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We study the effects on the vector-boson parameters due to a heavy scalar singlet interacting
strongly with the Higgs sector of the standard model. The one-loop-induced effects due to the ad-
ditional scalar are not suppressed by inverse powers of its mass. In the limit that the singlet-
Higgs coupling becomes much larger than the Higgs self-coupling, the 4 W vertex differs from that
in the standard model. In this limit the leading corrections are not related to the divergences of

the gauged nonlinear o model.

I. INTRODUCTION

It is now known for certain that the weak interactions
are mediated by massive vector bosons. Because the
theory of massive vector bosons is not renormalizable,
one postulates in the standard model the existence of an
additional scalar field: the Higgs boson. This extra par-
ticle makes the model renormalizable. Since evidence of
the Higgs particle has not been found so far, it is natural
to study the standard model in the limit that the Higgs-
boson mass becomes very large.”3~7 In this limit the
Higgs sector becomes strongly interacting and, therefore,
the decoupling theorem? is not applicable. As a result,
the low-energy effective Lagrangian for the vector bo-
sons contains terms that grow with the Higgs-boson
mass.> In order to discuss the possible effects, it is useful
to describe both the standard model and the effective
theory in a gauge-invariant way.

The standard model is a gauged linear o model:*

A

L=—g(D“qn*(Dw)—;@%—fz)z, (1.1)

O=(0+iT$) [5] . (1.2)
At the tree level, the Higgs particle can be removed
from (1.1) by taking the limit A— « or, equivalently,
my?— . The standard model then turns into a gauged
nonlinear ¢ model

2
£=—Lotap vy D0y, (1.3)

U=\/1—17'2+i'r‘17', ‘17':-‘2

S

which is equivalent to massive Yang-Mills theory. That
the standard model has the limit (1.3) can be see on a
formal level by noting that for a finite energy density
®'® 2 as A—> . In the language of diagrams, the
sum of all light-particle-irreducible (LPI) contributions
from (1.1), with only external ¢ lines, converges to the
corresponding term in the expansion of (1.3) for small

¢’/ f.

(1.4)

At the one-loop level it is found® that the effective in-
teractions induced by the heavy Higgs particle can be
described by higher-order covariant-derivative terms of
U; in the unitary gauge these terms correspond to extra
interactions of the vector bosons beyond the ordinary
gauge couplings. The corrections to vector-boson pa-
rameters grow only logarithmically with the Higgs-
boson mass. The corrections can be found in two ways.
The first is to calculate in the linear model (1.1) keeping
only terms of O (Inm?). The second method is the cal-
culation of the logarithmic divergences in the nonlinear
model (1.3) using dimensional regularization. A compar-
ison of the two calculations gives the following
correspondence: The coefficients of the nonrenormaliz-
able logarithmic divergences of the gauged nonlinear o
model (poles in n —4) describe correctly the effects of a
heavy Higgs particle on low-energy physics. The exact
correspondence is’

2

Inm 5 2>nonlinear model: ~ 4
n—

(1.5)

linear model:

Explicit two-loop calculations® indicate that there is no
simple relation between these models at that level. This
is at least partly due to the presence of the Higgs self-
coupling in the two-loop diagrams; at the one-loop level
the diagrams that contain a Higgs self-coupling either
cancel or the A dependence of a vertex cancels that of a
propagator.

One can, therefore, ask whether a relation such as Eq.
(1.5) will hold in more general Higgs models as well.
One would normally expect the only requirement to be
that the model have (1.3) as its limit when the Higgs-
boson mass becomes large. It is already known that (1.5)
is independent of the exact form of the Higgs potential if
no more than one Higgs particle is present. The next
simplest model one can consider is the addition of a
singlet particle which only interacts with the Higgs sec-
tor of the standard model. Because the singlet does not
couple directly to vector bosons, one would expect (1.5)
to be unchanged. In particular, the decoupling theorem
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seems to indicate that contributions of such a particle
would be suppressed by inverse powers of its mass.
However the possibility of Higgs-singlet mixing compli-
cates the situation and thus only an explicit calculation
can settle this question. The purpose of the present pa-
per is to study such a model. The quantum corrections
to the p parameter, the 3W vertex and the 4 W vertex are
calculated. They are then compared to the correspond-
ing corrections obtained in the standard model without
the additional singlet field.

The model is described in Sec. II and it is shown to be
renormalizable in Sec. III. Sections IV, V, and VI are
devoted to the calculation of the one-loop corrections to
the p parameter, the 3W vertex, and the 4W vertex, re-
spectively. A discussion of the results follows in Sec.
VIIL

II. THE MODEL

The fundamental gauge-invariant building block of the
Higgs sector is ®'®. Therefore, the simplest coupling of
a particle to the Higgs fields is

xd'o 2.1)

where x is a scalar field. In an unbroken theory the
corrections due to an interaction of this kind would be
suppressed by factors of m, ~2, according to the decou-
pling theorem.? In the broken case, however, the Higgs
field develops a vacuum expectation value and, after
shifting it, the vertex (2.1) leads to mixing between the
scalar and the Higgs. This can give rise to new effects
even in diagrams that do not involve the scalar explicit-
ly.

The simplest Lagrangian which incorporates the ver-
tex (2.1) is

A
L=—LD,0) (DFP)—1(3,x ) — '8—1(CI>T<I>—f12)2

—ﬁufx_o*qnu,a (2.2)
8 2 gauge » .

where f, is the vacuum expectation value of the Higgs
field, which is related to the vector-boson mass My
through
2

and x is a scalar under all transformations. It is evident
from (2.2) that, in the limit A;— o0, the model (2.2)
reduces to the nonlinear model (1.3) and a free field x.
Note that this argument is independent of the strength
of the new coupling A,; again, as in the simple model,
the sum of all LPI tree graphs converges to the ap-
propriate term in the expansion of (1.3), as can be
verified by explicit calculation.

The potential of the extended model can also be writ-
ten as
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A
V=" ox =)
A
—f(zm —fiefe—r2)

+—(®'d—f,2)?, (2.4)
}\,3:}\,1—{'}\,2 . (2.5)

Therefore, both x and o develop a vacuum expectation
value. The Higgs self-coupling is replaced by A; which
changes the relation between the coupling constant and
the Higgs-boson mass (cutoff parameter). The eigenval-
ues of the mass matrix are

m =10 f )+ A7)
HAS A A=A f D], (2.6)
and the Higgs propagator changes to

a l—a
oO—0: —— ——— = + > 2.7)
k2+m+2 k*4m 2

the mixed propagator

(2.8)
and the x propagator
l—a a
X —Xx = , (2.9)
k2+m+2 k24m 2
where
2 2
m_,"—A
a:—izilfzz (2.10)
m, “—m_
and
ASfi1f2
V:m . (2.11)
+ _

Note that 0<a < 1.

The Feynman rules that deviate from those of the
standard model are listed in Table I. In all calculations
it was assumed that both masses m % are large com-
pared to the W mass. This is the relevant limit for
studying the effects of heavy particles on low-energy

TABLE I. New vertices in the extended lagrangian.

oo _ a 4 l—a
k2+m+2 k2+mA2
o - _ 1L
Y k2+m+2 k2+m,2
l—a a
X-X _— =

_k2+m+2 k2+m72

—<z, =A2f20u —111)\7_](2
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TABLE II. The effective vertices.
qbv
pa =i8€uc (88 +3Zw + g’ )(p — )8, +(r —p)By,+(q —7),8,,]
Yep
gbu
pa :Zanzeabc[Svﬂp (q Ar)+qvqp —rvrp]
qb
1nw-< =4iasge, (pgr, —prq,)+O0(p,q,r)
ap ep
>< =[—28%88 +Zw+ @18 )(28,,8,0 — 8,8v0 — 8,u084p)
by do +20,18%8,,8,6 + 28 4(8,,8,5 +8,,0,,)18,, 8.4 + permutations
pa re
={8a,[—s(t +u)+(p2+qg)(r2+k?)]
o kd +da,[—2ut —s(t +u)+2(p2q* +r2k )+ (p24+g)(rP+k)]}8, 8.4
+ permutations
physics; i.e., in this limit the question of decoupling can V,=(D, Ut (2.14)
be investigated.
One could just as well write the Lagrangian (2.2) in and
terms of the diagonalized fields X and &. They would F 3 L'&W W, .r 515
then both couple to the vector bosons. This obscures, py = O T Ty W T —(pev) . (2.15)

however, the scalar nature of x; in other words, the
finiteness to all orders of xW vertices is not obvious.
Consequently the analysis of the 3W and particularly the
4W vertex becomes more complicated.

With the exception of 8p, for the purpose of this paper
it is sufficient to investigate only the SU(2) model since
the inclusion of the U(1) group would merely complicate
the a; (Ref. 7) [see Eq. (2.13) below] without altering the
main conclusion. The covariant derivative in Eq. (2.2) is
then
g
D, o= > w

Iz 9, —

» P .

T (2.12)

All calculations were performed in the Feynman gauge.
In the SU(2) model, the logarithmic effects of a strong-

ly interacting Higgs sector can be summarized by the

effective Lagrangian of Appelquist and Bernard:’

Leﬂ‘: a0,£0+a‘Tr( V# V# )Tr( Vv V‘)

These coefficients are determined by comparing the re-
sult of the one-loop calculations with the Feynman rules
which follow from (2.13). That this can be done is a
consequence of the fact that (2.2) reproduces the non-
linear 0 model in the limit A, — . The rules for the re-
quired terms in the expansion of (2.13) for small 7 fields
are shown in Table II.

Since the structure of (2.13) is the same for the simple
and the extended model, differences can only appear in
the coefficients ;. As in the standard model, the struc-
ture a4 turns out not to have a logarithmic divergence
and will therefore be omitted from the following.

III. RENORMALIZABILITY

A simple power-counting argument establishes that
the Lagrangian (2.2) is indeed renormalizable even
without x self-couplings. The scalar appears only in

+a, Te(V, V) Tr(V, VH) three-point verFices and then qnly linearly. . '
The superficial degree of divergence of a diagram is
+gaiTr(F,, [VH,V]) given by
+a,Tr(D, VD, V"), (2.13) D =nL —-2I+3, (3.1)
where L=I-V+1, (3.2)
TABLE III. Degree of divergence for vertices absent from Eq. (2.2).
Vertex x3 x4 x2 x30 xUot+¢?) xo(or+¢?) xoW? xW? x2W?
D < —2 —4 —1 -3 -2 —1 —1 0 —2
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FIG. 1. Cancellation of contributions to the x W? vertex.

where n L, I, V, and 0 are the number of dimensions,
loops, internal lines, vertices and derivatives in vertices,
respectively.

The Lagrangian can symbolically be written as

L=a,x(c*+d*)+ao(c? +¢?)
+a;0Wr4a,000W +asdp* W
+a68W3—§—a7(0'2+¢2)2

tagWHol+ ¢ +a W . (3.3)

With the usual relations among the above quantities and

V1:EX +21x +1x0 ’ (3.4)

which follows from the fact that each vertex a, contains
exactly one x line, D can be expressed as

D=4-V,—V,-2I —1,,—2E,—E,—E,—E, .
(3.5)

The degree of divergence D for the dimension-3 and -4
vertices that do not appear in (2.2) is listed in Table III;
note that, since x is a singlet, all gauge-invariant vertices
involving only x and W fields are of dimension 5 and
higher and are therefore not divergent. The two dia-
grams, which contribute to the x W? vertex in leading or-
der, cancel (see Fig. 1). Note that D =0 for this vertex,
so that only gauge invariance ensures the renormalizabil-
ity of the Lagrangian (2.2) without this term. This is
similar to the cancellation of the fermion loops that con-
tribute to the Au4 vertex in QED. There is also a D =2
tadpole term in x which, however, has no physical
effects.

IV. CORRECTIONS TO THE p PARAMETER

It can be shown that the Higgs-boson-mass dependent
contribution to 6p only arises from the diagram in Fig.
2; note that it is logarithmically divergent and contains
one Higgs propagator. The relative simplicity of both
8p and the new coupling allows one to bypass the com-
plications of the full SU(2)XU(1) Lagrangian. At the
one-loop level, there are no diagrams involving the sca-
lar x in the W-propagator corrections; therefore, the

o

W Ww we
WO

FIG. 2. One-loop correction to 5p.
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change in 8p due to the presence of the scalar, results
entirely from the change in the Higgs propagator (2.7) it-
self. The contribution of each term in it can be calculat-
ed separately and yields the obvious replacement

Inmy?—alnm 2+ (1—a)lnm _?

=lnm_’+alnf, 4.1)
where
B=m_ */m _*. (4.2)
Sp is then found to be
3g° 2 e
Sp=— P tan<6, |In > +alnB |, (4.3)

where 0, is the weak mixing angle.

Note that in both limits A,—0 and f,%>— o the loga-
rithmic term in (4.3) reduces to InA,f2 as in the simple
model. If f,2—0, the logarithm becomes InA;f,2.
Since the Higgs self-coupling is A; as well, this is again
the simple model. In the limits A;,—0 and f,2—0 this is
evident as x then decouples in the Lagrangian (2.2); in
the limit f,%— oo it is a consequence of the decoupling
theorem. Equation (4.1) is not valid when A,—0, since
then m _?—0, which violates the assumption that both

scales are large compared to the W mass. For future
reference note
2

~ lim a:——,fl—z' (4.4)

M S
and

lim a=0. 4.5)
freee

A graph of the deviation of (4.1) from InA,f,? vs various
values of f,%/f,2 is shown in Fig. 3(a); it is evident that
the correction to §p in the extended model can become
arbitrarily large as [— c«, but this only happens if
Ay/Ai— «; B is bounded for finite values of A,/A, [see
Fig. 3(b)]. This may be understood as follows: If B—
for finite values of both A,/A, and f,, the theory would
have a singularity, and if f, — oo, then x decouples. The
asymptotic behavior of the deviation from the standard
model is

Inm _*+alnf— InA,f,2

32 4
/\.-//\.l - o

D by = 4], @6
1+y
P20
., v @.7)
y
[cf. Figs. 3(a) and 3(b)], where
e :)\,2/)&] N (48)
y=r22/f%. (4.9)

Note that the limit y — o is independent of x; this is
also clear from Fig. 3(b). In the limit x — « the
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FIG. 3. (a) Logarithmic divergence vs x. (b) Logarithmic
divergence vs y.

difference grows as the logarithm of the ratio of the sca-
lar coupling constants. New effects will therefore be
large if the two scales are widely separated.

V. CORRECTIONS TO THE 3W VERTEX

Only one diagram and its permutations contribute to
the 3W vertex. It is shown in Fig. 4. Again, since it is
logarithmically divergent and contains only one Higgs
propagator, the result can be copied from the standard

FIG. 4. One-loop correction to the 3W vertex.
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+ + crossings

FIG. 5. One-loop correction to the WW¢ vertex.

model with the replacement (4.1) (all momenta are in-
coming):
2

3:

——1-——1—1' 3 In
8 1617'2 8 "€abc Wz

+a1nB‘

X[(p —q) 8, +(r —p)8,,+(qg —1),8,,] . (5.1

The effective Lagrangian (2.14) yields, for the 3W ver-
tex,

igeabr(Sg +“23“ZW +a3g2)

X[(p —q),8,,+(r —p),8,,+(qg —r)8,,]1. (5.2)
Analogously to (5.1) one finds
Z,—— L1 g2 1nm‘2+a1nﬁ . (5.3)
12 1672 M,?

a; can easily be calculated from either one of the next
two terms in the expansion of Tr(F,, [V, V"]) because
this is the only structure that has three-point vertices
other than W3, Figure 5 lists the diagrams which con-
tribute to the WW¢ vertex

WW¢-——1— 1 'g—26 lnm—Az-—i—alnB
12 1672 f1 | My?
x[plqg —r)d,,+q,9,—r,1,] . (5.4)
Comparison with (2.14) gives
11 :
ay=——- In——=+alnB | . (5.5)
T 24 1672 | M2 o

This can be checked with the W¢¢ vertex (Fig. 6)

1 1 g
6 1672 f,?

Wod= In (r.pq —q,pr),

M 2 alnﬁ

(5.6)

from which again follows (5.5).

FIG. 6. One-loop correction to the W¢¢ vertex.
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FIG. 7. Full single-Higgs-boson-exchange contribution to
the 4W vertex.

In processes involving external vector bosons only,
one cannot distinguish between a contribution of the
form Tr(F,,[V*,V"]) and a renormalization of g. In or-
der to understand the physical meaning of a; one intro-
duces a coupling of the vector bosons to massless fer-
mions for the purpose of fixing the corrections to the
coupling constant g. This does not change any of the
one-loop corrections considered in this paper, since the
fermions are assumed to be massless. Because of gauge
invariance, W bosons couple to fermions at the tree level
with the same strength as to each other. Radiative
corrections change this equality.

Irllsfact, a3 is a measure of this difference and one
has™

&3w —8wpy=a38"° - (5.7)

Since the fermions are massless, they do not interact
with the Higgs fields at the tree level and, therefore, the
W-fermion coupling does not receive any one-loop
corrections. One can thus define 8g by requiring that
the total one-loop contribution to gy 7, be zero. This
immediately gives

As a consequence of Eq. (5.8) one finds from Egs.
(5.1)=(5.3) again that aj is given by Eq. (5.5). Note that
the Higgs-boson mass dependence of the correction to
the p parameter and the 3W vertex is the same. This
shows that in processes in which the 4W vertex does not
occur, one cannot distinguish between the model with an
additional singlet and the simple standard model. This
is not too surprising, since in both cases only diagrams
with one Higgs propagator are involved. To find a pro-

2

In—= InB
n +a n,
My’

1 1 4
6 1672

84w (counterterms)= —

(28,118 — 8,10 — 800D

FIG. 8. Typical cancellation of diagrams in the 4 W vertex.

cess that might be sensitive to the presence of the extra
particle one, therefore, has to study the 4W vertex. It
provides the first example of multiple-Higgs-boson ex-
change.

VI. CORRECTIONS TO THE 4W VERTEX

It is convenient to classify the contributions to the 4 W
vertex as follows. There are three groups of diagrams:
(i) those proportional to the tree-level vertex, in which
there are only the counterterms and terms proportional
to aj; (ii) the completely symmetric diagrams, i.e., those
proportional to

(8,100 + 8,010 +8,,68,,)8,58.q + permutations ;
(iii) those proportional to

8,18,58ap0cq + permutations .

a, can be calculated directly, whereas a, contains the
diagrams in Fig. 7 which depend on the Higgs counter-
terms. Therefore, a discussion of the renormalization of
the Higgs sector precedes the evaluation of a,. Several
diagrams cancel, such as those in Fig. 8. The calcula-
tion can be checked by considering other processes; here
the 4¢ vertex was chosen because it is the only four-
point function that does not involve W particles and is
independent of whether or not the o model is gauged.

A. Calculation of a,

It follows from Table II that a, is determined by the
diagrams in groups (i) and (ii) alone; its structure does
not contain 8,,8,,8,,8.4. All counterterms have already
been determined; (5.3), (5.5), and (5.8) give

104 )84y Ocq + permutations . (6.1)

The box diagrams of Fig. 9 involve two Higgs propagators. A logarithmically divergent diagram which contains two
propagators of the form (2.7), gives rise to the following deviation from the standard model:

2

m
lan2—>a21nm+2+2a(l——a) Inm_2+ 5 s 3 InB | +(1—a)*Inm _?
m,_“—m_
=Ilnm_*+ Za 2[2m+2—oc(m+2—f—m72)]1nB. (6.2)
m, “—m_

Figure 9 then gives



36 STRONGLY INTERACTING SINGLET-DOUBLET HIGGS MODEL 3469
11 m_? a
- 4 - 2 2 2
84w (box graphs)= — T 16772g In M, + "o s[2m *—alm “+m_°)]InB
X (8,180 + 08,5815 +8,,50,,)845 8¢ + permutations . (6.3)

The structure of a, is proportional to that combination of (i) and (ii) which does not contain §,,8,,8,8.4; therefore,

2

1 1 m_ a

12 1672

a

n 2 2
MW m+ —m _

This confirms that, in the Lagrangian (2.2), the correc-
tions to the «; depend on the number of Higgs propaga-
tors involved. To illustrate this further, note that one
can form a combination of the a; which is independent
of the Higgs-boson mass in the standard model:

1 1 148
D 1677_201(1 a)l__B

Notice that if m . and m _? are of the same order of
magnitude, there is no essential difference with the stan-
dard model because (6.5) is bounded. However, if the
mass ratio 3 becomes large, the difference with the stan-
dard model becomes large. This happens if A,>>A;. An
example is provided by A,=A,>. Then one finds
InB— In(m _?/My,?) and the relation with the non-
linear model, which gives a,+2a;=0(1), is lost.

In the limit B— o, (6.5) simplifies to

_1r.r
12 1672

Ing . (6.5)

a2+2a3=

2

a+2a3= (1—a)lnB . (6.6)
A graph of (6.5) and (6.6) for a=1 [this gives the max-
imum value for a(1—a)] is shown in Fig. 10.

Consider now the 4¢ vertex in order to verify Eq. (6.4)
analogously to Eq. (5.6) in Sec. V. For this, the 4¢ ver-
tex has to be expanded to O (p*). In almost all cases for
every diagram with a Higgs propagator, there are also
the same diagrams with mixed and x propagators.
Therefore, the number of diagrams becomes very large,
but only the box diagrams of Fig. 11 contribute to a,;
they were calculated in the limit 8— « and give

2

1 1 5 +a’Inf
w

T2 1602

. (6.7)

This agrees with (6.4).

B. Renormalization of the Higgs propagator

There are three propagators in the scalar part of the
Lagrangian of the extended model; the three associated

FIG. 9. Box diagrams contributing to the 4 W vertex.

3 [2m ,Z—a(m+2+m,2)]lnﬁ

. (6.4)

[

counterterms will be defined in an on-shell renormaliza-
tion scheme. The cross section for W-W scattering due
to one-Higgs-boson exchange in the extended model has
two maxima and reaches zero between them [cf. Eq.
(2.7)]. The maxima are at the poles of the Higgs propa-

gator, m . 2, and the zero is at k2= —m?, where, at the
tree level,
2_ 2
mo =A 5" . (6.8)

The counterterms are defined such that the parameters
in the Lagrangian describe the physical location of these
three points; i.e., the sum of all one-loop corrections to
the zero of the Higgs propagator, including the counter-
terms, vanishes at k2= —m? and analogously for m .2
The parameters m.> and mg> are then the physical
masses and the physical location of the zero of the cross
section, respectively.

The quadratic part of the Lagrangian can be written
as

‘Lquadratic: - %(a#x )2_ %(8#0' )2"‘ %( a#¢ )2

— 1A f 120+ Ao f 1 fax o — LA fr X

X
=—1x o)A o (6.9)
with
4 g — T
3 |
- L J
I 2 ]
+ o B
o
[+ - 4
1 _|
i . Eq. (6.1.6) i
o | vl L
10! 10
m+/m_

FIG. 10. Deviation of a,+2a; from standard model.
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+ crossings

+4 L+4

FIG. 11. Box diagrams contributing to a; in the 4¢ vertex.

(6.10)

k2+2of2 —hof 1S ]
A= .

—MSfifr kPN

The one-loop corrections to the inverse propagator, in-
cluding the counterterms, can be written as

A C

3= c B|- (6.11)

The corresponding diagrams are shown in Fig. 12.

Fields with vacuum expectation values have two types
of mass counterterms: one is determined by the require-
ment that there be no tadpoles; the second type can still
be fixed. To describe the effects of tadpole graphs one
must allow for arbitrary shifts in the fields x and 0. An
arbitrary shift in the x and o fields effectively adds to
the Lagrangian (2.2) a term

,Lmdpole:—'Cl[f10'+%(7T2+02)]—C2f2x R (612)
The coefficients ¢; and ¢, are determined by the require-
ment that the vacuum expectation values of the x and o
fields vanish. The coefficient ¢, appears only in the term
linear in x and has no physical consequence. The
coefficient ¢;, however, gives a contribution to the 7 and
o propagators. ¢, is given by the tadpole graphs of Fig.
13(a): ¢;=t;+1t,. Notice that t; cancels the contribu-
tion from the graph of Fig. 13(b), so that only 7, appears
among the diagrams of B(k?) in Fig. 12. The Ward
identity m ,>=0 provides a check on the value of ;.

The poles of the propagator are given by the zeros of
the eigenvalues of A— 2. The eigenvalues are

A (kD) =k*4+m —(1—a)A(k?)

—aB(k})+2yC(k?), (6.13)
A_(kD)=k?’+m_*—ad(k?)
—(1—a)B(k*)—2yC(k?). (6.14)

The location of the zero of the Higgs propagator is
determined by

A= — % o+ — — + — —
c= —)2< ------ + — + —O + _::).,
B = ----- >2< ----- + e + (OO 42 e D

D

FIG. 12. One-loop Higgs propagator corrections.

FIG. 13. (a) Tadpole graphs. (b) Graph which cancels coun-
terterm.

Aok ) =Ayfr2— A(k?) . (6.15)

The counterterms in A, B, and C are now defined
through

Aa(—m_.?)=0

(6.16)
and

Aol —mo2)=Ayf52 . 6.17)

A, B, and C contain the three unknowns (cf. Fig. 12)

2 2

2
——X—-—, —— X —, and — X ——

and these are determined by Egs. (6.16) and (6.17). One
can then solve (6.16) and (6.17) for the counterterms.
Writing

A(kH=k>4+m [1+8.(k?)],
one finds
m_ S, (kH=(1—a)[A(—m_ *)—A(k?)]
+a[B(—m  *)—B(k?)]

—27[C(—m ) —C(kH)], (6.18)
m_ 28— (k> )=a[d(—m _*)—4(k?)]
+(1—a)[B(—m_*)—B(k%)]
+2y[C(—m _)—C(k")], (6.19)
and
my28o(k*)=A(—my*)— A(k?) . (6.20)

A4, B, and C are here defined as 4, B, and C in Eq. (6.11)
but without the counterterms labeled with a 2 in Fig. 12.
That is, 4, B, and C are the corrections to the propaga-
tor (6.10) but without those counterterms that are fixed
in Eqgs. (6.16) and (6.17).

As stated before, m_.> and m,’ are the physical mas-
sive parameters in the theory; consequently, one has, by
construction,

S(—m i) =8y—my?)=0, (6.21)

which is an alternative way of formulating the preceding
statement. The diagram in Fig. 7 can now be calculated
with the one-loop corrected Higgs propagator at k2=0,
which is
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FIG. 14. (a) Deviation of 8 from asymptote. (b) Deviation of 8, from asymptote. (c) Deviation of §_ from asymptote. (d) De-
viation of 8y from asymptote.

Ao(0) The calculation of the & requires the evaluation of the
o—o(k?=0)=—"—"— .
AL (0)A_(0) integral
mg?
=m[1+60(0)—6+(0)—6—(0)] . .
T Ly(p*)= [ d"k (6.23)
(6.22) vP f (k24mH[(p +k)?+m,?]

J

for arbitrary values of p2. Since it is not practical to quote the analytic expressions for the 8, they are presented
graphically in Fig. 14. Only in the limit 8— oo, simple expressions result. They are

2 172 172
m ., 34+a —
80(0)=12, |3 [2—1In . —(1—a)InB |+, |20l —a+a?)—2a> Ta arctan ra
+2a*Ina—(4—2a+a?)In(1—a) | +0(A,1nB) , (6.24)
3 MAofr —Aym 2 m,’ 2 9 T
8+(O)=E moiom 2 1nMW2—2 — 11 —a)* InB+A, 2 2—73— +(1—a)(143a)

—47vV MM (1—a)??+0 (A 1nB) , (6.25)
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5 _(0)=

% m m 2 > —2 | +1A(1=a)(3—a)+O0 (A, InB) . (6.26)
4 _

7&3m_2——7»17xzf22 l m+2
In
W

The deviation of the exact expressions for the §’s from the asymptotic formulas above is plotted in Figs. 14(a)—14(c).
In these graphs the terms involving the factor 2— In(m /M y?), i.e., all diagrams containing 7 loops, have been om-
itted. This is because their contribution depends on a choice of scale which is independent of a and 3. Also, terms of
O (My?/m _?) have been neglected as we are only interested in the limit of large Higgs-boson mass. Figure 7 then
becomes

2
. 4|3, Mm_ Ay 2 T
84w (Fig. 7)=1g 5lnMW2+)T1 —2a 2_73 —L4—2a+a?)In(1—a)
3 172 ) 172
ta?[1— | 2% arctan | & +a?lna—L(1—a)(3+17a)
l—a 34a
172
Ay 3/2 372 :
+4r | — a’’ (1—a) 8,v8ps0ab0cq + O (A1 Inf) 4 permutations . (6.27)
1
2
|3, m_ .
=48" |5 In—— +8y |8,,8,00458.4 + permutations . (6.28)
2 My

The deviation of 8y from its asymptote is shown in Fig. 14(d). It is obvious from Fig. 14 that Eqgs. (6.24)-(6.27) are
correct to O(V'A,/A;); the difference grows only logarithmically. Note finally that no tadpoles nor, in fact, any
momentum-independent diagrams contribute to the expression (6.27) since they always cancel against the mass coun-
terterms, as is already evident from Eqs. (6.18) and (6.19).

C. Calculation of a;

The diagrams that give nonzero contributions to a; are listed in Figs. 7 and 15. All others cancel similarly to those
in Figs. 1 and 8. The parameter «, is then found to be
2
1 a

m _
lnM—W2+36H—+—Em[8m,2—6m+2—a(m+2+m,2)]1n[3’ s (6.29)

1 1

a1=?47 1672

where 8y has been defined in the previous paragraph. In the limit B— oo, a; simplifies to

2

m _
L L i 36y —lat6+a)ing | . (6.30)
My

1724 16m2

Analogously to (6.6) there are now two more combinations of the a; which vanish in the standard model, but are finite
in the extended model: namely,

1 1
a1+a3=§—1@7[38H—%a(8+a)lnB] (6.31)
and
1 1 1 a
2a,_az:Z?772 6H+?m+2_m72[4m,2—2m+2—a(m+2+m_2)]1n[3 . (6.32)

As before, the leading term in «, is independent of the Higgs-boson mass if m , 2=m _2.

The structure constants a; completely specify the effective Lagrangian at one loop. The calculation of a,, therefore,
concludes the determination of L.s. There is no obvious analog of the tree-level relation g, =gsy > since the one-
loop corrections to the 4W vertex are not proportional to the tree-level term; a new structure is generated. Even if
8g4w is defined as the correction to the tree-level vertex, its magnitude still depends on how the new structure is
chosen. If one takes the completely symmetric term as the new structure, as was done in Ref. 5, one finds, for the 4W
coupling,

W =g 4w (28,85 — 8,810 — 8,168,845 8 + & new (8,08 55 + 8,585 + 8,158,084 8,4 + permutations (6.33)

pvo
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z>:: [+>; <

FIG. 15. Remaining contribution to «; in the 4W vertex.

with
Gaw =83w’+ 182 —ay) , (6.34)
Gnew =184 a1+ a;) . (6.35)

VII. CONCLUSION

We studied a model for the weak interactions in which
the standard-model Higgs particle interacts strongly
with a heavy singlet scalar. Because the masses of the
particles are proportional to their coupling constants,
the decoupling theorem does not apply and large effects
may be present in the vector-boson interactions. The
Higgs-boson-mass-dependent corrections to the effective
Lagrangian of the vector bosons were calculated. The
results were compared to the corrections in the standard
model with a heavy Higgs particle but without the sing-
let. As long as the masses of the Higgs particle and the
singlet are of the same order of magnitude, the effective
Lagrangian contains only terms growing logarithmically
with the Higgs-boson mass and the results are indepen-
dent of the presence of the singlet scalar. The logarith-
mic effects remain related to the logarithmic divergences
of the gauged nonlinear o model.

If the ratio of the masses of the singlet and the Higgs
scalar grows with the Higgs self-coupling, new correc-
tions appear that are no longer related to the diver-
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gences of the nonlinear o model. These corrections are
only present if the Higgs-singlet coupling A, increases
more rapidly than the Higgs self-coupling A,, (.e.,
Ay/Aj— o as A;— o), so that there is a hierarchy of
coupling strengths. In particular, there is a correction
to the 4W vertex growing as A,/A;~m ,?/m _?. There-
fore, the model can describe massive vector bosons that
have strong interactions among themselves and it makes
a prediction of the structure of the strong-interaction
vertex. It is remarkable that the 4W vertex can be
stronger than indicated by the standard model without
affecting the p parameter and the 3W vertex. The lead-
ing effects cannot be inferred any more from the under-
lying nonlinear o model, but depend on the details of the
scalar coupling. The assumed hierarchy of coupling
constants is rather unnatural, but this might not be too
much of a problem because the concept of naturalness is
not well defined in strongly interacting theories. Such a
hierarchy can perhaps arise in more complicated models
such as technicolor, where the scalars are composite ob-
jects. In any case, it is consistent with experimental data
which do not rule out strongly interacting W bosons.
The situation is reminiscent of the standard model with
a heavy top quark. Also, in this case, one has radiative
corrections growing quadratically with the mass because
the Yukawa coupling becomes strong. Large mass ratios
can also be achieved through a hierarchy of vacuum ex-
pectation values, but in this case the corrections do not
grow with the mass ratio.
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