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Abstract

We continue classification of finite groups which can be used as symmetry group of the scalar
sector of the four-Higgs-doublet model (4HDM). We systematically construct non-abelian groups
via the group extension procedure, starting from the known abelian groups A and their auto-
morphism groups Aut(A). Previously, we considered all cyclic groups A available for the 4HDM
scalar sector. Here, we further develop the method and apply it to extensions by the remaining
rephasing groups A, namely A = Z2 × Z2, Z4 × Z2, and Z2 × Z2 × Z2. As Aut(A) grows, the
procedure becomes more laborious, but we prove an isomorphism theorem which helps classify
all the options. We also comment on what remains to be done to complete the classification of
all finite non-abelian groups realizable in the 4HDM scalar sector without accidental continuous
symmetries.
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1 Introduction

The N -Higgs-doublet model (NHDM) is a popular framework for building New Physics models
beyond the Standard Model (SM). Based on the simple idea of successive “Higgs generations” shaped
by global symmetries, NHDMs can address many shortcomings of the SM and offer remarkably rich
phenomenological and astroparticle signals.

The most famous examples are the 2HDM proposed by T.D. Lee in 1973 [1] and routinely used
nowadays in the LHC searches [2], and the 3HDM suggested first by S. Weinberg in 1976 [3] and
studied since then in hundreds of papers [4]. The literature on models with N > 3 Higgs doublets
is less known to the community but nonetheless impressive. In particular, the four-Higgs-doublet
model (4HDM) was first considered in the seminal 1977 paper by Bjorken and Weinberg [5], and
nearly hundred papers explored various 4HDM-based models since then, see our previous paper [8]
for a 4HDM literature overview.

Why go beyond the 2HDM? From the model-building perspective, a powerful novelty of NHDMs
beyond two Higgs doublets is the rich list of symmetry-based options one has at one’s disposal. By
“symmetry-based options” we mean symmetry groups themselves, specific representation choices for
scalars and fermions, the residual symmetry group at the minimum of the Higgs potential, various
ways of soft breaking of the symmetry groups, new forms of CP symmetry and CP violation in the
scalar sector. All these features lead to intriguing observable signatures. In fact, almost all 3HDM and
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4HDM examples studied in literature featured phenomenological and astroparticle signals induced
by symmetries.

In short, symmetries are the treasure trove of the NHDMs. It is therefore important to know
which symmetry groups are available for a given class of models and how these symmetries are
broken upon minimization. Within the 3HDM, many of these questions have already been answered.
We highlight in particular the classification of all finite symmetry groups realizable in the scalar
sector of the 3HDM [11–13] and their symmetry-breaking pattern for each finite group [14]. These
are complemented by insights into continuous symmetry groups, including accidental symmetries of
the scalar potential, worked out in [15, 16]. All in all, the symmetry content of the 3HDMs is now
well understood, and the interesting question — or rather a promising research program — is to
track all phenomenological and cosmological consequences of each symmetry option. In contrast, the
symmetry options in the 4HDM remained unexplored, with most papers limited to isolated examples.

In our recent work [8], we started a systematic classification of finite non-abelian symmetry
groups for the 4HDM scalar sector. Not satisfied with the trial and error approach, we decided to
apply the method which worked so successfully for the 3HDM and began a systematic exploration
of non-abelian groups obtained from abelian groups via the group-theoretic procedure called group
extension. In [8], we described the method and applied it to all cyclic groups available in the 4HDM
scalar sector. In the present work we extend the same metod to constructing non-abelian extensions
of the remaining rephasing groups, which are products of cyclic groups.

The structure of this paper is the following. In the next Section, we describe the general procedure
of constructing non-abelian groups using group extensions and apply it to the 4HDM. We also prove
an important Theorem which will later help us significantly reduce the number of cases to consider.
The short Section 3 deals with extensions by Z2 × Z2, which borrows a lot from the 3HDM case.
Section 4 discussed in detail extensions by Z4 × Z2, with its numerous non-trivial features. In
Section 5, we build extensions based on Z2 × Z2 × Z2. We present the master table of our results in
Section 6 and wrap up the discussion with an outlook of future work.

2 Symmetries in the 4HDM scalar sector: general features

2.1 The need of constructive methods

How do we build a model based on a specific finite group G of global symmetries? The standard
approach is to assign the fields — in our case, the Higgs doublets — to a specific representation of
G and to construct all interaction terms of the lagrangian which are invariant under G.

This procedure, despite looking straightforward, has important pitfalls. It may happen that,
by imposing G, we end up with a lagrangian invariant under additional symmetries, so that the
true symmetry content of the model is larger than G. A notorious situation is when we impose a
finite group G but the scalar potential possesses an accidental continuous symmetry, which is then
spontaneously broken upon minimization and leads to unwanted Goldstone bosons. Examples of this
situation are known within the 2HDM and 3HDM, which means one must be careful when choosing
which symmetry group to impose. Thus, when we classify finite symmetry groups available within
a given class of models, we must assure that each G represents the full symmetry content of the
model and no accidental symmetry appears. Following the notation of [11, 12], we call such groups
realizable.

Certain symmetry groups and the potentials invariant under them can be constructed in a
straightforward way. Such educated guesses are fully justified for an exploratory study. However,
when attempting to cover all possible cases symmetry-based phenomenological situations within a
given class of models, one should ask for the full list of realizable symmetry groups available. Such
a list can only be obtained with a systematic constructive procedure.
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To give an example, the 3HDMs based on global symmetry groups were first explored in late
70’s and early 80’s, see [4] for a brief historical overview. Many choices for non-abelian groups
G were used, but it was unclear when to stop the search. The answer came only in 2012 when
the papers [11–13] presented the full classification of finite Higgs family symmetry groups and CP
symmetries. In particular, two symmetry-based 3HDM were found which had not been identified
previously: Σ(36) 3HDM, see e.g. [17] and CP4-symmetric 3HDM [9].

With four Higgs doublets, there is now a long record of 4HDM publications based on educated
guesses for the group G, see the literature overview in [8]. However no systematic classification of all
available options exist so far. Interesting 4HDMs with potentially peculiar phenomenology may still
be hiding, and only a systematic constructive procedure can reveal all these examples.

2.2 Building non-abelian groups via group extension

Let us now briefly review the group extension method used in [12, 13] to derive the complete list of
discrete symmetry groups in the 3HDM scalar sector.

Any finite non-abelian group G contains abelian subgroups A. By constraining the list of possible
A’s, one can already learn much about possible G. In [11], an algebraic technique based on the so-
called Smith normal form was developed, which is capable of identifying the rephasing symmetry
group of any lagrangian, not limited to NHDMs. For the 3HDM, it yielded the following list of
realizable finite abelian groups which are subgroups1 of PSU(3):

A in 3HDM: Z2 , Z3 , Z4 , Z2 × Z2 , Z3 × Z3 . (1)

Since the orders of all these abelian groups contain only primes, 2 and 3, the order of any non-
abelian finite group is |G| = 2a3b. According to Burnside’s paqb-theorem, such group G is solvable;
for a physicist-friendly introduction to solvable groups, see section 3 of Ref. [12]. Together with
additional group-theoretic arguments, Ref. [12] established that, within the 3HDM scalar sector, any
finite non-abelian group G must contain a normal maximal abelian subgroup. As a result, the factor
group G/A ⊆ Aut(A), the automorphism group of A. Thus, one arrives at a systematic procedure
to classify all realizable groups G in the 3HDM:

• Take A from the list Eq. (1), compute Aut(A), list all its subgroups K ⊆ Aut(A).

• If G/A ≃ K, then G can be constructed as an extension2 of K by A denoted as A .K. Even
for specific A and specific K, the extension procedure is not unique. One needs to construct
all the cases explicitly by defining how the generators of K act on the generators of A. The
most well-known type of non-abelian extensions are semidirect products A ⋊ K, also called
split extensions. There also can exist non-split extensions; for a pedagogical exposition and
illustrative examples, see section 3 of [8].

• By checking all A’s, all K’s, performing all possible extensions, and verifying that the resulting
potential does not acquire an accidental symmetry, one obtains the full list of finite non-abelian
groups G for the 3HDM scalar sector. This list derived in [12,13] is not long: S3, D4, A4, S4,
∆(54)/Z3, and Σ(36).

Let us now discuss whether this procedure can be applied to the classification of non-abelian symmetry
groups in the 4HDM. One begins with the list of finite abelian subgroups of PSU(4) realizable within

1The need and subtleties of working inside PSU(N) instead of SU(N) for the NHDM scalar sector are discussed
in [11] and, in a way adapted to the 4HDM, in our previous paper [8].

2Incidentally, in our previous paper [8] we called the same construction “extension of A by K”, which is less accurate.
In fact, we take K and “blow up” each element k ∈ K to a coset kA. In this way, we extend K by A, which is the
standard formulation in mathematical texts.
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the 4HDM. We remind the reader that PSU(4) is defined by taking all unitary matrices acting in C
4

and identifying all transformations which differ only by the overall phase factor. Group-theoretically,
we factor U(4) by its center, U(1), and obtain as U(4)/U(1) ≃ PSU(4). Note also that it is not
SU(4), for SU(4) contains matrices of the form ik ·14, with k = 0, 1, 2, 3, which form the group Z4, the
center of SU(4). Thus we need to factor SU(4) by its center to arrive at SU(4)/Z(SU(4)) ≃ PSU(4).

With this preliminary remark, we see that there are two sorts of abelian groups A ∈ PSU(4),
see more details in [11]. First, we have the groups of transformations which, in a suitable basis, can
be represented by rephasing of individual doublets. Clearly, such groups are abelian both in SU(4)
and PSU(4). The full list of rephasing groups realizable in the 4HDM scalar sector was already
established in [11]. Focusing on finite rephasing symmetry groups, we get

rephasing A in 4HDM: Zk with k = 2, . . . , 8 , Z2 × Z2 , Z4 × Z2 , Z2 × Z2 × Z2 , (2)

or, in simple words, all abelian groups of order at most 8.
Groups A of the second family are abelian in PSU(4) but their full preimage Â ∈ SU(4) is a

non-abelian group of special type: a finite nilpotent group of class 2, that is, its commutator group
[Â, Â] is non-trivial but lies inside its center Z(Â), which coincides with Z(SU(4)). By passing from
SU(4) to PSU(4), the center is factored out, and this is why A = Â/Z4 is abelian in PSU(4).

Within the 3HDM, we had only one option for such a group: Z3 × Z3, the last group in the list
of Eq. (1). Within the 4HDM, we have discovered three3 such options so far:

extra A in 4HDM: Z4 × Z4 , Z4 × Z2 × Z2 , (Z2)
4 . (3)

We stress that the transformations of these groups cannot be reduced to pure rephasing factors.
For example, consider the first one, Z4 × Z4. Its full preimage in SU(4) is the non-abelian group
(Z4 × Z4)⋊ Z4 of order 64 generated by

a =
√
i









1 0 0 0
0 i 0 0
0 0 −1 0
0 0 0 −i









, b =
√
i









0 1 0 0
0 0 1 0
0 0 0 1
1 0 0 0









. (4)

The factor
√
i is introduced in a and b to make sure that det a = det b = 1. The two generators do

not commute inside SU(4) but they do in PSU(4), since their commutator [a, b] ≡ aba−1b−1 = −i ·14
belongs to the center of SU(4). Therefore, factoring this group by the center of SU(4) produces the
abelian group Z4 × Z4.

Having identified all finite abelian groups for the 4HDM scalar sector, we can trying applying
the above group extension procedure. Any finite non-abelian group G can have abelian subgrops
only from the lists in Eqs. (2) and (3). Unlike in the 3HDM case, we now encounter four different
prime factors: 2, 3, 5, and 7. Thus, Burnside’s paqb-theorem is no longer applicable, and we cannot
guarantee that any group G contains a normal maximal abelian subgroup. For example, we cannot
exclude the group A5 of order 120, which is simple and therefore does not possess any normal
subgroup. We are forced to conclude that, by following the same arguments as for the 3HDM, we
will not be able to list all realizable non-abelian groups of the 4HDM.

However, we can set a less ambitious goal: classify all realizable finite non-abelian groups in the
4HDM which are constructible via this extension procedure. It is this task that we started in the
previous paper [8] and continue in the present work.

3In the previous paper [8], we identified only the first of these three options. It was only during the work on the
present paper, that we discovered two more cases of realizable finite abelian group listed in Eq. (3). We do not yet
have the proof that the three groups found so far exhaust all the additional finite abelian symmetry groups of PSU(4)
realizable in the 4HDM. This question together with construction of extensions of each of these groups is delegated to
a future work.
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A Aut(A)

Z2 {e}
Z3 Z2

Z4 Z2

Z5 Z4

Z6 Z2

Z7 Z6

Z8 Z2 × Z2

A Aut(A)

Z2 × Z2 S3

Z2 × Z4 D4

Z2 × Z2 × Z2 GL(3, 2)

Z4 × Z4 GL(2,Z4)
Z4 × Z2 × Z2 SmallGroup(192, 1493)

(Z2)
4 A8

Table 1: The list of finite abelian symmetry groups A of the 4HDM scalar sector and their automor-
phism groups Aut(A). In this paper, we construct extensions by the first three lines of the right half
of the Table.

Having this task in mind, we proceed by listing in Table 1 all abelian groups A from Eqs. (2) and
(3), together with their automorphism groups Aut(A). The left part of this Table contains cyclic
groups A from Z2 to Z8. Their automorphism groups are abelian and the extensions are relatively
easy to build in a straightforward way; in [8] we reported the results.

The right part of the Table contains products of cyclic groups. The first three are rephasing
groups; their extensions will be the subject of the present paper. The last three are obtained from
nilpotent groups of class 2 in SU(4); extensions based on them is postponed to a follow-up paper.

Even focusing on the first three groups of the right half of Table 1, we remark that construction
of their extensions is more challenging than for cyclic groups. First, the automorphism groups of
products of cyclic groups are non-abelian. Second, these groups can easily become very large. For
example, Aut((Z2)

3) ≃ GL(3, 2) ≃ SL(3, 2) ≃ PSL(2, 7) has the order 23 × 3 × 7 = 168. Third,
when building extensions, we need to check not only these groups but also all their subgroups. Using
the computer algebra system GAP [19], we found that Aut((Z2)

3) ≃ GL(3, 2) has 179 subgroups.
Checking all of them one by one and constructing all possible extensions would be impractical.

In this situation, two observations come to rescue and, eventually, make the analysis manageable.
First, even if Aut(A) is large, we can start by picking up a cyclic subgroup K ⊂ Aut(A) generated
by a certain k ∈ Aut(A) and try extending it by A. It turns out that some choices of k immediately
lead to continuous accidental symmetries and can be safely eliminated.

Second, although Aut(A) can contain a large number of subgroups K, many of them lead to
extensions which result in the same 4HDM potentials, up to a basis change. In the next subsection,
we prove a theorem which clarifies this statement and helps us further reduce the number of cases to
consider.

2.3 Extensions of conjugate groups are isomorphic

In this paper, our main interest is in finite groups G with an abelian normal subgroup A such that
CG(A) = A. For such a group, the natural homomorphism π : G → Aut(A) has kernel equal to A.
We denote then G = A .K, where K = π(G) ∼= G/A is the action of G on A.

The following result shows that it will suffice to consider the groups K up to conjugacy in Aut(A).

Theorem 1. Let A be a finite abelian group and K1, K2 be two subgroups of Aut(A) which are

conjugate to each other, meaning there exists q ∈ Aut(A) such that q−1K1q = K2.

Suppose G1 = A .K1 is a group extension such that CG1
(A) = A, and K1 is the action of G1 on

A. Then G1 is isomorphic to a group of the form G2 = A .K2, where CG2
(A) = A, and K2 is the

action of G2 on A.
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Proof. We consider A as an additive group (A,+). For K ≤ Aut(A), a 2-cocycle for K is a map
f : K ×K → A satisfying f(x, 1) = 0 = f(1, x) and

f(xy, z) + f(x, y) = x(f(y, z)) + f(x, yz)

for all x, y, z ∈ K. Given a 2-cocycle f , we can form the group Gf,K = {(a, x) : a ∈ A, x ∈ K} with
the group operation defined by

(a, x) · (a′, x′) = (a+ x(a′) + f(x, x′), xx′)

for all a, a′ ∈ A and x, x′ ∈ K. For the fact that Gf,K is a group, see [18, Theorem 7.30].
We can identify A as a normal subgroup of Gf,K via the isomorphism a 7→ (a, 1). We have

(a0, x) · (a, 1) · (a0, x)−1 = (x(a), 1)

for all a, a0 ∈ A and x ∈ K, therefore the action of Gf,K on A is equal to the group K. This also
implies that CGf,K

(A) = A. It follows from [18, Theorem 7.30] that if G = A .K is a group extension
such that CG(A) = A and K is the action of G on A, then G is isomorphic to Gf,K for some 2-cocycle
f .

Therefore, for the proof of the theorem we may assume that G1 = Gf,K1
for some f . Since

q−1K1q = K2, we can define f ′ : K2 ×K2 → A by

f ′(x, y) = q−1
(

f(qxq−1, qyq−1)
)

for all x, y ∈ K2. Using the fact that f is a 2-cocycle, a straightforward check shows that f ′ is a
2-cocycle for K2. Now define a map τ : Gf,K1

→ Gf ′,K2
by

τ(a, x) = (q−1(a), q−1xq)

for all a ∈ A and x ∈ K1. It follows from the definitions that τ is an isomorphism, so by taking
G2 = Gf ′,K2

we have G1
∼= G2, where G2 has the required properties. �

To make this formal proof more accessible to the physics community, we would like to point
out that in the case of split extensions, also called the semidirect products G = A ⋊ K, the proof
simplifies. In this case, the group G contains not only the normal subgroup A but also a subgroup
H isomorphic to K which is a complement for A in G, that is, H ∩A = {e} and G = AH. Then one
can define in a straightforward way the group operation not only on the set of A-cosets, but also on
set of representative elements of these cosets. A simple way to obtain the split extension is to take
the trivial 2-cocycle f(x, x′) = 0 for all x, x′ ∈ K. In this case, the multiplication law is fully defined
by the action x(a), that is, how x ∈ K permutes the elements of A. The theorem then reduces to
the calculation which relates the elements g1 ∈ G1 to the elements g2 ∈ G2.

However when we build a non-split extension, the set of elements of G of the form (0, x) is not
closed under the same group operation as x ∈ K. The 2-cocycle f(x, x′) is the construction that
describes this failure to reproduce the group structure of K inside G. Thus, to define the structure
of the group G, it is not enough to specify x(a), the action of elements of K on A; we also need to
define the 2-cocycle f(x, x′). As a result, in order to prove the isomorphism between G1 and G2, we
need to demonstrate not only the relation between the actions x1(a), x1 ∈ K1, and x2(a), x2 ∈ K2,
but also the unambiguous link between the corresponding 2-cocycles f and f ′. This is what the body
of the proof does.

This theorem allows us to reduce the number of extensions we need to consider, especially when
Aut(A) is large. Namely, we need to list not all individual subgroups of Aut(A) but only all conjugacy
classes of these subgroups. For each conjugacy class, we can select one representative subgroup and
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find all of its extensions of A. The list of extensions of any other subgroup from the same conjugacy
class will be the same.

There is, however, an important caveat which does not render the classification problem as easy
as it may sound. When we apply the above result to construction of the symmetry-based 4HDMs,
we deal not with abstract groups but with their four-dimensional representations, that is, subgroups
of PSU(4). Even if A, K1, and K2 can be faithfully represented as groups of transformations from
PSU(4), the transformation q linking K1 and K2 and, consequently, the transformation τ linking
G1 and G2 are not guaranteed to belong to PSU(4). In our previous paper [8], we encountered
examples of group transformations which do not fit the desired representation. For example, the
group A = Z8 ∈ PSU(4) has the automorphism group Aut(Z8) = Z2 × Z2. We can take any non-
trivial element q from Aut(Z8) and define its action on the group Z8 in abstract group-theoretic
terms. However, once we write Z8 as a subgroup of PSU(4) and try to construct q ∈ PSU(4)
satisfying the desired relations, we end up with a system of equations which does not have solutions.
Thus, such q does not fit PSU(4).

If it happens that τ , which mapsG1 → G2 by conjugation, can indeed be represented by a PSU(4)
transformation, then the situation simplifies. Indeed, the invariance of V1(φ) under G1 means that
V1(g1(φ)) = V1(φ) for any g1 ∈ G1. The transformation τ now acts in the same space and defines
a basis change: φ 7→ τ(φ). This is not a symmetry of the potential: V1(τ(φ)) ≡ V2(φ) 6= V1(φ).
However the potential V2(φ) defined in this way is invariant under the group G2. Indeed, picking up
g2 ∈ G2 and representing it as τ−1g1τ for some g1 ∈ G1, we obtain

V2 (g2(φ)) = V2

(

τ−1(g1(τ(φ)))
)

= V1 (g1(τ(φ))) = V1 (τ(φ)) = V2(φ) . (5)

Therefore, the potential V2(φ) invariant under G2 has the same symmetry content as V1(φ) invariant
under G1. Since the two potentials, V1(φ) and V2(φ) = V1(τ(φ)), are related by a mere basis change,
their physics consequences are identical.

With this helpful result, we update our procedure for building 4HDM models based on extensions
of the type A .K, where K ⊆ Aut(A). We need to consider not the individual subgroups K nor
the entire conjugacy classes of K inside Aut(A), but the conjugacy classes in which we only use
transformations τ ∈ Aut(A) expressible as PSU(4) transformations. It is then sufficient to consider
only one representative K from each such conjugacy class and build all the group extensions available.

2.4 The strategy of the work

In this paper, we will apply the group extension procedure outlined in Section 2.2 to the first three
abelian groups in the right part of Table 1. The sequence of steps will be similar to our previous
work [8].

• Pick up the abelian group A ⊂ PSU(4) and write down its generators. It is convenient to
represent them as SU(4) rather than PSU(4) transformations, but we need to keep in mind
that all relations are defined modulo to the center of SU(4), which is the group Z4 generated
by i · 14.

• It may happen that there are more than nonequivalent ways a given abelian group A can be
implemented in the 4HDM scalar sector without leading to accidental continuous symmetries.
For example, in our previous work [8] we found that Z4 can be implemented in three distinct
ways, which cannot be linked by any basis change. Each implementation leads to the Higgs
potential with different number of free parameters and, eventually, different options for the
non-abelian extensions. In order to be sure that we do not miss any implementation, we rely
on our own Python code 4HDM Toolbox [20], which was described in [8] and is freely available
at GitHub.
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• List all the conjugacy classes of subgroups of Aut(A) using only such transformations which
can be expressed as PSU(4) transformations. For each class, take a representative subgroup
with its generators, which we generically write as b. By defining how each generator b acts in
A and by choosing whether the properties of b’s, now seen as the elements of the extension
group, reproduce their properties inside the parent group, the subgroup of Aut(A), construct
all possible non-abelian extensions.

• Using a specific implementation of the group A, which is defined by the expression of its
generators ai, write the b action on ai in the form of matrix equations. Solve this equations. If
a unitary solution for b exists, we have constructed a desired extension.

• Now turn to the Higgs potential invariant under A and require that, in addition, it be invariant
under the generator b just constructed. Check whether accidental symmetries appear. If they
do not, we find a viable 4HDM with the desired non-abelian symmetry group.

Notice that, when building the scalar potential invariant under the chosen abelian group A, we
implicitly assume that the rephasing-insensitive part V0 is always present, where

V0 =

4
∑

i=1

[

m2
ii(φ

†
iφi) + Λii(φ

†
iφi)

2
]

+
∑

i<j

[

Λij(φ
†
iφi)(φ

†
jφj) + Λ̃ij(φ

†
iφj)(φ

†
jφi)

]

. (6)

When we construct non-abelian extensions, which involve not only rephasing but also permutations,
we will require that the coefficients of V0 are such that V0 is invariant under those permutation as
well. The exact set of relations depends on the specific set of permutations used; the full list of
options can be found in our previous paper [8].

3 Extensions based on Z2 × Z2

The symmetry group Z2 × Z2 = {e, a1, a2, a1a2} is easy to implement in a multi-Higgs model as its
transformations can be defined as sign flips of certain doublets. Within the 3HDM, this construction
is unique: the two generators of Z2 × Z2 can be always brought to the form

3HDM: a1 =





−1 0 0
0 −1 0
0 0 1



 , a2 =





1 0 0
0 −1 0
0 0 −1



 . (7)

Since the overall sign flip of all doublets has no effect on the model, one can also view a1 as the sign
flip of φ3 alone and a2 as the sign flip of φ1 alone. This symmetry group was used in the famous
Weinberg’s model [3] which triggered an intense exploration of models with more than two scalar
doublets.

With four Higgs doublets, we encounter two non-equivalent implementations of Z2 × Z2, which
differ by the presence or absence of a 2D invariant subspace. We label these two implementations as

fully represented Z2 × Z2: a1 = diag(−1,−1, 1, 1) , a2 = diag(1,−1,−1, 1) , (8)

Z2 × Z2 with a 2D inv. subspace: a1 =
√
i · diag(−1, 1, 1, 1) , a2 =

√
i · diag(1,−1, 1, 1) . (9)

We call the first option as the “fully represented Z2 × Z2” because the four doublets transform as
the four distinct singlets of Z2 × Z2:

φ1 ∼ 1−+ , φ2 ∼ 1−− , φ3 ∼ 1+− , φ4 ∼ 1++ . (10)
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Using the code 4HDM Toolbox [20], we verified by direct check of all combinations of three monomials
that any Z2×Z2 symmetry group in the 4HDM scalar sector can indeed be represented by one of the
two above options. Notice that if one removes the fourth doublet, then the two implementations of
Z2×Z2 lead to the same group of the 3HDM, up to the overall phase change. Thus, it is the presence
of the fourth doublet which distinguishes the two options, despite the fact that ϕ4 transforms trivially
under Z2 × Z2.

Turning now to the automorphism group Aut(Z2×Z2) ≃ S3, where S3 acts on the three non-trivial
elements of Z2 × Z2 by permutations, we notice that all three options for the group extension

(Z2 × Z2)⋊ Z2 ≃ D4 , (Z2 × Z2)⋊ Z3 ≃ A4 , (Z2 × Z2)⋊ S3 ≃ S4 (11)

were already available for the 3HDM model building [12]. The extension by Z2 can be defined by
an order-2 transformation b, which sends a1 7→ a2 and a2 7→ a1. The extension by Z3 involves
an order-3 transformation c, which generates cyclic permutations of the three elements such as
a1 7→ a2 7→ a1a2 7→ a1. The extension by S3 involves both b and c.

All three extensions can be readily exported to the 4HDM with the fully represented implementa-
tion of Z2×Z2. However the other implementation (9) only admits the extension (Z2×Z2)⋊Z2 ≃ D4.
Trying to extend it by Z3 would lead to the equation c−1a1c = a2 and c−1a2c = a1a2. While the
former equation can be solved, the latter one has no non-trivial solution because a2 contains the
prefactor

√
i while a1a2 does not. Thus, although this peculiar realization of the Z2 × Z2 symmetry

leaves a 2D subspace invariant, its non-abelian extensions can only be D4, although different ones
that in the fully represented case. Even if one considers non-split extensions by Z2, one still arrives
only at D4 and not at the quaternion group Q4 because Z2 × Z2 6⊂ Q4.

The scalar potential invariant under each implementation of the Z2 × Z2 and its extension is
rather lengthy but can be readily written out, as it borrows its structure from the 3HDM case.

4 Extensions based on Z4 × Z2

4.1 The three implementations of Z4 × Z2 in the 4HDM

The abelian group Z4×Z2 was not available in the 3HDM but appears in the 4HDM, and the analysis
of its extensions is much more involved. Let us begin by describing the group itself, its automorphism
group Aut(Z2 × Z4) ≃ D4, and the conjugacy classes of the subgroups of D4.

The group Z4 × Z2 is generated by a1 of order 4 and a2 of order 2, which commute with each
other. This group contains, among its subgroups, both Z4 and Z2 × Z2. We already know from [8]
that there are three distinct 4HDM implementations of Z4. We also established in the previous
section that there exist two nonequivalent implementations of Z2×Z2. Thus, it is natural to explore
implementations of Z4 × Z2 by combining these choices.

It turns out, however, that not all combinations lead to viable models. For example, let us take
the fully represented Z4 and the fully represented Z2×Z2. This can be done by choosing the following
generators of the Z4 × Z2:

a1 =
√
i · diag(i,−1,−i, 1) , a2 = diag(1,−1,−1, 1) . (12)

One immediately sees that a21 and a2 are the pair which gives the fully generated Z2 × Z2. Next,
we take the corresponding Z4-invariant potential from [8] and leave only those terms which remain
invariant under a2:

Ṽ = λ3(φ
†
1φ3)

2 + λ6(φ
†
2φ4)

2 + λ7(φ
†
1φ2)(φ

†
4φ3) + λ8(φ

†
1φ3)(φ

†
4φ2)

+ λ9(φ
†
1φ3)(φ

†
2φ4) + λ10(φ

†
1φ4)(φ

†
2φ3) + h.c.

(13)
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We remind the reader that, in addition to these terms, we full potential also includes the rephasing-
insensitive part V0 given in (6). However, the resulting potential V0+ Ṽ possesses an accidental U(1)
symmetry:

U(1)acc. = diag
(

eiα, e−iα, eiα, e−iα
)

. (14)

Thus, this situation cannot be classified as a Z4 × Z2 symmetric model.
After studying all the combinations of the Z4 and Z2×Z2 generators and verifying the results with

the code 4HDM Toolbox [20], we found that only three inequivalent options for the Z4×Z2-symmetric
4HDM exist. We list below there potential and generators:

option 1: V1 = λ1(φ
†
1φ3)

2 + λ2(φ
†
2φ4)

2 + λ3(φ
†
1φ2)(φ

†
3φ2) + λ4(φ

†
1φ4)(φ

†
3φ4) + h.c.

a
(1)
1 =

√
i · diag(i,−1,−i, 1) , a

(1)
2 =

√
i · diag(1,−1, 1, 1) , (15)

option 2: V2 = λ1(φ
†
1φ2)

2 + λ2(φ
†
3φ4)

2 + λ3(φ
†
1φ3)(φ

†
2φ4) + λ4(φ

†
1φ4)(φ

†
2φ3) + h.c.

a
(2)
1 = diag(i, i,−1, 1) , a

(2)
2 = diag(−1, 1,−1, 1) , (16)

option 3: V3 = λ1(φ
†
1φ2)

2 + λ2(φ
†
1φ3)

2 + λ3(φ
†
2φ3)

2 + λ4(φ
†
1φ4)(φ

†
3φ4) + h.c.

a
(3)
1 = i3/4 · diag(i, i,−i, 1) , a

(3)
2 = diag(−1, 1,−1, 1) . (17)

Below we will build non-abelian extensions for each of these three options.
Let us stress here an important fact. It follows from the general analysis of rephasing transfor-

mations [11] that if an NHDM scalar potential contains less than N − 1 rephasing-sensitive terms,
it acquires a continuous rephasing symmetry. Thus, if we want to avoid accidental continuous sym-
metries in the 4HDM scalar sector, the potential must have at least three rephasing-sensitive terms.
Each of the three Z4 × Z2-symmetric options shown above contains four terms, and no continuous
symmetry is present. However if a specific extension requires that any two of these coefficients vanish,
the potential will automatically acquire an accidental continuous rephasing symmetry.

4.2 The automorphism group of Z4 × Z2 and its conjugacy classes

The automorphism group of Z4 × Z2 is

Aut(Z4 × Z2) ≃ D4 = 〈b, c | b4 = c2 = e, cbc = b−1〉 . (18)

The two automorphisms b and c, which generate Aut(Z4 × Z2), act on the group Z4 × Z2 in the
following way:

b :

{

a1 7→ a1a2

a2 7→ a2a
2
1

, b̃ ≡ b2 :

{

a1 7→ a−1
1

a2 7→ a2
, c :

{

a1 7→ a1

a2 7→ a2a
2
1

(19)

Next, we need to list all subgroups of D4, and also arrange them into conjugacy classes. We remind
the reader that D4 (the symmetry group of the square) contains only one subgroup Z4 (the rotations
of the square) but five subgroups Z2 (reflections of the square). These five Z2’s form three conjugacy
classes: two reflections parallel to the sides (generated by c or b2c), two reflections along the diagonals
(generated by bc or b3c), and the unique point reflection b̃, which commutes with any symmetry of
the square and, group-theoretically, corresponds to the center of D4. It is straightforward to check
that there are also two Z2 × Z2 subgroups, each forming its own conjugacy class. Thus, we obtain
eight proper non-trivial subgroups of D4, which are explicitly listed in Table 2.
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conjugacy classes groups option 1 option 2 option 3

Z2 {e, b2} X X ×
Z2 {e, b2c} X X ×

{e, c} X X ×
Z2 {e, bc} × X X

{e, b3c} × X ×
Z4 {e, b, b2, b3} × X ×

Z2 × Z2 {e, b2, c, b2c} X X ×
Z2 × Z2 {e, b2, bc, b3c} × X ×

Table 2: The non-trivial proper subgroups of D4 arranged by the conjugacy classes. For each
subgroup, the extensions are possible (marked with X) or impossible (×) to construct, depending on
which option we choose out of the three possible options for the Z4 × Z2 group, given in Eqs. (15)–
(17).

As we will find below, not all subgroups can be used to build extensions. Moreover, the ability
of a subgroup of D4 to produce a non-abelian extension by Z4 × Z2 depends on the particular
implementation of Z4×Z2 in the 4HDM, given by Eqs. (15)–(17). In what follows, we will first select
this implementation (options 1, 2, or 3) and then go through the list of subgroups of D4, trying each
time to build an extension. To help the reader navigate through the rather laborious procedure, we
summarize in the same Table 2 which subgroups for which option yield a non-trivial extension.

4.3 Building Z4 × Z2 extensions: option 1

4.3.1 Three choices of Z2 extensions with no other extensions avalable

We begin constructing extensions for the first implementation of the group Z4 × Z2, which is given
in Eqs. (15). For the reader’s convenience, we repeat it here:

option 1: V1 = λ1(φ
†
1φ3)

2 + λ2(φ
†
2φ4)

2 + λ3(φ
†
1φ2)(φ

†
3φ2) + λ4(φ

†
1φ4)(φ

†
3φ4) + h.c.

a1 =
√
i · diag(i,−1,−i, 1) , a2 =

√
i · diag(1,−1, 1, 1) , (20)

The prefactors
√
i in a1 and a2 make it clear that the equation of the form p−1a1p = a1a2 · ir does

not have any solution for p for any integer r. In general, one must have either an even number
of ai’s or an odd number of ai’s simultaneously on the left-hand and the right-hand sides of this
equation. Looking at the definitions of the automorphisms b and c in Eq. (19), we see that c and
even powers of b can be used, while the automorphisms b, b3, b3c, bc cannot be represented as PSU(4)
transformations. It is this reasoning which allows us to cross out half of the subgroups from Table 2,
option 1.

Another remark concerns the possible relation of the second and the third lines of this list.
These two Z2 subgroups, 〈b2c〉 and 〈c〉, belong to one conjugacy class and are conjugate inside
D4. That is, the equation q−1cq = b2c has a solution — in fact, four solutions — inside D4:
q = b, b3, bc, b3c. However these are precisely the elements of D4 which cannot be represented by
PSU(4) transformations. Therefore, we will not be able to use the short-cut argument described at
the end of Section 2.3 and will need to consider the second and third lines of Table 2 separately.
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4.3.2 Using the first Z2

Consider the first Z2 group from Table 2, which is generated by b̃ ≡ b2. The action of b̃ is defined in
Eqs. (19). The corresponding matrix in SU(4) must satisfy the following equations:

{

b̃−1a1b̃ = a31 · ir1

b̃−1a2b̃ = a2 · ir2
⇒

{

a1b̃ = b̃a31 · ir1

a2b̃ = b̃a2 · ir2
. (21)

Here, r1 and r2 are arbitrary integers. The presence of factors iri reflects the fact that, although we
work with matrices from SU(4), all equalities are defined modulo to the center of SU(4), that is,
modulo to powers of i, see details in [8]. Using the methods developed in [8], we solve this system of
linear matrix equations and find that b̃ must be of the form

b̃ =









0 0 b13 0
0 b22 0 0
b31 0 0 0
0 0 0 b44









, (22)

where all entries are pure phase factors. Their phases are not constrained by group theory but can
be determined from the phases of the complex coefficients of the corresponding potential V1.

Knowing the action of b̃ on the generators a1 and a2 does not specify the extension G = (Z4 ×
Z2) .Z2 uniquely. We still need to define the value of b̃2 inside G. One choice is to set b̃2 = e, which
results in a split extension, also called the semi-direct product: (Z4 × Z2) ⋊ Z2 ≃ D4 × Z2. In this
expression, the D4 factor is generated by a1 and b̃, while the last Z2 factor is the same Z2 subgroup
generated by a2.

Consider now the potential V1 in Eq. (20). Upon a suitable rephasing, we can set the coefficient
λ1 real. In this basis, we observe that

b̃ =
√
i









0 0 1 0
0 −1 0 0
1 0 0 0
0 0 0 −1









(23)

becomes a symmetry of the potential without any additional requirement on the coefficients of V1.
In other words, if we implement the group Z4 ×Z2 using option 1, V1 acquires an accidental discrete
symmetry, so that its total symmetry content is automatically enhanced to D4 ×Z2. Thus, the only
condition for a Z4 × Z2 model, option 1, to become invariant under D4 × Z2 is that the rephasing-
insensitive part V0 is invariant under φ1 ↔ φ3.

Having obtained the generic form of b̃ in Eq. (22), we can also assume that b̃2 6= e but instead
lies inside Z4 × Z2. Since the elements (b̃2)11 = (b̃2)33, the only available options for b̃2 are a2, a

2
1,

or a21a2. All three choices will result in non-split extensions. Under the first choice b̃2 = a2, the
generator b̃ takes, in a suitable real-λ1 basis, the following form:

b̃ = i1/4









0 0 1 0
0 i 0 0
1 0 0 0
0 0 0 1









. (24)

Imposing this symmetry on V1 flips the signs of the λ2 and λ3 terms. Thus, we are forced to set
λ2 = λ3 = 0. But then we have too few rephasing sensitive terms, and an accidental U(1) symmetry
emerges. Similarly, under the second choice b̃2 = a21, we find that we are forced to set λ3 = λ4 = 0.
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The last choice b̃2 = a21a2 leads to the vanishing λ2 and λ4. Thus, all attempts of construct a model
based on a finite non-split extension of the first Z2 subgroup fail.

The bottom line is: extending Z2 = {e, b̃} by Z4×Z2, implemented as in Eq. (20), is only possible
for the split extension (Z4 ×Z2)⋊Z2 ≃ D4 ×Z2. The extra generator is the permutation b̃ given by
Eq. (23). The only condition for this symmetry group is that V0 is invariant under φ1 ↔ φ3. The V1

part of the potential is automatically invariant under b̃.

4.3.3 Using the second Z2

Next, we pick Z2 ≃ 〈b2c〉 and denote d = b2c. The corresponding equations are

{

d−1a1d = a31 · ir1

d−1a2d = a2a
2
1 · ir2

⇒
{

a1d = da31 · ir1

a2d = da2a
2
1 · ir2

, (25)

which only has solutions for r1 = 1, r2 = 1:

d =









d11 0 0 0
0 0 0 d24
0 0 d33 0
0 d42 0 0









. (26)

In terms of the Higgs doublets, this transformation permutes φ2 ↔ φ4. Since d2 has the form
diag(x, y, z, y), it can be either e or a non-trivial element of Z4 × Z2, namely, a21, a1a2, a

3
1a2.

We first consider the split extension by setting d2 = e. The non-abelian group obtained in this
way is labeled as

G = (Z4 × Z2)⋊ Z2 = SmallGroup(16, 13) (27)

where we indicated the GAP id of this group of order 16. This group is also known as the Pauli group
G1 generated by the three Pauli matrices under multiplication. In group theoretic terms, it can be
also defined as the central product of D4 and Z4, denoted by Z4 ◦ D4. The transformation d, in a
suitable basis, has the form

d =
√
i









−1 0 0 0
0 0 0 1
0 0 −1 0
0 1 0 0









. (28)

We select a basis with real λ2, so the invariance under Eq. (28) only requires λ3 = λ4, together with
the constraints in V0 obtained by imposing the invariance under φ2 ↔ φ4.

We can also try to build non-split extensions by solving matrix equation d2 = ir · a21. A solution
exists for r = −1 and has the following form:

d =









i 0 0 0
0 0 0 1
0 0 i 0
0 1 0 0









. (29)

Invariance under this d requires λ3 = −λ4 in the real λ2 basis. This construction also leads to the
same group G1 as in Eq. (27), but we arrived at it using non-split extension procedure. This is not
a coincidence: a potential with a real λ2 and λ3 = −λ4 can be transformed into a potential with
another real λ2 and λ3 = λ4 by the basis change φ1,2,3 7→ φ1,2,3, φ4 7→ iφ4. Alternatively, we can
note that a potential invariant under d from Eq. (29) is also invariant under d′ = da2, whose square
is (d′)2 = −i · 14. Thus, the group G = A .Z2 with Z2 = 〈d〉 can also be represented as G = A⋊Z

′
2,
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where Z
′
2 = 〈d′〉. In short, the attempt at a non-split extension leads us to the same result as the

split extension because the two models are related by a mere basis change and represent the same
physical situation.

We also checked that the other non-split extension attempts, d2 = ir · a1a2 and d2 = ir · a31a2,
lead to continuous symmetries and are not realizable as 4HDM discrete symmetries.

4.3.4 Using the third Z2

Next, let us take the Z2 group {e, c} from the third line in Table 2. The action of c is defined in
Eq. (19), and the corresponding equations are

{

c−1a1c = a1 · ir1

c−1a2c = a2a
2
1 · ir2

⇒
{

a1c = ca1 · ir1

a2c = ca2a
2
1 · ir2

. (30)

This system has solutions only for r1 = 2, r2 = 1, leading to

c =









0 0 c13 0
0 0 0 c24
c31 0 0 0
0 c42 0 0









, (31)

which permutes φ1 ↔ φ3 and φ2 ↔ φ4 simultaneously. The split extension, c2 = e, leads to the same
Pauli group G1 mentioned above. In the basis, where λ1 and λ2 are real, the transformation c takes
the form

c =









0 0 1 0
0 0 0 1
1 0 0 0
0 1 0 0









, (32)

The only condition we must impose on the potential V1 in Eq. (20) is λ3 = λ4, which must be ac-
companied with condition that the rephasing-insensitive part V0 be invariant under the simultaneous
change φ1 ↔ φ3 and φ2 ↔ φ4. Note that this construction is nearly identical to the second Z2

extension; they differ only in V0, not in V1.
Attempts to build non-split extensions proceeds along the same lines as above. The only possi-

bility is to set c2 = a21. In the real λ1 and λ2 basis, it leads to

c =
√
i









0 0 i 0
0 0 0 1
i 0 0 0
0 1 0 0









, (33)

Then, if λ3 = −λ4 and if, in addition, V0 is invariant under φ1 ↔ φ3 together with φ2 ↔ φ4, the full
potential becomes invariant under this c. The total symmetry group is again G1; thus, we recover
the split extension in disguise.

4.3.5 Using Z2 × Z2

We have already established that V1 is automatically invariant under b̃ in Eq. (23). Let us now
continue with the above case symmetric under c and combine it with b̃, which brings us to the
first Z2 × Z2 group of Table 2. In order to achieve this symmetry, we need to impose an additional
constraint on V0. As we saw, c requires invariance of simultaneous permutation φ1 ↔ φ3 and φ2 ↔ φ4,
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which is a less stringent constraint than invariance under φ1 ↔ φ3 and φ2 ↔ φ4, separately. Indeed,
the (φ†

1φ1)(φ
†
2φ2) + (φ†

3φ3)(φ
†
4φ4) in V0 are invariant under c but not under b̃ ∈ Z2 × Z2.

Let us now identify the symmetry group emerging in this case. With b̃ ≡ b2 given in Eq. (23)
and c given in Eq. (32), we can verify that b̃2 = c2 = e as well as [b̃, c] = e. Thus, we get the split
extension

G = (Z4 × Z2)⋊ (Z2 × Z2) = SmallGroup(32, 49) , (34)

which is known as the extra-special group of order 32, plus-type, and is labeled as 21+4

+ .

It is also possible to build such c that c2 = e, but the commutator [b̃, c] 6= e although it still lies
inside Z4 ×Z2. This allows us to consider non-split extensions of the form (Z4 ×Z2) . (Z2 × Z2). We
checked all choices for [b̃, c] and found that many lead to continuous symmetries. For example, if
[b̃, c] = a1a2, then c requires λ1 to be imaginary while b̃ requires it to be real. Thus, we must set λ1 =
0, but in this case the potential V1 acquires the continuous symmetry of the form diag(eiα, 1, e−iα, 1).
The net result is that, by combining b̃ and any c of the form of Eq. (31), we can only arrive at
SmallGroup(32, 49) through a split or non-split extension procedure. However since the group is the
same, we end up only at the split extension of Z2 × Z2 by Z4 × Z2.

This construction wraps up all the extension cases we have with the first option for Z4 × Z2.

4.4 Building Z4 × Z2 extensions: option 2

Next, we consider the second way the Z4×Z2 group can be implemented in the 4HDM. The potential
and the generators a1 and a2 are given in Eqs. (16); we repeat them here for the reader’s convenience:

option 2: V2 = λ1(φ
†
1φ2)

2 + λ2(φ
†
3φ4)

2 + λ3(φ
†
1φ3)(φ

†
2φ4) + λ4(φ

†
1φ4)(φ

†
2φ3) + h.c.

a1 = diag(i, i,−1, 1) , a2 = diag(−1, 1,−1, 1) . (35)

Unlike in option 1, these generators do not carry the prefactors
√
i. As a result, all automorphisms

of the Z4 × Z2 can be represented as PSU(4) transformations. This simplifies our task as we do not
need to consider the subgroups in Table 2 belonging to the same conjugacy class.

We will now describe the results giving fewer details than before because the methods are the
same. We start again with the first Z2 from Table 2. Following the similar steps, we can solve
for the matrix b̃, which in this cases exchanges φ1 ↔ φ2 and φ3 ↔ φ4. In the basis of real λ1

and λ2, this transformation is automatically a symmetry of V2. Thus, we only need to require V0

to be invariant under these permutations, and in this way we again obtain the non-abelian group
G = (Z4 × Z2)⋊ Z2 = D4 × Z2.

An attempt to build a non-split extension leads to the condition b̃2 = a21. But such a b̃ forces us
to set λ3 = λ4 = 0, leading to an accidental continuous symmetry.

From the next conjugacy class we select the third Z2 subgroup {e, c}. In the real λ1 basis, the
matrix c only exchanges φ1 ↔ φ2. We need to require that λ3 = λ4 and to make sure that V0 is in-
variant under φ1 ↔ φ2. In this way, we again arrive at the the Pauli Group G1 = SmallGroup(16, 13)
as in Eq. (27). Attempts at non-split extensions do not produce any new options.

Unlike for option 1, the third conjugacy class is now available, lines 4 and 5 of Table 2. We choose
the subgroup {e, bc} to construct extensions. The solution for the generator d = bc corresponds, in
a suitable basis, to the simultaneous exchange φ1 ↔ φ4 and φ2 ↔ φ3:

d =









0 0 0 1
0 0 1 0
0 1 0 0
1 0 0 0









. (36)
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The conditions for this symmetry to be present are λ1 = λ∗
2 and real λ3 and λ4, plus matching

conditions on V0. The symmetry group we obtain by combining Z4 × Z2 generated by a1, a2 and Z2

generated by d is also a semi-direct product (Z4 × Z2)⋊Z2 but a different one:

G = (Z4 × Z2)⋊ Z2 = SmallGroup(16, 3) . (37)

The non-split extension procedure with d2 = a21a2 bring us again to this group, which is thus a split
extension in disguise.

If V0 is invariant under φ1 ↔ φ2 and, independently, under φ3 ↔ φ4, the full symmetry group is
further enhanced, through either a split or a non-split extension procedure. We found that extension
by line 7 of Table 2 leads to the same group SmallGroup(32,49) as in Eq. (34), while extension by
line 8 produces a new option, the group denoted as SmallGroup(32,27).

With option 2, we can also use the subgroup Z4 to build an extension, which was impossible for
option 1. The action of the generator b defined in Eq. (19) tells us that the symmetry group we are
going to construct is the following group of order 32:

G = (Z4 × Z2)⋊ Z4 ≃ SmallGroup(32, 6) , (38)

which is also known as the faithful semi-direct product (Z2)
3
⋊Z4. The equations b

−1a1b = a1a2 · ir1
and b−1a2b = a21a2 · ir2 have the following generic solution:

b =









0 0 b13 0
0 0 0 b24
0 b32 0 0
b41 0 0 0









, (39)

that is, the cyclic permutation φ1 7→ φ3 7→ φ2 7→ φ4 7→ φ1, possibly corrected by the phase rotations.
Since b4 is proportional to 14, the extension can only be split. This transformation is the symmetry
of V2 if λ1 = λ2 are real and λ3 = λ∗

4. In addition, it strongly constrains the rephasing-insensitive
part V0 reducing it to

V0 = m2
(

φ†
1φ1 + φ†

2φ2 + φ†
3φ3 + φ†

4φ4

)

+ Λ
(

φ†
1φ1 + φ†

2φ2 + φ†
3φ3 + φ†

4φ4

)2

+Λ′
(

φ†
1φ1 + φ†

2φ2

)(

φ†
3φ3 + φ†

4φ4

)

+ Λ′′
[

(φ†
1φ1)(φ

†
2φ2) + (φ†

3φ3)(φ
†
4φ4)

]

+Λ̃′
(

|φ†
1φ3|2 + |φ†

2φ3|2 + |φ†
1φ4|2 + |φ†

2φ4|2
)

+ Λ̃′′
(

|φ†
1φ2|2 + |φ†

3φ4|2
)

. (40)

The final step in our classification of the extensions based on Z4 × Z2 is to use the full D4. For
the split extensions, the resulting group is

G = (Z4 × Z2)⋊D4 ≃ SmallGroup(64, 138) . (41)

This is a group of order 64 also known as the unitriangular matrix group of degree 4 over the field
F2, denoted as UT (4, 2). In order to obtain this symmetry group, we just need to impose invariance
under b and c. This is achieved by using V0 given in Eq. (40) and V2 of the form

V2 = λ1

[

(φ†
1φ2)

2 + (φ†
3φ4)

2 + h.c.
]

+ λ3

[

(φ†
1φ3)(φ

†
2φ4) + (φ†

1φ4)(φ
†
2φ3) + h.c.

]

, (42)

with all parameters real. One can describe the full symmetry content of the potential V0 + V2 as
invariance under a1 and a2 given in Eq. (35) as well as the following types of permutations: φ1 ↔ φ2,
φ3 ↔ φ4, and the cyclic permutation φ1 7→ φ3 7→ φ2 7→ φ4 7→ φ1. This potential contains only eight
free parameters and leads to remarkably constrained scalar sector of the model.
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4.5 Building Z4 × Z2 extensions: option 3

Option 3 for implementing the group Z4 × Z2 in the 4HDM, given in Eq. (17), is a special one. Due
to the presence of the factor i3/4 in the definition of a1, most of actions defined in Eq. (19) do not
admit solutions. The only automorphism which can have solution if d = bc, which maps a1 to a1a2
and keeps a2 unchanged. Using the same methods as before, we find that the generator d swaps φ1

and φ3, possibly accompanied with phase factors.
If d2 = e, we deal with the split extension (Z4×Z2)⋊Z2 = SmallGroup(16, 3), just as we already

encountered in option 2. In order to arrive at this symmetry group, we need to require that the
coefficients of V3 in Eq. (17), in a suitable basis, satisfy λ∗

1 = λ3 and λ2 is real. As for the non-split
extensions, the only choice which does not lead to continuous accidental symmetries is d2 = a21a2,
which leads to the same symmetry group SmallGroup(16, 3).

5 Extensions based on Z2 × Z2 × Z2

5.1 (Z2)
3 as a vector space and its automorphisms

The group Z2 ×Z2 ×Z2, or (Z2)
3 for short, can be implemented within the 4HDM just via sign flips

of individual doublets. We have three, not four, Z2 factors just because flipping the signs of the first
three doublets is equivalent to flipping the signs of fourth doublet. The three generators of the group
(Z2)

3 can be selected as

a1 =
√
i · diag(−1, 1, 1, 1), a2 =

√
i · diag(1,−1, 1, 1), a3 =

√
i · diag(1, 1,−1, 1) , (43)

where the factors
√
i are required to guarantee det ai = 1. The potential invariant under sign flips

includes, in addition to the rephasing-insensitive part V0, the following collection of quartic terms:

V1 = λ12(φ
†
1φ2)

2 + λ13(φ
†
1φ3)

2 + λ23(φ
†
2φ3)

2 + λ14(φ
†
1φ4)

2 + λ24(φ
†
2φ4)

2 + λ34(φ
†
3φ4)

2 + h.c. , (44)

where all the coefficients can be complex. Using the package 4HDM Toolbox [20], we verified that
any implementation of the group Z2×Z2×Z2 in the 4HDM can indeed be represented, in a suitable
basis, by Eq. (43).

It is convenient to view the group (Z2)
3 as a three-dimensional vector space over the finite field

with two elements F2 = {0, 1}. In this construction, we view â1, â2, â3 as basis vectors, and think of
elements of (Z2)

3 as their linear combinations â = m1â1+m2â2+m3â3, where the numbers mi ∈ F2.
In the usual multiplicative notation, such an element g = am1

1 am2

2 am3

3 . It is straightforward to check
that the axioms of a vector space are satisfied.

An automorphism of (Z2)
3 is a rule which maps each g defined by mi to g′ defined by m′. Since

the group laws must be satisfied, we conclude that the map mi 7→ m′
i is linear and, therefore, it

can be represented as a 3 × 3 matrix with elements in F2. For example, the exchange of generators
a1 ↔ a3, a2 7→ a2 is indeed an automorphism and is represented by the matrix

b =





0 0 1
0 1 0
1 0 0



 . (45)

Here and below, we use the fraktur letters such as b to represent automorphisms as acting in the
vector space (F2)

3, which are not to be confused with the matrices b ∈ SU(4) acting on the four
doublets. In order to find b from the known form of b, we apply the methods introduced before. For
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example, if b is given by Eq. (45), we need to solve the following system of equations











b−1a1b = a3 · ir1

b−1a2b = a2 · ir2

b−1a3b = a1 · ir3
, with the solution b =









0 0 b13 0
0 b22 0 0
b31 0 0 0
0 0 0 b44









for ri = 0 . (46)

Since automorphisms are invertible, det b 6= 0. Then, as we work over the field F2, this determinant
can only be equal to one. This is why the automorphism group of (Z2)

3, the collection of all matrices
b with det b = 1, can be written as GL(3, 2) = SL(3, 2). The order of this group is easy to establish.
The group (Z2)

3 contains seven non-trivial elements of order 2. When defining an automorphism f ,
we can map a1 to any of these seven, then we map a2 to any of the remaining six, and finally map
a3 to any of the remaining elements barring f(a1)f(a2). Thus, |Aut((Z2)

3)| = 7× 6× 4 = 168.
Next, we use the database GAP to study some properties of Aut((Z2)

3) and its subgroups. The
group itself is labeled as SmallGroup(168,42) and has 179 subgroups. Fortunately, many of these
subgroups are conjugate to each other. Thanks to the Theorem proved in Section 2.3, we only need
to classify the conjugacy classes of these subgroups and then consider only one example in each class.
Using GAP, we found that this group has 13 conjugacy classes of the non-trivial proper subgroups,
which we list in Table 3.

Representative
Subgroups

Z2 Z3 Z4 Z2 × Z2 S3 Z7 D4 A4 Z3 ⋊ Z7 S4

Number of
conjugacy classes

1 1 1 2 1 1 1 2 1 2

Table 3: The conjugacy classes of all non-trivial proper subgroups of GL(3, 2). The classes of
subgroups which contain Z7 are not available in the 4HDM (see main text) and are shown in gray.

It turns out that not all automorphisms of the abstract group (Z2)
3 can be defined when (Z2)

3

is implemented as the symmetry group of the 4HDM as in Eq. (43). Let us consider, for example,
the automorphism a1 7→ a3, a2 7→ a1, a3 7→ a2a3. Its matrix f and the system of equations for f are

f =





0 0 1
1 0 0
0 1 1



 , defining











f−1a1f = a3

f−1a2f = a1

f−1a3f = a2a3 .

(47)

The map f is well defined and has order 7, which can be verified by direct multiplication. However the
system of equations has no solutions for f . The obstacle is the last equation: even with the freedom
of multiplication by integer powers of i, the equation a3f = fa2a3 · ir cannot produce invertible
matrices f . The root of the problem is that a2a3 in the right-hand side does not possess the

√
i

factor to match this factor from a3 in the left-hand side. We conclude that extensions of Z7 — and
in fact of all groups which contain Z7 as a subgroup — are impossible in the 4HDM.

The lesson we draw from the above example is that, when constructing matrices b, we can only
use four rows, (1, 1, 1), (1, 0, 0), (0, 1, 0), and (0, 0, 1), and we must pick up three different ones, in
any order. In this way, we can construct automorphisms of orders 2, 3 and 4.

Having done this exercise, we found two distinct families of transformations of order 2. The three
transformations

b′1 =





1 1 1
0 0 1
0 1 0



 , b′2 =





0 0 1
1 1 1
1 0 0



 , b′3 =





0 1 0
1 0 0
1 1 1



 (48)
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form the first family and share the property that they can be written as squares of order-4 transfor-
mations from Aut(A). The second family contains six transformations of order 2 such as b in Eq. (45)
and products of the type (b′1)

−1bb′1; the members of this family cannot be written as a square of any
order-4 transformation.

It turns out that all the transformations within each family are linked by some transformations
q ∈ Aut(A) which can be represented by τ ∈ PSU(4). Therefore, these two families are exactly the
two conjugacy classes of physically equivalent models which we described in Section 2.3. To build
the full list of Z2-based extensions, it suffices to consider one representative transformation from each
family.

As for the transformations of order 3 and order 4, we found that all transformations of the same
order can be linked by a PSU(4) transformations. Thus, we need to consider only one representative
Z3 and Z4 group.

5.2 Building extensions

Let us begin with extending Z2. Table 3 tells us that all Z2 subgroups are conjugate to each
other inside GL(3, 2), but the above discussion suggests that we need to separately consider two
representative groups, which are not linked by any PSU(4) transformation.

For the first example, we can select the automorphism b in Eq. (45), which leads to b of the form
given in Eq. (46). Squaring b, we get the diagonal matrix of the type b2 = diag(x, y, x, z), which can
be proportional to 14, a2, a1a3, a1a2a3. The choice b2 = 14 leads to the split extension Z2 ×D4. In
a suitable basis, b corresponds to the exchange φ1 ↔ φ3 and a sign flip, for example, of φ2. In order
for V1 in Eq. (44) to be invariant under this transformation, we require, in the real λ13 basis, that
λ12 = λ∗

23 and λ14 = λ34. Also, the rephasing-insensitive part of the potential, V0, must be invariant
under the exchange φ1 ↔ φ3.

For a non-split extension, we can select b as in Eq. (24), so that b2 = a2. In the real λ13 basis,
V1 acquires this symmetry if λ12 = −λ∗

23, λ14 = λ34, and in addition λ24 = 0. The conditions
for the other two non-split extensions can be immediately constructed. In all three cases of non-
split extensions, the total symmetry group is SmallGroup(16,3), which we already encountered in
Section 4.4 when extending Z2 by Z4 × Z2.

The second Z2 example is b′2 in Eq. (48), which corresponds to the simultaneous transformation
φ1 ↔ φ3 and φ2 ↔ φ4. Clearly, it is equivalent to the cyclic permutation φ1 7→ φ2 7→ φ3 7→ φ4 7→ φ1

applied twice. In this case, we can only have a split extention, and the total symmetry group is
Z2 ×D4.

Table 3 indicates, and the above discussion confirms, that we need to consider only one example
of the Z3 subgroup. A suitable order-3 automorphism is

c =





0 1 0
0 0 1
1 0 0



 (49)

which, in a suitable basis, leads to

c =









0 1 0 0
0 0 1 0
1 0 0 0
0 0 0 1









. (50)

This c leads to the split extension (Z2)
3
⋊ Z3 ≃ A4 × Z2, which reduces the potential V1 to

V1 = λ
[

(φ†
1φ2)

2 + (φ†
2φ3)

2 + (φ†
3φ1)

2
]

+ λ′
[

(φ†
1φ4)

2 + (φ†
2φ4)

2 + (φ†
3φ4)

2
]

+ h.c. . (51)
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Similarly, extension of Z4 can be constructed with the aid of

d =





0 0 1
1 1 1
0 1 0



 , leading to d =









0 0 1 0
0 0 0 1
0 1 0 0
1 0 0 0









, (52)

that is, the same cyclic permutation φ1 7→ φ3 7→ φ2 7→ φ4 7→ φ1 as we encountered in Eq. (39) leading
to the same group (Z2)

3
⋊ Z4 ≃ SmallGroup(32, 6). The potential V1 simplifies then to

V1 = λ
[

(φ†
1φ2)

2 + (φ†
3φ4)

2
]

+ λ′
[

(φ†
1φ3)

2 + (φ†
3φ2)

2 + (φ†
2φ4)

2 + (φ†
4φ1)

2
]

+ h.c. , (53)

with real λ, while the rephasing-insensitive part V0 takes the form as in Eq. (40).
Continuing with the subgroups in Table 3, we deal next with the group Z2×Z2, which corresponds

to two distinct conjugacy classes in GL(3, 2). With the aid of GAP, we select these two pairs of
generators:

Z2 × Z2 ⊂ GL(3, 2), option 1: b1 =





0 1 0
1 0 0
0 0 1



 , b′3 , (54)

Z2 × Z2 ⊂ GL(3, 2), option 2: b′1 , b′3 . (55)

As usual, in each case, we have options for split vs. non-split extensions, similar to the cases we have
found earlier. Skipping technical details, we only provide the final result: the first option leads only to
(Z2)

3
⋊ (Z2 ×Z2) ≃ SmallGroup(32, 49), constructed either as split or non-split extension, while the

second option produces the groups SmallGroup(32,27) (split extension) and SmallGroup(32,34)

(non-split extension). The constraints on the potential can also be established using the methods
we have already used before. We only stress here that all of these groups are different from group
Σ(32) = SmallGroup(32, 11) which is sometimes used in bSM model building.

Moving on, we select a representative S3 ⊂ GL(3, 2) generated by b in Eq. (46) and c in Eq. (50).
We checked that only split extension is possible, leading to total symmetry group (Z2)

3
⋊S3 ≃ S4×Z2.

In essence, this is the same symmetry group S4 acting on the first three doublets, which we had already
in the 3HDM, times the Z2 group of independent sign flip of φ4. The potential V1 in this case is the
same as for the (Z2)

3
⋊ Z3 ≃ A4 × Z2 and was given in Eq. (51). The only extra condition now is

that λ in Eq. (51) must be real.
A representative subgroup D4 ⊂ GL(3, 2) can be generated by the same d as in Eq. (52) and

b1 in Eq. (54) as they satisfy b−1
1 db1 = d−1. The resulting group is G = (Z2)

3
⋊ D4 ≃ UT (4, 2) ≃

SmallGroup(64, 138), the same group as in Eq. (41). The potential V0 takes the form (40) while the
V1 part is the same as in Eq. (53) but now both λ and λ′ being real.

The next subgroup to consider is A4 ⊂ GL(3, 2). Table 3 indicates two distinct conjugacy classes
for A4. However it turns out that the same constraint which forbade the Z7 subgroup forbids also
one of the A4 conjugacy classes. The remaining one can be generated by the familiar b′3 in Eq. (48)
and c in Eq. (50) because they satisfy the relations defining the A4 group: (b′3)

3 = c2 = (cb′3)
3 = e.

In terms of b and c, we arrive at the defining presentation of A4 as a group of positive-signature
permutations of four doublets.

The total symmetry group obtained through this construction is (Z3)
3
⋊A4 ≃ SmallGroup(92, 70)

of order 92. Imposing invariance under the A4 group of permutations and sign flips of individual
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doublets dramatically constrains the potential, with

V0 = m2
(

φ†
1φ1 + φ†

2φ2 + φ†
3φ3 + φ†

4φ4

)

+ Λ
(

φ†
1φ1 + φ†

2φ2 + φ†
3φ3 + φ†

4φ4

)2

+Λ′
[

(φ†
1φ1)

2 + (φ†
2φ2)

2 + (φ†
3φ3)

2 + (φ†
4φ4)

2
]

+Λ′′
(

|φ†
1φ3|2 + |φ†

2φ3|2 + |φ†
1φ4|2 + |φ†

2φ4|2 + |φ†
1φ2|2 + |φ†

3φ4|2
)

(56)

and
V1 = λ

[

(φ†
1φ2)

2 + (φ†
2φ3)

2 + (φ†
3φ1)

2 + (φ†
1φ4)

2 + (φ†
2φ4)

2 + (φ†
3φ4)

2 + h.c.
]

. (57)

However, upon a quick inspection, it becomes clear that this potential is invariant under all permu-
tations of the four doublets, not only the positive-signature ones. Therefore, the group (Z3)

3
⋊A4 we

just constructed is not realizable in the 4HDM because it automatically leads a additional discrete
symmetries. The total symmetry content of this potential is

G = (Z2)
3
⋊ S4 ≃ SmallGroup(192, 955) . (58)

It is remarkable that the 4HDM scalar sector, with so many symmetries and so few free parameters,
does not possess an accidental continuous symmetry.

6 Discussion and conclusions

Global symmetries are a powerful feature of multi-Higgs-doublet models as they often lead to
symmetry-induced phenomenological features. The symmetry options available in the 2HDM and
3HDM have been explored in hundreds of papers, and the methods developed there can be also
used in even more elaborate scalar sectors. There is also a significant literature on models with four
Higgs doublets, almost all of them based on a specific symmetry group, see a historical overview in
our previous paper on the subject [8]. However no attempt has been made up to now to classify
symmetry options available in the 4HDM. We started in [8] — and continue in the present paper —
our quest for classification of finite non-abelian symmetry groups which can be imposed on the scalar
sector of the 4HDM without causing accidental continuous symmetries.

Here, we employ the same group extension technique which was so successful in the 3HDM [12,13].
Namely, we start with the finite abelian symmetry groups A realizable in the 4HDM, which are known
from [11] and given in Table 1, and then constructed non-abelian groups as group extensions of the
form A ⋊K (split extensions) or A .K (non-split extensions), where K ⊆ Aut(A). In the previous
paper [8], we found all finite non-abelian groups which emerge from cyclic groups A, see the left
half of Table 1. In the present work, we extended this analysis to the rephasing groups A which are
products of cyclic groups, namely, to A = Z2 × Z2, Z4 × Z2, and (Z2)

3.
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A extensions G |G|

Z2 × Z2

A⋊ Z2 D4 8

A⋊ Z3 A4 12

A⋊ S3 S4 24

Z4 × Z2

A⋊ Z2 Z2 ×D4 16

A⋊ Z2 SmallGroup(16,3) 16

A⋊ Z2 SmallGroup(16,13) 16

A⋊ Z4 SmallGroup(32,6) 32

A⋊ (Z2 × Z2) SmallGroup(32,49) 32

A⋊ (Z2 × Z2) SmallGroup(32,27) 32

A⋊D4 UT (4, 2) 64

(Z2)
3

A⋊ Z2 Z2 ×D4 16

A .Z2 SmallGroup(16,3) 16

A⋊ Z3 Z2 ×A4 24

A⋊ Z4 SmallGroup(32,6) 32

A⋊ (Z2 × Z2) SmallGroup(32,49) 32

A⋊ (Z2 × Z2) SmallGroup(32,27) 32

A . (Z2 × Z2) SmallGroup(32,34) 32

A⋊ S3 Z2 × S4 48

A⋊D4 UT (4, 2) 64

A⋊ S4 SmallGroup(192,955) 192

Table 4: The summary table of finite non-abelian groups G in the 4HDM scalar sector constructed
as extension by Z2 ×Z2, Z4 × Z2, and Z2 × Z2 ×Z2. Non-split extensions of the form G = A .K are
shown only when they lead to groups G that cannot be obtained by a split extension with the same
A.

Table 4 summarizes the results of this paper. As can be seen, there are many extensions fitting
inside PSU(4). Some of the resulting groups have their own labels, but many of these groups are
usually referred to using their GAP id. The main text describes how each symmetry group arises, what
its generators are, and how the potential invariant under this group can be constructed. In certain
cases, we gave the potentials explicitly; in other cases their form can be directly reconstructed using
the relations described in the paper. Should the reader be interested, a phenomenological study can
be conducted for any of these symmetry-shaped 4HDMs. We welcome the community to explore
phenomenological and cosmological features of large symmetry groups found here.

Not only did we classify the finite non-abelian symmetry groups which emerge in the 4HDM in
this way, but we also further developed the methods which are not often used in bSM model building.
We believe that these techniques represent a useful contribution to symmetry-based model building
and can be exploited in other settings.

It must be stressed that this paper, together with [8], does not yet complete the classification of
all realizable finite non-abelian symmetry group in the 4HDM scalar sector. These two papers only
deal with non-abelian groups which can be constructed as extensions based on rephasing groups A.
However Table 1 contains three more abelian subgroups of PSU(4) which cannot be represented by
rephasing transformatoins alone. Their analysis requires development of yet another set of techniques
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and is delegated to a follow-up paper.
Finally, as explained in Section 2.2, the group extension technique does not exhaust all finite

non-abelian groups for the 4HDM. In the 3HDM, this technique provided an exhaustive classification
due to Burnside’s paqb-theorem. In the 4HDM, this theorem no longer applies. As a result, it may
happen that other finite groups could be found, which are not of the form A .K, with K ⊆ Aut(A).
Systematic exploration of such cases must rely on a different strategy.

We hope, however, that these additional groups will be relatively few. In this sense, the results
of [8] and the present work most likely cover the vast majority of finite non-abelian symmetry groups
upon which 4HDM scalar sectors could be constructed.
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