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W e calculate �
+
-�

0
m assdi�erence �m

2
� � m

2

� +
� m

2

� 0
in the Hidden LocalSym m etry (HLS)

m odel,based on the W ilsonian m atching and W ilsonian renorm alization-group equations. Even

withouta1 m eson the resultagreeswellwith the experim entin sharp contrastto the conventional

approach wherethea1 m eson playsa crucialrole.Forlarge N f Q CD ,therearisesa large hierarchy

between �m
2
� and the � decay constant F

2
� , �m

2
�=F

2
� � 1, near the critical point where the

chiralsym m etry getsrestored asthevectorm anifestation and theHLS m odelbecom esa littleHiggs

m odelwith two sitesand two links,with thedynam ically generated gaugecoupling ofthecom posite

� becom ing vanishingly sm all.

The �+ -�0 m assdi�erence �m 2
� � m2

�+ � m2
�0 was

�rstsuccessfully calculated [1]by the currentalgebra in

conjunction with the W einberg’s spectralfunction sum

rules[2].Since then ithasbeen a prototypeofthe m ass

calculation ofpseudo Nam bu-G oldstone (NG )bosonsin

strong coupling gaugetheoriessuch asthosein thetech-

nicolortheories[3]and m ore recently in the little Higgs

m odels[4].Hencethistypeofcalculation playsa central

roleofthe m odelbuildings.

The basic technology to calculate those pseudo NG

bosonsup tothepresenthasbeen an ancientonethrough

the W einberg’s �rst and second sum rules [2]saturated

by the �,� and a1 m eson poles. Then the calculation

heavilydependsonthesom ewhatelusivebroadresonance

ofa1 m eson whose m ass howeversubstantially deviates

from the prediction ofthe W einberg’s sum rules. The

reason why the m ethod rem ains so awkward is due to

our ignorance ofthe strong coupling dynam ics ofQ CD

and Q CD-like theories and their e�ective �eld theory.

Then the calculation is also challenging for theorists to

constructthe e�ective �eld theory ofhadrons.

Recently two ofthe authors (M .H.and K .Y.) devel-

oped an e�ective �eld theory at loop order based on

the Hidden LocalSym m etry (HLS) m odel[5, 6]: The

bare param eters ofthe HLS m odelwas determ ined by

those ofthe underlying Q CD through the m atching of

current correlators of both theories at a certain scale

�(’ 1:1:G eV) which is the cuto� for the HLS m odel

(\W ilsonian m atching") [7]. O nce the bare param eters

ofthe HLS m odelde�ned at� were so determ ined,we

did uniquely predict the low energy hadron physics by

the one-loop renorm alization group equations (RG Es)

dueto the� and � loopsincluding quadraticdivergences

(\W ilsonian RG Es")[7,8]. The resultswere in rem ark-

ableagreem entwith experim ents.(Fora detailed review

ofthe wholeapproach see Ref.[9].)

In thispaperwe shallapply the sam e m ethod ofHLS

m odelto the calculation of the �+ -�0 m ass di�erence

�m 2
�.Them ethod isstraightforward and hasessentially

noam biguity oncewe�xed the�which wasalready�xed

tobe’ 1:1G eV in thepreviousanalyses.Rem arkably,we

can successfully reproduce the experim entalvalue with-

outintroducing the a1 m eson whose m assishigherthan

ourm atching scale� ’ 1:1G eV.

M oreover,there occurs cancellation of the quadratic

divergencesin �m 2
� arisingfrom the� and � loopswhich

in theusualapproach isto becanceled by theconspiracy

between the�,� and a1 m esonsasrequired by thepole-

saturated form ofthe W einberg’s�rstsum rule. Itwas

shown in Refs.[7, 9]that the bare Lagrangian of our

HLS m odel,when the photon and � gaugecouplingsare

switched o�,isveryclosetotheG eorgi’svectorlim it[10],

which correspondsto locality ofthe theory space ofthe

little Higgsm odeloftwo sitesand two links,and hence

theone-loop absenceofquadraticdivergencetakesplace

forthesam ereason asin thelittleHiggs.So thistypeof

little Higgsisalready realized in the real-life QCD !

Although the dynam ically generated HLS gauge cou-

pling ofthe com posite � is rather strong,g2(�) � 1,

in the real-life Q CD with N f = 3,it was found [9,11]

thatwhen N f isincreased in theunderlyingQ CD sothat

thechiralsym m etry isexpected togetrestored atcertain

criticalvalueN crit
f

[12,13],thecorrespondingHLS m odel

goes over to the Vector M anifestation (VM ) [11]where

the � coupling as wellas the � m ass and F� becom es

vanishingly sm all;g2 ! 0,m 2
�=�

2 ! 0 and F 2
�=�

2 ! 0.

Then the VM willin fact provides a toy m odelfor the

dynam icalgeneration ofthe little Higgs m odels out of

strongly interacting underlying gaugetheories.W e shall

alsodem onstratealargehierarchy�m 2
�=F

2
� � 1nearthe

VM pointas desired in the little Higgsm odelbuilding.

However,wedo notattem pthereto constructa realistic

m odelforthelittleHiggs.Thequarticcouplingaswellas

the Yukawa coupling isnotconsidered either.W e do in-

stead dem onstratea concreteexam plefora possibility to

dynam ically generatea classoflittle Higgsm odels,with

thelocality ofthetheory spaceexplicitly broken only by

weakly coupled gaugeinteractions,outofstrongly coupled

http://arxiv.org/abs/hep-ph/0303193v1
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underlying gaugetheories.

Letusstartwith brie
y explainingtheHLS m odeland

itsloop calculations(Fora detailed review see [9]).The

HLS m odel[5,6]isan extension ofthe nonlinearsigm a

m odelbased on theG global� Hlocalsym m etry,whereG =

SU(N f)L � SU(Nf)R is the globalchiralsym m etry and

H = SU(N f)V theHLS whosegaugebosonsareidenti�ed

with the � m eson and its
avorpartners(to be denoted

as� hereafter).HereN f denotesthenum berofm assless

quark
avorsin theunderlyingQ CD (W etakeN f = 3for

thereal-lifeQ CD.See[7,9].).Thebasicdynam icalvari-

ablesin the HLS m odelare gauge bosons�� = �a�Ta of

theHLS and twoSU(N f)-m atrix-valued variables�L and

�R param eterized as �L;R = ei�=F� e� i�=F � which trans-

form as �L;R (x) ! �0L;R (x) = h(x)�L;R (x)g
y

L;R
, where

h(x)2 H localand gL;R 2 G global.Here� = �aTa denotes

the NG bosons(� m eson and its
avorpartners)associ-

ated with the spontaneousbreaking ofG and � = �aTa

(with JP C = 0+ � ) the NG bosons absorbed into the

(longitudinal) HLS gauge bosons � (not to be confused

with thescalarboson \sigm a" in thelinearsigm a m odel

which hasJP C = 0+ + ).F� and F� aretherelevantdecay

constants,with a ratio a de�ned by

a � F
2
�=F

2
� : (1)

The covariantderivativesof�L;R arede�ned by D ��L =

@��L � ig���L + i�LL� = D ��L � ig���L,and sim ilarly

forL ! R,where g isthe HLS gauge coupling. L� and

R � denote the externalgauge�elds(such asthe photon

and W and Z bosons)gauging the G global sym m etry.

The(bare)HLS Lagrangian atO (p2)isgiven by [5,6]

L(2) = F
2
� tr[̂�? � �̂

�

?
]+ F

2
� tr

h

�̂k� �̂
�

k

i

+ Lkin(��); (2)

where Lkin(��) denotes the kinetic term of��. In the

unitary gauge � = 0,the second term ,containing �̂
�

k
=

(D ��L � �
y

L
+ D ��R � �

y

R
)=(2i)= D ��L � �

y

L
+ D ��R � �

y

R
� g��,

yieldsthe � m assterm M 2
� = (gF�)

2 aswellasthe ���

coupling g��� = (a=2)g,� � 
 m ixing g� = gF 2
�,and the

direct 4� coupling,etc.,while the �rstterm containing

�̂
�

?
= (D ��L � �

y

L
� D��R � �

y

R
)= (D ��L � �

y

L
� D��R � �

y

R
)=(2i)

isidenticaltotheusualnonlinearchiralLagrangianbased

on G =H , with G being gauged by the externalgauge

bosons L� and R �, where the 
avor chiralsym m etry

G is given by the diagonalsum of G global and H local,

with the 
avor vector sym m etry H being the diagonal

sum ofH global(� Gglobal)and H local. In the low energy,

p2 � M 2
�,where the � kinetic term can be ignored,the

equation ofm otionof� from thesecondterm sim plygives

zero forthesecond term ,thustheHLS m odelisreduced

to the �rst term ,nam ely the usual(gauged) nonlinear

chiralLagrangian based on G =H .

Letusnow calculate �+ -�0 m assdi�erence orits N f

generalization,�m 2
�,the m assofthe pseudo-NG boson

associated with the T1 generator in the Q CD with N f

m asslessquarks.The photon �eld A � readsL� = R � =

eQ A �,where e is the electrom agnetic coupling and Q

the electrom agnetic charge m atrix ofthe diagonalform :

diag(Q ) = (2=3;� 1=3;� � ). In order to include the pho-

ton loop,we need to add the kinetic term ofthe pho-

ton �eld to the O (p2) Lagrangian in Eq.(2). The HLS

Lagrangian further needs a bare term proportionalto:

�em 
tr
�

Q U Q U y
�

,where U = �
y

L
�R = e2i�=F � (�) and

�em = e2=4� is the �ne structure constant. The bare

�m 2
� de�ned at� isthen given by

�m 2
�

�
�
bare

= �em 
(�)=F 2
�(�)� �em !(�): (3)

Such a bareterm arisesfrom integratingoutthequark

and gluon �elds down to the m atching scale � in the

presence of dynam icalphoton �eld and can be deter-

m ined bytheW ilsonianm atchingproposedin Refs.[7,9].

To estim ate it, we rewrite [14]the usualcurrent alge-

bra form ula [1] for �m 2
� in term s of the full current

correlators instead of the spectral functions: �m 2
� =

(3�em =4�)
R1

0
dQ 2 Q 2��(Q 2)=F 2

�(0),where ��(Q
2)�

� A (Q
2)� �V (Q

2)isthedi�erencebetween theaxialvec-

torcorrelator� A (Q
2)and the vectorcurrentcorrelator

� V (Q
2), and F�(0)(6= F�(�)) the physicaldecay con-

stantof�. Now we identify the high energy partofthe

integralforQ 2 > �2 asthe bareterm Eq.(3):

!(�)=
3

4�

Z 1

� 2

dQ
2
Q
2��

(Q C D )(Q 2)

F 2
�(0)

=
8

3

�sh�qqi
2

F 2
� (0)�

2
;

(4)

where�� (Q C D )(Q 2)isgiven by theoperatorproductex-

pansion (O PE)in Q CD [15]:�� (Q C D )(Q 2)= [4�(N 2
c �

1)=N 2
c][(�s h�qqi

2
)=Q 6]and we set N c = 3. Note that

Eq.(4)ispositiveandhencetheOPE givesaclearpicture

thatthe QCD vacuum is aligned by the photon coupling

in the desired direction asfarasthebare! isconcerned.

In thereal-lifeQ CD with N f = 3,Eq.(3)with Eq.(4)

isestim ated as:

�m 2
�

�
�
bare

= �em !(�)= 211� 47� 140M eV
2

(5)

fora typicalvalueof(�;� Q C D )= (1:1;0:4)G eV,where

the �rsterrorcom esfrom F�(0)= 86:4� 9:7M eV (the

value atchirallim it ofN f = 3) [9]and the second one

from h�qqi
1G eV

= � (225� 25M eV)
3
[16].

Now we calculate one-loop contribution �ab (diver-

gent part) to the �a-�b two point function from the

photon loop in the HLS (For the Feynm an rule see

Ref. [9]). In Landau gauge for the photon, the only

relevant diagram s are a quadratically divergent 
 loop

with the ��

 vertex proportionalto (1 � a), and a

logarithm ically divergent � � 
 loop (via � � 
 m ix-

ing) with the ���
 vertex, which is proportional to

[ag2+ (a� 1)e2]F 2
� ’ ag2F 2

� = M 2
� (forag

2 � (a� 1)e2):

�abjdiv = 2tr[[Ta ;Q ][Tb;Q ]]�em !j
div
,where !j

div
=

1

4�

�

(1� a)�2 + 3aM 2
� ln�

2
�

[17]. Here we used as in
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Refs.[7,8,9]the dim ensionalregularization and iden-

tify thequadraticdivergenceswith then = 2 pole(Note

thatthe coe�cientofthe quadratic divergence is1=3 of

thatofthenaivecuto�)[18].TheRG E for! thusreads

�
d!

d�
= �

1

2�

�

(1� a)�2 + 3aM 2
�

�

: (6)

W e �rst solve Eq.(6), with the boundary condition

Eq.(4),from �tom �,with thephysicalm assm � de�ned

by m 2
� = M 2

�(� = m �)= a(� = m �)g
2(� = m �)F

2
� (� =

m �),which yields !(m �). Here the RG Es ofother pa-

ram etersF�,a and g werealready solved in theprevious

analyses [7,9]in excellent agreem ent with the experi-

m ents,with their bare valuesdeterm ined by the W ilso-

nian m atching of the HLS m odelwith the underlying

Q CD through the O PE forthe currentcorrelators.

At � = m � the � gets decoupled,so that the RG E

for 0 < � < m � should be changed to that ofChPT

without� loop wherewechangethenotation of! to!(�).

Then the RG E for!(�) takesthe form ofthatobtained

by setting a = 0 in Eq.(6),which is readily solved as

!(�)(�)= !(0)� �2=4� where !(0)� !(�)(0).Then we

get !(0) = !(�)(m �)+ m 2
�=4�. Actually,we needed to

include �nite renorm alization e�ects to m atch the HLS

with ChPT in the previouswork [7,9]. Sim ilarly to F 2
�

at � = m �,there exists a �nite renorm alization e�ect

also for!: Com paring the quadratic divergence ofeach

RG E,wehave!(�)(m �)= !(m �)� a(m�)m
2
�=4�.Then,

!(0)= !(m �)+ [1� a(m�)]m
2
�=4� ; (7)

which yields�m 2
� = �em !(0).

Asshown in thepreviousworks[7,9],thereal-lifeQ CD

isclosetothechoicea(�)’ 1.W ethus�rstdem onstrate

a sim pli�ed analysis for an idealcase a(�) = 1,which

wasexplicitly shown [9]to yield a reasonableagreem ent

with the � and � experim ents: F�(0)= 73:6� 5:7M eV

(com pared with 86:4 � 9:7M eV [9]) and other quanti-

ties such as g�, g���, L9, L10. M oreover, in spite of

the bare value a(�) = 1,the physicalvalue de�ned as

a(0) � F2�(m �)=F
2
�(0) was predicted to be ’ 2:0,very

closetothesuccessfulvalueofthetree-levelphenom enol-

ogy [5,6]. Note that the quadratic divergence for ! is

proportionalto(1� a)which iscanceled fora = 1without

invoking the W einberg’s�rstsum rule.

Sincea = 1isthe�xed pointoftheRG E [8,9],wehave

a(m �)= 1 and hence !(0)= !(m �).Ifweneglected the

running ofM 2
� in Eq.(6),the RG E (6) would be read-

ily solved to give �m 2
� = �em !(m �) = (3�em =4�)M

2
� �

ln(�2=M 2
�)+ �m

2
�jbare,with �m

2
�jbare = 290� 149M eV

2

(for F�(0)= 73:6� 5:7M eV above),which would yield

�m 2
� ’ 1006M eV

2
ifwe took M 2

� as m 2
� [19]. Am az-

ingly,even such a crude estim ate isin rough agreem ent

with the experim ent �m 2
�jexp: = 1261M eV

2
. Actually,

the running e�ect ofM 2
�(�) boosts up the above quan-

tum corrections:Solving Eq.(6)togetherwith RG Esfor

otherparam etersasin [9],wehave

�m 2
� = �em !(0)= 1223� 263M eV

2
; (8)

foratypicalcase(�;� Q C D )= (1:1;0:4)G eV [20],where

the errorcom esfrom the h�qqi1G eV input.

Now in thefullanalysisofN f = 3case[7,9],weused as

an inputtheexperim entalvalueF�(0)= 86:4� 9:7M eV

instead ofthe ansatz a(�) = 1,and predicted the low

energy quantitiesin rem arkable agreem entwith the ex-

perim ents.Thebareparam etera(�)in thiscasewasde-

term ined asa(�)’ 1:3 for(�;� Q C D )= (1:1;0:4)G eV.

Underthisfullanalysissetting,we com pute�m 2
� as

�m 2
� = 1129� 18� 218M eV

2
; (9)

where the �rsterrorcom es from the F�(0)input. This

isin good agreem entwith the experim ent.

Thuswe have successfully reproduced the experim en-

talvalueof�m 2
� in theHLS m odelwith a(�)’ 1,with-

out introducing the a1 m eson and without invoking the

W einberg’sspectralfunction sum rules.

Now wediscussourresultin connection with thelittle

Higgs m odels. W e have seen that the real-life Q CD is

very closeto a(�)= 1,which im pliesthatthe quadratic

divergenceof�m 2
� in the HLS m odel,Eq.(6),doesdis-

sappear in accord with the little Higgs [4]. The HLS

m odelwith a = 1 actually correspondsto the locality of

the theory space in the little Higgs m odels: W hen the

gauge couplings ofboth � and photon are switched o�,

g = e= 0,theHLS Lagrangian takestheG eorgi’svector

lim it[10]G 1 � G2=G 1+ 2 with G = SU(N f)L � SU(Nf)R ,

which isnothing buta little Higgsm odelwith two sites

and two links. Thisim pliesthatthe locality ofthe the-

ory spaceisviolated only by thegaugecouplingsg and e

even forthe real-life Q CD with N f = 3:G 1 isexplicitly

broken by the� coupling down to H localand G 2 becom es

G global ofthe HLS m odel,while G 2 (and hence G global)

isalso explicitly broken by thephoton coupling down to

U(1)Q ,with those gaugesym m etriesspontaneously bro-

ken in the Higgsm echanism :H local� U(1)Q ! U(1)em .

Then,aswehaveseen,som eoftheNG bosonsacquirea

m ass

�m 2
� � (3=4�)�em m

2
� � (1=4�)�em �H LS�

2 (10)

(up to �m 2
�jbare),where,however,�H LS = g2(m �)=4� is

ratherlarge� 1 in the real-lifeQ CD,�m 2
�=�

2 � 0:001,

in contrastto the setting ofthe little Higgsforthe nat-

uralhierarchy,�m 2
�=�

2 � (100G eV=10TeV)2 � 0:0001,

which correspondsto �H LS � 0:1.

At �rst sight it looks rather di�cult to have weakly

coupled gauge theory of com posite � induced by the

underlying strong coupling gauge theory. However, it

wasrecently found [9,11]thatthe � gauge coupling be-

com esvanishinglysm all,�H LS ! 0,when weincreaseN f

(< 11N c=2)from 3 to a certain criticalpointN crit
f

where
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the chiralsym m etry in the underlying Q CD wasshown

to get restored in various approachesincluding the lat-

tice sim ulation [12],Schwinger-Dyson equation [13],etc.

(\LargeN f Q CD").Accordingly the� m assgoesto zero

at the criticalpoint and hence the (longitudinal) � be-

com es the chiralpartner ofthe NG boson �,which we

called \VectorM anifestation (VM )" ofthe W ignerreal-

ization ofchiralsym m etry [9,11],characterized by

F
2
�(0)! 0 ; m

2
� ! m

2
� = 0 ; a(0)! 1 : (11)

Through the W ilsonian m atching,the chiralrestoration

in the underlying large N f Q CD actually dictates that

the bare param eters ofthe HLS m odelshould take the

following conditionscalled \VM conditions" [9,11]:

g(�)! 0 ; a(�)! 1 ; (12)

which coincide with the G eorgi’s vector lim it, plus

F 2
�(�) ! (F crit

� )2 =
N

crit

f

2(4�)2
�2,with N crit

f
’ 5:0N c

3
be-

ing estim ated through O PE in theunderlying Q CD.[21]

Since (a;g)= (1;0)is a �xed point ofthe RG Es,we

have !(0) = !(m � ! 0) = !(�),where !(�) is given

by Eq.(4)[22]: !(�) � h�qqi2=F 2
�(0) which is expected

to vanish near the criticalpoint,since h�qqi2 � m6� 2
m

and F�(0)� m nearthe criticalpoint,where 
m isthe

anom alous dim ension and m (! 0) the dynam icalm ass

oftheferm ion in theunderlyinglargeN f Q CD.Actually,

weexpect[13]thatthelargeN f Q CD becom esawalking

gauge theory [23]near the criticalpoint,which im plies


m ’ 1.Thuswehave

�m 2
�=F

2
�(0)� �em h�qqi

2
=F

4
�(0)� m

2� 2
m ! c; (13)

where c = 0(
m < 1),and c ’ 0:024 � 1(
m = 1) if

estim ated through a sim ple ansatzaboutthe N f depen-

dence m ade in Ref.[9]. Thus the desired hierarchy in

thelittleHiggscan naturally berealized nearthecritical

pointofstrongly coupled underlying gaugetheory.
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