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W e explore non-standard Higgs phenom enology in the G augephobic Higgs m odelin which the

Higgs can be lighter than the usually quoted current experim entalbound. The Higgs propagates

in the bulk ofa 5D space-tim e and Electroweak Sym m etry Breaking occurs by a com bination of

boundary conditionsin the extra dim ension and an elem entary Higgs. The Higgs can thushave a

signi�cantly suppressed coupling to the other Standard M odel�elds. A large enough suppression

can be found to escape alllim its and allow for a Higgs ofany m ass,which would be associated

with the discovery ofW
0
and Z

0
K aluza-K lein resonances atthe LHC.The Higgscan be precisely

discovered at B-factories while the LHC would be insensitive to it due to high backgrounds. In

thisletterwe study the Higgsdiscovery m ode in �(3S),�(2S),and �(1S)decays,and the m odel

param eterspace thatwillbe probed by BaBar,Belle,and CLEO data. In the absence ofan early

discovery ofa heavy Higgsatthe LHC,A Super-B factory would be an excellentoption to further

probe thisregion.

IN T R O D U C T IO N

If electroweak sym m 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-

tionsrequiresa severe �ne-tuning. The econom y ofthe

Higgsm echanism thus com esatthe costofm aking the

SM unnatural.Technicolorm odels[1]aim to am eliorate

this instability by considering the Higgsas a com posite

state;however,these sim plest m odels are ruled out by

their large oblique corrections [2]. A new approach to

a com posite Higgs is provided by the AdS/CFT corre-

spondence [3],in particular as represented by Randall-

Sundrum (RS1)-typesetups[4].Typically theHiggshas

been con�ned to a particular brane in the 5D picture,

thus corresponding to a 4D state ofin�nite scaling di-

m ension [5].This,however,ism ore than isnecessary to

avoid issuesofextrem e �ne-tuning.Even ifthe Higgsis

localized som ewhereneartheIR braneofRS1,thecorre-

sponding 4D stateisinterpreted asa com positeand can

be lightwith tuning atonly the percentlevel.Thispar-

ticularrelaxation ofthe usualassum ptionsisthe salient

feature ofthe G augephobic Higgsm odel[6]we consider

below (see also [7]for othertreatm entsofa 5D Higgs).

The crucialaspectofthism odelthatwe exploitisthat

the Higgscan be m ade light(e.g. m H < 10 G eV)while

sim ultaneously suppressing itscouplingsto ferm ionsand

weak gaugebosons,such thatcurrentexperim entalcon-

straintsareevaded.

T H E G A U G EP H O B IC H IG G S M O D EL

The G augephobic m odelis described in [6]; here we

review only the featuresim portantforHiggsproduction

atB-factories. Asin RS1,we have a slice ofAdS5 with

conform ally
atm etric(takingztodenotethecoordinate

ofthe extra spatialdim ension):

ds
2 =

�
R

z

� 2

(��� dx
�
dx

�
� dz

2): (1)

R correspondsto the position ofthe UV brane and sets

the curvature scale ofthe extra dim ension. The second

boundary isatz = R 0with R 0� R generatingtheweak-

Planck hierarchy due to the warp factor.R isa free pa-

ram eter,whileR 0issetby them assesoftheweak gauge

bosons.Thebulk gaugegroup SU (2)L � SU (2)R � U (1)X
is broken to U (1)E M by boundary conditions and a bi-

fundam entalHiggswith zero X charge.W ith the Higgs

taken to be a bulk �eld,wechoosethe threeparam eters

�;m H ;V to describe it. In our analysis we param eter-

ize the e�ectofthe Higgsbulk m ass� by � �
p

4+ �2.

ConventionalRS1 isdescribed by the lim it� ! 1 .

Thepro�leofthe vacuum expectation value(VEV)is

controlled by UV braneboundary conditionsto be

v(z)=

s

2(1+ �)logR 0=R

1� (R=R0)2(1+ �)

gV

g5

R 0

R

�
z

R 0

�2+ �

; (2)

where g is the SM SU (2)gauge coupling,and g5 is the

5-dim ensionalSU (2)L =R gauge coupling. The norm al-

ization V ofthe VEV ischosen such thatthe SM isre-

covered as one takes V ! 246 G eV:in this lim it the

gaugeboson pro�lesare 
at,with allm asscom ing from

direct overlap with the Higgs. Conversely,in the lim it

V ! 1 the pro�lesofthe gauge bosonsare pushed to-

wardstheUV (away from theIR-localized VEV)so that

theirm asscom esentirely from m om entum in the�fth di-

m ension. Thiscorrespondsto the Higgslesslim it[8]: in

thiscasetheK aluza-K lein (K K )scaleislowered,so that

the appearance ofthe weakly-coupled K K states ful�ll
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Param eter Range

m h [G eV] [0, 10]

� [2, 10]

V [G eV] [250, 1500]

cL (b) [0, 0.5]

cR (b) [-0.79, -0.7]

TABLE I:Range of the scanned param eter space with the

AdS scale set by R
� 1

= 10
8
G eV.The range of � is cho-

sen to localize the Higgs VEV towards the IR brane,while

the range ofV is chosen to interpolate between the SM and

\alm ost Higgsless" lim its. The bulk m ass for the left- and

right-handed bottom quark are constrained by the required

precision oftheircoupling to the Z.

theHiggsboson’sadditionalroleofrestoringunitarity in

W W -scattering.

The otheringredientthatestablishesthe pro�le(2)is

the Higgs quartic coupling �,which is con�ned to the

IR brane to ensure thatelectroweak sym m etry breaking

takesplace there.W e tradethisparam eterforthe m ass

m H ofthe physicalHiggsm ode via the e�ective poten-

tial’sm inim ization condition,in the sam e way asin the

SM .Thecouplingsbetween theHiggsand otherstatesis

provided by theoverlap ofthecorresponding5D pro�les,

so �eld localization governsinteraction strength.

The lightferm ionsin the m odelare arranged in dou-

blets ofthe bulk gauge group. The 5D ferm ions m ust

be vector-like due to the nature ofthe 5D realization of

the Dirac algebra,so that bulk m ass term s are allowed

for them and willdictate their localization. They each

have dim ensionless bulk m asses cL and cR for the left-

and right-handed pieces as wellas a UV kinetic term

to splitthe m asseswithin a given m ultiplet. The inclu-

sion ofthe third quark generation requires m ore care,

however,sincetheheavy top quark requiresa largeover-

lap with the HiggsVEV.W ith the top and bottom ar-

ranged together in doublets,this would lead to an un-

acceptable deviation in the ZbL�bL coupling. W e choose

to solve this problem as in [9]where non-universalcor-

rections to the Z-couplings are avoided by representing

theleft-handed bottom quark in a bi-doubletofthebulk

SU (2)L � SU (2)R . The total�eld content ofthe third

generation thuscontainsthe new �eldsT and X ,where

the quantum num bers ofthe T allow it to m ix with t.

Thenew exoticquark X haselectriccharge5/3 so won’t

m ix with theother�elds.ThelowestlyingX stateenters

atm X � 1 TeV.

PA R A M ET ER SPA C E A N D C O N ST R A IN T S

The G augephobic m odelis described by the �ve pa-

ram etersshown in TableI,with therangesweconsidered.

In Fig.1 wescan overtheparam eterspaceim posing the
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FIG .1: �2 vs. V . As V ! 246 G eV from above the SM is

approached,i.e. gH Z Z ! g
SM

H Z Z while as V is increased the

gauge bosonsdecouple from the Higgs.

constraintsin thissection.W e �nd thatallofthe Higgs

couplingsaresuppressed in thism odel.

LEP searchedfortheHiggsin theHiggsstrahlungm ode

in which itis radiated o� a Z boson through the H ZZ

coupling. By decoupling the Higgs from the Z, LEP

would have a su�ciently sm allrate that it could not

discover the Higgs [10]. W e apply the decay m ode in-

dependent bound on the Higgsstrahlung cross section.

Thislim itvariesby a factoroftwo asa function ofm ass;

we apply �2
H Z Z

< 2:1� 10�2 which isthe upper bound

for the lim it in the range 2m � < m H < m � (3S),where

wede�nethesuppression relativeto theSM ofZ bosons

and bottom quarksas

�
2

H Z Z
�
�

gH Z Z =g
SM

H Z Z

�2
; �

2

bbH
�
�

yb=y
SM

b

�2
; (3)

with gH Z Z denoting the H ! ZZ coupling and yb the

bottom Yukawa.Thesesuppression factorsareshown in

Fig.1 and are uncorrelated with the Higgs m ass. The

LEP constraintdependsonly on the H ZZ coupling and

isindependentofotherm odi�cationswhich wouldchange

the Higgsdecays.

W ith the Higgsdecoupled from the Z,the nextm ost

relevant constraints com e from radiating the Higgs o�

b quarks. For 2m � < m H < 2m �,the SM Higgs was

�rstruled outby ARG US [11]in the channelsB ! K H

and B ! K �H with the assum ption thatm t = 50 G eV.

Howevertodayweknow from CDF and D0[12]thatm t =

172 G eV,which strongly enhancesthisbranching ratio.

Fora SM Higgsin thism assrange,thesechannelswould

be dom inant[13]because ofan m 4
t
enhancem entin the

rate:

�(b! H s)

�(b! ce�e)
= (4)

27
p
2

64�2
G F m

2

b

�

1�
m

2

H

m
2

b

�2

f(m c=m b)

�
�
�
�
�

V
y

st
Vtb

Vcb

�
�
�
�
�

2 �
m t

m b

� 4

;
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where f(m c=m b)� 0:5 isthe dim ensionlessphase space

factorforb ! ce�e. W e use thisstandard resultto ap-

proxim ate the rate even in this m odel. New contribu-

tions com ing from K K quarks willcontain suppression

notonly from the top Yukawa couplings,but also from

both gaugecouplingsappearingin thediagram :theover-

allsuppression from these three couplings m akes their

contribution substantially sm aller than Eq.4. The ex-

otic X quark doesnotcontribute to this process. Thus

to avoid regionsthatare tightly constrained to have an

extrem ely weak Higgs coupling,we prefer m H > 2m �.

However,as can be seen in Fig.1,the couplings ofthe

Higgsbecom earbitrarilysm allasV ! 1 ,sothatalarge

enough VEV could provide an adequate suppression in

the top Yukawa coupling to explain the observed rate.

W ith the m easured value [12]ofB ! s�+ �� and as-

sum ing B R(H ! �+ �� )= 5% ,the G augephobic Higgs

with m H < 2m � isallowed when V > 3:1 TeV.Atthis

pointwehavea suppression ofthe top Yukawa coupling

�2
ttH

� 10�5 while �2
bbH

� 10�4 .

Form H > 2m � the m ostpro�table m ode to search is

in �(nS)! 
H [14]where n = 1;2;3,which we discuss

in detailin the nextsection.O ncethe H ZZ constraints

are taken into account,the G augephobic Higgsalso has

suppressed couplingsto bquarksand therefore�’s.This

m ode was not as vigorously pursued as Higgsstrahlung

and B m eson decaysbecausethereissu�cienttheoretical

uncertaintyin thepredictionsforthism ode.Eveninclud-

ing these uncertainties,this m ode only barely reached

the expected SM level.ThereforeLEP data wasused to

rule out the SM Higgs in the m B � mK < m H < M �

region instead. Searches were perform ed by the CLEO

collaboration using�(1S)decaystom ono-energeticpho-

tons[15].They lim it

B R(�(1S)! 
H )< 0:4% ; 8:4G eV < M H < 9:4G eV:

The CUSB Collaboration m easured the entire photon

spectrum from Upsilon decays [16]. They rule out ear-

lier claim s from M ark III [17]and CrystalBall[18]of

evidence for Higgs resonances at 2.2 G eV and 8.3 G eV

respectively. This lim it just barely reaches the SM ex-

pectation B R(� ! 
H ) � 2 � 10�4 for M H ! 0 and

worsens to lim it B R(� ! 
H ) < 1:5 � 10�3 as M H

increases.

Finally the ARG US collaboration searched for a

m onochrom aticphoton line [19]in the ranges

B R(�(1S)! 
H )< 0:1% ; 2:1G eV < m H < 8:9G eV

B R(�(2S)! 
H )< 0:5% ; 3:2G eV < m H < 9:5G eV

wherethelim itsquoted areatthelowestm H and worsen

slightly forhigherm H .

Additionally,thereisan im portantindirectconstraint

from the coupling ofthe Z to b quarks,gZ bb: for left-

handed b’sthisisconstrained to bewithin � 0.25% ofits

SM value [9]while for the right-handed �elds the con-

straintisrelaxed to � 30% [20].Thisaccuracy ispossible

only with the third generation incorporated in the rep-

resentations described above,and even then provides a

stringentcondition on the bulk m assesofthose�elds.

W e pointoutthata com plete analysisofelectroweak

precision param etersislacking forthism odel. However

it has been shown that in the Higgslesslim it,the large

contributionsto the S-param etertypicalofTechnicolor

m odels can in fact be cancelled in a holographic m odel

by an appropriate \de-localization" (i.e. tuning ofthe

bulk m asses)ofthe bulk ferm ions[21].The e�ectofde-

localization on our results is sm all: we have con�rm ed

num erically that adding restrictions to the localization

ofthe light ferm ions does not qualitatively change our

results.

A LIG H T H IG G S IN � D EC A Y S

Atlow m asses,theG augephobicHiggsisproduced by

radiation from theheaviestferm ion available.Data with

heavy ferm ionscom esdom inantly from producing � and

J=	 resonances. BaBar has collected 30.2 fb �1 on the

�(3S)and 14.45 fb �1 on the�(2S),com plem enting the

3 fb�1 collected by Belle,and olderresultsfrom CLEO .

The Higgs is radiated from vector resonances V !


H [14].The photon ism onochrom aticwith an energy

E 
 =
M 2

V
� M 2

H

2M V

(5)

becausetheHiggsisextrem ely narrow (�H < 1M eV)for

thesem asses.Therelativerateassum ing a Coulom b-like

potentialforthe b�bstate is[14]

�(�! H 
)

�(�! ��)
=

G F m 2

bp
2��

�

1�
m 2

h

m 2
�

�

�
2

H bb
�; (6)

B R(�! H 
) ’ 1� 10�4
�

1�
m 2

H

m 2
�

�

�
2

H bb
�; (7)

where�H bb isthesuppression relativetotheSM .Thefac-

tor� includesany next-to-leadingordercorrections,m ost

notably theleading one-loop Q CD correction [22,23,24]

and relativistic correction [25]. Allofthese corrections

reducethebranching ratio to Higgsovertheentirem ass

range,but there is considerable uncertainty as to how

to com bine the various contributions. See [26]for fur-

ther discussion. Since these two correctionsare com ing

respectively from hard and softgluon e�ects,we sim ply

com binethetwo to �nd theapproxim atebranching frac-

tion for�(3S)! H 
 shown in Fig. 2.The relativeuni-

form ity ofthisplotre
ectsthefactthatthesuppression

ofthe bottom Yukawa coupling has little direct depen-

dence on the m assofthe physicalHiggs.Num ericaldif-

ferencesbetween thisrateforthe 3S stateand the sam e

rateforthelightern = 1;2resonancescan bedeterm ined
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FIG .2:Branching ratio ofthe�(3S)to a photon and Higgs,

asa function ofHiggsm ass.

from the di�erence in the partialwidth �(� ! ��) of

each.

Unfortunately the �(4S)data isalm ostuselessin the

W ilczek m ode because its width is so m uch larger. For

the �(4S)data to be com petitive with �(3S)data,one

needs approxim ately �� (4S)=�� (3S) ’ 1000 tim es m ore

data becausethe�(4S)isabovethreshold fordecay into

a pair ofB m esons and consequently has a very large

width.However,onecan pro�tably search fora Higgsin

B m eson decaysusing �(4S)decays,albeitwith reduced

kinem atic reach m H < 4:8 G eV.

C O N C LU SIO N S

A light Higgs boson is experim entally excluded only

when its couplings to other SM �elds are su�ciently

large.Therestillexistsa classofviablem odelsin which

these couplingsare suppressed in an \alm ostHiggsless"

scenario,allowing for the potentialdiscovery ofa light

Higgs at B-Factories. This discovery would be associ-

ated with the discovery at the LHC of heavy Z 0 and

W 0 K aluza-K lein resonances and no Higgs. W e show

the range ofviable param eterswithin the G augephobic

Higgsm odel.Fora Higgslighterthan 10 G eV,the rele-

vantsignalwould bean excessofm onochrom aticphotons

in �(nS)data,associated with a pairofheavy ferm ions

such ascharm ortau.A Higgslighterthan theB m eson

ism uch m oretightly constrained to be nearly Higgsless,

and can be discovered in B ! K H using �(4S)data.
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