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A bstract

W e consider a m inin al extension of the standard m odelw here a real, gauge singlet scalar eld
is added to the standard spectrum . Introducing the A nsatz of universality of scalar couplings, we
are led to a scenario which has a set of very distinctive and testable predictions: (i) the m xing
between the standard m odel H jggspagd the new state is near m axin al, (il) the ratio of the two
H iggs m ass eigenstates is xed ( 3), (iii) the decay m odes of each of the two eigenstates are
standard m odel lke. W e also study how electroweak precision tests constrain this scenario. W e
predict the lighter H iggs to lie in the range 0£114 and 145 G €V , and hence the heavier one betw een
198 and 250 G eV . T he predictions of the m odel can be tested at the upcom ing LHC .

Introduction: T he electroweak sym m etry breaking scenario of the standard m odel (SM ) w ill undergo
a thorough scrutiny at the Large Hadron Collider (LHC ). T he scalar sector of the SM consists of a
single SU (2) H iggs doublet. H owever, there is no fundam ental reason why there should be only one
H iggs doublet. T he construction of the SM scalar sector w ith just one SU (2) doublet relies essentially
on the principle of m inim ality. Indeed, a single com plex scalar doublet is su cient to in plem ent
spontaneous gauge sym m etry breaking which can account for the m asses of the gauge bosons as well
as the ferm ions. H owever, in m ost of the extensions of the SM one has a richer H iggs structure, w ith
m ore than one doublet and/or gauge singlets. The m otivation for these extensions of the SM arises
from attem pts to solving som e of the draw backs of the SM , lke the hierarchy problem , the avor
puzzle, the dark m atter problem , to name a few .

At present, it is not clear what is the preferred solution to any of the above problam s. N evertheless,
quite a few such attem pts advocate the inclusion of one or m ore gauge singlet scalars w ith several
virtues. For exam ple, In the supersym m etric extension, the addition of a singlt chiral super ed can
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provide a solution to the -problem in M SSM [1]. Such an addition can also aliviate the stringent
Iin it on the H ggsm ass from LEP 2, and provide a new invisible decay channel for the SM like H iggs
boson [2]]. M oreover, w ith an additional Z, symm etry, a singlet H ggs extension can also provide a
viable candidate for the dark m atter of the universe 3,14]. It also facilitates rst order electrow eak
phase transition, as needed to produce the observed baryon asym m etry of the universe, by lowering
the H iggsm ass [B]. Such electrow eak singlets, together w ith the doublets, also arise naturally in extra
din ensionalm odels of gauge, H ggs and m atter uni cation [¢]. From another theoretical perspective,
as noted in [/], the Higgs m ass term 1n the SM is the only superxenom alizable interaction which
respects Lorentz and the SM gauge symm etry. M ore speci cally, a hidden sector (gauge singlet)
din ension-2 scalar operator O can have an interaction like H F0 2 which is not suppressed by inverse
powers of large scales. This leads to a m ixing between the H iggs and a gauge sihglet eld after H
acquires a vacuum expectation value (vev).

O ne draw back of the general extension of the SM with a scalar singlet, even with a Z, symm etxy,
is that the m odel is not predictive. The m asses of both the H iggs bosons, as well their m ixing
angle are unknown. T he phenom enological In plications for such a general extension has been studied
from the collider and coam ological perspectives [4,15,18]. In the present work, we advocate a m ore
predictive scenario in which the only unknown param eter is the m ass of the lighter H iggs boson, and
the predictions can be easily tested at the LHC . To achieve this, for the scenario w ith a real singlet
scalar In addition to the SM doublet, we introduce an Ansatz of universality of scalar couplings (as
w il be discussed below ), and explore its consequences w ithin our restricted and predictive scenario.

Ourmodel: W e denote the SM H iggs doublet by H and the real gauge singlet by S. W e introduce
aZ, symmetry under which S ! S. Thus S isblind to both gauge and Yukawa interactions. T he
scalar potential reads (H pl—z hy + ih,;hs + ihg)t

1 1 1
VH;S) = 2 HYH) 5§52+ H(HYH)2+5HS(HYH)SZ+ZSS4: 1)

By using the m inin ization equations when both H an S acquire vevs, and working In the unitary
gauge, one obtains

1 0
H = p—= ;S = 4+ ;
(%) p—z v+ hx) %) s(x)
2 Hs 2 2 Hs 2
where; V2= H 252 S ; 2 _ S 2 Hz H (2)
HS HS
H 4 g S 4y
T he scalar m asssquared m atrix in the (h;s) basis is then given by
2 2
M 2= HV HsV2 . (3)

HS V 2 g

T hus the scalar sector is described in term s of 5 param eters: the two vevs and three dinm ensionless
couplings, of which only the doublet vev isknown asv ’/ 246 GeV . The ram aining 4 param eters can
be experim entally determ ined if both the physical scalar states are discovered, their m ixing angle is
m easured, and the coupling of the two states is determ ined (from a possible decay of the heavier state
Into the lighter one).

At this point, we introduce a sim ple A nsatz of \universality of scalar couplings (U SC )" at the weak
scale, leading to
H s and g " uws' s : (4)



The USC Ansatz (which puts a given real com ponent inside the doublt H , eg. hj, and the real
singlet S at par in term s of their strengths) is adm ittedly ad hoc. Itsm erit resides in its sin plicity and
predictive power. H ow ever, it should be noted that an analogous hypothesis of universality of strength
of Yukawa couplings is in rem arkably good agreem ent w ith the observed pattem of quark m asses and
m xings [9]. At thispoint onem ay ask whether the USC Ansatz could result from an extra symm etry
In posed on the Lagrangian. W e w ill com m ent further on this towards the end. W ith this A nsatz, the
scenario becom es very predictive:

Them ixing angle between h and s isnearmaxmmal (© =4).

The physicalm asssquaresare: it * v? andm3’ 3m?7,wherev? ’ 2 2=3 = (246 GeV ).

So we have only one unknow n param eter, which wem ay take to bem ass of the lighter H iggs. It isnot
possible to pin down its value but we can constrain it from direct searches and electrow eak precision
tests.

D irect search lim its: The lower limitm , > 114:4 G &V in the SM arises from nonobservation of H iggs
in associated production in LEP-2 via the B jprken process e" e ! Zh. In many extensions of the
SM (such as ours), the ZZh coupling strength for the lightest H iggs boson is reduced by a factor
com pared to that in the SM . In general, the direct lower bound on the lightest H iggs boson m ass is
signi cantly diluted if < 02 [LO]. In our m odel, 2 = 0:5, and thus the SM direct m ass lim it of
1144 G eV still stands for the lighter H iggs boson in our m odel. H ence the heavier H iggs boson m ass
m,(= 3m 1)> 198 Gev.

E kctroweak precision tests: T he electroweak precision observables signi cantly restrict the allowed

range of m asses for the two Higgs bosons in our m odel. The preferred value of the SM H ggs is
my = 76+2343 GeV.The95% CL upper limitofmy < 144 GV israised to 186 G &V if the direct search
Imitofmy > 1144 G eV isenforced in the t [11]. The H Iggs contrbution to the T and S param eters
are logarithm ic. Since the top quark m ass is now known to a very good accuracy (1709 18Gev),
Instead ofdoing a rigorous num erical tto ourm odel, we dem and that the two-state fm 1 ;m ,g system

m In ics the e ect of pure SM Higgs ofmassm . Ifwe apply this criterion on the T param eter, then
using the explicit form ula given in [9], we obtain the follow ing sim pli ed relation form axin alm ixing

between the two states:

2h 1 r2
hh 1 4 rlrl 1 r2r2 1 ; (5)

where, h = mﬁ=M \? and r1p = m %;2=M \? . Here, r» = 3r; (as noted above). We take My as an
\average" between W and Z boson masses. Using Eq. (3), we obtain m; < 145 Ge&V and m , < 250
GeV,sincemy < 186 G&V . The constraint from the S param eter does not signi cantly alter those
upper lin its.

U nitarity bounds: Based on a partialw ave analysis of longitudinalgauge boson scattering, the unitarity
upper lin it of the SM H iggsm ass was derived asm }21 < 16 v?=3 ' (1 Tev )? [12]. T his bound m eans
that if the H iggs m ass exceads the above critical value, then weak interactions w ill becom e strong in
the TeV scale and perturbation theory w ill break down. In the present situation, m }21 w ill be replaced
by (cos m % + sin? m%),where is the H iggs m ixing angle. Since '’ =4 and m% " 3m %, it
follow s that the uBJEamty upper 1 it on the lighter H iggs state is stronger than the SM upper 1m it,
namely,mq, < (1= 2)Te&v.



Phenom enological im plications: O urm odelhas severalde nite phenom enological In plications which
can be tested at the LHC .

(1) Them odelhas only one unknow n param eter w hich can be taken to bem 1, the r%jass of the lighter
H iggs boson (hy ). It predicts the existence of a second H iggs boson, h,, with mass 3m .

(i1) The m ixing angl is predicted to bemaxinal (* =4). This can be tested by m easuring the
production cross sections of h, and h, at the LHC .

(1ii) In ourm odel, sincem , < 2m 1,thedecay hy, ! hih; isnotallowed. This is in contrast to a large
set of generalm odels, w ith a doublet and a singlet H iggs, w here this decay is allowed [9].

(iv) T he branching ratios of h; and h; decays into ferm ions would rem ain the sam e as in the SM ,
although the partial decay w idths w ill be equally a ected due to the m ixing. This feature can be
tested at the LHC and can be scrutinized even m ore accurately at the ILC .

(v) Since the scalar m ixing is m axim al, both H iggses can be produced w ith sizable cross sections at
the LHC in the allowed m ass ranges: 1144 < m 1 < 145,198 < m, < 250 (@llin G&V ).

D iscussion of the Ansatz: At thispoint,we ask if our Ansatz of universal scalar couplingsm ay follow

from som e symm etry. In the fram ew ork of the SU (2) U (1) electrow eak gauge m odel this is certainly
notpossble, sincetheH and S eldstransform di erently under the gauge sym m etry. But constraints

of the USC type could arise in a gauge extension of the electroweak part of the SM where H and S

would belong to the sam e irreducible representation of the enlarged gauge group. W e also point out
that dem anding the Lagrangian being invariant under the exchange of the bilinears (H YH ) and %S 2

Jeads to ﬁ = é and g = 5. Itwillbe interesting to understand the eld theoretic In plications of
such an exchange sym m etry/relation. Thism ay occur, for exam ple, if the H iggs scalars happen to be
com posite ob Ects (draw ing analogy from pions). C learly, it is the predictive power, testable at the
LHC , thatm akes our A nsatz worth considering. W e m ention at this stage that we have assum ed our
Ansatz to be valid at the weak scale, sihce such relations will In general be scale dependent unless
they are protected by som e sym m etry.

Deviation from universality: A discussion of a possible m id deviation from the Ansatz of strict
universality, as expressed in Eq. {4), isnow in order. For sin plicity of presentation and ease of analytic
understanding, let us consider a scenario where 2 ﬁ ; é = 24 2, and H = §7 HS =

+ . W e further assum e that the deviations are am all, ie. 2= 2 1 and = 1.
Tt inm ediately Hllows from Egs. (@) and (@) thattan2 ’ 1=(3 )andm 3’ 3m2(1+ 4 =3). Indeed,
it is quite Instructive to observe that under the above assum ptions and to the leading approxin ations,
the deviation of the m ixing angle ( ) from m axin ality is sensitive to the nonuniversality of m ass—
din ensional couplings, w hile the ratio between the heavier and the Iighter H iggs bosons is sensitive to

the nonuniversality of din ensionless couplings.

Conclusions: W e have presented a sin ple extension of the H iggs sector of the Standard m odel by
adding a real electrow eak singlet scalar eld, and m ade an A nsatz of universality of scalar couplings.
Them odel is highly predictive: (i) tBe_m ixing between the two H Iggs in the m odel ism axim al, and
(i) the m ass of the heavier H iggs is 3 tin es that of the lighter H iggs. T hese and other predictions
of them odel can be tested at the upcom ing LHC . T he consequences of a possblem id deviation from

a strict universality have also been discussed.
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