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Higgs Boson Phenomenology
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1. Introduction : Parameters of the Weinberg —Salam model

FohEH L Y A 193 FERBRENTIVLLK, 4HE TiLZ OBEIIERNICH IV RIAZH, Weinberg—
Salam EFNVPDFEL T LT EL L —FHAERLTWS, Minimal Weinberg —Salam €7/ TidpHESL v
v FDORAID/CTF £ i sin?0y DA TH - 1243, B4 D process T, sin?fw~ 0.22 — 0.23 iC consistent 73
EABEENTVEY, FOHEEEAHL Y FBSURLX Uy EE->THWEZLREPEETH DY, ZB&
U Higgs BFORH L L U2 OB ORIESRAR TH 5, T Tk Weinberg—Salam €7V iZ B4 3 Higgs
BFicEEAEH T, BRAKBOAED 54 TORROBREES 2 Y,

# DRI minimal Weinberg—Salam & FDthik % % EHTH T 5, YA T

ZEY ] e Fy-INF (W, Z,7) ,
RAEY 12 eeeee 2 x—7, V7PV (sequential ; £% %3 doublet, % %3 singlet )
AEY 0 e Higgs WF ( H°)

T% b, Higgs (3SU(2) doublet TA->TW3 (ZhikBid 38K 3 3HEM),
YL/ 5 # 93, Lagrangian level TEF|IILEDEEL Tk

2% ( Higgs mass term ) < 0, 2 ( Higgs self —coupling ),
g, g ( gauge coupling ), Yukawa couplings.

LLTp? PARTRTERTTH S,
BARRBNIcERLE VR,

e, sindw, Gr, mu?, fermion masses, mixings, phases.

fermion sector 2B, ERHYICAM SN TV S 2 (T Higgs DER

2

mu = —Zﬂz

= 1/(342 Ge)

DATH B,
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2. Who neads the Higgs ? — Tree unitarity

Weinberg —Salam® 7 i 1967 FEicti S /od%, Glashow® id 1961 FEF TICSUR) x U(l) D= FERR
LThi, A LY P OBEREL S HELL, BLIARMMHEOHE NS 303 Higgs KA >TH3EH
E3d» OF0HF - IVNFORREFTALTHENEID) LWIHRIKD S, TOFHR Glashow EF N (X<
DEAHBARAETH S &V IEBH (?) WRREDD, EVhA 5L, Higm GBHMBOIALTEETHS fedd
KHETHBY,

CNERDER[RDPORD T EHTE B,

—Bic D AEHERBR TR n ABIROB I A NVF-TDSH5EVIE3E~X E‘"(log EOXREEBRNT) T
$53, CTTRBIT, X7 b WEFORS—ENI coupling It LT, £hd oE»h3 tree amplitude H3
B TRASNGC LA TS, (EHRICH 4 ABEOSES T 5 hs BRI Y TREA E2BOHIBK-
(o ) ERThEHLTERIXENICY — VBB LHB W EBDOHED,

BEMicBB ete > 272 %X L9, K10 22075 7ol EZHET S &

de (g?2+g®? 1 més
dcosd g1024g7z S me (s >m)
THD, FiBA s ICHAILT tree unitarity £B->TLE S, CORKIE ] =0 DBAMWSHOTED, <
NEFfTIETICIE s —channel iILX A 5 -T2 FT 757 (B2) HLETHS (Higgs OSEH), itz
h—HTFH—BEDOBE, XAF7-&72034 YD coupling7 = v 37 YOBRICHFA LI tut 71 5
BT EHBRALHLTHS, BAE ' > ZZ22ZFZ i me Him, REEHD3B,)

Z

L 4

3. SU(2) property of Higgs : " weak 4T = % rule ”

DTk 734 Higgs #5 SU(2) doublet b» & 4 SR8 %% % 5, ( Higgs DEZEHHSHAS weak doublet T3
BT &b, weakdl = 1/2 ERBENBT EHHB,)

—fRic SUQ x U(l)y ZU(Lem B 7'~ R TFICERE5 X 370 icid, Higgs A doublet T & 3 HE
3754, ( Fermion mass %5 % 373 iCi3 doublet H54%,) L L, EEREIC Higgs 45 doublet T3
LEXET BWHENS B, |



G, NFAH p %
Mw?
Mz2 coszdw

TEHT 3. p DEIFVF-FIETOYBNLEKE, PHEALVY FEHBAIVY ORI DOUTH S,

p =

o = Gunc/Gp

T CT Ge i Fermi E¥, THHLHBH VY MEEEAOKAEHKTH Y, Gre 3PN LY F OREEH
T% 5. (Higgs %5 doublet ®&&iC Gne = Gr &M B X IRBILT 5.)

Higgs 75 doublet D& %3 p= 1 TH 545, —#IC weak isospin [ ® Higgs @ [ RAHALHRHHE v %
Rohéd s, ¥~ JNFOHERI

1
Mw2=—2‘ g2 vi(IC(I+1)—1s%)
Mzz = (gz +g'2)v2 Iaz
, 1 I(I+1)
#-T o =_2—[T——1]

E13B, p=1,13L57 (I, [s) OHAEEIR

1
([’ IS)=(7,i

0 |

25 15
-+ = ) e
), (3, —2),(2 2),

CEEMiTd A58, doubet DIRICHBIIIBS TS charge 5 (1) DR FA &L, —7 triplet DFEAB =12
i3,
LTATHHALV Y ORBRT— 9%, sinlw & p EMULNT 25 ELTHRULERY IKLD L, v(V)
BRI BEL L od BELDOKERH, S

o = 0992 £ 0.017 (% 0.011)
sinfw = 0.224 £ 0.015 ( = 0.012)

TRTORBREES &

o = 1002 * 0.015 ( £0.011) -
sinf8w = 0.234 * 0.013 ( * 0.009)

Thd. T obhdLHiC p BIEFIK1IGEL, SUQ) A3 HEMEHEI doublet BIREAETHY,
% 5 < Higgs 3% doublet T 32 &ZRBYT 3,

BRBUCIEZHEN 720 32 Y HHBBED p KT FEHBELSHE SN TWSEY, LOEREH»S, &
W72 I YHBFELLE LTZOARICHIBE DI BT LM TES,



4 Quantum numbers and couplings of the Higgs boson

PITOfiTid minimal Weinberg —Salam i35 %2R 3Z &icd %, (non— minimal @%GCOL\'E&iXﬁ4
2B &, —fic charged Higgs »tHET5,.)
¥ Higgs doublet ¢ 255 T
_ 1 ) 0
P —"J_Z—(?o‘"fi?l)(l)
LERT D, CCTri BPaulif7¥i (i=1,2 3), po, @i tdreal field TH5, ¢o KAEHAFREVE
5 Z T unitary gauge % 3, po=v + H &L T
L(0)
¢ NEY v+H
HH»¥Ei7s Higes B TH 34, ErobhdLIIRHREZELEULRFEE D, fic J*°=0" THD,

I7+—7 &@ﬁﬁﬂiﬁi’ﬂif&{uﬁ"lw [G——' o* t LTS)%& 5 o
iz Higgs KIFD tree level D coupling 2RHTHIT 5,

[}

(1) #'—IJhF & O coupling
¥ - SR FOBERE

1 1

T gz VZWA*W‘ +—é—(gz + g:z ) vz Zp Zn
CEVWTv—>v+HOBENZLTH -V Higgs coupling BESh 3,

1 X 1 ,
Le-u = 7g2vHW,,+W“ +T(gz+g YWHZ,Z*+
1 1
+ T gz H? W.rwWe + ? ( gz + g’z )szn z°

CITHEEI~ER, HZA, HAA ( A photon ) @D coupling BIENWZ ETHB, (DI Z—Hy,

H—7r7 & 1—loop BLETUMEDNIEN,)

(2) 7= 3F 7 ED coupling

7 x v 34 YOBRH
— ‘gr -
—m¢ff = —;/—E—vff (gr © Yukawa coupling )
Tvo>v+HDBEMZIRKY
Lew = — —— HTf = - — HTt
N2 v

<O TNBEL I, coupling 27 =V I4YDHERBRICHAIT S, THBEASHTNS 72034 V(K
st L T, coupling (X gauge coupling iIZ{ S~XTH/ME W,



(3) self ~ coupling

1 1
= — — 3 3 _ — 2H!¢
Lu 31 vH 41

5. Higgs boson mass
Higgs DHERIIKATH 545 (self —coupling )2 iIKHRT 2 L oH I BEOHEHRMIINESHE 5,

5§ —1 Theoretical bourds on the Higgs boson mass
(a) TH:@ Linde —Weinberg bound®
—f% ICHZ 3 effective potential @ minimum TRE S N3, EH i3 effective potential iX tree ( classical
potential) Tk {ERLL &N 505, 1 — loopBHENBEICI 388053 Weinberg—Salam €7V T Higgs
DERWNSVBEREBEEIUL>TWVE, TDEE 1 - loop % TD effective potential RO L HiLiE 3,

1, , .1 ¢ 25
= e— + — ‘-{- 4 —_— - —
Vs) = aterrrast st [md - 2]
ZeT
€ = —— [ 3(2Ma' + M) — 4% m* ] + 01D
64 % v? f :
_ 3a® 2+sectlw 1 .
, T 64 sint 0w 16 z2v* Zf:m[
7,
v = —6 u* /(2 — 88¢)
1
me = 'y (2 —64¢) v?
8L,
4av. _ a*v -, 4d'Vv _
d¢ ¢-v—0’ d¢2/¢,-v_mﬂ’ dos»‘/‘.-v_/1
TH5,

T Z T broken vacuum 2% symmetric vacuum &9 TRZVF-HBENC L2 BT B, $UDbSL
Viiv) < V(0)
hk o,

mnz > 46V2
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OFBRBESHhS, HENIZE me v €1 &LT,

mg > 58 GeV  (sin?w = 0.23 )
> 7.4 GeV  (sin?8w = 0.20 )

L83, TEFHERO SBRBVEHMROOTONDY, TAKOVWTRERT S,

(b) £ MR
Higgs OBERHIEE LK% & coupling HKE (BB HRBRAMSEZL LU S, Thdd

1< 0CD

OEMEERS ., Thb Weinberg —Salam & FHiEBRIICKR L 57D, Higes DHARICN T 5 LR%Z 5
Z %0

N THERBB T ELMSEARVOT, ERILELRE LT, tree amplitude A5 unitarity bound %479
EVSREEEB (P, BAE WorWe — W W™ (L i helicity 0 ) DiR{ER

T ~ -242 Gem# (s > mé, md®)

LHEESNhBH, ] =008AHIKY S unitarity bound H 5

82
3Gr

BEoN3, ORI 2 ~50 iLxEd 5,

my® < 1 TeV?

(c) an upper bound from consistency of GUTs
KE—ER' ORI D—2i sin? Oy DEEDPBO KK FELLT ETHBHYW, ZOFHREIIIE 1 (or 2-)
loop @ B BABHMEDI TV B, TOREIIHE-> T My 5 Mour ORI TFXTD effective coupling H5FiEhim
1 control TX3Z EAFTHR LT3, T TLOFFICE VT effective coupling BRI L LD AIIKIE -7
DFBCEDBBVERETE. ChLDEROERLD S SiIKEDVERMDOC, Bk t 7 + — 7 OHEBIIIK
B aH5, Kuk

mg < 200 GeV
DORETHEY,
5 —2 A prediction for Higgs boson mass
Ellis et al.'® {35 — 1 (a) €T Coleman —Weinberg mode (u? = 0 )HEBIE3EREL. THh
{2 Lagrangian RIRTTRARbLNEO T EREST 5, (ZBE Higgs 2 ABIBDOREBD =% counterter m 434

BETOCAEHE =08 DTH3,)
D&% one —loop DHIE THFrENBH N, Higgs OBBBTFEEH S,

my’ = 8 &v?



Zhid Linde

—Weinberg bound @ ( mg IKLT) V3 #&iCHIET 3, RIEMICHE
ms = 8.2 GeV

( sin%fw
=10.4 GeV

0.23 )

( sin?0w 0.20 )

T&Y, toponium decay T detectable 3fE & 78 3,

5§ —3 Experimental bounds on the Higgs boson mass
(a) RFEyE

EFHORMERED 5D 0° - 0* BEIBEEEEATREZCMHS NS (1 7 KHERATE) 5, B
Higgs #5& i

0* - 0* + H

L, o e

e e

’c‘&th'éé: 3, ZhHd 2me <mg <18 MeV izid Higgs 137\ T E BRI DH B,
(b) K==+ H

mag <mg —me DEEFIOPBEHTETSH D, Higgs B3I SIKZOHERMICEY ete”, u*n (,zx)
T 5, RERHIIC, charged K OBASISKHLIE B (K* —>x*e*e”) = ( 26 £ 0.5) x 107,

B(K*—r*utp ) < 2.4 x 10°TH 5™, HEEHIE, Vainstein et al.¥ickhuf B (K*— z*H) ~
104 ThY, ThEEATHII my > 350 MeV &783,

(c) "> +H

Serpukhov OF L WER' T 3 LU 7' D rare decay mode 2FFNONTW B, Z05L g > qutu

7 =7H @Cm,<mu<my—m,D&%) iC sensitive TH B, (7 — x°H ( isospin selection rule T
suppress ¥ 3,) KRERB (9" =942 ) < 1.5%x10°° (90% C.L.)&b, ZOHXTiZme>409MeV
EVSTRERTHW3,

6. Decay of the Higgs boson

tree THEZ 5 decay mode KDV TiE, 48D coupling - THIELICGHETE 3,

G 3
C(HoW*W-) = pMH

4 mé Ve 4 mv? 12my
—= (1 - )y (1 - + )
8\/5# mnz mn2 mH‘
Gemy® 4mgz? \} 4 mz? 12mz*
F(H—2Z2Z) = P My (]_ z )/z(l_ mz m:
lsﬁk mu"’
mn>>mw.

+

— —)
m; CT(H->W'W) = 2T (H—2Z) &155, $£7-7 2/ $ 4 YOI
_ Gem ¢

[ (HoTf) = — o me

2
e (l— 4my )%

muz




7+ — 2 DFEIL color factor D= 3fEINd, $QCDHIEEZ LD AND L, 71— DERHE effective
mass Mmq (mu) EEEDHIUEDEENS ZY, Thid) »— 7 ~ORBEEMET 35E@<,
2lEd v, Higgs OB 2mew BEIOKE WL XE, Higgs BREREAE W W, ZZiT decay 35 &
B ENB, $17 20 A YAOBBEE T 2 v $ 4 ¥ CEBNICHIET 3, |
wiz 1 —loop T LHTIEL 5 decay mode R 3 &, £9 27 ~DOiHRED
r(H—rr) = %— (ni)z 112
LT '

I = Iy + 21t

f

Iv, It BZHhFIW, 72034V D loop DHFETHY, —BICBBHELTEIKTH S0, ma < mw, meiC
LTk,

= i I __Qz
w 4, f 3 f

&%, ZORBEPHIC me > 0.2 ma BEEFTEL S, L TQr 372034 YOBETHD, LD mode
2 my® KRBT S LV IETHD mode L VEFITHSH, 1-loop THBIdHIL (a/ z)? THHISIH S,
EZATID mode FEWT 2 W 34 VS decouple LB WRIE LT L &0 EF b, (Thid7 =
14 VOHBERE Yukawa coupling 2SHAF 3 & S trivial HEHICEL3,)

F/-FED decay mode L LT (mu> mz DEE) H—Z, 853, & 5ic 2 gluon ~DPHE H~>GGH
_ color factor & coupling ZBR\T H— 77 LEBROERRTHG 3%, 20 mode it 5QCD DHRM R
b—EEHIh TV 35,

7. Detection of the Higgs boson

" Higgs B W, ZBXUEW 720313 VEBHEAT EDT, Zho2MAThERNOTERENEV, 5
bEEN DB e e  WETH 3,

(a) toponium
t 7 # —2 & Higgs @ Yukawa coupling 2Ffd %, S, (tt)state ide*e” THE DK BT LM TE3 4
%, ThmsH+ r ~OBHENSTIETS S, toponium DEREM &35 |
r (VoH,) GeM? (1_ mu"’)
T (Voputp) 4o ra M?
THH®, M~60GeV TREEDHHLIIMFEE NS, EEHICS monochromatic 7 ZRIiF & WO THE
MBS THY, FEMITIE ms <M D Higgs BRHTEETH 3,

(b) Z decay
Higgs 25& SICEVBAIR Z-HI1, Z—> H7r® D mode BSEZ bh 3B, toponium DB L DRI
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FHTHB, Hr ~D mode 22k THBH 1 —loop TRUDTEL 548, HIl DRIVBEETHS I,

(c) e*e” continuum

SORBIANE-TR, ete” »ZH HELS5HB,

C DHIIC EITH { D process BEZL STV 3D, BSR4 & ZDP D Reference EBMLTTF S,
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