arXiv:1301.1744v2 [hep-ph] 19 Mar 2013

19 Mar 2013 OU-HET 775/2013

Novel universality and Higgs decay H → γγ, gg

in the SO(5) × U(1) gauge-Higgs unification

Shuichiro Funatsu, Hisaki Hatanaka, Yutaka Hosotani, Yuta Orikasa and Takuya Shimotani Department of Physics, Osaka University, Toyonaka, Osaka 560-0043, Japan

Abstract

The SO(5) × U(1) gauge-Higgs unification in the Randall-Sundrum warped space with the Higgs boson mass m_H = 126 GeV is constructed. An universal relation is found between the Kaluza-Klein (KK) mass scale m_{KK} and the Aharonov-Bohm (AB) phase θ_H in the fifth dimension; m_{KK} ∼ 1350 GeV/(sin θ_H )^{0.787}. The cubic and quartic self-couplings of the Higgs boson become smaller than those in the standard model (SM), having universal dependence on θ_H . The decay rates H → γγ, gg are evaluated by summing contributions from KK towers. Corrections coming from KK excited states are finite and about 0.2% (2%) for θ_H = 0.12 (0.36), branching fractions of various decay modes of the Higgs boson remaining nearly the same as in the SM. The signal strengths of the Higgs decay modes relative to the SM are ∼ cos^2 θ_H . The mass of the first KK Z is predicted to be 5.9 (2.4) TeV for θ_H = 0.12 (0.36). We also point out the possible enhancement of Γ(H → γγ) due to the large U(1)_X charge of new fermion multiplets.

With the discovery of a Higgs-like boson at LHC [1, 2] it is emergent to pin down its properties to see if it is the Higgs boson in the standard model (SM). The mechanism of electroweak (EW) symmetry breaking is at issue. It is not clear if the EW symmetry is spontaneously broken in a way described in the SM. The mass of the discovered boson is about 126 GeV. Its couplings to other fields, however, may or may not be the same as in the SM. The excess in the decay mode H → γγ has been reported, though more data are necessary for the issue to be settled. [3, 4]

Many alternative mechanisms for the EW symmetry breaking have been proposed with new physics beyond the SM. Supersymmetry with a light Higgs boson has been a popular scenario in the past, though no evidence has been found so far. It has been discussed that the value m_H = 126 GeV can lead to the direct connection to physics at the Planck scale through the vacuum stability of the SM or conformality.[5]-[7] Many scenarios have been proposed to account for the apparent excess rate for the Higgs decay to two photons at LHC.[8]-[16]

The gauge-Higgs unification scenario is one of the models with new physics at the TeV scale, in which the 4D Higgs boson is identified with the zero mode of the extra-dimensional component of the gauge fields.[17]-[19] In this paper we show that the value of the Higgs boson mass m_H = 126 GeV has profound implications in the gauge-Higgs unification. We evaluate the decay rates H → γγ, gg by summing contributions from all Kaluza-Klein (KK) excited states of the W boson and fermions in the internal loops. Surprisingly there arises no divergence associated with the infinite sum, thanks to destructive interference in the amplitude. The corrections to the decay rates H → γγ, gg are finite and small, being independent of a cutoff scale. With m_H = 126 GeV as an input, the deviation of the branching fractions of the H decay from the values in the SM is found to be 2% or less.

In the SO(5) × U(1) gauge-Higgs unification model [20] the 4D neutral Higgs field appears as 4D fluctuations of the AB, or Wilson line, phase θ_H along the fifth dimension in the Randall-Sundrum (RS) warped space-time. In the minimal model with quark and lepton multiplets in the vector representation of SO(5) [21, 22] the effective potential V_{eff} (θ_H ) is minimized at θ_H = ±^1_2 π, where the Higgs boson becomes absolutely stable.[23] This is due to the emergence of the H parity invariance.[24] To have an unstable Higgs boson with a mass m_H = 126 GeV the model need to be modified by breaking the H parity. Further in the minimal model the consistency with the electroweak precision measurements requires a large warp factor z_L, which typically leads to a larger value m_H ∼ 135 GeV.[25] The Higgs mass can be made smaller in the supersymmetric version of the model.[26]

To solve these problems we introduce n_F fermion multiplets, Ψ_F , in the spinor representation of SO(5) in the model specified in Ref. [22]. The metric of the RS is given by ds^2 = e^{−2σ(y)}η_{μν} dx^μdx^ν + dy^2 where σ(y) = k|y| for |y| ≤ L and σ(y + 2L) = σ(y). The warp factor is z_L = e^{kL} ≫ 1. Ψ_F satisfies the boundary conditions Ψ_F (x, −y) = γ_5P Ψ_F (x, y) and Ψ_F (x, L − y) = −γ_5P Ψ_F (x, L + y) where P = diag (1, 1, −1, −1) acts on SO(5) spinor indices. Then the mass spectrum m_n = kλ_n of the KK tower of Ψ_F is determined by S_L(1; λ_n, c_F )S_R(1; λ_n, c_F ) + cos^{2 1}_2 θ_H = 0. Here S_{L,R}(z; λ, c) = ∓^1_2 πλ √ zz_LF_{c±(1/2),c±(1/2)}(λz, λz_L), where the upper (bottom) sign refers to L (R). F_{α,β}(u, v) = J_α(u)Y_β(v) − Y_α(u)J_β(v) where J_α, Y_α are Bessel functions. It has been shown that all 4D anomalies in the model of Ref. [22] cancel. This property is not spoiled by the addition of Ψ_F multiplets, as 4D fermions of Ψ_F are vectorlike.

The effective potential V_{eff} (θ_H ) is cast in a simple form of an integral. The relevant part of V_{eff} (θ_H ) is given by

V_{eff} (θ_H ; ξ, c_t, c_F , n_F , k, z_L) = 2(3 − ξ^2)I[Q_W ] + (3 − ξ^2)I[Q_Z ] + 3ξ^2I[Q_S ] −12 { I[Q_{top}] + I[Q_{bottom}] } − 8n_F I[Q_F ] ,

I[Q(q; θ_H )] =

(kz^{−1}_L )^4 (4π)^2 ∫_∞ 0 dq q^3 ln{1 + Q(q; θ_H )} ,

Q_W = cos^2 θ_W Q_Z =^1_2 Q_S =^1_2 Q_0[q;^1_2 ] sin^2 θ_H ,

Q_{top} =

Q_{bottom} r_t = Q_0[q; c_t] 2(1 + r_t) sin^2 θ_H , Q_F = Q_0[q; c_F ] cos^{2 1}_2 θ_H ,

Q_0[q; c] = z_L q^2F̂_{c−} 1_{2 ,c−} 1_2 (qz^{−1}_L , q)F̂_{c+} 1_{2 ,c+} 1_2 (qz^{−1}_L , q)

. (1)

Here F̂_{α,β}(u, v) = I_α(u)K_β(v) − e^{−i(α−β)π} K_α(u)I_β(v), where I_α, K_α are modified Bessel functions. ξ is a gauge parameter in the generalized R_ξ gauge introduced in Ref. [22]. The formula for V_{eff} in the ξ = 1 gauge without the I[Q_F ] term has been given in Refs. [21] and [23]. c_t and c_F are the bulk mass parameters for the top-bottom multiplets and Ψ_F , respectively. r_t ∼ (m_b/m_t)^2 where m_b and m_t are the masses of the bottom and top quark. V_{eff} (−θ_H ) = V_{eff} (θ_H ). Further in the absence of I[Q_F ], V_{eff} has symmetry V_{eff} (^1_2 π + θ_H ) = V_{eff} (^1_2 π − θ_H ), representing the H parity invariance. The I[Q_F ] term breaks this symmetry. The contributions from light quarks and leptons are negligible.

In the pure gauge theory without fermions V_{eff} is minimized at θ_H = 0, π where the EW symmetry remains unbroken. The top quark contribution has minima at θ_H = ±^1_2 π, dominating over the gauge field contribution. The fermion Ψ_F shifts the minima toward θ_H = 0. The minimum at 0 < |θ_H | <^1_2 π gives desired phenomenology. The number of the fermion multiplets Ψ_F , n_F , affects the shape of V_{eff} significantly. It will be shown below that the resulting physics, however, is almost independent of n_F . The mass of the Higgs boson, m_H , is given by

m^2_H = 1 f^2_H d^2V_{eff} dθ^2_H | | |_{min}, f^H = 2 g_w √ k L(z^2_L − 1) (2) where the second derivative of V_{eff} is evaluated at the minimum of V_{eff} , and g_w is the 4D weak SU(2)_L coupling. The experimental data dictate m_H ∼ 126 GeV.

The parameters of the model are specified in the following manner. Pick values for n_F and z_L. The parameters, k, two gauge coupling constants associated with SO(5) × U(1), c_t, r_t, and c_F are self-consistently determined such that at the minimum θ_H of V_{eff} , m_Z , sin^2 θ_W , α(m_Z ), m_t, m_b and m_H = 126 GeV are reproduced. We note that all of k, c_t, r_t and c_F implicitly depend on θ_H as well. The KK mass scale is given by m_{KK} = πkz^{−1}_L . Hence m_{KK} and θ_H , for instance, are determined as functions of n_F and z_L. V_{eff} (θ_H ) for n_F = 3 and z_L = 10^7 is displayed in Fig. 1.

Figure 1: V_{eff} (θ_H ) for n_F = 3, c_F = 0.353, z_L = 10^7 and ξ = 1. U = (4π)^2(kz^{−1}_L )^{−4}V_{eff} is plotted. The minimum is located at θ_H = ±0.082 π = ±0.258. (a): −π ≤ θ_H ≤ π, (b): 0 ≤ θ_H ≤ 0.13 π.

The AB phase θ_H is the key parameter in gauge-Higgs unification, which controls the couplings of the Higgs boson to other fields. In Table 1 the values for z_L, θ_H , m_{KK}, k, c_t, c_F , m_F (1) and m_Z(1) are summarized for n_F = 3, where m_F (1) is the mass of the lowest mode in the KK tower of Ψ_F and m_Z(1) is the mass of the first KK Z boson. As z_L is decreased, θ_H becomes smaller whereas m_{KK} becomes larger. There appears a critical value for z_L below which m_H = 126 GeV cannot be realized.

Table 1: Values of the various quantities determined from m_H = 126 GeV with given z_L for n_F = 3. Universal relations among θ_H , m_{KK} and m_Z(1) , independent of n_F , are observed. See the text.

z_L θ_H m_{KK} k c_t c_F m_F (1) m_Z(1) (TeV) (GeV) (TeV) (TeV) 10^{12} 1.02 1.54 4.90 × 10^{14} 0.413 0.476 0.155 1.19 10^{11} 0.805 1.75 5.56 × 10^{13} 0.403 0.454 0.232 1.36 10^{10} 0.632 2.03 6.47 × 10^{12} 0.391 0.433 0.329 1.59 10^9 0.485 2.45 7.79 × 10^{11} 0.376 0.411 0.465 1.93 10^8 0.360 3.05 9.72 × 10^{10} 0.357 0.385 0.668 2.41 10^7 0.258 3.95 1.26 × 10^{10} 0.330 0.353 0.993 3.15 10^6 0.177 5.30 1.69 × 10^9 0.296 0.309 1.54 4.25 10^5 0.117 7.29 2.32 × 10^8 0.227 0.235 2.53 5.91 2 × 10^4 0.086 9.21 5.87 × 10^7 0.137 0.127 3.88 7.54

Both θ_H and m_{KK} are physical quantities. They are functions of n_F and z_L. The relation between them are plotted in Fig. 2 for various values of n_F and z_L. As the number of the extra fermions n_F is increased, the location of the minimum of V_{eff} is shifted toward the origin. Nevertheless the relation between θ_H and m_{KK} remains universal. It is approximately given by m_{KK} ∼

1350 GeV (sin θ_H )^{0.787}

, (3)

irrespective of n_F and z_L. We note that m_Z ∼ m_{KK}| sin θ_H |/(π cos θ_W √ kL), in which θ_H and kL = ln z_L are not independent, once m_H is fixed. There must be an underlying reason for the universality relation (3), which remains as a mystery and is left for future investigation. The relation between θ_H and m_{KK}, with m_{KK} > 3 TeV for the consistency with low energy data, implies that θ_H < 0.3, which also satisfies the S parameter constraint [20] and the tree-level unitarity constraint [27]. For θ_H = 0.1 ∼ 0.3, m_{KK} is predicted to be around 3 ∼ 7 TeV, in a region which can be explored at LHC in the coming years. We have also checked that the m_{KK}-θ_H relation in the ξ = 0 gauge is almost the same as in the ξ = 1 gauge.

The gauge-Higgs unification model has one parameter, θ_H , to be determined from experiments. With θ_H fixed, all physical quantities are evaluated. By expanding V_{eff} (θ_H + (H/f_H )) in a power series in H around the minimum, one finds λ_nH^n couplings. These couplings λ_3 and λ_4 are plotted in Fig. 3 for n_F = 1, 3 and 9. The couplings are smaller than those in the SM. For large θ_H > 0.55, λ_4 becomes negative though V_{eff} is bounded from

Figure 2: The relation between θ_H and m_{KK} for ξ = 1. Triangles, squares, and circles are for n_F = 1, 3 and 9, respectively. The solid curve represents the universal relation (3).

below. It is seen that the relations λ_3(θ_H ) and λ_4(θ_H ) are also universal and independent of n_F , once m_H = 126 GeV is fixed.

Figure 3: The cubic coupling λ_3 and quartic coupling λ_4 of the Higgs boson are plotted against θ_H for n_F = 1, 3 and 9. The universal relations between (λ_3, λ_4) and θ_H , independent of n_F , are seen. The fitting curves for λ_3 and λ_4 are given by λ_3 = 5.28 + 21.1 cos θ_H + 3.20 cos 2θ_H and λ_4 = 0.0256 − 0.0537 cos θ_H + 0.0495 cos 2θ_H , respectively. The SM values are λ_3 = 31.5 GeV and λ_4 = 0.0320.[6]

The Higgs couplings to W , Z, quarks/leptons and their KK excited states are determined. All of the 3 point couplings of SM particles to H at the tree level are suppressed by a common factor cos θ_H .[28]-[31] It is necessary to find these 3 point couplings of KK states for evaluating the 1-loop processes such as gg → H and H → γγ, gg.

Let us first consider the process H → γγ. It proceeds through one-loop diagrams. All charged particles with non-vanishing Higgs couplings contribute. The dominant contributions come from the W boson, top quark, and their KK towers. The extra fermion Ψ_F also contributes. The decay rate is given by [32, 33, 34] Γ(H → γγ) = α^2g^2_w 1024π^3 m^3_H m^2_W | | |FW + 4 3 F_{top} + ( 2(Q^{(F )}_X )^2 +^1_2 ) n_F F_F | | |^2 ,

F_W = ∞∑ n=0 g_{HW} (n)_W (n) g_w m_W m^2_W m^2_{W (n)}

F_1(τ_W (n) ) ,

F_{top} = ∞∑ n=0 y_t(n) y^{SM}_t m_t m_t(n) F_{1/2}(τ_t(n) ) ,

F_F = ∞∑ n=1 y_F (n) y^{SM}_t m_t m_F (n)

F_{1/2}(τ_F (n) ) , (4)

where W^{(0)} = W , t^{(0)} = t, τ_a = 4m^2_a/m^2_H and the functions F_1(τ) and F_{1/2}(τ) are defined in Ref. [34]. Q^{(F )}_X is the U(1)_X charge of Ψ_F . y^{SM}_t denotes the top Yukawa coupling in the SM. Note that F_1(τ) → 7 and F_{1/2}(τ) → −^4_3 for τ → ∞. The extra fermion multiplet Ψ_F contains particles with electric charges (Q^{(F )}_X ±^1_2 )e. It will be seen below that the contribution F_F is small for θ_H < 0.5. The HW^{(n)}W^{(n)†} coupling g_{HW} (n)_W (n) and the Yukawa couplings y_t(n) and y_F (n) are unambiguously determined in the gauge-Higgs unification. The infinite sums in (4) turn out finite. The expression for F_W corresponds to the amplitude in the unitary gauge. It has been shown in Ref. [35] that the correct amplitude is reproduced in the unitary gauge in the SM.

In the gauge-Higgs unification the HW^{(n)}W^{(n)†} and Yukawa couplings result from the tr F_{μ5}F^{μ5} term and ΨΓ^5A_5Ψ terms in the action, where the vector potential A_5 contains the 4D Higgs field. To good approximation g_{HW W} ∼ g^{SM}_{HW W} cos θ_H = g_wm_W cos θ_H and y_t ∼ y^{SM}_t cos θ_H .

One finds that

I_W (n) = g_{HW} (n)_W (n) g_wm_W (n) cos θ_H = − √ kL(z^2_L − 1) sin θ_H N_W (n)

C(1; λ_W (n) ) S(1; λ_W (n) ) ,

N_W (n) = ∫_{zL} 1 dz z { (1 + cos^2 θ_H )C(z; λ_W (n) )^2 + sin^2 θ_HŜ(z; λ_W (n) )^2 } , C(z; λ) = π 2 λzz_LF_{1,0}(λz, λz_L) , S(z; λ) = − π 2 λzF_{1,1}(λz, λz_L) , Ŝ(z; λ) = C(1; λ) S(1; λ)

S(z; λ) . (5)

We note that S(1; λ_W (n) ) = 0 at θ_H = 0. The values I_W (n) are plotted in Fig. 4 for n_F = 3 and θ_H = 0.360 (z_L = 10^8). One sees that the sign of I_W (n) alternates as n increases, and its magnitude is almost constant; I_W (n) ∼ (−1)^n{0.14 + 0.0025 ln n + 0.0011(ln n)^2} in the range 50 < n < 200. Note that |g_{HW} (n)_W (n) | itself increases with m_W (n) , in sharp contrast to the behavior in the UED models.[8]

Similar behavior is observed for the Yukawa couplings of the top tower. One finds that

I_t(n) = y_t(n) y^{SM}_t cos θ_H = − g_w 2y^{SM}_t √ kL(z^2_L − 1) sin θ_H N_t(n) C_L(1; λ_t(n) , c_t) S_L(1; λ_t(n) , c_t) ,

N_t(n) = ∫_{zL} 1 dz { (1 + cos^2 θ_H + 2r_t)C_L(z; λ_t(n) , c_t)^2 + sin^2 θ_HŜ_L(z; λ_t(n) , c_t)^2 } , C_L(z; λ, c) = π 2 λ √ zz_LF_{c+(1/2),c−(1/2)}(λz, λz_L) , Ŝ_L(z; λ, c) = C^L(1; λ, c) S_L(1; λ, c) S_L(z; λ, c) . (6) The values I_t(n) are plotted in Fig. 4. The value of I_t(n) alternates in sign as n increases, and the magnitude of y_t(n) are almost constant for large n.

Figure 4: The ratios I_W (n) = g_{HW} (n)_W (n) /g_wm_W (n) cos θ_H in (5), I_t(n) = y_t(n) /y^{SM}_t cos θ_H in (6) and I_F (n) = y_F (n) /y^{SM}_t sin^1_2 θ_H in (7) are plotted for n_F = 3 and θ_H = 0.360 (z_L = 10^8) in the range 1 ≤ n ≤ 100. (□: the top quark tower, ◇: the W tower, ◯: the Ψ_F tower) I_W (0) = 1.004 and I_t(0) = 1.012. The sign of g_{HW} (n)_W (n) , y_t(n) and y_F (n) alternates as n increases. I_W (1) , I_t(1) , I_F (1) < 0.

The behavior of the y_F (n) of the extra fermion is slightly different. In contrast to quarks and leptons, the lowest mode F^{(1)} in the KK tower of Ψ_F is massive at θ_H = 0; its mass is approximately given by m_F (1) (θ_H ) ∝ cos^1_2 θ_H . Its Yukawa coupling is, therefore, expected to be y_F (1) ∝ sin^1_2 θ_H , becoming small for small θ_H . Indeed one finds

I_F (n) = y_F (n) y^{SM}_t sin^1_2 θ_H = − g_w 4y^{SM}_t √ kL(z^2_L − 1) cos^1_2 θ_H N_F (n)

C_R(1; λ_F (n) , c_F ) S_R(1; λ_F (n) , c_F ) ,

N_F (n) = ∫_{zL} 1 dz { sin^2 θ_H 2 C_R(z; λ_F (n) , c_F )^2 + cos^2 θ_H 2 Ŝ_R(z; λ_{F (n)} , c_F )^2 } , Ŝ_R(z; λ, c) = C^R(1; λ, c) S_R(1; λ, c) S_R(z; λ, c) . (7) I_F (n) is plotted in Fig. 4. Again the value of y_F (n) alternates in sign as n increases. For large n, y_F (n) /y^{SM}_t ∼ (−1)^n 0.14 for (n_F , z_L) = (3, 10^8).

With all these Higgs couplings at hand, one can evaluate the rate Γ(H → γγ) in (4). As all KK masses increase as m_n ∼^1_2 n m_{KK} for large n and F_1, F_{1/2} approach constant, the infinite sums rapidly converge as ∑ (−1)^nn^{−1} or ∑ (−1)^nn^{−1}(ln n)^q (q = 1, 2, · · · ). We have found that the sums saturate with about 50 terms. The behavior of the alternating sign in the Higgs couplings of KK states has been previously noticed in Refs. [36] and [37]. Let F_{W only} (F_{top only}) be the contribution of W = W^{(0)} (t = t^{(0)}) to F_W (F_{top}) in (4). For n_F = 3 and z_L = 10^8 (10^5), which yields θ_H = 0.360 (0.117), one finds that F_{W only} = 7.873 (8.330), F_{top only} = −1.305 (−1.372), F_W /F_{W only} = 0.998 (0.9996), F_{top}/F_{top only} = 0.990 (0.998) and F_F /F_{top only} = −0.033 (−0.0034).

Let us suppose Q^{(F )}_X = 0. In this case we obtain F_W +^4_3 F_{top} +^3_2 F_F = 6.199 (6.508). Its ratio to F_{W only} +^4_3 F_{top only} is 1.011 (1.001). In other words, the contributions from KK states and Ψ_F amount to only 1 % (0.1 %). The dominant effect for the decay rates comes from the cos θ_H suppression factor in the amplitudes. Compared to the value in the SM, Γ[H → γγ] is suppressed by 10 % (1 %) for θ_H = 0.360 (0.117). The decay rate to two gluons is [38, 39, 40] Γ(H → gg) = α^2_sg^2_wm^3_H 128π^3m^2_W | |F_{top} | |^2 , (8)

if Ψ_F is a color singlet. If Ψ_F is a color triplet, F_{top} is replaced by F_{top} +^2_3 n_F F_F in the above formula. The correction due to KK excited states is small.

In the gauge-Higgs unification all decay rates for H → W W, ZZ, cc̄, bb̄, ττ̄ are suppressed by a common factor cos^2 θ_H at the tree level. We have found that loop corrections due to KK excited states are very small. Consequently the correction to the branching fraction of H → γγ turns out very small, about 2% (0.2%) in the gauge-Higgs unification for θ_H = 0.360 (0.117). The observed event rate for H → γγ, for instance, is determined by the product of the Higgs production rate and the branching fraction, σ^{prod}_H · B(H → γγ). The production rate is suppressed, compared to the SM, by cos^2 θ_H , but the branching fractions remain nearly the same as in the SM. The gauge-Higgs unification predicts that the signal strength relative to the SM is ∼ cos^2 θ_H . For θ_H = 0.1 (0.3), it is about 0.99

(0.91). This is in sharp contrast to other models. In the UED models the contributions of KK states to F_{top} add up in the same sign and may become sizable.[8] In the gauge-Higgs unification the contributions alternate in sign in the amplitudes, resulting in the destructive interference and giving very small correction.

The rate Γ(H → γγ) in Eq. (4) can be enhanced through the factor 2(Q^{(F )}_X )^2 +^1_2 for sufficiently large Q^{(F )}_X . For example, for Q^{(F )}_X = 4 and n_F = 3, we obtain the enhancement by a factor 2.22 (1.13) compared with the SM.

The fact m_H ∼ 126 GeV leads to important consequences in the gauge-Higgs unification. We have found the universal relations among m_{KK}, λ_3, λ_4 and θ_H , which are independent of how many extra fermions are introduced. The low energy data, the S parameter constraint, and the tree-level unitarity constraint indicate small θ_H < 0.3. The KK mass scale m_{KK} is predicted to be 3 ∼ 7 TeV for θ_H = 0.1 ∼ 0.3. The existence of new charged heavy particles can affect the production and decay rates of the Higgs boson through loop diagrams. There are many proposals of models which employ such a mechanism to predict the enhancement of the H → γγ mode over other decay channels.[8]-[16] In the gauge-Higgs unification there are new charged heavy particles, namely KK excited states of W and top quark. However, we have shown that their couplings to the Higgs boson alternate in sign in each KK tower so that the correction to the decay and production rates becomes very small. The gauge-Higgs unification gives phenomenology at low energies very close to that of the SM so long as Q^{(F )}_X is moderately small.

Nevertheless new rich structure is predicted to emerge. We have seen above that the cubic and quartic self-couplings of the Higgs boson significantly deviate from the SM. The most clear signal for the gauge-Higgs unification would be the production of the first KK states of the Z boson and photon at LHC. Their masses are predicted, for θ_H = 0.117 (0.360), to be m_Z(1) = 5.910 (2.414) TeV and m_γ(1) = 5.913 (2.421) TeV. The current data [41]-[44] indicate m_Z(1) > 2.5 TeV. We have checked that there is a universal relation between θ_H and m_Z(1) , independent of n_F . The data therefore imply that θ_H < 0.35. Another robust signal would be the production of a pair of the first KK state of the extra fermion, F^{(1)}F̄^{(1)}, which become stable. So far no new exotic stable charged fermion has been observed at LHC.[45] Its current limit puts a constraint m_F (1) > 0.5 TeV. The value of m_F (1) depends on both θ_H and n_F so that no universal relation between m_F (1) and θ_H is found. m_F (1) becomes smaller as n_F increases with θ_H fixed. m_F (1) > 0.5 TeV implies θ_H < 0.45 for n_F = 3. We will come back to these issues with more details separately.

Acknowledgement:

This work was supported in part by scientific grants from the Ministry of Education and Science, Grants No. 20244028, No. 23104009 and No. 21244036.

References

[ 1 ] ATLAS Collaboration, Phys. Lett. B716 (2012) 1. “Observation of a new particle in the search for the Standard Model Higgs boson with the ATLAS detector at the LHC” [ 2 ] CMS Collaboration, Phys. Lett. B716 (2012) 30. “Observation of a new boson at a mass of 125 GeV with the CMS experiment at the LHC” [ 3 ] ATLAS Collaboration, ATLAS-CONF-2012-127. “Coupling properties of the new Higgslike boson observed with the ATLAS detector at the LHC” [ 4 ] CMS Collaboration, CMS-PAS-HIG-12-04. “Combination of standard model Higgs boson searches and measurements of the properties of the new boson with a mass near 125 GeV” [ 5 ] M. Holthausen, K. S. Lim and M. Lindner, JHEP 1202 (2012) 0377. “Planck scale Boundary Conditions and the Higgs Mass” F. Bezrukov, M. Y. Kalmykov, B. A. Kniehl and M. Shaposhnikov, JHEP 1210 (2012) 140. “Higgs Boson Mass and New Physics” I. Masina, arXiv:1209.0393 [hep-ph]. “The Higgs boson and Top quark masses as tests of Electroweak Vacuum Stability” S. Alekhin, A. Djouadi and S. Moch, Phys. Lett. B716 (2012) 214. “The top quark and Higgs boson masses and the stability of the electroweak vacuum” Y. Hamada, H. Kawai and K. Oda, arXiv:1210.2538 [hep-ph]. “Bare Higgs mass at Planck scale” [ 6 ] G. Degrassi, S. Di Vita, J. Elias-Miro, J. R. Espinosa, G. F. Giudice, G. Isidori and A. Strumia, JHEP 1208 (2012) 098. “Higgs mass and vacuum stability in the Standard Model at NNLO” [ 7 ] S. Iso and Y. Orikasa, arXiv:1210.2848 [hep-ph]. “TeV Scale B-L model with a flat Higgs potential at the Planck scale – in view of the hierarchy problem –” [ 8 ] K. Nishiwaki, K. -y. Oda, N. Okuda and R. Watanabe, Phys. Rev. D85 (2012) 035026;

“Heavy Higgs at Tevatron and LHC in Universal Extra Dimension Models” G. Belanger, A. Belyaev, M. Brown, M. Kakizaki and A. Pukhov, arXiv:1207.0798 [hep-ph]. “Testing Minimal Universal Extra Dimensions Using Higgs Boson Searches at the LHC” [ 9 ] M. Carena, S. Casagrande, F. Goertz, U. Haisch and M. Neubert, JHEP 1208 (2012) 156.

“Higgs Production in a Warped Extra Dimension” [ 10 ] T. Han, H. E. Logan, B. McElrath and L. -T. Wang, Phys. Lett. B563 (2003) 191; Erratumibid. 603 (2004) 257; “Loop induced decays of the little Higgs: H to gg, gamma gamma” L. Wang and J. M. Yang, Phys. Rev. D84 (2011) 075024; “The LHC di-photon Higgs signal predicted by little Higgs models” J. Reuter and M. Tonini, arXiv:1212.5930 [hep-ph]. “Can the 125 GeV Higgs be the Little Higgs?”

[ 11 ] I. Low and A. Vichi, Phys. Rev. D84 (2011) 045019; “On the production of a composite Higgs boson” A. Azatov and J. Galloway, Phys. Rev. D85 (2012) 055013; “Light Custodians and Higgs Physics in Composite Models” A. Azatov, R. Contino and J. Galloway, JHEP 1204 (2012) 127; “Model-Independent Bounds on a Light Higgs” M. Gillioz, R. Grober, C. Grojean, M. Muhlleitner and E. Salvioni, JHEP 1210 (2012) 004. “Higgs Low-Energy Theorem (and its corrections) in Composite Models” [ 12 ] J. Cao, Z. Heng, T. Liu and J. M. Yang, Phys. Lett. B703 (2011) 462; “Di-photon Higgs signal at the LHC: A Comparative study for different supersymmetric models” JHEP 1203 (2012) 086; “A SM-like Higgs near 125 GeV in low energy SUSY: a comparative study for

MSSM and NMSSM” M. Carena, S. Gori, N. R. Shah and C. E. M. Wagner, JHEP 1203 (2012) 014; “A 125 GeV SM-like Higgs in the MSSM and the γγ rate” M. Carena, S. Gori, N. R. Shah, C. E. M. Wagner and L. -T. Wang, JHEP 1207 (2012) 175; “Light Stau Phenomenology and the Higgs γγ Rate” N. D. Christensen, T. Han and S. Su, Phys. Rev. D85 (2012) 115018; “MSSM Higgs Bosons at The LHC” V. Barger, M. Ishida and W. -Y. Keung, arXiv:1207.0779 [hep-ph]. “Flavor-Tuned 125 GeV SUSY Higgs Boson at the LHC: MSSM and NATURAL SUSY TESTS” K. Hagiwara, J. S. Lee and J. Nakamura, JHEP 1210 (2012) 002; “Properties of 125 GeV Higgs boson in non-decoupling MSSM scenarios” B. Bellazzini, C. Petersson and R. Torre, Phys. Rev. D86 (2012) 033016; “Photophilic Higgs from sgoldstino mixing” R. Benbrik, M. Gomez Bock, S. Heinemeyer, O. Stal, G. Weiglein and L. Zeune, Eur. Phys. J. C72 (2012) 2171; “Confronting the MSSM and the NMSSM with the Discovery of a Signal in the two Photon Channel at the LHC” M. R. Buckley and D. Hooper, Phys. Rev. D86 (2012) 075008; “Are There Hints of Light Stops in Recent Higgs Search Results?”

H. An, T. Liu and L. -T. Wang, Phys. Rev. D86 (2012) 075030; “125 GeV Higgs Boson, Enhanced Di-photon Rate, and Gauged U(1)_{P Q}-Extended MSSM” N. Haba, K. Kaneta, Y. Mimura and R. Takahashi, arXiv:1207.5102 [hep-ph]; “Enhancement of Higgs to diphoton decay width in non-perturbative Higgs model” A. Delgado, G. Nardini and M. Quiros, arXiv:1207.6596 [hep-ph]; “Large diphoton Higgs rates from supersymmetric triplets” J. R. Espinosa, C. Grojean, V. Sanz and M. Trott, arXiv:1207.7355 [hep-ph]; “NSUSY fits” K. Schmidt-Hoberg and F. Staub, JHEP 1210 (2012) 195; “Enhanced h → γγ rate in MSSM singlet extensions” R. Sato, K. Tobioka and N. Yokozaki, Phys. Lett. B716 (2012) 441; “Enhanced Diphoton Signal of the Higgs Boson and the Muon g-2 in Gauge Mediation Models” H. Davoudiasl, H. -S. Lee and W. J. Marciano, Phys. Rev. D86 (2012) 095009; “Dark Side of Higgs Diphoton Decays and Muon g-2” T. Kitahara, JHEP 1211 (2012) 021; “Vacuum Stability Constraints on the Enhancement of the h → γγ rate in the MSSM” K.J. Bae, T.H. Jung, H.D. Kim, arXiv:1208.3748 [hep-ph]. “125 GeV Higgs as a pseudo- Goldstone boson in supersymmetry with vector-like matters” [ 13 ] S. Matsuzaki and K. Yamawaki, arXiv:1209.2017 [hep-ph]. “Holographic techni-dilaton at 125 GeV” T. Abe, R. Kitano, Y. Konishi, K. Oda, J. Sato, S. Sugiyama, arXiv:1209.4544 [hep-ph]. “Minimal Dilaton Model” [ 14 ] V. Ilisie and A. Pich, Phys. Rev. D86 (2012) 033001; “QCD exotics versus a Standard Model Higgs” K. Kumar, R. Vega-Morales and F. Yu, Phys. Rev. D86 (2012) 113002; “Effects from New Colored States and the Higgs Portal on Gluon Fusion and Higgs Decays” S. Dawson and E. Furlan, Phys. Rev. D86 (2012) 015021; “A Higgs Conundrum with Vector Fermions” M. Carena, I. Low and C. E. M. Wagner, JHEP 1208 (2012) 060; “Implications of a Modified Higgs to Diphoton Decay Width”

L. Wang and X. -F. Han, Phys. Rev. D86 (2012) 095007; “Recent Higgs boson data and Higgs triplet model with vectorlike quarks” A. Joglekar, P. Schwaller and C. E. M. Wagner, JHEP 1212 (2012) 064; “Dark Matter and Enhanced Higgs to Di-photon Rate from Vector-like Leptons” N. Arkani-Hamed, K. Blum, R. T. D’Agnolo and J. Fan, arXiv:1207.4482 [hep-ph]; “2:1 for Naturalness at the LHC?”

L. G. Almeida, E. Bertuzzo, P. A. N. Machado and R. Z. Funchal, JHEP 1211 (2012) 085; “Does H → γγ Taste like vanilla New Physics?”

B. Batell, D. McKeen and M. Pospelov, JHEP 1210 (2012) 104; “Singlet Neighbors of the Higgs Boson” J. Kearney, A. Pierce and N. Weiner, arXiv:1207.7062 [hep-ph]. “Vectorlike Fermions and Higgs Couplings” [ 15 ] P. Draper and D. McKeen, Phys. Rev. D85 (2012) 115023; “Diphotons from Tetraphotons in the Decay of a 125 GeV Higgs at the LHC” W. -F. Chang, J. N. Ng and J. M. S. Wu, Phys. Rev. D86 (2012) 033003; “Constraints on New Scalars from the LHC 125 GeV Higgs Signal” G. D. Kribs and A. Martin, Phys. Rev. D86 (2012) 095023; “Enhanced di-Higgs Production through Light Colored Scalars” I. Dorsner, S. Fajfer, A. Greljo and J. F. Kamenik, JHEP 1211 (2012) 130; “Higgs Uncovering Light Scalar Remnants of High Scale Matter Unification” [ 16 ] A. Alves, E. Ramirez Barreto, A. G. Dias, C. A. de S.Pires, F. S. Queiroz and P. S. Rodrigues da Silva, Phys. Rev. D84 (2011) 115004; “Probing 3-3-1 Models in Diphoton Higgs Boson Decay” B. Batell, S. Gori and L. -T. Wang, JHEP 1206 (2012) 172; “Exploring the Higgs Portal with 10/fb at the LHC” A. G. Akeroyd and S. Moretti, Phys. Rev. D86 (2012) 035015; “Enhancement of H to gamma gamma from doubly charged scalars in the Higgs Triplet Model” C. -W. Chiang and K. Yagyu, arXiv:1207.1065 [hep-ph]. “Higgs boson decays to γγ and Zγ in models with Higgs extensions” [ 17 ] Y. Hosotani, Phys. Lett. B126 (1983) 309; “Dynamical Mass Generation by Compact Extra Dimensions” Ann. Phys. (N.Y.) 190 (1989) 233. “Dynamics of Nonintegrable Phases and Gauge Symmetry Breaking” [ 18 ] A. T. Davies and A. McLachlan, Phys. Lett. B200 (1988) 305; “Gauge group breaking by Wilson loops” Nucl. Phys. B317 (1989) 237. “Congruency class effects in the Hosotani model” [ 19 ] H. Hatanaka, T. Inami and C.S. Lim, Mod. Phys. Lett. A13 (1998) 2601. “The gauge hierarchy problem and higher dimensional gauge theories” [ 20 ] K. Agashe, R. Contino and A. Pomarol, Nucl. Phys. B719 (2005) 165. “The Minimal Composite Higgs Model” [ 21 ] Y. Hosotani, K. Oda, T. Ohnuma and Y. Sakamura, Phys. Rev. D78 (2008) 096002;

Erratum-ibid. 79 (2009) 079902. “Dynamical Electroweak Symmetry Breaking in SO(5) × U(1) Gauge-Higgs Unification with Top and Bottom Quarks” [ 22 ] Y. Hosotani, S. Noda and N. Uekusa, Prog. Theoret. Phys. 123 (2010) 757. “The Electroweak gauge couplings in SO(5) × U(1) gauge-Higgs unification” [ 23 ] Y. Hosotani, M. Tanaka and N. Uekusa, Phys. Rev. D82 (2011) 115024. “H parity and the stable Higgs boson in the SO(5) × U(1) gauge-Higgs unification” [ 24 ] Y. Hosotani, P. Ko and M. Tanaka, Phys. Lett. B680 (2009) 179. “Stable Higgs Bosons as Cold Dark Matter”

[ 25 ] Y. Hosotani, M. Tanaka, and N. Uekusa, Phys. Rev. D84 (2011) 075014. “Collider signatures of the SO(5) × U(1) gauge-Higgs unification” [ 26 ] H. Hatanaka and Y. Hosotani, Phys. Lett. B713 (2012) 481. “SUSY breaking scales in the gauge-Higgs unification” [ 27 ] N. Haba, Y. Sakamura and T. Yamashita, JHEP 1003 (2010) 069 “Tree-level Unitarity in Gauge-Higgs Unification” [ 28 ] Y. Hosotani and Y. Sakamura, Prog. Theoret. Phys. 118 (2007) 935. “Anomalous Higgs Couplings in the SO(5) × U(1)_{B−L} Gauge-Higgs Unification in Warped Spacetime” [ 29 ] Y. Sakamura, Phys. Rev. D76 (2007) 065002. “Effective theories of gauge-Higgs unification models in warped spacetime” [ 30 ] Y. Hosotani and Y. Kobayashi, Phys. Lett. B674 (2009) 192. “Yukawa Couplings and Effective Interactions in Gauge-Higgs Unification” [ 31 ] K. Hasegawa, N. Kurahashi, C.S. Lim and K. Tanabe, arXiv:1201.5001 [hep-ph]. “Anomalous Higgs Interactions in Gauge-Higgs Unification” [ 32 ] J. R. Ellis, M. K. Gaillard and D. V. Nanopoulos, Nucl. Phys. B106 (1976) 292. “A Phenomenological Profile of the Higgs Boson” [ 33 ] M. A. Shifman, A. I. Vainshtein, M. B. Voloshin and V. I. Zakharov, Sov. J. Nucl. Phys.

30 (1979) 711. “Low-Energy Theorems for Higgs Boson Couplings to Photons” [ 34 ] J.F. Gunion, H.E. Haber, G.L. Kane and S. Dawson, “The Higgs Hunter’s Guide”, Front.

Phys. 80 (2000) 1. “The Higgs Hunter’s Guide” [ 35 ] W.J. Marciano, C. Zhang and S. Willenbrock, Phys. Rev. D85 (2012) 013002. “Higgs decay to two photons” [ 36 ] N. Maru and N. Okada, Phys. Rev. D77 (2008) 055010. “Gauge-Higgs unification at CERN LHC” [ 37 ] A. Falkowski, Phys. Rev. D77 (2008) 055018. “Pseudo-Goldstone Higgs production via gluon fusion” [ 38 ] H. M. Georgi, S. L. Glashow, M. E. Machacek and D. V. Nanopoulos, Phys. Rev. Lett. 40 (1978) 692. “Higgs Bosons from Two Gluon Annihilation in Proton Proton Collisions” [ 39 ] S. Dawson, Nucl. Phys. B359 (1991) 283. “Radiative corrections to Higgs boson production” [ 40 ] M. Spira, A. Djouadi, D. Graudenz and P. M. Zerwas, Nucl. Phys. B453 (1995) 17. “Higgs boson production at the LHC” [ 41 ] ATLAS Collaboration, ATLAS-CONF-2012-129. “Search for high-mass dilepton resonances in 6.1/fb of pp collisions at sqrt(s)= 8 TeV with the ATLAS experimen” [ 42 ] ATLAS Collaboration, arXiv:1210.6604 [hep-ex]. “A search for high-mass resonances decaying to τ^+τ^− in pp collisions at √ s = 7 TeV with the ATLAS detector” [ 43 ] CMS Collaboration, CMS-PAS-EXO-12-015. “Search for Resonances in Dilepton Mass Spectra in pp Collisions at √ s = 8 TeV” [ 44 ] CMS Collaboration, CMS-PAS-EXO-12-016. “Search for Narrow Resonances in Dilepton Mass Spectra in pp Collisions at √ s = 8 TeV” [ 45 ] CMS Collaboration, CMS-PAS-EXO-11-090. “Search for Multi-charged Heavy Stable Charged Particles”