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A bstract

In this note we present a little H iggs m odel that has custodialSU (2) as an approx—
in ate symm etry. This theory is a sin ple m odi cation of the \M inim alM oose" w ith
SO () global sym m etries protecting the Higgs m ass. This allows for a sinple lin it
where TeV physics m akes an all contributions to precision electroweak observables.
T he spectrum of particles and their couplings to Standard M odel elds are studied in
detail. At low energies thism odelhas two H iggs doublts and i favours a light H iggs
from precision electroweak bounds, though for di erent reasons than in the Standard
M odel. The lim it on the breaking scal, £, is roughly 700 G &V, w ith a top partner of
2Tev,W and B%0f2.5 TeV, and heavy H iggs partners of 2 TeV . T hese particles are
easily accessible at hadron ocolliders.
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1 Introduction

R eoently the little H iggsm echanism hasbeen proposed as a way to stabilise the weak scale
from the radiative corrections of the Standard M odel. In little H iggs m odels the Standard
M odel H iggs boson is a pseudo-G oldstone and is kept light by approxin ate non-linear sym —
m etries [1, 12, 13,14, 15,16, 1], see B, 9] for sum m aries of the physics and [13, (14, 115, |1d] for
m ore detailed phenom enology. T he little H iggs m echanian requires that two ssparate cou—
plings com m unicate to the Higgs su cient breaking of the non-lnear sym m etry to generate
a Higgsm ass. The weak scalk is radiatively generated two loop factors beneath the cuto

10 30 Tev.Litl Higgsm odels predict a host of new particles at the TeV scale that
cancel the Jow energy quadratic divergences to the H iggsm ass from Standard M odel elds.
T he little H ggs m echanisn has particlkes of the sam e soin cancel the quadratic divergences
to the H ggsm ass, ie. a fem ion cancels a quadratic divergence from a ferm ion. In m odels
described by \theory space," such as the M Inin alM oose, particlkes of the sam e spin and
quantum num bers cancel quadratic divergences, or exam ple a TeV scale vector that trans-
form s as a SU @2);, trplt cancels the W quadratic divergence. To avoid netuning the
H iggs potential by m ore then O (20% ) the top quark one loop quadratic divergence should
be cut o by mughly 2 TeV , the quadratic divergence from SU (2}, should be cut o by
5 Tev , while the quadratic divergence from the H iggs quartic coupling should be cut o by
8 Tev .

These TEV scalk particles are heavier than the current experin ental Iim its on direct
searches, however these particles m ay have e ects at low energy by contrbuting to higher
din ension operators in the Standard M odel after integrating them out. The e ects of Inte-
grating out the TeV scale partners have been considered in [10, 111, [12] and have provided
constraints on som e little H iggsm odels from precision electroweak observables. Understand—
Ing what constraints are placed on each little H iggs m odel is a detailed question but their
them es are the sam e throughout. The argum ents for the m ost severe constraints on the
\littlest H iggs" m odeldiscussed in [11),[12] ardse from the m assive vector bosons interactions
because they can contribute to low energy fourFemm ioperators and violate custodialSU (2).
Consider the B ° which cancels the quadratic divergence of the B , the gauge eigenstates are
related to the physical eigenstates by:

B=cos B, +sh B, B%= cos B, snh B, @a)

w here the m ixing angles are related to the high energy gauge couplings through:

g 12)

where ¢° isthe Iow energy U (1)y gauge coupling. W ith the Standard M odel ferm ions charged
only under U (1);, the coupling to the B © is:

Leop me = g'tan "B 3, ). (13)



where j W)y isthe U (1)y current. Them ass of the B % goes as:
) g@fZ
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where f is the breaking scale. A fter integrating out the B ° there is a four Fem i coupling of
the fomm :

Sjn4 0 . 2
L4Fermi ? :b(l)y (15)

The coe cient ofthis operator needs to be roughly lessthan (6 TeV ) 2 and can be achieved
keeping f xedas ! 0.
T he little H iggs boson also couples to the B ° through the current:

|
Loy me gOOOt2 °B? (hYD h): 1.6)
Integrating out the B ° induces several din ension 6 operators incliding:

oz 2 °
f2

L o n) hD h)*+ hec. @.7)

T his operator violates custodial SU (2) and after electroweak symm etry breaking it lowers
them ass ofthe Z % and gives a positive contribution to the T param eter. T his operator needs
to be suppressed by (5 TeV ) ? . Thus the H iggs coupling prefers the linit °! ;. There
are additional contributions to the T param eter that can negate this e ect, this argum ent
show s the potential tension In little H iggs m odels that could push the Imitson £ to 3 { 5
Tev.

T he reason why the B ® contributes to an SU (2). violating operator isbecause it, like the
B, couples as the T ® generator of SU (2),! and its interactions explicitly break SU (2)c . The
m ost straight—-forward way of softening thise ect is to com plete the B into a fall triplet of
SU 2)c?. Thismodi cation adds an additional charged vector boson W* . By integrating
out these charged gauge bosons there is another dim ension 6 operator that gives a m ass
to theW compensating for the e ect from the BY. This can be im plem ented by gauging
SU (), Instead of U (1),. Atthe TeV scalke SU 2), U 1); ! U @A)y . W ith these additional
vector bosons, it is possble to take the ° ! 0 lim it without introducing large SU Q)¢
violatihg e ects while sin ultaneously decoupling the Standard M odel ferm ions from the B°
and keeping the breaking scale £ xed. Thus the lin its on them odelw ill roughly reduce to
Iim its on the SU (2), coupling and the breaking scale.

Recall that in the lin it that g° ! 0 there isan SU (2); SU ), symm etry of the H iggs and gauge
sector. O nly the T generator is gauged inside SU (2), and g° can be viewed as a spurion param eterising the
breaking. A fter electroweak sym m etry breaking SU 2); SU @2), ! SU @)c .

2TheW °transfom s as a triplet of SU 2)c sono SU Q)¢ vidlatihg operators are generated by its inter—
actions.



Tt is not necessary to have a gauged SU (2), for the little H iggsm echanism to be viablk
because the constraining physics is not crucial or stabilising the weak scale. The B % is can—
celing the U (1)y quadratic divergence that isonly borderline relevant fora cut-o <10 15
TeV but isproviding som e ofthem ain lin its through its interactionsw ith the H iggs and the
light ferm ions. T he light ferm ionsplay no role in the stability ofthe weak scale, therefore the
Iim its from their Interactions can be changed w ithout altering the little H iggs m echanisn .
Tt is straightforw ard to avoid the strongest constraints [L'4]. T he easiest possibility is to only
gauge U (1)y and accoept its quadratic divergence with a cuto  at 10 { 15 TeV .Anotherway
of dealing w ith this issue is to have the femm ions charged equally under both U (1) gauge
groups. W ith this charge assignm ent the ferm ions decouple from theB°when °! . which
also decouples the little H iggs from the B . There are other ways of decoupling the B ° by
m ixing the Standard M odel ferm ions w ith m uliTeV D irac ferm ions in a sin ilar fashion as
[1]. However having a gauged SU (2), allow s for a particularly transparent lin it where TeV
scale physics is param etrically safe and does not add signi cant com plexity.

In this note a new little Higgs m odel is presented that has the property that it has
custodial SU (2) as an approxin ate sym m etry of the H iggs sector by gauging SU (2), at the
TeV scale. To construct a little H iggs theory with an SU ) symm etry we can phrase the
m odel building issue as: \F ind a little H iggs theory that has the H iggs boson transform ing
asa 4 ofSO 4)." This is precisely the sam e challenge as nding a little H iggs theory that
has a H iggs transform ing as a 2% ofSU @), U (1)y . In the Jatter case i was necessary to

nd a group that contained SU (2) U (1) and where the adpint of the group had a eld
transform ing as a 2% and the sim plest scenario is SU 3) where 8 | 34 + 2% + 1,. Fora
4 of SO (4) the simnplest possbility is SO (5) where an adpint of SO (5) decom poses Into
10! 6+ 4. The generators of SO (5) are labeled as T}, T, and TV forthe SU ()1, SU @),
and SO (5)=S0O (4) generators respectively.

The m odel presented in this paper is a slight variation of the \M inin alM ocos=" [3] that
has four non-linear sigm a m odel elds, X;:

X ;= exp (ix;=f) 1.8)

where x; is the lnearised eld and f is the breaking scale associated w ith the non-lnear
sigm a m odel. The M inin alM oose has an BU (3)P glbal sym m etry associated w ith trans-
form ations on the elds:

X; ! LiXRY 1.9)

wih L{;R; 2 SU (3). To use the SO (5) group theory replace the SU (3) ! SO (5) kesping
the \M fnin alM oose m oduke" of four links wih an BO G)F. The M inin alM oose had an
SU @) [BUR) U(@)]lgauged wherethe [SU 2) U (1)]wasembedded inside SU (3) while
this m odel has an SO (5) BU @) U Q)] gauge symm etry, using the Tl generators for
SU (2) and T*3 generator oruU (1).

T he prin ary precision electroweak constraints arise from integrating out the TeV scale
vector bosons. In thism odel there is a fullad pint 0o£S0O (5) vector bosons. Under SU (2);



SU (2), they transform as:
W' Guly) WU 1y3.) VO Q22 (1.10)

Because only U (1)y is gauged inside SU (2), theW *® split nto W * and W *>. The W *° is
the m ode that is regponsble for canceling the one loop quadratic divergence of the U (1)y
gauge boson and is denoted as the B °. Finally the V has the sam e quantum num bers as the
H iggs boson but has no rekvant interactions to Standard M odel elds.

In the lin it where the SO (5) gauge coupling becom es large the Standard M odelW and
B gauge bosons becom e large adm xtures of the SU 2) U (1) vector bosons. Thism eans
that the orthogonal com binations, the W ° and B ?, are dom inantly adm ixtures of the SO (5)
vector bosons. The Standard M odel femm ions are charged only under SU 2) U (1) which
m eans that the TeV scale vector bosons decouple from the Standard M odel ferm jons in this
lin it.

In the ram aining portion ofthe paper the explicit m odel is presented and the spectrum is
calculated along w ith the relevant couplings for precision electrow eak cbservables in Section
. Thism odelhas two light H iggs doublts w ith the charged H iggs boson being the heaviest
of the physical H iggs states because of the form of the quartic potential. This potential is
di erent than the quarticpotentialoftheM SSM and hasthe property that it forcesthe H iggs
vacuum expectation values to be com plex, breaking SU )¢ in the process. Thiswill result
in the Jargest constraint on the m odel. In Section [ the TeV scale particles are integrated
out and their e ects discussed in temn s of the dim ension 6 operators that are the prin ary
precision electroweak cbservables. Foran SO (B) couplng ofgs 3 and £ 700 GeV and
fortan < 0:3 them odelhas no constraintsplaced on it. The lin it on tan ensures a light
Higgswih m ass in the 100 { 200 G&V range. W ih the rough lim its on the param eters, the
m asses for the relkevant TeV scale elds are roughly 25 TeV  for the gauge bosons, 2 TeV
for the top partner, and 2 TeV for the H iggs partners. F nally in Section [4 the outlook for
thism odel and the state of little H iggsm odels In general is discussed.

2 SO GB)M inim alM oose

Litl Higgs m odels are theories of electroweak symm etry breaking where the Higgs is a
pseudo-G oldstone boson and can be described as gauged non-lnear sigm a m odels. In this
modelthereisan SO (5) [SU 2) U (1)]gauge symm etry w ith standard gauge kinetic tem s
w ith couplings gs and g,;q;, respectively. There are four non-linear sigm a m odel elds, X;,
that transform under the global BO G)F = BO G).I' BO B)x I as:

Xi! LiXilef: (2-1)
U nder a gauge transform ation the non-lhear sigm a m odel elds transform as:

Xi! GuXiGY 2)



whereG s isan SO (5) gauge transfom ation and G ;3 isan SU (2) U (1) gauge transform ation
with SU 2) U (1) enbedded inside SO (4) / SU (2); SU )., see Appendix B] or a
summ ary of the conventions. The gauge symm etries explicitly break the global O (5)F
symm etry and the gauge couplings gs and o;; can be viewed as spurions. Notice that gs
only breaks the SO (5)r I' symm etry, while g,; only breaks the BO (). ' symm etry.

T he non-linear sigm a m odel elds, X;, can be w ritten in tem s of linearised uctuations
around a vacuum hX ;i= 1:

X ;= exp (ix;=f) @223)

where f is the breaking scale of the non-linear sigm a m odel and x; are adpints under the
diagonal global SO (5). The Interactions of the non-lnear sigm a m odel becom e strongly
coupled at roughly ’ 4 f where new physics must ardse. The kinetic tem for the non—
linear sigm a m odel elds is:

1X
Lotm ki = 5 f°TrD XD X7: © 4)
w here the covariant derivative is:
. n fmn] . r r
D X; = @X; igXT® ]WSO(5) +igT?W 2+ g T W = X, 2 .5)
where W Sigrg) are the SO (5) gauge bosons, W ? are the SU (2) gauge bosons and W *3 is the

U (1) gauge boson. O ne linear com bination of linearised uctuations is eaten:
/ X1+ X2+ X3+ Xy (2.6)

Jleaving three physical pseudo-G oldstone bosons In ad pints of the global SO (5) that decom —
possunder SU (2); SU (), as:

L@yl Y13, ho @y2y) @.7)

UnderU (l)y, ® splitsinto *%and *

R adiative C orrections

T here are no one loop quadratic divergences to the m asses of the psesudo-G oldstone bosons
from the gauge sector because all the non-lnear sigm a m odel elds are bifiindam entals of
the gauge groups. T his occurs because the gs gauge couplings break only the SO (5)r, global
symm etries, while the g;; couplings only break the SO (5);,, symm etries. To generate am ass
tem i must arise from an operator jTrX ;X ;’f and needs to sin ultaneously break both the
¥ft and right global sym m etries. This requires both the g5 and g,,; gauge couplings which
cannot appear as a quadratic divergence until two loops. This can be verdi ed with the
C olem an-W einberg potential [18]. In this case the m ass squared m atrix is:

PN FEETrTAX X IT®  gsqua£2TrTAX T2 XY W e
5T H g PP TrTA X TR R g, £2TrTA X VX T3 W e
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Because the elds are unitary m atrces, the entries along the diagonal are Independent of
the background eld, %, and so is the trace of the m ass squared. T herefore:

3
Viewen 2= 35 *TrM ? k;]= Constant 29)

There are one loop logarithm ically divergent, one loop nite and two loop quadratic di-
vergences from the gauge sector. A 1l these contrbutions result in m asses for the pssudo-—
G oldstone bosons that are param etrically two loop factors down from the cuto and are
O (Pf=4 ) in size.

2.1 Vector Bosons: M asses and C ouplings

The m asses for the vector bosons arise as the lowest order expansion of the kinetic tem s
for the non-lnear sigma model elds. The SO (B) and SU (2) W' vector bosons m ix as
do the SO (5) and U (1) W *3 vector bosons. They can be diagonalised w ith the follow ing
transform ations:

B

r3 J r3 0_ 0r3 _ r3 r3
cos W SJI’IGWSO(5) B"=W =sin W +oosOWSO(5)

W? = ocos W2 s Wgh We=W"=sn W2+ cos Wgp
w here the m ixing angles are related to the couplings by:

cos ° = g=g sin %= g=gs

ws = g=g sin = g=g 2.10)

Theangles and ?are not independent and are related through the weak m ixing anglke by:

tan , = (221)
. . p_ . 0
and since , " 30 ,sn '’ 3sin .
T he m asses for the vectors can be w ritten In temm s of the electroweak gauge couplings
and m ixing angles:

16g°£? 16g%£2 16g% £2
2 _ 2 _ 2 _ 0
m- o= _22 I'ﬂBO—f20 m yr —WCOSZ (2.12)
T hese can be approxin ated in the °! 0 lin it as:
2 4 2 2 . 2 ro 2 2
Mgo’ myo( gsm ) my - myoll sn® ) 2.13)

Note that the B Y the mode that is canceling the quadratic divergence of the B, is not
anom alously light’. The U (1)y quadratic divergence is borderline relevant for naturalness

P
*The B in the \littlest H iggs" isa factor of 5 lighter and in the SU (3) M inin alM oose it is a factor of
3 lighter.



and could be neglected ifthe cuto <10 15TeV . The coresgpondingm ode is contribut-
iIng to electroweak constraints but doing little to stabilise the weak scale quantitatively.
T he H iggs boson couples to these vector bosons through the currents:

, ) goos2 !
S = ot2 3, = =——"iY ®D h
J'NO g ]‘l 2 ' 2
Ops2 ¢ !
i, = ofoot2 % = 7‘2 5 'D h (2.14)

whereD isthe Standard M odel covariant derivative and j; ¢ isthe SU (2);, current that the
Higgs couples to and j; forU 1)y .
The H iggs also couples to the charged SU (2), vector bosons through:

. g~ oos .
jerr = pflh.D h
2sin2 °
Gooo= Gl @2 15)

where the SU 2);, indices are contracted w ith the altemating tensor. N otice that this inter-
action is not invariant under rephasing ofthe Higgs: h ! e' h sends j; =+ ! & 3y =+ .

2.2 Scalar M asses and Interactions

In order to have viabl electroweak symm etry breaking there must be a signi cant quartic
potential am ongst the light elds. Ik isusefulto de ne the operators:

W= XX} XuoXis @.16)

i1
where addition in i ism odulo 4. There is a potential for the non-linear sigma m odel elds:
Lpot. = 1f'TrW .+ Lf*TrW,+ he. 2417)

Thereisa Z, symmetry wherethe Iink eldscyclkeasX; ! X jthatforces ;= ,.Thisis
an approxin ate sym m etry that is kept to O (10% ). This potential gives a m ass to one linear
com bination of lnearised elds:
1
Uy = — X7 X+ X3  X4): (2.18)

T he other two physicalm odes are the little H iggs and are classically m assless:
1
u; = P—é(xl x3) u; = P—é(xz Xy): @19)

The potential in Eq. 2217 can be expanded out In tem s of these physical eigenm odes using
the Baker< am pbellH ausdor fomul:

_ 4 ,Ug 1 uruzl
LPOt. = ]_f Trexp 21?4' 5 £ +
ug 1 fugius]
+ Lf'Tr 2i— + = + he. 220
2 exp f > g2 (: )



The low energy quartic coupling is related to the previous couplings through:
1 = 11+ 21 1= =cof# ,= =sh’#

The approxinate Z, symm etry sets 7 and the symmetry breaking param eter is

cos2# O (10 !). Them ass of the heavy scalar is:

5 16 f?
mi = ——: 221)
§ sin® 2#

A fter integrating out the m assive m ode the resulting potential for the little H iggs is the
typical com m utator potential:

V ujup) = Trfa;uF + 222)

In order to have stablk electroweak symm etry breaking it is necessary to have a m ass
term ihih, + he. . This can arise from a potential of the form :

Lirspe = 1 £TrT™ Wi+ W,+ W3+ W, + hc. @ 23)

where T*3 is the U (1) generator. The size of the e ects are radiatively stable and they
are st to be a loop factor less than , 102 . The coe cients are taken to be pure
In aghary because the in aginary coe cient willbe necessary to ensure stable electrow eak
symm etry breaking whilke the real parts are anall SO (5) splittings am ongst the various
m odes. E xpanding this out to quadratic order:

Virspoe, = 4 ETrT ifng;u,l+ 2 24)

In temm s of the H iggs doublets, h;;; 2 u;p,, the potentials are:

V (hi;hy) ’ 3 f'h, h'h,§+ 4hh, ¥ + @i £hlh, + he.) 2 25)

where the hi1h, temm is contracted with the SU (2) altemating tensor. This potential is
not the sam e as the M SSM potential and will lead to a di erent H iggs sectof. There are
radiative corrections to this potential whose largest e ect gives soft m asses 0of O (100 G&V)
to the doublkts:

Ve ' 5 Pihe BjhiF+ 4duho
+ @+ mi)h’h,+ he. +mihF+mih, T @ 26)

whereb 4 £. Typically mZ, istaken to be snall to sim plify the phenom enology so that
the H iggs states fall into CP eigenstates.

“In the SU (3) M inin alM oose the H iggs potential was identical to the the M SSM because of the close
relation between little H iggs theories and orbifolded extra dim ensions, see [4] for the precise relation.



R adiative C orrections

T here are no one loop quadratic divergences to the H iggs m ass from the scalar potential.
The symm etry breaking pattem In the potential ism ore di cul to see, but notice that if
either | or , vanished then there is a non-linear symm etry acting on the elds:

i
U= 1+ U= 1+ ug = —[;u0 ul+
4f
i
2u1= 2+ 2u2= 2+ 2U.H = +E[2;ul u2]+ . (2.27)

TrW | preserves the rst non-linear sym m etry but breaks the second, while TrW, pressrves
the second but breaks the rst. Either symmetry is su cient to kesp 4y and u, as exact
G odstones, thisiswhy ! Oas ;or ,! 0.

There are one loop logarithm ically divergent contrbutions to the m asses of the little
Higgsaswellasone loop nite and two loop quadratic divergences. These are all positive
and param etrically give m asses of the order of 2f=4

2.3 Electroweak Symm etry B reaking

At thispoint electroweak symm etry can be broken. The little H iggs are classically m assless
but pick up O (100 G &V ) m asses from radiative corrections to the treelevel Lagrangian. The
gauge and scalar corrections to the little H iggsm asses give positive contrioutions to them ass
squared of the little H iggs whilke fermm ions give negative contributions. The m assm atrix for
the H iggs sector is of the fom :

m2 2 hl
Lsotmass= hj hj P m? h, (2.28)
where %= m?Z, + ib. To have viabl electroweak symm etry breaking requires:
m2> 0 m2> 0
mfmg mfz 0
m’m; mj, B < O0: 229)
T he vacuum expectation values are:
hh;i= ! 0 hhyi= ! 0 (2 30)
1t p_§ v cos 2% p_§ vsin e

5M ore generally potentials that only contain any non-linear sigm a m odel eld at m ost once can only give
a quadratically divergent contribution to them selves.



Thepotentialhasa atdirectionwhen = 0; andwhen = 0.Unfortunatelywhen 6 0
custodial SU (2) is broken®. T he phase can be solved for in tem s of the soft m asses as:
2
m
cos = —2: 31)
mim
The breaking of SU 2)c by the H iggs sector provides one of the strongest lin its on the
model. For sinplicitty 2 = ib is taken to be pure in aghary forcing = 5. Taking = 5
is clearly the worst-case scenario for SU ) and not generic because there is no reason for
m 1, to be signi cantly an aller than any of the otherm asses.
T he param eters of electrow eak sym m etry breaking can be solved for readily in the lin it

= 5 in term s of the m asses:

2V = mlim?
mqim,
m;
tan = —
m
2m qm
tan2 = 1 e tan2 : (2 32)
]

where is the m ixing angle rthe h® H ? sector. The soft m asses should not be much
larger than v otherw ise it either requires som e tuning of the param eters so that b’ m m,
or becom ing large. These argum ents w ill change when m 7, 6 0: The masses orthe ve
physical H iggs are:

mZ, = mi+m}
mIZ{ = mf+m§+2v2 = me\o

1 1 mZ=m?
mZ = m} 0

2

l+pl m =m?

mi, = mj 3 i =mZ m} 2 33)
where
, , 8 v¥sin®2
X=:bj=[n1m2 mO=T (2.34)

The heaviest H iggs is the charged H and this has consequences for precision electroweak
cbservables. The m ass of the lightest H iggs is bounded by :

-my Mmjo —mj (2 .35)

where the Iower bound is saturated as mIZ{ ! 1 and the upper bound is saturated as
2 | 2
my, ! mg.

®This can be seen by going back to the SO (4) description. By having a phase it is the sam e as having
two SO (4) vectors acquire vacuum expectation values in di erent directions leaving only SO ) © U 1)y
unbroken.
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24 Ferm ions

T he Standard M odel ferm ions are charged only under the SU (2) U (1) gauge group. Since
all the ferm ions except the top quark coupl extrem ely weakly to the H iggs sector, the
standard Y ukaw a coupling to the lnearised H iggs doublets can be used w ithout destabilising
theweak scale. These an allYukaw a couplings are spurions that sin ultaneousl break avour
symm etries as well as the chiral sym m etries of the non-linear sigm a m odel. T here are m any
ways to covariantise these couplings but they only di er by irrelevant operators.

LYuk = Yu qhuc + Ya qhydc + Ye ]hyec (2 -36)

T here isno sym m etry principle that prefers type Iortype IIm odels. Thiscan have signi cant
In plications for H iggs searches.
T he couplings of the Standard M odel ferm ions to the heavy gauge bosons is:

Lye=gtan W*® 3.+ g’tan °B° 34 @ 37)

where . ® is the SU );, electroweak current involving the Standard M odel ferm ions and
F istheU (1)y electroweak current nvolving the Standard M odel ferm ions. In the Iin it
gs! 1 both ;°! 0andtheTeV scal gauge bosons decouple from the Standard M odel
ferm ions.

Top Yukawa

T he top quark couples strongly to the H iggs and how the top Yukawa is generated is crucial
for stabilising the weak scale. The top sector must preserve som e of the SO (5)F global
symm etry that protects the H iggsm ass. T here are m any ways of doing this but generically
the m echanisn s involve adding additional D irac fermm ions. To couple the non-linear sigm a
model eldsto the quark doublts it is necessary to transfom the bivector representation
to the bigpinor representation, see Appendix Bl. The linearised elds are reexpressed as:

% = Xipny (2.38)

where m ;n are SO (5) vector ndices running from 1 to 5, ; are SO () spior indices
running from 1to 4 and ™"  are generators of SO (5) in the spinor representation. The
exponentiated eld,X’; = exp (ix;=f), has wellde ned transfom ation properties under the
global SO (5)’s and the operator, X = (X“1X“§), transform s only under the SU 2) U (1)

gauge symm etry:

X 1 GaX Gy, 2 39)

where G',,; isan SU 2) U (1)] SO (5) gauge transformm ation in the spinor representation
ofS0O (B5).

Tt is necessary to pressrve som e of the global SO (5) symm etry in order to ram ove the
one loop quadratic divergence to the H iggs m ass from the top. As in the M Inin alM ooss,
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it is necessary to add additional ferm ions to  Ilout a full representation, in this case a 4 of
SO () foreither the g or the uf. T he Jarge top coupling is a result ofm xing w ith this TeV
scale fem ion. The m ost m inin al approach is to com plete the g into:

Q = (@®iw;id) U= (0y;u5;0) @ 40)

where v Berl,z)and & (G5l 1) wih charge conjugate elds & and &° canceling the
3 3
anom alies. The top Yukawa coupling is generated by:

Lip = v1fUK Q + y,fue’+ y,fa&& + he. @ 41)

The w and ui m X wih an angle #, and after ntegrating out the m assive com bination the
low energy top Yukawa is given by:

. . 3%
Yo = 2(13° + 23%) tan#, = = (2 42)
23
A fter electroweak sym m etry breaking the top quark and the top partner pick up a m ass:
P> . 2
VeopV COS 2 2¥iopf Vv ocog  sin® 2#,
Me= —P=— me=——,— 1 : 243
‘ 2 ©7 Tsnot, 32f2 @43)

The decoupling lin it isthey, ! 1 lmitwhere#, ! O.

R adiative C orrections

The top coupling respects a global SO (B) symm etry. This ensures that there are no one
loop quadratically divergent contributions to the H iggs m ass and can be seen through the
C olem an-W einberg potential. T he one loop quadratic divergence isproportionalto TrM M 7Y,
where M PycX isthem assm atrix for the top sector In the badkground of the little H iggs
and Pyc = diag(0;0;1;0) is a proction m atrix from the U°€. E xpanding this out:

2

Vl loop CW 2 TrPchXyPUC

32 2
TrPyc = Constant (2.44)

w hich givesno one Joop quadratic divergences to any ofthe x; elds. O ne loop logarithm ically
divergent, one loop nite and two loop quadratically divergent m asses are generated at the
orderO (yfopf =4 ). Sincethetop only couplestoh; am ongst the light elds, i only generates
a negative contrbution tom . Thisdrivestan tobe sm all since this is the only interaction
that breaks theh; $ h, symm etry explicitly.

N ote that the d can be decoupled without a ecting naturahess. This is because there
is an accidental SU (3) symm etry that is identical to the SU (3) symm etry of the M lnim al
M oose.

i 1
Lrop = yifue+ p—zyluchlq Z%uch{hltﬂ @ 45)
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is invariant under:
b
1

N

h = g= q: (2 46)

o o=

rh‘H-'U
Y
o

This can be seen by m agining an SU (4) symm etry actingon X . W ith only the v there isan

SU (3) acting in the upper com ponents. The SU (4) symm etry is jast the SO (6) SO (B):

The SU (3) isnot exact but to quadratic order n h it isan accidentalsym m etry. Thism eans

that In prnciple it ispossble to send v» ! 4 without a ecting naturahess and therefore

it is safe to ignore this eld. Performm ing the sam e calculation as above, the charged singlkt,
1 s gets a quadratically divergent m ass and is lifted to the TeV scale.

3 P recision E lectrow eak O bservables

T hroughout this note the scalings of the contributions of TeV scale physics to precision
electrow eak observables have been discussed. T he contrioutions to the higher dim ension op—
erators ofthe Standard M odelare calculated In this section. T hem ost physically transparent
way of doing this is to integrate out the heavy elds and then run the operators down to
the weak scale. Themost di cul controution to calculate is the custodial SU (2) violating
operator because there are several sources. Beyond that there are four Fem i operators and
corrections to the Z° and W  interactions. There are no in portant contributions to the S
param eter besides the contrbutions from the H iggs that tum out to be an all. Tn Sec. 34
we sum m arise the constraints on them odel from precision electrow eak observables and state
the lin its on the m asses.

3.1 CustodialSU 2)

Custodial SU 2) provides 1im its on beyond the Standard M odel physics. W hen w ritten In
term s of the electroweak chiral Lagrangian, violations of SU (2); are related to the operator:

O4=cv? TrTs!D ! ° 31)

where ! are the G oldstone bosons associated w ith electroweak symm etry breaking. T he co-
e cient ofthis operator is calculated in this section. T his is directly related to . However,
typically lim its are stated In temm s of the T param eter which is related to which di ers
from when there arem odi cationsto theW and Z° interactions w ith Standard M odel
ferm ions. In Sec[34 thisdi erence is accounted for.

There are typically ve new sources of custodial SU (2) viclation in little H iggs m odels.
The 1rstisfrom the non-linear sigm a m odel structure itself. By expanding the kinetic term s
to quartic order there are operators that give the W and Z° masses. IfSU (2)c had not
been broken by the vacuum expectation valies of the H iggs, then there could not be any
operators that violate SU 2)c . Custodial SU (2) is only broken with the combination of
the two vacuum expectation values which m eans that the only possible operator that could
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violate SU )¢ must be ofthe form (h§2’D h;)?. However, the kinetic tem s or the non-lhear
sigm am odel eldsnever contain h and h, sin ulaneously m eaning that any operator ofthis
form is not present.

V ector B osons

T he second source of custodial SU (2) violation is from the TeV scale gauge bosons. The
m assive W % never gives any SU (2)c violating contrbutions to the W and Z° mass. The
B typically gives an SU (2)c violating contribution to the electroweak gauge boson m asses
but the additional contrioutions from the W * vector bosons largely cancel this. Summ ing
the various contributions:

v a0

= sn?2 %+ —— sin®2 sin® (32)
642 642

The second tem  is a result of the phase In the H iggs vacuum expectation value that breaks
the SU Q)¢ and arisesbecausetheW © interactions are not Invariant under rephasing ofthe
H iggs. T he phase is generally taken to be 5 to have the H iggs states all into CP eigenstates.
T his is not generic and requires tuning m %2 to be an all. Num erically this contrdbution is:

1 r } sin? 2 G‘LV)Z 33)

8 £?

where the sin® 2 °term hasbeen dropped because it cancels 1n the conversion to  asw illbe
shown in Sec.[34. Thisprefers to be sm allwhich is the direction that is radiatively driven
by the top sector. For Instance at sin 2 %, this contribution to is negligbly sn all for
f 700GeV.Bygoingtoanalltan them assofthe lightest H iggs becom es rather light,
for instance, orsin2 ' % the m ass of the lightest H iggs isbounded by m 0 v wih most
of the param eter space dom nated by m,0 150 G&V.

Triplet VEV

Anotherpossbl source 0fSU (2)c viclation is from a triplet vacuum expectation value. The
orm of the plaquette potential in Eqg. ensures that the tri-linear couplings are of the
fom :

h 'hy, hl ih: 3.4)

T here are two equivalent ways of calculating the e  ect, either integrating out é to produce
higher din ension operators or by calculating its vacuum expectation value. The operator
appears as:

Ly, uu, = oot2# £1Trug ug;uzl (35)
A fter Integrating out uy the kading derivative interaction is:

oo 2#

= WTID bi;u, D uisuzl (3.6)

e
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whereD are the Standard M odel covariant derivatives. E xpanding this out there is a tem
that gives a contribution to

VZ
=— cof 2# sin®2 si’ 3.7
152 3.7)
The approxin ate Z, symm etry of the scalar and gauge sectors that ssts # 7 w ih

cos2# 10 ! meaning that this contribution is adequately sm all.

Onem ight also worry that the light triplets in u;, get tadpoles after electroweak sym —
m etry breaking (through radiatively generated h¥Y h temm s), which due to their relatively
Jight m asses could Jead to phenom enologically dangerous triplet vevs., H owever, these light
scalars are not involved In canceling o the quadratic divergences to the higgsm asses. T hus
these triplets can be safely raised to the TeV scak by introducing \ plaquettes" as de—
scribed In 4], where = exp (2 iTe3) = diag( 1; 1; 1; 1;1):These operators suitably
suppress the m agniudes of the light triplet vevs and do not a ect naturalness.

Two H iggs D oublets

The param eter also receives contributions from integrating out the H iggs bosons. It is
known that this contrbution can be either positive or negative. Tt is positive generically if
the H states are either lighter or heavier than all the neutral states, while it is negative
if there are neutral H iggs states lighter and heavier than i. The H iggs potential of this
theory generically predicts that the charged H iggs is the heaviest H iggs boson. There are
four param eters of the H iggs potential: m 2, m 3, b, and  where one com bination determ ines
v= 247GeV:If 6 5 then thisanalysisbecom esmuch m ore com plicated. T he contribution
to from vacuum polarisation diagram s is:

— 2 .2
16 sin® ,m?2 Faoimy )
+ sin® ( ) Fm7 ;mp) F@mioimpo)+ Sufmio)
+ cof’ ( )Fmy ;mic) F@miosmio)+ % Mmio) 3.8)
w here
1 Xy b4
Fyy) = —&x+y) og— (3.9)
2 Xy "y
wm?) = F@%mZ ) F@m?%m2o)
4m *m 2 m 2 4m*m 2, m ?
+ 5 5 log 3 5 > log 3 (3.10)
m m m m m;o m;o

In two H iggs doublt m odels setting an upper lin it on the lightest H iggsm ass from precision
electrow eak m easurem ents is kessprecise. T here can be cancellationsbut it appears asthough

"W e thank C . C saki or pointing out that integrating out heavy quarksm ight generate these tem s.
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the T param eter is quadratically sensitive to the m ass of the heaviest H iggs. T he spectrum
of H iggs generated by the H iggs potential keeps the splittings between the m asses of the
H iggs bosons constant:

mﬁ mzio=2v2 mﬁ m§o=mio
with m7, 4 v*sin?2 . This means that if is kept snall then the T param eter is
Insensitive to the overallm ass scale of the Higgs. W ith = ; the contrbution to
goes as:
., 1 _mk oamk 1 omi 1
10 (500Gev)? 4m? 30 7 (500 Gev)? 2
1 m 2 1m? 1 m 2
’ - h? Z 2h° —log—2F —— = 1: (311)
3 (600Gev)? 2m? 30 (500 Ge&v)?

As Dbecom es larger the contrlbbutions to the T param eter typically becom e Jarger, positive
and favouring heavier H iggsw ith an allerm ass splittings to satisfy precision electroweak  ts.
Notice that even for = % w here the contributions to are quite an all the m ass of the
lightest H iggs isonly bounded by m 0o 350 G €V . However the contrbbutionsto from the
gauge boson sector prefer a anall to keep the contrbutions an all, thus favouring a light
H iggs.

Top P artners

T he top partmers provide ancther source 0£SU ()¢ violating operators arising from integrat—
Ing out the partners to the top quark: v and «°. Since this is a D irac ferm ion it decouples
In a standard fashion as y, becom es large [19]. The contrbution after subtracting o the
Standard M odel top quark contribution is:

N.sh® ; .
o = ;T s’ F m&m2)+F mamy) F@mim)) F mam?)
N.sin® 5 5 mim? m %
r S~ sin® mi+ 200 . ———-Ig—~5 (2 sh’ )m? @12)
16 2v2 Lt e “m% mZ m? LM

where ; is the t° and t m ixing angle after electroweak symm etry breaking and can be
expressed in tem s of the origihal Yukawa and the m ixing anglk #, :
v sin® #, cos

sih o’ — Q% (313)

U sing this and the expressions r them ass of the t and t° in Eq. 2243 the expression for the
v param eter reduces to:

3yZp V- sin® #, cos’

v? sin® #, oo’ #, oo’
128 2f2 d

4f2

tanz#y 2 lo

+1 (314)

+0
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This contrdoution vanishesas #, ! Owhich isthelimity; ! 0 while keeping yiop xed. In

the Iim it of #, = #, near wherem p ism inim ised, the contrbution forsmall goes as:
L 44 #+ 75 #) 1Tev )
Lo 2y5 Y"1 18sh® + 07sn’ (T): 3.15)

Thisisadequately smallforany and the contribution quickly dropswith #,. For nstance,
with # ' 0:d, « dropsby 40% while mp only rses by 2% . This means that this
contrbution can be taken to be a subdom nant e ect.

3.2 S param eter

Them ain source for contributions to the S param eter is from ntegrating out the physical
H iggs bosons. A s for the case wih the param eter, a two H iggs doublet spectrum Ileaves
a great deal of room for even a heavy spectrum where all the states are above 200 G&V .
G enerically the S param eter does not lead to any constraints in the H iggs spectrum because
of cancellations:

1 ., m2, 11
S = -5~ s ( )og——  —+
12 m, 6
oo’ ( )G M ioimio;my )+ sin®( )G miomzo;my ) (3.16)
w here
%%+ v? & 3y)xlg® ¢ 3x)y?logl
G &jyiz) = >t : 3 = 317)
& y) ® vy
T his can be approxin ated by expanding around ]au:gemfI m asses and taking = 3¢
5 1 2v 1 mb 1 m?
S = Sgu — + >+ log—; (318)
144 16 my 48 my 24 mi,

These are adequately an all in general for all reasonable valiesof and m k210 .

3.3 E lectroweak C urrents

T he last source of electrow eak constraints com es from them odi cations to electroweak cur-
rents and four Femn i operators at low energies. These com e from two prin ary sources, the
H iggsFem ion interactions from the current interactions in Egs. 2214 and 2.37:

jaWOHjaWOF jBOHjBOF

LHF -

M2, M 2,
B sh® cos2 | | sin? %c0s2 © | 319)
sz b Fa s h ¥
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and the direct four Fem i Interactions:

(jaw o )2 (j B oF )2

T =
EE oM 2, oM 2,
oS . s’ Ly (320)
g7 ¥ Fa sgr F F o

Tt requiresa full tto know what the lin itson these Interactions are, butto rst approx-—
In atjonlgh_ese Interactionsare ne ifthey are suppressed by roughly 6 Tev 22]. Shoe
sihn  ’ = 3sh ° the biggest constraints com e from the e ects of the W °. The constraints
reduce to a Iim it on the gs £ plane of:

P_
2 2f
sin

Clarly orf 25TeV therrarenolmitsongs, forf 15TeVv,gs 15and forf 077

TeV,gs 3.8 These are clearly all in the natural regin e for the little H iggs m echanisn to
be stabilising the weak scale. This lin it is very closely related to them ass ofthe W °:

> gt (321)

My o> p—a (322)
2 cos

Thus, themassoftheW °> 2 1 . This setsa lower lin it on them ass of the W °of2:5 Tev .

34 Summary of Lim its

To state the lin its i is necessary to convert to  which is related to the T param eter.
W hile is related to custodial SU (2), is related to physical results and di ers from
when there are m odi cations to electroweak current Interactions. The di erence is due to
the discrepancy between the polkemassoftheW  and the way that themassoftheW is
extracted through m uon decay.

In thism odel the Standard M odel ferm jons couple to the W ° and B ° and integrating out
the heavy gauge bosons generatesboth four Fem iinteractions and corrections to the Jy ;Jy
ferm jonic currents after electroweak sym m etry breaking. Follow ing the analysis n [12, [21],
the Ferm i constant is corrected by:

2
R MZW v
Gy M 64£?

W o

sn?2 (323)

To determ ine  , it is necessary to integrate out the Z ° and express the Hur Fem ioperators
as
4G

= J; s+ J5 (3.24)

8Tt is not possible to push gs much larger than 3 because perturbativity is lost when the loop factor
suppression T, A )g2=8 2 becom es roughly 1. This requires gs < 5.
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which gives us to order (#=f?)

oL MEooME iy
Mg, MZ o 64f2
Va0

= topEsn2 3.25)

Because all the other contrdbutions to  are an all, the prin ary lin it on the theory com es
from the SU (2); violation In the gauge sector.

At this point the lim its can be summ arised for the m asses of the particles. The Iim it
on the breaking scale, £, is roughly 700 G&V from the contrbutions to T from the gauge
bosons. The H iggs contrdbutions to  could have been large, but because tan issnallit
tums out to be subdom inant. The m ass of the lightest H iggs is bounded to be lss than 250
G &V w ih m ost of the param eter space dom nated by m asses less than 150 GV . The TeV
scale vector bosons are all roughly degenerate w ith m asses greater than 25 TeV . Them ass
of the top partmer is roughly 2 TeV . W hik the m ass of the heavy H iggs are roughly 2 TeV
from the Im itson f.

If we chose to exclude the A" measurament as an outlier, the inplications for this
m odel are signi cant. D iscarding this m easuram ent m ight be reasonabl since it deviates
from other Standard M odelm easurem ents by roughly 3 . Thism odeldoes not signi cantly
alter the physics of A{® from the Standard M odel. This m easurem ent is not generally
excluded because doing so pulls the +t for the T param eter positive which favours a very
light H iggs In the Standard M odel and is exclided by direct ssarches. However there are
additionalpositive contributions that m in ic a light H iggsboson in thism odel. O n a general
principle, the connection between a light H iggs boson and a positive contrioution to the
T param eter does not hold In two H iggs doublt m odels and it is quite easy to have the
Higgs sector produce T  02. By ignoring Af® thebest t fortheS T plane moves
to T 015 0:d. See 23,124] for m ore details. This signi cantly reduces the constraints
on this m odel because all TeV scale physics pulls towards positive T . The contribution
from the gauge bosons becom es roughly about the best t for T even with tan 1 and
f 700GeV. Thisin tum can lower the 1im it on m v and also rem ove the preference for
lighter H iggs.

4 Conclisions and O utlook

In this paper we have found a little H iggs m odel w ith custodial SU (2) symm etry that is
easily seen to be consistent w ith precision electroweak constraints. T his dem onstrated that
little H iggs m odels are viable m odels of TeV scale physics that stabilise the weak scale and
that the breaking scal, £, can be as Iow as 700 Ge&V w ithout being In contradiction to
precision electrow eak observables. This theory isa anallm odi cation to theM nin alM oose
having global SO (5) symm etries In com parison to SU (3). M ost of the qualitative features
ofthe M Inim alM oose carried over Into thism odel ncluding that it is a two H iggs doublt
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m odelw ith a coloured D irac femm ion at the TeV scale that cancels the one loop quadratic
divergence of the top and several TeV scale vector bosons. By having custodial SU (2) i
is possible to take the sin ple lin it where the g5 coupling is large where the contrbutions
from TeV scale physics to precision electroweak cbservables becom e anall. In the m odel
presented, a breaking scale as Iow as £ = 700 GeV was allowed by precision electroweak
cbservables. The lin tson theW %and B “arearound 2:5 TeV and them ass ofthe top partner
isroughly 2 TeV . These are the states that cancel the one loop quadratic divergences from
the Standard M odel’s gauge and top sectors and theirm asses are w here naturalness dictates.
The charged H iggs boson was typically the heaviest am ongst the light H iggs scalars this
resulted in a positive contribution to T . The lim its from custodialSU (2) violating operators
favoured a light Higgs boson com ing not from the standard oblique corrections from the
H iggsboson, but indirectly from integrating out the TeV scale gauge bosons. T hese already
m id Im its m ight be reduced by going away from a m axin al phase. Changing this phase
would also require recalculating the contributions to from theH iggs sectorw hen the states
do not &ll into CP eigenstates. T here are additional scalars that could be as light as 100
G &V that cam e as the SO (5) partners to the H iggs. A sm entioned earlier in the section on
triplet vevs, these states can be lifted by \ plaquettes" to them ultiTeV scale and therefore
their relevance for phenom enology is m odel dependent.

This m odel predicts generically a positive contrlbbution to T m im icking the e ect of
a light Higgs In the Standard M odel. This is interesting because if one excludes the Aj®
m easuram ent as an outlierthen the tto precision electroweak observables favours a positive
T 0415 0:d. This is generally stated as the Standard M odel has a best t for a H iggs
m ass of 40 GeV ifthe A} ® m easurem ent is excluded.

T here has been recent Interest in the phenom enology of the H iggs bosons inside little
Higgs m odels. M ost of the recent work we believe carries over qualitatively Including the
suppression ofh ! gg; 15,[16]. The LHC should be ablk to produce copious num bers of
the TeV scale partners in the top and vector sectors [L3].

Another possbl way of rem oving lin its arising from the phase in the H iggs vacuum
expectation value is to construct a m odel that has only one H iggs doublkt. A 1l \theory
goace" m odels autom atically have two H iggsdoublets so one possibbility would be to follow the
exam ple of the \littlest H iggs" and construct a cosst m odel such as SO (9)=(S0 (6) SO @))
25]. There m ay be other two H iggs doublt m odels that have a gauged SU (2), that do not
force the H iggs vacuum expectation value to break SU @2)¢ .

To summ arise the Jarger context of thism odel, it provides a sin ple realistic little H iggs
theory that is param etrically safe from precision electroweak m easurem ents. W hike it isnot
necessary to have a gauged SU ()., i allow s for transparent lim its to be taken where the
TeV scal physics decouples from the physics causing constraints whike still cutting o the
low energy quadratic divergences. T here are other ways of avoiding large contributions to
electroweak precision observables w ithout a gauged SU 2),.. The inportant issue is that
the physics that is stabilisihg the weak scale from the m ost inm portant Interactions is not
providing signi cant constraints on little H iggsm odels. T his is the desper reason why the
m odel presented worked In such a sinpl fashion. Precision electroweak constraints are
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com ing from the interactions of either the B ° or the interactions of the light ferm ions. The
quadratic divergence from U (1)y only becom es relevant at a scale of 10 { 15 TeV and is
oftentin es above the scale of strong coupling for little H iggs m odels. The interactions of
the light farm jonsw ith the TeV scale vector bosons is not determ ined by electrow eak gauge
symm etry and can be altered by either changing the charge assignm ents or by m ixing the
ferm ions with muliTeV scale D irac ferm ions.

In a broader view little Higgsmodels o er a rich set of m odels for TeV scale physics
that stabilise the weak scale. Each little H iggsm odel has slightly di erent contributions to
precision electroweak cbservables, but they do not have param etric problem s thing current
experin ental m easurem ents. In the next ve years the LHC w ill provide direct probes of
TeV scale physics and determ ine whether little H iggs m odels play a role in stabilising the
weak scale.
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A G enerators

The SO (5) comm utation relations are:

[I.mn;Top]= pl__ ( moTnp mano nonp+ inmo) (A.l)
2
wherem ;n;o;p run from 1;:::;5. These generators can be broken up into
Tla — 151_ abchc+ pl__Ta4 Tra — 151_ abchc pl__Ta4
2 2 2 2 2 2
TVO: T45 Tva: Ta5 (A.2)

T he comm utation relations in thisbasis are o£S0O (6) are

[I-la;le]: iabchc; H‘ra;Trb]: iabcTrc; H-la;Trb]: O;
i i
[I-VO;Tla]: EVO;Tra]: ETva; [I-VO;Tva]: 5(Tra Tla)’
Eva;T]_b]= E‘TVO ab+ i‘ abchc; Eva;Trb]= E_TVO ab_l_ i‘ abchc;
2 2 2 2
i
Tva;Tvb — 5 abc(Tlc_l_ Trc): (A.3)
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V ector R epresentation

T he vector representation of SO (5) can be realised as:

Tmnop=p_;‘(mo np no mp) @.4)

Indices of the vector representation. In this representation:

Tr TATB = 2B @ 5)

Spinor R epresentation

T he soinor representation is given by the form

1a =2 0 ra_ 0 0
B 0 0 -0 =2
1 0 1 1 o i=®

v 0 va _

F3 10 F3 i o0 @ o)
In this representation

AmB 1 AB

TrT°T" = > : @ .7
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