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Wecaloulate ' - "massdierence m 2

N mzo iIn the Hidden Local Symm etry HLS)

m odel, based on the W ilsonian m atching and W ilsonian renom alization-group equations. Even
w ithout a; m eson the result agrees wellw ith the experin ent in sharp contrast to the conventional
approach where the a; m eson plays a crucial role. For large N ¢ Q CD , there arises a Jarge hierarchy

between m ? and the

decay constant F 2, m

2op?2 1, near the critical point where the

chiral sym m etry gets restored as the vectorm anifestation and the HLS m odelbecom es a little H iggs
m odelw ith two sites and two links, w ith the dynam ically generated gauge coupling of the com posite

becom ng vanishingly sm all.

The " - "massdierence m 2 m?, m?, was

rst successfully calculated 1] by the current algebra in
conjunction with the W einberg’s spectral function sum
rules [[]]. Since then i hasbeen a prototype of the m ass
calculation of pseudo N am bu-G oldstone (NG ) bosons in
strong coupling gauge theories such as those in the tech—
nicolor theordes 1] and m ore recently in the little H iggs
m odels [[1]. Hence this type of calculation plays a central
roke of the m odelbuildings.

T he basic technology to calculate those pseudo NG
bosonsup to the present hasbeen an ancient one through
the W einberg’s rst and second sum rules [] saturated
by the , and a; meson pols. Then the calculation
heavily dependson the som ew hat elisive broad resonance
of a; m eson whose m ass how ever substantially deviates
from the prediction of the W ennberg’s sum rules. The
reason why the method rem ains so awkward is due to
our ignorance of the strong coupling dynam ics ofQCD
and Q CD -like theories and their e ective eld theory.
Then the calculation is also challenging for theorists to
construct the e ective eld theory of hadrons.

Recently two of the authors M H. and K Y .) devel-
oped an e ective eld theory at loop order based on
the Hidden Local Symmetry HLS) model 1, Bi]: The
bare param eters of the HLS m odel was determ ined by
those of the underlying QCD through the m atching of
current correlators of both theories at a certain scale

(" 11GeV) which is the cuto for the HLS model
(\W ilsonian m atching™) [1]. O nce the bare param eters
of the HLS modelde ned at were so determ Ined, we
did uniquely predict the low energy hadron physics by
the one-loop renomm alization group equations RGE s)
duetothe and Iloopsincluding quadratic divergences
(\W ilsonian RGEs") ,[l]. The results were In ram ark—
able agreem ent w ith experin ents. (For a detailed review
of the whole approach see Ref. [1].)

In this paper we shall apply the sam e m ethod ofHLS
model to the calculation of the * - ° mass di erence

m 2. Them ethod is straightrw ard and has essentially

no am biguity oncewe xed the which wasalready xed
tobe’ 1:1GeV inthepreviousanalyses. Rem arkably, we
can successfully reproduce the experin ental valie w ith—
out Introducing the a; m eson whose m ass is higher than
ourm atching scale ' 1:1GeV.

M oreover, there occurs cancellhtion of the quadratic
divergences in m ? arising from the and loopswhich
In the usualapproach is to be canceled by the conspiracy
between the , and a; mesons as required by the pole—
saturated form of the W einberg’s rst sum rul. k was
shown In Refs. [, Il] that the bare Lagrangian of our
HLS m odel, when the photon and gauge couplings are
sw itched o , isvery close to the G eorgi’svector lim i 1],
w hich corresponds to locality of the theory space of the
Iittle H iggs m odel of two sites and two links, and hence
the one-loop absence of quadratic divergence takes place
for the sam e reason as In the little H iggs. So this type of
litte H iggs is already realized in the reaHlife QCD !

A though the dynam ically generated HLS gauge cou—
plhg of the composite  is rather strong, o ( ) 1,
in the realHlife QCD wih N = 3, it was found [, [ ]
thatwhen N ¢ is increased in the underlyingQ CD so that
the chiralsym m etry is expected to get restored at certain
criticalvalueN £ [, [11], the corresponding H LS m odel
goes over to the Vector M anifestation (VM ) ] where
the ooupling as well as the mass and F becom es
vanishingly smal; g> ! 0,m2?= 2! QandF?3?= 2! 0.
Then the VM will in fact provides a toy m odel or the
dynam ical generation of the little H iggs m odels out of
strongly Interacting underlying gauge theories. W e shall
also dem onstratea largehierarchy m 2=F?  1nearthe
VM point as desired in the little H iggs m odel building.
H ow ever, we do not attem pt here to construct a realistic
m odel forthe little H iggs. T he quartic coupling aswellas
the Yukawa coupling is not considered either. W e do in—
stead dem onstrate a concrete exam ple for a possibility to
dynam ically generate a class of little H iggsm odels, w ith
the locality of the theory space explicitly broken only by
weakly coupled gauge Interactions, out of strongly coupld
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underlying gauge theories.

Let us startw ith brie y explaining the HLS m odeland
its loop calculations For a detailed review see [1]). The
HLS model [, ] is an extension of the nonlinear sigm a
m odelbased on the G gipa1 Hical Symm etry, whereG =
SU (N ¢ )L SU (N¢ )R is the global chiral sym m etry and
H = SU N ¢ )V the H LS whose gaugebosonsare identi ed
with the meson and is avor partners (to be denoted
as Thereafter). Here N ¢ denotes the num ber ofm assless
quark avorsin theunderlyingQCD W etakeN ¢ = 3 for
the reaHlife Q CD . See [, [11].) . The basic dynam icalvari-
ables in the HLS m odel are gauge bosons = 2T, of
the HLS and two SU (N ¢ )-m atrix-valued variables ; and

r parameterized as .z = e T e ' T which trans-
om as 1z ®) ! [z & = h&) iz &g 5, where
h®)2 Hypcarand gr;r 2 Ggiopa1- Here = 2T, denotes
the NG bosons ( meson and its avor partners) associ-
ated w ith the spontaneous breaking of G and = 2T,
wih J°C¢ = 0' ) the NG bosons absorbed into the
(longitudinal) HLS gauge bosons  (not to be confiised
w ith the scalarboson \sigm a" in the Inear sigm a m odel
whichhasJ?¢ = 0"*).F andF arethe relevant decay
constants, w ith a ratio a de ned by

a F’=F?: Q)

The covarant derivativesof ,x arede nedbyD [ =
Q@ ig ¢+1iiL =D ig 1, and sim ilarly
forL ! R, where g is the HLS gauge coupling. L. and
R denote the extemalgauge elds (such as the photon
and W and Z bosons) gauging the G gippa1 Sym m etry.
The (pare) HLS Lagrangian at O (0?) is given by LI, 1]
h i

ety NI+ FPtr N N 4Lk () @)

L(2)= F

where Ly (
uniary gauge

) denotes the kinetic tetm of . In the

= 0, the second tem , containing o
© . ;+D g z)=@)=D . {+D r 3 g,
yieldsthe masstem M 2 = (@F )? aswellas the
couplingg = (@=2)q, m ixing g = gF 2, and the
direct 4 coupling, etc.,, whilk the rst temn containing
=0 1, D r 2)=0 1 { D r p)=@i
is identicalto the usualnonlinear chiralLagrangian based
on G=H , wih G being gauged by the extermal gauge
bosons L. and R , where the avor chiral symm etry
G is given by the diagonal sum Of G gppa1 and H pcals
w ith the avor vector symm etry H being the diagonal
sum ofH giopa1(  Ggioba1) and H i,ca1. In the low energy,
p> M ?,wherethe kinetic term can be ignored, the
equation ofm otion of from the second tem sim ply gives
zero for the second tem , thus the HLS m odel is reduced
to the rst tem, nam ely the usual (gauged) nonlinear
chiral Lagrangian based on G=H .

Let usnow calculate - © massdi erence or its N ¢
generalization, m 2, the m ass of the pseudoNG boson
associated w ith the T; generator in the QCD wih N¢

m assless quarks. Thephoton edA readslL =R =
eQ A , where e is the electrom agnetic coupling and Q
the electrom agnetic charge m atrix of the diagonal fom :
diag@Q) = @=3; 1=3; ).
ton loop, we need to add the kinetic term of the pho—
ton el to the O ©?) Lagrangian n Eq. ). The HLS
Lagrangian further needs a lare term proportional to:

em tr QUQUY ,whereU = Yz = &7 () and
em = €°=4 isthe ne structure constant. The bare
m 2 de ned at is then given by

m? = e (OFF Z()

em ! () Q)

Such a bare tem arises from integrating out the quark
and glion elds down to the matching scale 1n the
presence of dynam ical photon eld and can be deter—
m ined by theW ilsonian m atching proposed in Refs. [, 1].
To estim ate i, we rew rite [[1] the usual current alge—
bra omula ] ®r m ? i tems of the fall current
oone]atorstll'lstead of the spectral fiunctions: m 2 =
B em=4) , d0?0% @ *)=F?(0),where @ ?)

a Q%) v Q%) isthedi erence between the axialvec—
tor correlator » ©2) and the vector current correlator

v @?),and F (0)6 F ()) the physical decay con—
stant of . Now we dentify the high energy part of the
integral®rQ? > 2 asthebareterm Eq. l):

QCD) 2
Q°)
do 202 _
2 Q70 F2(0)

8 ohogit
3r2() 2’
4)
where ©@CD) (0?) is given by the operatorproduct ex—
pansion OPE) in QCD ]:  ©@CPI@Q?)=p ®?
1) 21[( shogi’)=0°] and we set N, = 3. Note that
Eq. W) ispositive and hencethe O PE gives a clar picture
that the QCD vacuum is aligned by the photon coupling
in the desired direction as far asthe bare ! is concemed.
In the reallieQCD withN¢ = 3,Eq. ) withEq. )
is estim ated as:

3
L= -

m?, = am!()=211 47 140Me&V  (5)
fora typicalvalueof ( ; gcp)= (1:1;0:4)GeV,where
the rsterrorcomes from F (0) = 864 9:7M &V (the

valie at chiralIim it of N ¢ = 3) [I] and the second one
from hggi g, = @25 25Mevy L.

Now we calculate onedoop contribution ,p diver—
gent part) to the .- two point function from the
photon loop in the HLS (For the Feynman rule see
Ref. [1]). In Landau gauge for the photon, the only

relevant diagram s are a quadratically divergent  loop
with the vertex proportional to (1 a), and a
logarithm ically divergent Ioop (via m ix-—

ng) wih the vertex, which is proportional to
B?+ @ 1EF?’ ag’F2=M?2 (brag® @ 1)€):
abhiy = 2t ([Ta;Q1Mp; Q1] en !y, where ! =

% L a)?+3aM?mn 2 []l. Here we used as In

In order to Inclide the pho—



Refs. [, I, 1] the din ensional regularization and iden-—
tify the quadratic divergencesw ith then = 2 pole N ote
that the coe cient of the quadratic divergence is 1=3 of
that ofthe naive cuto ) [l]l. The RGE for ! thus reads

da! 1

= — q

3 > a) 2+ 3aM ? 6)

We rst solve Eq. ), with the boundary condition
Eq. ), from tom ,with thephysicalmassm de ned
bym?2=M2( =m )=a( =m )g?( =m )F2( =
m ), which yields ! (m ). Here the RGEs of other pa-
ram etersF , a and g were already solved in the previous
analyses [, 1] In excellent agreem ent w ith the experi-
m ents, w ith their bare values determ ned by the W ilso-
nian matching of the HLS m odel with the underlying
QCD through the OPE for the current correlators.

At = m the gets decoupled, so that the RGE
for 0 < < m should be changed to that of ChPT
without loop wherewe changethenotation of! to ! ().
Then the RGE for ! ¢ ) takes the orm of that obtained
by setting a = 0 in Eq. ), which is readily solved as
182 ()y=10) *=4 where! (0) !*)(0). Thenwe
get ' 0) = ' '@m )+ m?=4 . Actually, we needed to
Include nite renom alization e ects to m atch the HLS
with ChPT i the previouswork I, ]. Sin ilarly to F 2
at = m , there exists a nie renom alization e ect
also for ! : Com paring the quadratic divergence of each
RGE,wehave !\ 'm )=!m ) afm )m?=4 .Then,

PO)="!'m )+ I afm)m?=4 ; )

which yields m 2= ! ).

A sshown in the previousw orks [ [,11], the reaHife Q CD
iscloseto the choicea( )’ 1.W ethus rst dem onstrate
a sinpli ed analysis for an idealcase a( ) = 1, which
was explicitly shown 1] to yield a reasonable agreem ent

wih the and experiments:F (0) = 736 5{IMe&V
(com pared wih 864 9:77M eV [1]) and other quanti-
ties such asg, g , Lg, L1g. M oreover, in soite of

the bare value a( ) = 1, the physical value de ned as
a@) F’@m )=F?(0) was predicted to be ' 29, very
close to the successfilvalue ofthe tree—levelphenom enol-
ogy L, ]. Note that the quadratic divergence for ! is
proportionalto (1 a)which iscanceled fora = 1w ithout
nvoking the W einberg’s rst sum rule.

Sihcea = 1isthe xedpointoftheRGE [ 1,[1], wehave
am )= landhence! 0)= ! m ). Ifwe neglcted the
running ofM 2 in Eq. ), the RGE ) would be read-
ily soved togive m 2 = g !lfm )= B =4 M 2
In( 2M %)+ m 2jape,with m 23ae = 290 149M V7
forF (@©O) = 736 5{M &V above), which would yield
m 2’ 1006Mev? ifwetook M 2 asm? ]. Amaz—
ngly, even such a crude estin ate is in rough agreem ent
with the experment m 23,,. = 1261M eV*. Actually,
the runnihg e ect of M 2 ( ) boosts up the above quan-
tum corrections: Solving Eq.ll) together w ith RGE s for

other param eters as n 1], we have

m?= . !0 =1223 263Mea” ; ®)

foratypicalcase ( ; gcp)= (@1;04)Gev []],where
the error com es from the hggijg ey Input.

Now in the fullanalysisofN ¢ = 3 case ,[l],weused as
an input the experim entalvalueF (0) = 864 9:7M &V
Instead of the ansatz a( ) = 1, and predicted the low
energy quantities n rem arkable agreem ent w ith the ex—
perin ents. T he bare param etera ( ) In thiscasewasde—
temined asa()’ 13 for(; gcp)= (@1;04)GeV.

Under this filll analysis setting, we compute m 2 as

m ?=1129 18 218MeV ; ©)
where the rst error com es from the F (0) lnput. This
is In good agreem ent w ith the experin ent.

T hus we have successfully reproduced the experin en—
talvalieof m 2 ntheHLSmodelwith a( )’ 1,with-
out Introducing the a; meson and without invoking the
W einkery’s spectral finction sum rules.

Now we discuss our result in connection w ith the little
Higgs m odels. W e have seen that the reallife QCD is
very close to a( ) = 1, which in plies that the quadratic
divergence of m 2 in the HLS model, Eq. ), does dis-
sappear n accord w ih the little Higgs [1]. The HLS
modelw ith a = 1 actually corresponds to the locality of
the theory space in the little H iggs m odels: W hen the
gauge couplings of both  and photon are sw iched o ,
g= e= 0,the HLS Lagrangian takes the G eorgis vector
In it B8]G1 Ge=Gi+2wihG = SU©N¢), SU WNg)r,
w hich is nothing but a little H iggsm odelw ith two sites
and two links. This In plies that the locality of the the-
ory space is violated only by the gauge couplings g and e
even for the reallife QCD with N¢ = 3: G is explicitly
broken by the coupling down to H 15051 and G, becom es
G g1pa1 Ofthe HLS m odel, while G, (and hence G gippa1)
is also explicitly broken by the photon coupling down to
U (1)g , with those gauge sym m etries spontaneously bro—
ken in the Higgsmechanism : Hycaz U 1) ! U Men -
Then, aswe have seen, som e ofthe NG bosons acquire a
m ass

m? (B4 )emm® (=4 ) e ms ° (10
p to m 23..), where, however, nrs= g®m )=4 is
rather large 1 1 the reaHlie QCD, m %= 2 0001,
In contrast to the setting of the little H iggs for the nat-
uralhierarchy, m 2= 2  (100GeV=10TeV}  0:0001,
w hich correspondsto pgr1s 01.

At rst sight it looks rather di cul to have weakly
coupled gauge theory of com posite Induced by the
underlying strong coupling gauge theory. However, it
was recently found [, 0] that the gauge coupling be-
com esvanishingly snall, zrs ! 0,when we increaseN ¢
(< 11N .=2) from 3 to a certain criticalpoint N & where



the chiral symm etry in the underlying QCD was shown
to get restored In various approaches including the lat-
tice simulation 1], Schw ingerD yson equation 1], etc.
(\LargeN ¢ QCD ").A ccordingly the m ass goes to zero
at the critical point and hence the (longiudinal) be-
com es the chiral partner of the NG boson , which we
called \Vector M anifestation (VM )" ofthe W igner real-
ization of chiral symm etry 1, 101], characterized by
F20)! 0; m?! m?=0; a@©! 1: @11)
T hrough the W ilsonian m atching, the chiral restoration
In the underlying large N¢ QCD actually dictates that
the bare param eters of the HLS m odel should take the
follow ing conditions called \VM conditions" [, 0]:

g()! 0; a()! 15 1z)

which coincide with the Georgi’s vector lim i, plus
F2() ! € °%)? = 1o %, with N& 7 50% pe
Ing estin ated through OPE In the underlying QCD . 1]
Since (@;9) = (1;0) isa xed polnt ofthe RGEs, we
have ' 0) = '!'m ! 0)= ! (), where ! () is given
by Eq. L1 ! () hogi?=F 2 (0) which is expected
to vanish near the critical point, shce hggi? m® 2 =
and F (0) m near the critical point, where [ is the
anom alous dim ension and m (! 0) the dynam icalm ass
ofthe form jon iIn the underlying largeN ¢ Q CD . A ctually,
we expect 1] that the JargeN ¢ QCD becom esa waking
gauge theory 1] near the critical point, which in plies

14

n 1. Thuswe have

m?=F?©0) emh@=F*0) m**" ! c; @3)
wherec= 0(, < 1),and c’ 0:024 1(n = 1) if
estin ated through a sin ple ansatz about the N ¢ depen—
dence made in Ref. [I]. Thus the desired hierarchy in
the little H iggs can naturally be realized near the critical
point of strongly coupled underlying gauge theory.
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