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A bstract

ThislecturereviewsvariousHiggs-sectoram plitudeswhich havebeen calculated

to two loops in the Higgs quartic coupling. After explaining the fram ework of

these calculations,the perturbative behaviourofthe am plitudes is discussed,and

perturbativeupperboundson theHiggsboson m assare given.

1 Introduction

The sim plestm odelofbreaking the electroweak gauge sym m etry SU(2)L � U(1)Y spon-

taneously is the standard Higgs m odel. It consists ofthe spin-zero Higgs boson and

threem asslessGoldstonebosons,thelatterultim ately being absorbed by theweak gauge

bosons.Thestandard Higgsm odelisregarded to bean e�ectivetheory,only valid up to

a cuto� energy �. The m axim alallowed value of� depends on the Higgsvalue ofthe

Higgsm assM H ,and itisconnected to therenorm alization group (RG)behaviourofthe

Higgssector.

In the absence ofa m ore com plete theory,itisim portantto understand the pertur-

bative lim itationsofthe standard Higgsm odel: ifM H istoo large,perturbation theory

ceasesto bea usefultoolforcalculating physicalobservablesoftheHiggssector,such as

crosssectionsand Higgsdecay width.Herewereview thederivation ofupperperturbative

bound on M H .

In Sect.2 we briey presentthe fram ework ofthe Higgssector,introducing the La-

grangian and the Higgsrunning coupling. Sect.3 liststhe variouscriteria which can be

used to judgebreakdown ofperturbation theory,and theresultsforperturbativeM H up-

perboundsarederived.A shortdiscussion and com parison with latticeresultsaregiven

in Sect.4.

�Lecture given at the XXXVI Cracow SchoolofTheoreticalPhysics,Zakopane,Poland,June 1{10,

1996.
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2 B asics

TheLagrangian ofthestandard Higgssectoris

LH = 1

2
(@��)

y
(@��)� 1

4
�
�

�y�
�2
+ 1

2
�
2�y�; (1)

where

� =

 

w1 + iw2

h + iz

!

=

 p
2w +

h + iz

!

: (2)

Thedoublet� hasa nonzero expectation valuein thephysicalvacuum ,

h
j� y�j
i= v
2
: (3)

Tofacilitateperturbativecalculations,the�eldh isexpanded aroundthephysicalvacuum ,

absorbing thevacuum expectation valueby the shifth ! H + v.Hence the�eld H has

zero vacuum expectation value.Rewriting Eq.(1),theHiggsLagrangian hastheform

LH = 1

2
@�w � @

�
w + 1

2
@�H @

�
H � 1

2
M

2

H H
2 + L3pt+ L4pt; (4)

with thethree-pointand four-pointinteractionsofthe�eldsgiven by

L3pt = � �v
�

w
2
H + H

3
�

; (5)

L4pt = � 1

4
�
�

w
4 + 2w 2

H
2 + H

4
�

: (6)

Herew istheSO(3)vectorofGoldstonescalars,(w1;w2;w3),with w3 = z.Thetadpole

term and an additive constant have been dropped. Looking at Eq.(4),the w � and z

bosonsarem assless,in agreem entwith theGoldstone theorem [1].The Higgsm assM H

and theHiggsquarticcoupling � arerelated by

� = M
2

H =2v
2 = G F M

2

H =
p
2; (7)

where G F is the Ferm iconstant,and v is the physicalvacuum expectation value,v =

2� 1=4G
� 1=2

F = 246 GeV.The Lagrangian LH correspondsto taking thelim itofvanishing

gaugeand Yukawa couplingsofthefullstandard m odelLagrangian,and itisthestarting

pointforcarrying outcalculationsusing theequivalence theorem [2,3].Theequivalence

theorem can also beused to calculateradiativecorrectionswithouthaving to usethefull

SM Lagrangian [4],buttheuseofproperrenorm alization conditionsiscrucial[5].

Thestandard Higgsm odelLagrangian containsonly onedegreeoffreedom .OnceM H

isdeterm ined experim entally,the coupling � is�xed according to Eq.(7). Thiswillbe

one ofthe m any predictionsto be tested experim entally when a Higgsparticle hasbeen

discovered.

Calculating physicalobservableswith energy scaleslargerthan M H ,renorm alization

group m ethodssuggesttheuseoftherunning coupling �(�).Theevolution of�(�)asa

function of� isgiven by therenorm alization group equation

d�(�)

dln�
= ��(�(�);gt(�);:::); (8)

2



with the initialcondition atscale � = M H im posed by Eq.(7). Atone loop,the beta

function is

�� = 24�2 + 12�g2t � 6g4t + :::; (9)

and we �nd �� > 0 forM H > 208 GeV,assum ing m t = 175 GeV.Foreven largervalues

ofM H ,the beta function is dom inated by the contributions from the Higgs coupling

� / M 2
H ,and wecan neglectthetop Yukawa coupling,gt,aswellasothercontributions.

In thislim it,thethree-loop beta function fortheHiggscoupling is[6,7]:

�(�)= 24
�2

16�2

2

41� 13
�

16�2
+ 176:6

 

�

16�2

! 2
3

5 : (10)

Neglectingtheappropriatepowersof�,theaboveequationsdeterm inethen-loop running

coupling forn � 3.Explicitly,theone-loop heavy-Higgsrunning coupling is

�(�) =
�(M H )

1� 12
�(M H )

16�2
ln

�

�2

M 2

H

� : (11)

3 Lim itations ofperturbation theory

There are two scenariosin which perturbation theory can break down. First,the Higgs

coupling can benonperturbativeforlargevaluesofM H ;seeEq.(7).Secondly,theHiggs

running coupling can be nonperturbative if�� > 0 and � islarge. Increasing the scale

� in Eq.(11),�(�) eventually becom es in�nite,indicating the one-loop Landau pole.1

Perturbation theory ceasesto bereliablelong beforereaching thelocation ofthispole.

To judge for which values ofthe (running) Higgs coupling the interactions becom e

strong,one calculates perturbative am plitudes,assum ing sm allperturbative couplings.

Increasing � / M 2
H ,theperturbativeexpansion willeventually break down,giving upper

perturbativeboundson the(running)Higgscoupling.

Onehastodistinguish twodi�erentkindsofphysicalobservables.Low-energy quanti-

tiessuch asHiggsdecayam plitudesdonotrequireRG m ethods,hencenorunningcoupling

isinvolved. Therefore they im m ediately yield an upperperturbative bound on M H via

Eq.(7).On the otherhand,crosssectionswith large center-of-m assenergy,
p
s� M H ,

do requiretheuseoftherunning coupling.Hencetheonsetofnonperturbativee�ectsin

such processesisa function ofboth M H and � = O (
p
s).

Thereareseveralcriteria wecan useto judgetheconvergenceofperturbation theory:

� The size ofradiative corrections should be sm all,with higher order contributions

being suppressed.

� Therenorm alization schem edependence(e.g.,M S vs.OM S)ofphysicalam plitudes

should dim inish when including higherordercorrections.

1 In the case of�� < 0,increasing � eventually leads to a negative Higgs running coupling. This

observation isrelated to the problem ofvacuum stability.See [8]fora review.
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� The dependence ofan am plitude on the scale � should decrease with increasing

orderin perturbation theory.

� Scattering am plitudesshould notviolateperturbativeunitarity by a largeam ount.

Exactam plitudes,ofcourse,have no schem e dependence,no scale dependence,and

featureno unitarity violations.Converging perturbativeam plitudesshould thereforeap-

proach thislim itreasonably fast. Yetthere are also lim itationsto nonperturbative cal-

culationsin theSM Higgssector.Since theheavy-Higgsrunning coupling hasa positive

betafunction even in thenonperturbativeapproach [6,9,10],thererem ainsacuto�scale

� beyond which the theory fails. In return,thiscuto� scale boundsthe possible Higgs

m assrangefrom above.W ewillreturn to thisaspectin Sect.4.

3.1 Perturbative bounds from H iggs decays

A heavy Higgs particle (M H > 2m t) decays m ostly into pairs of(longitudinally polar-

ized) gauge bosons. The branching ratio for decays into a pair oftop quarks is about

10% .Neglecting thesubleading correctionsdueto gaugeand Yukawa couplings,thetwo-

loop O (�2) corrections to these decay channels have been calculated. Using the OM S

renorm alization schem e,thebosonicdecay channelreceivescorrections[11,12]

�(H ! ZZ;W
+
W

� )/ �(M H )

 

1+ 2:8
�(M H )

16�2
+ 62:1

�2(M H )

(16�2)2

!

; (12)

and thetwo-loop resultfortheferm ionicdecay width is[13,14]

�(H ! t�t)/ g
2

t

 

1+ 2:1
�(M H )

16�2
� 32:7

�2(M H )

(16�2)2

!

: (13)

Com paring them agnitudeoftheone-loop and two-loop corrections,perturbation theory

seem stowork up tovaluesof�(M H )� 7,thatis,Higgsm assesofabout1TeV.However,

conversion oftheresultsintotheM S schem easwellasan analysisofthescaledependence

using RG m ethodsrevealsthathigher-orderterm sm ay spoilperturbation theory already

for values of�(M H ) � 4,or equivalently,MH � 700 GeV [7]. The principles ofsuch

analyseswillbediscussed in thefollowing section in connection with crosssectionsrather

than decay widths.

3.2 Perturbative bounds from scattering processes

A typicalscatteringprocessrelated totheSM HiggssectorisW + W � ! ZZ.Thisprocess

isofinterestforfuturecolliderssuch astheLHC orlineare+ e� and�+ �� colliders.Attree

level,theam plitudeconsistsofagaugecontribution O (g2)and aHiggssectorcontribution

O (�).TheO (�)term isconnected tothelongitudinally polarized com ponentofthegauge

bosons.Itcan becalculated using LH ,receiving contributionsfrom both three-pointand

four-pointinteractions,seeFig.1.
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Figure 1: The two Feynm an graphs contributing to the tree-levelO (�) term ofthe

W
+

L W
�

L ! ZLZL am plitude.

At high center-of-m ass energy,
p
s � M H ,the three-pointinteractions contributing

to theam plitudeA aresuppressed by powersofM 2
H =s:

A(W +

L W
�

L ! ZLZL) = � 2� �
4�2v2

s� M 2
H

+ O(�2)+ O(�4v4) (14)

= � 2�

 

1+
M 2

H

s� M 2
H

!

+ O(�2)+ O(�2M 2

H ) (15)

s� M 2

H

! � 2� + O(�2)+ O

 

M 2
H

s

!

: (16)

Thisisalso true when including higherordercorrections,ascan be shown using dim en-

sionalargum ents. Hence the entire high-energy s-dependence originatesfrom scattering

graphsrelated to L4pt,the partofthe HiggsLagrangian which isidenticalto a m assless

�4 theory with N=4. The resulting high-energy scattering graphs up to two loops are

shown in Fig.2.Calculating these leading correctionsup to two loops,therenorm alized

OM S am plitudeis[15,16]

�(s) =
1

8�s
[�(�)]2

"

1 +

 

24ln
s

�2
� 42:65

!

�(�)

16�2
(17)

+

 

432ln
2
s

�2
� 1823:3ln

s

�2
+ 2457:9

!

�2(�)

(16�2)2
+ O

�

�
3(�)

�
#

;

where the explicit � dependence has been kept using the results in [7]. An anom a-

lous dim ension prefactor has been neglected since it is close to unity for the values

of
p
s and M H considered here. Using the three-loop running coupling in connection

with the above two-loop result,we obtain the RG im proved next-to-next-to-leading-log

(NNLL)crosssection. The NNLL resultcontainsa com plete sum m ation ofthe leading

logarithm s(LL),�k+ 1ln
k
(s=�2),the next-to-leading logarithm s,�k+ 2ln

k
(s=�2),and the

NNLLs,�k+ 3lnk(s=�2),1 � k � 1 .Justusing the one-loop crosssection togetherwith
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B(s)B(s)B(s)

2
B (s)

B(s)

A(s)

s ->s ->s ->s ->s ->s ->s ->

s ->

2-loop:

1-loop:

Figure 2: The dom inants-channelhigh-energy topologiesup to two loops. The t� and

u-channelcan beobtained using crossing relations.

the two-loop running coupling yields the NLL cross section,and the LL cross section

correspondsto thetree-levelresultwith �(�)given by Eq.(11).

The products� depends only on the running coupling and the ratio �=
p
s,m aking

the above cross section a usefulquantity in determ ining perturbative upper bounds on

�(�). Taking � =
p
s,allRG logarithm sare com pletely resum m ed into �(

p
s)and we

obtain

s� / �
2(
p
s)

 

1� 42:65
�(
p
s)

16�2
+ 2457:9

�2(
p
s)

(16�2)2

!

: (18)

Itisstriking thatthecoe�cientsappearing in thecrosssection arem uch largerthan the

corresponding coe�cients ofthe decay widths,Eqs.(12) and (13). Peculiarly,a value

�(
p
s) > 2:7 leads to a negative NLL cross section,indicating the com plete failure of

perturbation theory for such a coupling.2 Using the various criteria listed earlier,the

upper perturbative bound is about �(
p
s) � 2:2 [17,18,16,7].This upper bound on a

perturbative Higgs running coupling represents a strong restriction on the Higgs m ass,

strongerthan thebound obtained in thecaseofthedecay widths,�(M H )� 4.Choosing,

forexam ple,
p
s to be about2 TeV,the Higgsm asshasto be lessthan about400 GeV

to allow fora perturbative calculation ofthecrosssection.Recentresults[19],however,

show thatthisbound can berelaxed;seethefollowing section.

3.3 Im proving perturbation theory

Theperturbativebehaviourofthescatteringcrosssectionscan beim proved byperform ing

a partialsum m ation ofhigher-ordercontributions[19]. Realizing thatchainsofbubble

diagram s,B (s),anddiagram swithbubblesubstructures(seeFig.2forexam plesuptotwo

loops)arethedom inantcontribution tothes-dependentpartofthescatteringam plitude,

2 The value�(
p
s)= 2:7 correspondsto,forexam ple,M H = 500 G eV and

p
s= 1:2 TeV.
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Figure 3: The scale dependence ofthe high-energy crosssection W
+

L W
�

L ! ZLZL. The

running coupling is�xed to be�(
p
s=e)= 1:5,corresponding to �(

p
s)= 1:9.

a classofnonlogarithm icterm saccom panying thelogarithm ics-dependentterm scan be

partiallysum m ed.Thissum m ationcanbeform ulatedinterm sofam odi�ed scaleentering

therunning coupling.Instead ofusing thestandard choice � =
p
s,theim proved choice

is[19]

� =

p
s

e
�

p
s

2:7
: (19)

Thevastim provem entdueto thischoicecan beseen when plotting thescaledependence

ofthe crosssection. In Fig.3 the quantity s� isgiven asa function of�=
p
s,�xing the

running coupling at � =
p
s=e to be 1.5 (which corresponds to �(

p
s) = 1:9). Taking

� =
p
s,the crosssection receiveslarge radiative correctionsand hasa strong scale de-

pendence. In particular,the scale dependence rem ains large even when perform ing a

NNLL resum m ation. In contrast,the im proved scale � =
p
s=e leads to m uch sm aller

corrections,and thescaledependencealm ostvanisheswhen goingbeyond theLL approx-

im ation. Ofcourse,increasing the value ofthe running coupling,perturbation theory

also breaksdown forthe sum m ed crosssection.Thishappensfor�(
p
s=e)ofabout4.0,

where perturbative unitarity isviolated [19]. Such a running couplings corresponds to,

forexam ple,M H � 700 GeV and
p
s closeto 2 TeV.

Experim entalm easurem entofthe Higgsquartic coupling (forexam ple,the m easure-

m entoftheO (�)contribution to high-energy W + W � scattering)and verifying itstheo-

reticalprediction ischallenging. Forsm allvaluesof�,the electroweak O (g2)term sare

dom inant. Largervaluesof� increase the O (�)contributions ofthe cross sections(see

Fig.4),butaccum ulation ofa su�cientam ountofdata and elim ination ofbackground is

a di�culttask.
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Figure 4: The scaled cross section ofW + W � ! ZZ for 0:5 < � < 3:5 in the high-

energy approxim ation,�xing � =
p
s=e. Gauge and Yukawa coupling contributionsare

neglected.

4 D iscussion

The perturbative upper bounds on the Higgs (running) coupling indicate that pertur-

bation theory is reliable forHiggs m asses up to 700 GeV ifthe process considered has

a center-of-m ass energy ofless than 2 TeV.Going to higher cm s energy,the value of

M H has to be reduced to satisfy �(
p
s=e) < 4:0. Ofcourse,these bounds are process

dependent. However,all2 ! 2 high-energy scattering processesinvolving W +

L ,W
�

L ,ZL

and H particlesarerelated by theunderlying SO(4)sym m etry ofL4pt and thereforehave

sim ilar am plitudes. In particularthe unitarity argum ent,�rstused by [2,20],involves

thedi�erentchannelsand supportstheabovebound.

The perturbative upperbounds can be com pared with results obtained from lattice

calculations[6,9,10]. Such resultsdepend som ewhaton the lattice action and regular-

ization used.Interestingly,they obtain sim ilarboundson the Higgsm ass,excluding the

existence ofa heavierstandard m odelHiggsboson. Togetherwith the resultsreviewed

here,thisexcludesthepossibility ofa strongly interacting Higgsboson [19].
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