wave functions ‘partial waves’ and denote them as ψklm(r⃗). Their angular

dependence is always given by the spherical harmonics Y m
l (θ, ϕ) – the potential V (r)

influences their radial parts only. We know that eikz is a solution of the Schrödinger

equation with V (r) = 0 in the {H, px, py, pz} basis and may be denoted by

|0, 0, k⟩ where z-axis is chosen as the direction of motion. Now if we wish, we may

translate our wave function in terms of ψklm(r⃗) ≡ Rkl(r)Y
m
l (θ, ϕ) which are the

eigenfunctions in the {H, L2, Lz} basis. For a free particle we know that Rkl(r) is

a linear combination of spherical Bessel and Neumann functions. But as Neumann

function blows up at the origin it is dropped out. So we may write,

ψ
(0)
klm(r, θ, ϕ) = jl(kr)Y

m
l (θ, ϕ) , (4.1.10)
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where, the superscript ‘0’ denotes that these are ‘free’ (the potential is identically

zero) spherical waves. Let us connect these two sets of bases as follows:

eikz =
∞∑
l=0

+l∑
m=−l

Am
l (k)jl(kr)Y

m
l (θ, ϕ) , (4.1.11)

where Am
l (k) are suitable expansion coefficients that can only be functions of the

magnitude of the momentum. Since the LHS of above equation is independent of

ϕ, we require that RHS should also be independent of ϕ, i.e. m = 0. Thus, we are

left with,

eikz =
∞∑
l=0

A0
l (k)(k)jl(kr)Y

0
l (θ) , (4.1.12)

where Y 0
l (θ) is given by

Y 0
l (θ) =

√
(2l + 1)

4π
Pl(cos θ) . (4.1.13)

In view of this, we introduce the following shorthand:

Al =

√
(2l + 1)

4π
A0
l . (4.1.14)

Using this, one may rewrite Eq. (4.1.12) as

eikz =
∞∑
l=0

Al(k)jl(kr)Pl(cos θ) . (4.1.15)

To determine Al(k), we need to use the following integral representation for the

Bessel function:

jl(kr) =
1

2il

∫ +1

−1

Pl(cos θ)e
ikr cos θd(cos θ) . (4.1.16)

To illustrate the use of the above formula, let us multiply Eq. (4.1.15) by Pl′(cos θ)d(cos θ)

and integrate between −1 to +1 to obtain∫ +1

−1

Pl′(cos θ)e
ikr cos θd(cos θ) =

2

(2l′ + 1)

∞∑
l=0

Al(k)jl(kr)δll′ ,

⇒ 2il
′
jl′(kr) =

2

(2l′ + 1)
Al′(k)jl′(kr) ,

⇒ Al′(k) = il
′
(2l′ + 1) . (4.1.17)

Plugging this into Eq. (4.1.15) we get the final expression as

eikz =
∞∑
l=0

il(2l + 1)jl(kr)Pl(cos θ) . (4.1.18)
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In view of the asymptotic form of the Bessel function,

jl(kr)
r→∞−−−→

sin(kr − lπ
2
)

kr
, (4.1.19)

we may rewrite Eq. (4.1.18) as

eikz
r→∞−−−→ 1

2ikr

∞∑
l=0

(2l + 1)
[
eikr − e−ikr(−1)l

]
Pl(cos θ) . (4.1.20)

Thus, at large distances, each ψ
(0)
klm and so the ‘whole’ eikz results from the superpo-

sition of a converging spherical wave, e−ikr/r, and a diverging spherical wave, eikr/r,

whose amplitudes differ only by a phase. The fact that the squared amplitudes for

both the incoming and outgoing spherical waves are same, simply reflects the con-

servation of probability. The presence of a scattering potential can only affect the

amplitude of the outgoing spherical wave. Since probability conservation demands

that the magnitude of the amplitude for the diverging wave should not change, it can

only pick up additional phases arising due to the presence of a scattering potential.

We will see the details in the following subsection.

Presence of a central potential – asymptotic modification of the radial
part

The previous subsection was devoted for V (r) = 0. Presence of a central potential

simply modifies the wave function from the plane wave nature. But we know a

special thing – whatever be the form of V (r), it dies out at a finite distance and in

the asymptotic limit we should get the wave function in the form of Eq. (4.1.2). In

the presence of V (r) the radial part of Schrodinger equation reads:[
d2

dr2
+

2

r

d

dr
+

{
k2 − 2m

ℏ2
V (r)− l(l + 1)

r2

}]
Rkl(r) = 0 . (4.1.21)

We assume that the potential is short-ranged, i.e., V (r) → 0 as r → ∞. Then,

at large distances, Eq. (4.1.21) reduces to the free-particle equation. Therefore, the

solution of Eq. (4.1.21) should asymptotically approach the general solution for free

particle:

Rkl(r)
r→∞−−−→ Aljl(kr) +Blηl(kr) =

Cl
kr

sin(kr − lπ

2
+ δl) , (4.1.22)

where, the last step follows from the asymptotic forms of Bessel and Neumann

functions:

jl(kr)
r→∞−−−→

sin(kr − lπ
2
)

kr
, ηl(kr)

r→∞−−−→ −
cos(kr − lπ

2
)

kr
. (4.1.23)
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The quantities, Cl and δl are related to Al and Bl as follows:

tan δl = −Bl

Al
, and Cl =

√
A2
l +B2

l . (4.1.24)

Note that, unlike the free-particle case, here we did not demand Bl = 0. This is due

to the lack of information about the potential, we do not know the actual behavior

of the wave function near the origin. Eq. (4.1.22) only represents the radial wave

function at large distances where the potential is ineffective. Thus, the total wave

function far away from the scatterer can be written as

ψ(r⃗)r→∞ =
∞∑
l=0

Rkl(r → ∞)Pl(cos θ) , (4.1.25)

⇒ ψ(r⃗)r→∞ =
1

2ikr

∞∑
l=0

Cle
−iδle−i

lπ
2

[
eikre2iδl − (−1)le−ikr

]
Pl(cos θ) .(4.1.26)

Now, this equation should be equivalent to Eq. (4.1.2) with the expansion of eikz in

terms of partial waves given by Eq. (4.1.20). So, we can rewrite eqn (4.1.2) as

ψ(r⃗)r→∞ =
1

2ikr

∞∑
l=0

(2l + 1)
[
eikr − (−1)le−ikr

]
Pl(cos θ) + fk(θ)

eikr

r
. (4.1.27)

Comparing the co-efficients of e−ikr/r in Eqs. (4.1.26) and (4.1.27) one can easily

get:

Cl = il(2l + 1)eiδl . (4.1.28)

Once the value of Cl is at hand, we can plug it into Eq. (4.1.26), and then proceed

to compare the co-efficients of eikr/r to obtain the expression for fk(θ). The final

result is,

fk(θ) =
1

2ik

∞∑
l=0

(2l + 1)(e2iδl − 1)Pl(cos θ) . (4.1.29)

Since Pl(cos θ) serves as a complete set of basis vectors for any function of θ, one

can expand the scattering amplitude as follows:

fk(θ) =
1

k

∞∑
l=0

(2l + 1)fl(k)Pl(cos θ) . (4.1.30)

Comparing Eqs. (4.1.29) and (4.1.30) one can easily get

fl(k) =
e2iδl − 1

2i
, (4.1.31)

⇒ fl(k) = eiδl sin δl . (4.1.32)

From Eq. (4.1.32) it follows that

|fl(k)| ≤ 1 for all values of l , (4.1.33)
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or, splitting fl(k) into its real and imaginary components, one can derive the equa-

tion of the unitarity circle (see Figure 4.2):[
Re fl(k)

]2
+

[
Im fl(k)−

1

2

]2
=

1

4
. (4.1.34)

Figure 4.2: Unitarity circle.

Now we have learned that the expansion coef-

ficients, fl(k), of the quantum mechanical scat-

tering amplitude obey the unitarity conditions

of Eq. (4.1.33). But, till now there is very little

hint that these fl(k)-s are the same as the al-s of

Eq. (4.0.1). Some intuitive arguments to make

the connections will be presented shortly. Before

that, to make the discussion complete, we wish

to present one important result that follows from Eq. (4.1.30). Note that, using the

value of fl(k) from Eq. (4.1.32), one can rewrite Eq. (4.1.30) as

fk(θ) =
1

k

∞∑
l=0

(2l + 1)eiδl sin δlPl(cos θ) . (4.1.35)

We can now find the expression for the total scattering cross-section as

σ =

∫
dσ

dΩ
dΩ =

∫
|fk(θ)|2dΩ . (4.1.36)

Using the orthonormality of the Legendre polynomials, the final result becomes

σ =
4π

k2

∞∑
l=0

(2l + 1) sin2 δl . (4.1.37)

Looking at Eqs. (4.1.35) and (4.1.37) and keeping in mind tha Pl(1) = 1 for any l,

one can at once realize that

σ =
4π

k
Im {fk(θ = 0)} , (4.1.38)

where, Im {fk(θ = 0)} is the imaginary part of the forward scattering amplitude.

Eq. (4.1.38) is known as the optical theorem in quantum mechanics.

4.1.3 Connection with Quantum Field Theory

We shall now give a hand waving argument on how the quantum mechanical scatter-

ing amplitude is related to the Feynman amplitude in Quantum Field Theory (QFT).

We know the expression for differential scattering cross-section both in quantum me-
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chanics and in QFT. This is given by
dσ

dΩ
=

1

64π2s
|M(θ)|2︸ ︷︷ ︸

QFT

= |fk(θ)|2︸ ︷︷ ︸
QM

, (4.1.39)

where, M(θ) is the Feynman amplitude for the process and s = 4E2 is the CM

energy squared. From Eq. (4.1.39) we can make a simple-minded connection:

M(θ) = 16πEfk(θ) . (4.1.40)

Now, plugging the expression of fk(θ) from Eq. (4.1.30) into Eq. (4.1.40) and ap-

proximating k ≈ E at high energies, we may write

M(θ) = 16π
∞∑
l=0

(2l + 1)fl(E)Pl(cos θ) . (4.1.41)

Thus, comparing Eqs. (4.0.1) and (4.1.41), one can see that als of Eq. (4.0.1) are the

same as fl(k)s of Eq. (4.1.30) and both of them must obey the unitarity condition of

Eq. (4.1.33). Extraction of each partial wave amplitude from the Feynman amplitude

will now be a straightforward task:

al =
1

32π

∫ +1

−1

M(θ)Pl(cos θ)d(cos θ) . (4.1.42)

where al are the partial wave coefficients corresponding to specific angular momen-

tum values l. If the amplitude at tree level increases with energy then the unitary

bound is violated after certain energy, then the theory becomes sick and can indicate

the incompleteness of theory. In the SM, various vector bosons scattering processes

such asW±
LW

∓
L → W±

LW
∓
L ,W

±
LW

±
L → W±

LW
±
L ,W

±
LW

∓
L → ZLZL,W

±
L ZL → W±

L ZL

and ZLZL → ZLZL have been reviewed. It has been checked that without a Higgs

boson, the unitarity condition is not fulfilled at high energies. Any extended scalar

sector is in general expected to satisfy the unitarity condition, unless one can come

to terms with strongly coupled physics controlling electroweak interactions at high

energy.

4.2 Unitarity Constraints

In this section, we discuss the bound from unitarity on six-dimensional operator.

We consider all possible 2-to-2-body bosonic elastic scatterings. Every scattering



28 Chapter 4. Unitarity of the Scattering Matrix

amplitude can be expanded in terms of the partial waves as follows :

M(θ) = 16π
∞∑
ℓ=0

aℓ(2ℓ+ 1)Pℓ(cos θ) , (4.2.43)

where, θ is the scattering angle and Pℓ(x) is the Legendre polynomial of order ℓ.

The prescription is as follows: once we calculate the Feynman amplitude of a cer-

tain 2 → 2 scattering process, each of the partial wave amplitude (aℓ), in can be

extracted by using the orthonormality of the Legendre polynomials. This technique

was first developed by B. W. Lee, C. Quigg, and H. B. Thacker for the SM [5].In the

SM they have analyzed several two body scatterings involving longitudinal gauge

bosons and physical Higgs in the SM. The ℓ = 0 partial wave amplitude (a0) is then

extracted from these amplitudes and cast in the form of what is called an S-matrix

having different two-body eigenstates as rows and columns. The largest eigenvalue

of this matrix is bounded by the unitarity constraint, |a0| < 1.Using this method,

we sucessfully reviewd for SM and 2HDM case. Now, we can extend this method

for 2HDM with Six-dimensional operators 2HDM. In that model, we also have the

same types of two body scattering channels as in the case of 2HDM. Similary, we

find out the expressions of a0 for every possible 2 → 2 scattering process and cast

them in the form of an S-matrix which is constructed by taking the different two-

body channels as rows and columns.

Firstly, we identify all the possible two-particle channels. These two-particle states

are made of the fields w±
k , hk and zk corresponding to the parametrization of eqn.(1).

We consider neutral combinations out of two-particle states (e.g., w+
i w

−
j , hihj, zizj, hizj)

and singly-charged two-particle states (e.g., w+
i hj, w

+
i zj).

The neutral channel S-matrix for 2HDMEFT is a 14× 14 matrix with the following

two-particle states as rows and columns :

|w+
1 w

−
1 >, |w+

2 w
−
2 >, |w+

1 w
−
2 >, |w+

2 w
−
1 >, |h1h1√

2
>, |z1z1√

2
>, |h2h2√

2
>, |z2z2√

2
>,

|h1z2 >, |h2z1 >, |z1z2 >, |h1h2 >, |h1z1 >, |h2z2 > .

The neutral sector S-matrix elements are calculated and mention in the appendix.

The same exercise can be repeated for the charged two-particle state combinations.

With the singly-charged state combinations, it will be a 8 × 8 matrix with the
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following two-particle states as rows and columns:

|h1w+
1 >, |h1w+

2 >, |z1w+
1 >, |z2w+

2 >,

|h1w+
2 >, |h2w+

1 >, |z1w+
2 >, |z2w+

1 > .

Also, for charged sector S-matrix elements are calculated and mention in the ap-

pendix. Analytically finding the expression of eigenvalues for these matrices is too

difficult. So, we solve this problem numerically and eigenvalues corresponding to

neutral and charged channels (Λi) will be bounded from the unitarity constraint as

|Λi| ≤ 8π . (4.2.44)

We are also implementing the changes in 2HDM with six-dimensional operators in

2HDMC [18], so that it can be easy for the community to check unitarity in presence

of dimension-six terms without calculating these effects by manually.

4.2.1 φ6 Operator

The S-matrix for 2HDM which is block-diagonalised 22 × 22 matrix and further

subdivided into submatrices for neutral channels two 6 × 6 and one 2 × 2 matrix

and for charged channels two 4 × 4 matrices these feature absent under the φ6

Operators. With φ6 Operator, S-matrix will be non-diagonalised 22 × 22 matrix.

Since, the elements of S-matrix are only proportional to the cos β, sin β which take

value less than one and vi=1,2 which are much less than f . Thus, its eigenvalues give

insignificant unitarity bound in comparsion to 2HDM case.

4.2.2 φ4D2 Operator

We have calculated all the 2 to 2 scattering amplitudes which are enlisted in ap-

pendix A. Many of the 2 to 2 scattering amplitudes are related to each other by the

virtue of Wick’s theorem.

As discussed in previous section, the unitarity constraints demand that the eigen-

values of the scattering-matrix should be less than 8π.

Using that condition, we directly find the bound on
√
s. Only with φ4D2 operator,

the constraints on the
√
s vs f plane plotted for different value of Wilson cofficients
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as shown in the figure 4.3.
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Figure 4.3: The effect of φ4D2-type of operators for 2HDM. Blue regions indicate
area disfavoured from the unitarity constraints for 2HDM in the presence of 6-dim
operators. If we increase

√
s the lower bound on f also increase and these two

quantities are proportional to each other.
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From the figures we see that under the φ4D2 operator perturbative unitarity is

violated around
√
s =2 TeV for f= 1 TeV.

4.2.2.1 Bounds on T-parameter violating Operator
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Figure 4.4: The unitarity limits on the Wilson coefficients, where they follow the
bound |a0| < 1, (a) For CT1 vs CT3, (b) For CT2 vs CT3. Blue region is allowed from
the unitarity constraints and red region is allowed from T-parameter constraint in
the Wilson coefficient plane. We have taken

√
s = 2 TeV and f = 1 TeV.

From the figure 4.4, we partially constraint the combination of Wilson coefficients

with help of unitarity bounds.

If all the NP fields are heavy, their effects on the 2HDM dynamics can be parametrized

by a set of higher-dimensional operators. These operators spoil the renormalisabil-

ity of the effective theory and in turn can make some scattering amplitudes violate

unitarity.

The bounds depend on the f but always scale as f 2, so it is easy to set a fiducial

mark at f = 1 TeV and show the bounds.

They also depend on
√
s and get stronger as

√
s increases. The effect of unitarity on

φ4D2-type of operator that bound for
√
s around 2 TeV, a typical parton-level en-

ergy at the LHC. From unitarity constraints along with T-parameter measurement

give stringnent bound on the Wilson coefficient.
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Chapter 5

Summary and Conclusions

All the particle physics phenomena that observed in high energy experiments at

LHC successfully described by the Standard Model. Although it cannot be the fi-

nal fundamental theory of nature. Evidence of physics beyond the Standard Model

appears at cosmological scales that are not observable in the current collider exper-

iments. To learn about physics at higher energies, we can use theoretical arguments

to study the influence of high energy physics on low energy observables.

In this thesis, we introduced a theoretical tool that can be used to study the effects

of higher energy phenomena in the low energy regions that are available. From the

unitarity of scatterings, which means that all possibilities add up to one, we can

derive constraints on the scattering amplitudes at every order in the gauge coupling

constants. The most basic scatterings are the two-particle scatterings that can be

parametrized by only two parameters, the centre-of-mass energy, and the scattering

angle. After expanding the two-particle scattering amplitude in partial waves, the

coefficients solely depend on the centre-of-mass energy. The perturbative unitarity

limits are applied on the partial wave amplitudes which then translate into con-

straints on the couplings appearing in the amplitude, or on the energy. When an

amplitude grows with the energy, then it will violate unitarity at some point. This

is the cut-off of the theory, where it loses predictive power. If we want to create

a theory that is valid up to arbitrarily high energies, it must respect perturbative

unitarity in all scattering amplitude at all energies.

33
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Studying the scattering processes using perturbative unitarity constraints, we can

draw limits on the parameters of the theory or establish the validity scale of the

theory where new physics should appear to correct the unitarity violating processes.

Also, depending on which scatterings violate unitarity, we can forecast the new

physics that unitarizes the process. That makes perturbative unitarity a useful tool

for studying new theories.

In this thesis, extended scalar sectors of the SM have been discussed. The SM has

been extended with a SU(2) doublet. It has been considered that the extra scalar

fields transform under the same standard model gauge group. In that model, it has

been considered that both the SM doublet and the extra scalar field are responsible

for the electroweak symmetry breaking, i.e., both the neutral CP-even component

of SM doublet and additional scalar fields are getting vacuum expectation values.

The different extended scalar sectors include various kinds of scalar particles such

as charged, or neutral CP-even and CP-odd scalar(s). These scalars can couple to

the vector bosons. In this point of view, various kinds of vector boson scattering

processes have been reviewed for 2HDM.

The 2HDMEFT study was motivated by SMEFT. From that, we introduced an

effective model that extends 2HDM with six-dimensional bosonic operators. We

calculated different two-to-two scatterings which were growing with the centre-of-

mass energy. After applying the perturbative unitarity constraints, we obtained

that the model has high validity scale. In the end, we find out constraints from

unitarity along with T-parameter measurement give stringent bound on the Wilson

coefficient. We partially constraint the combination of Wilson coefficients with the

help of unitarity bounds.

What we can see from the studies is that a perturbative unitarity is a useful tool in

complementing the experimental constraints on the parameter space and establish

the limits of effective models.
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Appendix A

Analytical expressions of S-matrix

The Potential

The total potential is looks like: V (φ1, φ2) + Lφ6 . Here, V (φ1, ϕ2) is given in

eqn.(2.2.4) and

Lφ6 =
1

f 2

[
c111|φ1|6 + c222|φ2|6 + c112|φ1|4|φ2|2 + c122|φ1|2|φ2|4

+c(1221)1|φ†
1φ2|2|φ1|2 + c(1221)2|φ†

1φ2|2|φ2|2

+c(1212)1((φ
†
1φ2)

2 + h.c.)|φ1|2 + c(1212)2((φ
†
1φ2)

2 + h.c.)|φ2|2

+c(1221)12|φ†
1φ2|2(φ†

1φ2 + h.c.) + c11(12)|φ1|4(φ†
1φ2 + h.c.)

+c22(12)|φ2|4(φ†
1φ2 + h.c.) + c12(12)|φ1|2|φ2|2(φ†

1φ2 + h.c.)

+c121212(φ
†
1φ2 + h.c.)3

]
.

Here, we have marked the Z2-violating operators in blue colour. The minimisation

conditions of this potential are:
3

4
v41c111 +

v21v
2
2

2
c112 +

v42
4
c122 + v21v

2
2c(1212)1 +

v42
2
c(1212)2 +

v21v
2
2

2
c(1221)1 +

v42
4
c(1221)2

+
3

4
v1v

3
2c(1221)12 +

5

4
v31v2c11(12) +

3

4
v1v

3
2c12(12) +

v52
4v1

c22(12) + 3v1v
3
2c121212 = 0 ,

and
3

4
v42c222 +

v41
4
c112 +

v21v
2
2

2
c122 +

v41
2
c(1212)1 + v21v

2
2c(1212)2 +

v41
4
c(1221)1 +

v21v
2
2

2
c(1221)2

+
3

4
v31v2c(1221)12 +

5

4
v1v

3
2c22(12) +

3

4
v31v2c(12)12 + 3v31v2c121212 = 0 .

1
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φ4D2 Operators

These operators lead to the rescaling of the kinetic terms of all the Higgs fields,

without the charged scalars. Such effects should be taken care of by appropriate

field redefinitions, which lead to the scaling of the couplings of the SM-like Higgs.

Lφ4D2 =
1

f 2

[
CH1OH1 + CH2OH2 + CH12OH12 + CH1H2OH1H2

+CH1H12OH1H12 + CH2H12OH2H12 + CT1OT1 + CT2OT2 + CT3OT3

+CT4OT4 + CT5OT5

]
,

where,

OH1 = (∂µ|φ1|2)2, OH2 = (∂µ|φ2|2)2, OH12 = (∂µ(φ
†
1φ2 + h.c.))2,

OH1H2 = ∂µ|φ1|2∂µ|φ2|2, OH1H12 = ∂µ|φ1|2∂µ(φ†
1φ2 + h.c.),

OH2H12 = ∂µ|φ2|2∂µ(φ†
1φ2 + h.c.).

Operators OH1H12 and OH2H12 are odd under the Z2-symmetry, whereas the rest are

even.

Here, we neglect the contribution from φ2X2 and φ2D2X2 types operator becuase

Constraints from electroweak precision test(EWPT) for these operators insignificant

for our purpose. After including, the higher dimensional operators to the 2HDM

tree-level S-matrix elements looks like:

M = Mtree−level +M6−dim,

In this case, the neutral channel S-matrix 14 × 14 with the following two particle

states as rows and columns:

1 ≡ |w+
1 w

−
1 >, 2 ≡ |w+

2 w
−
2 >, 3 ≡ |z1z1√

2
>, 4 ≡ |z2z2√

2
>, 5 ≡ |h1h1√

2
>,

6 ≡ |h2h2√
2
>, 7 ≡ |w+

1 w
−
2 >, 8 ≡ |w+

2 w
−
1 >, 9 ≡ |h1z2 >, 10 ≡ |h2z1 >,

11 ≡ |z1z2 >, 12 ≡ |h1h2 >, 13 ≡ |h1z1 >, 14 ≡ |h2z2 > .
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The elements of neutral sector 14× 14 matrix are given by

MN
1,1 = 4

(
3c111v1

2

2f 2
+
c112v2

2

2f 2
+ λ1 + λ3

)
+

2uCH1

f 2
,

MN
1,2 =

c112v1
2

f 2
+
c122v2

2

f 2
+
c(1221)1v1

2

2f 2
+
c(1212)2v2

2

2f 2
+

2sCH12

f 2
+
sCH1H2

2f 2

+2λ3 +
λ5
2

+
λ6
2
,

MN
1,3 =

√
2

(
3c111v1

2

2f 2
+
c112v2

2

2f 2
+
c(1221)1v2

2

4f 2
−
c1212)1v2

2

2f 2
+ λ1 + λ3

)
+

2sCH1

f 2
,

MN
1,4 =

√
2

(
9c111v1

2

2f 2
+
c112v2

2

2f 2
+
c(1221)1v2

2

4f 2
+
c(1212)1v2

2

2f 2
+ λ1 + λ3

)
+

2sCH1

f 2
,

MN
1,5 =

√
2

(
c112v1

2

2f 2
+
c122v2

2

2f 2
+
c(1221)1v1

2

4f 2
−
c(1212)1v1

2

2f 2
+ λ3 +

λ4
2

)
+
sCH1H2

f 2
,

MN
1,6 =

√
2

(
c112v1

2

2f 2
+

3c122v2
2

2f 2
+
c(1221)1v1

2

4f 2
+
c(1212)1v1

2

2f 2
+ λ3 +

λ4
2

)
+
sCH1H2

2f 2
,

MN
1,7 =

c(1221)1v1v2
2f 2

+
c(1212)1v1v2

f 2
,

MN
1,8 =

c(1221)1v1v2
2f 2

+
c(1212)1v1v2

f 2
,

MN
1,9 = MN

1,10 = 0,

MN
1,11 =

2c(1212)1v1v2
f 2

,

M1,12 =
2c112v1v2

f 2
+
c(1221)1v1v2

f 2
+

2c(1212)1v1v2
f 2

,

MN
1,13 = MN

1,14 = 0,

MN
2,2 =

2CH2u

f 2
+ 4

(
c122v

2
1

2f 2
+

3c222v
2
2

2f 2
+ λ2 + λ3

)
,

MN
2,3 =

2CH1H2s

f 2
+
√
2

(
c112v

2
1

2f 2
+
c122v

2
2

2f 2
+
c(1221)2v

2
2

4f 2
−
c(1212)2v

2
2

2f 2
+ λ3 +

λ4
2

)
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MN
2,4 =

CH1H2s

2f 2
+
√
2

(
3c112v

2
1

2f 2
+
c122v

2
2

2f 2
+
c(1221)2v

2
2

4f 2
+
c(1212)2v

2
2

2f 2
+ λ3 +

λ4
2

)

MN
2,5 =

2CH2s

f 2
+
√
2

(
c122v

2
1

2f 2
+
c(1221)2v

2
1

4f 2
−
c(1212)2v

2
1

2f 2
+

3c222v
2
2

2f 2
+ λ2 + λ3

)
MN

2,6 =
2CH2s

f 2
+
√
2

(
c122v

2
1

2f 2
+
c(1221)2v

2
1

4f 2
+
c(1212)2v

2
1

2f 2
+

9c222v
2
2

2f 2
+ λ2 + λ3

)

MN
2,7 =

(
c(1221)2v1v2

2f 2
+
c(1212)2v1v2

f 2

)
,

MN
2,8 =

(
c(1221)2v1v2

2f 2
+
c(1212)2v1v2

f 2

)

MN
2,9 = MN

2,10 = 0,

MN
2,11 =

2c(1212)2v1v2
f 2

,

MN
2,12 =

2c122v1v2
f 2

+
c(1221)2v1v2

f 2
+

2c(1212)2v1v2
f 2

,

MN
2,13 = MN

2,14 = 0,

MN
3,3 = 12

(
3c111v

2
1

8f 2
+
c112v

2
2

8f 2
+
c(1221)1v

2
2

8f 2
−
c(1212)1v

2
2

4f 2
+
λ1
4

+
λ3
4

)
,

MN
3,4 =

2CH1s

f 2
+

36c111v
2
1 + 4c112v

2
2 + 4c(1221)1v

2
2 + 8f 2λ1 + 8f 2λ3

8f 2
,

MN
3,5 =

CH1H2s

f 2
+

2c112v
2
1 + 2c(1221)1v

2
1 + 2c122v

2
2 + 2c(1221)2v

2
2 + 4f 2λ3 + 2f 2λ5

4f 2
,

MN
3,6 =

CH1H2s

f 2
+

2c112v
2
1 + 2c(1221)1v

2
1 + 6c122v

2
2 + 6c(1221)2v

2
2 − 12c(1212)2v

2
2 + 4f 2λ3 + 2f 2λ6

4f 2
,

MN
3,7 = MN

3,8 = MN
3,9 = MN

3,10 = MN
3,11 = MN

3,12 = MN
3,13 = MN

3,14 = 0,
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MN
4,4 = 12

(
c112v

2
2

8f 2
+
c(1221)1v

2
2

8f 2
+
c(1212)1v

2
2

4f 2
+

15C v21
8f 2

+
λ1
4

+
λ3
4

)
,

MN
4,5 =

CH1H2s

f 2
+

4c112v
2
2 + 4c(1221)1v

2
2 + 36C v21 + 8f 2λ1 + 8f 2λ3

8f 2
,

MN
4,6 =

CH1H2s

f 2
+

2c112v
2
1 + 2c(1221)1v

2
1 + 2c122v

2
2 + 2c(1212)1v

2
2 + 4f 2λ3 + 2f 2λ5

4f 2
,

MN
4,7 = MN

4,8 = MN
4,9 = MN

4,10 = MN
4,11 = MN

4,12 = MN
4,13 = MN

4,14 = 0,

MN
5,5 = 12

(
c122v

2
1

8f 2
+
c(1212)1v

2
1

8f 2
−
c(1212)2v

2
1

4f 2
+

3c222v
2
2

8f 2
+
λ2
4

+
λ3
4

)
,

MN
5,6 =

2CH2s

f 2
+

4c122v
2
1 + 4c(1212)1v

2
1 + 36c222v

2
2 + 8f 2λ2 + 8f 2λ3

8f 2
,

MN
5,7 = MN

5,8 = MN
5,9 = MN

5,10 = MN
5,11 = MN

5,12 = MN
5,13 = MN

5,14 = 0,

MN
6,6 = 12

(
c122v

2
1

8f 2
+
c(1212)1v

2
1

8f 2
+
c(1212)2v

2
1

4f 2
+

15c222v
2
2

8f 2
+
λ2
4

+
λ3
4

)
,

MN
6,7 = MN

6,8 = MN
6,9 = MN

6,10 = MN
6,11 = MN

6,12 = MN
6,13 = MN

6,14 = 0,

MN
7,7 =

CH1H2t

f 2
+ 4

(
c112v

2
1

f 2
+
c(1221)1v

2
1

2f 2
+
c122v

2
2

f 2
+
c(1212)1v

2
2

2f 2
+ 2λ3 +

λ5
2

+
λ6
2

)
,

MN
7,8 =

CH12t

f 2
+
c(1212)1v

2
1

2f 2
+
c(1212)2v

2
2

2f 2
+
λ5
4

− λ6
4
,

MN
7,9 =

3ic(1221)1v
2
1

4f 2
−

3ic(1212)1v
2
1

2f 2
+
ic(1212)1v

2
2

4f 2
−
ic(1212)2v

2
2

2f 2
+
iλ6
2

− iλ4
2
,

MN
7,10 =

ic(1212)1v
2
1

2f 2
−
ic(1221)1v

2
1

4f 2
+

3ic(1212)2v
2
2

2f 2
−

3ic(1212)1v
2
2

4f 2
+
iλ4
2

− iλ6
2
,

MN
7,11 =

2CH12s

f 2
+
c(1221)1v

2
1

4f 2
+
c(1212)1v

2
1

2f 2
+
c(1212)1v

2
2

4f 2
+
c(1212)2v

2
2

2f 2
+
λ5
2

− λ4
2
,

MN
7,12 =

2CH12s

f 2
+

3c(1221)1v
2
1

4f 2
+

3c(1212)1v
2
1

2f 2
+

3c(1212)1v
2
2

4f 2
+

3c(1212)2v
2
2

2f 2
+
λ5
2

− λ4
2
,

MN
7,13 =

ic(1221)1v1v2
2f 2

−
ic(1212)1v1v2

f 2
,
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MN
7,14 =

ic(1212)2v1v2
f 2

−
ic(1212)1v1v2

2f 2
,

MN
8,8 =

CH1H2t

f 2
+ 4

(
c112v

2
1

f 2
+
c(1221)1v

2
1

2f 2
+
c122v

2
2

f 2
+
c(1212)1v

2
2

2f 2
+ 2λ3 +

λ5
2

+
λ6
2

)
,

MN
8,9 =

3ic(1212)1v
2
1

2f 2
−

3ic(1221)1v
2
1

4f 2
+
ic(1212)2v

2
2

2f 2
−
ic(1212)1v

2
2

4f 2
+
iλ4
2

− iλ6
2
,

MN
8,10 =

ic(1221)1v
2
1

4f 2
−
ic(1212)1v

2
1

2f 2
+

3ic(1212)1v
2
2

4f 2
−

3ic(1212)2v
2
2

2f 2
+
iλ6
2

− iλ4
2
,

MN
8,11 =

2CH12s

f 2
+
ic(1221)1v

2
1

4f 2
−
ic(1212)1v

2
1

2f 2
+

3ic(1212)1v
2
2

4f 2
−

3ic(1212)2v
2
2

2f 2
+
iλ6
2

− iλ4
2
,

MN
8,12 =

2CH12s

f 2
+
c(1221)1v

2
1

4f 2
+
c(1212)1v

2
1

2f 2
+
c(1212)1v

2
2

4f 2
+
c(1212)2v

2
2

2f 2
+
λ5
2

− λ4
2
,

MN
8,13 =

ic(1212)1v1v2
f 2

−
ic(1221)1v1v2

2f 2
,

MN
8,14 =

ic(1212)1v1v2
2f 2

−
ic(1212)2v1v2

f 2
,

MN
9,9 =

CH1H2t

f 2
+ 4

(
3c112v

2
1

4f 2
+

3c(1221)1v
2
1

4f 2
−

3c(1212)1v
2
1

2f 2
+
c122v

2
2

4f 2
+
c(1212)1v

2
2

4f 2
+
λ3
2

+
λ6
4

)
,

MN
9,10 =

2CH12t

f 2
+

3c(1212)1v
2
1

f 2
+

3c(1212)2v
2
2

f 2
+
λ5
2

− λ6
2
,

MN
9,11 = MN

9,12 = 0,

MN
9,13 =

6c(1212)1v1v2
f 2

,

M9,14 = 2

(
c122v1v2
f 2

+
c(1212)1v1v2

f 2

)
,
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MN
10,10 =

2CH12t

f2
+ 4

(
c112v

2
1

4f2
+

c(1221)1v
2
1

4f2
+

3c122v
2
2

4f2
+

3c(1212)1v
2
2

4f2
−

3c(1212)2v
2
2

2f2
+

λ3

2
+

λ6

4

)
,

MN
10,11 = MN

10,12 = 0,

MN
10,13 = 2

(
c112v1v2

f2
+

c(1221)1v1v2

f2

)
,

MN
10,14 =

3c(1212)2v1v2

f2
,

MN
11,11 =

CH12t

f2
+

CH1H2t

f2
+ 4

(
c112v

2
1

4f2
+

c(1221)1v
2
1

4f2
+

c122v
2
2

4f2
+

c(1212)1v
2
2

4f2
+

λ3

2
+

λ5

4

)
,

MN
11,12 =

2CH12s

f2
+

3c(1212)1v
2
1

f2
+

3c(1212)2v
2
2

f2
+

λ5

2
− λ6

2
,

MN
11,13 = MN

11,14 = 0,

MN
12,12 =

CH12t

f2
+

CH1H2t

f2
+ 4

(
3c112v

2
1

4f2
+

3c(1221)1v
2
1

4f2
+

3c(1212)1v
2
1

2f2

)

+4

(
3c122v

2
2

4f2
+

3c(1212)1v
2
2

4f2
+

3c(1212)2v
2
2

2f2
+

λ3

2
+

λ5

4

)
,

MN
12,13 = MN

12,14 = 0,

MN
13,13 =

2CH1t

f2
+ 4

(
c112v

2
2

4f2
+

c(1221)1v
2
2

4f2
+

9c111v
2
1

4f2
+

λ1

2
+

λ3

2

)
,

MN
13,14 =

2CH12t

f2
+

3c(1212)1v
2
1

f2
+

3c(1212)2v
2
2

f2
+

λ5

2
− λ6

2
,

MN
14,14 =

2CH2t

f2
+ 4

(
c122v

2
1

4f2
+

c(1212)1v
2
1

4f2
+

9c222v
2
2

4f2
+

λ2

2
+

λ3

2

)
.

For the singly-charged sector, S-matrix is 8 × 8 matrix with the following two-particle
states as rows and columns:

1 ≡ |h1w+
1 >, 2 ≡ |h1w+

2 >, 3 ≡ |z1w+
1 >, 4 ≡ |z2w+

2 >,

5 ≡ |h1w+
2 >, 6 ≡ |h2w+

1 >, 7 ≡ |z1w+
2 >, 8 ≡ |z2w+

1 > .

The elements of matrix are given by:

MC
1,1 =

2CH2t

f2
+ 2

(
9c111v

2
1

2f2
+

c112v
2
2

2f2
+

c(1221)1v
2
2

4f2
+

c(1212)1v
2
2

2f2
+ λ1 + λ3

)
,
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MC
1,2 =

2CH12t

f2
+ 2

(
9c111v

2
1

2f2
+

c112v
2
2

2f2
+

c(1221)1v
2
2

4f2
+

c(1212)1v
2
2

2f2
+ λ1 + λ3

)
,

MC
1,3 = 0,

MC
1,4 =

3ic(1221)1v
2
1

4f2
−

3ic(1212)1v
2
1

2f2
+

ic(1212)1v
2
2

4f2
−

ic(1212)2v
2
2

2f2
+

iλ6

2
− iλ4

2
,

MC
1,5 =

3c(1221)1v1v2

4f2
+

3c(1212)1v1v2

2f2
,

MC
1,6 =

3c(1221)1v
2
1

4f2
+

3c(1212)1v
2
1

2f2
+

3c(1212)1v
2
2

4f2
+

3c(1212)2v
2
2

2f2
+

λ5

2
− λ4

2
,

MC
1,7 =

ic(1221)1v
2
1

4f2
−

ic(1212)1v
2
1

2f2
+

3ic(1212)1v
2
2

4f2
−

3ic(1212)2v
2
2

2f2
+

iλ6

2
− iλ4

2
,

MC
1,8 =

3ic(1212)1v
2
1

2f2
−

3ic(1221)1v
2
1

4f2
+

ic(1212)2v
2
2

2f2
−

ic(1212)1v
2
2

4f2
+

iλ4

2
− iλ6

2
,

MC
2,2 =

2CH2t

f2
2 +

(
c122v

2
1

2f2
+

c(1212)1v
2
1

4f2
+

c(1212)2v
2
1

2f2
+

9c222v
2
2

2f2
+ λ2 + λ3

)
,

MC
2,3 =

ic(1221)1v
2
1

4f2
−

ic(1212)1v
2
1

2f2
+

3ic(1212)1v
2
2

4f2
−

3ic(1212)2v
2
2

2f2
+

iλ6

2
− iλ4

2
,

MC
2,4 = 0,

MC
2,5 =

3c112v
2
1

2f2
+

c122v
2
2

2f2
+

c(1212)1v
2
2

4f2
+

c(1212)2v
2
2

2f2
+ λ3 +

λ4

2
,

MC
2.6 =

3c(1212)1v1v2

4f2
+

3c(1212)2v1v2

2f2
,

MC
2,7 = 0,

MC
2,8 =

ic(1212)1v1v2

2f2
−

ic(1212)2v1v2

f2
,

MC
3,3 =

2CH1t

f2
+ 2

(
3c111v

2
1

2f2
+

c112v
2
2

2f2
+

c(1221)1v
2
2

4f2
−

c(1212)1v
2
2

2f2
+ λ1 + λ3

)
,

MC
3,4 =

2CH12t

f2
+

c(1221)1v
2
1

4f2
+

c(1212)1v
2
1

2f2
+

c(1212)1v
2
2

4f2
+

c(1212)2v
2
2

2f2
+

λ5

2
− λ4

2
,

MC
3,5 =

3ic(1212)1v
2
1

2f2
−

3ic(1221)1v
2
1

4f2
+

ic(1212)2v
2
2

2f2
−

ic(1212)1v
2
2

4f2
+

iλ4

2
− iλ6

2
,
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MC
3,6 = MC

3,7 = 0,

MC
3,8 =

2c(1212)1v1v2

f2
,

MC
4,4 =

2CH1t

f2
+ 2

(
c122v

2
1

2f2
+

c(1212)1v
2
1

4f2
−

c(1212)2v
2
1

2f2
+

3c222v
2
2

2f2
+ λ2 + λ3

)
,

MC
4,5 = 0,

MC
4,6 =

ic(1212)1v1v2

2f2
−

ic(1212)2v1v2

f2
,

MC
4,7 =

2c(1212)2v1v2

f2
,

MC
4,8 =

c(1212)1v1v2

4f2
+

c(1212)2v1v2

2f2
,

MC
5,5 =

2CH1H2t

f2
+

3c112v
2
1

2f2
+

c122v
2
2

2f2
+

c(1212)1v
2
2

4f2
+

c(1212)2v
2
2

2f2
+ λ3 +

λ4

2
,

MC
5,6 =

2CH12t

f2
+

3c(1221)1v
2
1

4f2
+

3c(1212)1v
2
1

2f2
+

3c(1212)1v
2
2

4f2
+

3c(1212)2v
2
2

2f2
+

λ5

2
− λ4

2
,

MC
5,7 = 0,

MC
5,8 =

3ic(1212)1v
2
1

2f2
−

3ic(1221)1v
2
1

4f2
+

ic(1212)2v
2
2

2f2
−

ic(1212)1v
2
2

4f2
+

iλ4

2
− iλ6

2
,

MC
6,6 =

2CH1H2t

f2
+

c112v
2
1

2f2
+

c(1221)1v
2
1

4f2
+

c(1212)1v
2
1

2f2
+

3c122v
2
2

2f2
+ λ3 +

λ4

2
,

MC
6,7 =

ic(1212)1v
2
1

2f2
−

ic(1221)1v
2
1

4f2
+

3ic(1212)2v
2
2

2f2
−

3ic(1212)1v
2
2

4f2
+

iλ4

2
− iλ6

2
,

MC
6,8 = 0,

MC
7,7 =

2CH1H2t

f2
+

c112v
2
1

2f2
+

c122v
2
2

2f2
+

c(1212)1v
2
2

4f2
−

c(1212)2v
2
2

2f2
+ λ3 +

λ4

2
,

MC
7,8 =

2CH12t

f2
+

c(1221)1v
2
1

4f2
+

c(1212)1v
2
1

2f2
+

c(1212)1v
2
2

4f2
+

c(1212)2v
2
2

2f2
+

λ5

2
− 4

2
,

MC
8,8 =

2CH1H2t

f2
+

c112v
2
1

2f2
+

c(1221)1v
2
1

4f2
−

c(1212)1v
2
1

2f2
+

c122v
2
2

2f2
+ λ3 +

λ4

2
.
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