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A bstract

I exam Ine the possibility that the electrow eak interaction breaks itself via the con—
densation of ferm ions in large representations of the weak SU (2);, gauge group.
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T he strong and electroweak interactions are described by gauge theories, based on the
gauge groups SU (3)., SU 2);,,and U (1)y , acting on three generations of quarks and lptons.
At an energy scale (p 2Gy) 2 250 G eV, the groups SU (2);, U (1)y are spontaneously
broken to electrom agnetian , U (1)gy , 9Iving rise tom asses for three ofthe electrow eak gauge
bosons, the W *, W , and Z . To produce the spontaneous breaking of the electroweak
symm etry, an additional lngredient m ust be added to the theory. In the standard H iggs
m odel, an SU (2);, doublkt, ¥ = + % scalar eld is introduced, w ith a self interaction which
forces the eld to acquire a non—zero vacuum -expectation value fli]. This breaks the SU (2),
and U (1)y symm etries, laving the unbroken subgroup U (1)gy wih generatorQ = Ty + Y .

An altemative m echanian for electroweak symm etry breaking nvokes dynam ical sym —
m etry breaking. In these m odels, ferm ion elds which carry SU (2);; U (1)y quantum num —
bers Interact via a force which produces a ferm ion-bilinear condensate. This condensate
is constructed to be an SU (2);, doublkt, thereby breaking the electroweak gauge group to
electrom agnetism . An unbroken, global \custodial" SU (2) symm etry is su cient to ensure
thatM y =M ;, = s y , a relation that is otherw ise not autom atic in m odels of dynam ical
electroweak symm etry breaking B, 3]. An example of a m odel of dynam ical electroweak
sym m etry breaking is technicolor, In which a non-A belian gauge interaction produces a con-—
densate of techniferm ions B]1.

The ordihary strong interaction can dynam ically break the electroweak symm etry at
the scale (szF )12 250 GeV if it acts on ferm ions in Jarger representations of SU (3).
than the fiindam ental representation, such as color sextets, octets, or decuplkts [-f!, :3]. In
the onegluon-exchange approxin ation, the force between femm ions in com plex-con jugate

representations R and R fom ig a color singlet is proportional to
F sC2R) 1)

where C, R) is the quadmtic Casin ir operator of the representation R (R denotes the

din ension ofthe representation). Shoe C, R ) generally increases w ith R, the e ective force



is increased between ferm ions in Jarger representations of SU (3).. C ondensation occurs when
s()C2R) 1,which ispotentially consistent w ith 250 Gev orR = 6,8, or 10.

In this paper I explore the possibility that the electroweak interaction isbroken by itself
via the condensation of ferm ions in Jarge representations of SU (2);, . The m ain attraction
of this approach is that it potentially requires no new foroes beyond the known electrow eak
Interaction. An obstaclk to the realization of this scenario is the loss of asym ptotic freedom
ofthe SU (2);, gauge coupling. H owever, Iw ill argue that this obstaclkem ay be sum ountable.

G auge theories break them selves if the ferm ions condense to a non-singlet representation
of the gauge group [§, 71]. The generalization of Eq. {I) to form ions in the representations

R; and R, form ing a state In the representation R, is

F EDZ(Rl)+ C2R2) CrR.)] @)

for a gauge group w ith coupling

To explore the possibilities, kt’s construct a sin ple m odel of electroweak selfbreaking.
Consider a keft-handed W eyl ferm ion, , In the representation R ofSU (2)y, , and a pair of left-
handed W eyl ferm ions, , (@ = 1;2), in the R 1 representation of SU @)y, :_l: C ancellation
of gauge anom alies dem ands that have Y = 0, and the . have equal and opposite
hypercharges. T he global sym m etries of the m asskss theory, In the lin it of zero hypercharge
coupling, are

SU (2); SU @) U@ 3)

where SU (2); is the gauge symm etry and SU (2) is the avor symmetry of the ., elds
(the globalU (1) symm etry w illbe discussed later). W rite the representation R as * I with
R 1 totally symm etric SU (2);, (upper) indices, and one (lower) Lorentz index. Sim ilarly,
write the pairof R 1 representationsas [, 7withR 2 totally symm etric SU (), indices.
The SU (2);, doublt, Lorentz-scalar condensate w hich breaks the electrow eak interaction to
electrom agnetian is

ik 1m _ 3
< 2 i1 km = a “)

1R denotes the din ension of the representation; the corresponding weak \spin" isTp, = R 1)=2.



where isthe?2 2 antisymm etrictensorand isoforder250 G &V .This condensate respects
the diagonal subgroup of SU 2);, SU () , which serves as the custodial SU (2). The elds

2 must have hypercharge % tomaintain Q = Ts,+ Y .The eldsand theirSU 2); U 1)y
quantum num bers are summ arized in Tabl 1.

Tabk1l: SU 2); U (1)y quantum num bers ofthe left-handed W eylfem ion elds in am odel
of electrow eak selfbreaking.

SU @) U @)y

The quadratic Casin ir operator of the representation R isC, R) = % R? 1). The
coe cients ofthe e ective force between the ferm ions, Eq. (2:):, in various channels are listed
in Tablk 2. The condensate R R ! 1 is the m ostattractive channel and, for R 4,
R R ! 3 isthe next-m ostattractive channel. Thus our rst cbstack is the fact that the
desired condensate, Eq. {-fl), corresoonding to R R 1) ! 2, is not the m ostattractive
channel.

Tabl 2: Coe cient of the e ective force between ferm ions in the representations R ; and

R, of SU (2);, fom ing a state in the representation R., In the onegaugeboson-exchange
approxin ation.

Ri Ry! R C2R1)+CrR2) CrRL)

R R! 1 ZR*> 1)
R R! 3 ZR? 1) 2
R R 1! 2 R®R* 1) sR+1)
R 1) R 1!1 3R 1) R 3

Before we confront this obstaclk, lt’s estin ate the din ensions of the representations

needed for the electroweak Interaction to break itself. For the channelR R 1)! 2,the



e ective weak force is (see Eq. @) and Tabk 2)
F — R? R 2] )

where M ;)=sh? 4 1=30. The critical coupling or the channelR R ! 1
to condense is calculated In Ref. E}] tobeCo,R) 03. Thus we expect the channel

R R 1)! 2 to condense when

which mmpliesR 7, that is, Ty, 3.
In thecassofodd R, ferm ionm assesareallowed by the SU ), U (1)y gauge symm etries.

The eld has a m ass tem of the form
Ik 51 (7)
and the ., eldshave am ass tem

i j k 1ab
a; b;

i1 8)

which respects SU (2) . Thus the SU 2); U (1)y and SU (2) symm etries are vector-like.
Since vector sym m etries are preserved in vector-like gauge theories @], the weak interaction
cannot break itself if R is odd.

Foreven R, a mass tem for the eld is forbidden by the SU (2); gauge symm etry.
This termn would be of the orm Eq. (7), which vanishes for even R, keeping In m ind that

the farm ion elds anticommute. A m assterm isallowed forthe ., elds ofthe fom

ey 9)

= b
<
N

which violates the global SU (2) symm etry and thus violates the custodial SU 2). W e can
forbid thistem by requiringglobalSU (2) symm etry (in the lin it ofvanishing hypercharge),
prom oting it from an \accidental” symm etry to a fiindam ental one, perhaps left over from

a previous stage of sym m etry breaking.



Ifwe assum e that farm ion condensation does not break Lorentz invariance, then a con-—
densate In the channelR R ! 1 cannot fom , sihce it is proportional to the expectation
value of Eq. Q), which vanishes. ForR 4, the m ostattractive Lorentz-scalar channel is

R R ! 3, corresponding to the condensate
Boc ' o n> 10)

This condensate is an SU 2);, trplet, and thus doesnot yeld My =M , = cos y . Since &
ism ore attractive than the desired condensate, Eq. @), it isdi cul to see how it could be
su ciently suppressed not to con ict w ith phenom enology.

Let us neverthelss assum e that this condensate is suppressed, and that the desired
condensate, Eq. {4), breaks the electroweak symm etry. In the lin it of vanishing hypercharge
coupling and vanishing mass term for the , elds, Eq. @), the model has an SU (2);,—
anom aly-free globalU (1) symm etry, w ith the ., eldsofunit chargeand ofcharge 2R
2)=R+ 1). This symm etry isbroken by the condensate Eq. (4), yielding a m asskess G odstone
boson. Thissymm etry hasa U (1)y anom aly, but since there are no Abelian instantons, this
G oldstone boson rem ainsm assless.

T he sopontaneous sym m etry breaking also leaves m assless ferm ions. Under the unbroken

custodial SU (2) symm etry, the ferm ions and . decom pose as shown below :

sU@), SU@E ! sSUQ)
11
R 1! R b

a R 1) 2! R+ R 2)

The custodialSU (2) R representations pair up to producem assive D irac ferm ions, but there
areR 2masskss eldslkftover from the condensation. W hen hypercharge istumed on the
m odel has no unbroken global symm etries (pesides U (1)gy ), sO these ferm ions presum ably
cbtain a an allm ass, but they are potentially too light to be phenom enologically acosptable.

The G oldstone boson and the light ferm ions can be avoided by explicitly breaking the
chiral sym m etries from which they arse, for exam ple by coupling the ferm ions to additional

gauge elds, or by Introducing a mass term forthe ., elds, Eq. @) . However, the light-



ferm ion m asses are protected by the custodialSU (2), and there isa lin itation on the am ount
of explict custodiatSU (2) breaking which is phenom enologically acceptable.

A truly realistic theory must also account for the generation of quark and Jlepton m asses.
This is where m odels based on dynam ical electroweak symm etry breaking may run into
phenom enoclogical di culties. It is not clear how the present approach could help alleviate
those problam s.

A nother obstack to ekctroweak selfbreaking is the loss of asym ptotic freedom of the
SU (2);, Interaction In the presence of ferm ions in large representations. T he one-loop SU (2)1,
beta—-function coe cient for three generations of quarks and kptons, a W eyl ferm ion in the

R representation and two in the R 1) representation, is

1 10 1 ,
b= THRE D (12)

and asym ptotic freedom is lost for R 4. W ithout asym ptotic freedom , it is di cul to
understand w hy the condensate fomm s at the electroweak scale, and not at som e higher scale,
w here the coupling is even larger.
A possible route around this cbstack is to hypothesize that a gauge theory w ith farm ions
In large representations possesses a non-trivial ultraviolet xed point. A sin ilar hypothesis
has been studied or QED {14, 11,12, 13, 14,15, 16] and for a non-Abelian gauge theory
wih a large number of ferm ions [17, 18, 19, 20]. The one-Joop beta function is positive,
but for fem ions in large representations perturbation theory m ay be unreliable, even for
W 3—10 . The ratio of the beta-fiinction coe cents forthe n + 1) ® and n® loops M 2)
is proportionalto T R) yw =4 In the largeR Imi (T R) is the Dynkin index of the R
representation’), and can be of order unity for su ciently Jarge R . For a W eyl ferm jon in
the representation R and two In the representation R 1, the ratio of the threeJdoop and
tw o—loop beta—fiinction coe cients in the largeR lin it (in theM S scheme) is K1}
Hosw

72 4
*The D ynkin index for the R representation ofSU @), ST R) = 5R R? 1).

13)




which is approxin ately of unit m agnitude orR = 13. ForR = 8, the an allest acceptable
value, this ratio isabout 021, which suggests that perturoation theory isvalid. A dditional
large R representations m ay be necessary in this case to produce the desired breakdown of
perturbation theory.

T he m odel considered In this paper is free of gauge anom alies. H owever, one m ust also
consider the discrete SU (2);, anom aly RZ]. This anom aly vanishes if the sum of the D ynkin
Indices of the left-handed ferm ions is an Integer. For the above m odel,

X

l 2
T (v) = ZlR R 1) (14)

where the sum is over the representations. This is halfinteger only forR = 4N + 2, where
N isan integer. Thusthe case ofR = 4N is free of anom alies, which includesR = 8.

In this paper I have suggested that the electroweak symm etry can break itself via the
condensation of ferm ions in theR and R 1 representations of SU ), orR even and 8.
I hope this will provide m otivation for the nvestigation of the non-perturbative behaviour
of non-Abelian gauge theories w ith fermm ions In large representations. If the answer to the
question posed in the title should prove to be a m ative, the next question will be: D ces

the electroweak Interaction break itself?
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