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ABSTRACT

W e present som e evidence, based on the analysis of lower-din ensionalm odels, for
the possble existence of classically-stabl w nding solitons In the two-higgs elec—
trow eak theory.

The search for stabl umps in the W enberg-Salam m odel has a long h istory
Tt has revealed a ridh stpucture of classical solutions including the sphaleron :3"9‘9 ,
deform ed s.pha]erons-"ii ## and vortex strings 829214213 | Such solrtions could ply a
role In understanding @+ L)-violation and structure fomm ation in the early universe,
but they are all classically-unstable or/and extended. T hey have therefore no direct
present-day m anifestation, contrary to long-lived particlkes whose relic density could
at least In principle be detected.

T he existence ofparticle-like excitationshas, on the otherhand, been argued for in
the context ofa strongly— Interacting higgs sector AN | T he advocated particles
can be thought of as technibaryons of an underlying technicolor m odel. They are
described In bosonic language by w inding solitons ofan e ective non-renom alizable
lagrangian forthepssudo-godstoneboson (ortechnipion) eld, much like skym iond?
of the e ective chiral lagrangian of QCD . This is of course a phenom enological
description, since the properties of such hypothetical particles cannot be calculated
reliably wihin a sam iclassical expansion. Furthem ore, in view of the di culties
facing technicolor m odels, the possibility of a strongly-interacting higgs sector is not
theoretically appealing.
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Tt would be clearly m ore interesting if classically-stable w inding excitations could
arise in a weakly-coupled scalar sector. To bem ore precise let us decom pose the higgs—
doublt eld into a real (positive) m agniude and a group-phase: = FU, and con—
sider static con gurationswith U (X) wrapping N tin es around the SU (2) m anifold.
These are potentially unstablke for at Jast three distinct reasons:

(@) becausse N is not conserved whenever the m agniude F goes through zero;
(o) because N is not gauge-nvariant and can, in particular, be non-vanishing even
In a vacuum state; and (¢) because scalar- eld con gurations can loose their energy
by shrinking to zero size 22, W e refer to these for short as the radial, gauge and sk
Instabilities. They can be elin lnated fomm ally by (@) taking the physicathiggs m ass
myg ! 1, () decoupling the electroweak gauge elds, and (c) adding appropriate
higherderivative temm s to the action. T he question is w hether classical stability can
be m antained whilke rrlaxing the above conditions. This has been hnvestigated nu-—
m erically in them inim alcase ofone doublet: although onem ay indeed relax both the
weak gauge coupling 9% and the higgsm ass?! up to some  nite criticalvalues, stabil-
iy cannot apparently be achieved w ithout the non-renom alizable higherderivative
term s in the action. O n the otherhand, aswe have dem onstrated recently, m etastable
w inding solitons do arise n renom alizable m odels n two 24 and three 23 spacetime
din ensions. Theway thishappens iswe believe Instructive and could guide the search
for such sem iclassical solitons in our dim ensions.

T he sin plest context .n which the radialnstability isan issue isa two-din ensional
modelofa complex-scalar  eld with m exican-hat potential: V = 5 ( V). To

nd w iInding solitons wem ust take sgpace to be periodicw ith period LY, The oondi'gjgn
for classical stgbility can in this case be derived analytically and reads?:m y L > ~ 5;
wheremy = 2 v. The classically-relevant param eter is thus the radiathiggsm ass
In unis of the soliton size. This follows also by com paring the loss In potential
energy to the gain In gradient energy when trying to undo the w nding by reducing
the m agnitude of the scalar. Note that the loop-expansion param eter L2, can be
taken to zero independently so as to reach a sam iclassical lim it.

The above winding solitons becom e unstable classically if we gauge the U (1)
symm etry of the m odel. The gauge instability is n fact m ore severe than In four
din ensions, because no energetic barrier opposes the tuming-on of a static space-like
gauge eld,which isnecessary to reach a w inding-vacuum, state. Them inin alabelian—
higgsm odelhas thus only unstable (sphalron) solutions®? ? . The situation changes,
how ever, drastically if there are m ore than one com plex scalars. T he gauge-invariant
relative phases of any two of them cannot in this case w ind around non-trivially in
a vacuum state. An explicit analysis of this extended abelian-higgs m odel %3 show s
that w inding solitons persist down to scalar m asses close to the inverse soliton size:
gauging and the extra higgs enhance the stability region found in the globalm odel.

YA fematively wemay add amassterm : V = 2yRe( ), that lifts the vacuum degeneracy. Stahle
w Inding excitations, which reduce to the sineG ordon solitonsin the ! 1 I i, can be shown 24
num erically to exist or V= > 188 .

Tt was clain ed erroneously in R2] that it has no static solutions whatsoever. This is only correct
nthe ! 1 Imi.



The scake Instability becom es an issue for the st tine In three spacetinme di-
m ensions. To bem ore precise we consider a realtriplt scalar eld . &) @= 1;2;3)
w ith m exican-hat potential : V = % (2 a vV)?.Thelmi ! 1 correspondsto
the O (3) non-linear -m odel. T hisisknown to possessw inding solitons, characterized
by non-trivial m appings of the two-sphere onto itself, and having arbitrary size 22.
For nite on the other hand, or in the presence of a sym m etry-breaking potential,
D errick’s scaling argum ent 22 chows that these solitons are unstabke to shrinking.
One can of course again invoke higher-derivative tem s to stabilize the scak?l. The
sam e result is however in this case achieved by amassive U (1) gauge eld wih only
renom alizable couplings ¢3. T his can be established by perturbing around the O (3)
non—linear -m odel lim it, or else by solving num erically the equations ofm otion.

W hat do these lowerdim ensional solitons teach us? First, they are interesting
iIn their own right, since they correspond to a new class of wall and string defects
In renom alizabl fourdin ensional m odels. Second, they suggest by analogy that
classically-stable w nding solitonsm ay exist In a weakly-coupled two-higgs extension
ofthe standard m odel. T hese hypothetical solitonswould: (o) be characterized by the
non-trivialw lnding of the relative phase of the two doublts, and thusbe inmune to
the gaugem ode ofdecay; (c) have a scale stabilized by electroweak m agnetic eldsand
hence oforder1=m y ;and (@) hopefully stay stabl forhiggsm assesnearm and thus
com patible w ith perturbative unitariy *. M athem atically the situation isthe sam e as
in the hidden-gauge-boson m odels 2224 of strong and electroweak interactions, exospt
that the role of the hidden gauge bosons is here played by W and Z them selves.
A Though previous num erical investigations 2424 have shown no sign of stabk solitons
In these contexts, g _system atic search is In our opinion necessary In order to settle
de nitely the issuell.
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