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A bstract

W eproposeauni cation ofsom e netuningproblem s { really in thisarticke only
the problem ofwhy the weak scale is so sm all in energy com pared to a presum ed
fundam ental scale, being say the P lanck scale { by postulating the zero or very
an all value of the coan ological constant not only for one but for several vacua.
T his postulate corresponds to what we have called the M ultiple Point P rincipl,
nam ely that there be m any \vacuum " states w ith the sam e energy density. W e
furtherassum e that 6 top quarksand 6 antitop quarkscan bind by H iggs exchange
S0 strongly as to becom e tachyonic and form a condensate. T his gives rise to the
possbility of having a phase transition between vacua w ih and w ihout such a
condensate. T he two vacua distinguished by such a condensate w illhave the sam e
coam ological constant provided the top Yukawa coupling is about 11 02, in
good correspondence w ith the experim ental value. T he further requirem ent that
this value of the Yukawa coupling, at the weak scale, be com patible wih the
existence of a third vacuum , w ith a Higgs eld expectation value of the order of
the fuindam ental scale, enforces a hierarchical scale ratio between the findam ental
and weak scales of order 10'° { 10%°.

W e dedicate this artick to PaulFram pton, our friend for m any years, on the occasion
ofhis sixtieth birthday. It is to ke published in the P roceedings of the C oralG abks C onfer—
ence on High Energy Physics and C oan ology, Fort Lauderdak, F lorida, 17 —21 D ecem ber
2003.
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1 Introduction

T he present article has the purpose of suggesting the follow ing two relhtively
new ideas:

1) A uni ed netuning principle, according to which there exist several
vacuum states having zero or approxin ately zero value for the coan ological
oconstant.

2) T he existence ofa bound state of six top quarks and six antitop quarks
whose binding, due to H iggs partick exchange, is so strong that a condensate
of such bound states could form and m ake up a phase in which essentially
tachyonic bound states of this type 1l the vacuum .

There are several ne-tuning problam s in the Standard M odel (SM ): the
tiny values ofthe coan ological constant and the strong CP violating param e-
ter gcp ,thesnallhierarchy problem ofthe Yukawa couplings and the large
hierarchy problem ofthe weak to findam ental (P Janck) scale ratio. H owever
these are only netuning problem s and do not necessarily require a m odi —
cation’| of the SM . They could a priori be resolved by a general ne-tuning
principle, which we take in the form of a zero coam ological constant postu-—
late combined w ith our so-called M ultiple Point P rinciple [li] of degenerate
vacua. Thus, much lke in supersym m etry, our idea is to postulate that there
bem any vacuum states allhaving zero or rather approxin ately zero cosm o—
logical constant, but w ithout having supersymm etry! W e do not speculate
here on the underlying m echanian resoonsible for such degenerate vacua, but
it seem s Iikely that som e kind of non—locality is required 1.

In this article we point out the possible existence of at least 3 degenerate
vacua In the pure SM , which could be responsibl for the hierarchy between
the fundam ental and weak scales. In particular we am phasize our second
dea that one of these vacua is due to the condensation of an exotic m eson
consisting of 6 t and 6 t quarks B]. The reason that such a strongly bound
exoticm eson hasbeen overlooked untilnow isthat tsbinding isbased on the
collective e ect of attraction between several quarks due to H iggs exchange.
Thee ectbuidsup form any (ere 12) particlkes in an analogousway to that
of the universal gravitational force of attraction, as we now describe.

10 f course neutrino m asses indicate som e new physics at the seesaw scale, which
requires a m inorm odi cation ofthe SM .



2 P roposed bound state of 6 top quarks and
6 anti-top quarks

A s em phasized above, the virtual exchange of the H iggs particle between
two quarks, two antiquarks or a quark antiquark pair yields an attractive
force .n each case. W e now consider putting m ore and m ore t and t quarks
together In the lowest energy rlative S-wave states. The H iggs exchange
binding energy for the whole system beocom es proportional to the number of
pairs of constituents, rather than to the num ber of constituents. So a priord,
by combining su ciently m any constituents, the total binding energy could
exceed the constituent m ass of the systam ! However we can put a m axin um
of 6t + 6t quarks into the ground state S-wave. So ket us now estin ate the
binding energy of such a 12 particke bound state.

Asa rststep we consider the binding energy E ; ofone ofthem to the re—
m aining 11 constituents treated as jist one partick analogous to the nuclkus
in the hydrogen atom . W e assum e that the radius of the system tums out
to be reasonably an all, com pared to the Com pton wavelength of the H iggs
particle, and use the wellkknown Bohr formula for the binding energy of a
one—<electron atom with atom icnumber Z = 11 to cbtain the crude estin ate:

!
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Here g, is the top quark Yukawa coupling constant, in a nom alisation in
which the top quark mass isgiven by m = g. 174 G&V .

T he non—relativisticbinding energy E pinqing 0fthe 12 particle system isthen
obtained by multiplying by 12 and dividing by 2 to avoid double-counting
the paimw ise binding contributions. T his estin ate only takes acoount of the
t-channelexchange of a H iggs particle between the constituents. A sinpl es-
tin ate ofthe u—channel H iggs exchange contribution @] increases the binding
energy by a further factor of (16=11)?, giving:

|
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W e have so far neglected the attraction due to the exchange of gauge par-
ticles. So Jet us estin ate the m ain e ect com ing from ghion exchangef: w ith

°N ote that we here in prove our earlier estin ates ['2:].



aQCD nestructureconstant M ;)= g M ;)=4 = 0:118, corresponding
to an e ective gluon t  t coupling constant squared of:
, 4,5, 4. _,
e, = 39§ 157 20 3)

For de niteness, consider a t quark in the bound state; i interacts wih 6

t quarks and 5 t quarks. The 6 t quarks form a colour singlet and so their
com bined interaction with the considered t quark vanishes. On the other
hand the 5 t quarks combine to form a colour antitriplet, which together
interact lke a t quark w ith the considered t quark. So the totalgluon inter—
action of the considered t quark is the sam e as it would have w ith a single
t quark. Th this case the u—hannel gluon contrdution should equal that of
the t-channel. Thuswe should com pare the e ective ghion coupling strength

2 &' 2 2=4wih (16=11) Zg2’ 16 10=2= 8 from the Higgs
particle. This leads to an increase of E pinang Dy a factor of ((32)? = (3=2)?,
giving our nalresul: |
99g¢
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E binding =

W earenow interested in the condition that thisbound state should becom e

tachyonic, m éoun a4 < 0, n orderthat a new vacuum phase could appear due to

Bos=E Instein condensation. Forthispurpose we consider a T aylor expansion

n gf for the m ass squared of the bound state, crudely estim ated from our
non-relativistic binding energy form ula:

Miung = (12m 0% 2 @2my) Eoinging t 2t 5)
33
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A ssum Ing that this expansion can, to rst approxin ation, be trusted even
for large g, the condition m fmnd = 0 for the appearance of the above phase
transition w ith degenerate vacua becom es to leading order:

|
2" 1=4

8
bhase transition = oo r124
Gt bhase transitio 33 (7)

W e have of course neglected several e ects, such as weak gauge boson
exchange, s—channel H iggs exchange and relativistic corrections. In partic—
ular quantum uctuations In the H iggs eld could have an in portant e ect



In reducing Gt }hase transition OY Up to a factor ofpﬁ, as discussed In Sec—
tion 4 3. I is therefore quite conceivable that the value of the top quark
running Yukawa coupling constant, predicted from our vacuum degeneracy

ne-tuning principle, could be In agreem ent w ith the experin ental value
Gt ( weakexp 0:95 0:03. Assum ing this to be the cass, we now m ake
a further application of our netuning principle to postulate the existence
of a third degenerate vacuum , iIn which the SM Higgs eld has a vacuum
expectation value of order the fiindam ental sca¥e  fungam ental-

3 Three degenerate vacua and the huge scale
ratio

In this section, we explain how our degenerate vacuum ne-tuning principle
can be used to derive the huge r@atio, rfundam ental™ weaks PetWween the fun-—
dam ental and weak scales. The basic idea is to use this principle to tune
the value of the running top quark Yukawa coupling g: ( ) both at the weak
scale, as described above, and at the fundam ental scale. Since running cou—
plings vary logarithm ically with scale, the predicted values G ( yeax) and
% ( fundam enta1) CAN €asily Inply an exponentially large scale rato.

In order to tune the value of g ( fundam enta1) We postulate the existence
of a third degenerate vacuum , iIn which the SM Higgs eld has a vacuum
expectation value of order fyndamental- FOYr large values of the SM H iggs

eld fundam ental weak r the renom alisation group in proved e ective
potential is well approxin ated by

1 .
veff(>'§<=33hj4 @®)

and the degeneracy condition m eans that ( fundamenta1l) Should vanish to
high accuracy. The e ective potentialV.s¢ must also have am Inim um and so
its derivative should vanish. T herefore the vacuum degeneracy requirem ent
m eans that the H iggs selfcoupling constant and its beta finction should
vanish near the findam ental scale:

( fundam ental) ( fundamental) = 0 ©)

This leads to the ne-tuning condition 3]

1
%= 15 99 + 6059% + 39} (10)



relating the top quark Yukawa coupling g ( ) and the electroweak gauge cou—
pling constantsg; ( ) and g, ( ) &t =  fundam enta1l- W @ must now input the
experin ental values of the electroweak gauge coupling constants, which we
evaluate at the P lanck scale using the SM renom alisation group equations,
and cbtain our prediction:

gt( fundam ent’al) " 039: (11)

However we note that this valie of g ( fundam enta1), determ ined from the
right hand side of Eq. (10), is mather insensitive to the scale, varying by
approxin ately 10% between = 246Ge&V and = 10¥° Gev.

W e now estin ate the fundam ental to weak scale ratio by using the leading
order SM beta function for the top quark Yukawa coupling gi ( ):

9 17

dg: % 9
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% dh 16 2 2gf g 495 1295 42)

where the SU (3) SU (2) U (1) gauge coupling constants are considered
as given. It should be noticed that, due to the relative an allness ofthe ne
structure constants ;= g?=4 and particularly of ;3 ( rundam enta1), the beta
function 4 is num erically rather am all at the fundam ental scale. Hence we
need m any e-foldings between the two scales, where g ( fundam enta1) © 039
and g ( yeax) " 124. The predicted scale ratio is quite sensitive to the Input
valie of 3( fundamental) - Ifwe Input the value of 3’ 1=54 evaluated at the
P lanck scale in the SM , we predict the scale ratio tobe  fundam ental™ weak
10'® 1G°.W enote that, asthe rate of logarithm ic running ofg; ( ) increases
as 3 Increases, the value of the weak scale is naturally ne-tuned to be a
few orders ofm agnitude above the QCD scale. W e also predict [3] the H iggs
massMy = 135 9Gev.

4 P henom enology of the bound state

4.1 Rho param eter

Strictly speaking, it is a priori not obvious w ithin our scenario in which of
the tw o degenerate vacua discussed In Section 2 we live. T here ishowever one
argum ent that we live In the phase w ithout a condensate ofnew bound states
rather than In the one wih such a condensate. The reason is that such a
condensate isnot nvariant underthe SU ) U (1) electroweak gauge group



and would contrbute to the squared m asses oftheW  and Z ° gauge bosons.
A Though these contrbutions are som ew hat di cul to calculate, prelin inary
calculations indicate it isunlikely that, by som e m athem atical accident, they
should be In the sam e ratio as those from the SM Higgs eld. This ratio
is essentially the -param eter, which has been m easured to be In accurate
agreem ent w ith the SM value w ithout a new bound state condensate. Sowe
conclude that we live In a phase w thout a condensate of new bound states.

W e have previously P]given a weak argum ent in favour of the phase w ith
a condensate em erging In the early Universe out of the B ig Bang. H owever,
even if it were valid, one could im agihe that a phase transition occurred,
In our part of the Universe, from a m etastable phase wih a bound state
condensate into the present one w ithout a condensate. A phenom enological
signal for such a phase transition would be the slight varation of various
coupling constants, on a very large scale, from region to region in cosm ological
Soace and tin e.

42 Seeing a bound state of 6t+ 5t ?

W e expect the new bound state to be strongly bound and very long lived in
our vacuum ; it could only decay nto a channel in which all 12 constituents
disappeared together. T he production cross-section of such a particke would
also be expected to be very low, if it were just crudely related to the cross
section for producing 6 t and 6 t quarks. It would be weakly interacting
and di cult to detect. There would be a better chance of cbserving an
e ect, if we optim istically assum e that the m ass of the bound state is close
to zero (ie.very light compared to 12m . 2 TeV and possbly a dark m atter
candidate) even In the phase in which we live. In this case the bound state
cbtained by rem oving one ofthe 12 quarkswould also be expected to be light.
T hese bound states w ith radii of order 1=m . m ight then be an aller than or
sin ilar in size to their Com pton wavelengths and so be well described by
e ective scalar and D irac elds respectively. The 6 t + 6 t bound state
would coupk only weakly to glions whereas the 6t + 5 t bound state would
be a colour triplet and be produced like a fourth generation top quark at the
LHC . If these 11 constituent bound states were pair produced, they would
presum ably decay into the lighter (undetected) 12 constituent bound states
w ith the am ission ofa t and a t quark.



4.3 Finetuning the top m ass; H iggs eld uctuations

The crucial phenom enological test of our ne-tuning principlk is of course
that it correctly predicts the experim ental values of physical param eters.
T he predicted existence of a new phase at the weak scale and the value of
the top Yukawa coupling Gt jnase transition at the phase transition provide, in
principle, a very clean test, since it only involves SM physics. However, in
practice, the calculation of the binding energy of the proposed 6 t + 6 t
bound state ishard and indeed Eq. (1) overestin ates g;. So here we consider
a potentially large correction due to quantum uctuations in the H iggs eld.

The uctuations in the average of the H iggs eld over the Interior of the
bound state get bigger and bigger, as the top Yukawa coupling is increased
and the size of the bound state din inishes. T here isthen a signi cant chance
that the average value would tum out to be negative com pared to the usual
vacuum value. By thinking of the top quark D irac sea con guration in the
bound state, we see that fora sign-inverted H iggs eld this con guration be-
com es just the vacuum state. Such a sign—-inverted con guration m ay perhaps
best be described by saying that neither the non-relativistic kinetic tem for
the quarks nor their m ass energy are present, both being in these situations
approxin ated by zero. Let us denote by P, the probability of uctuating
Into such a vacuum con guration. Them ost prin itive way to take the e ect
of these uctuations into acoount is to correct the constituent m ass n the
bound state from m to I  B,)m, and the non—elativistic kinetic term for
the sam e constituents from P?=@m ) to (I B,)p*=0Cm ).

It is the kinetic term which detem nes the binding energy and the above
correction corresponds to ncreasingm ¢ by a factor1=(1 B,) n thebinding
energy. T herefore the binding energy, which for din ensional reasons is pro-—
portional to the m ¢ occurring in the kinetic term  (for xed g), w ill Increase
by this factor 1=(1  B,). On the other hand the constituent m asses are cor-
rected the opposite way, m eaning that they decrease from m.to (I B )m:.
So the ratio of the binding energy to the constituent energy { the binding
fraction one could say { Increases by the square ofthe factor1=1 BR,).

In principle we should now calculate the probability P, ofa sign uctuation
asa function ofg;. T he probability P, isexpected to ncrease asa finction of
g. fortwo reasons: the reduction ofthe H iggs eld inside the bound state and
its decreasing radius. W e note that both these e ects arem ore in portant for
a bound state of 12 constituents than for, say, toponium . W e can, however,
not expect the uctuation probability to go beyond P, = 1=2. So, for a



crude ordentation, ket us calculate the correction in this lin ting case. In
this case the ratio of the binding energy to the constituent energy, which is
proportional to g, should be increased by the factor (ﬁ )2 = 4. Applying
this correction to Eq. §}), we obtain the Iim iting value G jnase transition '
124=4"% = 0:88. This value corresponds to the largest possible correction
from uctuations and so we take:

gtj:hase transition = 106 0418 13)

asourbest estim ate, which is In good agreem ent w ith the experim entalvalue
Tt ( weak)exp /' 0:95 determ ined from the physical top quark m ass.
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