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A B ST R A C T

W estudy thee�ectsoftheone-loop m atchingconditionson Higgsboson and top quark

m asseson thetriviality boundson theHiggsboson m assusing �� with corrected two-

loop coe�cients. W e obtain quite higherresultsthan previousonesand observe that

thetrivialityboundsarenotnearlyin
uenced byvaryingtopquarkm assovertherange

m easured atCDF and D0.Thee�ectsoftypoerrorsin �
(2)

�
and theone-loop m atching

condition on thetop quark m assarenegligible.W eestim ate thesize ofe�ectson the

triviality boundsfrom theone-loop m atching condition on theHiggsboson m ass.
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ThetreelevelHiggspotentialin thestandard m odel(SM )isgiven by

V =
1

2
m

2
�
2 +

�

24
�
4
: (1)

Aswellknown,a purescalar��4 theory allowsonly �R = 0 where�R istherenorm al-

ization coupling.If�R isnotzero thereisa singularity in theevolution oftherunning

coupling constant.Thisisthetriviality problem ofthepure��4 theory.

Butonecan expectthattheinteractionsofthestandard Higgswith otherparticles

in theSM can m ake�R to havea non-zero value.Beg etal.[1]studied thispossibility

with a consideration ofthe factthatthe U(1)coupling g1 alwaysproducesa Landau

singularity atavery high scale�LS � 1042 GeV.They obtained theupperbound ofthe

Higgsboson m assasa function ofthe top quark m assfrom a condition of�� > �LS

where �� isa scale ofthe singularity ofthe running coupling �. (actually they used

�B = 4� 1037 GeV instead of�LS)

Butm any people think thatthe SM isa low energy e�ective theory which isem -

bedded in som em orefundam entaltheory atascale�.Usually thisscale�islessthan

�LS.Forexam ple,thePlanck scale�PL = 1019 GeV wheresom ethingnew m ustappear

ism ush lessthan �LS.Therefore itwasrequired to calculate the triviality boundson

theHiggsboson m assin thecasethatthenew physicsscale�islessthan � LS.Lindner

etal.im plem ented thiscalculation atone-and two-loop level.[2,3]

Grzadkowskiand Lindnerim plem ented,attwo-loop level,analysesofthetriviality

Higgs boson m ass bounds in the SM using tree levelm atching conditions on Higgs

boson and top quark m asses.[3]And they expectthee�ectsoftheone-loop m atching

condition on Higgsboson m assto besm allforM H < 500 GeV.

Itwasnoted thatthereweretwo errorsin the� function of�, ��.[4]Theseerrors

are the electroweak contributions to the two-loop coe�cients ofthe � � function. [5]

W edenotethetwo-loop partofthe�� function as�
(2)

�
.

Considering only the interactionsofgauge particlesand top quark with the Higgs

particle,theone-loop m atching conditionsare

�(�0) = 3
M 2

H

v2
[1+ ��(�0)];

ht(�0) =
p

2
M t

v
[1+ �t(�0)]; (2)
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wherehtistop-Yukawacoupling,�0 istherenorm alization scaleandv = (
p

2G F )
� 1=2 =

246 GeV.M H and M t denote Higgsboson and top quark m assrespectively. Explicit

form of��(�0)and �t(�0)can befound in Ref.[6].

Recently theexistence ofthetop quark isclear.[7]

M t = 180� 12GeV (CDF + D0): (3)

ForthisrangeofM t valueand M H < 1 TeV,�t(�0)is� 5 % orlessfor�0 = M Z and

M t. So thise�ectisnegligible in the study ofthe upperboundson the Higgsboson

m ass.But��(�0)isquitelargeand heavily dependson thechoiceof�0.

In thispaperwe study the e�ectsofm atching condition on the Higgsboson m ass

on the triviality bounds on the Higgs boson m ass using �� with corrected two-loop

coe�cients.

Asnoted by Grzadkowskiand Lindner,the evolution behaviorsof� isdrastically

changed attwo-loop level.[3]Attwo-loop levelthereisnom oresingularity,thereexists

a new UV �xed-point.Asscaleincreases,two-loop partof��, �
(2)

�
,startstodom inate

and exactly cancels the one-loop contribution at a very high scale. This is a signal

ofa breakdown ofa perturbation expansion. So the existence ofthisUV �xed-point

doesn’tm ean thatone can rem ove the singularity withoutem 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 (�(0),�(�)). This plateau

originatesfrom theexistenceoftheUV �xed-point.Sotheexistenceoftheplateau isa

signalofa breakdown ofa perturbation expansion and correspondsto thepole.From

theirautom atic�xing proceduredesigned to�nd theend oftheplateau,they obtained

thevalueof��(�)which isabout60 2 forM t< 210 GeV and �< 1015 GeV.

Fornum ericalcalculationswegiveboundary conditionsforthegaugecouplingsat

M Z asfollows

g1(M Z) = 0:3578;

g2(M Z) = 0:6502;

2Note thatthe coe� cientofthe quartic term ofthe scalarpotentialwhich we are using isnot �
8

but �
24
.W eareusing theform ofthepotentialgiven in Ref.[4].TheHiggspotentialused by authors

ofRef.[2,3]correspondsto V = 1

2
m

2
�
2 + �

8
�
4.Thereforethevalueofour� isthreetim eslargerthan

thatin Ref.[2,3]
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�s(M Z) =
g23(M Z)

4�
= 0:123: (4)

W euse�-functionsfound in Ref.[4].

InFig.1weshow therunningof� forM t= 180GeV andM H = 200; 300; 400; 500

GeV.W e use tree levelm atching condition with �0 = M Z.Foreach value ofM H ,di-

verginglineistheresultfrom one-loop calculationsand theotheristhatfrom two-loop

ones.W eobservethatthee�ectsofthecorrected coe�cientsof�
(2)

�
on therunning of

� isnegligibleforM H > 200GeV.Sothee�ectsofwrongcoe�cientsof�
(2)

�
on bounds

on the Higgsboson m assare negligible and the resultsofRef. [3]are notin
uenced

by these corrections.From Fig.1 we can observe the existence oftheUV �xed-point

where� isabout72.Thescalewhereone-loop calculation divergesand theotherscale

wheretwo-loop calculation startsto bestationary arecloseto each other.And wecan

see the e�ects ofthe two-loop corrections dim inishes the slope of�(�). This results

from thefactthat�
(2)

�
isnegative.Thecorresponding poleposition attwo-loop levelis

expected to besm allerthan thatatone-loop level.Thereforewecan expectthattriv-

iality boundscom puted attwo-loop levelarehigherthan those com puted atone-loop

level.W hen wecalculate thecorresponding poleposition attwo-loop levelwerequire

thecalculation isconsistentwith thisexpectation.

W ede�ne� (1)
p asthepoleposition of� com puted atone-loop levelusing treelevel

m atching condition with �0 = M Z. In Fig. 2 we plot �(1)
p

as a function ofM H for

three valuesofM t = 160; 180; 200 GeV.Thisisthe very sam e fram ework asthatof

Ref.[2].A requirem ent�(1)
p

> � givestheupperbound on M H asa function of�.[2]

Thisrequirem entm eansthatthetriviality isrem oved by adding �eldswhich coupleto

theHiggsparticlein thenew physics.Num erically,weidentify thepoleposition asthe

scale atwhich � startsto bebiggerthan 1000.IfnewsphysicsappearsatthePlanck

scale,M H <� 220 GeV to satisfy therequirem ent�(1)
p

> �PL.Thisresultisdi�erent

from thatofRef.[2].Ourresultissom ewhathigherthan thatofRef.[2].From Fig.

2 we observe thatthe e�ectsofvarying M t from 160 to 200 GeV on the Higgsboson

m assbound islessthan about10 GeV when �< 1020 GeV.Contrary to theresultsof

Ref.[2]wecan notobservethelargee�ectsofvaryingM t.Itseem slikethattheorigin

ofthesediscrepanciescom efrom thedi�erencesofnum ericaltreatm entsofrunning of
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� and the singularity. Butthe origin isunclear. W e observe thatthe sm aller�,the

lessdependence on M t.

To study the e�ectsoftwo-loop correctionsto � functionsand one-loop m atching

condition on theHiggsboson m assbounds,weconsiderfollowing two cases.The�rst

oneisthecaseoftreelevelm atching condition with �0 = M Z and two-loop � function.

The second one isthe case ofone-loop m atching condition with �0 = M Z; M t; M H

and one-loop � function.Thecorrespondingpolepositionsofthe�rstand second cases

aredenoted by �(2)
p

and �(1);(�0)
p

respectively.

In Fig. 3 we plot �(2)
p

as a function ofM H forM t = 180 GeV where �(2)
p

is the

scaleofperturbativeexpansion breakdown attwo-loop levelusing treelevelm atching

condition. W e also plot�(1)
p

forcom parisons. �(2)
p

isde�ned asthe scale atwhich �

startsto bebiggerthan som evalue�cut around thescale�(1)
p ,or�

�
� > �(2)

p

�
> �cut.

W echoosethreevalues�cut = 40;60;70 to exam inethee�ectsofchoice ofthevalue

of�cut. W e take �cut = 60 because thisvalue isthe one used in Ref. [3]in interested

region ofM t.W etake�cut = 70 becausethisvalueisvery nearto theUV �xed-point.

W e observe that the case of�cut = 40 produces lower bound than one-loop case for

� < 105 GeV.Although sm allervalue of�cut ism ore realistic in view ofthe dem and

thatthe two-loop e�ectsm ake sense preturbatively,the choice ofsm all�cut produces

lowerbound than thatobtained bycalculationsatone-loop level.Thisisnotconsistent

with the generalexpectation ofthe two-loop e�ects. W e expectthattwo-loop e�ects

on bound are positive since �
(2)

�
isnegative. Therefore we estim ate an uncertainty of

thetwo-loop e�ectsby varying �cut from 40 to 70.Taking 60 asa centervalueand for

M t = 180 GeV,weestim atetheboundson theHiggsboson m assasfollows

M H < 270 � 10 GeV for �= 1015GeV

M H < 340 � 25 GeV for �= 1010GeV

M H < 500 � 70 GeV for �= 106GeV:

Thetriviality bound hasa tendency to increasewhen weconsidertwo-loop e�ectsand

theseincrem entsarelargerforsm aller�.Sincethesetheoreticalerrorsarequitelarge,

thee�ectsofthem atching condition arenotim portantifthee�ectsaresm all.

W edenotethepoleposition com puted atone-looplevelusingtheone-loopm atching
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condition on theHiggsboson m assas�(1);(�0)
p .In Fig.4 weplot�(1);(�0)

p asa function

ofM H forthreechoicesoftherenorm alization scale�0 = M Z ;M t;M H and M t = 180

GeV.Onecan �nd a rathersim ilar�gurein Ref.[8]From this�gurewecan estim ate

the size ofthe e�ects ofthe one-loop m atching condition on the Higgs boson m ass.

For large value of M H and �0 = M Z; M t, ��(�0) can be less than -1. The fact

��(�0 = M Z;M t)can be lessthan -1 illustratesthatthe perturbation resultsare not

reliable anym ore and � atthose �0 isnegative. So we com pute �
(1);(�0)
p only forthe

valuesofM H satisfying ��(�0)> �1.�(1);(�0)
p

forlargeM H with sm all(1+ ��(�0))is

thesam eorderofm agnitudeasthatforsm allM H with sm all��(�0).From Fig.4 we

observe that�0 = M H choice gives nearly the sam e,buta litterbitlower,triviality

bound. For the M H <� 500 GeV where the perturbative results are reliable when

�0 = M Z; M t,the e�ectsoftaking into accountm atching condition on Higgsboson

m assgive the sam e orderofm agnitude asgiven by the di�erencesbetween triviality

bounds com puted at one-or two-loop levels. In the case �0 = M H ,the e�ects are

negligible.

Asa sum m ary,weplotthetriviality bound on M H asa function ofM t forseveral

� valuescom puted attwo-loop levelwith � cut = 60 using one-loop m atching condition

with �0 = M H . (see Fig. 5) The e�ects ofthe one-loop m atching condition with

�0 = M H lowerthe boundsobtained by calculation attwo-loop levelusing tree level

m atching condition.Theboundsarelowered by 10,15 and 40 GeV for�= 1015,1010

and 106 GeV respectively.W esum m arize asfollows

M H < 260 � 10 � 2 GeV for �= 1015GeV

M H < 325 � 25 � 2 GeV for �= 1010GeV

M H < 460 � 70 � 7 GeV for �= 106GeV:

The �rstand second errorsare related with the choice ofthe value �cut and varying

top quark m assfrom 150 to 210 GeV respectively. W e observe thatthe dependence

on M t aresm alland obtain quitehigherresultsthan thoseofRef.[2].Thetheoretical

errorsofthese boundsare largerforsm aller�. The e�ectsoftypo errorsin �
(2)

�
and

m atching condition on thetop quark m asson triviality boundsarenegligible.
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Figure C aptions

Fig. 1 : Plots of�(�)for M t = 180 GeV and M H = 200 (solid line),300 (dashed

line),400 (dotted line)and 500 (dash-dotted line)GeV.Foreach value ofM H ,

diverging lineistheresultfrom one-loop calculationsand theotheristhatfrom

two-loop ones.

Fig.2 :Plotsof�(1)
p asa function ofM H forthreevaluesofM t = 160 (dashed line),

180(solid line)and 200(dotted line)GeV.�(1)
p

isthepoleposition of� com puted

atone-loop levelwithoutusing m atching condition.

Fig. 3 : Plots�(1);(2)
p

asa function ofM H forM t = 180 GeV.�(2)
p

isde�ned asthe

scale atwhich � startsto be biggerthan som e value �cut. W e denote �(1)
p asa

solid line,�(2)
p

with �cut = 60 asa dashed line,�(2)
p

with �cut = 40 asa dotted

lineand �(2)
p with �cut = 70 asa dashed-dotted line.

Fig. 4 : Plotof�(1)
p

(solid line)and plotsof�(1);(�0)
p

asa function ofM H forthree

choices ofthe renorm alization scale �0 = M Z (dashed line),M t (dotted line)

and M H (dash-dotted line) and M t = 180 GeV.W e denote the pole position

com puted atone-loop levelusing m atching condition on the Higgsboson m ass

as�(1);(�0)
p

.

Fig.5 :Plotsofthetriviality boundson M H asa function ofM t forseveralvaluesof

� = 1019 (thick solid line),1015 (solid line),1010 (dashed line),106 (dotted line)

and 103 (dash-dotted line)GeV.W eusetwo-loop � functionswith �cut = 60 and

one-loop m atching condition with �0 = M H .
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