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On theLowerBound fortheHiggsBoson M ass
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Abstract

W eprovidean alternativederivation ofa lowerbound on them assoftheHiggsboson

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 sam e. For high scale cuto�,the lower

bound isincreased by slightly m orethan theexpected uncertainty in thecalculation.
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Forthehistory ofthesubjectwereferto reviews[1]and quoteonly two recentpapers

containing thelatestre�nem entsoftheconventionalapproach [2].Oncetheexperim ental

lowerbound on thetop-quark m assexceeded 80GeV ,attention shifted from theoriginal

Linde-W einberg bound,based on the properties ofthe one-loop e�ective potentialfor

sm all�,close to the m inim um ,to the large � behavior ofthe e�ective potential,as

determ ined by renorm alization group (RG)considerations.

Veff(�)=
1

4
�(t)(�(t)�)

4

Here,�(t)isthe anom alousdim ension factor,and �(t)isthe �M S running coupling con-

stant.

t= ln
�

M 0

;
d�(t)

dt
= ��(�(t);g(t))

It is then argued that vacuum stability requires �� (t) > 0 up to som e high scale,� �

M G U T,orM P l,(M 0 � M Z,or m t,or 246GeV ).To im plem ent this condition,one has to

know (orapproxim ate)the�� function,integratetheRG di�erentialequationsstarting

from som einitialvalues,�� (0),�g2(0),and relatethesm allestacceptable�� (0)toaphysical

Higgsm ass.

W edoappreciatethiscalculation,butquestionsm ay beraised abouttheperturbative

nature,thescaleam biguity,and theconceptualbasis.Theexact�� function isnotknown,

so oneintegratestheone-loop �� functionsto getthe"RG im proved one-loop e�ective

potential".Since thecoupling isnotasym ptotically free,thelargetbehaviorof�� (t)is

notknown. The bestthatcan be (and is)achieved isperturbative self-consistency. For

theindicated �� (0),integrating theone-loop �� function gives�� (t)which rem ainsper-

turbativeup to thehigh scalesconsidered.Them inim um �� (0)dependson them inim um

scaleM 0 above.ThephysicalHiggsm assdoesnot.So thereissom escaleam biguity.On

the third point,we largely repeatthe rem arksof[3]. Ifone thinksofa nonperturbative

form ulation ofthevacuum stability problem ,in particular,alatticeform ulation;thelarge

� behaviorofthe e�ective potentialisnotthe point. On the lattice,the exacte�ective

potentialiswellde�ned and convex. The condition forvacuum stability issim ply that

thebarequarticcouplingconstantm ustbepositive(�bare > 0).Then thelowerbound on
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the Higgsm assisjustthe sm allestoutputHiggsm assfrom the M onte Carlo sim ulation

asonerunsthrough thespaceofbareparam etersin thebroken sym m etry phase.

W epresentanew derivation oftheHiggsm asslowerbound.Itisalsooftheperturba-

tiveRG variety,and so also subjectto the�rstconcern above;butwehaveorganized the

calculation in a way which m inim izesthescaleam biguity and m akesno explicitreference

to thee�ectivepotential.Theessentialinputisthatoneisperturbing aboutthecorrect

vacuum .A neccessary condition forthisisthatthevev ofthe(shifted)�eld bezero,order

by orderin perturbation theory,and the renorm alized m asssquared ofthe shifted �eld

bepositive.

W estartby com puting therelation between theperturbative polem assand the �M S

m ass,forboth theHiggsboson and thet-quark.Therelation followsfrom theperurbative

de�nition ofthepolem ass,

0= D
�1
(M

�
2

)= M
�
2

� M
2
� Re�(M

�
2

) (1)

In this equation, �D (q2), and ��(q2) are the two-point Green Function and self-energy

function,renorm alized according to the �M S prescription. M � is the perturbative pole

m ass.The resultis

M
�
2

= M
2
f1+ �(3I00(M

�
2

)+ 9I
M M

(M
�
2

))+ N cy
2
(
M �

2

M
2
� 4

m 2

M
2
)Im m (M

�
2

)+ 2(�v� 1)g (2)

m isthet-quarkm ass,and yisthet-quarkYukawacoupling(m =
yv
p

2
).Thecontributions

from the electroweak gauge sector,proportionalto g2;g1,have also been calculated,but

are not written outhere. they willbe included below. The term �v � 1 com es from a

�niteshiftofthevev required in the �M S schem eto enforce< Ĥ >= 0 through one-loop

order.Itwillcanceloutoftheratio com puted below,so wedo nothaveto giveitsvalue

here.[5]�Iab isthedim ensionally regularized �M S scalarone-loop two-pointintegral.

Iab(q
2)= [�4�d i

R
ddl

(2�)d
1

(l2�a 2)((l�q)2�b 2)
]
M S

= 1

16�2
[ln ab

�2
+
R
1

0
dxln

a2x+ b2(1�x)�q 2x(1�x)

ab
]

(3)

Then (2)is

M
�
2

= M
2
f1+

�

16�2
[12ln

M 2

�2
� 24+ 3

p
3�]+ N c

y2

16�2
(1�

4

r2
)[ln

m 2

�2
+ f(r)]+ 2(�v� 1)g (4)
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where

r=
M

m
; f(r)= �2+ 2

s

4� r2

r2
arctan

s

r2

4� r2

Thecorresponding calculation forthet-quark gives[4]

m
�
2

= m
2
f1+

y2

16�2
[
3

2
ln
m 2

�2
+ �(r)]+

g2s

16�2
CF (8� 6ln

m 2

�2
)+ 2(�v � 1)g (5)

where

�(r)= �4+
r2

2
+ (

3

2
r
2
�
1

4
r
4
)lnr

2
+
r

2
(4� r

2
)
3

2 arctan

s

4� r2

r2

W etaketheratio of(2)to (5)and expand to one-loop order.

M �2

m �2
= M

2

m 2 f1+
�

16�2
[12ln M 2

�2
� 24+ 3

p
3�]+

y2

16�2
[N c(1�

4

r2
)(ln m 2

�2
+ f(r))� 3

2
ln m 2

�2
� �(r)]

+
g2
s

16�2
CF (6ln

m 2

�2
� 8)+ g2

2
;g2

1
term s+ 2� loopg

(6)

The �v � 1 term s,which also contain explicit dependence on ln�2,have cancelled out.

A necessary condition forthe �M S perturbation calculationsto be de�ned in the broken

sym m etry phase is that �M 2;�m 2 be positive. Since the ratio ofpole m asses is positive,

(6)satis�es the requirem ent perturbatively,for� around the weak scale. Forlarge �2,

one has to provide a RG treatm ent ofthe large logarithm s,justasin the conventional

calculation involving the e�ective potential. In the broken sym m etry phase,one can

de�netherenorm alized coupling constantssuch thattherelation

M 2

m 2
= 4

�

y2
(7)

is exact when allthe quantities are either "star" (on-shellrenorm alization schem e) or

"bar"( �M S renorm alization schem e)[5]. Thus, not allquantities in (6) can be varied

independently asfunctionsof�. W e focusparticularly on the 4

r2
m ultiplying the ln m 2

�2
.

Tracing its origin to a ratio of �M S m asses in (2),we use (7) to replace the ratio of

�M S m assesby a ratio of �M S coupling constants.To leading (one-loop)order,the scale

dependence ofthe ratio of �M S m asses is determ ined by the coe�cients ofthe explicit

ln�2 term sin (6).Fortheotherm assesin (6),thedi�erencebetween "star" and "bar" is

higherorder(com bined with explicitly two-loop e�ects),asistheim plicit� dependenceof
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the "bar" coupling constants. Afterthese observations,and reinstating the g22;g
2
1 term s,

di�erentiating (6),weobtain

� d

d�
(�
y2
)=

y2

16�2
[24(�

y2
)2 + (2N c� 3+ 12CF

g2
s

y2
)�
y2
� 2N c

�(9
2

g2
2

y2
+ 1

6

g2
1

y2
)�
y2
+ 3

4

g4
2

y4
+ 3

8
(
g2
2
+ g2

1

y2
)2]+ 2� loop

(8)

W e now give a sequence ofestim ates,ofincreasing re�nem ent,ofthe ratio
M 2

h

m 2

t

. Let

�

y2
= �. (By (7),� = r2

4
). Let the right hand side of(8) be denoted ��. Because of

the �2N c term in (8),there is a criticalvalue of� below which �� becom es negative.

And ifthe starting value of� isbelow thisvalue,as� decreasesthe derivative becom es

m ore negative,driving � negative,unless som e higher order e�ect intervenes. W e will

return to thispossibility,butasourzeroth orderestim ate we take the criticalvalue of

� forwhich one-loop ��,evaluated with weak scale coupling constants,iszero. W e take

g2s = 1:366 (�s(174) = :109) and y2 = 0:9990 (m t = 174;v = 246:2) and neglect the

g22;g
2
1 contributions. Then �c = 0:2019,which gives (

�M 2

�m 2 )
2 = 0:8076,or �M c = 156,for

�m = 174.Ifweincludethecontribution from theelectroweak gaugecouplings,g2
2
;g2

1
,the

corresponding resultsare�c = 0:2068,and �M c = 158,a onepercentshift.

The�rstre�nem entistoconvertback from (
�M 2

�m 2
)c totheratioofsquared perturbative

polem assesby (6).Notethatprecisely for� = �c,alloftheln�
2 term sin (6)cancel,so

thereisno explicitdependence on � in thiscorrection.Theresultis

(
M �

2

m �2
)c = (

M
2

m 2
)c(1� 0:101) (9)

which givesM �

h � 148.

W enow turn to thee�ectoftherunning ofthe �M S coupling constants,which appear

as coe�cients in (8),and the dependence ofthe lower bound on the cuto� (m axim um

value of
�

�0
). One hasto integrate coupled RG equationsfor�ve independent"coupling

constants",�g2s ,�g
2
2,�g

2
1,�y

2 ,�.Lett= ln
�

�0
.
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d

dt
g2s = � 1

16�2
(22� 4

3
N g)g

4
s

d

dt
g22 = � 1

16�2
[44
3
� 8

3
N g �

1

3
N d]g

4
2

d

dt
g2
1
= 1

16�2
[40
9
N g +

1

3
N d]g

4
1

d

dt
y2 = 1

16�2
[(3+ 2N c)y

4 � 12CF g
2
sy

2 � 9

2
g2
2
y2 � 17

6
g2
1
y2]

d

dt
(�)=

y2

16�2
[24�2 + (2N c� 3+ 12CF

g2
s

y2
)� � 2Nc

�(9
2

g2
2

y2
+ 1

6

g2
1

y2
)� + 3

4

g4
2

y4
+ 3

8
(
g2
2
+ g2

1

y2
)2]

(10)

The �rst three equations are integrated trivially. Ifwe neglect the �g2;�g1 contributions

to the �y running, that equation can also be integrated analytically. But ifone runs

up to high scales,the electroweak gauge couplings becom e ofsam e order as the QCD

coupling constant; so we use NDSolve from M athem atica to provide an interpolating

function solution for�y2 which issubtituted intothe�g2s equation,which isagain integrated

num erically by NDSolve.

Ifwe run up to the Planck scale (m pl� 1019 GeV,t� 41)the sm alleststarting �(0)

which does not lead to �(t) falling through zero before t= 41 is 0:2022,which is only

slightly di�erentfrom the critcalvalue required to m ake the derivative zero atthe weak

scale.Attheotherextrem e,ifweonly requiretheequationsofthestandard m odelto be

consistentup to orderofone TeV,the value oftwhich correspondsto one Tev depends

on thechoiceof�0.W echoose�0 = m t asthem ostnaturalchoiceforrelating �m to m �.

Form = 174,thiscorrespondstotm ax = 1:75.Then thesm alleststarting�(0)which does

not lead to �(t) falling through zero before t= 1:75 is 0:0520. M aking the connection

back to theratio ofpolem assesby (6),weobtain the�nalresultofthisapproach

m �

t = 174; �s(m t)= :109

�m ax � m P l M h � 148(141;135)

�m ax � 1TeV M h � 72(72)

(11)

The num bers in parentheses are the corresponding results in the conventionalaproach

[2].Thelowerbound obtained in thepresentapproach isslightly higherin thehigh scale

cuto� case,butnotby m uch m orethan thedi�erencebetween theresultsoftwo di�erent
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calculationsin theconventionlapproach.

The present derivation has the advantage that the zeroth order approxim ation,the

value of M

m
obtained for the vanishing ofthe one-loop �� at the weak scale,di�ers by

less than ten percent from the �nalvalue for the large cuto� lim it. Ifone m akes the

correspondingzeroth orderdeterm ination ofthem inim um M in theconventionalapproach

by setting �� to zero attheweak scale,theresultdi�ersfrom the�nallargecuto� result

by m orethan thirty percent.Thesigni�cantdi�erenceisthat�� containsthelargeQCD

correction tom ,while�� doesnot.Itisadded in laterasacorrection when oneintegrates

thecoupled RG equations.

Itisclearly desirable to have a large scale lattice sim ulation study ofthe com bined

Higgs-heavy quark-QCD sector.(Contributionsfrom lightquarksand electroweak gauge

bosons are sm all,particularly ifone doesn’trun up to som e very high scale). W e note

thata quenched approxim ation sim ulation is notadequate forthis problem . The term

in (8)which triggersthe possible instability isthe �2N c,clearly a contribution from an

internalferm ion closed loop.
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