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Abstract: We consider a simple scale-invariant action coupling the Higgs field to

the metric scalar curvature R and containing an R2 term that exhibits spontaneous

breaking of scale invariance and electroweak symmetry. The coefficient of the R2 term

in this case determines the self-coupling of the Higgs boson in the Einstein frame,

and the scalaron becomes a dilaton weakly coupled to the Higgs boson. Majorana

mass terms for right-handed neutrinos can be generated in a scale-invariant manner

by using the Higgs-field invariant; in this case, the existing experimental limits on the

Higgs-boson total width rule out Majorana mass values in a certain range. The model

inherits the naturalness issues of general relativity connected with the smallness of

the gravitational and cosmological constants.
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1 Introduction

It has long been suggested in the literature that the global scale-invariance can be

an exact symmetry of nature [1–11].1 Here, by global scale-invariance, we mean in-

variance of the Lagrangian density with respect to multiplication of the space-time

metric and matter fields by appropriate constant factors (such transformations are

often called dilatations). Lagrangians respecting this principle cannot contain di-

mensionful parameters (such as masses or gravitational and cosmological constants),

hence, scale symmetry has to be dynamically broken in order to generate them.

Since only the dimensionless ratios of such parameters are measured in experiment,

it appears possible, in principle, to generate all dimensionful scales by a unique

mechanism. Scale invariance can be maintained on the quantum level, albeit at the

expense of renormalisability [4, 7–11].

Technically, this idea is usually implemented by introducing a special scalar field

χ, sometimes referred to as the “metron” (its logarithm or, often, the field χ itself is

also called the dilaton; see [12] for a review), whose expectation value gives birth to

all dimensionful parameters. In particular, the gravitational constant is generated

by the scale-invariant coupling of the field χ to the metric curvature scalar R via

ξχ2R term, following the old idea due to Brans and Dicke [13, 14].

A natural question arises whether the Higgs field of the Standard Model can

play the role of such a scalar field breaking the scale-invariance. It turns out that,

even in the presence of the scale and electroweak symmetry-breaking potential, such

a theory is not realistic: the coupling constant ξ is required to be extremely large

(see below), in which case the Higgs field becomes effectively massless and decouples

from the other fields of the Standard Model [15–17].

In this letter, we point out that such a theory is remedied by adding the R2

term to the gravitational action, thus introducing a new scalar degree of freedom

(eventually to become a dilaton). In this case, one can start with a scale-invariant

1In [3, 4], this principle is extended to a local scale-invariance, or Weyl invariance.
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action even without any potential for the Higgs field; both the scale invariance and

the electroweak symmetry become naturally dynamically broken. This is most easily

seen in the Einstein frame of the theory, in which the usual Standard Model action

arises together with the Einstein gravity and a new scalar degree of freedom (the

dilaton) coupled to the Higgs field. The scale-invariance of the theory in the original

frame becomes the dilaton shift symmetry in the Einstein frame. The dimensionless

constant in front of the R2 term regulates the self-coupling of the Higgs field, hence,

the mass of the Higgs boson in this frame. On the other hand, the scale-invariant

term λΦ
(

Φ†Φ
)2

in the original action is responsible for the cosmological constant,

hence, requires a tiny constant λΦ. The extreme largeness of ξ and smallness of λΦ
represent fine-tuning issues in the original frame, equivalent to the naturalness issues

of the Planck and cosmological constants in the Einstein frame.

2 The model

Let us consider gravity coupled to the Higgs field of the Standard Model, with a

scale-invariant total low-energy effective Lagrangian2

L = ξ∗Φ
†ΦR +

ξ2∗
4λ∗

R2 − λΦ
(

Φ†Φ
)2 − (DµΦ)

†DµΦ+ Lm , (2.1)

where ξ∗, λ∗ and λΦ are positive dimensionless constants, Φ is the Higgs doublet,

and Dµ is the gauge covariant derivative involving the SU(2) and U(1) electroweak

gauge fields and acting on the Higgs doublet Φ. Note that the potential for the Higgs

field does not contain the symmetry-breaking parameter, which is forbidden by the

invariance of the Lagrangian density with respect to the global scaling gµν → ζ2gµν ,

Φ → ζ−1Φ, etc., with ζ being a space-time constant. The part Lm contains all the

rest of matter fields, together with their couplings to the Higgs and gauge fields.

It is assumed to be Weyl invariant, e.g., invariant with respect to local conformal

transformations of the metric accompanied by appropriate local transformations of

the matter fields; in particular, all couplings in Lm are dimensionless. (This is the case

in the Standard Model without the Majorana mass terms for right-handed neutrinos.

We will return to this issue below.)

Model of the form (2.1) with a special scalar field in place of the Higgs field was

under investigation in [18–21] as a viable model of inflation. Inflation based on the

Higgs field in (2.1) would not be realistic, as will be discussed in the end of Sec. 3.

Introducing an auxiliary scalar field χ∗ with canonical dimension of mass, one

can write Lagrangian (2.1) in the equivalent form

L = ξ∗χ
2

∗R− λ∗
(

Φ†Φ− χ2

∗
)2 − λΦ

(

Φ†Φ
)2 − (DµΦ)

†DµΦ + Lm (2.2)

= ξχ2R − λ
(

Φ†Φ− χ2
)2 − λχχ

4 − (DµΦ)
†DµΦ + Lm . (2.3)

2We use the metric signature (−,+,+,+) and system of units ~ = c = 1.
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Indeed, finding the extremum of (2.2) with respect to χ2
∗ and substituting it into

(2.2) gives back equation (2.1). In equation (2.3), we have made a rescaling of the

constants and of the auxiliary field according to

λ = λ∗ + λΦ , λχ = λΦ

(

1 +
λΦ
λ∗

)

, ξ = ξ∗

(

1 +
λΦ
λ∗

)

, χ =

(

1 +
λΦ
λ∗

)−1/2

χ∗ .

(2.4)

Theory (2.3) is just the usual dilatonic extension of the Standard Model [1, 2]

but without the kinetic term for the field χ. Note that, when λΦ = 0, the Higgs-field

potential is absent, we have also λχ = 0, and the starred constants and auxiliary

scalar field coincide with the unstarred ones. Expression (2.3) continues to describe

a scale-invariant theory, with the usual scaling of the auxiliary field χ→ ζ−1χ.

In the gravity sector, action (2.3) is just the Brans–Dicke theory [13, 14] with the

field χ2 playing the role of the Brans–Dicke scalar that determines the gravitational

coupling. As such, it has zero Brans–Dicke parameter ω (no kinetic term for the

χ field), but has a non-trivial joint potential with the Higgs field. In the phase

of unbroken scaling symmetry, we have χ = 0 and Φ = 0; this phase describes

gravity at a special (singular) point, with infinite gravitational coupling, and does

not correspond to the observed world. Just as in the Brans–Dicke theory, we need

to assume that χ2 6= 0 in the observable universe, so that the scaling symmetry is

broken by the solution of the theory that describes our world—an idea realised in

all such theories of broken scaling symmetry [1–8, 11, 12, 18–24]. Scaling symmetry

breaking in such theories is understood as a physical choice between the singular

phase with unbroken symmetry and the phase with broken symmetry. The specific

local value of χ2 6= 0 does not matter because all such values are equivalent by

scaling transformation. What really matters for the observable quantities is the

relation between various dimensionless constants in the Lagrangian (see below).

Let us then consider the phase with broken scaling symmetry of theory (2.3),

with the field χ acquiring a nonvanishing space-time value. For a constant (vacuum)

expectation value of χ2, the vacuum expectation value of the Higgs-field invariant

Φ†Φ (which is the value minimising the Higgs-field potential in (2.3)) becomes equal

to χ2, while the factor ξχ2 of the scalar curvature generates the squared Planck mass.

The relation between the vacuum expectation value of χ2 and space-time curvature in

this case is found from the equation of motion for χ2 by using the vacuum condition

Φ†Φ = χ2:

χ2 ≡ Φ†Φ =
ξ

2λχ
R =

ξ∗
2λΦ

R , (2.5)

where we have used the equality ξ/2λχ = ξ∗/2λΦ that follows from (2.4). Equation

(2.5) can also be obtained from (2.1) by finding the vacuum value of the Higgs field.

A non-vanishing vacuum value of χ2 ≡ Φ†Φ is then conditioned by a positive vacuum

value of the scalar curvature R, implying the presence of an effective cosmological
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constant. In this sense, electroweak symmetry can be said to be broken by gravity.

On the other hand, in the limit λΦ → 0 (hence, also λχ → 0), we also have R → 0 in

the vacuum, while the value of χ2 = Φ†Φ remains to be finite, setting the mass scale

in the theory.

At this point, we note that related ideas of breaking scale and electroweak sym-

metry were realised in [22, 23] (see also [24]) for a Weyl-invariant theory with an

additional gauge vector field; in this case, there arises a kinetic term for the field χ

preserving the exact Weyl invariance of the theory. In our case, Weyl invariance of

the whole theory is not assumed; theory (2.1) is only globally scale-invariant and is

much simpler by construction.

To elucidate the field dynamics in the phase with broken scaling symmetry, we

proceed to the Einstein frame in a usual way. We parametrise the field χ2 > 0 by a

new scalar field φ and make a Weyl rescaling of the metric:

χ2(φ) =
M2

2ξ
Ω2(φ) , Ω(φ) = eφ/

√
6M , gµν → Ω−2gµν . (2.6)

Here, M is an arbitrary constant of dimension mass. We also exploit the Weyl invari-

ance of the original action Sm with Lagrangian Lm. This allows us to accompany the

Weyl rescaling (2.6) by the corresponding Weyl rescaling of all other fields, including

the Higgs field, which is transformed as

Φ → ΩΦ . (2.7)

Being Weyl invariant, the action Sm retains its original form in terms of new fields.

As a result of these transformations, Lagrangian (2.3) in the Einstein frame becomes

L =
M2

2
(R− 2Λ)− 1

2
(∂φ)2 − 1√

6M
∂µ

(

Φ†Φ
)

∂µφ− 1

6M2
Φ†Φ (∂φ)2

− (DµΦ)
†DµΦ− λ

(

Φ†Φ− v2/2
)2

+ Lm , (2.8)

where

v2 =
M2

ξ
, Λ =

λχM
2

4ξ2
=
λχv

4

4M2
. (2.9)

We observe that the field φ has dropped out from the field potential, having

become a dilaton, while the Higgs field acquired a standard electroweak symmetry-

breaking potential. The second line in (2.8) is just the Lagrangian of the Standard

Model, while the first line is the Lagrangian for the Einstein gravity with the Planck

mass M and cosmological constant Λ, and for the dilaton φ with its derivative cou-

plings to the Higgs field. These couplings are suppressed by inverse powers of the

Planck mass M . The scale-invariance of the original action has transformed to the

invariance of (2.8) with respect to the shifts φ→ φ+ const.
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The coupled Higgs–dilaton system in (2.8) can be diagonalised by the transfor-

mation found for models of this type in [18, 20, 21]. We choose the canonical unitary

gauge for the electroweak SU(2) group, in which the Higgs doublet Φ takes the form

Φ =
1√
2

(

0

H

)

. (2.10)

After the transformation from H , φ to new fields H, ϕ by

H =
√
6M sinh

H√
6M

, H =
√
6Marsinh

H√
6M

, (2.11)

φ = ϕ−
√
6M ln

(

cosh
H√
6M

)

, ϕ = φ+

√

3

2
M ln

(

1 +
H2

6M2

)

, (2.12)

the Higgs–dilaton part in (2.8) takes the form

LH = −1

2
(∂ϕ)2 cosh2 H√

6M
− 1

2
(∂H)2 − λ

4

(

6M2 sinh2 H√
6M

− v2
)2

. (2.13)

This Lagrangian describes a massless dilaton ϕ with kinetic term modified by the

Higgs field, and a modified self-interacting Higgs field H with mass

mh =
√
2λv

(

1 +
v2

6M2

)1/2

. (2.14)

Since the massless dilaton has only derivative couplings, being a Goldstone boson

related to the dynamical breaking of scale invariance, it evades the gravitational

constraints [6, 7] for the Brans–Dicke field [13]. In our case, this is also clear from

Lagrangian (2.13); it does not allow for a one-dilaton particle exchange, ensuring the

absence of a long-range fifth force.

The values of all dimensionless constants in (2.1) are fixed by experiment. Indeed,

the values of M =
√

1/8πG ≈ 2.4 × 1018 GeV and v ≈ 246 GeV in the Standard

Model imply

ξ =
M2

v2
≈ 1032 . (2.15)

The constant λ determines the Higgs-boson mass (2.14) mh ≈
√
2λv ≈ 125 GeV and

self-coupling, and should be set to its established value λ ≈ 0.13. It can be observed

that the metric scalar curvature in Lagrangian (2.1) or (2.3) enters in the combination

ξR with a huge constant ξ given by (2.15), whose large value is responsible for the

weakness of gravity.

In view of (2.9), in order to account for the small observable value of Λ ≈ 4 ×
10−66 eV2, the dimensionless constant λχ should be extremely small, λχ ≈ 3×10−56.

Hence, ξ∗ ≈ ξ, λ∗ ≈ λ and λΦ ≈ λχ to a very high precision, which means that the

self-coupling λ of the Higgs field in (2.8) or (2.13) is determined by the coefficient
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of the R2 term in (2.1). Given that the Higgs field has usual interactions with the

matter fields in the original frame (2.1), such an extreme smallness of λΦ represents

a naturalness issue in this frame. In the Einstein frame, it is translated to the

naturalness issue for the cosmological constant.

The Dirac masses of fermions in the Standard Model are generated by the usual

Yukawa coupling terms, making the Dirac action Weyl invariant. Therefore, in all

relevant terms in the Lagrangian, the Higgs field H enters canonically, and just has

to be expressed through H by (2.11). To generate Majorana masses for right-handed

neutrinos in a Weyl-invariant way in the original frame (2.1), we can again exploit

the Higgs field.

The action for a Weyl spinor ψA, in the Penrose spinor-index notation [25], reads

Sψ =
√
2 i

∫

ψ̄A
′∇AA′ψA

√
−g d4x , (2.16)

where ∇AA′ is the spinor covariant derivative compatible with the space-time met-

ric. Under the Weyl rescaling (2.6) of the metric, the spinor covariant derivative

transforms as [25]

∇AA′ψB → ∇AA′ψB − ǫA
BψC ∇CA′ ln Ω . (2.17)

Here, ǫAB is the antisymmetric ǫ-spinor field [it is transformed as ǫAB → Ω−1ǫAB
under (2.6)]. Action (2.16) is then Weyl invariant under simultaneous rescaling (2.6)

of the metric and rescaling ψA → Ω2ψA of the spinor.

To construct a Weyl-invariant action for a Majorana spinor, we need a gauge-

invariant scalar field that transforms canonically under (2.6). With only the Higgs

field of the Standard Model at our disposal, it is natural to use
(

Φ†Φ
)1/2

as such a

scalar, and write the Lagrangian for the Majorana spinor in the form

Lψ =
√
2 i ψ̄A

′∇AA′ψA − γ√
2

(

Φ†Φ
)1/2

(

ψAψA + ψ̄A′ψ̄A
′

)

, (2.18)

where γ is the coupling constant. The corresponding action is Weyl invariant and,

after the electroweak symmetry breaking, the Majorana spinor acquires the mass

mψ = γv.

Such a mechanism of mass generation implies interaction between the Higgs

boson and Majorana fermion:

Lint = −γ
2
h
(

ψAψA + ψ̄A′ψ̄A
′

)

, (2.19)

where the Higgs field h is the deviation of H from its vacuum value in (2.13), and

interaction (2.19) is written to the leading order in h/M . Fermions with mass smaller

than mh/2 contribute to the width of the Higgs boson:

Γh→ψψ =
γ2

16πm2
h

(

m2
h − 4m2

ψ

)3/2
=

m2
ψ

16πv2m2
h

(

m2
h − 4m2

ψ

)3/2
. (2.20)
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The theoretical value of the total width of the 125-GeV Higgs boson in the Standard

Model is Γh = 4.1 MeV [26]. In order that the total width in our model be within the

experimental limits Γh = 4.5+3.3
−2.5 MeV [27], for one such fermion, Majorana masses

of right-handed (sterile) neutrinos in this model should be excluded in the interval

10 GeV . mψ . 60 GeV.

Of course, couplings of the form (2.18) will also contribute to the naturalness

issue for the Higgs-boson mass (see [31] for a review of the naturalness issues of the

standard Model).

3 Discussion

We have shown that a scale-invariant theory with Lagrangian of the form (2.1) ex-

hibits dynamical breaking of scale invariance, hence, also of electroweak symmetry.

This is best seen in terms of variables of (2.3), in which the Higgs-field potential

has an absolute minimum corresponding to Φ†Φ = χ2 while the auxiliary field χ can

take any non-zero value due to scale invariance. In the original frame (2.1), it is

the vacuum Higgs-field invariant Φ†Φ and scalar curvature that can take any value,

related by (2.5), due to scale invariance of the theory. The term λΦ
(

Φ†Φ
)2

in (2.1)

or the corresponding term λχχ
4 in (2.3) generate a small cosmological constant fixing

the background spacetime metric. The naturalness issue related to the smallness of

the gravitational and cosmological constants is translated as the issue of largeness of

the constant ξ∗ ≈ 1032 and smallness of λΦ ≈ 3× 10−56 in (2.1).

Note that the theory does not have a continuous limit of λ∗ → ∞, i.e., to the

case where the R2 term is absent from (2.1). Indeed, in this case, the gravitational

scalaron degree of freedom disappears, and the theory becomes the one considered in

[15–17]. Conformal rescaling of the metric is then performed by using the Higgs-field

invariant Φ†Φ, and the Higgs boson in this case becomes massless and decouples from

the Standard Model. In the presence of R2 term, as λ∗ → ∞ (implying λ → ∞),

according to (2.13), the Higgs boson becomes infinitely heavy, leading to a massive

Yang–Mills theory of vector bosons.

Along with a fourth-order gravity term quadratic in the scalar curvature, one

can add to (2.1) another fourth-order term proportional to CαβµνC
αβµν , where Cαβµν

is the conformal Weyl tensor. Since this term in the action is Weyl-invariant, it

will remain unmodified in the final result (2.8), leading to a version of Stelle gravity

[28, 29]. Such a theory is plagued with ghosts, with a possible resolution of this

problem consisting in allowing for curvature invariants of unlimited differential order

in the action [30]. Hopefully, this can be done in a scale-invariant manner by using

the Higgs field, without affecting qualitatively the lower-order behaviour considered

here.

We treated Lagrangian (2.1) as an effective Lagrangian arising in a scale-invariant

quantum field theory involving gravity. In order to maintain scale-invariance on the
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quantum level, one should assume some scale-invariant prescription for regularisa-

tion, e.g., employing the χ-dependent regularisation parameter [4, 8] when dealing

with (2.3). In the present case, χ-dependence from the viewpoint of the original

Lagrangian (2.1) means dependence on the combination

χ2

∗ = Φ†Φ +
ξ∗
2λ∗

R , (3.1)

obtained by variation of (2.2) with respect to χ2
∗. To preserve the structure of (2.2),

one will need to ensure that no kinetic term for the field χ arises in regularising (2.3).

This regularisation prescription means the usual field-independent regularisation of

(2.8) preserving the relations between the terms which involve the constant M .

In passing from (2.3) to (2.8), a Weyl transformation of fields was made. On the

quantum level, this might produce anomalous terms, whose origin can be traced to

the transformation of the quantum measure in the path integral. The quantum the-

ory is assumed to preserve the global scale-invariance; hence, the anomalous terms in

the Einstein frame should respect the shift symmetry φ→ φ+const of the action up

to boundary terms. Presumably, then, they will contain terms such as (φ/M)LGB,

where LGB is the Gauss–Bonnet term (Euler density). This depends on the speci-

fication of the path-integral measure and regularisation prescription preserving the

global scale-invariance, which requires further elaboration.

The model under consideration does not describe successful inflation based on

the modified Higgs field. This is because the coupling constant λ ≈ 0.13 in (2.13) is

way too large to generate the observable initial power spectrum. In extending the

model appropriately, one can preserve scale-invariance, but one also needs to ensure

that no overproduction of the dilaton radiation occurs in the reheating process. This

does not seem to be problematic given that the dilaton interacts directly—and very

weakly—only with the Higgs field by means of its coupling to the scalar curvature

in the original frame (2.1).
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