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W e explore non-standard H iggs phenom enology in the G augephobic H iggs m odel in which the
H iggs can be lighter than the usually quoted current experin ental bound. T he H iggs propagates
in the buk of a 5D space-tin e and E lectroweak Symm etry Breaking occurs by a com bination of
boundary conditions in the extra din ension and an elem entary H iggs. T he H iggs can thus have a
signi cantly suppressed coupling to the other Standard M odel elds. A large enough suppression
can be found to escape all Iim its and allow for a H iggs of any m ass, which would be associated
w ith the discovery of W ®and 7° K aluzaX lein resonances at the LEC . The H Iggs can be precisly
discovered at B-factories while the LHC would be insensitive to it due to high backgrounds. In

this letter we study the H iggs discovery m ode in

(3s),

(2S),and (1S) decays, and the m odel

param eter space that will be probed by BaBar, Belle, and CLEO data. In the absence of an early
discovery of a heavy H iggs at the LHC , A SuperB factory would be an excellent option to further

probe this region.

INTRODUCTION

If electroweak symm etry breaking in the Standard
M odel (SM ) arises solely from the presence of a fun—
dam ental scalar, the scale of the electroweak Interac—
tions requires a severe ne-tuning. T he econom y of the
H iggs m echanisn thus com es at the cost of m aking the
SM unnatural. Technicolor m odels El} aim to am eliorate
this Instability by considering the H iggs as a com posite
state; however, these sin plest m odels are ruled out by
their large oblique corrections E]. A new approach to
a com posite H iggs is provided by the AdS/CFT corre-
spondence B], iIn particular as represented by R andall-
Sundrum (R S1)-type setups B ]. Typically the H iggs has
been con ned to a particular brane in the 5D picture,
thus corresponding to a 4D state of in nite scaling di-
mension [S]. This, however, ism ore than is necessary to
avold issues of extrem e ne-tuning. Even if the H iggs is
Jocalized som ew here near the IR brane ofR S1, the corre—
sponding 4D state is interpreted as a com posite and can
be lIight w ith tuning at only the percent level. T his par-
ticular relaxation of the usualassum ptions is the salient
feature of the G augephobic H iggs m odel @ ]we consider
below (see also a] for other treatm ents of a 5D H iggs).
T he crucial aspect of this m odel that we exploit is that
the H iggs can be m ade light (eg. my < 10 G&V ) while
sim ultaneously suppressing its couplings to ferm ions and
weak gauge bosons, such that current experin ental con—
straints are evaded.

THE GAUGEPHOBIC HIGGS M ODEL

T he G augephobic m odel is described in @]; here we
review only the features in portant for H iggs production
at B-factories. As in RS1, we have a slice of AdSs w ith

conform ally atm etric (taking z to denote the coordinate
of the extra spatialdin ension):

2

R
ds?= =
V4

dx dx  d#): 1)

R corresponds to the position of the UV brane and sets
the curvature scale of the extra din ension. T he second
boundary isatz= R°withR? R generating the weak-
P lanck hierarchy due to the warp factor. R is a free pa-
ram eter, while R © is set by the m asses of the weak gauge
bosons. Thebuk gaugegroup SU (2),  SU (2% U (1)
is broken to U (1)gy by boundary conditions and a bi-
fundam ental H iggs w ith zero X charge. W ith the H iggs
taken to be a bulk eld,we choose the three param eters
;my ;V to describe it. In our analysis we payem eter—
ize the e ect of the Higgsbuk mass by 4+ 2,
ConventionalR S1 isdescribed by the Imit ! 1 .
The pro le of the vacuum expectation value (VEV ) is
controlled by UV brane boundary conditions to be

S
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where g is the SM SU (2) gauge coupling, and gs is the
5-din ensional SU (2), g gauge coupling. The nom al-
ization V of the VEV is chosen such that the SM is re—
covered as one takes V. ! 246 G&V: in this lm it the
gauge boson pro lesare at,with allm ass com ing from

direct overlap with the H iggs. Conversely, in the lim it
V ! 1 the pro ls of the gauge bosons are pushed to-
wardsthe UV (away from the IR -localized VEV ) so that
theirm ass com esentirely from m om entum in the fth di-
m ension. T his corresponds to the H iggsless lim it E I:In
this case the K aluzaXK lein (KK ) scale is lowered, so that
the appearance of the weakly-coupled KK states ful 11
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Param eter R ange
my [GeV] 0, 10]
[2, 10]
V [GeV1]|[250, 1500]
a () [0, 0.5]
x (b) 0.79, 0.7]

TABLE I:Range of the scanned param eter space w ith the
AdS scale set by R 1= 10° Gev.The range of is cho-
sen to localize the Higgs VEV towards the IR brane, while
the range of V is chosen to interpolate between the SM and
\alm ost H iggsless" lim its. The buk m ass for the left— and
right-handed bottom quark are constrained by the required
precision of their coupling to the Z .

the H iggs boson ’s add itionalrole of restoring unitarity in
W W -scattering.

T he other ingredient that establishes the pro e (@) is
the H Iggs quartic coupling , which is con ned to the
IR brane to ensure that electrow eak symm etry breaking
takes place there. W e trade this param eter for the m ass
my of the physical H ggs m ode via the e ective poten—
tial’s m inin ization condition, in the sam e way as in the
SM . T he couplings betw een the H iggs and other states is
provided by the overlap of the corresponding 5D pro ks,
0 eld localization govems interaction strength.

T he light ferm ions in the m odel are arranged in dou-—
blets of the buk gauge group. The 5D ferm ions must
be vector-like due to the nature of the 5D realization of
the D irac algebra, so that bulk m ass tem s are allowed
for them and will dictate their localization. They each
have din ensionless bulk m asses ¢, and ¢ for the left—
and right-handed pieces as well as a UV kinetic tem
to split the m asses w ithin a given m ultiplet. The nclu—
sion of the third quark generation requires m ore care,
how ever, since the heavy top quark requires a large over—
lap with the Higgs VEV . W ith the top and bottom ar-
ranged together in doublets, this would lead to an un-
acceptable deviation In the ZIp by, coupling. W e choose
to solve this problem as in E] w here non-universal cor-
rections to the Z -couplings are avoided by representing
the left-handed bottom quark in a bidoublet of the bulk
SU (2), SU (2% . The total eld content of the third
generation thus contains the new elds T and X ,where
the quantum num bers of the T allow it to m ix with t.
The new exotic quark X has electric charge 5/3 so won't
m ix w ith the other elds. The lowest Iying X state enters
atm y 1Tev.

PARAM ETER SPACE AND CONSTRAINTS

T he G augephobic m odel is described by the ve pa—
ram eters show n in Tablkld, w ith the rangesw e considered .
In Fig.[lwe scan over the param eter space in posing the
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FIG.1: “vs.V.AsV ! 246 GeV from above the SM is
approached, ie. guzz ! Gyy, while asV is increased the
gauge bosons decouple from the H iggs.

constraints In this section. W e nd that all of the H ggs
couplings are suppressed in thism odel.

LEP searched fortheH iggs in the H Iggsstrahlungm ode
in which it is radiated 0 a Z boson through the H Z Z
coupling. By decoupling the Higgs from the Z , LEP
would have a su clently small rate that it could not
discover the H iggs @}. W e apply the decay m ode in—
dependent bound on the H iggsstrahling cross section.
T his Iim it varies by a factor of two as a function ofm ass;
weapply 2,, < 21 107 which is the upper bound
for the lin it in the range 2m < my < m (35), where
we de ne the suppression relative to the SM of Z bosons
and bottom quarks as

2 2

2
_~SM .
Gnzz=9gzz 7 bbH

: e PR )]

HZ7%
with gy zz denoting the H ! ZZ coupling and vy, the
bottom Yukawa. T hese suppression factors are shown in
Fig.[ and are uncorrelated with the Higgs mass. The
LEP constraint depends only on the H Z Z coupling and
is independent ofotherm odi cationsw hich would change
the H Iggs decays.

W ith the H iggs decoupled from the Z , the next m ost
relevant constraints com e from radiating the H iggs o
b quarks. For 2m < my < 2m , the SM Higgs was

rst ruled outby ARGUS ] in the channelsB ! K H
and B ! K H with the assum ption thatm = 50 G&V .
Howevertoday we know from CDF and DO h’hatm L=
172 G eV , which strongly enhances this branching ratio.
Fora SM H iggs in thism ass range, these channelswould
be dom Inant E] because of an m ﬁ enhancem ent In the
rate:
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where £ (m .=m ) 0:5 is the din ensionless phase space
factor orb ! o .. W e use this standard result to ap-
proxin ate the rate even in this model. New contribu-—
tions com ing from KK quarks will contain suppression
not only from the top Yukawa couplings, but also from
both gauge couplings appearing in the diagram : the over—
all suppression from these three couplings m akes their
contrbution substantially sm aller than Eq.[d. The ex—
otic X quark does not contribute to this process. T hus
to avoid regions that are tightly constrained to have an
extrem ely weak H iggs coupling, we prefermy > 2m
However, as can be seen in Fig.[, the couplings of the
H iggsbecom e arbitrarily an allasV ! 1 ,sothata large
enough VEV could provide an adequate suppression in
the top Yukawa coupling to explain the observed rate.
W ith the m easured value JofB ! s * and as—
sumng BR@EH ! ) = 5% , the G augephobic H iggs
withmy < 2m isallowed when V > 31 TeV .At this
point we have a suppression of the top Yukawa coupling
Zn  10° while 3,  10%.

Formy > 2m themostpro tablem ode to search is
n (ns)! H []wheren: 1;2;3,which we discuss
in detail in the next section. Once the H Z Z constraints
are taken into account, the G augephobic H iggs also has
suppressed couplings to b quarks and therefore ’s. This
m ode was not as vigorously pursued as H iggsstrahlung
and B m eson decaysbecause there issu cient theoretical
uncertainty in the predictions for thism ode. Even includ—
ing these uncertainties, this m ode only barely reached
the expected SM level. T herefore LEP data was used to
rule out the SM Higgs in themp mg < myg < M
region Instead. Searches were perform ed by the CLEO
collaboration using (1S ) decays to m ono-energetic pho—
tons E]. They lin it
BR( (1S)! H)< 04% ;

The CUSB Collaboration m easured the entire photon
spectrum from U psilon decays @]. They rule out ear—
Jer clain s from M ark IIT ] and CrystalBall ] of
evidence for H iggs resonances at 22 G&V and 8.3 G&V
respectively. This Im it jist barely reaches the SM ex-

pectation BR( ! H) 2 10% orMy ! 0 and
worsens to limit BR ( ! H)< 15 10° asMy
increases.

Finally the ARGUS collhboration searched for a
m onochrom atic photon line ] in the ranges

BR( (1S)! H)< 01% ; 21GeV < m y < 89Ge&V
BR( (25)! H)< 05%; 32GeV <m y < 95Ge&V

w here the lin its quoted are at the lowestm g and w orsen
slightly for highermy .

Additionally, there is an in portant indirect constraint
from the coupling of the Z to b quarks, gz p: for left—
handed b’s this is constrained to be within  025% ofits

8AG &V < M y < 94G eV :

SM  value E] while for the right-handed elds the con—
straint isrelaxed to  30% @ ]. Thisaccuracy is possible
only with the third generation incorporated in the rep-
resentations described above, and even then provides a
stringent condition on the buk m asses of those elds.

W e point out that a com plete analysis of electrow eak
precision param eters is lacking for this m odel. H ow ever
it has been shown that in the H iggsless 1im it, the large
contributions to the S-param eter typical of Technicolor
m odels can in fact be cancelled in a holographic m odel
by an appropriate \de-localization" (ie. tuning of the
bulk m asses) of the bulk ferm ions E‘ ]. The e ect ofde—
localization on our results is an all: we have con mm ed
num erically that adding restrictions to the localization
of the Iight fermn ions does not qualitatively change our
results.

A LIGHT HIGG S IN DECAYS

At low m asses, the G augephobic H iggs is produced by
radiation from the heaviest ferm ion available. D ata w ith
heavy ferm ions com esdom inantly from producing and
J= resonances. BaBar has collected 302 o ! on the

(3s)and 1445 b ' on the (2S), com plem enting the
3 ' collected by Belle, and oder results from CLEO .
The Higgs is radiated from wvector resonances V !

H E ]. The photon ism onochrom atic w ith an energy

2 2
E = u (5)
My
because the H iggs is extrem ely narrow ( y < 1M &V) for
thesem asses. T he relative rate assum ing a C oulom b-lke
potential for the kb state is [14]

(! ") — GpF mk27 1 ﬁ 2 . (6)
( 1 ) E m2 Hbb 7
m2
BR( !H )’ 1 10* 1 mg S 7 (D)

where y 1, isthe suppression relative to the SM . T he fac—
tor includesany next+to-leading order corrections,m ost
notably the leading one-Joop Q CD correction ,,]
and relativistic correction ]. A 11 of these corrections
reduce the branching ratio to H iggs over the entire m ass
range, but there is considerable uncertainty as to how

to com bine the various contributions. See ] for fur-
ther discussion. Since these two corrections are com ing
respectively from hard and soft gluon e ects, we sin ply

com bine the two to nd the approxin ate branching frac—
tion or (3S)! H shown in Fig. [d. The relative uni-
form ity of this plot re ects the fact that the suppression

of the bottom Yukawa coupling has little direct depen—
dence on the m ass of the physicalH iggs. Num erical dif-
ferences betw een this rate for the 35 state and the sam e
rate for the lightern = 1;2 resonances can be determ ined
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FIG .2: Branching ratio of the
as a function of H iggsm ass.

(3S) to a photon and H iggs,

from the di erence in the partialwidth ( ! ) of
each.

Unfortunately the (4S) data is aln ost useless In the
W ilczek m ode because its w dth is so much larger. For
the (4S) data to be com petitive with (3S) data, one
needs approxin ately (as)= (3s) ' 1000 tim es m ore
data because the (4S) isabove threshold for decay into
a pair of B mesons and consequently has a very large
width. However, one can pro tably search for a H iggs in
B m eson decaysusing (4S ) decays, abeit w ith reduced
kinem aticreachmy < 48Ge&V.

CONCLUSION S

A light H iggs boson is experim entally excluded only
when its couplings to other SM elds are su clently
large. T here still exists a class of viable m odels in which
these couplings are suppressed in an \aln ost H iggsless"
scenario, allow ing for the potential discovery of a light
H iggs at BFactories. This discovery would be associ-
ated with the discovery at the LHC of heavy Z° and
W % KalizaX lein resonances and no Higgs. W e show
the range of viable param eters w ithin the G augephobic
H iggsm odel. For a H iggs lighter than 10 G &V, the rele-
vant signalw ould be an excess ofm onochrom atic photons
In (nS)data, associated w ith a pair of heavy ferm ions
such as cham or tau. A H iggs lighter than the B m eson
ismuch m ore tightly constrained to be nearly H iggsless,
and can bediscovered in B ! K H using (4S)data.
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