arXiv:0705.4672v6 [hep-ph] 13 Jan 2008

Higgs Particle Mass in Cosmology

A.B. Arbuzov, L.A. Glinka, and V.N. Pervushin Joint Institute for Nuclear Research, 141980 Dubna, Russia (Dated: January 17, 2022)

A version of the Standard Model is considered, where the electroweak symmetry breaking is provided by cosmological initial data given for the zeroth Fourier harmonic of the Higgs field ⟨ϕ⟩. The initial data symmetry breaking mechanism removes the Higgs field contribution to the vacuum energy density, possible creation of monopoles, and tachion behavior at high energies, if one imposes an “inertial” condition on the Higgs potential VHiggs(⟨ϕ⟩) = 0. The requirement of zero radiative corrections to this inertial condition coincides with the limiting point of the vacuum stability in the Standard Model. The latter together with the direct experimental limit gives the prediction for the mass of the Higgs boson to be in the range 114 < m_h <∼ 134 GeV.

PACS numbers: 97.60.Bw, 11.15.-q, 12.15.-y, 12.38.Qk, 98.80.-k Keywords: Higgs effect, Inflation, Conformal Cosmology, Standard Model

INTRODUCTION

The discovery and study of the Higgs boson are of the highest priority for the modern elementary particle physics [1, 2]. The accepted description of the Higgs field is based on the classical Higgs potential.

However, there is a well know list of consequences (including the tremendous potential vacuum energy density, possible creation of monopoles, a tachion behavior at high energies, a fine tuning required to avoid the triviality and instability bounds, and so on) that are incompatible with cosmological observations [3, 4, 5, 6].

In the present paper, we suggest to overcome these problems, by considering a model, with a special condition on the Higgs potential in a single point, which provides that the Higgs field contribution to the vacuum energy density is zero. The very statement of the problem assumes that the condition should be established within Cosmology, and the zeroth harmonic of the Higgs field should have a dynamical status [7]. Introduction of a condition on the potential can be unambiguously performed if we have nontrivial initial data in the dynamical equations. For this reason we start with a derivation of cosmological equations in the framework of the Hilbert variation principle with constraints of initial data.

The paper is organized as follows. First we formulate a cosmological model separating zeroth harmonics of all scalar fields in the General Relativity (GR) and the Standard Model (SM). In Sect. 3 the zero mode initial data problem is discussed on the classical level. The SM particle contributions into the cosmological energy density are considered in Sect. 4 on the quantum level. The Higgs effect in the cosmological model is studied in Sect. 5. A discussion of results is given in Conclusion. Through out the paper we will use the units

ℏ = c = M_{Planck} √ 3 8π = 1. (1)

THE COSMOLOGICAL APPROXIMATION

Let us start with the General Relativity given by the sum of Hilbert’s action [8] and the SM one [9] supplemented by an additional scalar field Q governing the Universe evolution [10]

S_{GR} = ∫ d^4x √ −g [ − 1 6 R(g) + ∂_μϕ∂^μϕ + L_{SM}(ϕ) + ∂_μQ∂^μQ − V_U(Q) ] . (2)

The Riemannian space-time with the interval ds^2 = g_{μν} dx^μdx^ν is assumed. The Standard Model Lagrangian depends on the Higgs field ϕ in the usual way:

L_{SM}(ϕ) = −ϕ ∑ f g_f f̄f + ϕ^2 2 ∑ v g^2_v v_μv^μ − V_{Higgs}(ϕ) + L_{SM}(ϕ = 0). (3)

Here we separated terms with Higgs coupled to vector (v) and fermion (f) fields, and the potentials of scalar fields ϕ, Q.

Modern cosmological models [5, 6, 11, 12, 13, 14] are based on the so-called cosmological principle introduced by Einstein [15]. In his model, matter is evenly distributed in the Universe and the cosmological time is defined so that local characteristics of the Universe averaged over a large enough area depend only on this time [16]. Recall that, in the modern models, local scalar characteristics of the Universe evolution averaged over a large coordinate volume V_0 = ∫ d^3x (i.e. zeroth harmonics)

log a ≡ 1 6V_0 ∫ d^3x log |g^{(3)}|, ⟨ϕ⟩ ≡ 1 V_0 ∫ d^3xϕ, ⟨Q⟩ ≡ 1 V_0 ∫ d^3x Q (4)

depend only on the cosmological time dt = a(η)dη of the conformal-flat interval

ds^2 = a^2(η)[(dη)^2 − (dx^j )^2], (5)

where dη = N_0(x^0)dx^0 is the conformal time of a photon on its light cone ds^2 = 0, and N_0(x^0) = ⟨ √ −~g ~g^{00}⟩^{−1} is the global lapse function arising in the second term of action

S_{GR}[g = a^2~g, f = a^{−3/2} ~f, ϕ = ~ϕa^{−1}] ≡ S_{GR}[~g, ~f, ~ϕ] + V_0 η_0∫

η=0 dηaa^{′′}, a^′ = da/dη (6)

after the conformal transformations of fields in action (2) [17, 18]. Then the separation of the zeroth harmonics ϕ = ⟨ϕ⟩ + h/ √ 2, Q = ⟨Q⟩ + q/ √ 2 (7)

from the nonzero ones ∫ d^3x h = 0 associated with scalar particles determines a cosmological model in a flat space-time ~ds^2 = (dη)^2 − (dx^j )^2. Following [19, 20] we shall consider this conformal-flat cosmological approximation of the Hilbert action (2) in the Dirac Hamiltonian approach [21] S = ∫ dx^0 ∫ d^3x ∑ F =f,h,q,v P_{~F} ∂_0 ~F + ∫ { P_{⟨Q⟩}d⟨Q⟩+P_{⟨ϕ⟩}d⟨ϕ⟩−P_{log a}d log a+C_U[P, ~F ] N_0(x^0) 4V_0a^2 dx^0 } , (8)

where P_{~F} , P_{log a} = 2V_0aa^′, P_{⟨ϕ⟩} = 2a^2V_0⟨ϕ⟩^′, and P_{⟨Q⟩} = 2a^2V_0⟨Q⟩^′ are canonical conjugate momenta. The global lapse function N_0 is the Lagrange multiplier so that the variation of action (8) with respect to this lapse function, δS δN_0 = 0, leads to the energy constraint

C_U[P, ~F ] ≡ P^2_{log a} − E^2_U(a) = 0. (9)

The quantity

E^2_U(a) ≡ P^2_{⟨ϕ⟩} + P^2_{⟨Q⟩} + 4V^2_0 a^6 [V_{Higgs}(⟨ϕ⟩) + V_U (⟨Q⟩)] + 4V_0a^2H(a⟨ϕ⟩| ~F ), (10)

can be considered as the square of the Universe energy, because log a is treated as the Universe evolution parameter in the Wheeler-DeWitt field space of events [log a|⟨ϕ⟩, ⟨Q⟩, ~F ] [19, 20], and H(a⟨ϕ⟩| ~F ) is the Hamiltonian of the SM with masses scaled by the scale factor m = m_{F 0}a(η). Recall that in the case of the Higgs potential V_{Higgs} = λ(⟨ϕ⟩^2 − c^2_0)^2 the masses of vector (Z, W ), fermion (f), and Higgs (h) particles: M_W = ⟨ϕ⟩g_W , M_Z = ⟨ϕ⟩ √ g^2 + g^{′2}, m_f = ⟨ϕ⟩g_f , m_h = [4λ⟨ϕ⟩^2 + 2(⟨ϕ⟩^2 − c^2_0)]^{1/2} (11)

arise in the lowest order in the coupling constant. Quantity ⟨ϕ⟩ is the solution of the equations of motion following from the emerging cosmological GR&SM action (8).

INITIAL DATA AND OBSERVABLE VARIABLES IN COSMOLOGY

It is reasonable to define initial data in terms of conformal time, because the coordinate-distance — redshift relation r(z) is determined by the constraint P_{log a} = ±E_U(a) = 2V_0aa^′ and the light-cone interval ~ds^2 = dη2 − dr2 = 0, so that dr(z) = dη = ±2V_0 ada E_U(a) | | |_{a=(z+1)−1} . (12)

Therefore, we look at the initial data problem by analyzing the constraint-shell value of the action (8):

S^{(±)} | | |_{CU[P, ~F ]=0} =

a_0∫

a_I d log a ∫ d^3x ∑ ~F P_{~F} ∂_{log a} ~F + P_{⟨Q⟩}∂_{log a}⟨Q⟩ + P_{⟨ϕ⟩}∂_{log a}⟨ϕ⟩] ∓ E_U(a) , (13)

where the role of the evolution parameter is played by the logarithm of the cosmological scale factor. It is accepted [4] that the initial instance η = 0 is absolute, there is the time arrow η ≥ 0, and the primordial value of the scale factor was very small. In particular, the Inflationary model [4] assumes the Planck epoch, where a(η = 0) = a_I ∼ 10^{−61} in units (1). Following the Planck epoch hypothesis, we assume that at the initial instance η = 0 there can be nontrivial data for the zeroth harmonics (4):

a(η = 0) = a_I , P_{log aI} = E_U(a_I ), (14) ⟨ϕ⟩(η = 0) = ϕ_I , P_{⟨ϕ⟩I} = 2V_0H_ϕ, (15) ⟨Q⟩(η = 0) = Q_I , P_{⟨Q⟩I} = 2V_0H_Q; (16)

whereas all initial data for local fields are equal zero, i.e. there were no any particle-like excitations. Therefore, at the Planck epoch, one can neglect contributions of all fields except the ones of the scalar field zeroth modes. Note also that for the Planck epoch value a_I ∼ 10^{−61} the contribution to the cosmological equation (10) of the scalar field potentials a^6 [V_{Higgs}(⟨ϕ⟩) + V_U (⟨Q⟩)] is suppressed by the factor a^6 ∼ 10^{−366} in comparison with the kinetic energy. On the classical level, the Universe energy (10) in the neighborhood of the cosmological singularity point, a = 0, takes the form

E_U(a ≪ 1) ≃ E_U(0) + 2V_0a^2 H(0| ~F ) E_U(0)

, (17)

where

E_U(0) ≡ √ P^2_{⟨ϕ⟩} + P^2_{⟨Q⟩} = 2V_0 √ H^2_ϕ + H^2_Q = 2V_0H_0Ω^{1/2}_{rigid} (18)

is the potential-free energy of inertial motion of the zeroth scalar field harmonics. The field Hamiltonian H(0| ~F ) in this limit looks like the one of the massless Standard Model in the flat space-time with interval ~ds^2 = (dη)2 − (dxk )2 and the conformal time (12)

dη = 2V_0 ada E_U(0) = ada H_0Ω^{1/2}_{rigid}

. (19)

Due to (17) and (19) the constraint-shell action (13) is a sum of the cosmological and field actions:

S^{(±)}(1 ≫ a ≥ a_I ) = S^{(±)}_{rigid} + S^{(±)}_{radiation}, (20)

S^{(±)}_{rigid} = log a∫

log a_I d log ~a { P_{⟨Q⟩}∂_{log ~a}⟨Q⟩ + P_{⟨ϕ⟩}∂_{log ~a}⟨ϕ⟩ ∓ E_U(0) } , (21)

S^{(±)}_{radiation} = η∫ 0 d~η ∫ d^3x ∑ ~F P_{~F} ∂_{~η} ~F ∓ H(0| ~F ) . (22)

Action (21) corresponds to the most singular primary energetic regime of the Universe rigid state. On the classical level the particle content of the Universe described by action (22) at the initial moment is very poor.

At the vicinity of a → 0, the considered cosmological model is reduced to a relativistic conformal mechanics with the constraint on the initial momenta

C_U[P, ~F ] ≡ P^2_{log a} − E^2_U (0) = 0. (23)

A partial solution of the zero mode equations for the action (21)

∂_{log a}P_{⟨ϕ⟩} = 0, ∂_{log a}P_{⟨Q⟩} = 0, ∂_{log a}⟨ϕ⟩ = P_{⟨ϕ⟩} E_U(0) , ∂_{log a}⟨Q⟩ = P_{⟨Q⟩} E_U(0)

, (24)

including the interval (19) takes the form ⟨ϕ⟩(η) = ϕ_I + P_{⟨ϕ⟩I} E_U(0) log a(η) a_I = ϕ_I = M_W g_W , (25) ⟨Q⟩(η) = Q_I + P_{⟨Q⟩I} E_U(0) log a(η) a_I = Q_0 + log a(η), (26)

a(η) = √ a^2_I + 2η H_0Ω^{1/2}_{rigid}, a^′ a ≡ H(η) = H_0Ω^{1/2}_{rigid} a^2(η)

. (27)

As stated above the potential terms in the constraint (10) are suppressed at the Planck epoch by the factor a^6 = 10^{−366} with respect to the contribution of nonzero initial momenta (14) – (16). If the potentials are neglected in the equations we obtain the solutions well known as the rigid state Ω_{rigid} ≠ 0, when the density is equal to the pressure. Note that one can assume the trivial initial data for the momentum of the Higgs field zeroth harmonic:

P_{⟨ϕ⟩I} = 0. (28)

The averaged value of this harmonic is related to the Weinberg coupling g_W and the vector boson mass in the standard way (25). The initial data for Q field (26) with nonzero momentum is required to initialize the Universe evolution in an analogy to inflaton models.

One can see that the identification of log a with the evolution parameter unambiguously determines the energy in the action (21) as solutions of the energy constraint (23) with respect to the corresponding canonical momentum P_{log a} = ±E_U [19]. Among these solutions there is a negative one. This means that the classical system is not stable in the field space of events [log a|⟨ϕ⟩, ⟨Q⟩]. Like a stable orbit of an atomic electron, the stable Universe has a quantum status. The primary quantization of the energy constraint (9) C(P ) = 0 → C(P̂ )Ψ = 0 and the secondary one Ψ → Ψ̂ = (2E_U)^{−1/2}[Â^+ + Â^−]; [Â^−, Â^+] = 1 with the vacuum postulate Â^−|0 >= 0 give us the traffic rules in the field space of events

P_{log a} ≥ 0, a_I < a; P_{log a} ≤ 0, a_I > a (29)

and the arrow of time η ≥ 0 is given by Eq. (12) for both values of the energy P_{log a} = ±E_U [23]. Thus, the time arrow problem is solved by both the primary quantization of the energy constraint (23) and the secondary one in the spirit of QFT anomalies arising with the construction of vacuum as a state with minimal energy [23]. One can say that the arrow of time η ≥ 0 is the evidence of the quantum nature of our Universe.

As it was discussed yet by Friedmann more than 80 years ago [16] with a reference to the Weyl idea of the conformal symmetry [24], the Einstein General Relativity (6) admits two types of cosmological variables and coordinates that can be identified with observable quantities. These two types are marked on the left and right hand sides of (6) as F, ds and ~F , ~ds. Now both these variables the standard, (F, ds), and conformal, ( ~F , ~ds) are well-known in current literature [25] as two different types of Cosmology: the Standard Cosmology (SC) with a hot temperature T_{SC} = T_0/a(t), expanded distances R_{SC} = ra(t), and constant masses m_{SC} = m_0, and the Conformal Cosmology (CC) with constant conformal temperature T_{CC} = T_0, coordinate distances R_{CC} = r, and running masses m_{CC} = m_0a(η) defined by ⟨~ϕ⟩ = a⟨ϕ⟩, respectively [26, 27, 28]. Standard variables R, t are used as a mathematical tool to solve the Schrödinger wave equation ~Ψ^{(k)}_A (η, r) with the running mass and size. It gives equidistant spectrum −i(d/dη)~Ψ^{(n)}_A (η, r) = [α^2m_0/(2n^2)]~Ψ^{(n)}_A (η, r) for any wave lengths of cosmic photons remembering the size of the atom at the moment of their emission [18].

In the first case (SC) we have the temperature history of the Universe; whereas in second case (CC), we have the mass evolution, where the constant cold Early Universe looks like the hot one for any particles because their masses are disappearing.

The best fit to 186 high-redshift Type Ia supernovae and SN1997ff data [29, 30] requires cosmological constants Ω_Λ = 0.7 and Ω_{ColdDarkMatter} = 0.3 in the case of the cosmological evolution of lengths (SC). In the case of the cosmological evolution of masses (CC) these data are consistent with the rigid state regime of inertial motion Ω_{rigid} ≈ 0.85 ± 0.10. In both the cases the Friedmann equation takes the same form

ρ(a) ≡ H^2_0 [Ω_{rigid} + a^2Ω_{radiation} + a^3Ω_M + a^6Ω_Λ] = a^{′2}, (30)

where ρ(a) is the conformal density and H_0 is the Hubble parameter in units (1). In contrast to the SC, the fit in the CC almost does not depend on the Ω_{ColdDarkMatter} value [26, 27, 28].

Calculation of the primordial helium abundance [11, 27] takes into account Ω_b ≃ 4 · 10^{−2}, weak interactions, the Boltzmann factor, (n/p) e^{△m/T} ∼ 1/6, where △m is the neutron-proton mass difference, which is the same for both SC and CC, △m_{SC} /T_{SC} = △m_{CC}/T_{CC} = (1 + z)^{−1}m_0/T_0, and the square root dependence of the z-factor on the measurable time-interval (1 + z)^{−1} ∼ √ t_{measurable} (see Eq. (27)).

Thus, in CC the rigid state regime initiated by the inertial evolution of the scalar field zeroth modes without any potentials is the dominant regime for all epoch including the vacuum creation of particles.

COSMOLOGICAL CREATION OF SM PARTICLES

Recall that in QFT observable particles are identified with holomorphic representation of the conformal field variables

~F (η, x) = 1 V_0 ∑ l,l^2≠0 c_F (a, ω_{F,l}) e^{ikx} √ 2ω_{F,l} [ F^+_l (η) + F^−_{−l}(η) ] , k = 2π V^{1/3}_0 l, (31)

in the flat space-time ~ds^2. Here c_F (a, ω_{F,l}) is the normalized factor that provides the free particle Hamiltonian

H_{free}(am_{F 0}| ~F ) = ∑ F,l,l^2≠0 [ n_{F,l} + A_F 2 ] ω_{F,l}(a) (32)

in the form of the sum over momenta of products of occupation numbers n_{F,l} = F^+_l F^−_{-l} and the one-particle energies ω_{F,l}(a) = √ k^2_l + m^2_{F 0}a^2 [33, 34, 35]. The zeroth harmonic l^2 = 0 in the sum (32) is excluded because the transverse (T ) vector and tensor fields are constructed by means of the inverse Beltrami- Laplace operator acting in the class of functions of nonzero harmonics with the constraint ∫ F d^3x = 0.

The free particle Hamiltonian contains the Casimir energies [31], positive for bosons A_F = +1 and negative for fermions A_F = −1, vanishing in the large volume limit.

The similar transformation (31) of the linear differential form ∫ d^3x ∑ F P_{~F} ∂_0 ~F = i 2 ∑ F,l ( F^+_{−l}∂_0F^−_l − F^−_l ∂_0F^+_{−l} ) + i 2 ∑ F,l ( F^+_{−l}F^+_l − F^−_l F^−_{−l} ) ∂_0 ~△_F (33)

in action (8) is not canonical. Therefore, the transition from field variables to the observable quantities (conformal occupation number and one-particle energy) has physical consequences in the linear form (33). They are sources of creation of pairs from the stable vacuum: ~△_{F =vT ,f} = log √ω_F , ~△_{F =v||} = log a√ ω_F ; (34) ~△_{F =h,q} = log a√ω_F , ~△_{F =Q,hT T} = log a; (35) here v = v^{||} + v^T are fields of W and Z vector bosons, f are fermions, h^{T T} is graviton, h is a massive scalar (Higgs) particle (see the massive vector theory in detail in [22, 32]).

The equation (6) shows us that the conformal fermion source (34) log √ω_f differs from the standard one by the term (3/2) log a which can lead in SC to intensive creation of massless fermions forbidden by observational data and general theorem of field theory [35].

In comparison with the classical field theory with arbitrary occupation numbers considered before, the new element of QFT is the stable vacuum b^−_{F,l}|0 >= 0, where b^−_{F,l} is the operator of annihilation of a quasi-particle defined by the Bogoliubov transformation of the operator of particle F^+_l = αb^+_{F,l} + β^∗b^−_{F,l}, so that the equations of motion of the Bogoliubov quasi-particle become diagonal ∂_ηb^±_{F,l} = ±ω_bb^±_{F,l}, where ω_b is the quasi-particle energy [33, 34].

According to these formulae (33) – (35) massless particles, photons and neutrinos, cannot be created in homogeneous Universe (see [33]). There is an estimate in [33] that fermions and transverse vector bosons (34) are not sufficient, in order describe the present-day content of the Universe. The creation of gravitons is suppressed by the isotropization processes discussed in [33]. It was shown [22] that just the longitudinal W , Z vector bosons are the best candidates in SM to form the radiation (Ω_{radiation}) and the baryon matter (Ω_b) contributions to the Universe energy budget in the Conformal Cosmological model. The Higgs particle creation is similar to the one of the longitudinal components of the vector bosons (compare (35) and (34)).

The creation of vector bosons started at the moment, when their wavelength coincided with the horizon length M^{−1}_v = (a_vM_{0W})^{−1} = H^{−1}_v = a^2_v(H_0)^{−1}. This follows from the uncertainty principle that gives the instance of creation of primordial particles

a^3_v =

H_0 M_{0W}

≃ 27 · 10^{−45} = (3 · 10^{−15})^3 → a_v ≃ 3 · 10^{−15} = (1 + z_v)^{−1}. (36)

As it was shown in [36] using the scalar field model that taking into account interactions

∂_η v^±(k, η) = ±iω_vv^±(k, η) + ∂_η △_v|| (η)v^±(k, η) + i[H_{int}, v^±(k, η)] (37)

can lead to the collision integral and the Boltzmann-type distribution. As a model of such a statistical system, a degenerate Bose-Einstein gas was considered in [22], whose distribution function has the form { exp [_{ωv (η)−Mv (η)} k_B T_v ] − 1 }_{−1} where T_v is the boson temperature treated as the measurable parameter of the particle distribution function in the kinetic equation with the collision integral.

The value of the vector boson temperature directly follows from the analysis of the numerical calculations in [22], from the dominance of longitudinal vector bosons with high momenta n(T_v) ∼ T^3_v and from the fact that the relaxation time [37] ηrel = [n(T_v)σscatt]^{−1} is equal to the inverse Hubble parameter, if initial data (36) is chosen. In the case of relativistic bosons n(T_v) ∼ T^3_v and σscatt ∼ 1/M^2_v the vector boson temperature value T_v ∼ (M^2_v H_v)^{1/3} = (M^2_{0W}H_0)^{1/3} ∼ 3 K, is close to the observed temperature of the cosmic microwave background radiation. So the temperature arises in this case after creation of particles and it is described in the usual way [36]. Note that the masses of those particles is provided by the standard mechanism of the absorbtion of the extra Higgs field components. The latter happens due to the nonzero Higgs field vacuum expectation value, which already existed at the initial moment η = 0, when there were no any particles and hence no temperature.

In this way CMB inherits the primordial vector boson temperature and density, Ω_{rad} ≃ M^2_W · a^{−2}_I = 10^{−34}10^{29} ∼ 10^{−5}. In the early epoch with the dominant abundance of weak bosons (due to the Bogoliubov condensation), their Bell-Jackiw-Adler triangle anomaly and the SM CKM mixing in the environment of the Universe evolution lead to the non-conservation of the sum of lepton and baryon numbers and to the baryon-antibaryon asymmetry of matter in the Universe n_b n_γ ∼ X_{CP} ∼ 10^{−9}.

The present-day baryon density is calculated by the evolution of the baryon density from the early stage, when it was directly related to the photon density. So that its present–day value is equal to Ω_b ≃ 10^{−34}10^{−9}10^{43}(a_v/a_L)^3 ≃ α_W = α_{QED}/ sin^2 θ_W ≃ 0.03, where the factor (a_v/a_L)^3 ≃ α_W arise as a retardation caused by the life-time of the W-boson [22].

Thus we gave a set of argument in favor of that the GR and SM accompanied by a scalar field Q can describe cosmological creation of the Universe with its matter content

< 0|Ĉ_U[P, ~F ]|0 > = 4V^2_0 a^2[a^{′2} − ρ(a)] = 0, (38) in agreement with the observational data in (30), where Ω_{rigid} = 0.85 ± 0.10, Ω_{radiation} ≃ 4 · 10^{−5}, and Ω_b ≃ 3 · 10^{−2}, if observables (one-particle energy, occupation number, temperature, distance, time, etc.) are identified with conformal variables with inertial initial data [22, 28]. Ω_{CDM} ≃ 0.3 can be considered as the input parameter for fitting Q-particle potential parameters.

In order to pose the problem of a more accurate calculation that can be done in this model in future, one needs to establish the parameters of the Higgs potential. It is the topic of the next section.

HIGGS FIELD CONTRIBUTION TO ENERGY DENSITY

The nonzero average of the Higgs field given by the initial conditions provides the electroweak symmetry breaking required by SM. In the Standard Model embedded in the cosmology equations (24), the values of the initial data (15) are directly defined by the other parameters of the model: ϕ_I = M_W /g_W .

On the classical level the introduction of the initial data for the Higgs field allows us to consider the situation, when the parameter c_0 ≡ ⟨ϕ⟩ in the Higgs potential, so that

V_{Higgs}(ϕ) = λ [ ϕ^2 − ⟨ϕ⟩^2 ]_2 , V_{Higgs}(⟨ϕ⟩) ≡ 0. (39)

In this way we can remove contribution of the Higgs field zeroth harmonic into the energy density together with possible creation of monopoles and tachions.

In the perturbation theory loop diagrams lead to the Coleman–Weinberg potential [38], which can substantially modify the initial classic potential leading to the fine tuning problem in the Standard Model. Contrary to the case of the SM, loop corrections can not shift the position of the minimum in (39) because of the symmetry in the potential.

In our case the condition

V_{eff} (⟨ϕ⟩) = 0 (40)

is the natural constraint of the unit vacuum-vacuum transition amplitude at the point of the potential extremum:

V_{eff} (⟨ϕ⟩) = −iTr log (< 0|0 > [⟨ϕ⟩]) , < 0|0 > [⟨ϕ⟩] = 1 =⇒ V_{eff} (⟨ϕ⟩) = 0. (41)

In other words, the condition is motivated by the principle of minimization of the vacuum energy and by the very definition of the classical potential.

So we should have the zero value of the Coleman–Weinberg potential and of its derivative for ϕ = ⟨ϕ⟩. These conditions correspond to the vacuum stability boundary in the Standard Model as discussed in Ref. [39]. The boundary has been extensively studied in the literature (see review [40] and references therein). The corresponding equation can be resolved with respect to the Higgs mass, which than depends on the masses of top-quark, Z and W bosons, on the EW coupling constants, and on the value of the cut-off parameter Λ, which regularizes divergent loop integrals. The modern studies [41, 42, 43] which include complete one-loop with a certain resummation for the running masses and coupling constants and the dominant two-loop EW contributions. They are in a reasonable agreement with each other and give in SM the following range of the lower Higgs mass limit. For Λ = 1 TeV, the improved lower bound reads [43]:

m_h[GeV] > m^{bound.}_h = 52 + 0.64(m_t(GeV) − 175) − 0.5 α_s(M_Z ) − 0.118 0.006

. (42)

For very high values of the cut-off Λ → 10^{19} GeV one gets m_h > m^{bound.}_h ≈ 134 GeV. These values m^{bound.} h in the Standard Model correspond to the limiting case, where the model breaks down. On the contrary, in our case these values are just our predictions for m_h:

52 GeV <∼ m_h <∼ 134 GeV. (43)

Numerous experimental data indirectly support the existence of a SM-like Higgs particle of a relatively low mass [44]: m_h(SM fit) = 129^{+74}_{−49} GeV with the direct experimental limit m_h > 114.4 GeV at the 95% CL [45].

So one can see that the Standard Model deserves new physics contributions parameterized by the cut-off not lower than at a rather high energy scale ∼ 100 TeV.

The domain of Higgs masses below 134 GeV (and higher) will be studied soon experimentally at the Large Hardon Collider (LHC). Higgs bosons with such masses decay mainly into pairs of b-quarks [2, 40]. As concerns the production mechanism, for the given range of m_h the sub-process with gluon-gluon fusion dominates [46] and the corresponding cross sections provide a good possibility to discover the Higgs boson at the high-luminosity LHC machine.

Real Higgs particles created in the Early Universe were important for the energy budget of the Universe as described above. The present-day contribution of Higgs particles is vanishing, since the production rate described by Eq. (37) is suppressed for the present-day value of the Hubble parameter.

The initial data scenario removes the infinite potential vacuum energy density, creation of monopoles, and tachion behavior at high energies, because the Higgs potential has form (39) which can be cast as

V_{Higss} ( ϕ = ⟨ϕ⟩ + h √ 2 ) = m^2_h h^2 2 + √ λ 2 m_hh^3 + λ h^4 4 , λ = g^2_W 4 m^2_h M^2_W

∼ 0.2 ÷ 0.3 . (44)

CONCLUSION

The Higgs effect was studied in the cosmological model following from the emerging GR&SM action (8) supplemented by the additional Q field under the assumption of the potential-free (inertial) zeroth mode dynamics of both scalar fields V_{Higgs}(⟨ϕ⟩) = 0, V_U(⟨Q⟩) = 0. So that the potential vacuum energy density, possible creation of monopoles, a tachion behavior at high energies are excluded from the very beginning. The spontaneous symmetry breaking can be provided by initial data of the zeroth harmonic of the scalar Higgs field ⟨ϕ⟩ = M_W /g_W , ⟨ϕ⟩^′ = 0 without its contribution to the energy density. The latter can be formed by an inertial motion of the zeroth harmonic of an additional scalar field P_{⟨Q⟩} = 2V_0H_0 √ Ω_{rigid}.

In the neighborhood of the point of cosmological singularity, this motion corresponds to the most singular primary energetic regime of the rigid state. The research of the constraint-shell dynamics in terms of the conformal variables shows us that at the point of cosmological singularity there is no any physical sources of the inflation mechanism.

In the limit of cosmological singularity a = 0, GR and SM contain the process of vacuum particle creation. This vacuum particle creation is described as the Bogoliubov vacuum expectation value of the energy constraint operator. The estimation of this vacuum expectation value is in agreement with the observational data, if observable quantities are identified with the conformal variables [22]. These variables are distinguished by both the observational Cosmology and particle creation tool. This Conformal Cosmology is not excluded by modern observational data including chemical evolution and SN data [47, 48], if at all these epochs the primordial rigid state dominates √ Ω_{rigid} ∼ 1.

In the new Inertial scenario the CMB conformal temperature is predicted by the collision integral kinetic equation of longitudinal vector bosons W and Z together with the Higgs particles. The temperature arises as the consequence of the primordial particle collisions after their creations in the cold Universe filled in by the Q zeroth harmonic energy density.

In order to pose a problem of more accurate calculation that can be done in this model in future, we established the parameters of the Higgs potential that follow from the LEP/SLC experimental data. The present fit of the LEP/SLC experimental data indirectly supports rather low values of the Higgs mass, 114 < m_h <∼ 134 GeV, predicted in our approach.

ACKNOWLEDGEMENTS

We are grateful to B.M. Barbashov, K.A. Bronnikov, D.I. Kazakov, M.Yu. Khlopov, E.A. Kuraev, R. Lednický, L.N. Lipatov, V.F. Mukhanov, I.A. Tkachev, G. t’Hooft, and A.F. Zakharov for interest, criticism and creative discussions. One of us (A.A.) thanks for support the grant of the President RF (Scientific Schools 5332.2006) and the INTAS grant 05-1000008-8328. Two of us (L.G,V.P.) thank the Bogoliubov-Infeld grant.

[1] P.W. Higgs, Phys. Lett. 12 (1964) 132;

T.W.B. Kibble, Phys. Rev. 155 (1967) 1554.

[2] J.F. Gunion et al., The Higgs Hunter’s Guide, Perseus Publishing, Cambridge, MA, 2000. [3] Ya.B. Zeldovich and M.Yu. Khlopov, Phys. Lett B 79 (1978) 239.

[4] A.D. Linde, Elementary Particle Physics and Inflation Cosmology, Nauka, Moscow, 1990 (in Russian), A.D. Linde, Particle Physics and Inflationary Cosmology, Harwood Academic Publishers, Chur, Switzerland 1990.

[5] D. N. Spergel et al. (2006), astro-ph/0603449.

[6] M. Tegmark et al. (2006), astro-ph/0608632; Thomas Faulkner, Max Tegmark, Emory F. Bunn, Yi Mao, Phys. Rev. D 76 (2007) 063505. [astro-ph/0612569].

[7] D. A. Kirzhnits, JETP Lett. 15 (1972) 529;

A. D. Linde, JETP Lett. 19 (1974) 183.

[8] D. Hilbert, “Die Grundlangen der Physik”, Nachrichten von der Kön. Ges. der Wissenschaften zu Göttingen, Math.-Phys. Kl., Heft 3 (1915) 395.

[9] S.L. Glashow, Nucl. Phys. 22 (1961) 579;

S. Weinberg, Phys. Rev. Lett. 19 (1967) 1264;

A. Salam, The standard model, Almqvist and Wikdells, Stockholm 1969. In Elementary Particle Theory, ed. N. Svartholm, p.367.

[10] A. Guth, in Proc. Nat. Acad. Sci. Colloquium on Physical Cosmology, Irvine, California, March 27-28 (1992). [11] S. Weinberg, “First Three Minutes. A modern View of the Origin of the Universe”, Basic Books, Inc., Publishers, New-York, 1977.

[12] V.F. Mukhanov, H.A. Feldman, R.H. Brandenberger, Phys. Rept. 215 (1992) 203. [13] M. Fukugita, C.J. Hogan, and P.J.E. Peebles, ApJ 503 (1998) 518. [14] D.N. Spergel,et al., Asrophys. J. Suppl. 148 (2003) 175; [astro-ph/0302209]. [15] A. Einstein, Sitzungsber. d. Berl. Akad. 1 (1917) 147. [16] A.A. Friedmann, Z. Phys. 10 (1922) 377; Z. Phys., 21 (1924) 306;

A.A. Friedmann, “The Universe as Space and Time”, Moscow: Nauka, 1965 (in Russian). [17] B.M. Barbashov, V.N. Pervushin, A.F. Zakharov, V.A. Zinchuk, Phys. Lett. B 633 (2006) 458;

[hep-th/0501242]; Int. Jour. Mod. Phys. A 21 (2006) 5957; Int. J. Geom. Meth. Mod. Phys. 4 (2007) 171; [hep-th/0606054].

[18] Ł.A. Glinka, V.N. Pervushin, Concepts of Physics, 5 (2008) 31.

[19] J.A. Wheeler, in Batelle Rencontres: 1967, Lectures in Mathematics and Physics, edited by C. DeWitt and J.A. Wheeler , (New York, 1968); B.C. DeWitt, Phys. Rev. 160 (1967) 1113.

[20] C. Misner, Phys. Rev. 186 (1969) 1319.

[21] P.A.M. Dirac, Proc. Roy. Soc. A 246 (1958) 333; P.A.M. Dirac, Phys. Rev. 114 (1959) 924. [22] D.B. Blaschke, et al., Phys. Atom. Nucl. 67 (2004) 1050; B.M. Barbashov et al., Phys. Atom. Nucl. 70 (2007) 191 [astro-ph/0507368].

[23] A.F. Zakharov, V.N. Pervushin, V.A. Zinchuk, Phys. Part. and Nucl. 37 (2006) 104; V.N. Pervushin, V.A.

Zinchuk, Physics of Atomic Nuclei, 70 (2007) 590 [gr-qc/0601067]. [24] H. Weyl, Sitzungsber. d. Berl. Akad., 1918, p.465;

Hermann Weyl, Raum – Zeit – Materie, Vierte Auflage, Berlin, 1921. [25] J.V. Narlikar, Space Sci. Rev. 50 (1989) 523. [26] D. Behnke et al., Phys. Lett. B 530 (2002) 20.

[27] D. Behnke, Conformal Cosmology Approach to the Problem of Dark Matter, PhD Thesis, Rostock Report MPG-VT-UR 248/04 (2004).

[28] A.F. Zakharov, A.A. Zakharova, V.N. Pervushin, astro-ph/0611639. [29] A.G. Riess et al., Astron. J. 116 (1998) 1009;

S. Perlmutter et al., Astrophys. J. 517 (1999) 565.

[30] A.D. Riess, L.-G. Strolger, J.Tonry et al., Astrophys. J., 607 (2004) 665. [31] H.B.G. Casimir, Proc. Kon. Nederl. Akad. Wet. 51 (1948) 793. [32] H.-P. Pavel, V.N. Pervushin, Int. J. Mod. Phys. A 14, (1999) 2885.

[33] A.A. Grib, S.G. Mamaev and V. M. Mostepanenko, “Quantum Effects in Strong External Fields”, Energoatomizdat, Moscow, (1988).

[34] V.N. Pervushin and V.I. Smirichinski, J. Phys. A: Math. Gen. 32 (1999) 6191; V.N.Pervushin, V.V. Skokov, Acta Phys. Pol. B 37 (2006) 1001.

[35] L. Parker, Phys. Rev. 183 (1969) 1057; E.A. Tagirov, N.A. Chernikov, Preprint P2-3777, JINR, 1968; K.A.

Bronnikov, E.A. Tagirov, Preprint P2-3777, JINR, 1968.

[36] S.A. Smolyansky, et al. “Collision integrals in the kinetic of vacuum particle creation in strong fields”, Proc.

of the Conf. “Progress in Nonequilibrium Green’s Functions”, Dresden, Germany, 19-23 Aug. 2002, Eds. M.

Bonitz and D. Semkat, World Scientific, New Jersey, London, Singapur, Hong Kong. [37] J. Bernstein, “Kinetic theory in the expanding Universe”, CUP (1985). [38] S.R. Coleman, E. Weinberg, Phys. Rev. D7 (1973) 1888.

[39] C. Ford, D.R.T. Jones, P.W. Stephenson and M.B. Einhorn, Nucl. Phys. B 395 (1993) 17. [40] A. Djouadi, The anatomy of electro-weak symmetry breaking. I: The Higgs boson in the standard model, hep-ph/0503172.

[41] G. Altarelli and G. Isidori, Phys. Lett. B 337 (1994) 141. [42] J.A. Casas, J.R. Espinosa and M. Quiros, Phys. Lett. B 342 (1995) 171. [43] M.B. Einhorn and D.R.T. Jones, JHEP 0704 (2007) 051. [44] [ALEPH Collaboration], Phys. Rept. 427 (2006) 257. [45] Particle Data Group, Jour. Phys. G 33 (2006) 1.

[46] T. Hahn et al., SM and MSSM Higgs boson production cross sections at the Tevatron and the LHC, hep-ph/0607308.

[47] A.G. Riess et al. [Supernova Search Team Collaboration], Astrophys. J. 560 (2001) 49. [48] M. Tegmark, Phys. Rev. D 66 (2002) 103507.