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Higgs-strahlung and pair production in the e e~ collision in the noncommutative standard model
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The Higgs-strahlung process et e~ — ZH and pair production process e* e~ — HH are studied in the
framework of the minimal noncommutative (NC) standard model. In particular, the Feynman rules
involving all orders of the noncommutative parameter 6 are derived using reclusive formation of the
Seiberg-Witten map. It is shown that the total cross section and angular distribution can be significantly
affected because of space-time noncommutativity when the collision energy exceeds to 1 TeV. It is found
that in each process, there is an optimal collision energy (E,.) for achieving the greatest noncommutative
effect, and E, varies linearly with the NC scale Ayc. A brief discussion on the process eTe™ — utu™ is

also given.
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L. INTRODUCTION

In string theory, noncommutative (NC) space-time ap-
pears naturally in D-brane dynamics in the low-energy
limit [1-3]. It is generally believed that the stringy effect
can only be observed at the Plank scale Mp, which is at far
from detectable. However, given the possibility [4,5] that
the large hierarchy between the gravitational scale Mp and
the weak scale My, can be narrowed down to a few TeV,
one can expect to see the NC effect predicted by the non-
commutative field theory (NCQFT) at around 1 TeV. The
noncommutative space-time can be characterized by the
coordinate operators satisfying

_dcu, 0

(2, %,]=i6,, = 2,
# ANC

where the matrix 6, in Eq. (1) is constant, antisymmetric
and real. The elements of the dimensionless constant ma-
trix ¢, are assumed to be of order unity and Ay repre-
sents the NC scale, having the dimension of inverse mass.
NCQFT can be constructed through Weyl correspondence,
where the ordinary product of fields is replaced by the
Moyal-Weyl star product [3]

0 %90 = exp(3 0,000, W Dy @)
Using this method, high-energy processes of quantum elec-
trodynamics in noncommutative space-time (NCQED)
have been extensively studied [5,6]. An interesting conse-
quence is the raising of triple and 4-point photon vertex in
NCQED analogous to the Yang-Mills gauge theory.
However, some obstructions such as charge quantization
[7] and no-go theorem [8] must be considered if one in
tends to build an arbitrary gauge theory. Up to now there
are two versions of the noncommutative standard model
(NCSM). One is that the gauge group is restricted to
U@B) = U(2)*U(1) [9]. In this case, however, additional
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heavy gauge bosons and a delicate Higgs mechanism
have to be introduced in order to remove two extra U(1)
factors. Another is a minimal version of the noncommuta-
tive standard model (mNCSM) [10], in which the group
closure property is still valid when one generalizes the
SU(3) * SU(2) = U(1) Lie algebra gauge theory to the en-
veloping algebra value using the Seiberg-Witten map
(SWM) method [3].

The SWM means that both the matter fields gAb and the
gauge fields Au in noncommutative space-time can be
expanded in terms of the commutative ones as power series
in 6,

I(x,0) = ¢g(x)+ 0y + 024 + .. (3)

Au(x0)=A,00) +0A% + 0240 + ... (4

The striking feature of mNCSM is that it predicts new
physics which are not only the noncommutative correction
of particle vertices but also new interactions beyond the
SM in ordinary space-time. This attracts many authors to
focus attention on the noncommutative phenomenology of
particles based on mNCSM. Recently, several high-energy
processes such as e e~ — eTe” (Moller), ete™ — ee™
(Babaha) [11],ete” — yy[12],eTe™ — u* ™ [13] and
neutrino-photon scattering [14] have been investigated in
the context of mNCSM. The possibility to detect the NC
effect though SM forbidden decay such as Z — yy [15],
J/y — vy and K — 7y [16] has also been explored by
many authors in order to obtain a lower Ayc constraint.

Most of the existing analysis is only up to the first 6
order. It is necessary to examine higher-order contributions
since in future colliders the center mass energy can be
comparable or even exceed the NC scale. In a recent
work [17], the authors pointed out that an incorrect Ayc
lower bound could be obtained from ultra-high-energy
cosmic ray experiments if one simply expands the non-
commutative interaction term to the linear order. To over-
come this, the #-exact expression of SWM was derived by
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directly solving the gauge equivalence relation and applied
to ultra-high-energy neutrino processes [18].

On the other hand, the Higgs boson, although not yet
observed, can play an important role in electroweak spon-
taneous symmetry breaking (SSB) through which the
gauge boson can have mass. The LEP2 experiment gives
a lower bound of 114.4 GeV [19] and if we take the global
electroweak fit into account, the Higgs mass should be no
more than 200 GeV [20]. Recently, the CDF and DO
Collaborations at the Tevatron excluded the Higgs boson
in the range between 158 GeV and 175 GeV at 95%
confidence level [21]. It is believed that colliders such as
the LHC and the planned International Linear Collider
(ILC) will help people to prove or exclude the existence
of the Higgs boson.

It is interesting to see if new physics can appear along
with the Higgs boson. The possibility has already been
extensively discussed in many theories beyond the SM.
In this paper, we explore the Higgs-strahlung process:
ete” — HZ, and the pair production process: ete™ —
HH in the framework of the mNCSM. The later channel
is forbidden in the ordinary SM and has been studied
recently [22] in the linear # order. However, the results
of Ref. [22] are not valid when the on-shell condition is
applied. In Sec. II, the n-th order SWM solution is given as
a recursive formulation from the Seiberg-Witten differen-
tial equation. Although the resulting expression is lengthy,
most terms are not relevant to the interaction considered,
thus allowing us to derive the full-6 expression for the
fermion, gauge boson, and Higgs boson. In Sec. III, we
give the scattering amplitudes of e"e” — HZ and
ete” — HH. We shall also briefly discuss the process
e"e” — u"u~. Numerical analysis of the total cross
section and azimuthal angular distribution of the cross
section are presented in Sec. IV. Finally, we summarize
and discuss our results in Sec. V.

I1. SEIBERG-WITTEN MAPS AND
NONCOMMUTATIVE STANDARD MODEL

SWM relates the noncommutative fields to their coun-
terpart in ordinary space-time. When the limit § — 0O is
taken, the noncommutative fields reduce to the ordinary
ones in commutative space-time. SWM can be derived as
perturbative solutions of the gauge equivalence relation
order by order. It is shown in Ref. [23] that the n-th order
SWM can also be obtained from a differential equation
introduced by Seiberg and Witten [3]. The SW-differential
equation of the gauge field \7# is [3,13]

A

av 1 N N A
A 80'5\ = —150 MV WV + Erub (5
and that of the fermion fields ¥ is [23]
oW 1 X A
80 AaeK)‘ = _180 ’\VK*(G,\‘I’-FD,\‘I’), (6)
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which can be derived by changing 6 to 6 + 66. After
inserting Egs. (5) and (6) to the Taylor expansions of the
NC fields, the n-th order solution can be obtained. Here we
list the results given in Refs. [23,24],

. 1 5 ) f
V(n+l) . — 12 {vE{a)’ 9 V(ﬁ) + F('B)}*( ..
i A+ D) awzy:n P T

(7)
o 1
\P(nJrl) — __ —  pKA
4n+1)
x 3 V@ (0,8 + (D, 1)#). @8
a+pB+y=n

Following Ref. [10], the fermion, and Higgs and Yukawa
sectors of mNCSM are

3 _ . o A (i N
Sfermions = [d4xZ(Z<Ll) * (lﬁly)) + Q(L) * (poE,))
i=1

+Ig = GDIR) + i)+ D) + di = (1DR))
)

A

SHiggs = [d4X[(D#Ci))T %k (Dﬂ(i)) _ MZ(i)’l’ )

—ADT D« DT+ D] (10)

3
DD & o sl
Syukawa = —[d“x Z [C(0)) = &+ &)
ij=1

+ C}(ij)(é%) « O x [V + Cifj)(ég) 5 BF x4\
+ CIO @« b+ 0F) + (O # by )

+ Cld « f « 0] (11

u v
Q= ( ) | = ( ) O = ir,®%, (12)
d e

where v, e, u, d, [ and Q stand for the neutrinos, charged
leptons, up-type quarks, down-type quarks, lepton doublets
and quark doublets, respectively, for three generations.
(To avoid confusion, we denote electron by e~ ), and the
subscripts L and R stand for the left- and right-hand,
respectively.) The expression given above is the same as
the SM in ordinary space-time, except for the replacement
of the ordinary fields by corresponding NC fields and
substitution of the ordinary product by the star products
[10]. Note that & and (i)y (Y =1, u, d) are the noncom-
mutative Higgs fields in the free and Yukawa sectors,
respectively. The NC Higgs field CiDY transforms under
two different gauge groups. The corresponding gauge po-
tentials V » and V;L inherited from the fermions on the right

with
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and left of the Higgs fields in Yukawa sector. Thus, the
SWM of ®y has a hybrid feature and is given by

A

b, = B[D.V, V=D + e“vA(a o (qus—q)v;))

+ %w(akcb - %(VKCID - @v;))vg Lo@).  (13)

The hybrid SWM guarantees the equivalence of cova-
riant transformation between the noncommutative and or-
dinary fields, which means

(S)L‘)L/(Apy[q)y, V, V/] = l]\ * (,I\)y - l(IA)y * _/A\/, (14)
where A, A’ are noncommutative gauge parameters corre-
sponding to their ordinary counterparts (A and A’). In
Ref. [10] the representation of SMW for the NC nggs
field & in the Higgs kinetic sector Eq. (10) is b=
O[D, V., 0], which is chosen to be of the same represen-
tation as the standard model. From the point of gauge
invariance, however, there is no a priori requirement that
we must take this simplest representation. In order to
explore as much new physics as possible, here we choose
a more general SWM expression

=PV, V,] (15)
where
vV, =xg'B, + gW” 7 (16)
Vi, = - L 'B a7
M - E X g m
and B,, W, and g', g are gauge fields and coupling

constants of the U(1) and SU(2) groups, respectively, in
the usual space-time. The parameter x introduced here
represents the ambiguity of noncommutative U(1) gauge
transform which means that the covariant derivative for @
thus is given by

D, d=09,0—-iV,+d+idxV,.  (18)
Clearly, this formulation reduces to the commutative one
with right hypercharge in SM if one sets § — 0. Now we
derive the n-th order SWM for the Higgs field. Following
Refs. [23,24], we get the SW-differential equation

8d 1 , L e
80 <= _EBGKAI:VK*(G/\(I)_%(V)\*(D_(I)*V,/\))
—(aké—%(VK*cﬁ—@*V’K) *V’A] (19)

which can be written as
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5P 1. A
A CURS UARL )
1. CP
+—VA*(6K<I>—1(VK*CI>—CI>*V’K))
4 2
1 L
——<6A<I>—i(VA*cb—cI)*V/A))*V/K
4 2
1 [~ ~ ~ N N
+Z<8KCI>—é(VK*CD—(I)*V’K)>*V’A. (20)

On the other hand, ® can be Taylor expanded to up to the
(n + 1) th order in 6
=00+ dV 4+ + V=

n+1

+z gmvl NI

C’I‘)HH

A & (n+1)
(agmvl agmvxq)n ) ’

=0
(21)

Inserting Eq. (20) into Eq. (21), one can get the recursive
solution up to the n + 1 order

Gt — 1 g

0(@) (B (5. )W

a+B+y=n
+ ‘75(01) %(B) ([))‘(i))(y) + (3)\&))(01) %(B) ‘75(7)
+ (D)@ #P 7] (22)
where
(D, ®) = (3,d)
— Z (V&m) =0 OO — HW 4 () Vi\(m))‘ (23)

m+ntt=vy

The all-expanded expressions of Egs. (7), (8), and (22)
are rather lengthy, so that in many existing works they are
limited to the lowest 6 order. We note, however, that for the
high-energy process discussed in this paper, the number of
the gauge and matter fields taking part in each particle
vertex is no more than two. The terms with three or more
gauge fields can thus be set to zero and the solutions of
SWM can then be written in a compact form

N 1 AL A
Vﬁfff) _ V,u, _ ZHK)\VK(O + 0/)(6)\‘/# + F)\M)’ (24)
N 1 A
G efh) =y — S0V 0@,) (25)
& — @ — z¢9f<)\v 0(3,®) — —V’O(a D)
+- eﬂ(v ovd® + - 0M(v’0V )P
+ q>(v, VI, ad), (26)
where
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ei/zoaﬁaaéﬁ -1

O0=———, (27)
éeaﬁaaaﬂ

0'=0ly—yp (28)

Ve=V, - V. (29)

The superscript “eff”” means that we only keep the terms
taking part in the process ete” — HZ and e*e™ — HH.
The last term on the right-hand side of Eq. (26)
contains two gauge fields and derivatives of ®. Inserting
Egs. (24)—(26) into Egs. (9) and (10) and imposing sponta-
neous symmetry breaking under the unitary gauge

(LA w

where v is the vacuum expectation value, we derive the
relevant vertex and Feynman rules. We cannot give an
nonperturbative expression for the term OV, V!, o).
However, it is easy to verify that the contribution of this
term to the interaction under consideration is zero. We
show the vertex needed for processes ete™ — HZ and
ete” — HH in Figs. 1-5 where all the gauge boson
momenta are ingoing except that for p; in Fig. 5. The
relative Feynman rules are

1> 1 =i M el
V& (p1 k, py) = ieyte!/?P1or (31)

for the photon-charged lepton vertex,

Ar

P2
P1

FIG. 1. y-e-e.

FIG. 2.

Z-e-e.
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ie

V¥(p1k py) = — YE(Cy — Cyys)e'/?n10r: (32)

sin26y,

for the Z boson-charged lepton vertex,

1 !
VE(p1 k py) = 2€<X - 5)(1’2 - p)* sm(§p19p2>

(33)
for the photon-Higgs-Higgs vertex,
Vi(p k p)) = 26[<x - %) tanfy, + % cotﬁw]
X (p1 = p2)* sineplﬁpz) (34

for the Z boson-Higgs-Higgs vertex, and

P H
7
s
P /Pz
SEEAVAVAVAVAVAVAVS !
k N
AN
N
PN
N
H
FIG. 3. y-H-H.
P H
s
s
Y )(]72
Ve
CENAVAVAVAVAVAVAV S
k N
N
AN
V2N
N
H
FIG. 4. Z-H-H.
P H
s
s
~
Y P2
Ve
zZ"
k
P1
v

FIG. 5. Z-H-Z.
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iemy 1

VE(p1, k, py) = Sin20, [2COS<§P10P2)6’W
1
+ Z((gpz)ﬂplll
cos(3 p16p,) — 1
A e |
P16p>

for the Z boson-Z boson-Higgs vertex. Here, Cy, = —% +
2sin?fy, C4 = — 4, and 6y, is the Weinberg angle. The

masses of the Higgs, Z, and W bosons can be written as

1
m%i = —2,uz = 2v2), m%‘, = szgz,
(36)
, 1 m%v

"z = ZUZ(gZ 8% = cosfy,

Since we are only concerned with the lowest tree-level
process, we apply the equations of motion to the particles
in the external line, and ignore the terms vanishing due to
on-shell condition. It should be mentioned that the
Feynman rule for Z-H-H above is different from the one
given in Ref. [22] even at the 6 order. The detailed calcu-
lation is in the Appendix. It is found that the Feynman rules
in Ref. [22] are not complete, and cannot work for the
on-shell condition.

III. SCATTERING AMPLITUDES IN NCSM
A.ete - ZH

The tree-level Feynman diagram is shown in Fig. 6,
where the momenta p; of Z boson external line is out-
going. The process is s-channel and proceeds though me-
diated Z bosons. Using the Feynman rules in Sec. II, the
relative amplitude is given by

iezmz _
. 2 v
sin“20y

i

(kz)Y,L(CV — Cyys)u(ky)

— _T*#¥(p,, y i/2k6k (37
P (p1, P2)€(pr)e 37

in which

et Z

FIG. 6. Feynman diagrams for process ete™ — ZH.
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1
#7(py, po) =2 COS<§ P sz)g"”

1 I:cos(%plﬂpz) -1
4 P10p>
+ (0p2)"k*],

] X [(Bp2)* p!
(38)

where k;, k5, p;, and p, are the four momentums of the
electron, positron, Higgs boson, and outgoing Z boson;
sy, 8, are spin indices, s = (k; + k»)> = (p; + p,)?, and
I'; is the decay width of the Z boson. We omit the electron
(positron) mass in a high energy limit.

B.efe- — HH
We now give the scattering amplitude of neutral Higgs
boson pair production. The corresponding Feynman dia-
grams of the process are shown in Fig. 7. Different from
Higgs-strahlung, this process is forbidden in the ordinary
SM. Using the Feynman rules given in Sec. II, we give the
following amplitudes,

2
My =2 (x = 3otk utk) s = o),

1 .
X Sin(i p10p2>e’/2k20k‘ (39)
for v mediated and
2e? 1 1 _
M, = 26, [(x - 4_1) tanfy, + 1 cotHW]v(kz)
1
X y*(Cy — C k
y*(Cy Ays)u( l)s — 2 + iCymy
1 4
X (p1 = P2y sin<§p10pz)e’/ 2haths (40)
for Z mediated. The total amplitude is
M=M,+ M. 41)

C.ete - putu
Using the SWM expanding to the 67 order, the squared-
amplitude for ee” — utu~ up to the #* order was
studied in Ref. [13]. An interesting result is that all the
contribution from 6, 62, and 63 terms to the cross section

FIG. 7. Feynman diagrams for process ete™ — HH.
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cancelled out. Can such cancellation also occur in higher-
order SWM? Now we can say yes. Using the Feynman
rules, the amplitude of e*(ky)e (k) — u™ (p)u (p2)
can be written as

M =M, + M,

)
= il_)(kz)')’,u”(kl)"_’(}?z)’y“v(pl)ei/z(k29k1+P29p1)
N
N ie?
sin?(26y)s
X yH(Cy — CA’Ys)v(pl)ei/z(kZHkl+P29P1)

= MSMei/Q(kzekl +p20p1) (42)

0(ky) 7y, (Cy = Cays)ulky)i(p,)

where Mgy is the amplitude in the SM. Since the contri-
butions from SWM alone vanish due to the on-shell con-
dition, the NC correction merely appears as phase factors
from the Moyal-Weyl product, leading to no net noncom-
mutative effect.

IV. NC CROSS SECTION AND
NUMERICAL ANALYSIS

The differential cross section for the two-body process is
given by
do 1
dcosfdep  64m°s

IM|? (43)

where 0 and ¢ are polar and azimuthal angles, respec-
tively. Then the NC correction is

(Ao)ye = 0 — 0y (44)

where o is the total scattering cross section in ordinary
space-time. We are also interested in the relative
correction:

A
5, = Boc (45)
0o
In the following analysis, we decompose ¢, into elec-

triclike parts §E = (001, 092, Bo3) and magneticlike parts
0 = (0,3, 05, 05), where the vectors 0 and 65 are
given in Refs. [11,13], ie., 6 =71§(Z+j+ k), 65 =

([ + ]+ K.

A. Cross section and angular distribution of
ete” — ZH in NCSM

In Fig. 8, we show the ordinary total cross section o and
the NC corrected cross section o as function of the colli-
sion energy E.(= \/s) for my = 135 GeV and NC scale
Anc = 600 GeV. We can see from the figure that the NC
effect significantly suppresses the ordinary total cross sec-
tion when E. is high enough. In Table I, we present the
relative correction for £, = 1000 GeV and 1500 GeV for
different parameters. The (Ao)yc as a function of the

PHYSICAL REVIEW D 84, 045012 (2011)

90 T T T T T T T
Ay C=600Gev

o (fb)

0 L L L L L 1 T
400 600 800 1000 1200 1400 1600 1800 2000
EC(Gev)

FIG. 8 (color online). The total cross section for e*e™ — ZH
as a function of E, in the ordinary SM (dotted line) and mNCSN
with Ayc = 600 GeV (solid line), my = 135 GeV.

collision energy is presented in Fig. 9. The curve shows a
negative kurtosis distribution that has a maximum correc-
tion if the NC scale is fixed. For Ayc = 600 GeV,
800 GeV, and 1000 GeV, the (Ao)yc reaches its largest
correction when the collision energy is at 1500 GeV,
2000 GeV, and 2500 GeV, respectively. It is useful to
obtain a relation between the NC scale energy Ayc and
the optimal collision energy E,., as shown in Fig. 10.
We have

E, = 2.4986Anc + 7.9642  (my = 135 GeV) (46)

E.. = 2.4789Anc + 44.2820 (mg = 200 GeV). (47)

When the Higgs boson mass is accurately measured in
the LHC or other devices, the relations given here can
provide an effective method for indirectly estimating the
NC scale value since it is much easier to determine the
peak point of a curve than its inflexion point. Similar
relations were obtained in the context of NC QED [25].

TABLE I. The relative correction for the process ete™ — ZH
with collision energy E. = 1000 GeV and 1500 GeV; my =
135 GeV and 200 GeV; Aync = 600 GeV, 800 GeV, and
1000 GeV, respectively.

Ec Anc
(GeV) (GeV)  6,(my =135 GeV)  8,(my = 200 GeV)
1000 600 0.1389 0.1332
800 0.0468 0.0447
1000 0.0195 0.0186
1500 600 0.4913 0.4863
800 0.2161 0.2125
1000 0.0968 0.0950
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Ac(fo)

FIG. 9 (color online).

E OC(Gev)

ANC=600GeV

- - 7ANC=800GeV
4+ 4
ANC=1000GeV
-4.5 L L L L L L
500 1000 1500 2000 2500 3000 3500 4000
Ec(Gev)

2500

2400

2300

2200

2100

2000

1900

1800

1700

The NC correction (Ao)yc as a function
of E, for ete™ — ZH with my; = 135 GeV, Ayc = 600 GeV,
800 GeV and 1000 GeV, respectively.

T

T

T

T

T

T

T

T

T T

mH=135Gev
- == mH=200Gev i

1600 - 1

1 500 . 1 1 1 1 1 1 1
600 650 700 750 800 850 900 950

ANC(Gev)

1000

FIG. 10 (color online). The optimal collision energy E,. as a
function of NC scale energy Ayc for e*e™ — ZH for my =
135 GeV and 200 GeV, respectively.

In the mNCSM scenario, one cannot get such a linear
relation by simply expanding the Lagrangian to the 6 order.
As shown in many papers, in this case the NC scattering
cross section changes monotonously when the collision
energy is gradually increased.

We show the azimuthal angular distribution 45 in
Fig. 11. Here the collision energy E. is 1.5 TeV. One can
see from the figure that j—g is anisotropic. This is due to an

inherent characteristic of NC space-time. The curves reach
their maxima at ¢» = 2.37 rad and ¢ = 5.51 rad. The two
minima are located at ¢ = 0.80 rad and ¢ = 3.95 rad.
This unique feature can help us in identifying the NC effect
from the other effects.

PHYSICAL REVIEW D 84, 045012 (2011)

do/do(fb/radian)

\ // \\ // — — — A =600Gev
o2k o7 N ~ — A=800Gev ||
ANC=1OOOGev
0.1
0 1 2 3 4 5 6 7
®(radian)

FIG. 11 (color). ;1% as a function of ® for e"e™ — ZH for

my = 135 GeV, Axc = 600 GeV, 800 GeV and 1000 GeV.

B. Cross section and angular distribution
of ete” — HH in NCSM

The neutral Higgs pair production e™ e~ — HH is for-
bidden at the tree level in the ordinary standard model.
Thus the correction in the cross section is just the cross
section itself. The reason why we are particularly inter-
ested in the process is that any signal of a SM forbidden
process will imply new physics.

For simplicity, we first set x = % in Egs. (16) and (17),
which is corresponding to the case as that in Ref. [10], i.e.,
the process is only Z mediated. The total cross section
o as a function of collision energy E.(= \/s) is shown
in Fig. 12. Here we set my = 135 GeV with NC scale
Anc = 600 GeV, 800 GeV and 1000 GeV. As expected,

25 T T T T
- - -ANC:GOOGev
- -~
e N == Ay c=800Gev
ol ) *. Ap=1000Gev |
’ \
’ \
’ \
’ \
151 ’ \ 1

o(fb)

1500
E,(Gev)

2000 2500 3000

FIG. 12 (color online). The total cross section for ee™ —
HH as a function of E,, for my = 135 GeV, Ayc = 600, 800
and 1000 GeV.
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a maximum cross section appears. The relative optional
collision energy is located at about 1500 GeV, 2000 GeV,
and 2500 GeV for the cross sections 2.25 fb, 1.30 fb, and
0.84 b, respectively.

The relation between E,. and Ayc is given by

E,. =2.4728 Anc +52.9257 (my=135GeV)  (48)

E,.=2.4414Ayxc +110.2084  (mj; =200GeV) (49)

as shown in Fig. 13.
The azimuthal angular distribution Z—g is given in Fig. 14

for my = 135 GeV. The curves are for Ayc = 600 GeV,
800 GeV, and 1000 GeV, respectively. The maxima

2600 : : : : : : :
-
B
2400 _ 1
-
.
.
-
2200 -z g
.
.
= -
[0} e
S 2000 F - 1
3 _
w e
_/
P
1800 - g
-
P
-
1600 |-~ _ m,=135Gev |
. mH=200Gev
1400 L L L L L L L
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FIG. 13 (color online). The optimal collision energy E,. as a
function of NC scale energy Ayc for e"e™ — HH for my =
135 GeV and 200 GeV.
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FIG. 15 (color). The total cross section for e"e™ — HH as a
function of E,. and x for my = 135 GeV, Ayc = 1000 GeV.

(minima) are at ¢ = 2.36 rad, 5.50 rad (0.79 rad,
3.93 rad), respectively.

Now we consider the impact of the U(1) gauge ambigu-
ity discussed in Sec. II, which does not contribute to
ete” — ZH. In this case, the contribution from the
photon-Higgs-Higgs diagram must be considered. Using
Egs. (40) and (41) we obtain and show in Fig. 15 the total
cross section as a function of E, and x for my = 135 GeV
and Ayc = 1000 GeV. Here we assume that x varies be-
tween —0.5 and 1. One can see that the cross section shows
a parabolic dependence on x when the collision energy is
fixed. The saddle point in Fig. 15 is at x = 0.4. When x is
located at [0.5, 1] or [—0.5, 0.3], the total cross section
is greatly enhanced. However, if x is in [0.3, 0.5], the cross
section will be slightly suppressed.

V. CONCLUSION AND DISCUSSION

In this paper we have explored the NC effect in the
Higgs boson production process ete” — ZH and SM
forbidden process e*e” — HH. Several new results are
obtained. First, the n-th order Seiberg-Witten map for
complex scalar fields is given. Despite the lengthy expres-
sion, for the processes discussed we can still obtain enough
information to get the complete Feynman rules. Second, it
is found that the NC effect can significantly reduce the
cross section of the process e” e~ — ZH when the colli-
sion energy exceeds 1 TeV. For e*e~ — HH, we obtained
the total cross section and angular distribution using the
simplest representation of SWM given by Ref. [10].
Moreover, we can also include more complicated repre-
sentation, as well as photon-Higgs-Higgs interaction which
does not arise in Ref. [10]. It is shown that although the
process e*e” — ZH is independent from this changing,
the total cross section of e* e~ — HH cross section can be
enhanced. This increases our confidence for detecting the
NC signal associated with the Higgs boson in the future
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International Linear Collider. For each process we can find
an optimal collision energy as a function of the NC scale
Anc in order to get the largest NC correction, which can
help us to determine Ayc effectively. Finally, we briefly
comment on the process ete” — u*u~ studied in
Ref. [13]. Using the n-th order Seiberg-Witten map, we
show that the NC scattering amplitude differs from the
ordinary one by only a phase factor, without NC effect.

The SWMs given in Sec. II are not general. One can add
an homogeneous solution of the Seiberg-Witten equation
to obtain another solution. As is well known, the degrees
of freedom play an essential role in the renormalization
of NCQFT [24,26]. For the process e*e™ — HH and
ete” — uu, all these ambiguities vanish because of
the on-shell condition, thus the physical results are free-
dom independent. For the process e*e™ — ZH, the con-
tributions from the homogeneous solutions containing
two gauge fields cancel or vanish when the on-shell con-
dition is applied. Thus the contribution from these degrees
of freedom is limited to that containing one gauge field.
Until now the phenomenological modification of these
homogeneous solutions has not been considered, except
for the pure gauge sector [15]. This is because we still do
not have enough information on the renormalizability of
NCQFT. We expect that further progress on the renorma-
lizability of the noncommutative Higgs sector can finally
remove this ambiguity and provide a more solid foundation
for the phenomenological study, as has been done in the
pure gauge sector. It should be noted that a compromising
and more practical method is given in Ref. [27] where all
possible deformed terms were considered. In any case, here
we have demonstrated the rich phenomenological correla-
tion between the Higgs physics and noncommutative
space-time, and other important production processes
such as e"e™ — p,v,H are being investigated.
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APPENDIX: THE FEYNMAN RULE FOR
Z-H-H INTERACTION

The Feynman rule for the Z(k)-H(p;)-H(p,) vertex
given in Ref. [22] is

gmp(k®),

Al
4 cosfy &)

Since the expression (A1) is proportional to m?%,, we need
only to investigate

[ dx((a,dh) (01 d) — p2dxd - A@T b)) (A2)

in the Higgs sector.
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Following Ref. [10], we take the SWM representation

2 1 i
b= _50 ﬁVa(‘)B(I) _ZB 'BVB(VQ(I) - (I)Va),

(A3)
where
— 1 ! a 0-“
V,“' = Eg B,u, + gWM?
_ eA, +2m0 (1 = 2sin’6y)Z, \/%W; )
\/EW; - 2cogsﬁw ZM
(A4)

The last term of the right-hand side in Eq. (A3) contains
two gauge fields, which is not related to the Z-H-H inter-
action. Excluding this term, one has

1
_50 BVQ(?IB(I)

S
I
S

(AS5)

When

we have

A 1 0 1 1 0
b — — — _paBy
\/E(U+h) 2° Va\/i(aﬁh)

_ 8 paBw+t
( 5450 thaaﬁh>

A
v+th (A0)

-

where

0°Pg

h=h+
4 cosly

Z,9gh. (A7)

For simplicity we rewrite it as
h=h+ of. (A8)

Inserting Eq. (A6) into (A2) and ignoring the unrelated
terms, we obtain

Joelzo

Using (A8) and taking partial integration, the corre-
sponding NC correction up to the 6 order is given by

0, i1 @) — 2v2(Rtht + 20t + m;)).

(A9)

- afdx“f(a#aﬂh + m%h). (A10)
Obviously, when the Higgs boson is on-shell, this term
does not contribute to the Z vertex, thus leaving no NC
effect.

045012-9



WENIAN WANG, FEICHAO TIAN, AND ZHENG-MAO SHENG

(1]
(2]
(3]
(4]

A. Connes, M.R. Douglas, and A. Schwarz, J. High
Energy Phys. 02 (1998) 003.

M.R. Douglas and C. Hull, J. High Energy Phys. 02
(1998) 008.

N. Seiberg and E. Witten, J. High Energy Phys. 09 (1999)
032.

N. Arkani-Hamed, S. Dimopoulos, and G. Dvali, Phys.
Rev. D 59, 086004 (1999); E. Witten, Nucl. Phys. B471,
135 (1996); P. Horava and E. Witten, ibid. B460, 506
(1996).

J.L. Hewett, F.J. Petriello, and T. G. Rizzo, Phys. Rev. D
64, 075012 (2001); T. G. Rizzo, Int. J. Mod. Phys. A 18,
2797 (2003).

H. Arfaei and M. H. Yavartanoo, arXiv:thep-th0010244; S.
Baek, D. K. Ghosh, X.G. He, and W.-Y.P. Hwang, Phys.
Rev. D 64, 056001 (2001); S. Godfrey and M. A.
Doncheski, ibid. 65, 015005 (2001); OPAL
Collaboration, Phys. Lett. B 568, 181 (2003); A.
Devoto, S. Di Chiara, and W. W. Repko, Phys. Rev. D
72, 056006 (2005); I. F. Riad and M. M. Sheikh-Jabbari, J.
High Energy Phys. 08 (2000) 045.

M. Hayakawa, Phys. Lett. B 478, 394 (2000).

M. Chaichian, P. Presnajder, M. M. Sheikh-Jabbari, and A.
Tureanu, Phys. Lett. B 526, 132 (2002).

M. Chaichian, P. Presnajder, M. M. Sheikh-Jabbari, and A.
Tureanu, Eur. Phys. J. C 29, 413 (2003).

X. Calmet, B. Jurco, P. Schupp, J. Wess, and M.
Wohlgenannt, Eur. Phys. J. C 23, 363 (2002).

P.K. Das, N.G. Deshpande, and G. Rajasekaran, Phys.
Rev. D 77, 035010 (2008).

A. Alboteanu, T. Ohl, and R. Ruckl, Phys. Rev. D 76,
105018 (2007).

A. Prakash, A. Mitra, and P.K. Das, Phys. Rev. D 82,
055020 (2010).

M. Haghighat, M. M. Ettefaghi, and M. Zeinali, Phys. Rev.
D 73, 013007 (2006).

[15]
[16]
(17]
[18]

[19]

[20]
(21]

[22]
(23]
[24]

[25]

[26]

[27]

045012-10

PHYSICAL REVIEW D 84, 045012 (2011)

M. Buric, D. Latas, V. Radovanovic, and J. Trampetic,
Phys. Rev. D 75, 097701 (2007).

B. Melic, K. Passek-Kumericki, and J. Trampetic, Phys.
Rev. D 72, 054004 (2005).

R. Horvat, D. Kekez, and J. Trampetic, Phys. Rev. D 83,
065013 (2011).

R. Horvat, D. Kekez, P. Schupp, J. Trampetic, and J. You,
arXiv:1103.3383.

ALEPH, DELPHI, L3, POAL, and LEP Working Group
for Higgs Boson Searches, LHWG Note 2002-01,
ICHEP’02 Amsterdam, 2002; P. A. McNamara and S.L.
Wu, Rep. Prog. Phys. 65, 465 (2002).

A. Djouadi, Acta Phys. Pol. B 27, 3837 (1996).

CDF Collaboration and DO Collaboration,
arXiv:1007.4587.

P. K. Das, A. Prakash, and A. Mitra, Phys. Rev. D 83,
056002 (2011).

K. Ulker, B. Yapiskan, Phys. Rev. D 77, 065006
(2008).

A. Bichl, J. Grimstrup, L. Popp, M. Schweda, H. Grosse,
and R Wulkenhaar, J. High Energy Phys. 06 (2001) 013.
Z.M. Sheng, Y. M. Fu, and H. Yu, Chin. Phys. Lett. 22,
561 (2005); Y.M. Fu and Z. M. Sheng, Phys. Rev. D 75,
065025 (2007).

M. Buric and V. Radovanovic, J. High Energy Phys. 10
(2002) 074; 02 (2004) 040; M. Buric, D. Latas, and V.
Radovanovic, J. High Energy Phys. 02 (2006) 046; D.
Latas, V. Radovanovic, and J. Trampetic, Phys. Rev. D 76,
085006 (2007); M. Buric, V. Radovanovic, and J.
Trampetic, J. High Energy Phys. 03 (2007) 030; M.
Buric, D. Latas, V. Radovanovic, and J. Trampetic,
Phys. Rev. D 77, 045031 (2008); 83, 045023 (2011);
J.H. Huang and Z.M. Sheng, Phys. Lett. B 678, 250
(2009).

C. Tamarit and J. Trampetic, Phys. Rev. D 79, 025020
(2009).


http://dx.doi.org/10.1088/1126-6708/1998/02/003
http://dx.doi.org/10.1088/1126-6708/1998/02/003
http://dx.doi.org/10.1088/1126-6708/1998/02/008
http://dx.doi.org/10.1088/1126-6708/1998/02/008
http://dx.doi.org/10.1088/1126-6708/1999/09/032
http://dx.doi.org/10.1088/1126-6708/1999/09/032
http://dx.doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevD.59.086004
http://dx.doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevD.59.086004
http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/0550-3213(96)00190-3
http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/0550-3213(96)00190-3
http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/0550-3213(95)00621-4
http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/0550-3213(95)00621-4
http://dx.doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevD.64.075012
http://dx.doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevD.64.075012
http://dx.doi.org/10.1142/S0217751X03016264
http://dx.doi.org/10.1142/S0217751X03016264
http://arXiv.org/abs/thep-th0010244
http://dx.doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevD.64.056001
http://dx.doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevD.64.056001
http://dx.doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevD.65.015005
http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/j.physletb.2003.05.008
http://dx.doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevD.72.056006
http://dx.doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevD.72.056006
http://dx.doi.org/10.1088/1126-6708/2000/08/045
http://dx.doi.org/10.1088/1126-6708/2000/08/045
http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/S0370-2693(00)00242-2
http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/S0370-2693(01)01478-2
http://dx.doi.org/10.1140/epjc/s2003-01204-7
http://dx.doi.org/10.1007/s100520100873
http://dx.doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevD.77.035010
http://dx.doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevD.77.035010
http://dx.doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevD.76.105018
http://dx.doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevD.76.105018
http://dx.doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevD.82.055020
http://dx.doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevD.82.055020
http://dx.doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevD.73.013007
http://dx.doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevD.73.013007
http://dx.doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevD.75.097701
http://dx.doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevD.72.054004
http://dx.doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevD.72.054004
http://dx.doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevD.83.065013
http://dx.doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevD.83.065013
http://arXiv.org/abs/1103.3383
http://dx.doi.org/10.1088/0034-4885/65/4/201
http://arXiv.org/abs/1007.4587
http://dx.doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevD.83.056002
http://dx.doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevD.83.056002
http://dx.doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevD.77.065006
http://dx.doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevD.77.065006
http://dx.doi.org/10.1088/1126-6708/2001/06/013
http://dx.doi.org/10.1088/0256-307X/22/9/022
http://dx.doi.org/10.1088/0256-307X/22/9/022
http://dx.doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevD.75.065025
http://dx.doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevD.75.065025
http://dx.doi.org/10.1088/1126-6708/2002/10/074
http://dx.doi.org/10.1088/1126-6708/2002/10/074
http://dx.doi.org/10.1088/1126-6708/2004/02/040
http://dx.doi.org/10.1088/1126-6708/2006/02/046
http://dx.doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevD.76.085006
http://dx.doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevD.76.085006
http://dx.doi.org/10.1088/1126-6708/2007/03/030
http://dx.doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevD.77.045031
http://dx.doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevD.83.045023
http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/j.physletb.2009.06.034
http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/j.physletb.2009.06.034
http://dx.doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevD.79.025020
http://dx.doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevD.79.025020

