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Abstract

We reconsider the gauge hierarchy problem from the viewpoint of effective field
theories and a high-energy physics, motivated by the alternative scenario that the
standard model holds up to a high-energy scale such as the Planck scale. The prob-
lem is restated as the question whether it is possible to construct a low-energy effec-
tive theory and the interaction with heavy particles, without spoiling the structure
of a high-energy physics supported by an excellent concept. Based on this reinter-
pretation, we give a conjecture that theories with hidden fermionic symmetries can
be free from the gauge hierarchy problem and become candidates of the physics
beyond and/or behind the standard model, and present toy models with particle-
ghost symmetries as illustrative examples and a prototype model for the grand uni-
fication.

1 Introduction

Recent experimental results at the Large Hadron Collider (LHC) would revisit the gauge
hierarchy problem [1} 2], because the Higgs boson has been found with my, = 126GeV (3,
4], and evidences from new physics such as spacetime supersymmtry (SUSY), compos-
iteness and extra dimensions have not yet been discovered.

The gauge hierarchy problem is related to the feature that an effective field theory
becomes unnatural, because fine tuning is required to obtain the weak scale and/or to sta-
bilize it against radiative corrections, if there is a high-energy physics such as a grand uni-
fied theory (GUT) relevant to the standard model (SM). It is summarized as the following
questions. What generates the weak scale or the Higgs boson mass? How is it stabilized?
For example, logarithmic divergences in radiative corrections due to heavy particles can
ruin the stability of the weak scale.

There are at least three possibilities for the problem. First one is that there is a new
physics at the terascale with a new concept such as SUSY, compositeness and/or extra
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dimensions, to solve the problem completely. Second one is that there is a new physics at
the terascale to derive the weak scale, and the scale is stabilized by some excellent mech-
anism and/or symmetry at a high-energy scale My such as the Planck scale Mp). Third
one is that there is no new physics concerning the Higgs boson mass at the terascale, and
a high-energy physics solves the problem completely.

In this paper, we reconsider one side of the problem “how is the weak scale stabi-
lized?”, from the viewpoint of effective field theories and a high-energy physics. Our
study is motivated by the alternative scenario that the SM (modified with massive neu-
trinos) holds up to Mp [5} 6] and the guiding principle that the gauge hierarchy is stabi-
lized by a symmetry that should be unbroken in the SM [7]. Based on a reinterpretation
of the problem from the perspective of a high-energy physics, we give a conjecture that
theories with fermionic symmetries different from spacetime SUSY can be free from the
gauge hierarchy problem and become candidates of the physics beyond and/or behind
the SM, and present toy models with particle-ghost symmetries as illustrative examples
and a prototype model to explain the unification of the SM gauge coupling constants,
the triplet-doublet splitting of Higgs boson, and the longevity of proton.

The outline of this paper is as follows. In the next section, we review the gauge hierar-
chy problem and discuss it in relation to masslessness. We reconsider the problem from
the viewpoint of a high-energy physics, point out that specific fermionic symmetries can
play the important role to stabilize a mass hierarchy, and propose a grand unification
scenario based on the conjecture, in Sect. 3. In the last section, we give conclusions and
discussions.

2 Gauge hierarchy problem and masslessness

2.1 Gauge hierarchy problem

We discuss a fine tuning among parameters, from the viewpoint of effective field theo-
ries.

After subtracting quadratic and quartic divergences if exist, radiative corrections on
parameters a;, up to finite corrections, are given by
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where ¢;; are functions of parameters, A is a cutoff scale, and u is a renormalization
point. From the feature that 6a; — 0 in the limit of a; — 0, the smallness of a; is un-
derstood, if the magnitude of a; is small enough. If physical parameters are determined
without fine tuning, the condition ¢;ja; < O(a;) is roughly imposed on a;.

Fine tuning is, in general, necessary, if there is a physics relevant to the SM at a
higher energy scale beyond the terascale. For instance, in the presence of heavy par-
ticles with masses M; and some SM gauge quantum numbers, the radiative corrections
on the Higgs mass squared are given by
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where &, ¢/ and ¢{; are functions of parameters. From (2), we find that the fine tuning is
indispensable for c{l’ IM? > mlz1 due to the appearance of the quadratic terms of M; (part
of the logarithmic divergences), even if the quadratic divergence &,A? is removed and
unless some miraculous cancellation mechanism works among corrections due to heavy
particles. This induces the technical side of the gauge hierarchy problem [1} 2], i.e., an
unnatural fine tuning is required to stabilize the weak scale against radiative corrections,
if there is a high-energy physics such as a GUT relevant to the SM.

2.2 Possible solutions

If nature dislikes fine tuning among parameters, there must exist a reasonable explana-
tion about the absence of fine tuning. Here, we review some possibilities.

(1) The concept of the first one is “compositeness’, i.e., some particles are not elemen-
tary but composite, made of a more fundamental constituents. We assume that there is
a new dynamics at the terascale, to compose some SM particles. The typical example is
a model that the Higgs doublet is made of new fermions [8} 9} 10]. The existence of new
particles and strong dynamics among them is predicted at the terascale.

(2) The concept of the second one is “symmetry”, that protects physical parameters
against large radiative corrections. As a new symmetry appearing at the terascale, we
enumerate three candidates.

(2.1) Supersymmetry [11,[12]. The SUSY must be realized in a broken phase if exists. In
the presence of soft SUSY breaking terms, 6 mlz1 is given by
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where ¢ and ¢ are functions of parameters, and msof is a typical mass parameter rep-
resenting the soft SUSY breaking. The magnitude of mgy is a same order of masses of
superpartners for the SM particles. The absence of fine tuning requires roughly mg,g <
O(1)TeV, and then the existence of superpartners concerning the SM particles is pre-
dicted at the terascale.
(2.2) Global symmetry. The Higgs boson can be a pseudo Nambu-Goldstone boson
relating a spontaneous breakdown of a global symmetry [13]. The smallness and the
stability of the Higgs boson mass and the smallness of Yukawa coupling constants arise
from the nature of Nambu-Goldstone particle.
(2.3) Conformal symmetry [14]. The quantum conformal invariance in collaboration
with finiteness, which is called “conformality”, can solve the problem. In the appearance
of new particles at the terascale, the theory becomes scale invariant with the vanishing
B functions. Then, physical parameters do not run beyond the scale, and the concept of
scale becomes vague.
(3) The concept of the third one is “extra dimensions”, i.e., there exists extra spatial di-
mensions other than 4-dimensional spacetime. We assume that there is a fundamental
theory at the terascale with a fundamental mass parameter of O(1)TeV, concerning extra
dimensions. The typical examples are models with large extra dimensions 116].

The combination of “extra dimensions” and “symmetry” produces a new solution,
which is called “gauge-higgs unification” [17, 18]. The extra-dimensional component



(Ay) of gauge field is massless at the tree level due to the gauge invariance, and receives a
finite correction on its mass upon compactification [19]. By the identification of A, with
the Higgs boson, my, becomes a natural parameter because gauge symmetry enhances
on the higher-dimensional one in the limit of my — 0, and the weak scale is stabilized in
the case with a large compactification scale of O(1)TeV~!.

The stabilization of the extra-dimensional space is crucial for the solution to the
gauge hierarchy problem in theories on a higher-dimensional space-time, including the
Randall-Sundrum model .

(4) There is a new physics at a higher energy scale M; than the terascale, but the inter-
action with the SM is extremely weak. Or large radiative corrections are not induced, if
the mixing among parameters of the physics at M; and the SM is tiny enough such that
¢, < O(mg | My).

(5) The SM (or an extension of the SM with new particles around the terascale) holds up
to a high energy scale My, without a new concept to stabilize the Higgs boson mass at
the terascale. We assume that a new physics appears at My, which is described by an
ultimate theory, the initial value of my, is fixed by the new physics, and some mechanism
and/or symmetry protects mlz1 against large radiative corrections [7} 21}, 22].

There is a possibility that a new physics and/or concept is hidden behind the SM,
too.

2.3 Masslessness and finiteness

Before we reexamine the gauge hierarchy problem from a different angle, we discuss its
related topics on a basis of an ultimate theory.

First, we assume that the physics at My is described by an ultimate theory, which
has “finiteness”, i.e., physical quantities are calculated as finite values. At a rough guess,
the magnitude of quantities with mass dimension d is estimated as O(Mg), and natural
initial conditions for masses of particles in low-energy physics would be given by

m;(My) =0, 4)

as far as a mechanism to generate a tiny value does not work in the ultimate theory. We
refer to the relations m;(My) = 0 as “masslessness”ﬂ Non-zero masses and scales are
expected to be dynamically generated by quantum effects, in the effective field theory.
In other words, it might be a natural choice that every particle in a low-energy theory is
massless at My, the effective theory has the classical conformal symmetry in addition to
chiral symmetry and gauge symmetry, and masses are induced after the breakdown of
relevant symmetries by some dynamics. The typical examples are the Higgs mechanism
in electroweak theory and the dimensional transmutation in quantum chromodynam-
ics.

At this stage, the following questions arise. What is the origin of masslessness and
finiteness? How is masslessness protected against quantum effects?

1 Masslessness could be related to the vanishment of bare Higgs boson mass around Mp [23].



We need to specify an ultimate theory, in order to answer the above questions. Here,
we take string theory as a possible candidate] In string theory, the world-sheet confor-
mal invariance induces the massless string states, and the world-sheet modular invari-
ance guarantees finiteness of physical quantities. Hence, it can be said that the world-
sheet modular invariance is responsible for the protection of masslessness against quan-
tum corrections.

Concretely, from the world-sheet modular invariance for the closed string, the cor-
rection §m? (radiative corrections of the scalar mass squared including contributions
from innumerable string states) should be given by

2
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where 7 = 7, + i7, is a modular parameter, G(7) is a worldsheet modular invariant func-
tion, i.e., G(r) = G(7 + 1) and G(7) = G(-1/71), and & stands for the fundamental region
defined by & = {7 : |[Ret| < 1/2,1 < |7]}. In cases where SUSY holds exactly, G(7) vanishes,
and then 6 mé = 0. Even if SUSY is broken down, there is a possibility that G(7) vanishes
in conspiracy with infinite towers of massive particles, as suggested in Ref. [7].

From the viewpoint of effective field theories, symmetries relevant to naturalness
such as chiral symmetry, gauge symmetry and conformal symmetry become useful tools
for realistic model-building, that is, naturalness becomes a powerful guiding principle to
construct an effective theory [10]. The relation of naturalness and conformal symmetry
has been reexamined by Bardeen [25]

On the other hand, from the viewpoint of an ultimate theory, masslessness is more
essential than naturalness or symmetries that make parameters natural. In other words,
naturalness or the relevant symmetry is regarded as a secondary concept, originated
from masslessness. Also, there is a possibility that an ultimate theory provides con-
straints on its effective theory. For instance, the ultimate theory possesses a duality like
the world-sheet modular invariance. If this symmetry or its remnant could be imposed
on the effective theory, only logarithmic divergent parts might be picked out and the
Higgs boson mass could become a natural parameter, as discussed in [35].

For the gauge hierarchy problem, the fine tuning of order (my/My)? is required for
the scalar mass squared mi(« MIZJ) from the viewpoint of effective field theories. In the
ultimate theory, there must be symmetries such as world-sheet conformal symmetry,
modular invariance and SUSY in string theory, to generate masslessness and protect it
against radiative corrections of O(MLZI). Hence, we expect that such fine tuning might
also be an artifact in its effective field theory, and it could be improved if features of the
ultimate theory are taken in and the ingredients of the effective theory are enriched.

2 As a candidate of field theory version, the theories called finite unified theories, which have a large
predictive power, have been proposed [24]. They are based on the finiteness and the principle of reduction
of coupling constants.

3 Extensions of the SM have been proposed by adopting the classical conformal invariance as a guiding

principle [26} 27,28} 129} 30} 31} 132} 33} 134].



3 Supersymmetry and fermionic symmetry

Let us reconsider the technical side of the gauge hierarchy problem, based on the last
possibility presented in Sect. because it is plausible on the basis of recent experi-
mental results at LHC. Evidences from SUSY, compositeness and extra dimensions have
not yet been discovered, and a definite discrepancy has not yet been observed between
the predictions in the SM (modified with massive neutrinos) and experimental results.
These suggest that, even if new particles and/or new dynamics exist, those effects must
be adequately suppressed.

Our consideration is based on the following assumptions, relating a physics beyond
and/or behind the SM.
(a) There is an ultimate theory at a high-energy scale My, and it contains particles with
masses of O(My) and massless ones. The physical sector of massless particles is de-
scribed by the SM (or an extension of the SM with new particles around the terascale).
We denote it by SM + a. This model holds up to My, and the Higgs boson is described as
an elementary particle.
(b) There exists a new physics with a new concept & beyond and/or behind SM + a,
which is one of characteristics in the ultimate theory. The new physics can be formu-
lated by an effective field theory possessing & .
(c) The full effective theory consists of three parts, the part Xpeayy describing heavy par-
ticles with masses of O(My), the part Xjighe (> SM+ @) including light (or massless at My)
particles that survive at a lower-energy scale, and the part Xy,ix describing the interac-
tions between particles in Xhigh and those in Xjigh. The gauge hierarchy problem does
not occur, and the physical sector can be described by an effective theory without Xpeavy
and Xp,ix. This feature consists of the following ingredients.
(c1) The physical parameters in SM + a do not receive large quantum corrections, in the
presence of Xpeavy and Xmix.
(c2) The concept & is preserved in the full effective theory, independent of the behavior
of the particles in SM + a.

In the following, we search for & to realize (a) — (c), and explore theories with &
beyond and/or behind SM + a.

3.1 Fragility of supersymmetry and gauge hierarchy problem

For the sake of completeness, we examine whether spacetime SUSY is suitable as & or
not, by making clear the strong and weak points of SUSY, using a toy model.
Let us begin with the Lagrangian density given by

Zsusy = L) + Z£0,2) + ZLmix » (6)
Loy = |0upo|’ +Wyia w0 , @)
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where ¢ and v (k=0,1,2) are complex scalar bosons and Weyl fermions, respectively,
and parameters M and f are chosen as real, for simplicity. The SUSY invariance of Zsysy
is understood from the rewritten version,

_ o _O_WZ)_(z W
ZLsusy % |0”(Pk| tYlo auwk 'a(pk 5 ; a(pkacpll[/kl[/l +h.c.|, (10)
where W = M¢y¢p2 + fpop1¢» and h.c. represents the hermitian conjugate.

From (7) and (8), we find that, at the tree level, both ¢, and v are massless, both ¢;
and ¢, have a mass M, and ¥, and ¥, form a Dirac fermion with a mass M.

Let us suppose that the sectors described by Z(o), Z(1,2) and Znix are counterparts to
a SUSY extension of SM + @, Xheavy and Xmiy, respectively. Although the second term in
Zmix contains only heavy fields, we assume that it belongs to Xnix because it originates
from the mixing of light and heavy fields in W.

The non-renormalization theorem states that both M and f do not receive any radia-
tive corrections perturbatively, and hence the mass spectrum remains unchanged and
the hierarchical structure holds at the quantum level. This is the strong point of SUSY,
and SUSY extensions of GUTs become candidates of a theory with & [36),37].

However, SUSY has not yet been found in particle physics. Hence, if SUSY exists in
nature, it is realized in a broken form. There are at least two possibilities to explain the
current status. One is that superpartners of the SM particles exist, but they are too heavy
to observe through the present collider experiments. Then, naturalness of my would be
viewed with suspicion because of the necessity for a (mild) fine tuning, as superpartners
become heavier [38, [39]. The other one is that there are no superpartners of the SM
particles at all. Then, a weakness of SUSY would become apparent (as will be shown
below) because of the missing of SUSY in the low-energy physics after the reduction of
SUSY and the elimination of superpartners, even if SUSY exists at an ultimate theory.

In the following, we hit a sensitive point of SUSY by answering the question what
happens if superpartners are missing, considering the case that v is eliminated in the
above toy model. Or we show that the parameters receive radiative corrections in the
absence of 1, and the mass hierarchy is spoiled. Concretely, at the one-loop level, the
mass squared of ¢, mzo, does not receive any radiative corrections. This is due to the
fact that ¢ couples with heavy fields in a SUSY invariant form. The mass squareds of
¢1 and ¢, receive the radiative corrections of O(M?), even if quadratic divergences are
removed. On the other hand, ¥; and ¥, do not receive mass corrections at the one-loop

level, and the mass degeneracy of heavy fields is lost. Hence méo receives large radiative

corrections of O(M?) up to some suppression factors at the two-loop level, and the mass
hierarchy is destroyed.

Although we have considered the toy model where the system with .59(’0) = |6N<po
corresponds to SM + a, it is easily understood that a similar thing happens in any SUSY
extensions of the SM and the gauge hierarchy problem occursf In this way, SUSY makes
a strong showing in the presence of superpartners, but it is fragile if missing.

|2

4 In SUSY extensions of the SM, quadratic divergences appear in radiative corrections on scalar masses
in the absence of (part of) superpartners, even if we neglect the contributions from heavy particles. To
avoid such a complication and extract effects of heavy particles, the toy model is considered.



We rethink what happened, from the viewpoint of heavy particles. Let light fields in-
troduce without their superpartners into a SUSY invariant system including heavy fields.
The structure of SUSY invariant system is broken down through the coupling to the
system without superpartners, and it induces large radiative corrections on masses of
light scalar fields. This is a root or might be an essence of the gauge hierarchy prob-
lem. In other words, the gauge hierarchy problem can be restated as “without upsetting
the structure of a high-energy physics under cover of an excellent concept, is it possible to
formulate a low-energy effective theory and the interaction with heavy particles?"

3.2 Fermionic symmetry with a charmed life

First, we speculate a theory whose structure is stabilized by some symmetry &. The
strong point of SUSY provides a useful hint. It is that the cancellation on radiative cor-
rections works very well due to contributions from particles with different statistics, that
form supermultiplets, if SUSY holds exactly.

The spacetime SUSY pairs every particle with its superpartner whose helicity is one-
half different from, because SUSY charges (Qq, Q4) have helicity +1/2 and satisfy the
relation iQa,Ed} = ZO'Z o Pu- Here, we consider_ N =1 SUSY for simplicity. Note that
Qg and Q,-singlets satisfying Q,w(x) = 0 and Q4w (x) = 0 are not allowed because of
Puy(x) = id,y(x) # 0. This fact leads to a weak point of SUSY in case that some super-
partners are missing.

From this observation, we anticipate that something quite interesting can happen,
if there is a symmetry such that the SM particles are singlets and heavy particles form
doublets under the transformation group, and quantum corrections from each compo-
nent in the doublet are canceled out each other. Then, a possible candidate of & is a
fermionic symmetry that transforms an ordinary particle into its ghost partner. Here,
an ordinary particle means a particle that obeys the spin-statistics theorem. The ghost
partner has same spacetime and internal quantum numbers with the corresponding or-
dinary particle, butyields a different statistics. We refer to this type of fermionic symme-
try as a “particle-ghost symmetry”.

We explore theories with ghost fields, in the expectation that the particle-ghost sym-
metry can play the vital role to stabilize the Higgs boson mass, although it is hidden
behind the SM.

Let us consider a toy model with a complex scalar particle ¢ with a light mass m and
a pair of complex scalar particles (¢, ¢,) with a heavy mass M,,. Here, ¢ is an ordinary
scalar field yielding the commutation relations and c,, is its ghost partner yielding the
anti-commutation relations. If both ¢ and ¢, interacts with ¢ in the same way, radiative
corrections on mg due to heavy fields would vanish because of the cancellation between
contributions from ¢ and c,,. Note that the extra minus sign appears for the virtual ghost
field running in the loop. Furthermore, the mass of ¢, would receive the same size of ra-
diative corrections with that of ¢ through the interactions with ¢. Hence we expect that
the particle-ghost symmetry is unbroken at the quantum level, and the mass hierarchy
is stabilized.



Next, we embody our speculation, using the Lagrangian density;,
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where A, is the quartic self-coupling constant of ¢, A, and A’ are other quartic cou-
pling constants, and the star product (x) represents a non-local interaction. The self-
interactions of heavy fields are indispensable, because they are induced radiatively via
the couplings between light and heavy fields. Features of interaction terms are given in
the Appendix A. The sectors described by £y, £, - and Zpx are counterparts to SM +
@, Xneavy and Xnix, respectively.

Here, we outline radiative corrections on parameters. Details are presented in the
Appendix A. At the one-loop level, the mass squared of ¢ does not receive any radiative
corrections from heavy fields, because the contributions from ¢ and ¢, are exactly can-
celed out. On the other hand, the parameters M,, A, and A’ receive radiative corrections
through £,y and the interactions in £, . If both ¢ and ¢, receive exactly the same size
of contributions, the structure of £, . and Z,ix remain unchanged. This can be shown
at the one-loop level if interaction terms satisfy some features. If the stabilization of £,
and Zhix hold at the all order of perturbation and the quadratic divergence in the mass
squared of ¢, originated from the self-interaction of ¢, is subtracted, the system is free
from fine tuning. Then, the mass hierarchy can be stabilized against quantum correc-
tions.

Now, we study a characteristics & to stabilize the theory. From and (I4), we
guess that the quardratic form .# = ¢ + c(‘;, Cy is a key and a symmetry relating transfor-
mations which leave .# invariant can be &'. It is equivalent to OSp(2|2)

The transformations are classified into following four types.

(@) U(1) transformation for a particle:

Oop =icoqp, 50(PT:_1.€0(PT’ 500(/):0’ 6002;):0; (15)

where €, is an infinitesimal real number.
(b) U(1) transformation for a ghost:

where € is an infinitesimal real number.
(c) Transformation that ¢, changes into c:;, and its hermitian conjugation:

bep=0, 6C(PT:0y 6cc(p:€cC(Ly 5CC(I,:0, (17)

5 The OS p(2]2) is the group whose elements are generators of transformations (corresponding (a), (b)
and (d)) which leave the inner product of two vectors such as xj x2 + y1 y2 + (5102 - 9152) /2 invariant, where
x; and y; (i = 1,2) are bosonic variables, and 8; and 51- are fermionic ones. Note that the innner product is
given by x? + y% + 00(= |z|* + 66) for a same vector, where z= x+iy.



61([):0, 61([)1-:0, 6IC¢:0, 6262;):626([), (18)

where ¢, and eI are Grassman numbers.
(d) Fermionic transformations (particle-ghost transformations):
Sep=—{cy, Opp' =0, 8pc, =0, dc)=0g", (19)
SLp=0, dLe'=tTcl, olc,=(Tg, olc) =0, (20)
where ¢ and ' are Grassman numbers. Note that §g is not generated by a hermitian
operator, different from the generator of the BRST transformation in systems with first

class constraints and that of the topological symmetry [41},42].
From the above transformation properties, we see that ¢, 8., p and 5;; are nilpotent,

ie,82=0,08?=0, 6z =0and 5;22 = 0, where &, 8;, oy and 5;; are defined by & = e.dc,
6! =€l8! 6p = (6 and 6; =¢tol, respectively. Furthermore, we find the algebraic rela-
tions,

{QC’QI}:Ng’ {QF’QE‘}:NO—'—NgEND’ (21)
where Ny, Ng, Qc, QZ , Qr and Qf; are the corresponding generators (charges) given by
60@ = i[eoNo,(D] y 6gq) = i [6gNg,®] y 6c® = i[é‘CQC,(D] y
slo=ilelQl o], sro=iKQral, olo=i[Ql 0| 22)

It is easily understood that ¢ g+ c:;, Cy is invariantunder the transformations (I9) and
(20), from the nilpotency of dr and 5;; and the relations,

oo+ c:;,c(,, =dp (c:;,(p) = 6;[ ((pTc(,,) = 5F5; ((quo) = —511;5F ((quo)
= —6F6;£ (c];c(,,) = 6;[6F (c:;,c(p) . (23)

Using them, the Lagrangian density Zr is rewritten as

A
SLr=%p+ 5F5; GH(pTG“(p - M(f,(pT(p - 7(/) ((pT(p *xplp— c:;,c(,, * c:;,c(p) ~ANo'oppTp| . 24)

The theory is specified by the fermionic charges Qr and Q;Q and the bosonic charge
Np of the doublet (¢, c¢,,) with the relation {QF, Q;} = Np. In the case that ¢ is invariant
under OSp(2|2) transformation, i.e., ¢ is Qr and Q;Q—singlet satisfying 6r¢p = 0 and 612(/) =
0, the full system described by £ has OSp(2]2) invariance. Note that Qr and Q;—singlets
are allowed, because Np is irrelevant to spacetime symmetries, different from the case
of spacetime SUSY.

To formulate our model in a consistent manner, we use a feature that a conserved
charge can, in general, be set to be zero as a subsidiary condition. We impose the following
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subsidiary conditions on states to select physical states [phys) can be selectedﬁ
Qelphys) =0, QfIphys)=0, Np|phys)=0, (25)

and then heavy fields ¢ and c,, are expected to be unphysical and not to give any quan-
tum effects on the light field ¢. This is regarded as a field theoretical version of the Parisi-
Sourlas mechanism [45]. Hence, there is a possibility that ¢ and ¢, are not dangerous for
¢, and vice versa, and the structure of theory is stabilized owing to the fermionic sym-
metries with a charmed life.

If we take ¢ T in place of ¢ ¢ x ' in @4), the self-interactions of Qp-doublet

Ay (QOT(,D + CI, C(,,) * ((p*(p + c:;, c(,,) in &, ¢ is replaced by

Ay ((pﬁp(pﬂp + <pT(pcﬂ;, Cp + cﬂ;,q)(pch, + <pT(p * 02;, Cp— cz,q) * <pch, + c:;,cq, * 02;, c(,,) . (26)
Hereafter, we do not consider self-interactions containing both local and non-local ones
such as (26), because the form of these interactions could not be stable against radiative
corrections in the framework of effective field theory.

More powerful fermionic symmetries might be needed to construct a realistic model.
We, however, do not specify them, because we have not known what an ultimate theory
is and what underlying symmetries are. Hence, in the following, we use particle-ghost
symmetries as an illustrative example.

We consider theories with fermionic symmetries (whose generators are denoted by
Qr and Q;Q) that relate particles to their ghost partners and the bosonic symmetry re-
lating the charge Np for the doublets (pairs of particles and their ghost partners) with
the relation {Qp, Qf;} = Np, and assume that those symmetries are not broken down at
the quantum level, and ghost fields are unphysical and harmless. Then we arrive at the
conjecture that the gauge hierarchy problem does not occur and the physical low-energy
theory can be described by SM + a, if a full effective theory has fermionic symmetries with
an eternal life, the SM particles and some extra light fields are Qg-singlets and others in-
cluding heavy fields are Qg-doublets. A theory beyond and behind the SM is expected to
be expressed as

ZLBsm = d%light + gheavy + Zhmix » d%light = ZLsM+a + 5F5;A$ ) 27)

where Light, Zheavy and ZLmix stand for the Lagrangian densities of the parts Xjight, Xheavy
and Xpix, respectively. The Zsyi4q represents the Lagrangian densities of SM + a, and
EFEEA,% contains light Qp-doublet fields. Both %eavy and Znix are also written in the
or-exact form, for instance,

xheavy = dp

; (Cik io! Dy + C;r{kiU“DuWRk - MkCIkU/Rk - MkaT{kWLk)

+ Zz: ((D“cl)Jr (Dup1) - Mlzc;(pl) TR

6 The conditions are interpreted as counterparts of the Kugo-Ojima subsidiary condition in BRST
quantization [43]. It is shown that the system containing both free ordinary fields and their ghost partners
is quantized consistently, though it becomes empty leaving the vacuum state alone [44].
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= 5F51T: [Z(VJLCZFND#U/L/C+w;ki0“DuWRk—MkWLCWRk—Mkw;kWLk)
%

) (28)

+Xl: ((D'u(pl)]L (Dp(/)l) - Mlz(p;r(pl) 4

ZLimix = OF = 5F51J£ , (29)

—;AIHTHC;F(PPL“'

_ZZZAZHTH(pWZ”(pZ+...

where (Y1, cLr) and (Wgg, cri) are heavy Weyl spinor Qp-doublets, and (¢, ¢;) are com-
plex scalar Qg-doublets, and H is the Higgs boson in the SM that is a Qp-singlet. Note
that both Zeavy and Zix are also expressed in the 5;;—exact form.

3.3 Grand unification and fermionic symmetry

First, let us start with a conjecture relating an ultimate theory. The ultimate theory must
explain the birth of our physical world as follows. Our world comes into existence from
“nothing”. Here, nothing means not an empty but a world whose constituents are unphys-
ical objects and/or fundamental objects including only gauge bosons (and their superpart-
ners, i.e., gauginos), that form multiplets of a large gauge symmetry. “Beings” including
matter fields are generated at My, after reducing the large symmetry into a smaller one,
by some mechanism. The constituents after the reduction are massless particles and mas-
sive unphysical ones. The massless particles contain GUT multiplets and incomplete ones.
Parts of the GUT multiplets become unphysical in collaboration with ghost partners be-
longing to incomplete ones. After all, the SM particles and extra particles survive as phys-
ical ones or “beings’, in a lower-energy worldf] Note that, in our scenario, extra compo-
nents of GUT multiplets can remain massless and decouple to the SM particles because
they become unphysical, which is different from the ordinary case that they decouple to
the SM particles because they become heavy on the breakdown of GUT symmetry.

Next, we discuss the verifiability and predictions of our conjecture. Although un-
physical particles do not give any dynamical effects on the physical sector, there are at
least two predictions, which can be indirect proofs of unphysical sector. First one is that
physical quantities calculated in the SM + a should precisely match with the experimen-
tal values at the terascale, up to any gravitational effects, because radiative corrections
from unphysical particles are canceled out. Second one is that parameters in the SM +
a should satisfy specific relations at My, reflecting on a large symmetry realized in the
ultimate theory.

In the following subsections, we explain that the second prediction can be realized, in
the appearance of new particles (Qgp-singlets) around the terascale and light Qg-doublets,
under a situation with following features.

(i) An ultimate theory has a large gauge symmetry potentially. Gauge bosons originate
from an object such as D-brane in string theory.

(ii) Other particles including matter fields appear with changing the structure of space-
time and/or object at a high-energy scale My. All massive fields form Qg-doublets and

7 Based on this conjecture, a toy model has been proposed that physical modes are released from un-
observable fields [46].
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become unphysical. Massless fields consist of ordinary fields and ghost fields. Most
ordinary fields including the gauge bosons form multiplets of a gauge group G,, other
ordinary fields form multiplets of a smaller gauge group G/ and ghost fields form multi-
plets of a gauge group Gg. The gauge symmetry of the system could increase from G or
Gg to G,, if other ordinary fields and massless ghost fields were removed, i.e., G, > G, Gg.
(iii) The system survives in a consistent manner, thanks to fermionic symmetries. The
fermionic symmetries are unbroken at the quantum level, and all ghost fields are un-
physical and harmless.

3.3.1 Symmetry reduction with ghost administration

Let us demonstrate that the gauge symmetry is reduced in the appearance of incomplete
multiplets at My, using toy models with the SU(2) Yang-Mills field.

We assume that the ultimate theory possesses many solutions corresponding multi-
verse such as the string landscape and some solutions contain ghost fields. Their low-
energy effective field theories are constructed from the massless spectra. In the fol-
lowing, we write down the Lagrangian densities with particle-ghost symmetries if ghost
fields exist, in several cases for a given set of massless particles.

First we consider an ordinary case that there are no ghost fields.

(A) Case with Qr singlets matter fields

Let the set (A%, ¢, w1, wR) be given as the massless ones. Here, Aﬁ are SU (2) gauge bosons
(@a=1,2,3), ¢ = (¢p',¢p*) T is a scalar field of SU(2) doublet (the superscript T represents
the operation of transposition), ¥, = (y;,¥?)" and yg = (y§, ¥3)" are left-handed and
right-handed chiral fermions of SU(2) doublets, respectively. From the SU(2) gauge in-
variance, the Lagrangian density is given by

1

A
L) = _ZFﬁvFWV +Zm, (30)
Lm = (D) (DF) + ! ioH Dy +whiok Dy, 31)

where Fj, = 0, Ay — 0y Aj — gs“bcAﬁAﬁ, Dy =0, +igA;7?/2, and g is a gauge coupling
constant, 7% are Pauli matrices. For simplicity, we omit interactions other than gauge
interactions. The system is described by an ordinary SU(2) Yang-Mills theory with a
complex scalar field and two Weyl spinors (a Dirac spinor).

Next we consider the extremal case that all matter fields company with their ghost
partners.
(B) Case with Qr doublets matter fields
Let the set (Ag; ¢, cy; w1, cL; YR, Cr) be given as the massless ones. Here, ¢, is the ghost
partner of ¢, and c;, and cg are the ghost partners of ¥ and vy, respectively. To for-
mulate a theory consistently, we require the SU(2) gauge invariance and the invariance
under the fermionic transformations,

Spp=—cg, Opp' =0, Spcy=0, 5FC},:¢T’ OpyL=—cr, 5Fw£:0’
dreL=0, dpcf = -y, Spyr=—cr, Opyp =0, drcr=0, drcy=—yy, dpA;=0(32)
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and

- T S . too_ P I,
Spp=0, Gpd' =cy, Gpcp=¢, S5, =0, Sy =0, Gpyy = ¢,

Slec=wr, 8l =0, 8lyr=0, slyl=-c, dler=vyr, olcf=0, 8lal=0. 33)

Then, we obtain the Lagrangian density

1 1
B)  _ B) _ T

Loy =" ZF[ZVF““V +%m+ zgh = —ZF[}VF“‘W +0p0p%m (34)

Ly = (Dycp) (DHeg) + ¢ iT! Dyer + cia" Dycy . (35)

For simplicity, we omit interactions other than gauge interactions. The system is essen-
tially identical to that described by the pure SU(2) Yang-Mills theory, because Qr dou-
blets are unphysical under the subsidiary conditions (25).

Here, we give a comment on a SUSY extension of the system. Let the set (A% 1%, c¢%)
be given as the massless ones. Here, 1% are SU(2) gauginos and c“ are their ghost part-
ners. We obtain the Lagrangian density

, 1 l-a 1
(B) _ . —a -
£ ——ZFﬁvF““V+5)L l)f”(DuA)“+§canf”(Duc)a
= Lpa pawv s st (130000000 36
T FOr 2 iy ( o )7 - (36)

This system is also identical to that described by the pure SU(2) Yang-Mills theory, under
the subsidiary conditions (25).

Finally, we consider an exotic case such that incomplete ghost fields exist.
(C) Case with incomplete Qr singlets matter fields
Let us obtain the set of particles A%, ¢, ¥, wgr and the ghost fields which do not form
SU(2) multipletssuch as C;, Cu» ck, cﬁ and cfl{, as the massless ones. The gauge quantum
numbers of ghost fields are same as those of Ay, = (AL— iAft) /2, A, = (AL+ iAft) IV2, Pl
1,//{ and w%{, respectively, but they obey statistics different from ordinary counterparts. To
formulate a theory, we require the U(1) gauge invariance and the invariance under the
fermionic transformations,

5F(P1 :—C(}) , (5F(P1T:0, (51:6(}):0, (SFC(})T:(PIJr , 5FWi:—Ci, (Spw]lj:o,
51:()114 =0, (SFCIIA]L = —’Wllj ) (51:’(#}1{ = —CIIR ) (51:1[/%;L =0, (51:()11{ =0, (51:6%3L = —lllflgL )
oA =—C;, 6pA, =0, 85C; =0, 65C, = A, 6p¢* =0, o’ =0,

and
toloo stolT ot steleol stelfco stulo §ulh = —clf
6F(P _0’ 5F(P _C(»b ’ 5FC¢_(P l} 6FC(!) —0, JF'(//L—O, 6FwL ——CL ,

Pl _ ol stelt— o stul—o stwlt— —olf gtel —yl  gtelt -
OpcL =V, Opq =0, Opyp=0, opy =6 , OpGr =Yg, Opcy =0,

A+ _ ta—_ = ST+t _ p+ T _ tp2 _ Top2t _
6FAy—O, 6FAu_Cu’ 6FC“—Ay, 6FC“—O, 6F¢> =0, 5ng =0,
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Siwi =0, dlyi' =0, slyh=0, slyi =0, 8lA%=0. (38)

Then, we obtain the Lagrangian density,

1
L= a [F, F* )y + L + ffg(ﬁ) + 29, 39)

where [Fj, F**"], is the gauge kinetic term that (g2/4) (A, A — A, A}) (A7 A*H - ATHA™Y)
is replaced by the non-local one (g%/4) (A, A}, — A, A}) x (A™VA™H — A"HA™Y) in Ffj, F,
and fg(g) and £ are given by

int

©) _ ey Ut I A=~V ot 1INt 1
"ngh ——(DNCV)(D”C V)+(DIuCV)(DVC '“)+(D#c¢) (D“c¢)

+¢ io"Djcf + ¢yl io" D e, (40)
©_ I8 (5 43 3) (- _
2 == (ual-ou ) (CTCH - CcHC)
2
+E (a7 a7 A At « (Ve -cHC™)
2 vy utty
2
+5 (¢ ci-cpcy)*(cet-crct)
4 (v uwey
g2
+o-(-oTcicrt + 97 C,C )
2 . .
& (4t a~t_ otk o+ 28y WFotug? — 18 g2t o il
+Soc) (aza+-cjic )c¢+\/§(Duc¢) CrHt =DMy
I8 i ot el L8 1t b 2y . 8 =gt 2
+—=(D,¢p7)'CHc, ——=c,'ClHD"Pp7) + ==c, ' THC
V2 u (AN ¢ V2L pVL
g 2t =p~— .1 § It=p o+, 2 g 2t —=p~— 1
+—v; 0" C, ¢ +—=c, a"C +—=v3'0"C,cp, (41)
\/EWL BT SR YR \/in u

where D}, = 0, + ig A}, T* (T° is the third component of su(2) algebra), jfg(g) are kinetic

terms of ghost fields including a minimal coupling with the U(1) gauge boson A3, and
Zint contains interactions between ordinary matters and ghosts.
The total Lagrangian density is rewritten as

1
© _ © , p© _ t A (O
Lo =~ A L+ Ly + Ll = Ly + 050 AL (42)

where %y and A2 are given by,
1
Ly = v (GuA?V’ - GVA‘Z) (O A3V — Y A3H + (DLQDZ)T(D’“(pZ)
+yi ig" Dyl +yh io" Dl yR (43)
ALY = —(D} A,) (D" A™) + (D, A;)) (D" A*)

ig _ _
—7(6MA3V’—6VA‘Z) (AVATH— AR AYY)

2
+ % (47 47 — AL AT * (A AT — A7 4™)
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2
—~ % (C; Ci—Cy C;) *(CTVCH—CTHCT) + (DN (D)

2

+i ((plTA*A Hol+c,lcic “q,,) g AT ALg?
+—(D’¢> yPATHP? — cpZTA (D"l
V2 \/E
+—(D’¢> YA Hp! - ¢”A+ (D'H¢p?)
V2 \f
+y, ig"D; W - \/—w” ALY - %wiTE“A;wi
+yy 10" Dy - \g@wRU A;wﬁ—%w?ff“flpwﬁ- (44)

The system is essentially identical to the U(1) gauge theory described by Z£;(1) under the
subsidiary conditions (23).

From (42), we find that SU(2) gauge symmetry is hidden in the form that it emerges
after removing ghost fields and replacing the non-local self-interactions among Aﬁ by
the local ones. The A; and A, behave as charged matters and change their phase under
the U(1) gauge transformation. The time-components of Aﬁ generate negative norm
states, but they can be unphysical and harmless with the help of those of Ci. Hence
the theory would not encounter inconsistency, so far as the U(1) gauge invariance and
particle-ghost symmetries are respected. To treat the non-local interactions and formu-
late the system consistently, the framework beyond the effective field theory might be
necessary.

Furthermore, can be regarded as a matching condition between a system with
SU(2) gauge bosons and that with the reduced U (1) symmetry at a high-energy scale My,
where matters and ghosts are administrated. Hence, we expect that specific relations
among physical parameters, reflecting a larger gauge symmetry, are revived at My, and
they are tested by analyzing renormalization group flows of parameters in a system with
areduced gauge symmetry.

3.3.2 Grand unification scenario

We take the following viewpoint and scenario for a physics beyond and behind the SM.
The gauge coupling constants precisely measured at the Large Electron-Positron collider
(LEP) [47] suggest that the SM gauge interactions are unified at My in SM + a. An ulti-
mate theory has a grand unified gauge symmetry potentially, and contains both massless
and massive states. All massive states form doublets of Qr, and they become unphysical.
Massless states consist of three types of constituents, ordinary fields (collectively de-
noted by ®y) including the gauge bosons which belong to multiplets of a unified gauge
group Gy, ordinary fields (collectively denoted by ®,) which belong to those of a smaller
gauge symmetry Gy, and ghost fields (collectively denoted by ®¢) which belong to those
of a gauge symmetry Gg. The physics of @y is effectively described by a GUT. If G, and/or
Gyg is the gauge group of SM + «, the GUT symmetry is broken down into the SM + a one
at My, in the presence of ®;, and ®,. Then the theory turns out to be SM + a with spe-
cific relations among parameters reflecting on the unified symmetry, at My. Or specific
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initial conditions are imposed on parameters of SM + «, at My. Note that there are no
contributions such as threshold corrections due to heavy particles, in case that they are
unphysical and do not give any quantum effects.

With the help of the toy model (C) in Sect.3.3.1] our scenario is summarized add

Llight = Lours + LY+ Loh + Lint = Lovira + Op0I AL y (45)
where Zgur« is the Lagrangian density describing the GUT concerning @y, £; and Z1,
contain kinetic terms of ®;, and @4 including minimal couplings with the gauge bosons
in SM + «, and iy contains interactions between ordinary particles and ghosts. We
present a prototype model describing the grand unification, in the Appendix B.

The theory has following excellent features.

e The Lagrangian density in SM + a is obtained with the following conditions for
gauge coupling constants,

5
83=82=81=8U |Mu’ g1=\/;g’, (46)

where g3, g» and g’ are the gauge coupling constants for SU(3)¢, SU(2) and U(1)y,
respectively, and gy is the unified gauge coupling constant.

* The triplet-doublet splitting of Higgs boson is realized, if extra colored compo-
nents are unphysical with the advent of their ghost partners.

e The SM gauge interactions are unified under a large gauge group, but the proton
can be stabilized if extra colored particles such as X gauge bosons are unphysical,
in the presence of their ghost partners, and do not give any quantum effects on
physical particles.

Furthermore, new particles around the terascale in SM + & can provide useful hints
to the physics such as the grand unification and SUSY at My. For instance, if (part of)
new particles form hypermultiplets as remnants of SUSY, it can be an evidence of (the
reduction of) N = 2 SUSY through the analysis of renormalization group evolutions of
parameters [22].

4 Conclusions

We have reconsidered the gauge hierarchy problem from the viewpoint of effective field
theories and a high-energy physics, motivated by the alternative scenario that the SM
(modified with massive neutrinos) holds up to a high-energy scale such as the Planck
scale and the principle that the hierarchy is stabilized by a symmetry that should be
unbroken in the SM. We have given a conjecture that theories with specific internal

8 The basic idea of our scenario is same as those in Refs. [48] [49].
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fermionic symmetries can be free from the gauge hierarchy problem and become can-
didates of the physics beyond and/or behind the SM, and presented a grand unification
scenario and its prototype model.

Our consideration is based on the reinterpretation of the gauge hierarchy problem
such that “without spoiling the structure of a high-energy physics supported by an excel-
lent concept, is it possible to construct a low-energy effective theory and the interaction
with heavy particles?"

Itis also based on following thoughts. A large symmetry is, in general, broken down to
the smaller one, if two systems with different size of symmetries interact with each other.
The spacetime SUSY is no exception. A requirement of large and manifest symmetries
causes strict laws of physics, and often leads to an unrealistic system. Diversity of nature
might be a result of a partial breakdown or reduction of such symmetries, keeping its
inner beauty. It would be attractive that the SM particles behave liberally to the extent
permitted by the laws of physics including hidden symmetries.

In this way, spacetime SUSY seems not to be within reach of our direct measure-
ments, because it is too beautiful and prominent. However, it does not mean that SUSY
is absent in our world, at all. It is just contrary, and SUSY must exist at an ultimate level,
because it achieves the unification of bosons and fermions, and it is deeply connected
to the consistency of the theory such as superstring theory. Then, it can be said that the
existence of fermions is a proof for SUSY. It is also possible to gain information on SUSY
realized at My from new particles around the terascale [22].

A magical ability would be required to keep an inner beauty eternally. If fermionic
symmetries such as the particle-ghost symmetries remain unbroken, the SM particles
could behave liberally as singlets. In this situation, even if the SM gauge interactions are
unified under a large gauge group, proton can be stable because extra colored particles
such as X gauge bosons become unphysical. In other words, proton acquires an eternal
life as a result of the fact that extra colored particles sell their souls to the ghosts.

Furthermore, a definite discrepancy has not yet been observed between the predic-
tions in the SM (modified with massive neutrinos) and experimental results, and this
fact might be a proof for the existence of hidden fermionic symmetries and its related
unphysical particles. The theory can be tested indirectly, using features of symmetries.
In particular, physical quantities calculated in the SM + a should precisely match with
the experimental values at the terascale, because radiative corrections from unphysical
particles are canceled out. Parameters in the SM + a should satisfy specific relations at
My, reflecting on a large symmetry realized in the ultimate theory.

Our scenario offers a system where the vacuum energy vanishes at My, because con-
tributions from heavy particles are canceled out and those from massless particles turn
out to be zero after the quartic divergences are removed. Our scenario could also have
a long life if consistent, because both spacetime SUSY and internal fermionic symmetry
can coexist. That is, in case that superpartners are discovered, they can be treated as
new particles in SM + a. If some of superpartners were absent, our fermionic symmetry
would have a chance to show up.

In our formulation, there appear non-local interactions among unphysical particles.
This fact might suggest that fundamental objects are not point particles but extended
objects, and a formulation using extended objects should be required to describe the
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interactions consistently.

Even if our particle-ghost symmetries have a weak point, our conjecture would be
survive that a magical symmetry can play the central role to solve the gauge hierarchy
problem, if the SM particles are singlets and heavy particles belong to non-singlets of
the transformation group, and the symmetry is unbroken and hidden in the low-energy
theory.

It is important to examine whether theories with internal fermionic symmetries are
consistently formulated in a manner to satisfy unitarity and causality. It is also challeng-
ing to study the structure of ultimate theory and to derive its low-energy effective theory.
If our world originated from only unphysical objects, more powerful symmetries would
be needed to formulate unphysical theories including gauge bosons and gravitons, and
the concept of orbifold grand unification [50} 51] would be useful on the reduction of
relevant symmetries.
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A Non-local interactions and radiative corrections

We study interactions among unphysical particles, and radiative corrections on param-
eters, using a toy model described by the Lagrangian density,

— T Au 2 4t t 2
Ly =0, ") —mip' o4 (670) (48)
Lo =00 0"+ auc];,d“c(p - Mg”)z(pt(p - Méf)zcj; Co
A px "o -228 P px chey ~ A chepxchep,  @9)
Zmix = =NV g -1V pcicy (50)

where Ay, )L((p(p) and )L((pc) are the quartic self-coupling constants of ¢, ¢ and c,, respec-
tively, and )L((p(p’c), A" and ') are the quartic coupling constants among ¢, ¢, and ¢.

In the form of action integral, the star product () represents a non-local interaction
such that —Afp"’) ¢ % @' stands for

- f AL v(x, 00 ()@l () e d  xid*x, (51)

where, v(x1, x2) is a function of two spacelike points x; and x, and is common to other
interactions in (#9). We assume that v(x,x) = 0 and v(xj, x2) can take non-zero values
for (x; — x2)2 = O(£?) (¢ is a fundamental length). The vertex representing the non-local
interaction is depicted in Fig.[Il Here, the factor such as 4v(x;, x») for /1((,,(”) is omitted, for
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Figure 1: The vertex representing the non-local interaction.
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simplicity. The same applies hereafter.
In the case that v(xy, x2) = 6%(x; — x2 + &) with &2 = O(¢?), the non-local interaction
(51I) becomes

_‘[}"(El)(p)(pT(xl)(p(X1)(pT(x1 +€)(p(x1 +€)d4xl . (52)

If (¢ = 0, the interaction becomes local. Then the self-interaction of ¢, vanishes such

that —)L((pc) : c:;,c(,, c:;,c(,, := 0 because of c(% = 0. However, the self-interaction of ¢, is in-

dispensable, because it is induced radiatively through the coupling between light and
heavy fields and it contains infinities that should be removed through the renormaliza-
tion of relevant coupling constant. This is the reason why we introduce non-local self-
interactions.

Zr has OSp(2]2) invariance, when the following relations among parameters hold

(@2 _ 4 ()2 (@) _ 2(@0 _ 4(0) 1) _ q1(c)
My =M?, A=A = Ay, AP =21 (53)

Let us study radiative corrections on parameters at the one-loop level, without speci-
fying the form of v(x;, x»), and examine whether OSp(2|2) invariance holds at the quan-
tum level.

First, we consider radiative corrections on mé The one-loop diagrams concerning

2

5m¢

are given in Fig.

Figure 2: The one-loop diagrams of § mfb
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The contributions from the first two diagrams are canceled each other for the case with
(53), because the statistics of particles running in the loop is different from each other.
In this case, 6 mfb is given by

—m5In—, 54
pn— (54)



where we subtract the quadratic divergence. In the same way, radiative corrections on
Ay come from only the self-interaction of ¢, because the contributions from ¢ and ¢,
are exactly canceled out.

Next, we study radiative corrections on Mg”) ? and Méf)z. The one-loop diagrams of
) Mgp)z are given in Fig.

Figure 3: The one-loop diagrams of § M(gp)z'
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Those of §M,,"* are given by exchanging ¢ for c,, AEP‘P) for A% and A'® for A'©. The
contributions from the first two diagrams and the fifth one are canceled for the case
with (B3). In this case, after the subtraction of quadratic divergence, 0 Mgp)z is given by

1(¢p) 2
@2 _ A 2, A o)
6M(P ——4—71:21’)’1(/)111? +2/1(p ](,0’ (55)
¢

where ], represents the sum of contributions from the third and fourth diagrams. In the
same way, & M(gf)2 is given by

SMO? = —mez lnA—2 +2297 (56)
¢ T qg2 e mé ¢ Tep

where J., represents the counterpart to J,. From and (B6), we find that 6M(5,‘P)2 =
6M$)2 for the case with (B3) and J, = J., The equality J, = J;, holds if the following
reasoning is correct. In the third and fourth diagrams, ¢ (c,) does not form the closed
line by itself (the loop is composed of ¢ (c,) and the dashed line representing non-local
interactions), and hence an extra minus sign is not required for the propagation of ¢,. In
this case, the same size of contributions are expected for J, and J,.

Finally, we study radiative corrections on A9 A((/,C) and /1((,,(’)'6). The one-loop diagrams

of 5(/1((,,(’)) v(x1,x,)) are given in Fig. [l
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Figure 4: The one-loop diagrams of § (Afpw) v(x1,Xx2)).
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Here, the factor 4 x comes from the fact that there are four ways to contract external lines
with non-local interaction points. Those of § (/1((,,0 'v(x1, xp)) are given by exchanging ¢ for

Cpr /1((,,(’)) for A{y) and ') for 1. The contributions from the first and fifth diagrams are
canceled for the case with (53).
The one-loop diagrams of 6 ()L((p(’)’c) v(x1, X)) are given in Fig.

Figure 5: The one-loop diagrams of § (A((I,(P’C) v(x1, X2)).
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Here, the factor 2x stems from the fact that there are two ways to contract external lines
with non-local interaction points. The contributions from the first and fourth diagrams

are canceled for the case with (53). Then we find that 6 (/1((,,(”) v(x1,x%)) =0 (ﬂtfpc) v(xy, xp)) =

o (Afp(p’c) v(x1,x2)), when the relations (53) hold, and an extra minus sign is not required
for the propagation of ¢, in case that the loop is not composed of ¢, alone.
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In this way, it is shown that, if the relations (53) and the above feature relating c,, hold
and quadratic divergences are removed, the light field ¢ receives neither any quantum
corrections from heavy fields ¢ and ¢, nor large corrections from the self-interaction, ¢
and c,, receive exactly the same size of radiative corrections, and hence the mass hierar-
chy is stabilized against quantum corrections at the one-loop level.

B Prototype model for grand unification

Let us present a prototype model of a grand unified theory in a hidden form, composed
of massless fields including incomplete matter fields and ghost ones, by reference to the
model (C) in Sect. B3Il The Lagrangian density possessing SU(5) gauge invariance is
given by,

Zeur = féll)ﬁ + fézl)” ) 57)
1

g((}ll)JT__ZFZ‘VFWV*-(DF,H)T(D“H)—)LH(HTH)Z, (58)

‘%C(%ZI)IT %« \Pik ic" Dy ¥+ %: \P}L{kf io!' Dy Wrp +--+, (59)

where Dy = 0, +iguA;TY, H = (Hc, Hw)T is the Higgs boson with the fundamental
representation 5, and W and Wy are left-handed and right-handed Weyl fermions. Afj
(¢ =1,---,24) are SU(5) gauge bosons, and gy is the unified gauge coupling constant.
H¢ and Hyy stand for the colored components and the weak ones in H, respectively. The
ellipsis stands for terms such as Yukawa interactions. We do not consider them, because
it depends on the origin of matter fields

In the introduction of ghost fields C;, and ¢y, whose gauge quantum numbers are
same as those of X, and Hc ((3,2) and (3,1) of SU(3)c x SU(2)y, respectively), the fol-
lowing Lagrangian density can be added,

ff(” —(D,cHT ™Yy + (D, CH'D"CH) + (D, cp) (D™ epe) (60)
P = lgUF’“ (chver- C“‘C")

82U (XIxu- X} x,)" * (cPver - ctuer)”

L8 L (cleu- cic) (crer-ctre)’

2
gUHT Cl.CH Hy gUHT CNCT“HC+g7cH (XMX“‘ CuC™) e
gU il + ! / T ~T
+ 18U D! ey et Hy — U HT DY) - Y (D ) CTHe
\/— 7} Hc w — \/— wu Hc \/i 7} w Hc

gUT
\/—H

- )LHC o x cJr . CHc » (61)

Cu(D'™ Hy) —2A g (HCTHC + HWTHW) * ¢l che
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where D), =0, + igy A T“, and F, is the field strength of the SM gauge bosons A (a =
1,2---,8,21,---,24). Using (59), and (61), we obtain the relation

(€8] €8] ) 4 p) _ ) t 1)
Liight = Lours T Lan + Lint = Lomx T OFOAL My’ (62)
where $él)]T , is the Lagrangian density that the self-interactions of X, and H are re-

1)

placed by the non-local ones in (8), Ly, and ALY are given by

1

L8 = = B + (D, Hw) (D" Hy) - A HH;LVHW * H\ Hy , (63)
a
ALY = (D, x,)' (D" X") + (D, x) (D" XH) - F’“ (X”Xﬂ X“‘XV]
g2 a
2U ()X - X]x) o (XX - X“‘X”)

_& (CTC c*c) (c“c”—c”‘c”)a

+ (D}, H) (D He) + 8U (HTXuXT”HC+c C CT“cHC)

g U
UHT XTXNHW+ 7 (D’ Ho) ' xHHy, - 5_H;£VX;(D’“HC)

lgU "H Tty Tu gU t I
— (D, Hw) X "Hc+ —=Hc' X, (D" Hw)
\/— \/— ©

2
i (HCTHC * Ho' He —cfy e, x el cHC) 24y He He % Hy'tHy (64)

Note that the self-interaction of the weak Higgs boson Hyy is given as the non-local one
in (63), but it is regarded as the local one if the fundamental length ¢ is small enough.

The jfl(lilt is invariant under the fermionic transformations,

dpHe=—che, OpHE=0, 8pcp, =0, Spcly = HY., 65X, =—Cy, 6pX}=0,
6rCy =0, 6rCl =X}, SpHyw =0, SpH, =0, 6pAL=0 (65)
and
6iHc=0, 6lH.=cl, , 8lcn,=He, &lcl, =0, 6lX,=0, 6{X}=C],

8tCu =Xy, 5;@:0, SlHw=0, 8lH], —o 6TA“_0 (66)

Next, we consider the matter part P2

oyt taking three types of matter multiplets such
as ‘PgL, W5, and Y1, .

(a) Starting from Vg = (d¢, I)7, after introducing the ghost partner ¢y, of I, the kinetic
term of down type SU (2).-singlet quark d; is derived as follows,

wi i D5, +cf i7" Dyc, — 52 dfF Crey + SE el GHCTd
L

\/—L \/—l
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= df'io" D), df + opo! | IL i D), I + f’}id“_“X I - g71L _“XTdC) ,(67)

My

where the superscripts c and * represent the operation of charge conjugation and com-
plex conjugation, respectively, and the fermionic transformations are given by

5FZL=—CIL, (51:1{20, 6FCZL=0, 5FC;L:—IIT, 6FX3=—C3, 5FX;::0y
orCl =0, 6:C} =X, Opdf =0, dpd =0 (68)

and

Sth=0, 8{lf =—c} , 8fcy =1h, dlc} =0, 6{X; =0, 6.X;=C,

teT _ yT st tgc—o &tgct =
sich=x1, 8lcy=0, 8ldf =0, 8ldT=0. (69)

(b) From the content with W5, = (dg, lﬁ)T and the ghost partner cg4, of dg, the kinetic
term of SU(2)L-doublet lepton I, = (I3)¢ is derived as (after the charge conjugation is
performed),

U ot g, 1e - 8L pctguct

‘I’:L,Ria“Du‘Pg,R + C;R ok Djcqy + EcdR wle= 5l 1 C
= 1¢Vio" D15 + 856} | ditio* D)y — EL dy o X, 15 + 82 lQaﬂX,de) (70)
V2 V2 My
where the fermionic transformations are given by
Spdr = —Cay , Opd} =0, Spcgy =0, dpcl =—d}, dplg=0, Splg =0 (71)
and
Sldr=0, old=—cl, , 8lca,=dr, 8lc) =0, 6liz=0, 61 =0. (72)

(c) From the content with W10, = {qL, ], ¢{} and the ghost partners Cus of uf and Cet of
e, the kinetic term of SU(2).-doublet quark 4. is derived as

\P}O iE“Du‘I’ 10, + c*c i0 D) cyc + c*c i0 D) ce

\/_ \/_ \/_ \/_ e
= q;f iE“DL qL+ 5F51T: ufT io" D uf + eRTiU“DLeR

_8u 88U i— 8u
—uf G“XNqL + —q{a“XZ uf — f

VG Nz N

where the fermionic transformations are given by

7 X, el + S ect UNXZqL)

, (73
NG (73)

My

ct

c_ ct _ _ T _
JFuL——cuE, Oru;' =0, JFCui—O, épcui——uL ,
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51:8er = _le ’ (51:816: =0, (5FCZE =0, 6Fcef = —ef , 6FqL =0, 5FqL =0 (74)

and
t,020 §5tute—ct  Stee=ut &t =
6FuL—0, 5FuL __Cuf’ 6Fcu£—uL, 6Fcu£—0,
toet _ g §tef — tot _ott st o Sta—0. &tal =
6FeL =0, 5FeL——ce£, 6Fce£—eL , 6Fcef—0, 6FqL—0, 6FqL—0. (75)

The kinetic terms of u{ and ef should be added, by introducing u{ and e as ®;, (or-
dinary fields belonging to multiplets of the SM gauge group).

This model has following excellent features. The unification of the SM gauge cou-
pling constants occurs such that g3 = g» = g1 = gy at My. The triplet-doublet splitting
of Higgs boson is realized in the form that Hy, becomes the Higgs doublet in the SM and
the ghost ¢y makes Hc unphysical. The longevity of proton is fully guaranteed because
both X gauge bosons and their ghost partners are unphysical.
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