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Abstract. In this work we investigate the chemical and kinetic nonequilibrium dynamics of the Higgs
boson during the primordial Universe QGP (quark-gluon plasma) epoch 130GeV > T > 10GeV. We
show that the Higgs bosons is always out of chemical abundance equilibrium with a fugacity Υh = 0.69
due to virtual decay channels. Additionally, Higgs momentum distribution is found to be “cold” for
T < 40GeV, since the scattering rate drops below the production rate.

1 Introduction

The Higgs particle is the second heaviest fundamental particle known today, yet it is relatively stable, with a life
span about 500 times longer compared to the next heaviest gauge particles W±, Z0 [1]. Moreover, Higgs mass is
below the threshold that allows decay into a pair of these massive heavy particles: The ‘minimal’ Higgs coupling
to massive particles weakens as their mass decreases. Therefore, both in the laboratory and in the primordial
Universe, the production and decay processes can be different from each other as well as different from scattering:
This situation is shown in Fig. 1 where the Feynman diagrams for Higgs production (top line, (a) and (b)),
and decay (top row, (c)) are shown. In bottom row we see (d) the dominant scattering processes in a thermal
environment.

The two-to-one Higgs particle production is dominant. The decay includes relevant one-to-three (and more)
real particles; the virtual gauge bosons W ∗, Z∗ cannot persist [2], see (c) process in Fig. 1. Since the virtual

Fig. 1. The tree-level Feynman diagrams for Higgs production and scattering. (a) The dominant Higgs production in QGP.
(b) The experimental production of Higgs. (c) The multi-particle decay via virtual W ∗, Z∗ bosons. (d) The kinetic scattering
between Higgs and b, t-quarks in QGP.
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2 Nonequilibrium Higgs Abundance in Primordial Quark-Gluon Plasma

particle decay amplitudes sum in probability to unity, the decay rate is not suppressed by the weak interaction
that governs the secondary decay processes. However, each inverse reaction is suppressed by weak interactions as
each 3→ 1 channel is incoherent, involving ‘observed’ real on mass shell fermion pairs. For this reason the decays
which involve virtual particles near to their mass shell are in general not in the detailed balance condition [3]. The
magnitude of this defect will be characterized for the Higgs particle in this work. This leads to persistent small
chemical non-equilibrium of the Higgs abundance. Let us repeat: This very special situation arises for the Higgs
particle since at least one of the two heavy decay particle to which Higgs is more strongly minimally coupled has
to be virtual considering the below pair threshold value of the Higgs mass.

To add even more complexity, the momentum exchanging scattering processes in primordial QGP involve as
usual two-on-two particle scattering. Three typical processes are seen in Fig. 1 in bottom line (d)). These diagrams
after s→ t Mandelstam variable crossing do not relevantly contribute in Higgs particle abundance. In this work,
we show that as a consequence of this situation – i.e. the lack of connection of scattering to production and decay
processes the Higgs does not achieve kinetic equilibrium below a certain temperature. This is true even if we assume
that Higgs is in abundance (chemical) equilibrium. To best of our knowledge this is the only recognized system
allowing the existence of kinetic non-equilibrium in the presence of particle abundance (chemical) equilibrium
within relativistic particle and plasma context.

Clearly the Higgs content and kinetic momentum distribution in the primordial hot Universe is a topic requiring
further detailed study within full kinetic theory context, which present work begins. One could argue this would
be done just to satisfy our curiosity. However, the Higgs boson is a cornerstone of the Standard Model of particle
physics, and holds significant importance in understanding the fundamental forces and particles that govern our
Universe. Indeed there maybe more immediate relevance to this topic. As we argue in this work, the Higgs particle
is out of thermal equilibrium for a long time after electroweak phase transition. This means that the electro-weak
phase transition did not end rapidly. This could mean that baryogenesis possible due to nonequilibrium processes
at the elctro-weak phase transition could continue for much longer in the kinetically evolving Universe. For further
consideration of baryogenesis we defer here to the excellent reviews of Canetti, Drewes, and Shaposhnikov [4], and
Morrissey and Ramsey-Musolf [5]; we focus our attention on the understanding of the Higgs non-equilibrium in
QGP phase of the Universe.

One can wonder how the general assumption of total equilibrium in the primordial Universe has come to be.
The reasoning is based on the magnitude of the characteristic Universe expansion time τU = 1/H, considering
the inverse of the Hubble parameter H = ȧ(t)/a(t). Here a(t) is the expansion scale of the Universe entering
the cosmological Friedman metric. Using the FRLW standard Universe dominated by matter and radiation, we
evaluate the well known relation with the material energy density ρi

H2 =
8πG

3

(
ργ + ρlepton + ρquark + ρg,W±,Z0

)
, (1)

whereG is the Newtonian constant of gravitation. In the primordial Universe within a temperature range 130GeV >
T > 0.15GeV we have in the deconfined QGP the following particles: photons, 8color-gluons, W

±, Z0, three gen-
erations of 3color-quarks, and leptons. The Einstein cosmological constant-style dark energy is irrelevant in this
primordial epoch as is dark matter in any form compatible with present day dynamic Universe: both components
are visible today due to extreme dilution of the Universe in subsequent expansion [6]. The primordial QGP present
in the early Universe during a temperature range of 130GeV > T > 0.15GeV, is characterized by time scales
τU = 10−9 s and τU = 10−5 s, respectively.

During this primordial epoch, the Universe was dominated by strongly interacting particles: quarks and gluons.
The magnitude of the microscopic strong QCD force reaction rates have been studied in depth [7]: The lifespan
of laboratory QGP is of comparable magnitude as the relevant QCD reaction rates. The time scale governing
experimental QGP created in relativistic heavy-ion collisions is of the order of magnitude 10−22 s and shorter.
This value follows from size of the system formed in laboratory. These laboratory scales are at least 13 orders
of magnitude faster and can not compete with expansion of the Universe after electro-weak phase transition,
even though the farther back in time we explore, the faster the Universe expansion dynamics are. Therefore the
conclusion is very tempting that all particles in the Universe are as much thermally equilibrated as is the strongly
interacting components. As we will show, this argument certainly fails for the minimally coupled Higgs.

Let us briefly digress to gain better understanding of what types of non-equilibrium conditions can arise. Ther-
mal equilibrium requires both chemical equilibrium in which particle abundances are at a maximum (‘black body’
yield, when speaking about photons) and kinetic equilibrium in which energy has been shared and distributed to
maximize entropy given the number of particles, thus according to the thermal quantum Fermi, Bose distributions.
The exploration of heavy strange flavor particle abundance in relativistic heavy ion collisions has driven histori-
cally the more complete comprehension of these two different elements needed to achieve total thermal equilibrium.
Only once mass threshold is overcome by sufficiently high kinetic energy (temperature T ), massive particles can
be produced abundantly and full thermal equilibrium can be achieved.

The idea that chemical equilibrium could not be achieved in presence of slow particle production processes in
relativistic heavy ion collisions was first proposed in [8], and further developed showing time dependent approach
to equilibrium of strangeness in QGP in [9]. For a review of the early developments and study of the approach to
equilibrium see [10], where also in chapter 6.3 the time dependent strangness abundance fugacity γ was proposed:
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Chemical non-equilibrium can be described by introducing the pair abundance fugacity parameter now in general
called Υ in the Fermi/Bose distribution [11]:

fF/B(Υi, pi) =
1

Υ−1
i exp [E(pi)/T ]± 1

, (2)

where the plus sign applies for fermions, and the minus sign for bosons. The condition Υ = 1 indicates chemical
equilibrium, while the deviations Υ ̸= 1 implies a departure from chemical equilibrium. Kinetic equilibrium is usu-
ally, but not necessarily, established faster through scattering processes, with little impact on chemical equilibrium.

Our manuscript is organized as follows: we describe in the following Section 2 the ideas which allow us to
relate time to temperature so that we can explore properties of the Universe as function of time and compare
with time dependent processes involving the Higgs particle. In Section 3, we relate the stationary abundance of
heavy particles in primordial QGP to ambient temperature. In Section 4, we obtain the rates of production of the
Higgs particle which we find to be overall faster than the expansion of the Universe. However, detailed balance
is broken since decay into two Gauge bosons of which one is virtual does not have a back reaction; the inverse
3→ 1 process is of higher order in weak interaction and is suppressed by relevant coupling constants g2, g′ 2. This
assures that Higgs abundance is always out of chemical equilibrium. In Section 5 we obtain the scattering rates of
Higgs particle in QGP and show these are slower compared to Higgs production below T = 40GeV. This means
that the distribution in momentum is a result of production process and not scattering, at low T this implies that
Higgs momentum distribution is also out of equilibrium. We quantify, and discuss further these findings in our
discussion, Section 6.

2 Entropy and baryon content of the Universe

An important assumption allowing us to explore the primordial Universe evolution is that following the era of
matter genesis, both baryon and entropy density are conserved in the comoving volume–comoving in the sense
that as the scale parameter a(t) increases we look at a volume scaled up with a(t)3. Therefore the ratio of baryon
number density to visible matter entropy density remains constant throughout the evolution of universe as long
as there is no significant entropy production. We have

nB − nB

sQGP
=

nB − nB

sγ,ν

∣∣∣∣
t0

= Const. =

(
nB − nB

nγ

)(
nγ

sγ + sν

)
t0

= (8.69± 0.05)× 10−11, (3)

The subscript t0 denotes the present day condition, allowing us to fix the values that also apply to the primordial
Universe in the absence of baryogenesis and entropy injection. Current observation gives the present baryon-to-
photon ratio [1] 5.8 × 10−10 ⩽ (nB − nB)/nγ ⩽ 6.5 × 10−10. This small value quantifies the matter-antimatter
asymmetry in the present day universe and allows the determination of the present value of baryon per entropy
ratio. The value (nB − nB)/nγ = (6.12± 0.04)× 10−10 is used in the calculation.

We have considered the Universe today to be containing photons and free-streaming massless neutrinos [12],
and σγ and σν are the entropy densities for photons and neutrinos, respectively. We have

σν

σγ
=

7

8

gν
gγ

(
Tν

Tγ

)3

,
Tν

Tγ
=

(
4

11

)1/3

, (4)

and the entropy-per-particle for massless bosons and fermions are given by [13]

σ/n|boson ≈ 3.60 , σ/n|fermion ≈ 4.20 . (5)

The evaluation of entropy of free-streaming fluid in terms of effectively massless maf/a(t) free-streaming
particles (neutrinos) needs further consideration, as does the free-streaming particles entropy definition. We will
return to these important questions in the near future.

The entropy density in QGP can be written employing the effective number of ‘entropy’ degrees of freedom gs∗

sQGP =
2π2

45
gs∗T

3
γ , gs∗ =

∑
i=bosons

gi

(
Ti

Tγ

)3

B

(
mi

Ti

)
+

7

8

∑
i=fermions

gi

(
Ti

Tγ

)3

F

(
mi

Ti

)
. (6)

The mass dependent functions B(mi/T ) and F (mi/T ) are

B
(mi

T

)
=

15

4π4

∫ ∞

mi/T

dx

√
x2 − (mi/T )

2
[
4x2 − (mi/T )

2
]

Υ−1
i ex − 1

, (7)

F
(mi

T

)
=

30

7π4

∫ ∞

mi/T

dx

√
x2 − (mi/T )

2
[
4x2 − (mi/T )

2
]

Υ−1
i ex − 1

, (8)
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where Υi is the fugacity parameter for a given particle.
When T decreases below the mass of the particle (T ≪ mi) and becomes non-relativistic, the functions B(mi/T )

and F (mi/T ) go to zero, which implies that the contribution of the non-relativistic species to gs∗ is negligible. The
dominant factor T 3 cancels when computing the ratio of photons per entropy; therefore, the ratio of baryon number
density to visible matter entropy density remains constant throughout the evolution of the Universe.

To determine the relation between time and temperature as the Universe evolves we first consider comoving
entropy conservation,

S = σV ∝ gs∗T
3a3 = constant, (9)

where gs∗ is the entropy degree of freedom and a is the scale factor. Differentiating the entropy with respect to
time t we obtain [

Ṫ

gs∗

dgs∗
dT

+ 3
Ṫ

T
+ 3

ȧ

a

]
gs∗T

3a3 = 0, Ṫ =
dT

dt
. (10)

The square bracket has to vanish. Solving for Ṫ we obtain

dT

dt
= − HT

1 + T
3gs

∗

d gs
∗

dT

. (11)

In our approach this relation is a smooth function even when the number of degrees of freedom changes as we
allow for finite mass of particles.

3 Heavy particles in the primordial QGP

Considering minimal coupling and the structure of Higgs effective action, the key heavy particles (aside from
itself=self interaction) that allow Higgs to equilibrate thermally are the top quark t, and the Z0,W± weak
interaction mediating vector mesons. A convenient way to study their abundance is to compare to the baryon
yield residing in the quark-antiquark (nano-sized) asymmetry.

The thermal equilibrium number density of heavy particles with mass m ≫ T can be well described by the
Boltzmann expansion of the Fermi distribution function, giving

ni=
giT

3

2π2

∞∑
n=1

(−1)n+1Υn
i

n4

(nmi

T

)2
K2

(nmi

T

)
, (12)

where i = t,W,Z, h; Υ is the fugacity parameter, and K2 is the modified Bessel function of the second kind of
integer order 2. In the temperature range we consider here, we have mi ≫ T which allows us to consider the
Boltzmann limit and keep only the first term n = 1 in the expansion. In this scenario, the number density of the
heavy particle becomes

ni = Υi n
thi , nth

i =
gi
2π2

T 3
(mi

T

)2

K2(mi/T ) (13)

where nth
i corresponds to the thermal equilibrium number density of given particle i.

Using a constant baryon-per-entropy ratio, the density between Higgs and baryon asymmetry (u, d quark-
antiquark asymmetry) can be written as

nh

(nB − nB̄)
=

nh

sQGP

(
sQGP

nB − nB̄

)
=

nh

sQGP

(
sγ,ν

nB − nB̄

)
t0

, (14)

Where the subscript t0 denotes the present day condition and sQGP is the total entropy density in QGP. In Fig. 2,
we show the thermal equilibrium (Υi = 1) number density ratio between heavy particles and baryon asymmetry.
We show that the heavy particle density is significantly larger than the baryon number density, even at temperature
T = 10GeV, at which the ratio is about 105.

4 Chemical Nonequilibrium

The decay of the Higgs boson into two real W or Z boson pairs is forbidden because the mass of the Higgs
(mH = 124GeV) is less than double that of the W (m = 80.4GeV) or Z (mZ = 91.2GeV). Even so, the three
main decay modes of Higgs are h → b + b̄, h → W + W ∗, and h → Z + Z∗ where W ∗, Z∗ represent the virtual
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Fig. 2. The thermal equilibrium (Υi =
1) density ratio between heavy parti-
cle and baryon asymmetry as a function
of temperature. This result shows that
the heavy particle density is significantly
larger than the baryon number density.

bosons [2]. The total decay width of the Higgs is Γdecay = 3.7 MeV, and The branching ratios are 53± 8% for the
bottom decay channel, 25.7± 2.5% for the W decay channel, and 2.8± 0.3% the Z decay channel [1]. Because of
the large branching ratio of bottom decay channel, the dominant production of the Higgs boson in QGP is the
bottom fusion reaction:

b+ b←→ h, Bb = 0.53 (15)

which is the inverse decay process of H → b+ b, and Bb is the branching ratio for bottom decay channel. On the
other hand, Higgs abundance disappears via the W,Z decay channel as follows:

h −→WW ∗, ZZ∗ −→ anything, BW,Z = 0.285, (16)

where BW,Z is the branching ratio for Higgs decay into W,Z bosons.
After being produced through Higgs decay, the virtual bosons W ∗ and Z∗ immediately decay into other

particles, as they must disappear the rate is not hindered by existence of weak interaction process driving the decay
- that is why the Higgs decays so abundantly into the virtual pairs. Another consequence of the large masses of W
and Z is that the fusion reaction WW,ZZ → H is kinematically forbidden. Considering two fermions producing
the off-mass shell gauge meson we obtain a possible inverse process which is suppressed in the evaluation by the
weak interaction that allows two fermions to combine with one real gauge meson into the Higgs. Consequently,
the inverse of multi-particle decay contributes only about 1% to Higgs abundance.

The reaction rate per time per volume for the inverse decay reaction 1+ 2→ 3 has been thoroughly studied in
the paper [14,15]. The thermal rate per unit time and volume can be expressed as

R12→3 =
g3

(2π)2
m3

τ03

∫ ∞

0

p23dp3
E3

eE3/T

eE3/T ± 1
Φ(p3) (17)

where τ03 is the vacuum lifespan of heavy particle 3. In the temperature range of our interests, we have mH ≫ T ,
and the nonrelativistic Boltzmann approximation is suitable for studying massive particles. The function Φ(p3) in
the nonrelativistic limit is given by

Φ(p3 → 0) = 2
1

(eE1/T ± 1)(eE2/T ± 1)
. (18)

In Boltzmann limit, the thermal decay rate per unit volume and time for heavy particle becomes

R12→3 =
g3
2π2

(
T 3

τ03

)(m3

T

)2

K1(m3/T ) , (19)

where K1 is the modified Bessel function of the second kind of integer order 1. It is convenient to define the fusion
rate for the process 1 + 2→ 3 as follows

Γ12→3 ≡
R12→3

nth
3

(20)

In Fig. 3, we present the Higgs production rate from possible fermion fusion processes as well as the Hubble
parameter as functions of temperature. This result shows that the dominant contribution to the Higgs boson
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Fig. 3. The Higgs fusion rates as a func-
tion of temperature compare to the Hub-
ble parameter (scaled by a factor of
1010). This result shows that the dom-
inant production of the Higgs boson is
the bottom fusion reaction, and the fu-
sion rates are significantly larger than the
Hubble parameter.

production comes from the bottom quark fusion process. Furthermore, the fusion rates are significantly larger
than the Hubble parameter. It implies that the expansion of Universe has a negligible effect on the abundance of
Higgs bosons because of its short vacuum lifespan.

Considering the production and decay reaction processes for the Higgs in QGP, the population equation that
describes the rate of change in the number of Higgs particles per unit volume is given by

1

V

dNh

dt
=

∑
i=b,c,g,τ

(Υi − Υh)Rii→h − ΥhRh→W,Z , (21)

where Υh is the Higgs fugacity parameter and Υi is the fugacity of the particle species i.
We consider quarks, gluons, and leptons in abundance equilibrium during the QGP epoch with fugacity Υi = 1.

Then the Higgs population equation becomes

1

V

dNh

dt
= (1− Υh)Rfussion − ΥhRh→W,Z , Rfussion =

∑
i=b,c,g,τ

Rii→h. (22)

We aim to replace the variation of particle abundance seen on left hand side in Eq. (21) by the time variation of
abundance fugacity ΥH . This substitution allows us to derive the dynamic equation for the fugacity parameter
and enables us to study the fugacity as a function of time.

Considering the expansion of the Universe, the left hand side in Eq. (21) can be written as

1

V

dNh

dt
=

1

V

d(nhV )

dt
=

dnh

dΥh

dΥh

dt
+

dnh

dT

dT

dt
+ 3Hnh, (23)

where H is the Hubble parameter and we use d ln(V )/dt = 3H for the Universe expansion. Substituting Eq. (23)
into Eq. (21) and dividing both sides of equation by dnH/dΥH = nth

H , the fugacity equation becomes

dΥh

dt
+ Υh

(
dnth

h /dT

nth
h

dT

dt
+ 3H

)
= (1− Υh)

Rfussion

nth
h

− Υh
Rh→W,Z

nth
h

. (24)

Considering the nonrelativistic Boltzmann limit mH ≫ T for the Higgs, we have

dnth
h /dT

nth
h

dT

dt
= − H

1 + T
3gs

∗

d gs
∗

dT

[
3 +

mh

T

K1(mh/T )

K2(mh/T )

]
= − H

1 + T
3gs

∗

d gs
∗

dT

[
3 +

mh

T

(
1− 3

2

T

mh
+ · · ·

)]
≈ −mh

T

H

1 + T
3gs

∗

d gs
∗

dT

. (25)

In Fig. 3, during the epoch of interest, the Hubble parameter is significantly smaller than the fusion/decay rates.
Consequently, the terms related to the Hubble parameter can be neglected in Eq. (24), simplifying the fugacity
equation for the Higgs to:

dΥh

dt
= (1− Υh)Γfussion − ΥhΓh→W,Z , (26)
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where the total Higgs fusion rate and decay rate are given by:

Γfusion =
Rbb̄→h +Rcc̄→h +Rττ̄→h +Rgg→h

nth
h

, Γh→W,Z =
Rh→W,Z

nth
h

. (27)

Considering that at each given temperature we have the dynamic equilibrium condition, i.e. detailed balance
between production and decay reactions that keep the abundance in nearly instantanous stationary condition

dΥh

dt
= 0. (28)

Under this condition, we solve the fugacity equation and obtain

Υh =
Γfussion

Γfussion + ΓH→W,Z
=

Γfussion

Γdecay
= 0.69. (29)

This result shows that Higgs exhibits nonequilibrium behavior with Υh = 0.69 in primodrial QGP. This occurs
due to the dynamic equilibrium condition (detailed balance) between production and decay reaction of Higgs.

5 Kinetic Nonequilibrium

Once the Higgs bosons are produced, kinetic scattering between the Higgs and quarks enables momentum exchange
between them. In the primordial QGP, the primary interaction between quarks and the Higgs is the Compton-like
scattering:

b+ h −→ b+ h, t+ h −→ t+ h. (30)

Their lowest-order Feynman diagrams are shown in Fig. 1. The tree-level amplitudes for different channels are:

M =
(mb

v

)2 /p1 + /p2 +mb

(p1 + p2)2 −m2
b

u(p1)u(p4), (31)

M =
(mb

v

)2 /p1 − /p3 +mb

(p1 − p3)2 −m2
b

u(p1)u(p4), (32)

M =

(
3mbm

2
h

v2

)
1

(p1 − p3)2 −m2
h

u(p2)u(p4), (33)

where v = 246GeV is the vacuum expectation value, and u(pi) represents the spinors for bottom quark. In general,
the thermal reaction rate per unit time and volume for a two-body scattering process can be written as [7]

R12→34 =
g1g2
32π4

T

1 + I12

∫ ∞

sth

ds σ(s)
λ2(s)√

s
K1(
√
s/T ), λ2(s) ≡

[
s− (m1 +m2)

2
] [

s− (m1 −m2)
2
]
, (34)

where the cross section σ(s) can be obtained by integrating the transition amplitude of the lowest-order Feynman
diagrams. We define the scattering rate for Higg-bottom/top scattering as follow:

Γhq→hq ≡
Rhq→hq

nth
h

, q = b, t. (35)

It is also convenient to define the total scattering rate for Higgs

ΓScattering =
Rhb→hb +Rht→ht

nth
h

, (36)

In Fig. 4, we plot the relevant scattering and fusion rates for the Higgs, along with the Hubble parameter, as
functions of temperature. For kinetic scattering, the dominant process when T > 30GeV is Compton scattering
between the Higgs and top quarks. Below T < 30GeV, the Higgs-bottom scattering becomes the dominant kinetic
process. The total scattering rate intersects with the total fusion rate at temperature T = 40GeV. Both fusion
and scattering rates significantly exceed the Hubble parameter across the temperature range, indicating that the
Universe’s expansion does not affect Higgs-related reactions.

In Fig. 5 we plot the ratio of Higgs scattering rate to fusion Γscattering/Γfusion and decay Γscattering/Γdecay as
functions of temperature. This result demonstrates that at temperatures T > 40GeV, scattering dominates over
both fusion to Higgs and Higgs decay, while for T < 40GeV the scattering rate becomes smaller than the fusion
rate. Therefore once ‘cold’ Higgs bosons are produced via fusion process where particles in general are barely over
mass threshold, there is insufficient kinetic scattering to exchange momentum with the background, preventing
the thermalization of the produced Higgs and leaving it at in ‘cold’ condition.



8 Nonequilibrium Higgs Abundance in Primordial Quark-Gluon Plasma

Fig. 4. The relevant scattering and fu-
sion rates for the Higgs, along with the
Hubble parameter (scaled by a factor
of 1010), as functions of temperature.
This result shows that op quark scatter-
ing dominates above T = 30GeV, while
bottom quark scattering takes over be-
low this temperature. Both fusion and
scattering rates significantly exceed the
Hubble parameter across the tempera-
ture range.

Fig. 5. The ratio of total Higgs scat-
tering to fusion and decay rates as a
function of temperature.The black solid
line indicates a rate ratio of 1. For tem-
peratures T > 40GeV, we have scat-
tering larger than both fusion and de-
cay Γscattering > Γfusion, Γdecay. For tem-
peratures T < 40GeV, scattering be-
comes smaller than both fusion and de-
cay Γscattering < Γfusion, Γdecay.

6 Discussion

In this work, we examined the chemical and kinetic equilibrium of the Higgs boson during the QGP epoch in the
early Universe by analyzing the relevant reaction strengths. Our findings reveal that the Higgs boson remains out
of both chemical and kinetic equilibrium.

Before turning to non-equilibrium processes, we have first evaluated the thermal equilibrium abundance of
heavy particles in QGP. Figure 2 shows the the number density ratio of heavy particles to net baryon density
under assumption of total thermal equilibrium (Υi = 1). In the temperature range of interest above T = 10GeV,
the heavy particle density is significantly 105 larger than the net baryon number density.

In QGP, the dominant production mechanism for the Higgs boson is through the bottom-quark fusion. This
process can be viewed as an inverse decay reaction (1 + 2 → 3), where the natural decay properties of the
Higgs dictate the strength of its inverse production as shown in Fig. 3. In contrast, the Higgs bosons are depleted
primarily by decaying into the have gauge boson pairs, which due to mass threshold includes either a virtual W ∗

or Z∗. Detailed balance is broken since a decay into two Gauge bosons of which one is virtual does not have a
back reaction: the inverse process is of higher order in weak interaction and is suppressed by relevant coupling
constants g2, g′ 2. Analyzing the dominant production and decay processes of the Higgs boson in the QGP, we
solve the population equation for the Higgs and demonstrate its prolonged nonequilibrium behavior, characterized
by a significant departure from thermal equilibrium with ΥH = 0.69 as a consequence of the breach of detailed
balance described: This chemical nonequilibrium state arises from the dynamic balance between Higgs production
via bottom-quark fusion and its decay into vector bosons W ∗, Z∗.

There is a second type of nonequilibrium which is due to ever weaker Higgs scattering rates in the QGP:
scattering on light particles is negligible due to minimal coupling and the abundance of heavy particles decreases
as temperature drops. This implies that Higgs momentum distribution is governed by the production process as
the particle decays before experiencing a scattering. This distribution is not informed about ambient temperature
especially at low T : The mass of a Higgs boson is much larger than that of a bottom quark pair producing it, which
results in the production of cold Higgs through bottom quark fusion at sufficiently low T . In Fig. 4 we present the
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relevant scattering and fusion rates for the Higgs, and show that that at T < 40GeV the scattering rate is smaller
compared to the fusion rate.

In conclusion, our study provides valuable insights into the chemical and kinetic nonequilibrium behavior of
Higgs during the primordial QGP epoch. These findings not only deepen the understanding of Higgs dynamics in
QGP but also offer a potential framework for future research into early Universe nonequilibrium processes allowing
presence of an arrow in time.
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