arXiv:hep-ph/0310151 v1 13 Oct 2003

EPJ manuscript No. (will be inserted by the editor)

Little Higgs Phenomenology

Heather E. Logan

Department of Physics, University of Wisconsin, Madison, Wisconsin 53706, USA

Received: date / Revised version: date

Abstract. Recently a new class of models has emerged that addresses the naturalness problem of a light Higgs boson. In these “little Higgs” models, the Standard Model Higgs boson is a pseudo-Nambu-Goldstone boson of an approximate global symmetry. The Higgs boson acquires mass radiatively only through “collective breaking” of the global symmetry, so that more than one interaction is required to give the Higgs a mass. This protects the Higgs mass from receiving quadratically divergent radiative corrections at one-loop. These models contain new vector bosons, fermions and scalars at the TeV scale that cancel the quadratic divergences in the Higgs mass due to the Standard Model gauge, top quark, and Higgs boson loops. In this talk I review the phenomenology of the little Higgs models, focusing on collider signatures and electroweak precision constraints.

1 Introduction

The Standard Model (SM) of strong and electroweak interactions has passed stringent tests up to the highest energies accessible today. The precision electroweak data [1] point to the existence of a light Higgs boson in the SM, with mass m_H <∼ 200 GeV. The SM with such a light Higgs boson can be viewed as an effective theory valid up to a much higher energy scale Λ, which could be as high as the Planck scale. In particular, the precision electroweak data exclude dimension-six operators arising from strongly coupled new physics below a scale Λ of order 10 TeV [2]; any new physics appearing below this scale must be weakly coupled. However, without protection by a symmetry, the Higgs mass is quadratically sensitive to the cutoff scale Λ via quantum corrections, rendering the theory with m_H ≪ Λ rather unnatural. For example, for Λ = 10 TeV, the “bare” Higgs mass-squared parameter must be tuned against the quadratically divergent radiative corrections at the 1% level. This gap between the electroweak scale m_H and the cutoff Λ is called the “little hierarchy”.

Little Higgs models [3,4,5,6,7,8,9,10] revive an old idea to keep the Higgs boson naturally light: they make the Higgs particle a pseudo-Nambu-Goldstone boson [11] of a broken global symmetry. The new ingredient of little Higgs models is that at least two interactions are needed to explicitly break all of the global symmetry that protects the Higgs mass. This forbids quadratic divergences in the Higgs mass at one-loop; the Higgs mass is then smaller than the cutoff scale Λ by two loop factors, making the cutoff scale Λ ∼ 10 TeV natural and solving the little hierarchy problem.

From the bottom-up point of view, the most important quadratic divergences in the Higgs mass due to top quark, gauge boson, and Higgs boson loops are canceled by loops of new weakly-coupled fermions, gauge bosons, and scalars with masses around a TeV. In contrast to supersymmetry, the cancellations in little Higgs models occur between loops of particles with the same statistics. Electroweak symmetry breaking is triggered by a Coleman- Weinberg [12] potential generated by integrating out the heavy degrees of freedom.

The constraints on little Higgs models from electroweak precision data have been examined in detail in Refs. [13, 14,15,16]. The constraints come from Z pole data from LEP and SLD, low-energy neutrino-nucleon scattering, atomic parity violation, and the W boson mass measurement from LEP-II and the Tevatron. These measurements probe contributions from the exchange of virtual heavy gauge bosons between fermion pairs, the modification of Z-pole observables due to mixing of the Z with the heavy gauge bosons, and the shift in the mass ratio of the W and Z. The lower bounds on the masses of the new heavy gauge bosons are generally in the 1.5–2 TeV range [15,16]. The electroweak precision measurements tend to favor parameter regions in which the new heavy gauge bosons are approximately decoupled from the SM fermions, thereby suppressing four-fermi interactions. The electroweak precision measurements do not directly constrain the mass of the top-partner. However, the mass of the top-partner is related to the heavy gauge boson masses by the structure of the model. For naturalness, the top-partner should be as light as possible. The lower bounds on the top-partner mass are generally in the 1–2 TeV range.

The “Littlest Higgs” model [5] is a minimal model of this type. It consists of a nonlinear sigma model with a global SU(5) symmetry which is broken down to SO(5) by a vacuum condensate f ∼ Λ/4π ∼ TeV. The gauged subgroup [SU(2)×U(1)]^2 is broken at the same time to its diagonal subgroup SU(2)×U(1), identified as the SM electroweak gauge group. The breaking of the global symme-

Fig. 1. Cross section for ZH production in Drell-Yan at the LHC and Tevatron, for cot θ = 1. From [17].

try leads to 14 Goldstone bosons, four of which are eaten by the broken gauge generators, leading to four massive vector bosons: an SU(2) triplet Z_H , W^±_H , and a U(1) boson A_H . The ten remaining uneaten Goldstone bosons transform under the SM gauge group as a doublet h (which becomes the SM Higgs doublet) and a triplet ϕ (which gets a mass of order f). A vector-like pair of colored Weyl fermions is also needed to cancel the divergence from the top quark loop, leading to a new heavy vector-like quark with charge +2/3. In this talk I review the phenomenology of the Littlest Higgs model, following Refs. [17,18].

2 Collider phenomenology

The heavy SU(2) gauge bosons Z_H and W_H can be produced via Drell-Yan at the LHC (and at the Tevatron, if they are light enough). The cross section is proportional to cot^2 θ because the Z_H and W_H couplings to fermion pairs are proportional to cot θ ≡ g_2/g_1 (see Ref. [17]). In Fig. 1 we show the cross section for Z_H production at the Tevatron and LHC for cot θ = 1. In the region of small cot θ ≃ 0.2 favored [13,14,15,16] by the precision electroweak data, the cross section must be scaled down by cot^2 θ ≃ 0.04. Even with this suppression factor, a cross section of 40 fb is expected at the LHC for M_{ZH} ≃ 2 TeV, leading to 4,000 events in 100 fb^{−1} of data. The production and decay of Z_H and W_H at the LHC has also been studied in Ref. [19].

The Z_H boson decays to fermion pairs with partial widths proportional to cot^2 θ and to boson pairs (ZH and W^+W^−) with partial widths proportional to cot^2 2θ. This feature can be used to distinguish the Littlest Higgs model from a “big Higgs” model with the same gauge group in

Fig. 2. Cross sections for T production at the LHC. The single T cross section is shown for λ1 /λ2 = 1 (solid) and λ1 /λ2 = 2 (upper dotted) and 1/2 (lower dotted). The QCD pair production cross section is shown for comparison (dashed). From [17].

which the Higgs doublet transforms under only one of the SU(2) groups [19], in which case the ZH and W^+W^− partial widths would be proportional to cot^2 θ. Neglecting final-state masses, the branching fraction into three flavors of charged leptons is equal to that into one flavor of quark (≃ 1/8 for cot θ >∼ 0.5), due to the equal coupling of Z_H to all SU(2) fermion doublets. The branching ratio into ZH is equal to that into W^+W^−. The decay branching fractions of W_H follow a similar pattern.

The Littlest Higgs model also contains a heavy U(1) gauge boson, A_H , which is generally the lightest new particle in the model. Its couplings to fermions are more model dependent than those of Z_H and W_H , since they depend on the U(1) charges of the fermions (see Ref. [17] for details). Even the presence of A_H is somewhat modeldependent, since this particle can be eliminated by gauging only one U(1) group (hypercharge) without adding a significant amount of fine-tuning [15].

The heavy top-partner T can be pair-produced via QCD with model-independent couplings. The cross section for this production mode falls quickly with increasing M_T due to phase space suppression. The single T production mode, W^+b → T , dominates for M_T >∼ TeV (Fig. 2). The cross section for single T production depends on the ratio of couplings λ_1/λ_2 (see Ref. [17]), which relates M_T to the scale f. T decays into tH, tZ, and bW^+ with branching fractions 1/4, 1/4, and 1/2, respectively. The top sector is quite similar in many of the other little Higgs models in the literature, so these general features of T production and decay should apply. Some models contain more than one top-partner [6,7,8,10,20] or contain partners for all three fermion generations [7,9]; in these cases the phenomenology will be modified.

The decay partial widths of the Higgs boson into gluon pairs or photon pairs are modified in the Littlest Higgs model by the new heavy particles running in the loop and by the shifts in the Higgs couplings to the SM W boson and top quark [18]. These modifications of the Higgs couplings to gluon or photon pairs scale like 1/f^2, and thus decouple at high f scales. The range of partial widths for given f values accessible by varying the other model parameters was computed in Ref. [18].

For f >∼ 1 TeV, the correction to Γ (H → gg) is unlikely to be observable because of the large SM QCD uncertainty [21]. The correction to Γ (H → γγ) is more promising; it could be observed at a photon collider, where the γγ → H → bb̄ rate can be measured to about 2% [22] for m_H ∼ 115–120 GeV. Combining this with BR(H → bb̄) measured to about 1.5–2% at an e^+e^− collider [23] allows the extraction of Γ (H → γγ) with a precision of about 3%. Such a measurement would be sensitive to f < 2.7 (1.8, 1.2) TeV at the 1σ (2σ, 5σ) level. For comparison, the electroweak precision constraints require f >∼ 1 TeV in the Littlest Higgs model [15].

3 Conclusions

The little Higgs idea provides a new way to address the little hierarchy problem of the Standard Model by making the Higgs a pseudo-Nambu-Goldstone boson of a spontaneously broken global symmetry. The global symmetry is explicitly broken by gauge and Yukawa interactions; however, no single interaction breaks all the symmetry protecting the Higgs mass. This prevents quadratically divergent radiative corrections to the Higgs mass from appearing at the one-loop level, and thus allows the cutoff scale to be pushed higher by one loop factor, to ∼ 10 TeV. From the bottom-up point of view, the quadratically divergent radiative corrections to the Higgs mass due to top quark, gauge boson, and Higgs loops are canceled by new heavy quarks, gauge bosons, and scalars, respectively.

The details of the phenomenology depend on the specific model. Since quite a few little Higgs models have appeared over the past two years, finding generic features of the phenomenology is important. Very generically, there must be new gauge bosons, fermions and scalars to cancel the quadratic divergences in the Higgs mass.

There is some tension between the precision electroweak constraints pushing up the new particle masses and the requirement that the new particles be light to avoid fine tuning. However, by tuning the parameters of the models appropriately one can satisfy both constraints. This tuning of the parameters should be explained in the ultraviolet completion of the nonlinear sigma model. Our developing understanding of the effects of little Higgs models on the electroweak precision observables is now driving model building to incorporate features that loosen the constraints. Taking these constraints into account, the new particles should live in the 1–2 TeV mass range and should be accessible at the LHC.

It is a pleasure to thank Tao Han, Bob McElrath and Lian-Tao Wang for collaborations leading to the papers [17,18] on which this talk is based. I also thank the organizers of EPS 2003 for the opportunity to speak. This work was supported by the U.S. Department of Energy under grant DE-FG02-95ER40896 and by the Wisconsin Alumni Research Foundation.

References

1. Particle Data Group Collaboration, K. Hagiwara et al., Phys. Rev. D 66 (2002) 010001.

2. R. Barbieri and A. Strumia, Phys. Lett. B 462 (1999) 144;

hep-ph/0007265.

3. N. Arkani-Hamed, A. G. Cohen and H. Georgi, Phys. Lett.

B 513 (2001) 232.

4. N. Arkani-Hamed, A. G. Cohen, E. Katz, A. E. Nelson, T. Gregoire and J. G. Wacker, JHEP 0208 (2002) 021.

5. N. Arkani-Hamed, A. G. Cohen, E. Katz and A. E. Nelson, JHEP 0207 (2002) 034.

6. I. Low, W. Skiba and D. Smith, Phys. Rev. D 66 (2002) 072001.

7. D. E. Kaplan and M. Schmaltz, hep-ph/0302049. 8. S. Chang and J. G. Wacker, hep-ph/0303001. 9. W. Skiba and J. Terning, hep-ph/0305302. 10. S. Chang, hep-ph/0306034.

11. S. Dimopoulos and J. Preskill, Nucl. Phys. B 199 (1982) 206; D. B. Kaplan and H. Georgi, Phys. Lett. B 136 (1984) 183; D. B. Kaplan, H. Georgi and S. Dimopoulos, Phys. Lett. B 136 (1984) 187; H. Georgi, D. B. Kaplan and P. Galison, Phys. Lett. B 143 (1984) 152; H. Georgi and D. B. Kaplan, Phys. Lett. B 145 (1984) 216; T. Banks, Nucl. Phys. B 243 (1984) 125; M. J. Dugan, H. Georgi and D. B. Kaplan, Nucl. Phys. B 254 (1985) 299.

12. S. R. Coleman and E. Weinberg, Phys. Rev. D 7 (1973) 1888.

13. C. Csaki, J. Hubisz, G. D. Kribs, P. Meade and J. Terning, Phys. Rev. D 67 (2003) 115002.

14. J. L. Hewett, F. J. Petriello and T. G. Rizzo, hep-ph/0211218.

15. C. Csaki, J. Hubisz, G. D. Kribs, P. Meade and J. Terning, Phys. Rev. D 68 (2003) 035009.

16. T. Gregoire, D. R. Smith and J. G. Wacker, hep-ph/0305275.

17. T. Han, H. E. Logan, B. McElrath and L. T. Wang, Phys.

Rev. D 67 (2003) 095004.

18. T. Han, H. E. Logan, B. McElrath and L. T. Wang, Phys.

Lett. B 563 (2003) 191.

19. G. Burdman, M. Perelstein and A. Pierce, Phys. Rev. Lett.

90 (2003) 241802.

20. A. E. Nelson, hep-ph/0304036.

21. R. V. Harlander and W. Kilgore, Phys. Rev. Lett. 88 (2002) 201801; C. Anastasiou and K. Melnikov, Nucl. Phys. B 646 (2002) 220.

22. G. Jikia and S. Soldner-Rembold, Nucl. Phys. Proc. Suppl.

82 (2000) 373; Nucl. Instrum. Meth. A 472 (2001) 133; M. M. Velasco et al., hep-ex/0111055; D. Asner et al., Eur. Phys. J. C 28 (2003) 27.

23. American Linear Collider Working Group Collaboration, T. Abe et al., Linear collider physics resource book for Snowmass 2001. 2: Higgs and supersymmetry studies, hep-ex/0106056; ECFA/DESY LC Physics Working Group Collaboration, J. A. Aguilar-Saavedra et al., TESLA Technical Design Report. Part III: Physics at an e^+e^− Linear Collider, hep-ph/0106315; ACFA Linear Collider Working Group Collaboration, K. Abe et al., Particle physics experiments at JLC, hep-ph/0109166.