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ABSTRACT: We investigated non-linear sigma models with cosets G/H represented by
SU(N)x SU(N)/SU(N), SU(N)/SO(N), and SU(2N)/USp(2N). These models exhibit
a transition to a strongly coupled regime above a threshold energy scale A*, where the
effective field theory approach breaks down. To address this issue, we introduced the so
called Higgs radial modes within the Linear Sigma Model, crucial for restoring perturbative
unitarity. Analyzing the N > 2 case, we first notice that all radial modes coming from
the most general irreducible representation 7 are necessary for unitarizing scattering
amplitudes and ensuring the weakly coupled nature of the theory. The phenomenology
behind these extra radial modes recalls the physics of the Higgs in the electroweak sector
of the Standard Model. In the case of a model describing electroweak symmetry breaking
with a more complex pattern, despite strict constraints from electroweak precision tests,
these modes could stabilize the Higgs potential and be a possible solution for the vacuum
instability issue.
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1 Introduction

Non-linear sigma models (NLXM) play a fundamental role in the content of particle physics
as they are closely associated with the perturbative unitarity problem in the scattering am-
plitudes of Goldstone modes. In the context of our discussion, a non-linear sigma model
is defined as a map from Minkowski spacetime to a non-linear target space, specifically we
will concentrate on coset target spaces of the form G/H, where G represents the symmetry
group of the Lagrangian while H the stability subgroup preserved by the vacuum. There-
fore, at a given point in spacetime, the chart x®(x) furnishes a coordinate system across the
non-linear target space. These fields correspond to the Nambu-Goldstone bosons (NGBs)
linked to the symmetry breaking pattern G/H. In the lowest order of perturbation theory,
the kinetic Lagrangian can be expressed as:

L= gap(X)ux“0"x" + . .. (1.1)

To construct an Effective Field Theory (EFT) describing low-energy dynamics of the NGBs,
the CCWZ formalism is employed [1][2]. However, above a threshold energy scale A*, such
theories become strongly coupled, since the perturbative expansion in powers of derivative
becomes out of control. This is a symptom of the non-renormalizability of the NLYXMs
and the corresponding energy growing behaviour of the scattering amplitudes involving
the NGBs.



The LYXM is therefore defined as a renormalizable theory where new degrees of freedom
are introduced by hand (with tuned coupling values) in order to address the perturbative
unitarity issue of the scattering amplitudes, to provide a linear irreps of G and to make the
theory weakly coupled!.

In this paper we will analyze three different cosets:

SU(N) x SU(N)/SU(N), SU(N)/SO(N), SU(2N)/USp(2N). (1.2)

It is well known that if the symmetry breaking pattern is SO(N)/SO(N — 1), then it is
sufficient to add just a singlet radial mode to construct a renormalizable and weakly coupled
theory. This is the case of SU(2) x SU(2)/SU(2), SU(2)/SO(2) and SU(4)/USp(4) where
the patterns can be mapped one to one to SO(4)/S0(3), SO(3)/SO(2) and SO(6)/SO(5)
respectively. Indeed in the SO(N)/SO(N — 1) case, since the tensorial representations of
SO(N) are real, we can always impose real constraints in order to lower the number of
physical degrees of freedom. We will generalize the mechanism for the N > 2 case and we
will describe how all the radial modes have to be considered to cure the energy growing
behaviour of the scattering amplitudes.

1.1 Model independent coset construction

In this section we will perform a model independent coset construction, whose validity is
true for all the three patterns in 1.2. Let us consider a generic spontaneous symmetry
breaking (SSB) pattern G — H and denote with G, the generators of the group G (a =
1,...,nqg) with T; the generators of the unbroken group (i = 1,...,ny) and with X, the
generators belonging to the algebra of the coset G/H (a =1,...,ng —ng). We will focus
on the scenario where the quotient space G/H exhibits symmetry, meaning there exists an
automorphism R of the algebra (grading) under which the broken generators flip sign and
the structure constants f*¢ vanish:

IR: g—>R(g) | Ti—=T, Xi— —Xa (1.3)
Given the coset symmetry, the transformation rule induced on the NGB fields x® is
Prr: X" — =X (1.4)

which is an accidental symmetry of the NLXM Lagrangian broken by the Wess-Zumino-
Witten (WZW) term at higher orders. Particularly this implies that, at the lowest order,
any process involving an odd number of NGBs will vanish.

From Goldstone theorem [3][4], we expect ng —ng NGBs which can be parameterized
by introducing a complex matrix valued field denoted as X, defined as:

5] = exp <2ixafa>. (1.5)

'We want to emphasize that when discussing the concept of UV completion”, we are considering the
possibility that the LYXM theory extends the applicability of the low-energy EFT beyond the threshold
energy scale A*. However, it’s important to highlight that the renormalization group evolution of the

coupling might result in the theory becoming strongly coupled once more, such as in the case where a
Landau pole emerges.



Following the CCWZ prescription, we can write down the most general Lagrangian at the
lowest order in perturbation theory:

1 1 o
£(2) — 5(8MX(1)2 - 6Xa MXbXC MdeabeCdZ; (16)

where the f structure constants are specified by the structure of the group under investiga-
tion. However, since we are interested in the patterns in (1.2) and since all of them involve
constant structures whose indices runs over SU(N), we can manipulate the £ e term
using an useful relation for the SU(N) algebra [5]

fove pete = %(5ac5bd — 0adbe) + dacedbde — dbeedade- (1.7)
and since the symmetric d-symbols can be rewritten in terms of invariant tensors of SU (V)
dabedede — A5ebsed 4 B(gecshd 4 godgbe). (1.8)

the relation (1.7) becomes
favi pedi — Gi(gacgbd _ gadgbey (1.9)

where

- 2
C=A-DB+. (1.10)

It is important to note that the expansion f% ¢4 is applicable to all patterns stemming
from G = SU(N), with distinct values for A and B determined by the specific coset
structure. With this, we can proceed to calculate the two-to-two scattering amplitude
A(mer® — w°r?), deriving a generale expression applicable to all three patterns under
consideration. Bose and crossing symmetry imply that the scattering amplitude given by
the Lagrangian (1.6) respects the general decomposition:

A(rm® — 7r?) = A(s, t,u)6%6% + A(t, s,u)096" + A(u, t,s)09%6% + B(s, t, u)e®
(1.11)
where s,t,u are the standard Mandelstam variables

s=(pat+p)? t=pa—p)? u=(pa—pa)’



Furthermore, crossing symmetry necessitates that B be antisymmetric when exchang-
ing two Mandelstam variables. However, at this stage, we disregard this contribution, as
it only arises when N = 4. In conclusion one arrives to the non-linear sigma model 77

scattering amplitude?:

A(s,t,u) = z'f?s + ... (1.12)

2 SU(N) x SU(N)/SU(N) Sigma Model

In this section we focus on the QCD-like case and we analyze the mechanism through which
the Linear Sigma Model solves the perturbative unitarity issue arising from the scattering
amplitudes. At this purpose new radial modes are added in the theory and we will prove
that all of them have to be considered to make the theory weakly coupled.

2.1 From Non Linear to Linear Sigma Model

Let us start constructing the NLYXM for the more general N flavour chiral pattern:
SU(N)p, x SU(N)r x U(1) = SU(N)y (2.1)

where the extra abelian symmetry is added in order to help us in recognizing the physical
nature of the degrees of freedom. From Goldstone theorem we expect (N2 — 1) + 1 NGBs
and they can be parameterized as

¥ = Yexp <z;) = exp (2@?) exp <z?), (2.2)

where = 7% X% and 7 transform respectively as the adjoint representation and a singlet
of unbroken subgroup H. Furthermore, it is possible to introduce the transformation rule

of & under the group G as:
S(z) » ULS(z)RT, UeU(1), LeSUN), ReSUN). (2.3)

As expected, the action of G reduces to a linear transformation when we restrict to the
stability subgroup H. By construction, S has to satisfy the following N? non-linear real
constraints

»iY =2y = 1. (2.4)

At this stage, we can provide a naive counting of the physical degrees of freedom. We
started from % ~ Mat (N, C), which by definition describes 2N? real degrees of freedom,
but N2 of them are removed from the non-linear conditions (2.4). Therefore, we conclude
that N2 of them remain and can be arranged according to irreducible representations of
the unbroken group:

NﬂizN?—H\l/. (2.5)

wa(z) n(x)

ZNotice that we are considering the massless limit of the theory, > a p2 = 0 in the on-shell amplitude.



As we expand the lowest-order Lagrangian, we observe that the n field appears only in the
kinetic term. Therefore, if we perform a field redefinition to standardize the normalization
factor for the kinetic term, the NLYXM Lagrangian can be expressed as shown in equation
(1.6).

Now, our goal is to make the theory weakly coupled by introducing additional degrees
of freedom. Thus, we start considering a linear representation .7 of G in the linear space
of N x N complex matrices. For N > 2 one may think that, since the fundamental and
anti-fundamental representations of SU(N) are not linked by a pseudo-reality condition,
no linear constraints intervene in lowering the number of physical degrees of freedom.
Hence, one might consider that all the additional radial modes are necessary to reinstate
perturbative unitarity, given that the smallest linear representation contains more then
one radial mode. To prove this assertion, we opt to employ chiral perturbation theory,
expanding the Linear Sigma Model Lagrangian at the lowest order and checking the energy
behavior of the relevant scattering amplitudes. As already said, we start by considering
a linear representation .7 in Mat(N,C) which describes QN% degrees of freedom and
organizes them in terms of irreps of the unbroken group SU(N)y:

INE = N? — 1+\1/+N2 1+ L
ma(x) n(z) He(z) h(z)
where h(x) is the Higgs singlet scalar radial mode already present in the two flavour case
and H%(x) are the new Higgs fields that live in the adjoint representation. We recall that
7%(z) are the N2 — 1 NGBs arising from the chiral part of the symmetry breaking and 7(z)
is the Goldstone associated to the abelian symmetry breaking.

Using polar decomposition, which tells us that a generic matrix in Mat(NV,C) can
be decomposed as the product of an hermitian ¢ matrix times a unitary matrix %, we
parameterize JZ as:

H =3¢, ST =1, ¢f=0¢. (2.6)
So we can finally write:
~ - 2ijaxa ip Ho u

H =3(x)p(x) =2 pupn =€ ef 1+7X f+h (2.7)

which allows us to consider the most general Linear Sigma Model Lagrangian as:

1
L= Tx[0, 10" ) — V(A AT + Pol(det ) (2.8)
R} {2} {3}

which is manifestly renormalizable, if we neglect the last term. Moreover we notice that
the field 27 transforms under G as:

SU(N)LxSU(N) R, U(1)

H LA#RY, # A

3This parametrization is arbitrary and we could have chosen another one, in such a way that the
expansion around the origin is the same.



where L € SU(N)r, and R € SU(N)r and we choose to orient the vacuum expectation
value as

() =f1

in order to perform the breaking in the right way. One can notice that £ without {3}
is invariant under the global symmetry group G, but if we introduce it, then only chiral
symmetry is preserved and the U(1) abelian symmetry is explicitly broken. Since the deter-
minant is already a polynomial of grade D = N. Notice that {3} is non-renormalizable for
N > 4; in that case the abelian U (1) symmetry is accidental. If present in the Lagrangian,
the explicitly breaking of U(1) lead to a mass contribution for the 7 field.

We want to stress that, the reason why we are considering an extra abelian symmetry
in G is just to associate the particle  to a NGB arising from a symmetry breaking, however
if we had considered the pure N-flavour chiral symmetry breaking pattern, it would have
been associated to a massive pNGB arising from the explicitly breaking given by {3}.

Moreover we notice that since ¥ and ¢ do not commute then (2.8) is no more symmetric
under Pp p transformation on the pion field. One may verify that if we act with the
automorphism R we have that

%%%’:STO—TW) <f+h) + A7 (2.9)

Thus, Ppr/p is accidental only in the NLXM. This means that, when we will perform the
chiral perturbative expansion, there may be terms with an odd numbers of m and 7 fields,
even though in the NLYXM this was not allowed (at the lowest order).

We revisit the parametrization for .# as defined in equation (2.7) and proceed to
expand the three distinct terms in (2.8). Additionally, we perform a field redefinition to
normalize canonically the kinetic terms. Consequently, the LYXM Lagrangian takes the
following form:

L= Lyin+ Lrrx + Lhx + Lax + Lhg + Ly + Linix. (2.10)

where the explicit form can be found in Appendix A.

2.2 The role of adjoint Higgs bosons in the UV completion of the NLXM

In the preceding section, we have derived an explicit formulation for the Lagrangian of the
SU(N) x SU(N)/SU(N) Linear Sigma Model. In this section we compute explicitly the
7w scattering amplitude and we will analyze the way in which the adjoint Higgs radial
modes intervene in making the theory weakly coupled. The main difference to the NLXM
is the new interaction term involving the extra radial modes H*:

21 _ L

ﬁhﬂiwj == N?@m’@“ﬂ]hyj, (211)
1 . . |

Loini gk = 7 okl HF P, (2.12)

Analyzing the total w7 scattering amplitude, one finds that there is a contribution coming
from the NLXM, ¢.e. the four pion vertex interaction, and new contributions where the



radial modes mediate the 7wm scattering

Avor = A + Ap + Agy. (2.13)
e e
s 7 a c a c
‘e ™ p T HT
// \\ H )=(
b S d 4 > d 4 S d
T T T T T

After some manipulations, in the massless limit, we arrive to the expression for the
total A(s,t,u)

Asor (8, t,u) = ;2 (C—;—(A—BO 5‘;2 ((A+2B)m§{—irm%> +0<"ff, ”fl) (2.14)

where C is defined as in (B.5) and A, B are the coefficients defined in the previous section.
The first easy check could be done restricting down to the N = 2 case, where the H
dependence disappear because of A + 2B = 0 from (B.4). At this point we can finally
arrive to the main result 5

C—N—(A—B)zo (2.15)

which means that the perturbative unitarity issue and the growing energy behaviour of
the total amplitude are cured by taking into account all the radial modes provided by 7,
both the singlet h(x) and those living in the adjoint representation H (z). Given that even
a single scattering amplitude requires the presence of all radial modes, and considering
that the representation for J# is as generic as possible, we conclude that in order to restore
perturbative unitarity and render the theory weakly coupled, all radial modes are necessary.

4 4
A (roxb 5 mend) = A, + A, + Ap ~ const + (9<mH, mh) : (2.16)
s s

An additional consistency check can be performed by observing that all other scattering
amplitudes exhibit a constant energy behavior at the lowest order. Table 1 provides a list
of some potential scattering processes allowed by the LYXM interactions.

However, here we analyze also the mm — hh process. We recall the interactions:

/21
Ehﬂ.iﬂ.j = N?(‘a‘uﬂ'
1 a

(9,m)2R%.

kI B
(2.17)
2

‘Cﬂ”ﬂ'hh = Nif.Q

where the relevant Feynman diagrams for the process are summarized below.



ar—nn ar— HH
mm — 0w anm — hH
mh —-7mH 7wh—nH
mm — hh mh — wh
mH —-mH wH —>nH
mH —-7h 7wH — nh
n —mnn - nn — hh
nH —nH nh—nh
HH —»7mn 7m—7n7m

Table 1: Some possible scattering processes within the LYXM.

In conclusion we arrive at

A(rm — hh) =

—]\?;2 (s +t+ u) ~ const, (2.18)
which, as predicted, goes as a constant in energy. Thus, we observe that the 7w — hh
scattering is cured without keep in consideration the extra adjoint radial modes H%(x).
Therefore, while not all scattering amplitudes are unitarized by considering all modes,
our proof demonstrates that at least one process requires the inclusion of all Higgses.
Consequently, we conclude that all radial modes provided by . are indispensable. One
has to repeat the whole story also for the other processes as the mm — HH scattering
where we write only the relevant Feynman diagrams.

We emphasize that interactions stemming from the perturbative expansion of the po-
tential have been disregarded in the calculation of the scattering processes, as they do not
contribute to an energy-dependent growth in the amplitudes.

2.3 DPotential and mass terms

In this section we will focus on the potential term of the Lagrangian density (2.8). It
is particularly interesting because it provides information about the masses of the radial
modes. The most general potential that one can write* has the form:

V(AT H) = —’f Te(A ) + % <A1[ﬁ(%T%)]Z + Ao ﬂ(%ﬂ*%@f@ﬂ)) (2.19)

4In the following we choose to neglect the det(S2) term in the potential.



where u, A1 and Ay are three real coefficients. For instance, let us start proving the orien-
tation of the vacuum expectation as

() = f1. (2.20)
Minimizing the potential, we get the stable configurations:
oV u? 1 !
e = G — | 2016 Te( W (HTH) 5| = 0. 2.21

Since AT is Hermitian we can always diagonalize it by an unitary transformation,
therefore its eigenvalues will be of the form
hih; = f2. (2.22)
Thus, the first derivative of the potential becomes:
ov ,u2 A1 9 A2 2 42 2
S A 216 + —di =0. 2.23
a(%T%)” |: 4 + S z@:fl l]+ R lag(flafZa afn) ( )
At this point, we can solve the equation for each ff and we find an explicit expression for

f:
22

(MN + X))’

Referring back to the field parametrization (2.7) we perform the perturbative expansion

fi=f= V. (2.24)

and after the usual field redefinition we can finally write the mass Lagrangian as:

1 1
Linass = 5nﬁqlﬁfam + imiiﬂ (2.25)
where N
2 2 2 2 2
=2 =2 . 2.26

Moreover one could derive also the interaction terms and the results will lead us to the
following Feynman diagrams.

R ¢

We conclude that, for fixed values of p, A1 and Ao, the mass of the extra radial modes
becomes smaller as the number of flavours increases. In the large Ny limit, the adjoint radial
modes become massless, unlike the singlet h, which remains massive. Investigating the
behavior of the theory in this limit would be instriguing. Upon examining the Lagrangian
(A.2) we conclude that in the large Ny limit, the only non zero terms are Ly, and Lrr,
resulting in complete decoupling of the singlet mode from the theory. Thus, the LYXM
theory splits as a massive scalar for h(z) and two adjoint theories coupled each other.



3 SU(N)/SO(N) and SU(2N)/USp(2N) Sigma Models

Previously we analyzed a QCD-like theory with a focus on NLXM and its perturbative
unitarity issue. We showed that, in the more general case, new extra radial modes must be
considered in order to make the theory weakly coupled and linearly realized at high energy
scales. At this point we would like to repeat the whole story also for other patterns. For
example, if we decide to choose a 2nd-rank symmetric tensor representation for the scalar
field, the SU(N) group can break into SO(N), instead if we choose a 2nd-rank antisym-
metric tensor representation it is possible to break SU(2N) into the unitary symplectic
group USp(2N). In the following we will study the coset construction for both patterns
and their completion through LYXM. In section 3.1 we will apply the coset construction
procedure to the SU(N)/SO(N) symmetry breaking pattern. In section 3.2 we will give a
brief introduction to the SU(2N)/USp(2N) sigma model, stressing the similar procedure
with respect to the SU(N)/SO(N) case.

3.1 SU(N)/SO(N) Coset construction

Let us start considering the CCWZ steps in order to construct a SU(N)/SO(N) NLEM. In
N(N—1)
2

to the algebra of H, and with X* (a =1,..., M — 1) the broken generators belonging
to the algebra of the coset G/H. From the SSB we expect w — 1 NGBs that we can
parameterize as a symmetric traceless matrix. First we identify the automorphism of the

the following we will denote with 7% (i =1,.. ., ) the unbroken generators belonging

algebra that makes the coset space symmetric. It’s notable that upon defining R as
R: g—=R(g =" (3.1)

the algebra transforms under its action as

X - —X* T T (3.2)
Given the count of NGBs, the choice for X falls upon the symmetric traceless matrix
representation
ﬁﬂ.axa
Y=ef (3.3)
where G acts as
24 MYR(OM) = MEMT. (3.4)

By construction ¥ satisfies the following non linear constraints
Y'Y =22l = 1 = N? constraints,

(3.5)
det(X) =1 =1 constraint

and also the symmetric condition
»=x7, (3.6)

which adds N(]gfl) new independent constraints. The naive counting of the physical de-

grees of freedom for ¥ is
N(N—-1) N(N+1)

2NE — (N2 + 1R — =5 L
~—_——
#NGB

~10 -



Performing the perturbative expansion up to O(p?) order, the lowest order Lagrangian can
be written as in (1.6). The next step involves achieving UV completion of the theory to
address the perturbative unitarity concern. This is accomplished by introducing a new
field, denoted as .77, which provides a linear representation for the group G. The minimal
choice for 7 representation is the symmetric N x N complex matrix, since X satisfy the
(3.6) condition. This matrix framework encompasses 2N? — N(N — 1) degrees of freedom.

At this point, we would like to provide an useful parameterization for 7#, and using the
Takagi factorization [6][7] we are able to decompose a generic N x N symmetric complex

matrix JZ as
A# =UDUT (3.7)
where U is an unitary matrix and D is a diagonal matrix with positive eigenvalues. Fur-
thermore we can decompose U as
U = ¢ e (3.8)
==
U(N) U(1) SU(N)
and without loss of generality we can parameterize the 57 field as
H*X*®
7

Before proceeding further, let’s conduct some preliminary checks:

H=(f+h)el"S(1+H)Y, H= (3.9)

e From equation (3.9) it is evident that ¢ is symmetric, since also ¥ and H are

symmetric:
HT =2 (3.10)
e The transformation rule of .7 under the action of G is defined as:
# S vV, Ve SUN), (3.11)
which follows from
g T. g T
YX=VVv';, H=VHV'. (3.12)
Now we can perform the perturbative expansion of the LYXM Lagrangian
1
L= Te (9, M) — V(A H). (3.13)
and defining
o=%(1+H)X. (3.14)

After some manipulations we finally arrive to the Lagrangian:

L= i (f + h)0,h Tr(®9,®") + (9,h) Tr(dPT) + %(f + 1)20,m Tr(®0,®" — 9,00T)+

+ flz(f + 1)*(0un)? Te(®DT) + (f + 1) Tr (0,20, 1)
(3.15)

All the necessary tools are provided for computing the scattering processes. Furthermore, it
can be proved that, as in the previous case, perturbative unitarity is restored by considering
all the additional radial modes provided by the irresp 7.

- 11 -



3.2 A brief introduction to SU(2N)/USp(2N) Sigma model

The same procedure can be applied to the SU(2N)/USp(2N) SSB pattern and the results
are quite similar. In particular we identify with the symplectic group the set of special
2N-complex matrices which leave unchanged the symplectic matrix :

USp(2N) : {M € Mat(2N,C), MTQM =Q, Q= ?1 INT et ar = 1}.
—1n
With this definition, the USp(2n) group has dimension
N(N +1
dim[USp(2N)] = (;) _1. (3.16)

Therefore the N? — 1 generators {G®} of SU(N) can be split into the unbroken generators

{T"} belonging to USp(2N) (i = 1,...,% — 1) and the broken generators {X*}

belonging to the coset space G/H (a =1,..., N(NT_I)) From Goldstone theorem we expect
N(N—1)
2

antisymmetric representation of SU(N).

NGBs, corresponding to the number of broken generators. Thus NGBs live in the

In particular we can parameterize the X field as

5 = e*™IQ (3.17)
which is skew-symmetric by construction, 7 = —3. Therefore 3 encompasses
2N2—(N2+1)— <N(N+1)_1>
2

number of physical degrees of freedom. An useful parameterization for s could be
A = (f + h)e"I Q0 + HQ)EO (3.18)

which is indeed a skew-symmetric matrix and describes N(N — 1) + 2 degrees of freedom.
As usual, we can expand the Lagrangian in perturbation theory, and the outcomes will
align with those of the other two patterns. It’s essential to include all Higgs radial modes
to achieve a linear representation of G and resolve the perturbative unitarity issue.

4 Conclusions

We focused on the scenario of a chiral pattern SU(N) x SU(N)/SU(N), considering an ar-
bitrary number of flavors, and explored the SU(N)/SO(N) and SU(2N)/USp(2N) cosets.
While one might expect additional radial modes to exist, our results demonstrate that all
radial modes within the most general irreducible representation .7 are necessary to make
the theory weakly coupled, addressing the perturbative unitarity issue. By expanding the
linear sigma model lagrangian to first order in perturbation theory and explicitly com-
puting the relevant scattering amplitudes, we verified that only including all radial modes
originating from the most general irreducible representation 7 of the symmetry group G
the energy growth behavior observed in non linear sigma model amplitudes is cured.

- 12 —



Additionally, we observed intriguing behavior in the masses of adjoint resonances when
analyzing the potential within the SU(N) x SU(N)/SU(N) linear sigma model. As the
number of flavors increases, the masses of these resonances diminish, becoming massless
in the large Ny flavor limit. Consequently, upon analyzing the lowest-order expanded
lagrangian (A.2), we observe that the linear sigma model splits into a massive scalar theory
and two interacting adjoint theories. Further investigation into this limit could offer insights
for potential UV completions.

Moreover, we explored the SU(N)/SO(N) and SU(2N)/USp(2N) cosets, where the
most general irreducible representation # can be found in the space of symmetric and
skew-symmetric N x N complex matrices rispectively. Furthermore, we derived the ex-
plicit expression for 77, confirming that even within these cosets, the minimal number of
additional radial modes required to restore perturbative unitarity corresponds to the one
provided by the most general irreducible representation of G.

Future investigations could delve into the phenomenology surrounding the analyzed
extra radial modes, reminiscent of the physics observed in the Higgs sector of the Stan-
dard Model’s electroweak theory. Focusing on the chiral pattern SU(N) x SU(N)/SU(N),
potential implications for a more generalized electroweak theory could be considered. Be-
ginning with a more intricate symmetry breaking pattern (N > 2), constraints imposed
by electroweak precision data [8] would tightly limit new sources of custodial symmetry
breaking, impacting both the f scale and the number of flavors IV, influencing the choice
of symmetry breaking pattern. However, under the assumption that these constraints can
be met, the Higgs potential would undergo significant modifications due to loops involving
the new adjoint scalar modes. Particularly, through an analysis of the RG flow of the cou-
plings, one could reasonably hypothesize that the intervention of these new radial modes
would stabilize the Higgs potential, addressing the vacuum instability issue observed in
the Standard Model [9-11]. Indeed, the inclusion of new scalars at loop level is expected
to positively contribute to the beta function of the quartic coupling for the singlet mode,
countering the negative contribution arising from top quark loops.

In summary, our research extends the reach of the Linear Sigma Model to encompass
complex symmetry patterns, offering valuable guidance for constructing weakly coupled
models in contexts like electroweak symmetry breaking or dark matter models.
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A Linear Sigma Model Lagrangian for SU(N) x SU(N)/SU(N)

Expanding the LYM Lagrangian (2.8) in perturbation theory one obtains
L= 'Ckin + ‘C7T7T + ‘Ch,ﬂ' + EH’TI’ + [’hH + »Cn + »Cmix- (Al)

where
1 1 1 1
Lin = 5(0M7Ta)2 + 5(8“77)"’ + 5(8“11)2 + 5((‘JMHG)2

1 . .
b,_c d rabi pedi
Loy = ———1"0,m 70,7 f*' f

612

2 2
h f\/> +N7fgh (Opm®)

1
£H7r fHaa“,]Tba“chabc Nfg HaHba“Wc ,uﬂ—ddabécd"i_
1 . .
+ TPHQHZ)@NTFC Mﬂ_ddab'ydcdv _ THaaﬂwacaﬂﬂdfabzfcdz
(A.2)
Lhm = ?\/—hauH‘la“H“ - 7}12 (0, H")? fq/ —0,hH 0" H*+
agprya 2 rra rya
Ntha WhH O H +Nf2(a h)2HH

Ln:f,/ﬁh(aﬂn +—Nf2h2(a n)? +—Nf2( ) HH+
1 3 a a 4 a a i z a rrb au,_c jabe
+ f“ N@,mH Oum® + Nf23,th Oum® + 2f2”Na“nH H°0Fred

2 2 a b c abc
Loix = f2“ —hH"0,m0"7°d

B Some manipulations over d-symbols

In this Appendix, we will manipulate the d®d*® term in order to fix the A and B
coefficients in (1.8). Notice that the 7 index runs over SU(N), SO(N) and USp(2N)
subgroups for the three different patterns (1.2) under investigations.

In the QCD-like case, the index « runs over an SU(N) subgroup of G and we can use
the following two constraints [5]:

dab’ydad'y — N? — 45bd
S o ®D
a
This lead us to solve the following set of two equations:
2 _ N2-4
A+ BN =5 (B.2)
AN?2 —1)+2B =0
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and the solution lead to the following result:

8 — 2N? 4—5N?+ N*
A=—— — B:——+. (B.3)
2N + N3 — N° 2N + N3 — N°
For future purpose we write down the following two relations:

2 _
2 N A42B— 2(N*—4)

A-B=——4 Sl
NNy N(N2+1)

(B.4)

where both vanish if we restrict to the N = 2 case. Thus C takes the following values:

N

which reduce to C = 1 in the two flavour case, as it has to be.
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