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On the Lower Bound for the H ggsBoson M ass
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Abstract

W e provide an altemative derivation ofa lower bound on them ass ofthe H iggsboson
which is som ewhat sim pler and m ore direct than the derivation based on the e ective
potential. For one TeV cuto , the result is the same. For high scale cuto , the lower

bound is increased by slightly m ore than the expected uncertainty in the calculation.
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For the history ofthe sub fct we refer to review s [l]] and quote only two recent papers
containing the Jatest re nem ents of the conventional approach f]. O nce the experim ental
lower bound on the top-quark m ass exceeded 80G €V , attention shifted from the original
LindeW einberg bound, based on the properties of the onedoop e ective potential for
anall , close to the m ninum , to the large Dbehavior of the e ective potential , as

determ ined by renom alization group (RG ) considerations.
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Here, () isthe anom alous din ension factor, and (t) istheM S running coupling con-
stant .

Mo’ at
It is then argued that vacuum stability requires () > 0 up to som e high scale,
Mgyr,oMpq, Mg M, ,ormy, or 246G €V ) .To Inplam ent this condition, one has to
know (or approxin ate) the function, Integrate the RG di erential equations starting
from som e initialvalues, (0),g° (0), and relate the an allest acoeptable  (0) to a physical
Higgsm ass.

W e do appreciate this calculation, but questionsm ay be raised about the perturbative
nature, the scale am biguity, and the conceptualbasis.T he exact function isnot known,
SO one Integrates the one- loop functions to get the "RG in proved one-loop e ective
potential ". Since the coupling is not asym ptotically free, the lJarge t behavior of () is
not known. The best that can be (and is) achieved is perturbative selfconsistency. For
the indicated  (0), integrating the one-loop function gives (t) which rem ains per-
turbative up to the high scales considered. Them Inin um (0) depends on them Inin um
scale M o above. The physical H iggsm ass does not. So there is som e scale am biguity. On
the third point, we largely repeat the rem arks of 1. If one thinks of a nonperturbative
form ulation ofthe vacuum stability problem , in particular, a Jattice form ulation; the large

behavior of the e ective potential is not the point. On the lhattice, the exact e ective
potential is well de ned and convex. The condition for vacuum stability is sin ply that

the bare quartic coupling constant m ust be positive ( pare > 0). Then the lowerbound on



the H iggsm ass is just the an allest output H iggsm ass from the M onte Carl sim ulation
as one runs through the space of bare param eters In the broken sym m etry phase.

W e present a new derivation ofthe H iggsm ass lowerbound. It is also ofthe perturoa-
tive RG variety, and so also sub fct to the st concem above; but we have organized the
calculation In a way which m nin izes the scale am biguity and m akes no explicit reference
to the e ective potential . T he essential input is that one is perturbing about the correct
vacuum . A neccessary condition forthis isthat the vev ofthe (shifted) eld be zero, order
by order in perturbation theory, and the renom alized m ass squared of the shifted eld
be positive.

W e start by com puting the relation between the perturbative pole m ass and theM S
m ass, forboth the H iggsboson and the t-quark. T he relation follow s from the perurbative
de nition ofthe pokm ass,
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In this equation, D (@?), and (g?) are the two- point G reen Function and selfenergy
function, renom alized according to the M S prescription. M is the perturbative pole

m ass.T he resul is
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m isthe tquark m ass, and y isthe t-quark Yukawa coupling m = é%) . The contrdbutions
from the electroweak gauge sector, proportional to g,;g;, have also been calculated, but
are not written out here. they will be included below . Thetem |, 1 comes from a

nite shift ofthe vev required In the M S schem e to enforce < H>=0 through one-loop
order. Tt w ill cancel out of the ratio com puted below , so we do not have to give its value

here. {1, is the din ensionally reqularized M S scalar one-loop two-point integral.
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w here s
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T he corresponding calculation for the t-quark gives []
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W e take the ratio of @) to E) and expand to one-locp order.
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The _v 1 tem s, which also contain explicit dependence on In 2, have cancelled out.
A necessary condition forthe M S perturbation calculations to be de ned In the broken
symm etry phase is that M ?;m ? be positive. Since the ratio of pol m asses is positive,
() satis es the requirem ent perturbatively, for around the weak scale. For large 2,
one has to provide a RG treatm ent of the large logarithm s, just as In the conventional
calculation Involving the e ective potential . In the broken symm etry phass, one can

de ne the renom alized coupling constants such that the relation
— = 4= (7)

is exact when all the quantities are either "star" (on-shell renom alization scheme) or
"bar" M S renom alization schem e) E]. Thus, not all quantities in (d) can be varied
Independently as functions of . W e focus particularly on the riz m ultiplying the In % .
Tracing its origih to a ratio of M S masses n @), we use (1) to replace the ratio of
M S masses by a ratio ofM S ocoupling constants. To kading (oneloop) orxder, the scale
dependence of the ratio of M S m asses is determ ined by the coe cients of the explicit

In ?temsin §).Forthe othermasses n ), the di erence between "star" and "bar" is

higher order (com bined w ith explicitly two-loop e ects),as isthe inplicit dependence of



the "bar" coupling constants. A fter these cbservations, and reinstating the g% ;g7 tem s,

di erentiating @), we cbtain
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W e now give a sequence of estim ates, of increasing re nem ent, of the ratio ﬁ—‘; Let
yl = . @8y [, =2%). Let the right hand side of §) be denoted . Because of

the 2N, tem in (§)there is a critical value of below which becom es negative.
And if the starting value of isbelow this value, as decreases the derivative becom es
m ore negative, driving negative, unless som e higher order e ect intervenes. W e will
retum to this possibility, but as our zeroth order estim ate we take the crtical value of
forwhich onedoop , evaluated w ith weak scale coupling constants, is zero. W e take
g = 1366 ( (174) = 109) and y* = 0:9990 (n. = 174;v = 2462) and neglkct the
g5 ;9 contrbutions. Then .= 02019, which gives (ﬁfl—j)2 = 08076, orM . = 156, for
m = 174. Ifwe include the contrbution from the electroweak gauge couplings, g5 ;97 , the
corresoonding resultsare .= 02068, and M . = 158, a one percent shift.
The rst re nem ent is to convert back from (ﬁ—j )e to the ratio of squared perturbative
pokmassesby @).Note that precisely for = .,allofthen *temsin §) cancel, o

there is no explicit dependence on  in this correction. The result is
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which givesM ,  148.

W enow tum to the e ect ofthe running ofthe M S coupling constants, which appear
as coe cients in (ED And the dependence of the lower bound on the cuto (m axin um
value of — ). One has to integrate coupled RG equations for ve independent "coupling

constants", o7 ,95,9%y° , - Lett= n—.
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The st three equations are integrated trivially. If we neglect the g,;9; contrlbutions
to the y munning, that equation can also be integrated analytically. But if one runs
up to high scals, the elkectroweak gauge couplings becom e of sam e order as the QCD
coupling constant; so we use ND Solve from M athem atica to provide an interpolating
function solution fory? which is subtituted into the g2 equation, which isagain integrated
num erically by ND Solve.

Ifwe run up to the Planck scale tm,  10° Gev, t  41) the snallest starting  (0)
which does not kead to (t) falling through zero before t = 41 is 02022, which is only
slightly di erent from the critcal value required to m ake the derivative zero at the weak
scale. At the other extram e, if we only require the equations of the standard m odel to be
consistent up to order of one TV, the value of t which corresponds to one Tev depends
on the choice of (. W e choose ( = m: as them ost natural choice for relatingm tom
Form = 174, this correspondsto , ax = 1:75. Then the an allest starting (0) which does
not lad to () falling through zero before t = 1:75 is 0:0520. M aking the connection

back to the ratio ofpokmassesby ), we cbtain the nalresulk ofthis approach

m,=174; “sm.)= 109
max Mp1 My, 148 (141;135) 1)
max 1Te&V My, 72 (2)
The numbers In parentheses are the corresponding results In the conventional aproach
B1. The owerbound obtained in the present approach is slightly higher in the high scale

cuto case, but not by much m ore than the di erence between the resuls oftwo di erent



calculations in the conventionl approach.

T he present derivation has the advantage that the zeroth order approxin ation, the
value of bfn— obtained for the vanishing of the one-loop at the weak scale, di ers by
less than ten percent from the nalvalue for the large cuto lim it. If one m akes the
corresoonding zeroth order determ nation ofthem nimum M in the conventional approach
by sstting  to zero at the weak scale, the result di ers from the nallarge cuto result
by m ore than thirty percent. T he signi cant di erence is that contains the large QCD
correction tom ,while  doesnot. Ikt isadded in later as a correction when one Integrates
the coupled RG equations.

It is clearly desirable to have a lJarge scale lattice sin ulation study of the combined
H iggs-heavy quark-Q CD sector. (Contrbutions from light quarks and electroweak gauge
bosons are an all, particularly if one doesn’t run up to som e very high scalk). W e note
that a quenched approxin ation sin ulation is not adequate for this problm . The tem
in @) which triggers the possble mstability is the 2N, clearly a contrbution from an
Intemal ferm ion closed loop.

R eferences

L1 M Sher,PhysRep.179 (1989) 273; JGunion H Haber, G K ane,S D aw son "T he H iggs
Hunter’'s G uide" A ddison-W esley (1990); M B Einhom, "T he Standard M odel H iggs
Boson" N orth-H olland (1991).

R]1 M Sher,PhysLettB 331 (1994) 448; G A tarelli,G JIsidori, PhyslLett.B 357 (1994) 141.
B] L Lin,IM ontvay,G M unster,H W itigNuclPhysB 355(1991) 511.
4] A IBochkarevR SW ileyPhysRevD 51 (1995) R2049/

5] A IBochkarev,R SW illey, to be published



