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W e discuss how naturalness predicts the scale ofnew physics. Two conditions on the scale are

considered. The �rstisthe m ore conservative condition due to Veltm an (Acta Phys.Polon.B 12,

437 (1981)).Itrequiresthatradiativecorrectionsto theelectroweak m assscalewould bereasonably

sm all. The second is the condition due to Barbieriand G iudice (Nucl.Phys.B 306,63 (1988)),

which ism ore popularlately.Itrequiresthatphysicalm assscale would notbe oversensitive to the

values ofthe inputparam eters. W e show here thatthe above two conditions behave di�erently if

higherordercorrectionsaretaken into account.Veltm an’scondition isrobust(insensitiveto higher

ordercorrections),while Barbieri-G iudice condition changesqualitatively.W econcludethathigher

orderperturbativecorrectionstakecare ofthe�netuning problem ,and,in thisrespect,scalar�eld

is a naturalsystem . W e apply the Barbieri-G iudice condition with higher order corrections taken

into accountto the Standard M odel,and obtain new restrictionson the Higgsboson m ass.

PACS num bers:11.10.H i

Itwaspointed outin [1,2,3]thattheorieswith scalar

� elds are facing a serious problem (and the Standard

M odelisam ongthese).Itconsistsin absenceofanatural

explanation forsm allvaluesofm assesofscalarparticles.

("Sm all"herem eansm uch sm allerthan thepossiblefun-

dam entalscaleslikePlank m assora uni� cation scale.)

Theproblem appearsasfollows.Letustry to expand

the physicalm ass in a series ofbare couplings. In the

one-loop approxim ation wehave

m
2
= m

2

0 + �
2
P (�0;g): (1)

Herem 2 isthesquared m assofascalarparticle,m 2
0 isthe

corresponding barem assofthefundam entalLagrangian

ofthe m odelde� ned atthe fundam entalscale � ,which

isalsoused asacuto� in theFeynm an integrals,P (�0;g)

isa polynom ialofdim ensionlessbarescalar� eld selfcou-

pling �0 and therestofdim ensionlessbarecouplingsg of

the m odel,and we neglected the corrections depending

logarithm ically on thecuto� .(Forexam ple,in theStan-

dard M odel,P (�0;g)= 3(3g22 + g21 + 2�0 � 4y2t)=(32�
2),

whereg1,g2,and yt arethegaugecouplingsofthegauge

groupsSU (1),SU (2),and top quark Yukawa coupling,

respectively [5].) Here com esthe question:How to keep

m m uch lessthan � ? O ne obviousoption isto � ne tune

the values ofm 2
0 and P (�0;g) to m ake the two term s

in the right-hand-side of Eq. (1) cancelagainst each

other.Butthisseem snotto be a naturalway (thusthe

nam e of the problem | the naturalness problem ). An-

otherway isto ask fora m odelwhereP (�0;g)isexactly
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zero (which isthe case forsoftly broken supersym m etry

m odels[4]).M oregenerally,ifonerejectsunnatural� ne

tunings of fundam entalparam eters, introducing scalar

� eldsone should also pointouta m echanism thatkeeps

thehierarchy between m and � (thehierarchy problem ).

O n a m orepracticalnote,Eq.(1)had been used [5,6]

to obtain the scale ofnew physics. The idea is not to

consider� asa fundam entalscale,but asa scale up to

which wecan usethelow energye� ectivetheoryim plying

Eq. (1). O ne m ay restrict� requiring,forexam ple [5],

thatthe radiative correction to the m asssquared would

notexceed the barem asssquared:

jm
2
� m

2

0j< m
2

0: (2)

In what follows we callthis condition Veltm an’s condi-

tion.

Anotherpossibility isto restrictnotthe m agnitudeof

theradiativecorrection,butthesensitivity ofthe physi-

calm assto sm allchangesin the valuesofthe bare cou-

plings[6]:

�
�
�
�0

m 2

@m 2

@�0

�
�
�< q; (3)

whereq param eterizesthestrictnessofourrequirem ents

(the value q = 10 was suggested in [6]). Hereafter,we

callthiscondition the Barbieri-G iudicecondition.

Now,assum ing that the radiative correction to m ass

squared ispositive(P (�0;g)> 0)and neglecting thedif-

ference between bare and physicalcouplings,Veltm an’s

condition (2)im pliesthe following restriction on � :

�
2
<

m 2

2P (�;g)
; (4)
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where � denotesthe physicalcoupling corresponding to

the bare coupling �0. The quantitiesin the right-hand-

side ofthis inequality are m easurable. So we can sub-

stitute the m easured values,and obtain an estim ate for

the scale ofnew physics. This program was realized in

Ref.[5]fortheStandard M odel.Theoutcom eisthatthe

scale forthe new physicsisestim ated by 1.2 TeV.Sim -

ilarly,ifwe assum e Eq. (1),Barbieri-G iudice condition

(3)im plies

�
2
< q

m 2

�P 0(�;g)
; (5)

where the prim e overP denotesderivative with respect

to �.

As we see, the two conditions yield sim ilar upper

bounds for the scale ofnew physics. In fact,Veltm an’s

condition and Barbieri-G iudice condition are ratherdif-

ferent,and thesim ilarity ofthebounds(4)and (5)isdue

to the use ofthe leading orderform ula (1).

Letusconsiderwhatm ay bethein
 uenceofhigheror-

derperturbative correctionson the bounds (4)and (5).

This problem wasbrie
 y considered in Ref. [8]. Itwas

observed thathigherordercorrectionsm odify the poly-

nom ialP (�0;g)from (1)(even m aking itdependent on

� logarithm ically).Ifthiswould be the only way higher

ordercorrectionsaregetting involved,they could notin-


 uence signi� cantly the bounds(4)and (5)(atleast,at

sm allcouplings).

Unfortunately,there are im portant higher order cor-

rections overlooked in Ref. [8]: In higher orders ofthe

expansion ofthe physicalm asssquared in powersofthe

bare couplings,Eq.(1),higherpowersof� willappear,

and thelargertheorderofperturbation theory,thelarger

isthepowerof� appearing in theright-hand-sideofEq.

(1). For exam ple, in the third order in �0 there is a

diagram with two tadpolesattached to the scalarprop-

agator. It gives contribution proportionalto �30�
4=m 2

0.

Sim ilarly,in the expansion ofthe physicalcouplings in

powersofbarecouplings,in� nitely high powersof� ap-

pear,and the powerof� appearing in the expansion is

bounded only ifwe considera � nite orderofthe pertur-

bation theory in �0.

A directapproach isto study thepowersof� appear-

ing in the expansion ofphysicalparam eters in powers

ofbare couplings. Thism ay be an interesting problem ,

butthere isa shortcutallowing one to avoid it. Indeed,

forrenorm alizabletheories,dependenceofbarecouplings

on the cuto� isknown ifthey are expressed in term sof

the physicalcouplings [7]. Let us reiterate: for renor-

m alizable theory, bare m ass squared of a scalar parti-

cle expressed as a seriesin powersofphysicalcouplings

with coe� cientsofthe expansion depending on the cut-

o� ,physicalm assesand renorm alization scale growsnot

fasterthan thecuto� squared.Isthisstatem entcom pat-

iblewith theappearanceofhigherpowersofthecuto� in

the right-hand-side ofEq. (1)? Itis easy to check that

there is no contradiction. Indeed,schem atically,ifwe

taketherenorm alization scaleto beoftheorderofphys-

icalm ass,the bare m asssquared and the bare coupling

areexpressed asfollows

m
2

0 = m
2
� �

2
P (�;g); (6)

�0 = � + log(
�2

m 2
)
�(�;g)

2
; (7)

whereP (�;g)is(in the leading order)the sam epolyno-

m ialasin Eq.(1),and �(�;g)isthe leading orderofthe

beta function governing the renorm alization group evo-

lution ofcoupling �. Ifwe use the above expressionsas

equationsform 2 and �,wecan determ inetheexpansions

ofm 2 and � in powersof�0.Itiseasy to check thatboth

powerseriesinvolve arbitrary high powersofthe cuto� .

Thereason fortheappearanceofthehigh powersof� in

the expansionsisthe presence ofm 2 in the argum entof

the logarithm . (Logarithm ic term is also presentin the

form ula forbare m ass,but we dropped it,because itis

insigni� cantforfurtherreasoning.)

Ifweput�(�;g)= 0 in Eq.(7),wederivethebounds

(4) and (5) from Veltm an’s condition (2) and Barbieri-

G iudicecondition (3),respectively.Evidently,thebound

(4) is not in
 uenced by nonzero �(�;g) in any way. In

whatfollows,we see how the factthat�(�;g)6= 0 in
 u-

encesthe bound (5).

W e need to com pute the derivative@m 2=@�0 involved

in Barbieri-G iudice condition (3). M ore generally, we

need to com pute the entriesofthe m atrix

A =

 
@�

@�0

@�

@m 2

0

@m
2

@�0

@m
2

@m 2

0

!

: (8)

Theinverseofthe desired A can becom puted with Eqs.

(6)and (7):

A
�1

� B =

 
@�0
@�

@�0
@m 2

@m
2

0

@�

@m
2

0

@m 2

!

(9)

=

�

1+ log(�
2

m 2 )
�
0
(�;g)

2
�

�(�;g)

2m 2

� �2P 0(�;g) 1

�

;(10)

where prim es over � and P denote the derivative with

respectto �.Thus,the desired A is

A =
1

det(B )

 

1
�(�;g)

2m 2

�2P 0(�;g) 1+ log(�
2

m 2 )
�
0
(�;g)

2

!

; (11)

where

det(B )= �
�2

m 2
P
0
(�;g)

�(�;g)

2
+ log(

�2

m 2
)
�0(�;g)

2
+ 1:

(12)

Now weseewhyitisim portanttokeep nonzero�(�;g)in

the consideration: Neglecting �(�;g) rem oves the m ost

im portant � rst two term s in the right-hand-side ofthis

expression.Asa consequence,neglecting �(�;g)leadsto

a qualitative m istake in the estim ate ofthe behaviorof

the m atrix ofderivativesA in the lim itoflarge� .
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Finally,in the lim itofin� nite � ,wehave:

A =

 

0 0

� 2m
2

�(�;g)
0

!

: (13)

Let us com m ent on Eq. (13). As we see, physical

param eters| theobservablem assand coupling| arenot

oversensitivetothevaluesofthebareparam etersde� ned

ata large(e.g.,fundam ental)scale� .Theleading order

relation,Eq. (1),ism isleading in thisrespect. In other

words: Derivative ofobservable m ass in bare coupling

has a � nite lim it expressible in term s ofobservable pa-

ram eterswhen thecuto� isrem oved.(Thisistheworst

sensitivity we have: the physicalcoupling exhibits uni-

versality,i.e.,itbecom esindependentofbareparam eters

atin� nitecuto� ;thephysicalm assbecom esindependent

ofthebarem assatin� nitecuto� .) W econcludethatthe

� ne tuning problem is the problem ofthe leading order

perturbativeapproxim ation,Eq.(1).

Now we can derive from the Barbieri-G iudice condi-

tion(3)the inequality

�
�

2�

�(�;g)

�
�< q; (14)

whereweneglected the di� erencebetween � and �0.

Letusspecializeinequality(14)tothecaseoftheStan-

dard M odel.TheStandard M odelone-loop beta-function

governing theevolution ofthescalarselfcoupling � is[9]

�(�;g) =
6

8�2
(�

2
� �[

1

4
g
2

1 +
3

4
g
2

2 � g
2

t]

+
1

16
g
4

1 +
1

8
g
2

1g
2

2 +
3

16
g
4

2 � y
4

t); (15)

whereg1 and g2 aregaugecouplingsofSU (1)and SU (2)

respectively,yt = m t=v (m t isthem assofthetop quark,

and v isthevacuum expectation ofthescalar� eld).The

couplingsinvolved in theexpression forthebeta function

can be expressed via ratiosofthe m assesand the scalar

� eld vacuum expectation value v. In this way,for the

Standard M odel,Barbieri-G iudice condition (3) im plies

the following inequality:

4m 2
H v

2

jp(m H ;m Z ;m W ;m t)j
<

3q

4�2
; (16)

wherep(m H ;m Z ;m W ;m t)isthefollowingpolynom ialof

the Higgs,Z,W and top quark m asses:

p(m H ;m Z ;m W ;m t) = m
4

H + m
2

H (2m
2

t � m
2

Z � 2m
2

W )

� 4m
4

t + m
4

Z + 2m
4

W : (17)

Thus, Barbieri-G iudice condition (3) im plies a restric-

tion on the Higgsboson m ass. Using known values,we

see that inequality (16) forbids m oderate values ofthe

Higgs boson m ass. For exam ple, if we take q = 10,

we obtain thatthe band ofvaluesofm H approxim ately

from 96 G eV to 540 G eV is forbidden. (The value for

theupperboundary oftheforbidden band ishardly reli-

able,becauseitcorrespondstostronglyinteractingHiggs

bosons.) Ifwe relax the Barbieri-G iudice condition and

take q = 15 (20),the forbidden band shrinks: itranges

from 113 (126)G eV to 438 (380)G eV.

Let us sum m arize our � ndings. Taking into account

higher order perturbative corrections does not change

the basic fact: radiative corrections to the electroweak

scale are growing fast with cuto� . At 1.2 TeV the cor-

rection to theinterm ediatebosonsm asssquared isabout

a halfofthe totalm asssquared. Isitnew physicsthat

halfofthe observablem assscale isdue to radiativecor-

rections is a m atter ofconvention. W e consider such a

situation as deserving the title ofnew physics. To say

the least,perturbation theory looksjeopardized in such

circum stances. Beyond perturbation theory,we stilldo

not know any m echanism that would provide for sm all

m assesofthe scalarparticles.

O n the otherhand,ifsom e unknown m echanism pro-

videsforsm allm assofscalarparticles,perturbation the-

ory isquiteableto explain relativestability ofthescalar

m assagainstsm allvariationsin fundam entalparam eters.

W edem onstrated thatthereisno � netuning problem in

thetheoryofquantum scalar� eld,and derived inequality

(16)in the Standard M odelrestricting the Higgsboson

m ass.Phenom enologicalconsequencesofthisrestriction

willbe studied elsewhere.
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