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A bstract

Precision electroweakdata aregenerally believed to constrain theHiggsbo-

son m ass to lie below approxim ately 190 G eV at 95% con�dence level. The

standard Higgs m odelis,however,trivialand can only be an e�ective �eld

theory valid below som e high energy scale characteristic of the underlying

non-trivialphysics. Corrections to the custodialisospin violating param eter

T arising from interactionsatthishigherenergy scaledram atically enlargethe

allowed range ofHiggsm ass. W e perform a �t to precision electroweak data

and determ ine the region in the (m H ;�T) plane that is consistent with ex-

perim entalresults. O verlaying the estim ated size ofcorrections to T arising

from the underlying dynam ics,we �nd that a Higgs m ass up to 500 G eV is

allowed. W e review two com posite Higgsm odelswhich can realize the possi-

bility ofa phenom enologically acceptableheavy Higgsboson.W ecom m enton

thepotentialofim provem entsin them easurem entsofm t and M W to im prove

constraintson com positeHiggsm odels.
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Precision electroweak data are generally believed to constrain the Higgs boson

m ass to lie below approxim ately 190 G eV at 95% con�dence level [1, 2]. The

standard Higgs m odelis, however, trivial[3]and can only be an e�ective �eld

theory valid below som e high energy scale � characteristic ofthe underlying non-

trivialphysics. Additionalinteractions com ing from the underlying theory, and

suppressed by the scale �,give rise to m odel-dependent corrections to m easured

electroweak quantities. W hen potentialcorrections from physics at higher energy

scalesare included,thelim iton theHiggsboson m assbecom esweaker1 [5,6].

In the context ofthe triviality ofthe standard m odeland given the relatively

weak (logarithm ic)dependenceofelectroweak observableson theHiggsboson m ass

[7],the typicalsize ofcorrections to T arising from custodialsym m etry violating

[8]non-trivialunderlying physicscan dram atically enlarge2 theallowed Higgsm ass

range[6].In thisnoteweperform a �tto precision electroweak data and determ ine

theregion in the(m H ;�T)planethatisconsistentwith experim entalresults.O ver-

laying the predicted size ofcorrectionsto T arising from the underlying dynam ics,

we �nd that a Higgs m ass up to 500 G eV is allowed. W e review two com posite

Higgs m odelswhich can realize the possibility ofa phenom enologically acceptable

heavy Higgsboson.

For a given Higgs boson m ass,an upperbound on the scale � is given by the

position ofthe Landau pole [10]ofthe Higgs boson self-coupling �. Asthe Higgs

boson m assisproportionalto �(m H ),the largerthe Higgsboson m assthe sm aller

theupperbound on thescale�.W em ay estim ate3 thisupperbound by integrating

the one-loop beta function fortheself-coupling �,which yields[10]

�
<

� m H exp

 

4�2v2

3m 2

H

!

; (1.1)

where m H is the Higgs boson m ass and v � 246 G eV is the vacuum expectation

value oftheHiggsboson.

The leading corrections to electroweak observablesfrom the underlying theory

areencoded in dim ension six operators[12]which contributetothePeskin-Takeuchi

S and T param eters [13]. G iven the scale ofthe underlying non-trivialphysics,

dim ensionalanalysis [14]m ay be used to estim ate the size ofe�ects from these

dynam ics in the low-energy Higgs theory [9]. Ifthe underlying theory does not

respectcustodialsym m etry [8],thecontribution to T isdom inantand isestim ated

to be

j�Tj’
b�2v2

�em (M
2

Z
)�2

; (1.2)

1
See also,Langackerand Erlerin [4].

2
In contrast,in theorieslacking a custodialsym m etry thecontributionsto S arerelatively sm all

[6,9]and do nothave a signi�cante�ecton Higgsm assbounds.
3
W hilethisestim ateisbased on perturbation theory,non-perturbativecalculationsyield essen-

tially the sam e result[11].
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orlarger[14].Here�em istheelectrom agnetic coupling renorm alized atM 2

Z
,bisa

m odel-dependentcoe�cientoforder1,and � isa m easureofthesizeofdim ension-

lesscouplingsin thee�ective Higgstheory and isexpected to liebetween 1 and 4�

[14].Com bining eqn.1.2 with thebound on � shown in eqn.1.1,we �nd

j�Tj
>

�
b�2v2

�em (M
2

Z
)m 2

H

exp

 

�
8�2v2

3m 2

H

!

: (1.3)

Since the Higgs m odelis trivial, the potentiale�ects ofthe underlying non-

trivialdynam icsm ustbeincluded when establishing constraintson theHiggsm ass

[6]. Asthe contributions to T are expected to dom inate,we have perform ed a �t

to electroweak m easurem ents[2]and have determ ined the region in the (m H ;�T)

plane that is consistent with these results. In addition to m easurem ents at the

Z-pole from LEP and SLD,we include m easurem ents ofM W from LEP and the

Tevatron,and m easurem ents ofm t from the Tevatron. In perform ing these �ts,

we have used ZFITTER 6.21 [15]to generate the standard m odelpredictions for

a given value ofthe Z m ass,Higgs m ass,top-quark m ass,and strong (�s) and

electrom agnetic (�em ) couplings,and have introduced the e�ect ofnon-zero �T

linearly [16].W e have included the determ inationsof�em [17]

�
�1

em
(M 2

Z
)= 128:905� 0:036 (1.4)

and the (non-electroweak)determ inationsof�s [4]

�s(M
2

Z
)= 0:119� 0:002 (1.5)

as observations,i.e. we have included deviations from the listed centralvalues in

ourcom putation of�2.The correlation m atriceslisted in ref.[2]are incorporated

in ourcalculation of�2.

The result ofour �t is sum m arized in Figure 1. The best-�t value4 is shown

and occursata Higgsboson m assof90 G eV;itcorrespondsto a m inim um valueof

�2 = 21:7 for21 observableswhile varying 5 �tparam eters(M Z ,m H ,m t,�s,and

�em ).Fortwo degreesoffreedom ,the68% and 95% CL boundscorrespond to �� 2

of2.30 and 6.17 respectively.Thetwo degree5 offreedom 95% CL upperbound on

m H is243 G eV for�T = 0.

Extending thisbound to non-zero �T,we see thatthe region in the (m H ;�T)

plane which �ts the observed data as wellas the \standard m odel" at 95% CL

extendsto large Higgsm assesfora positive value of�T.

Itisnotpossible,however,forthisentire region to be realized consistentwith

the constraints oftriviality. For exam ple,m otivated by the m odels we consider

4
This best �tvalue is,ofcourse,below the direct experim entallower bound [18]oforder 108

G eV.
5
Note thatthe one degree offreedom 95% CL upperbound on m H ,��

2
= 4 and �T = 0,is

approxim ately 190 G eV in agreem entwith [1].
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Figure 1:68% and 95% CL boundsin the (m H ;�T)plane allowed by a �tto pre-

cision electroweak data [1,2]. The best �t \standard m odel" value is shown by

the cross on the �T = 0 line. (Also shown by the dot-dash curve is the contour

corresponding to �� 2 = 4,whose intersection with the line �T = 0 { at approx-

im ately 190 G eV { correspondsto the usual95% CL upperbound quoted on the

Higgsboson m assin thestandard m odel.) Thelightregion to therightisexcluded

by eqn.1.3 forb�2 = 4�.Thedark region denotestheadditionalarea excluded for

b�2 = 4�2. The positive branches ofthe curves bounding these regions are lower

boundsfor�T in thetop-seesaw and com positehiggsm odelsdescribed in thetext.

Any (m H ;�T)with positive �T and to the leftofthe appropriate triviality curve

can berealized in the corresponding m odel.
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below,thearea excluded by eqn.1.3 with b�2 = 4� isshown asthelightregion on

the rightin Figure 1. O verlaying the constraints,we see thatHiggsm assesabove

500 G eV would likely im ply theexistenceofnew physicsatsuch low scales(�
<

� 12

TeV from eqn.1.1)asto give rise to a contribution to T which istoo large [9].

W eem phasizethattheseestim atesarebased on dim ensionalargum ents,and we

arenotarguingthatitisim possibletoconstructacom positeHiggsm odelconsistent

with precision electroweak tests with m H greater than 500 G eV.Rather,barring

accidentalcancellations in a theory without a custodialsym m etry,contributions

to �T consistent with eqn. 1.3 are generally to be expected. Thisexpectation is

illustrated in the two m odelswhich we now discuss.

Thetop-quark seesaw theory ofelectroweak sym m etry breaking[19,20]provides

a sim ple exam ple ofa m odelwith a potentially heavy com posite Higgsboson con-

sistentwith electroweak data. In thiscase,electroweak sym m etry breaking isdue

to the condensation,driven by a strong topcolor[21]gauge interaction,ofthe left-

handed top-quark with a new right-handed singletferm ion �. Such an interaction

givesrise to a com posite Higgs�eld atlow energies,and the m assofthe top-color

gauge boson setsthe scale ofthe Landau pole � [22].The weak singlet� L and tR

�eldsare introduced so thatthe 2� 2 m assm atrix,

 

0 m t�

m �t m ��

!

(1.6)

isofseesaw form and hasalighteigenvaluecorrespondingtotheobserved top quark.

The value ofm t� isrelated to the weak scale,and itsvalue isestim ated to be 600

G eV [19].

Thecouplingofthetop-quark to � violatescustodialsym m etry in thesam eway

thatthe top-quark m assdoesin the standard m odel. The leading contribution to

T from the underlying top seesaw physics arises from contributions to W and Z

vacuum polarization diagram sinvolving the �.Thiscontribution ispositive and is

calculated to be[19,20]

�T =
N c

16�2�em (M
2

Z
)

m 4

t�

m 2
��
v2

�
0:7

�em

 

�2

m 2
��

!  

v2

�2

!

; (1.7)

which is ofthe form ofeqn. 1.2 with b�2 / (�=m ��)
2. Note that �=m �� cannot

besm allsincetop-colorgaugeinteractionsm ustdrivet� chiralsym m etry breaking.

Taking �=m �� � 4,we reproduce the positive branch ofthe boundary ofthe light

region excluded by triviality shown in Figure 1.By varying � and m ��,the entire

allowed (m H ;�T)region with positive�T and totheleftofthetriviality constraint

can be obtained. In particular,we note that it is possible to obtain a lightHiggs

boson in thiscontextaswell.

The fact that contributions to T greatly expand the region ofallowed Higgs

m assin thetop seesaw m odelisdiscussed in detailin ref.[20].Hereweseethatthe
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running ofthe Higgs self-coupling encoded in the constraints ofeqn. 1.3 prevent

Higgsm asseshigherthan about500 G eV from being realized [9].

\Com posite HiggsM odels" [23]also provideexam plesoftheorieswith a poten-

tially heavy com positeHiggsboson.In thesim plestofthesem odels,oneintroduces

three new ferm ionswhich couple to a vectorial\ultracolor" SU (N )gauge interac-

tion. Two ofthese ferm ions ( ) transform as a vectorialdoublet underSU (2)W ,

whilethethird (�)isassum ed to bea singlet.Diracm assterm scan beintroduced

forallofthese ferm ionsand,asso fardescribed,chiralsym m etry breaking driven

by theultracolorinteractionsleavesthevectorialSU (2)W � U (1)Y unbroken.Extra

chiralinteractionsare then introduced to m isalign thevacuum by a sm allam ount,

causing a nonzero � � condensate and breaking theweak interactions.

Theoctetofpionswhich resultfrom ultracolorchiralsym m etrybreakinginclude

a set,theanalogsofthekaons,which form a com positeHiggsboson.M odelscan be

constructed [24]in which the Higgsboson can form ally be asheavy asa TeV (i.e.

at tree-level),while the other four pions have m asses controlled by the ultracolor

scale and can bem uch heavier.

Thissim plestm odeldoesnothave a custodialsym m etry. A directcalculation

oftheW and Z m assesyieldsthepositive contribution

�T =
v2

4�em (M
2

Z
)f2

: (1.8)

Here f is the pion decay constant for ultracolor chiralsym m etry breaking, the

analog off� in Q CD.Theultracolorchiralsym m etry breaking scale,estim ated [14]

to beO (4�f),setsthecom positenessscale� oftheHiggsboson.Com paring eqns.

1.2 and 1.8,we see thatthe contribution to T isofthe sam e form with b�2 � 4�2,

excluding the lightand dark shaded regionsto the rightin Figure 1.From thiswe

seethatphenom enologically acceptablecom positeHiggsm odelscan beconstructed

with Higgsm assesup to approxim ately 450 G eV.Again,in thiscaseby varying the

Dirac m asses ofthe ferm ionsand adjusting the size ofthe chiralinteraction,it is

possible to constructm odelsthatrealize any (m H ;�T)to the leftofthe triviality

constraintforpositive �T.

Finally, we brie
y consider the prospects for im proving these indirect lim its

overthe nextfew years.Them easurem entsofM W and m t are likely to begreatly

im proved duringRun IIoftheFerm ilab Tevatron.W ith an integrated lum inosity of

10 fb�1 ,itm ay bepossibleto reducetheuncertainty in thetop m assto 2 G eV and

in theW m assto 30 M eV [25].Toillustratethepotentialofthesem easurem ents,in

Figure2weplotthe68% and 95% CL boundsin the(m H ;�T)planewhich would be

allowed ifM W and m tassum ed theircurrent\best-�t"valueswhiletheuncertainties

dropped asprojected.Note thatalthough the 95% CL region issom ewhatsm aller

than in Fig. 1 (e.g. the two degree offreedom upper bound on the \standard

m odel" Higgsboson m ass{ �T = 0 { dropsto O (180 G eV)),there would stillbe

com posite Higgsm odelsconsistentwith electroweak data with a Higgsboson m ass

up to 500 G eV forpositive �T.
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Figure 2: Prospective 68% and 95% CL boundsin (m H ;�T)plane allowed by �t

to precision electroweak data [2]assum inguncertainty in M W isreduced to 30 M eV

and uncertainty in m t isreduced 2 G eV,asm ay be possible during Run IIofthe

Ferm ilab Tevatron.Allcurvesareasdescribed in Figure 1.
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In a forthcom ing publication [26],we willdetailthe calculation ofcorrections

to precisely m easured electroweak quantitiesin thetwo com positeHiggsm odelswe

reviewed aboveand considerthecom plem entary constraintsarisingfrom boundson

Z ! b�b,
avor-changing neutralcurrents[9],and CP-violation.
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