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A bstract

P recision electrow eak data are generally believed to constrain the H iggsbo-
son m ass to lie below approxim ately 190 GeV at 95% con dence level. The
standard H iggs m odel is, however, trivial and can only be an e ective eld
theory valid below some high energy scale characteristic of the underlying
non-trivial physics. Corrections to the custodial isospin violating param eter
T arising from interactions at this higher energy scale dram atically enlarge the
allowed range of Higgsm ass. W e perform a t to precision electroweak data
and detem ine the region in the my ; T) plane that is consistent w ith ex—
perin ental results. O verlaying the estin ated size of corrections to T arising
from the underlying dynam ics, we nd that a Higgsmass up to 500 GeV is
allowed. W e review two com posite H iggs m odels which can realize the possi-
bility of a phenom enologically acoeptable heavy H iggsboson. W e com m ent on
the potential of im provem ents in the m easurem entsofm + and M y to In prove
constraints on com posite H iggs m odels.
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P recision electroweak data are generally believed to constrain the H iggs boson
m ass to lie below approxin ately 190 G&V at 95% con dence level f_l_}, g]. The
standard H iggs m odel is, however, trivial B] and can only be an e ective eld
theory valid below som e high energy scale cdharacteristic of the underlying non—
trivial physics. A dditional interactions com ing from the underlying theory, and
suppressed by the scale , give rise to m odeldependent corrections to m easured
electroweak quantities. W hen potential corrections from physics at higher energy
scales are included, the lin it on the H iggs boson m ass becom es weaken; [, §].

In the context of the triviality of the standard m odel and given the relatively
weak (logarithm ic) dependence of electrow eak cbservables on the H iggsboson m ass
fj], the typical size of corrections to T arising from custodial sym m etry violating
B] non-trivial underlying physics can dram atically en]arge'f: the allowed H iggsm ass
range [-_6]. In thisnote we perform a t to precision electroweak data and determ ine
the region In the (myz ; T ) plane that is consistent w ith experin entalresuls. O ver—
laying the predicted size of corrections to T arising from the underlying dynam ics,
we nd that a Higgsmass up to 500 Ge&V is allowed. W e review two com posite
H iggs m odels which can realize the possbility of a phenom enologically acceptable
heavy H iggs boson.

For a given H iggs boson m ass, an upper bound on the scale is given by the
position of the Landau pol [_1-(_1] of the H iggs boson selfcoupling . A s the Higgs
boson m ass is proportionalto (my ), the Jarger the H iggs boson m ass the an aller
the upperbound on the scale .W em ay estin ate'f’: thisupperbound by integrating
the oneJoop beta function for the selfcoupling , which yields Ll-g]
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wheremy is the Higgs boson mass and v 246 G&V is the vacuum expectation
value of the H iggs boson.

T he kading corrections to electroweak observables from the underlying theory
are encoded In din ension six operators {I2]which contrbute to the Peskin-T akeuchi
S and T param eters E;L-S]. G iven the scale of the underlying non-trivial physics,
din ensional analysis {[4] may be used to estin ate the size of e ects from these
dynam ics in the low-energy H iggs theory E}I]. If the underlying theory does not
respect custodial sym m etry [_8], the contribution to T is dom inant and is estin ated
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lSee also, Langacker and E rler in 5_4].

2In contrast, in theories lacking a custodial sym m etry the contributionsto S are relatively am all
E_d, 5] and do not have a signi cant e ect on H iggs m ass bounds.

W hile this estin ate isbased on perturbation theory, non-perturbative calculations yield essen—
tially the sam e result El}]



or larger [}-fl]. Here 4, isthe electrom agnetic coupling renom alized at M Zz,bjsa
m odeldependent coe cient oforder 1, and  is a m easure of the size of din ension—
Jess couplings in the e ective H iggs theory and is expected to lie between 1 and 4
E_l-ﬂ:]. Combining egn. :_1-:2 w ith thebound on shown In egn. i-._l-},we nd
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Since the Higgs m odel is trivial, the potential e ects of the underlying non—
trivial dynam icsm ust be lnclided when establishing constraints on the H iggsm ass
f§]. A s the contributions to T are expected to dom inate, we have performed a t
to electrow eak m easurem ents i_Z] and have determ ined the region In the myg; T)
plne that is consistent w ith these results. In addition to m easurem ents at the
Z pole from LEP and SLD, we Include m easurem ents of M y from LEP and the
Tevatron, and m easurem ents of m + from the Tevatron. In perform ing these ts,
we have used ZFITTER 621 (5] to generate the standard m odel predictions for
a given value of the Z m ass, H iggs m ass, top—quark m ass, and strong ( ) and
electrom agnetic ( on ) couplings, and have introduced the e ect of non—zero T
Iinearly {l6]. W e have included the determ inations of o, 7]
1M Z)=128:905 0:036 1.4)

em

and the (on-electroweak) detemm inations of E!]
<M 2)= 0419 0:002 15)

as observations, ie. we have Included deviations from the listed central values in
our com putation of 2. The correlation m atrices listed in ref. -Q] are incorporated
in our calculation of 2.
The result of our t is summ arized in Figure .'14' The best-t va]uef: is shown
and occurs at a H ggsboson m ass 0of 90 G €V ; it correspondsto am ininum value of
2= 21:7 for 21 cbservables whilk varying 5 tparameters M 5, my , M, s, and
em ) - For two degrees of freedom , the 68% and 95% CL bounds corresoond to 2
0f2.30 and 6.17 respectively. Thetwo degreeﬁ of freedom 95% CL upper bound on
my i8243GeV or T = 0.

Extending this bound to non—zero T, we see that the region in the m z; T)
plane which ts the observed data as well as the \standard m odel" at 95% CL
extends to large H iggs m asses for a positive value of T.

Tt is not possble, however, for this entire region to be realized consistent w ith
the oconstraints of triviality. For exam ple, m otivated by the m odels we consider

‘Thisbest tvalue is, of course, below the direct experin ental lower bound @é] of order 108
Gev.

N ote that the one degree of freedom 95% CL upperbound onmy , 2=4and T=0,is
approxin ately 190 G eV in agreem ent w ith E}:].
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Figure 1: 68% and 95% CL boundsin the (my ; T) plane allowed by a t to pre-
cision electroweak data E:, EZ]. The best t \standard m odel" value is shown by
the crosson the T = 0 lne. (A lso shown by the dot-dash curve is the contour
corresponding to 2 = 4, whose intersection with the Iine T = 0 { at approx—
In ately 190 GeV { corresgponds to the usual 95% CL upper bound quoted on the
H iggs boson m ass in the standard m odel.) T he light region to the right is excluded
by eqn.iI3 forb # = 4 . The dark region denotes the additional area excluded for
b 2 = 4 ?. The positive branches of the curves bounding these regions are Iower
bounds for T in the top-seesaw and com posite higgsm odels described in the text.
Any myg; T)wih positive T and to the kft of the appropriate triviality curve
can be realized in the corresponding m odel.



below , the area excluded by egn. '-.;L-_.j wihb 2= 4 isshown as the light region on
the right in Figure Q} O verlaying the constraints, we see that H iggs m asses above
500 GeV woul lkely In ply the existence of new physics at such low scales ( <12
TeV from egn.i.l) as to give rise to a contrbution to T which is too Jarge [].

W e em phasize that these estin ates are based on dim ensional argum ents, and we
are not arguing that it is in possible to construct a com posite H iggsm odel consistent
w ith precision electroweak tests wih my greater than 500 G &V . R ather, barring
accidental cancellations in a theory w ithout a custodial sym m etry, contributions
to T consistent w ith eqn. ]:'_.-_’_3-:are generally to be expected. This expectation is
iistrated In the two m odels which we now discuss.

T he top—quark seesaw theory ofelectrow eak sym m etry breaking i_l-_Q,:_2-Q] provides
a sin ple exam pk of a m odelw ith a potentially heavy com posite H iggs boson con—
sistent w ith electroweak data. In this case, electroweak symm etry breaking is due
to the condensation, driven by a strong topcolor {_Z-Z_Il] gauge interaction, of the keft—
handed top-quark w ith a new right-handed singlkt ferm ion . Such an interaction
gives rise to a com posite H iggs eld at low energies, and the m ass of the top-color
gauge boson sets the scale of the Landau poke  [22]. The weak singkt 1 and

elds are Introduced so that the 2 2 m assm atrix,
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isofseesaw form and hasa light eigenvalue corresponding to the ocbserved top quark.
The value ofm + is related to the weak scale, and its value is estin ated to be 600
Gev [I9].

T he coupling ofthe topquark to violates custodial sym m etry in the sam eway
that the top-quark m ass does in the standard m odel. T he leading contrlbution to
T from the underlying top seesaw physics arises from contrdbutions to W and Z
vacuum polarization diagram s involving the . This contridbution is positive and is
caloulated to be {9, 2(]

N, mé 0:7 2’ v? .
2

T:
16 2 o M 72)m2 V2 em M

; a.7

which is of the om ofeqn. 12 wihb ? / (=m ). Note that =m cannot
be am all since top-color gauge interactionsm ust drive t chiral sym m etry breaking.
Taking =m 4, we reproduce the positive branch of the boundary of the light
region excluded by triviality shown in Figure g} .By varying andm , the entire
allowed my ; T) region w ith positive T and to the left ofthe triviality constraint
can be obtained. In particular, we note that it is possibl to cbtain a light H iggs
boson in this context aswell.

The fact that contributions to T greatly expand the region of allowed H iggs
m ass in the top seesaw m odelis discussed n detailin ref. PG]. Here we see that the



running of the H iggs selfooupling encoded In the constraints of egn. ET_.-Z} prevent
H iggs m asses higher than about 500 G&V from being realized [_-9.].

\C om posite H iggs M odels" _E;%] also provide exam ples of theories w ith a poten—
tially heavy com posite H iggs boson. In the sim plest of these m odels, one introduces
three new fermm ions which couple to a vectorial \ultracolor" SU (N ) gauge interac-
tion. Two of these ferm jons ( ) transform as a vectorial doublet under SU (Q)y ,
while the third ( ) isassum ed to be a singlkt. D irac m ass tem s can be introduced
for all of these ferm ions and, as so far described, chiral sym m etry breaking driven
by the ultracolor nteractions leaves the vectorial SU )y U (1)y unbroken. E xtra
chiral interactions are then introduced to m isalign the vacuum by a sm all am ount,
causing a nonzero condensate and breaking the weak interactions.

T he octet ofpionswhich result from ultracolor chiralsym m etry breaking include
a set, the analogs of the kaons, which form a com posite H iggsboson. M odels can be
constructed [_2-4] In which the H iggs boson can form ally be as heavy asa TeV (ie.
at tree-level), while the other four pions have m asses controlled by the ultracolor
scale and can be m uch heavier.

This sin plest m odel does not have a custodial symm etry. A direct calculation
oftheW and Z m asses yields the positive contribution

T = —VZ : @.8)
4 o M1 7)E2 7 '

Here f is the pion decay oconstant for ultracolor chiral sym m etry breaking, the
analog off in QCD .The ulkracolor chiral sym m etry breaking scale, estin ated @4]
tobeO (4 f), setsthe com positeness scale ofthe H iggs boson. C om paring egns.
d 2 and i1 8, we see that the contrbution to T isofthe same orm withb 2 4 2,
excluding the light and dark shaded regions to the right In F igure :J: From thiswe
see that phenom enologically acoeptable com posite H iggs m odels can be constructed
w ith H iggsm asses up to approxim ately 450 G €V . A gain, In this case by varying the
D irac m asses of the ferm ions and adjusting the size of the chiral Interaction, it is
possble to construct m odels that realize any my ; T) to the left of the triviality
constraint for positive T .

Finally, we brie y consider the prospects for imm proving these indirect Im its
over the next few years. Them easurem ents of M y and m + are lkely to be greatly
In proved during Run ITofthe Fem ilab Tevatron. W ith an integrated lum inosity of
10 b !, tm ay be possible to reduce the uncertainty in the top massto 2 GV and
intheW massto30M eV P5]. To illistrate the potential of these m easurem ents, in
Fjgure-Z weplotthe 68% and 95% CL boundsinthe (my ; T)planewhich would be
allowed ifM iy andm  assum ed their current \best- t" valuesw hil the uncertainties
dropped as proEcted. N ote that although the 95% CL region is som ewhat am aller
than in Fig. El: (eg. the two degree of freedom upper bound on the \standard
model" Higgsbosonmass { T = 0 { dropsto O (180 G&V)), there would still be
com posite H iggs m odels consistent w ith electroweak data w ith a H iggs boson m ass
up to 500 G&V forpositive T.
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Figure 2: Progoective 68% and 95% CL boundsin tmy; T) plhne allowed by t
to precision electroweak data @] assum ing uncertainty n M y is reduced to 30 M &V
and uncertainty In m ¢+ is reduced 2 G&V, asm ay be possible during Run IT of the
Fem ilab Tevatron. A 1l curves are as described in Figure 1.



In a forthoom ing publication t_2-§], we w ill detail the calculation of corrections
to precisely m easured electrow eak quantities in the two com posite H iggsm odelswe
review ed above and consider the com plam entary constraints arising from boundson
Z ! Ko, avorchanging neutral currents '@], and CP —iolation.
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