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g⇢ ⇡ 3 can fit ATLAS excess at m⇢ ⇡ 2TeV

see e.g.Thamm, Torre, Wulzer, 1506.08688



conclusions

PNGB-Higgs can naturally be light and narrow 
!
Decoupling limit v/f —> infty where SM is recovered  

Fine-tuning worsens with larger f and g*  

Predictions and largest effects: 

strong double H production  

10% corrections to tree-level Higgs couplings  

small h—> gluons and photons but (possibly large) h—> Z gamma  

light vector-like coloured partners expected below 1.5 TeV



Thank you!
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