arXiv:hep-ph/9602406v1 28 Feb 1996

KAIST-CHEP-95/19
D ecamber 1995

R em arks on the Upper Bounds on H iggs Boson M ass from
T riviality

Jae Sik Lee i and Jae Kwan K in

D epartm ent of P hysics,
K orea Advanced Institute of Science and Technology,
Taepn 305701, K orea

ABSTRACT

W e study the e ectsofthe one-loop m atching conditions on H iggsboson and top quark
m asses on the triviality bounds on the H iggsboson m assusing  w ith corrected two—
Joop coe cients. W e obtain quite higher results than previous ones and ocbserve that

the triviality boundsare not nearly in uenced by varying top quark m ass over the range
measured at CDF and D 0. The e ects oftypo errors in ® and the one-loop m atching
condition on the top quark m ass are negligble. W e estin ate the size of e ects on the

triviality bounds from the one-loop m atching condition on the H iggs boson m ass.
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T he tree Jlevel H iggs potential in the standard m odel (SM ) is given by
\% ! + @)
= —m —
2

Aswellknown, a pure scalar * theory allwsonly g = O where 3 isthe renom al-
ization coupling. If r isnot zero there is a singularity in the evolution of the running
coupling constant. T his is the triviality problem ofthe pure  * theory.

But one can expect that the Interactions of the standard H iggs w ith other particles
In the SM canmake g to have a non-zero value. Beg et al. [1] studied this possibility
w ith a consideration of the fact that the U (1) coupling g; always produces a Landau
singularity at a very high scale 15 10% G &V .They obtained the upper bound ofthe
H iggs boson m ass as a function of the top quark m ass from a condition of > s
where is a scale of the singularity of the munning coupling . (actually they used

5 =4 10% Gev hstead of 1g)

But m any pecpl think that the SM is a low energy e ective theory which is em —

bedded In som em ore fundam entaltheory at a scale . Usually thisscale islessthan

s - Forexam ple, theP lanck scale pp = 10'° G &V where som ething new m ust appear
ismush kssthan 5. Therefore it was required to calculate the triviality bounds on
the H iggsboson m ass in the case that the new physics scale is kessthan 5. Lindner
et al. in plem ented this calculation at one-and two-doop kevel. 2,3]

G rzadkow skiand Lindner im plem ented, at two-Jloop level, analyses of the triviality
H iggs boson m ass bounds In the SM usihg tree level m atching conditions on H iggs
boson and top quark m asses. 3] And they expect the e ects of the one-loop m atching
condition on Higgsboson masstobe amallforMy < 500 GEV .

Tt was noted that there were two errors in the  fiinction of , . 4] These errors
are the electroweak contributions to the two-Joop coe cients of the function. [B]
W e denote the two—-Jloop part of the finction as .

Considering only the interactions of gauge particles and top quark with the H iggs
particle, the one-doop m atching conditions are
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where h, istop-Yukawa coupling, , isthe renom alization scaleandv= ( 2Gy) ™ =

246 GeV .My and M ; denote H iggs boson and top quark m ass respectively. E xplicit
form of () and ( o) can be found In Ref. [6].
R eoently the existence of the top quark is clear. [7]

M= 180 12Gev CDF + DO): (3)

Forthisrange ofM { valueand My < 1 TeV, () is 5% orlkssfor = M, and
M .. So this e ect is negligbl In the study of the upper bounds on the H iggs boson
mass. But ( o) is quite Jarge and heavily depends on the choice of .

In this paper we study the e ects ofm atching condition on the H iggs boson m ass
on the triviality bounds on the H iggs boson m ass using w ith corrected two—loop
coe cients.

A s noted by G rzadkow ski and Lindner, the evolution behaviors of is drastically
changed at two-loop level. B]Attwo—-doop levelthere isnom ore singularty, there exists
anew UV xed-point. A s scale ncreases, two—loop part of @ , starts to dom inate
and exactly cancels the one-doop contrbution at a very high scale. This is a signal
of a breakdown of a perturbation expansion. So the existence of this UV  xed-point
doesn’t m ean that one can rem ove the sngularity w ithout em bedding since the point
takes place behind a perturbation area. They study the dependence of ( = 0) as
a function of ( = ) and nd a plateau In the plane ( (), ()). This plateau
origihates from the existence ofthe UV  xed-point. So the existence ofthe plateau isa
signal of a breakdown of a perturbation expansion and corresoonds to the pole. From
their autom atic xing procedure designed to nd the end ofthe plateau, they cbtained
the value of ( ) which isabout 60 2 ©HrM < 210Ge&V and < 10 Gev.

For num erical caloulations we give boundary conditions for the gauge couplings at
M, as follows

aMz) = 03578;

R2Mz) = 0:6502;

°Note that the coe cient of the quartic temn of the scalar potential which we are usihg is not 3
but 57 . W e are using the form ofthe potentialgiven in Ref. @]. The H iggs potentialused by authors

ofRef. 2,3] correspondsto V = %mZ 24 3 4. Therefre the value ofour is three tin es lJarger than
that In Ref. 2,3]
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W euse -functions found n Ref. @].

InFig. lweshow therunningof forM .= 180G&V andM y = 200; 300; 400; 500
GeV .W e use tree kevelm atching condition with o= M, . Foreach value ofM y , di-
verging line is the result from one-loop calculations and the other is that from two—-Joop
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ones. W e observe that the e ects of the corrected coe cients of on the running of

2
@ on bounds

isnegligble forM 5y > 200 G &V . So the e ects ofw rong coe cients of
on the H iggs boson m ass are negligbl and the results of Ref. [B] are not In uenced
by these corrections. From Fig. 1 we can observe the existence ofthe UV xed-point
where isabout 72. T he scale where one-loop calculation diverges and the other scale
w here two-Joop calculation starts to be stationary are close to each other. And we can
e the e ects of the two-loop corrections din inishes the slope of ( ). This resuls
from the fact that @

expected to be an aller than that at one-loop level. T herefore we can expect that triv—

isnegative. T he corresponding pole position at two-Jloop level is

jality bounds com puted at two—Joop level are higher than those com puted at one-loop
vel. W hen we calculate the corresponding pole position at two—loop level we require
the calculation is consistent w ith this expectation.

Wede ne [ asthepolk position of computed at one-oop level using tree Jevel
m atching condition with o= M. In Fig. 2 wepbt " asa function of My for
three values of M = 160; 180; 200 G &V . This is the very sam e fram ework as that of
Ref. R]. A requirement [ > givesthe upperbound on M y asa function of . R]
T his requirem ent m eans that the triviality is rem oved by adding eldswhich couple to
the H iggs particlke in the new physics. N um erically, we identify the pole position asthe
scake at which  starts to be bigger than 1000. If new s physics appears at the P lanck
scale, My < 220 GeV to satisfy the requirem ent Ig” > p1. This resulk is di erent
from that ofRef. R]. Our resul is som ewhat higher than that ofRef. R]. From Fig.
2 we cbserve that the e ects of varying M  from 160 to 200 G &V on the H iggs boson
m ass bound is less than about 10 GeV when < 102° Ge&V .Contrary to the results of
Ref. R]we can not cbserve the lJarge e ectsofvarying M . It seam s lke that the origin

of these discrepancies com e from the di erences of num erical treatm ents of running of



and the sngularity. But the origin is unclkar. W e cbserve that the snaller , the
less dependence on M ;.

To study the e ects of two-loop corrections to  functions and one-loop m atching
condition on the H iggs boson m ass bounds, we consider follow Ing two cases. The st
one isthe case oftree Ievelm atching condition with o= M ; and twoZdoop function.
The second one is the case of onedoop m atching condition with (= M ;; M; My
and oneloop function. T he corresoonding pole positions ofthe rst and second cases
are denoted by # and 7' °) respectively.

h Fig. 3wepbt © asa function ofMy rM. = 180 GeV where ? isthe
scale of perturbative expansion breakdown at two—-Jdoop level using tree kevelm atching
condition. W e also plot [ for comparisons.  © is de ned as the scak at which

starts to be bigger than som e value “* around the scale [V, or > 9> e
W e choose three values <t = 40; 60; 70 to exam ne the e ects of choice of the value
of . Wetake “*= 60 because this value is the one used in Ref. B] in interested

cut

region ofM . W e take = 70 because this value is very near to the UV xed-point.
W e observe that the case of “* = 40 produces lower bound than one-loop case for

< 10° G &V .Although smaller value of ““* ism ore realistic in view of the dem and
that the two-loop e ects m ake sense preturbatively, the choice of anall “** produces
lowerbound than that obtained by calculations at one-loop Jevel. T his isnot consistent
w ith the general expectation of the two-loop e ects. W e expect that two-loop e ects

Y o . 2
on bound are positive since @

is negative. T herefore we estin ate an uncertainty of
the two-loop e ectsby varying " from 40 to 70. Taking 60 as a center value and for

M .= 180 G&V, we estim ate the bounds on the H iggsboson m ass as follow s

My < 270 10Gev for = 10%¥Gev

My < 340 25Gev for 10%G ev

My < 500 70Gev for 10°G ev :

T he triviality bound has a tendency to increase when we consider tw o-loop e ects and
these ncrem ents are larger oran aller . Since these theoretical ervors are quite large,
the e ects of the m atching condition are not in portant if the e ects are an all.

W e denote the pol position com puted at one-loop kevelusing the one-Jloop m atching



condition on the Higgsboson massas (9. mFig. 4wepbt V'° asa function
ofM y for three choices of the renom alization scale (= Mz;; M ; My andM = 180
GeV.0Onecan nd a rather sin ilar gure in Ref. B]From this gure we can estin ate
the size of the e ects of the oneZdoop m atching condition on the H iggs boson m ass.
For large value of My and o = My; My, ( o) can be lss than 1. The fact
(o= My ;M) can be Jess than -1 illustrates that the perturbation resuls are not
reliable anym ore and  at those  is negative. So we compute V(°) only for the
valies of M ; satisfying ( o) > 1. }21"'( o) rlargeM y with anall 1+ (o)) is
the sam e order of m agniude asthat foramnallM y wih snall ( o). From Fig. 4 we
observe that ¢ = My cdhoice gives nearly the sam e, but a litter bit lower, triviality
bound. Forthe My < 500 Ge&V where the perturbative results are reliable when
0= My; M, the e ects of taking into acoount m atching condition on H iggs boson
m ass give the sam e order of m agniude as given by the di erences between triviality
bounds com puted at one-or twoloop levels. In the case ¢ = My, the e ects are
negligble.
Asa summ ary, we plt the triviality bound on M y as a function ofM ; for several
values com puted at two-Joop levelw ith ““* = 60 using one-Joop m atching condition
with (= My. (e Fig. 5) The e ects of the oneloop m atching condition w ith
0 = My lower the bounds obtained by calculation at two-loop level using tree level
m atching condition. T he bounds are Iowered by 10, 15 and 40 GeV for = 10%°, 10%
and 10° G &V respectively. W e sum m arize as Hllow s

My < 260 10 2Ge&v for = 10%Gev
My < 325 25 2Ge& for = 10Y%ev
My < 460 70 7Ge&v for = 10°Gev:

The rst and second errors are related w ith the choice of the value “* and varying
top quark mass from 150 to 210 G&V respectively. W e observe that the dependence
on M . are an all and cbtain quite higher resuls than those of Ref. R]. T he theoretical

@)

errors of these bounds are larger for smaller . The e ects of typo errors in and

m atching condition on the top quark m ass on triviality bounds are negligble.
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l1:Pbtsof () PrM,= 180GeV and My = 200 (solid line), 300 (dashed
Iine), 400 (dotted line) and 500 (dash-dotted line) G &V . For each value ofM g ,
diverging line is the result from oneJdoop calculations and the other is that from

tw o-loop ones.

2 :Pltsof [V asa function ofM y for three values ofM ¢ = 160 (dashed line),
180 (solid line) and 200 (dotted line) Gev . [ isthepoleposition of com puted

at oneJloop kevelw ithout using m atching condition.

3:Pbts V" asa function of My forM.= 180 Gev. * isde ned asthe
scale at which  starts to be bigger than som e value “t. W edenote ) asa

P
solid Iine, © with “*= 60 asa dashed line, # with “°= 40 asa dotted
lneand ® wih = 70 asa dashed-dotted lne.

4 : Plot of If” (solid line) and plots of ;W o) as a function of M ; for three
choices of the renom alization scale o = M ; (dashed line), M . (dotted line)
and My (dash-dotted line) and M = 180 G&V . W e denote the pol position

com puted at one-doop lvel using m atching condition on the H iggs boson m ass

@i o)
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5 : P Iots of the triviality boundson M y as a function ofM . for ssveral values of
= 10" (thick solid line), 10'° (solid line), 10"° (dashed line), 10° (dotted line)
and 10° (dash-dotted line) GeV .W euse two-doop finctionswih “*= 60 and

one-loop m atching condition with o= My .
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