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A chiral electroweak model which accounts for spontaneous CP breaking is proposed. Under the
requirement of realistic quark mixing matrices and as a result of a detailed study of the Higgs po-
tential, CP-violating relative phases among the vacuum expectation values of the scalars coupled to
the fermions are seen to emerge. The strong CP problem is solved without any restrictive assump-
tions. The phenomenological implications of the neutral-kaon system are analyzed, and a new phys-
ics in the Higgs sector is proposed to render | A.* | =2 enhanced interactions consistent with a not

too high value of parity-breaking scale.

I. INTRODUCTION

The trail blazers for the new physics in the Higgs-boson
sector pay much attention to the still unresolved thorny
problem of the origin of CP violation. In several ap-
proaches CP is not supposed to be an exact symmetry of
the Lagrangian (general complex Yukawa couplings) and
the diagonalizing transformation of the quark mass ma-
trix My contains phases introducing CP violation.

CP noninvariance at the Lagrangian level is, however, a
source of several difficulties. Going from the QFD to the
QCD sector, in connection with the solution of the U 4(1)
problem given by ’t Hooft,! the diagonalization of M, af-
flicts .£’ gcp with a term of Pontrjagin form,

0 FD
L= S i,

i)
where & is the covariant curl of color-gluon field matrix
and Ogpp=arg(detMy). Without affecting the Euler-
Lagrange field equations, it conserves C but not P and T
and then CP.

To control the amount of the nontrivial effects we may
add to .£S¢p a counterterm of the same form with a pa-
rameter @qcp leading to a redefinition of the 6.4 such that
Bcst=06qcp+ Ogrp- It appears indeed quite difficult to jus-
tify in a natural way the smallness ~10~% of 6.4 as can
be deduced by using the present experimental limit of the
neutron electric dipole moment.? This mainly because in
this approach, referred as “hard” CP violation, the 8. pa-
rameter is subject to infinite renormalization,® being so a
free parameter of the theory.

In the framework of the “hard” approach several pro-
posals have been made, which use some concomitant as-
sumptions in order to keep 6 under control. Automatic
solutions can be realized in Peccei-Quinn models,* where a
cancellation arg(detMp)~—6qcp at least one part in 10°
is determined by instanton effects. The realization of the
same global U(1) invariance in Wigner-Weyl scenario re-
quires unphysical massless quarks.’ However, these
models are less and less appealing for the unseen pseudo-
scalar axion particle® and for cosmological difficulties.’”

A spontaneous- CP-breaking approach emerges as an al-
ternative way out: a bare true value Ogcp as a symmetry
requirement is imposed, while CP effects are likely to
arise not from Oqrp but as higher-order corrections.

This last point of view appears quite attractive at a
speculative level, if analyzed in the spirit of attributing to
the symmetry-breaking mechanism those violation effects
typical of the weak-interaction physics at the energy scale
which characterizes the current experimental results.
Within this approach the problem to obtain
Ogrp=arg(detMy) < 1078 can be solved in general by im-
posing extra symmetries on the model to restrict the form
of the quark mass matrix at the tree level. Moreover, an
electroweak left-right-symmetric (LRS) extension of the
standard Glashow-Weinberg-Salam model based on the

gauge group
I rr=SU(2).®SUR)zeU(1)

can easily supply a Hermitian quark mass matrix leading
to 63¥p=0 in the framework of the so-called manifest
LRS (MLRS) models.® Unfortunately the charge conjuga-
tion is explicitly broken in this scheme.

In the further case of pseudomanifest LRS (PMLRS)
the total Lagrangian is invariant not only under parity but
also under charge conjugation; so, besides gauge, all other
symmetries can be set spontaneously broken. In this con-
text, our motivation is to ascribe CP violation to the pres-
ence of right-handed (RH) currents, taking under control
their potentially dangerous A.¥ =2 enhancements due
mainly to LR gauge box diagrams and flavor-changing
Higgs-boson exchange.

A final comment before entering the details of the ap-
proach in the next sections. As it will appear clear in the
following, the scheme involves additional discrete sym-
metries, whose effect’ is to select as the most general solu-
tion of the Higgs potential (®;)=diag{k;,0}. The re-
quirement k;=0 implies no W; — Wy mixing as a
zeroth-order relation with nonvanishing Cabibbo angles.
A similar solution, if maintained at all orders, should ac-
count also for a zero W; — Wy mixing at all orders, in
such a way that the absence of dangerous tadpole
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fermion-loop contributions is guaranteed.'® However, this
is not the case in the present scheme. As we already
pointed out,’ a first-order phase transition in the parame-
ter space takes place in the limit k;—0. The tree-level re-
lations k; =0 are then unstable under renormalization be-
cause of the dynamical effects of radiative corrections.
Radiative corrections at one-loop level give birth to a new
symmetry-breaking pattern 0 < k; <<k; (a hierarchy stable
under the higher-order corrections'!). Of course, the
dynamical generation of a small W; — Wy mixing does
not modify the tree-level implications of the present ap-
proach.

In the next section we recall some conditions in LRS
theories which have already been discussed before.” These
conditions rule out the minimal model which cannot give
nontrivial Cabibbo matrices and, as a result, we are led to
consider a more complicated Higgs sector. In Sec. III the
detailed study of the enlarged potential is connected with
the quark mixing sector. In this investigation more than
two scalars coupled to fermions are required to obtain
CP-violating vacuum and in turn the source of CP viola-
tion can be ascribed also to Higgs-boson exchange. The
non-Peccei-Quinn approach to solve the strong CP prob-
lem is described in Sec. IV. Section V contains some re-
marks on the consistency of not too high parity-breaking
scale with the CP parameters in the kaon system. The
last part of the paper deals with the issue of introducing
six-colored triplet Higgs bosons to enhance |A. | =2
processes without imposing a high value of their inter-
mediate M w, mass scale.
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)] are introduced: a large number of CP-violating phases follows, equal to
Cabibbo matrices

mass matrices D, 4, the matrices 1,,I; [diagonal unitary matrices such that I, =diag(e ?

II. SPONTANEOUS CP VIOLATION
IN LRS MODELS

*
u,dR

Several attempts along the line of spontaneous CP
violation can be found in the literature, the main part of
them indeed based on LRS models,'? even though the pos-
sibility of obtaining spontaneous CP breaking directly in
G, =SU(2), ® U(1) through the introduction of suitable
discrete'? or gauge symmetries'* cannot be excluded. LRS
models, however, can account for the appealing feature of
describing both P-, and CP-violating effects as due to the
same mechanism of spontaneous symmetry breaking.
CP-violation models in LRS theories based on &7 can
be resumed in Table I.

We already saw that their most appreciable quality is
that in the case of MLRS the quark mass matrix is con-
strained to be Hermitian at skeleton level whatever the
vacuum expectation values (VEV’s) of the Higgs bosons
coupled to the fermions are, i.e.,

Mge=(M5=)'", (1

UuL,r> UdL g
Usir = Uuar

Uu,dL

CP as well as P is really spontaneously broken only in the PMLRS. In this case, in order to have positive eigenvalues for diagonalized quark
Diagonalizing matrices

Mass matrices
M, and M,
Complex symmetric

Real symmetric

Hermitian
Complex

VEV’s
(®;)
Complex
Complex

Real
Real

so that
detM g
detM, g cet

etree

QFD = é—]n (2)

On the other hand, a similar solution is hopefully to be
obtained in the case of PMLRS, where the mass matrix is
only symmetric, under the further condition of a left-
handed (LH) Cabibbo matrix real. In this case, 6! °°P will

TABLE 1. The status of quark mixing in chiral electroweak models is here summarized. The notation is clairvoyant though explained in the paper. The imposed parity is the usual

one. The number of independent CP-violating phases gets reduced in MLRS because angles and phases in the RH sector are identically equal to those in the LH sector. 4, 4 are diago-

nal matrices of rank N with elements +1.

generations.
Yukawa couplings
I' and A matrices
Hermitian

Real symmetric
Complex symmetric

Real
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be hierarchical suppressed at the order of RH currents,
differently from both the questionable Weinberg model'®
and the case of MLRS (Ref. 16) (where the first nonvan-
ishing contribution to fgrp comes from two-loop graphs).
It is tantalizing to look for this alternative approach to
the CP problem in which the following occurs.

(a) CP is spontaneously broken (i.e., it is a good symme-
try at the Lagrangian level) with real Yukawa couplings
and complex scalar VEV’s. Then the generalized Cabibbo

.. . . R -
mixing matrices satisfy U, =I,U;I; and we may
choose U, real and U =0, 1; where I, ; are diagonal
unitary matrices. Since CP is spontaneously broken, the
phases in U_.g can be also given in terms of the single rela-
tive phase between the two VEV’s present in this extended
model.

(b) The symmetry-breaking pattern assures a correct
strength to the CP-violating parameter Ogpp.

(c) The difficulties inherent in Weinberg’s model can be
overcome without specific assumptions about the parame-
ters.

The aim of this paper is to show that the previous
points can be achieved in the framework of a recently pro-
posed approach® to the problem of natural flavor conser-
vation (NFC) restricted to the lower-energy sector of the
theory. Let us require the total Lagrangian invariant
under a discrete symmetry (to be seen as possible relics of
higher unification gauge symmetries)

P, et P,

D: )

q)z_)e —117-/2(1)2 , (3)
the appropriate transformation for fermions being
QiL —>€’”/2Q,'L,Q,'R _)QiR (i = 1, e ,N) When D is
added to the usual LR symmetry

R fields— L fields ,
&, D], @

((-f)l—>(‘i¢)j‘) )

the minimal Higgs content which does not make meaning-
less the Cabibbo mixing is represented by two (+,~,0)
Higgs multiplets @, P, coupled to the quarks, to be added
to the usual )(L(%,O,l), XR(O,%, 1) (whose role is of gen-
erating the spontaneous breakdown of parity). Let us re-
call that,’ because of the symmetries imposed to the La-
grangian, the solution

k; 0

o ol =12 (5)

<q>i>=

appears as the most general one, since it corresponds to
the largest arbitrariness of the parameters present in the
potential. More specifically, solution (5) is the only solu-
tion which, preserving electromagnetic gauge invariance,
is able to introduce the typical observed ¥V — A structure
as a consequence of the spontaneous symmetry breaking,
without imposing specific restrictions to the parameters of
the potential. On the other hand, it is possible to show
that (5) is just the solution which (a) ensures NFC in the
lower sector, since it preserves the Higgs-induced flavor-
changing neutral current (FCNC) from appearing to the
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same degree of suppression which characterizes RH
currents, (b) leads to a vanishing W,j‘r — WZ mixing at the
tree level, where the charged gauge vector mesons
W, Wy correspond then to the physical states, and (c)
does not despoil of meaning the generalized Cabibbo mix-
ing.

A simple assumption about the origin of the masses of
the lightest quarks allows for a reasonable determination
of the mixing angles, both for the two- and three-
generation case, preserving Cabibbo universality (once CP
is supposed to be spontaneously broken).

The main point we will discuss in the following sections
is the possibility of accounting for a reasonable pattern of
spontaneous CP violation in the framework of the previ-
ous approach.

III. CP-CONSERVING AND CP-VIOLATING
SOLUTIONS

Let us analyze the possible solutions to the CP-violation
problem in the framework of the approach we have pro-
posed.

As usual the Higgs-induced CP-violating effects can be
parametrized in terms of transition propagators'® which
describe the Higgs-boson exchange in an effective interac-
tion picture of the Yukawa part of the Lagrangian. Ac-
cordingly with the imposed symmetries

L y=0; (T{®,+AYD,)Q;r +H.c. , (6)

where, if suitable transformation properties under CP for
all the involved fields are assumed, the Yukawa constant
matrices I'y, A, can be taken as real and symmetric be-
cause of CP invariance of the total Lagrangian. The fer-
mion mass matrices, generated as usual by spontaneous
symmetry breaking (SSB), become

Mu:klrl ’

(7
Mdzk;AZ .

In general these matrices are diagonalized by biunitary
transformations

UJLMu UuR =Du ’
UjMyUsg =Dy .
The physical states are then given by

(s) (w)
wdl,R =Uuar, RQudL,R - 9

The generalized LH and RH Cabibbo mixing matrices are
defined as

U =UsUs
¥ (10)
Ur=Usr UdR

and they are present in the part of the Lagrangian which
describes the interaction of the gauge bosons with fer-
mions:
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L =i QU QWL + O RYOR'W,

(Q (s) ,}/y UcL (S)

The divergent contributions of the renormalized coupling
constants g; and gy are not different, and a single g can
be usedf prov1ded that quartic couplings like tr
(P )(XLXL —+—XRXR) are chosen in the LRS form. This
prevents that quartic couplings could induce a horizontal
Ward identity between the SU(2)’s and makes infinite re-
normalizations to the couplings. By removing the maxi-
mal number of phases'’ from the LH mixing matrix U,[,
thl% flgumber of independent and arbitrary phases in U,
is

+(N—=1)(N —=2) for U, ,

. (12)

TN (N +1) for Uxp

(no W;— Wy mixing eliminates an overall phase for

UcR ).
Having assumed spontaneous P and CP violation
(PMLRS), in general the following relations hold:

Ur=I1U%I4 (13)
and
UuR - UuLIu ’
(14)
Uir=Uj. 1, ,

where I,,I; are unitary diagonal matrices with elements
expli¢,), q=u,c,t,d,s,b: here I,,I; cannot be rotated
away via a suitable redefinition of RH quark phases like
in SUQ2)®@U(1) (Ref. 20).

Real U, follows easily imposing the standard condi-
tion for CP invariance:*!

(+))+H.c.

<+)+Q(s>7yUcR (”W‘“L)H-H.c. (11

f

though, in this case, phases, determined by the external
legs in the usual CP-violating A =2 gauge interactions
cannot be excluded. In fact, even if a real U, allows to
remove all complex phases in LH charged currents by
changing the phases of the quark fields and reducing in
this way the Kobayashi-Maskawa (KM) mechanism only
to the RH sector, CP violation cannot be prevented to
arise through Wjy gauge interactions. Moreover, if U, is
real, as we shall consider deeper afterwards, the contribu-
tions A.¥ =1 arising from gauge interactions are charac-
terlzed by a vanishing relative phase between Al = % and

2 amplitudes: the well-known CP-violating parame-
ter e’ satisfies €' =0.

Since in PMLRS M, ; are symmetric matrices, the re-
lations M, ;M ;=M[ M, 4 yield [ReM, 4,ImM, 4,]=0.
Moreover, MM*t=(M*M)* holds instead of the usual
MLRS relation MM =M M. For mass matrices (7) then
it follows U.; =0, and the RH phases can be factorial-
ized. Further, when one is able to reduce M, to be real,
without any lack of generality the following remarkable
form is obtained:

OuTMuOu =D, ,

i (16)
OgMy041;=Dy ,

with I; again diagonal unitary.

On the other hand, the Yukawa part of the theory can
be rewritten explicitly in terms of the couplings of the
“strong” quarks with neutral and charged Higgs bosons.
Both neutral and charged Higgs bosons are involved in

L=tV L

det[ M, M, ,M;M}]1=0, (15 where
J
(O) ll}(O)t«
LYY= |0 DR +Q i DaQik— 5
k k2 NFC
(0)* _ ¢(0)
+ |0 U DaUR QR =5 +Q R UL DU QiR -~ | +He., a7
k2 I JFCNC
(+) ¢y~ (+) (=)

j(i)=QuLDuUcRQdR +QdL cLD OQur—5—

The total Lagrangian is still CP conserving, but a CP-
violating effect may enter into play if the charged-Higgs-
boson mixing is not real (and the phases cannot be reab-
sorbed by a redefinition of the fields) as a consequence of
the complex values of the VEV’s. In the last formula
Uy =0, and U, =0.1;. Starting from £ each
charged-Higgs-boson exchange can be described as an ef-

2 —
PR QurUct DgQur —

= ¥
—0uDgUlR Qur ——
K QurDgUcr Qur I

f

fective four-fermion interaction multiplied by a transition
propagator depending on the charged-Higgs-boson mixing
which, as said above, may introduce a CP-violating imagi-
nary part.

If the Higgs content is restricted to two Higgs fields
®,,P, alone (besides X;,Xr responsible of the spontane-
ous P violation), then the symmetry-breaking pattern re-
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quired by the D and L-R symmetries and ensuring NFC
in the low-energy sector of theory, does not allow for an
Higgs-induced CP-violating term. The most general re-

V=.V0(XL,XR,(D1,(I)2)+ 2 Vvi(q)i)—f—Vlz(q)l,q)z),
i=1,2

normalizable potential compatible with gauge invariance, (19)
D and L-R symmetries can be written in the form where
]
VoX X, ®1,®5) = — XXX L +XpX )+ +p1(XLX L +XRXR VP — paXL XL — XX )?
+ 3 [aitr(@IDPIXEX, + X7 X )+ B (XL DX, +Xp DD XR)], (20)
i=1,2
V(@)= —p Ar(DId,) + LAV tr( DD, [P+ LAY [tr(D] D, ) +tr(D [0,) 12+ £ A [tr(D][D;) — tr(D [, ], 1)
Via(®, @)= o tr(D,0)tr(D, D)) + Lo, [tr(D, B ) +-tr(D]D,) 2+ Lo [tr( D, D ) — tr(D]D,) ]
+ Lo [tr( D, D)) + tr(D]D,) 2+ Los[tr(D, D)) —tr(D]D,) ]
4+ Log[tr(@,® Dtr(D,® D) + tr(]D tr(D1D,)]
410, [tr(D,D Dtr(D)D,) + tr( DD tr(D,D 1) ]+ ostr(D, DD, D)) . (22)

The minimum conditions coming from ¥V of Eq. (19)
are easily written down. The one relevant to our purposes
concerns the relative phase a of k;,k,. Without loss of
generality we can assume (with % ,,k,,a real parameters)

klzhleia, k2:h2 5 (23)
and so

%—g =— %(04+05)sin2a R (24)
leading to two possible sets of solutions (# integer):

a=nm, (25)

a=(2n +1)§ . (26)

Solution (25) [(26)] corresponds to the absolute minimum
if o4+0s5 is positive [negative]. If both k, k, are real,
solution (25), clearly CP violation is impossible. Let us
then consider the case (26) as a possible source of spon-
taneous CP breaking. A detailed analysis is performed in
Appendix A, where the Higgs-boson mass matrices are ex-
plicitly worked out. Here the main points are reported.
The light and heavy Higgs sectors appear to be discon-
nected. For both sectors the (mass)? matrices are not real,
and their diagonalization is obtained through unitary ma-
trices. However, a proper redefinition on the Higgs fields
allows to reabsorb the phase and make the (mass)* ma-
trices real. Indeed, the only nonzero transition propaga-
tors (taken at zero-momentum transfer) which enter to
characterize the charged-Higgs-boson exchange in £}’
of Eq. (18) are

_ 1 () (=)
Al(O)__klk; <O‘T(¢1 'l/ll )‘0)q2=0, (27a)
1 (=) (4)
A,(0)=— 0| T( )| 0 , (27b)
2 s (0] T(dy ™) | >q2=0

i =1 (i =2) identifying the heavy (light) Higgs sector.
Both are seen to satisfy

ImA;(0)=0 (i =1,2) (28)

so that there is no Higgs-induced CP violation.

A different way of analyzing the two Higgs case, with
the same conclusion, of course, is based on the following
argument. As said before, it is possible to assume suitable
transformation properties under CP for all the involved
fields, accordingly with the choice of real I'(,A, in £y
[Eq. (6)]: as far as the Higgs fields are concerned, we can
consistently assume that, under CP,

(D1—>(Dr .

PRS. ifa=nmw (29)
and

b — @7

¢;:+¢% if a=(2n + 17, (30)

by connecting in this way the transformation properties of
the Higgs fields to the specific set of solutions we are
dealing with: in both cases CP invariance is guaranteed at
Lagrangian level. It is easy now to verify the following.

(i) In both cases [accordingly with the choice fixed by
the relations (29) and (30)] the corresponding symmetry-
breaking pattern is such that the VEV’s do not violate the
CP transformation properties of the Higgs fields: the
Georgi-Pais theorem?? can then be invoked in order to
conclude that CP will be conserved to any order of the
perturbation expansion.

(ii) A redefinition of the @, field (®,—iP;) allows to
reconduce (30) (and the corresponding symmetry-breaking
pattern) to the simplest case given by (29).

In order to allow for a spontaneous CP violation, the
Higgs content must be enlarged to at least three Higgs
fields of @ type. It is an easy matter to prevent the third
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Higgs field ®; from coupling to the quarks through a
suitable reflection symmetry. Moreover, as far as the D
symmetry is concerned, let us now suppose and then sup-
port ¢3——>€ —i1r/2q)3.

In this way NFC in the low-energy sector is ensured
despite the enlargement of the Higgs content: the most
general symmetry-breaking pattern is still realized in the
form (5), with i =1,2,3,... . The most general Higgs po-
tential can be written as

V= VO(XL’XR’¢17¢2,¢3)+ E l/,(q’,)
i

+ 22V

cycl

H(@L®;) (,j=1,2,3), 31)

which appears to be the obvious generalization of the
form (19). A detailed analysis in given in Appendix B:
here the main points are briefly summarized. D symme-
try dictates the symmetry-breaking pattern

k; O
0 0

where k;=h;e'® (i =1,2,3), with h; and a; as real pa-
rameters.
By imposing the usual minimum conditions two sets of
solutions can be found concerning the relative phases:
sin2(a,~—aj)=0 if 0]20’130’23<0 , (33)
which does not lead to CP violation, and a CP-violating
solution, which can be written in the form

012013k 12+ 012023k 7 + 013023k 37 =0 , (34)
corresponding to the case
012013023>0 . (35)

In the above equatlons cr,j——a(”)+a“’) with i,j=1,2,3
and ij, the of’"s, defined in Appendix B, being a gen-
eralization of those appearing in Eq. (22). The second set
of solutions [Eqgs. (34) and (35)] induces an imaginary part
in the transition propagators. The light and heavy Higgs
sectors are disconnected, the main source of CP-violation
arising obviously from the first one. The Yukawa part of
the Lagrangian is still given by Eq. (26): by calculating
the imaginary part of the light-Higgs-boson-exchange
propagator A4,(0), given by Eq. (27b), it is easily found
that

ImA,(0)= EEIXJT ; opsin2(a;—as,) , (36)
with M| and M, being the light-Higgs-boson masses.

Let us conclude this section with the following remark.
From the analysis of Appendix B, it may appear that the
CP-violating factor (36) written in the form (B29) van-
ishes in the limit M;=M,. The situation is, however,
rather different: it is the specific solution (34) which at
the same time introduces the CP violation and assures the
absence of degeneracy in the Higgs sector.

IV. A POSSIBLE SOLUTION TO THE
“STRONG CP” PROBLEM

As pointed out in the Introduction, the CP-violation
mechanism must be able at the same time to satisfy the
requirement of a negligible effect on the strong-interaction
physics and to reproduce in a correct way the known ef-
fects in the weak-interacting sector. Along the line of a
spontaneous CP approach, the chiral structure of the
gauge group induces Ogcp=0. The requirement Ogpp~0
at the order of 10~° can be achieved only through spec1ﬁc
assumptions: (a) An additional discrete symmetry im-
posed to V(X[ ,Xgr;P1,P,,P3) by requiring its invariance
under the symmetric group S; of the permutations of
®,,P,, D;; (b) the masses of the light Higgs bosons in Eq.
(36) supposed to be at least of the order of the W;" mass.

The assumed discrete symmetry S; can be interpreted as
a remnant of a larger gauge group or can be ascribed to
the topological defects accomplished by compactification
of extra dimensional theories. S; implies a unique value,
say o, for the o;; of Eq. (33) and leads, through the gen-
eral CP-violating solution (34), to a specific solution satis-
fying hy=h,=h3=h/V'3. As a consequence, since I';
and A, are real symmetric matrices, we have

9QFD=-—-3(a2—a1)=3a12, ai=arg(k,~) . (37)

This symmetric interchange of the indices of the scalar
fields leads to a12=%‘n' so that, though ImA,(0)540, it
holds

6gFp=0,7 [mod(2m)], (38)

which does not induce CP-violating effects at skeleton
level. Going to one-loop corrections to Ogpp they depend
on the imaginary part induced by the radiative corrections
to the quark mass matrix, according to the leading contri-
bution

all flavors
1 loop

BOLIEP~ —2 LimemMy)+0@d) . (39)

g Mg

There are several contributions to (8Mg), that we analyze
in detail. Single loops involving y and ZL r bosons do
not involve phases. Negligible contributions are intro-
duced by the W(+) W(+) mixing, absent here at the tree
level. Then any one-loop level diagrams involving only
gauge bosons and fermions will never induce Oggp, be-
cause any corrections to My are relatively real to the
tree-level value of My. A nonzero imaginary part is in-
duced by one-Higgs-boson-loop corrections to My: the
largest part comes from the lightest Higgs sector, only the
charged ones being involved because of the suppression of
FCNC (NFC guaranteed in the light Higgs sector). The
largest AM, corrections can be derived from typical

tr(CDi ><q)j>q)kq)1 (40)

terms originating graphs such as that of Fig. 1, whose
imaginary part does not vanish. The main contribution
comes presumably from the ¢ quark, so that one can esti-
mate
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FIG. 1. A typical one-Higgs-boson-loop diagram giving a fi-
nite nonzero contribution to the imaginary part of the radiative
corrections to the quark mass matrix.

2
mHz
2 -
1

ImA,(0)
—~——3——mH‘2m,zln

8OLI9P~
QFD 1672 my

(41)

The magnitude of the strong CP noninvariance effects is
tolerably small if

ImA,(0) <1071 —10712 GevV 2. (42)

From the upper bound (42) it can be argued that the
masses of the lightest charged Higgs bosons are of the
same order of magnitude of those of the light gauge bo-
sons, or more.

V. CONSISTENCY IN THE NEUTRAL-KAON SYSTEM

A satisfactory description of the CP-violation
phenomenon is constrained by the smallness of the K; -Kg
mass differences (AM; ), mainly as far as the strength of
flavor-changing neutral currents (FCNC’s) is concerned.

It has been already pointed out’ that in the case of the
solution k’s0 of the most general tree-level potential for
the minimal Higgs sector, a physical-Higgs-boson induc-
ing FCNC acquires a mass of the order M; with a
dangerously large contribution to AM;s. The disconnect-
ed solution k'=0, obtained for a wider range of the pa-
rameters of the potential, yields the mass of the FC neu-
tral Higgs boson of the same order as Mz but in turn
guarantees only real VEV’s and then in one-® models the
source of CP cannot arise from Higgs-boson exchange
(vacuum not CP violating). Moreover, trivial Cabibbo
matrices are obtained if a more complicated Higgs sector

is not considered. In our more realistic approach, the dif-
ferent gauge and scalar contributions to the K °— K mass
mixing term need to be computed to check its numerical
consistency.

Before all, we must stress that any theoretical computa-
tion of the nonvanishing €'/€ parameter characterizing
CP violation, is rather foggy. In fact, many uncertainties
are involved, mainly due to long-distance (LD) effects and
to the increased number of phases in this nonminimal
LRS model. Further, any result depends sensitively on
mass and couplings of the ¢ quark.?

We begin our analysis with the lowest-order diagrams
involving gauge contributions leading to direct |A.* | =1
CP violation without forgetting the absence of W, — Wy
mixing at the tree level. These contributions (Fig. 2) are
already seen to vanish!® since

s

I [
m ‘Q/O

=0; (43)

i.e., the same imaginary part

M;?
)"uL - )"uR o, 2

- (44)
R

dresses the isospin / =2 and I =0 amplitudes, where as
usual

Air,r =( UIL,R )aiCUcr R )is - (45)

Going to the gauge box diagrams involving RH gauge bo-
sons, they have been already used to find the value of the
My scale through a comparison with the experimental re-
sult of AM;¢s (Refs. 24 and 25). The experimental con-
straints €, €', and d, (the value of the electric dipole mo-
ment of the neutron), appear to be reproduced only in a
several TeV My scenario,?*?> even if the numerical re-
sults are sensitive to the kind of LRS and quark model
adopted.?6

In our scheme, even if the ALY =2 CP-violating effect
due to the box diagrams with one LH and one RH gauge
boson is present, however, a suppression enters into play
because of the specific character of the PMLRS approach.
Once A% =2 effective Hamiltonian describing the box di-
agrams related to gauge-boson exchange is obtained, real
and imaginary parts of M, =(K°|H, | K°) can be ex-
tracted in a straightforward four-quark approximation
which generalizes the result of Ref. 24 to the PMLRS
case. At the first order in B= (M /My )?, it follows that

sin20g sin0g
BC |A— sind — B———sin28
ImM,, sin20;, sin“@; 46)
ReM, cos?0p sin26p sin’@g
—B— +BC |A— c0sd — B———c0s28
cos“0; sin26; sin“0;
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Wi r
8 Uy L ,ST’J\'VH’L d
Uy Uy
w %
d,
d d
a)AI= 3,3 b)Ar =1

FIG. 2. Dominant gauge-boson diagrams contributing to the
| AY | =1 Hamiltonian.

Here A and B, emerging from loop integration, are nearly
constants up to B1InB; §; and &z are the phases of the
two-dimensional left and right Cabibbo mixing matrices,
respectively, C =8p,,. arises from the (S —P)(S + P) part
of the matrix element H eff/ » Pvac being

<Ko|§1—‘?’5df(1+7’5 {KO vac
(KO [57,(1=y5)d? ]| K®)ac
with d=arg(s;sg), (47)

i
Pvac® "=

while §=06g — 8, is the remaining phase after the redefi-

nition of the s-quark argument (s—>e18Ls). Approximate-
ly it is
2
A~1+In|—| ,
L
m 12
B~—*1 =1, (48)
c ML
m 2
K
C=146|——
mg+mgy
and then
308 sin20y | . 5
sin
ImM12 26L
) (49)
ReM , 4308 n26x 5
in20, cos

where numerically the factor 430 comes from the use of
reasonable values of the involved masses.”” The ratio (49)
may cover the expected range also for low My without
giving a too apprehensive contribution: in fact in the case
of PMLRS four-quark model it is plausible that the two
rotation angles 8; g are nearly opposite up to the phase,
and then if Amg~2(ReM ,)p,, remains positive, a lower
Mp can be allowed.?

Going now to the CP-violating effects coming from the
Higgs sector, they enter into play only if the Higgs-boson
masses belong to the lowest scale. As mentioned in Sec.
III, in SU(2), ® U(1) the Higgs-boson-exchange model of
CP nonconservation guaranteemg NFC in the neutral sec-

r'® leads to a quark mixing matrix Ugy real®® and CP
v1olatlon arises only from the exchange of scalars. If in
the Weinberg model the three VEV’s are assumed almost
degenerate, a discouraging value of €'/e (Ref. 29) is fore-
cast: with & parametrizing long-distance contributions,

€ 1 28n
—=—7 ~—0.015 50
€ 20 | 2y +e€p, } [H—.@ (50
being*®
_ Im&{o € — Iliz (51)
H= .Mo < " RCM]2

Even if several possible solutions have been proposed,>!
however, the model is seen to suffer the risk of being ruled
out unless experiments now in progress3? soon find a non-
vanishing result for €' /e. This trouble springs out because
of the dominance of Higgs-boson-induced A =1 CP-
violating transitions (Fig. 3), in particular, the rather
messy Higgs-boson—penguin diagram of Fig. 3(a), with
respect to the A =2 transitions (Fig. 4), dominance
which involves ImM, <2y ReM 5.

Differently from these standard conclusions, in our
model the dominant contributions to AM;¢ and € may
come from tree-level neutral-Higgs-boson exchange (Fig.
5) (to be added, of course, to the already seen box dia-
grams with W; Wy exchange). Indeed, as pointed out
some time ago,®® the neutral-Higgs-boson-induced
A’ =2 transitions do not introduce CP violation (only
the heavy Higgs bosons have flavor-changing couplings)
because of LRS and D symmetry. Neutral-Higgs-boson
exchange in our limit, being (0| T(¢%$5) |0) =0, con-
tributes only to ReM,.

The effective A =2 Hamiltonian is given by
HE == V3" | 2 (U] D, Up ¥ |(5,dxSrdy)
¢(0) kl
(52)
(where ¢ nearly physical state and degenerate 65,85

masses are assumed without loss of generality). More-
over, PMLRS (with the Cabibbo matrix real, as discussed
in Sec. III) leads to

(UL D, Ug)gy=e'®"

= 3 mUyy (53)

q=u,c,t

*(ULD, UL,

and using the Glashow-Iliopoulos-Maiani cancellation,
yields

a) b)

FIG. 3. Diagrams involving Higgs bosons contributing to the
| A% | =1 effective Hamiltonian.
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u, uy Uy u;

FIG. 4. Box diagrams for K °—K° with (a) a W gauge boson
and a physical charged Higgs scalar, (b) two charged physical
Higgs bosons.

1 2V2G
ReM,(¢¥)=—— | — 5= |B(+fx’mg)
m¢<0) ky
2
3 m 2
K 2

—_— | - m
4 | mg+my 8 ‘150,! q

(54)

with B =1 in the case of vacuum-insertion saturation for
the evaluation of hadronic matrix elements. It is
worthwhile mentioning that this contribution is negligible
relatively to ReM ,( WW), since it is suppressed at the or-
der of k2/v2~M;%/Mz? (Ref. 33).

Let us consider formally the charged-Higgs-boson con-
tributions to the effective A.¥ =2 Hamiltonian; they can
be realistically approximated simply by the box diagram
obtained starting from the usual one involving two- W-
boson exchange by replacing one of them by a charged
Higgs boson.>* Then the typical CP-violating parameter
of the K system

ei-rr/4

€=—=——"—""—(ImM, +2§ ReM ;)
‘/E(AMLS)expt 2+2§ 12/Lp

ei'n'/4
22—‘/-—2‘(€m+2§) (55)

shrinks on the whole in

1 ZImAz(O)
e ~zrmx—¢— (56)
to be compared with the experimental value
le| =2.3x1072

By comparing Egs. (42) and (56) we find the typical sit-
uation of a sheet too short: in order to satisfy (56),
ImA /Gp~ 1072, but this does not agree with Eq. (42). In

g(YA)_:gaﬁ &

with a,8 now running in generation space. It is easy to realize that A

ugféuBA(‘“”—di%dﬁA(Z/”———Z—Z—(d(f%uﬁ-l—uf‘ﬁdﬁm('””

d s

FIG. 5. A flavor-changing neutral-Higgs-boson contribution
to the | A | =2 Hamiltonian.

other words, the lightest charged Higgs bosons are to be
taken so heavy in order to suppress Ogp, that their ex-
change produces a CP-conserving A =1, A€ =0 in-
teraction of several orders of magnitude under the
strength required if a milliweak interaction is called to
imitate the successful predictions of the superweak theory.
A way out can be suggested by a deeper insight into the
aspects of the weak CP violation as it appears in the K
system.

VI. NEW PHYSICS IN THE HIGGS SECTOR

Alternatively to the standard KM mechanism®’ and to
the Lee-Weinberg Higgs-boson-exchange effects,!® there
may be some other kinds of scalars®® mediating sd —ds
interactions and contributing to the K °— K ° amplitude.

Besides the asymmetric triplet of color states,’” the
symmetric color-six states deserve much attention.® In
the case of colored scalar bosons the violation of CP may
rise softly by explicit mass terms.’’ If, however, CP is re-
quired to be broken spontaneously, a relative phase be-
tween the VEV’s can be called to induce the complex
feature of the effective coupling constants.

In this latter viewpoint, CP invariance is imposed on all
dimension-4 terms of the Lagrangian so that, as usual,
Yukawa couplings are all real. We use the Higgs scalars
belonging to the six-dimensional representation of SU(3),
whose origin rests in grand-unified theories’® (GUT’s),
which under ¥}y transform according to

AL =(1,0,3), Ag=(0,1,%). (57)

The Yukawa couplings of these bosons,** after impos-
ing the discrete invariance A; — —A;, Ag—Ag, can be
rewritten in terms of scalars with definite electric charge

+(L—R)
L

+H.c., (58)

2/3) components contribute to K °—K?° transition

(Fig. 6). The relevant most general renormalizable Higgs potential results a bit larger than (19), with the introduction of

the further term
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V(AL Ar,®;,®;)= —pa’tr(A} Ay + AR Ag) +p {[tr(A} A )P+ [tr(A} Ag)T?)
+p,[tr( AL AL A} AL ) +tr(AR AR AR AR) T4+ ps[tr( A AL )tr(AL AR)]
+a[tr(D]D,) +tr(DID,) [[tr(A] AL ) +tr(AR AR)]
+B[tr(AL AL @, D)) +tr(Af A DD ) +tr(A] A, @,®]) +tr(AR AR PID,)]

+71[tr(A] &2z D

DA tr(AL DA P+ 7ol tr(AL B AR D)) +tr(AL B,A T T)]
+y3[tr(AL<I>1AR¢'2)+tr(AL<I>2AR<I> )]+7/4[tr(AL<I> AR

2)+tr(AL¢2AR ]+H C. (59)

No sensible modifications are introduced to the symmetry-breaking pattern by the A contributions since color-unbroken

invariance prevents new VEV’s.
@e=(n—3)m(n=0,+1,%2,...).

V(X—4A)

Since isospin quantum numbers of A;,Ay are different,
this part of the potential generates the tadpoles involving
scalars such as (X ) able to break U(1) and SU2)g. It is
worth while stressing that the Ajz2"* component is a
symmetric {6} representation of SU(3)¢, while ALH2/? be-
longs to the {6}. Looking at an extended scheme of
flavor-color unification, both (10;1,0) and (10;0,1) under
Gps =SU4)c®SU(2),®SU(2); are required, while prodi-
giously in a GUT approach only one {126} of SO(10) is

enough. The A} (2/3) A(Z/ %) mass matrix reads
INSRLAN
v 2—_A(L#‘Z/El) ML2 b ’ (61)
a _A(R+2/3) b* Mg?
with
+3 (+3)
” AssR ﬁs ~ 6
i
x
1
W A(=D) (-2)
Addf Ay ~6

/\

FIG. 6. Diagram for | A | =2 contributions mediated by A
bosons exchanges. The cross represents the insertion of an even
number of relative CP-violating VEV’s.

The ®;—A couplings are prevented if, as postulated in Sec. III, &;—e?®,; with
The X — A couplings can be written as

=8,[XI X )+ (XX R Ir(AL AL + AR AR +8,[ (XS X )tr(AL AL )+ (X hx )tr(AR AR)T . (60)

M =—p>+@+B) | ky |2+ | ky | D) +802

Mg*= —pp’+(a+B) | ki |*+ | ky|?)
+(8;+80%, (62)

b=y,(k;**+k,*?),

while the transition propagator (taken at zero-momentum

transfer) which characterizes the AY"2/YA%H?/*) exchange
looks like
1
Im<0 T(A(—2/3)A(+2/3)) 0) — ——Im(b)
l L R | M12M22
Y
(63)

Assuming that the v? terms are the dominant ones,

M12M222MAL ZMAR228](81+82)U4:88’U4 N (64)
with §,=96 and (8;+8,)=8&’. In conclusion, with a rela-
tive phase, y,=v, h; =h,=h (the requirement of degen-
eracy has been discussed in Sec. IV), we find

Im{0| T(A;YA%2) [0) ~ —L—smza (65)

88" v
The effective A.¥ =2 interactions are described by
S = =Gy dys)+(L—~R)+He. ,  (66)
where
G =1(8)aalg ss(Ma™) . (67)

The strongest constraint comes from the real part of the
K; —Kg mass difference, because of the direct A =2
tree-level amplitudes describing the exchange of the di-
quark Ay; component. After evaluating the hadron ma-
trix elements and for nearly degenerate masses we have

28448,
(ReM,z)A—TW——i

Agq

+fximg) . (68)

Imposing the limit
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Am expt —15
(ReMp)a< ——2 =1.7x 107" GeV , (69)
it follows
g—‘;"% <1071 Gev~2. (70)
v
Thereby the relation
ImM )~V 2€0pAM ey (71)
yields
2
Y |22 lsin2a~LX | =% | sin2a~1073. (72)
8 | v2 5 | My

This result involves too many parameters to let more
than a rough estimate of the mass scale of parity restora-
tion. Without being restrictive, it is conceivable to have a
low intermediate-mass scale My, a reasonable limit for
B=(M /Mg )? being 1073—1072. It is worthwhile noting
that, as discussed in Sec. V, this limit is, at the same time,
compatible with the restrictions coming from the box dia-
gram involving one L and one R gauge boson.

VII. CONCLUSIONS

In this paper we have analyzed the problems connected
to the Higgs-boson-induced spontaneous CP violation in
the framework of a left-right-symmetric approach to the
gauge theories of weak interactions in which P is spon-
taneously broken [as a mere consequence of the LRS and
spontaneous symmetry breaking (SSB)], and NFC is en-
sured in the light Higgs sector with the same degree of
suppression which characterizes right-handed currents
with respect to the left-handed ones.

The approach belongs to the most general so-called
“spontaneous CP” case, which appears, however, as dis-
cussed in Sec. I, the more promising one. It is shown in
detail how the approach we are proposing is able to satisfy
the hard condition coming from strong CP. It is worth
noting that, despite the higher content of the Higgs bo-
sons, due to the higher symmetry we are starting with, the
interaction is quite similar to that of the standard model,
exactly reproduced in the low-energy limit. In this con-
text the key role of NFC is to be emphasized. The
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charged Higgs sector must be characterized by relatively
large mass, at least of the order of light gauge bosons:
this is quite natural, and a different result would be unat-
tractive. The enhancement of A.¥=2 contributions in
LRS models is sizable only in a really high My scenario.
So PMLRS models support the Weltanschauung of not-
too-high-energy parity restoration, blooming the desert
with an intermediate-mass scale. Of course K °—K?° ef-
fects are affected by the presence of right-handed
currents. The chiral structure of the LRS models lead to
an enhancement of (¥ — A4)X(V + A) matrix elements (as
for penguin contributions).*® However, the AI =3 parts
of |A” | =1 effective theory are increased on the same
foot as Al = 3 one; namely, in our scheme no new impor-
tant phenomena of CP violation with respect to the stan-
dard left-left computation are induced without valuable
W; — Wx mixing.

Strong radiative corrections do not affect sizable CP-
violating parameters*! sharing odd matrix elements
(namely, €) and direct CP violation (i.e., €') of a similar
amount. The introduction of colored Higgs bosons may
solve in general the difficulties of Weinberg-type models
of CP violation, though their presence is mainly motivat-
ed in the hierarchical fashion of a &7y electroweak
model. A similar model can be reviewed in GUT context
based on the gauge group SO(10) to be consistent with an
intermediate-mass scale for low-parity restoration.>

APPENDIX A

Here the analysis is briefly reported concerning the two
Higgs fields
¢(IO) ¢(1+) 1p(IO) ¢(I+)
R e [w‘f’ g
interacting with the quarks through an usual Yukawa
coupling and subjected to the potential (19). According to
the analysis of the text [see Eqgs. (22), (23), and (24)], the
only possible source of CP violation is given by the solu-
tion (24). The corresponding VEV’s are given by Eq. (5).
Without any lack of generality we can assume the form
(23) with a=m/2. After some standard algebra one may
calculate explicitly the (mass)*> matrix of the charged

Higgs sector M .2 The matrix is block diagonal, and the
following Hermitian submatrices can be isolated:

D= , (A1)

5 o
M. 26 ) = ot (o4+03)h,? i(o4+og)hih, (A2)
+ 2 Y2 -
¢(2+) —ilos+0og)hihy  (04+09h;”
and
X' ¢~ N
X5 | prhi?+Baohy? ik Bohyv
MiZ(X(Ri) (li),d/(li))z ¢(1+) —iﬁlhlv B]UZ+0'5h22 i05h1h2 (A3)
¥t Bahyv —ioshihy  Bui+osh,?
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from which, together with two Goldstone bosons (one
from each matrix), light and heavy physical Higgs bosons
can be worked out, respectively, to be added to the further
(mass)? eigenstate:

X" with (mass)? MXL(1,2=p2v2+.31h12+Bzh22
(A4)

It is an easy matter to diagonalize the matrices (A2) and
(A3) through unitary transformations: by applying

U,=— _ih, h, with h2=h,2+h,* (AS)

1 h, —ih,
h

to the matrix (A2), the following decompositions in terms
of (mass)? eigenstates can be obtained

(A6)

where G5*',H5") are a Goldstone boson and a light physi-
cal Higgs boson, respectively.

As far as the matrix (A3) is concerned, the unitary
transformation

(p1—p2)v? 20,k v
6% = | 2ehe AR

2a2h2v 2h1h2(01—0’5+0'8)

v h
=T 0
A A
.hl .U h .h2 . 2 2 2
U = —IA IA P lh with A°=h"+v
P v M
A A h h

(A7)

allows to separate the Goldstone boson G{*’ from the
heavy physical Higgs bosons H'™',H*’, whose remain-
ing mixing requires a further rotation (the corresponding
angle 0 does not need to be explicitly specified here): one
finds, finally (cg=cos8,sgy=sinb),

X(Ri)=“Al‘(—UG(1i)+hcoH(1i)—hsoH'1(i)) ’

¢ = [ —hh1GY" + (vhycq+ Ahys o HY™

+(Ahycq—vhsg)H 'Y, (A8)
() ﬁ[ FhhyG ) 4 (vhycg— Ah s HE)

—(Ahycog—vhysg)HY ' .

Equations (A3)—(A8) allows to verify Eq. (25).

For the sake of completeness let us consider the neutral
Higgs sector: in this case the (mass)’ matrix is block-
diagonal, and the following Hermitian submatrices can be
worked out:

2a2hzv
2h1h2(0’1—05+0'8) ’ (A9)
2A{Ph,?

X (0) (0’4+0’5)h22 (0'4+0'5)h1h2 (A10)
(¢‘ r 1, (04+05)h1h2 ((7'4+0'5)h12
Y o, B,vz—l‘ll’h12+(02—05—08)h22 (0s+07—0,—0¢)h h,y AL
MO (¢2 rs x - (0'5+0'7—0'2-—06)h1h2 ﬁzuz-—}»(f)hzz-f—(02—05——0'3)h22 ’
Bzvz+€2h22+(05—0'3—0'8)h12 —(U3+05+U6+U7)h1h2
M3 = 2, 4y 2 2 (A12)
0 P2 —(O’3+05+06+07)h1h2 le) -+—}\,2 h[ +(05_03—08)h2
T
APPENDIX B w(lo) w(l+) B
We consider here the relevant technical aspects of the b= 0y o

Higgs-boson-induced CP violation in left-right-symmetric
models, starting with an Higgs content including, together
with @, and ®, given by Eq. (Al), a third Higgs field of
P type:

The Higgs potential is given by Eq (31) [a pair of upper
indices must be added to the o;’s, a,’ being the coeffi-
cients entering into V;;(®;,®;)], being (®;) given by Eq.
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(32). The potential (31), by substituting the corresponding
VEV’s, takes on the form

(V)=Vo+5 D (047 +05)h;*hj*cos2(
cycl

ai—aj)

(i,j=1,2,3), (B2

Vy being independent of the «;’s. The minimum condi-

. ( ij
tions reads then (o, =04/ 4+ 0%")

=023h22h3zsin2(a2—a3)

=013h12h325in2(03—a1) (B3)

Ulzh 1 thzsin2(a1 —“az)

with the restrictions

Hy,+Hy;+Hyj3 <0, (B4)
HHy3+H;Hyy+Hi3Hy; >0, (B5)
being
Hjj=o0Relk;*k}*) =0;;h;*h;*cos2(a; —a;)

(i,j =1,2,3; i#j). (B6)
It is easy to identify the two following sets of solutions of
Egs. (B6).

1. CP-conserving solution
They are characterized by

sin2(a; —a;)=0 (i,j =1,2,3; i) (B7)

and because of (B4) and (B5), they correspond to a
minimum of the potential if and only if
012013023 < 0. (B8)

More specifically it can be easily found that condition
(B8) must be satisfied with the further correspondence

0j<0 ifa;—aj=nm, (B9)

0y >0 if a;—a;=(2n +1)§ (B10)

It will be verified later that the solutions (B7) are indeed
CP conserving.

2. CP-violating solutions

They can be easily obtained starting from (B3) and ex-
cluding the solutions (B7). In this case the following iden-
tity must be satisfied:

012013k 12+ 013023k, + 013023k 32 =0 (B11)

involving the (complex) quantities k;2. The explicit solu-
tions are well expressed in terms of the H;;’s defined in
Eq. (B6): one finds

1 1

Hij='2—m(ck2—-ci2—cj2)
(i,j,k =1,2,3; ij#k) (Bl12)
with
=0y 0uh’ (i,j,k =1,2,3; iz£j#k) . (B13)
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It is worth noting that Eqgs. (B12) allow us to express ex-
plicitly all relative phases in terms of the parameters. The
solutions (B12) correspond to a minimum if the two con-
ditions (B4) and (BS) are satisfied. Equation (B4) leads to
the requirement

012013023 >0 (B14)

which, compared with the analogous (B8), allows us to
separate the range of values of the o;;’s which give rise to
two different solutions. Equation (B5) gives

A.(Cl ) ,C3 )<0 (BIS)

A(x,p,z) being the well-known triangular function. A re-
striction about the parameters follows, which is easily
identified as the condition which makes cos2(a; —a;)
physically acceptable. Moreover, it is easy to show that
all the quantities H;; given by Eqs. (B12) must be nega-
tive, and this is incompatible with the CP-conserving
solutions (B4). In conclusion, Egs. (B13), (B14), and (B15)
identify a set of CP-violating solutions.

In order to verify that the two distinct sets of solutions
listed above are CP conserving and CP violating, respec-
tively, let us consider the (mass)? matrix of the charged
Higgs boson. After some algebra, it appears to be block
diagonal in terms of heavy (~v?) and light Higgs bosons.
It is evident that the relevant (to induce CP-violation) sec-
tor is the light one, which involves ¢(+), (H,w(zt). In this
basis the (mass)? matrix elements are given by

M= — 2 h 2 S (Hy+h*h;’s;) , (B16)
Ji
My?=s(oykikf + 2k k) =My (i,j=1,2,3; i <j),
(B17)
where
S=20"+0o{"— o . (B18)

The light Higgs sector (mass)> matrix can be easily dlago-
nalized. The Goldstone boson (to be absorbed by W;*)) is
easily found

G“’—— k165" + kbt + ky0ht)) (B19)

(h2= E,.h,-z): a unitary matrix which allows to isolate it
can be written in the form

kq k, k;
h h h
A krkz kaJ . 2 2 2
Ul— h — A — WA WlthA——hz +h3
0o K Kk
A A
(B20)
This leads to
1 00
UMzU = |0 1 (B21)
o
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mpy? being the (Hermitian) 22 (mass)> matrix of the

light Higgs bosons, whose elements correspond to

M? 0

Uymy?Ul= 0 M2

. (B24)

The relevant quantity to be calculated is the imaginary
part of A, [Eq. (27b)], since the high mass of the heavy

hy? Higgs boson (M2~u?) makes 4, negligible with t
n _mC ggs boson v?) makes A4, negligible with respec
(mp")=Ma +Ms; A2 My, B22) 4 A,. In conclusion the diagonal fields are obtained
through
1 h 2i(a;—aj)
(mHz)IZZEFka2k3(UI3e T G e
—UlzeZi(al_az)):(mHz);l . H(li) =U2U] d}(Zi) ’ (B25)
HE i)
The most general unitary matrix which diagonalize (B21) .
can be written as with
1 0 0 u=U0,U,U'. (B26)
U= |0  cosb —sinfe'? | ; (B23) We find then, starting from Eq. (27b),
. _i¢
0 sinfe cosf ) UpUs U US
cos@ and @ can be, as usually, expressed in terms of the ImA4,(0)=— hih, Im M2 M2 , (B27)
matrix elements (B22) and of the Higgs-boson masses ! 2
M ,,M, according to ie.,
ImA,(0) 1 h3 51n§cos§ 1 _ 1 m(e—i(al-—az-a3+<p))
2 h hihy M2 M,
1 h3 1 —ila;—a,—aj)
=—= Im( T m ) (B28)
h hihy M2M,? 12

By making use of the last of Eqs. (B22), the result (36) of the text follows.
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