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A bstract

Iexam inethepossibility thattheelectroweak interaction breaksitselfvia thecon-

densation offerm ionsin large representationsofthe weak SU(2)L gauge group.
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The strong and electroweak interactions are described by gauge theories,based on the

gaugegroupsSU(3)c,SU(2)L,and U(1)Y ,acting on threegenerationsofquarksand leptons.

Atan energy scale (
p
2G F )

�1=2 � 250 GeV,the groups SU(2)L�U(1)Y are spontaneously

broken toelectrom agnetism ,U(1)E M ,givingrisetom assesforthreeoftheelectroweak gauge

bosons,the W + ,W � ,and Z. To produce the spontaneous breaking ofthe electroweak

sym m etry,an additionalingredient m ust be added to the theory. In the standard Higgs

m odel,an SU(2)L doublet,Y = + 1

2
scalar�eld isintroduced,with a selfinteraction which

forcesthe�eld to acquirea non-zero vacuum -expectation value[1].ThisbreakstheSU(2)L

and U(1)Y sym m etries,leaving theunbroken subgroup U(1)E M with generatorQ = T3L + Y .

An alternative m echanism forelectroweak sym m etry breaking invokes dynam icalsym -

m etry breaking.In these m odels,ferm ion �eldswhich carry SU(2)L�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)L doublet,thereby breaking the electroweak gauge group to

electrom agnetism . An unbroken,global\custodial" SU(2)sym m etry issu�cientto ensure

thatM W =M Z = cos�W ,a relation thatisotherwise notautom atic in m odelsofdynam ical

electroweak sym m etry breaking [2,3]. An exam ple ofa m odelofdynam icalelectroweak

sym m etry breaking istechnicolor,in which a non-Abelian gaugeinteraction producesa con-

densateoftechniferm ions[2].

The ordinary strong interaction can dynam ically break the electroweak sym m etry at

the scale (
p
2G F )

1=2 � 250 GeV ifit acts on ferm ions in larger representations ofSU(3)c

than the fundam entalrepresentation,such as colorsextets,octets,ordecuplets [4,5]. In

the one-gluon-exchange approxim ation, the force between ferm ions in com plex-conjugate

representationsR and R form ing a colorsingletisproportionalto

F � ��sC2(R) (1)

where C2(R) is the quadratic Casim ir operator of the representation R (R denotes the

dim ension oftherepresentation).SinceC2(R)generally increaseswith R,thee�ectiveforce
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isincreased between ferm ionsin largerrepresentationsofSU(3)c.Condensation occurswhen

�s(�)C2(R)� 1,which ispotentially consistentwith � � 250 GeV forR = 6,8,or10.

In thispaperIexplorethepossibility thattheelectroweak interaction isbroken by itself

via the condensation offerm ions in large representations ofSU(2)L. The m ain attraction

ofthisapproach isthatitpotentially requiresno new forcesbeyond theknown electroweak

interaction.An obstacleto therealization ofthisscenario isthelossofasym ptoticfreedom

oftheSU(2)L gaugecoupling.However,Iwillarguethatthisobstaclem ay besurm ountable.

Gaugetheoriesbreak them selvesiftheferm ionscondenseto a non-singletrepresentation

ofthe gauge group [6,7]. The generalization ofEq.(1)to ferm ionsin the representations

R 1 and R 2 form ing a statein therepresentation R c is

F � �
�

2
[C2(R 1)+ C2(R 2)� C2(R c)] (2)

fora gaugegroup with coupling �.

To explore the possibilities,let’sconstructa sim ple m odelofelectroweak self-breaking.

Consideraleft-handed W eylferm ion, ,in therepresentation R ofSU(2)L,and apairofleft-

handed W eylferm ions,�a (a = 1;2),in the R � 1 representation ofSU(2)L.
1 Cancellation

of gauge anom alies dem ands that  have Y = 0, and the �a have equaland opposite

hypercharges.Theglobalsym m etriesofthem asslesstheory,in thelim itofzerohypercharge

coupling,are

SU(2)
L
� SU(2)

�
� U(1) (3)

where SU(2)L is the gauge sym m etry and SU(2)� is the 
avor sym m etry ofthe �a �elds

(theglobalU(1)sym m etry willbediscussed later).W ritetherepresentation R as i���j
� with

R � 1 totally sym m etric SU(2)L (upper)indices,and one (lower)Lorentz index. Sim ilarly,

writethepairofR � 1 representationsas�i���ja;� with R � 2 totally sym m etricSU(2)L indices.

TheSU(2)L-doublet,Lorentz-scalarcondensatewhich breakstheelectroweak interaction to

electrom agnetism is

<  
ij���k
� �

l���m
a;� �

��
�jl� � � �km >= �

3
�
i
a (4)

1
R denotesthe dim ension ofthe representation;the corresponding weak \spin" isTL = (R � 1)=2.
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where� isthe2�2antisym m etrictensorand � isoforder250GeV.Thiscondensaterespects

the diagonalsubgroup ofSU(2)L�SU(2)�,which servesasthe custodialSU(2). The �elds

�a m usthavehypercharge�
1

2
tom aintain Q = T3L + Y .The�eldsand theirSU(2)L�U(1)Y

quantum num bersaresum m arized in Table1.

Table1:SU(2)L�U(1)Y quantum num bersoftheleft-handed W eyl-ferm ion �eldsin am odel

ofelectroweak self-breaking.

SU(2)L U(1)Y

 R 0

�1 R � 1 + 1

2

�2 R � 1 � 1

2

The quadratic Casim ir operator ofthe representation R is C2(R) =
1

4
(R 2 � 1). The

coe�cientsofthee�ectiveforcebetween theferm ions,Eq.(2),in variouschannelsarelisted

in Table 2. The condensate R � R ! 1 is the m ost-attractive channeland,for R � 4,

R � R ! 3 isthenext-m ost-attractive channel.Thusour�rstobstacle isthe factthatthe

desired condensate,Eq.(4),corresponding to R � (R � 1)! 2,isnotthe m ost-attractive

channel.

Table 2: Coe�cient ofthe e�ective force between ferm ions in the representations R 1 and

R 2 ofSU(2)L form ing a state in the representation R c,in the one-gauge-boson-exchange

approxim ation.

R 1 � R 2 ! R c C2(R 1)+ C2(R 2)� C2(R c)

R � R ! 1 1

2
(R 2 � 1)

R � R ! 3 1

2
(R 2 � 1)� 2

R � (R � 1)! 2 1

2
(R 2 � 1)� 1

2
(R + 1)

(R � 1)� (R � 1)! 1 1

2
(R 2 � 1)� (R � 1

2
)

Before we confront this obstacle,let’s estim ate the dim ensions ofthe representations

needed fortheelectroweak interaction to break itself.ForthechannelR � (R � 1)! 2,the
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e�ective weak forceis(seeEq.(2)and Table2)

F � �
�W

4
[R 2

� R � 2] (5)

where �W � �(M Z)=sin
2
�W � 1=30. The criticalcoupling for the channelR � R ! 1

to condense is calculated in Ref.[8]to be C2(R)�W � 0:3. Thus we expect the channel

R � (R � 1)! 2 to condensewhen

�W
1

4
(R 2

� R � 2)� 0:3 (6)

which im pliesR � 7,thatis,TL � 3.

In thecaseofoddR,ferm ionm assesareallowed bytheSU(2)L�U(1)Y gaugesym m etries.

The �eld hasa m assterm oftheform

 
i���j
�  

k���l
� �

��
�ik � � � �jl (7)

and the�a �eldshavea m assterm

�
i���j
a;� �

k���l
b;� �

ab
�
��
�ik � � � �jl (8)

which respects SU(2)�. Thus the SU(2)L�U(1)Y and SU(2)� sym m etries are vector-like.

Sincevectorsym m etriesarepreserved in vector-likegaugetheories[9],theweak interaction

cannotbreak itselfifR isodd.

For even R,a m ass term for the  �eld is forbidden by the SU(2)L gauge sym m etry.

Thisterm would be ofthe form Eq.(7),which vanishes foreven R,keeping in m ind that

theferm ion �eldsanticom m ute.A m assterm isallowed forthe�a �eldsoftheform

�
i���j
1;� �

k���l
2;� �

��
�ik � � � �jl (9)

which violatesthe globalSU(2)� sym m etry and thusviolatesthe custodialSU(2). W e can

forbid thisterm byrequiringglobalSU(2)� sym m etry (in thelim itofvanishinghypercharge),

prom oting itfrom an \accidental" sym m etry to a fundam entalone,perhapsleftoverfrom

a previousstageofsym m etry breaking.
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Ifwe assum e thatferm ion condensation doesnotbreak Lorentz invariance,then a con-

densate in the channelR � R ! 1 cannotform ,since itisproportionalto the expectation

value ofEq.(7),which vanishes. ForR � 4,the m ost-attractive Lorentz-scalarchannelis

R � R ! 3,corresponding to thecondensate

�
ij =<  

ik���l
�  

jm ���n
� �

��
�km � � � �ln > : (10)

Thiscondensate isan SU(2)L triplet,and thusdoesnotyield M W =M Z = cos�W . Since it

ism oreattractivethan thedesired condensate,Eq.(4),itisdi�cultto see how itcould be

su�ciently suppressed notto con
ictwith phenom enology.

Let us nevertheless assum e that this condensate is suppressed, and that the desired

condensate,Eq.(4),breakstheelectroweak sym m etry.In thelim itofvanishing hypercharge

coupling and vanishing m ass term for the �a �elds, Eq.(9),the m odelhas an SU(2)L-

anom aly-freeglobalU(1)sym m etry,with the�a �eldsofunitchargeand  ofcharge�2(R �

2)=(R + 1).Thissym m etryisbroken bythecondensateEq.(4),yieldingam asslessGoldstone

boson.Thissym m etry hasa U(1)Y anom aly,butsincethereareno Abelian instantons,this

Goldstoneboson rem ainsm assless.

Thespontaneoussym m etry breaking also leavesm asslessferm ions.Undertheunbroken

custodialSU(2)sym m etry,theferm ions and �a decom poseasshown below:

SU(2)
L
� SU(2)

�
! SU(2)

 R � 1 ! R

�a (R � 1)� 2 ! R + (R � 2)

(11)

Thecustodial-SU(2)R representationspairup toproducem assiveDiracferm ions,butthere

areR� 2m assless� �eldsleftoverfrom thecondensation.W henhyperchargeisturnedonthe

m odelhasno unbroken globalsym m etries(besidesU(1)E M ),so these ferm ionspresum ably

obtain a sm allm ass,butthey arepotentially toolightto bephenom enologically acceptable.

The Goldstone boson and the lightferm ions can be avoided by explicitly breaking the

chiralsym m etriesfrom which they arise,forexam pleby coupling theferm ionsto additional

gauge �elds,orby introducing a m assterm forthe �a �elds,Eq.(9). However,the light-
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ferm ion m assesareprotected by thecustodialSU(2),and thereisalim itation on theam ount

ofexplicitcustodial-SU(2)breaking which isphenom enologically acceptable.

A truly realistictheory m ustalso accountforthegeneration ofquark and lepton m asses.

This is where m odels based on dynam icalelectroweak sym m etry breaking m ay run into

phenom enologicaldi�culties. Itisnotclearhow the presentapproach could help alleviate

thoseproblem s.

Another obstacle to electroweak self-breaking is the loss ofasym ptotic freedom ofthe

SU(2)L interaction in thepresenceofferm ionsin largerepresentations.Theone-loop SU(2)L

beta-function coe�cientforthree generationsofquarksand leptons,a W eylferm ion in the

R representation and two in the(R � 1)representation,is2

b2 =
1

(4�)2

�

�
10

3
+
1

6
R(R � 1)2

�

(12)

and asym ptotic freedom is lost forR � 4. W ithout asym ptotic freedom ,it is di�cult to

understand why thecondensateform sattheelectroweak scale,and notatsom ehigherscale,

wherethecoupling iseven larger.

A possibleroutearound thisobstacleistohypothesizethatagaugetheory with ferm ions

in largerepresentationspossessesa non-trivialultraviolet�xed point.A sim ilarhypothesis

hasbeen studied forQED [10,11,12,13,14,15,16]and fora non-Abelian gauge theory

with a large num ber offerm ions [17,18,19,20]. The one-loop beta function is positive,

but for ferm ions in large representations perturbation theory m ay be unreliable,even for

�W � 1

30
.The ratio ofthebeta-function coe�centsforthe (n + 1)th and nth loops(n � 2)

is proportionalto T(R)�W =4� in the large-R lim it (T(R) is the Dynkin index ofthe R

representation1),and can be oforderunity forsu�ciently large R. Fora W eylferm ion in

the representation R and two in the representation R � 1,the ratio ofthe three-loop and

two-loop beta-function coe�cientsin thelarge-R lim it(in theM S schem e)is[21]

�
11

72
R
3
�W

4�
(13)

2The Dynkin index forthe R representation ofSU(2)L isT(R)= 1

12
R(R 2 � 1).

7



which isapproxim ately ofunitm agnitude forR = 13. ForR = 8,the sm allestacceptable

value,thisratioisabout�0:21,which suggeststhatperturbation theory isvalid.Additional

large-R representationsm ay be necessary in thiscase to produce the desired breakdown of

perturbation theory.

The m odelconsidered in thispaperisfree ofgauge anom alies. However,one m ustalso

considerthediscreteSU(2)L anom aly [22].Thisanom aly vanishesifthesum oftheDynkin

indicesoftheleft-handed ferm ionsisan integer.Fortheabovem odel,

X

r

T(r)=
1

4
R(R � 1)2 (14)

where thesum isoverthe representations. Thisishalf-integeronly forR = 4N + 2,where

N isan integer.ThusthecaseofR = 4N isfreeofanom alies,which includesR = 8.

In this paper Ihave suggested thatthe electroweak sym m etry can break itselfvia the

condensation offerm ionsin theR and R � 1 representationsofSU(2)L,forR even and � 8.

Ihope thiswillprovide m otivation forthe investigation ofthe non-perturbative behaviour

ofnon-Abelian gauge theorieswith ferm ionsin large representations. Ifthe answerto the

question posed in the title should prove to be a�rm ative,the nextquestion willbe: Does

theelectroweak interaction break itself?
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