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Abstract

A sim ple Pati-Salam SU(4)m odelwith a low sym m etry breaking scale ofabout1000

TeV ispresented.Theanalysisconcentratesoncalculatingradiativecorrectionstotree-

levelm assrelationsforthird generation ferm ions. The tree-levelrelation m b=m � = 1

predicted bysuch m odelscan receivelargeradiativecorrectionsup toabout50% dueto

threshold e� ectsatthem assuni� cation scale.Thesecorrectionsarethusofaboutthe

sam e im portance asthose thatgive rise to renorm alisation group running. The high

� gure of50% can be achieved because 1-loop graphs involving the physicalcharged

Higgsboson give correctionsto m � � mb thatareproportionalto the largetop quark

m ass.Thesecorrectionscan eitherincreaseordecreasem b=m � depending on thevalue

ofan unknown param eter. They can also be m ade to vanish through a � ne-tuning.

A related m odeloftree-levelt-b-� uni� cation which usesthe identi� cation ofSU(2)R
with custodialSU(2)isthen discussed.A curiousrelation m b ’

p
2m � isfound to be

satis� ed attree-levelin thism odel.Theoverallconclusion ofthiswork isthatthetree-

levelrelation m b = m � atlow scalessuch as1000TeV orsom ewhathighercan produce

a successfulvalueform b=m � aftercorrections,butonem ustbem indfulthatradiative
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correctionsbeyond thoseincorporated through therenorm alisation group can bevery

im portant.Thism otivatesthatan on-going search fortheraredecaysK 0
L ! �� e� be

m aintained.
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1. Introduction

The ferm ion m assproblem m ay be usefully divided into foursub-problem s: W hy

do weak isospin partners have di� erent m asses? W hy are quark and lepton m asses

split? W hy is there a m ass hierarchy between generations,and why is there a m ix-

ing angle hierarchy? The Standard M odel (SM ) answer is that the gauge group

G SM = SU(3)c
 SU(2)L
 U(1)Y perm its a di� erent Yukawa coupling constant to set

each ferm ion m assand m ixing angle.Itisproductiveto supposethatthisisreally no

answeratall,thusm otivating usto seek extensions ofthe SM thatare lessaccom o-

dating.

Indeed,them ultipletstructureoftheSM strongly suggeststhatthesefourpatterns

within the ferm ionicparam eterspectrum should becorrelated with thebreakdown of

asym m etry group largerthan G SM .Recallthateach generation ofquarksand leptons

isplaced in them ultipletpattern given below:

qL � (3;2)(1=3); dR � (3;1)(� 2=3); uR � (3;1)(4=3);

‘L � (1;2)(� 1); eR � (1;1)(� 2); �R � (1;1)(0): (1)

Theright-handed neutrino �R isoptional,and Iexercise thisoption here.

W eak-isospin partnershavedi� erentm assesin theSM becausetheassociated right-

handed statesare notrelated by any sym m etry. However,the right-handed ferm ions

can be assem bled into doublets ofa right-handed weak-isospin gauge group SU(2)R .

Thisextended sym m etry ispowerfulenough to forceisospin partnersto bedegenerate

[1].

Quark and lepton m assesareunrelated in the SM because quarksand leptonsare

nottransform ed intoeach otherby any sym m etry.However,quarksand leptonscan be

placed in quadrupletsofthe Pati-Salam SU(4)gaugegroup [2].Alternatively,quarks

and leptonscan be related by a discrete sym m etry ifa spontaneously broken SU(3)‘
colour group for leptons is introduced [3]. Both ofthese extended sym m etries are

powerfulenough to forcequarksand leptonsto bedegenerate.

Corresponding ferm ionsin di� erentgenerationshave unrelated m assesin the SM

becausetherearenosym m etriesthatacthorizontally.Thisalsom eanstheKobayashi-

M askawam ixinganglesarea prioriarbitrary.Again,itispossibletoplacegenerations

intohorizontalm ultipletsin such away thatm assesand m ixinganglesbecom erelated.

In thispaperIam goingtoexplorehow Pati-Salam SU(4)and right-handed isopsin

SU(2)R m ightbe lurking behind the m easured spectrum offerm ion m asses. Further-

m ore,Iwillexplore the interesting possibility thatthese gauge sym m etriesare spon-

taneously broken at a relatively low scale. There are severalvery good reasons for

perform ing thisanalysis:
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(i) One indication in favour ofa low scale SU(4) sym m etry m ay be the observation

thatthe bquark and � lepton m assesm erge ataround 1000 TeV ifone assum esthat

only theSM particlescontributeto theirrenorm alisation group evolution.Thisfactis

ofgreatphysicalrelevanceprovided thatradiativecorrectionsto therelation m b = m �

duetothreshold e� ectsateitherthehigh m assuni� cation scaleorthelow electroweak

scalearenottoo large.In thispaperIwillcalculatethese threshold e� ectsexplicitly.

Iwill� nd thathigh m assscale threshold e� ectsfrom diagram sinvolving thephysical

charged Higgsboson can beaboutasim portantasrenorm alisation group evolution,so

thatm b = m � at1000 TeV need notbe the correctboundary condition to use when

solving therenorm alisation group equationsform b and m �.(Theprecisevalueofthis

threshold correction willofcoursedepend on param eterchoices.)

(ii) There is on-going interest in the phenom enology ofPati-Salam m odels (see for

instance [4]). Itispertinentto note thatthe phenom enologicallowerbound on Pati-

Salam SU(4)breaking isabout1000 TeV,which isroughly the sam e scale asthatat

which renorm alisation group evolution m ergesm b with m �. Thism eansthatifuni� -

cation ofm b with m � occursatabout1000 TeV,then the resulting m odelshould be

testable in the forseeable future via indirecte� ects(principally K0
L ! �� e� ). Calcu-

lation ofthe threshold corrections willthen tellus how close to 1000 TeV the m ass

uni� cation can occur.Forinstance,ifthesecorrectionsturn outtoim ply thatmb < m �

then weknow thatwewillhaveto run them assesforlongerin orderto obtain agree-

m entwith experim ent.Thiswillin turn im ply thatthem assuni� cation scaleishigher

than 1000 TeV.

(iii)Quiteapartfrom theaboveobservation,itisvery im portantto study theferm ion

m assrelation problem in Pati-Salam theory ifoneisseriousaboutsearching forexper-

im entalsignaturesofthem odel.Although thereisgreatinterestin theseexperim ental

searches,itisnotasyetclearwhich version ofPati-Salam theory they should bebased

on becauseoftheferm ion m assissue.Oneshould really look forexperim entalevidence

fora realistictheory,and Pati-Salam theory cannotberealisticuntiltheferm ion m ass

relation problem issolved.Thepresentpaperaim sto contributeto thisstudy.

(iv)The indirectsignaturesofPati-Salam theory are enhanced ifthe SU(4)breaking

scale isrelatively low. Itistherefore im portantto speci� cally re-exam ine the theory

when a low sym m etry breaking scale isused. Low scale breaking hasdi� erentim pli-

cations forthe construction ofthe m odelcom pared with the oftconsidered scenario

ofSU(4) being broken at grand uni� ed energies. Indeed,in generalterm s the ap-

proach pursued here should be contrasted with the use ofgrand uni� ed gaugegroups

in relating ferm ionic param eters.Thedesire in thatcaseto also unify gaugecoupling

constants forces an enorm ously high sym m etry breaking scale of1016 GeV upon us,

thereby reducing the testability ofthe m odelsconsiderably. Iwish to em phasise that
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itisnotnecessary to unify both gaugeand Yukawa coupling constantssim ultaneously.

Itiseasy to unify thelatterwithoutunifying theform er,asIwillshow.Thishasthe

interesting consequence offreeing usfrom the need to do physicsat1016 GeV.Iwill

provide a fram ework for addressing the ferm ion m ass problem with physics at 1000

TeV.One should bear in m ind that the uni� cation ofYukawa coupling constants is

in no way a lesser goalthan the uni� cation ofgauge coupling constants,and indeed

m ay even be m ore im portantsince there are m ore ofthem . Gauge coupling constant

uni� cation m ustoccurat1016 GeV ifitoccursatall.Itwould bepleasing to discover

thatYukawa coupling constantuni� cation occursata m uch lowerscale.

Having m otivated the presentstudy,itisim portantto understand itsscope. The

ferm ion m ass problem isan issue ofsom e com plexity. M y goalhere isto attack the

subproblem sofisospin and quark-lepton splitting only.Thism eansIwillconcentrate

on trying to explain why the top quark,bottom quark,tau lepton and tau neutrino

havetheirobserved m asspattern.Ithaslongbeen realised thatthisisasensibleplace

to startbecause thelightergenerationsarem oreliableto receive com plicated higher-

ordercorrectionsthus m aking theiranalysis m uch m ore di� cult. Nevertheless Iwill

com m entin due course on how a horizontalstructure m ightbe superim posed on the

schem e.

Therem ainderofthispaperisstructured asfollows:In thenextsection Iconcen-

trate on deriving the b-� m ass splitting from spontaneously broken SU(4). Idiscuss

how thePati-Salam m odelshould becon� gured in orderto haveitsbreaking scaleset

aslow asabout1000TeV.Thism otivatestheuseofadi� erentand sim plerHiggssector

from thatusually em ployed,and a di� erentsee-saw m echanism forneutrinos. Ithen

analyseboth therenorm alisation group evolution ofm b;� aswellasim portantradiative

correctionsdue to the high m assthreshold. The core ofthe paperisan explicitand

detailed calculation ofthesethreshold corrections.They can belargebecausesom eof

them are proportionalto m t ratherthan m b. Section 3 isthen devoted to the use of

SU(2)R in conjunction with SU(4) to achieve uni� cation oft,b,� and �� m asses at

1000 TeV.Thehierarchy between m t and m b;� isthen constructed to bedueto a type

ofsee-saw m echanism . Ialso � nd in thiscase thatthe tree-levelrelationship between

band � ismb ’
p
2m � ratherthan the m ore fam iliarrelation m b = m �. Iargue that

thism odelcan probably delivera realistic valueform b=m � through a com bination of

renorm alisation group evolution and large threshold corrections,although an explicit

calculation ofthe relevantdiagram sisbeyond the scope ofthisarticle. Iconclude in

Sec.4.An Appendix providesdetailsofthecom putation ofthe� niteradiativecorrec-

tionsto m b=m � in them odelofSec.2.

2. Low scale Pati-Salam SU (4) and the b� �
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m ass splitting

2.1 B asics

ThePati-Salam gaugegroup G P S given by

G P S = SU(4)c
 SU(2)L 
 SU(2)R (2)

assem blestheratherunruly m ultipletstructureoftheSM asgiven in Eq.(1)into the

sim plepattern,

fL � (4;2;1); fR � (4;1;2): (3)

Quarks and leptons are identi� ed by breaking SU(4) down to its m axim alsubgroup

SU(3)
 U(1),wherethe� rstfactorisidenti� ed with colourand thesecond with B � L.

Under this breakdown the 4 ofSU(4) decom poses to 3(1=3)� 1(� 1) which clearly

identi� esthequark and lepton com ponentsofthef’s.

Them assrelationswhich resultfrom G P S dependcruciallyonhow sim pleonem akes

the electroweak Higgssector. The m inim alelectroweak Higgsm ultiplet isactually a

realbidoublet � = �c � (1;2;2)where �c � �2�
��2. Use ofthis m inim alm ultiplet

forcesm assequality between isospin partners.Ideferdiscussion ofthispossibility until

the nextsection. The nextsim plestm ultipletisa com plex bidoublet� 6= �c.Thisis

the one m ostcom m only used in the literature when discussing eitherthe Pati-Salam

m odelortheleft-rightsym m etricm odel,becausetheissue ofisospin m asssplitting is

usually avoided.However,itisim portantto realisethatthisisa non-m inim alchoice,

akin to choosing two Higgsdoubletsin theSM .NeverthelessIm akethischoicein this

section becauseitissensible to concentrateon b-� splitting � rst.

Theelectroweak Yukawa Lagrangian isthen

LYuk = �1Tr(fL� fR )+ �2Tr(fL�
c
fR )+ H:c: (4)

Thegaugetransform ation rulesforthe� eldsarewritten as

fL ! ULfLU
T
4 ; fR ! UR fRU

T
4 and � ! UL� U

y

R ; (5)

where UL;R ;4 are specialunitary m atricesforSU(2)L,SU(2)R and SU(4)respectively.

(The� eldsfL;R are2� 4 m atrices,while� isa 2� 2 m atrix.) Electroweak sym m etry

breakdown iscaused by a nonzero vacuum expectation value(VEV)for� oftheform

h� i=

 
u1 0

0 u2

!

: (6)
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InputtingthisintoLYuk rewritten in term softhequark and lepton com ponentsreveals

that

m b = m � and m t = m
D irac
�3

; (7)

where Ihave taken the f’sto be third generation � elds. Ihave denoted the neutrino

� eld as�3 instead of�� forareason tobeexplained shortly.Thegoalisnow toseehow

these m assrelationscan be corrected into phenom enologically acceptable ones. AsI

havealready discussed,renorm alisation group evolution ofm b and m � should beused

in conjunction with the radiative correctionsto m b � m� due to m assthresholds. In

orderto calculatethesethreshold corrections,Im ustdescribethewholem odel.

The� rstissueishow to break GP S down to G SM .Iwantthisbreakdown to occur

ataslow a scale asexperim entallows.A recentanalysisshowsthattheSU(4)gauge

bosons which m ediate transitions between quarks and leptons m ust be heavier than

1400 TeV [4]. Iwilltherefore adopt1000 TeV asthe generic scale forG P S breaking.

(The di� erence between 1400 TeV and 1000 TeV willnotbe im portant,and Iadopt

the latter for sim plicity.) This im m ediately im plies that Ide� nitely do not want to

im pose a discrete sym m etry between the SU(2)L and SU(2)R sectors.Such a discrete

sym m etry,beitparity orcharge conjugation,issupported by the m ultipletstructure

ofEq.(3) and is often im posed in addition to the gauge sym m etry G P S. This has

thee� ectofequating thegaugecoupling constantsofthetwo isospin groups,resulting

in a partialgauge uni� cation. (The num ber ofgauge coupling constants is reduced

from three to two rather than allthe way to one as in grand uni� ed theories.) A

renorm alisation group analysis ofthe running ofthe gauge coupling constants then

reveals thatthe Pati-Salam breaking scale m ust be chosen to be about 1012 GeV in

orderto beconsistentwith low-energy m easurem entsof�em ,�s and sin
2�W [5].Ifthe

discretesym m etry isnotim posed,then thebreakingscalecan bereduced to1000TeV.

Theabsenceofdiscreteleft-rightsym m etry also freesusfrom having to pairevery

m ultiplet up with its putative discrete sym m etry partner,although we can stilldo

so ifwewish.The lack ofleft-rightsym m etry can eitherbetaken asfundam ental,or

perhapsindicativeofaseparateand highersym m etry breakingscalewherethediscrete

sym m etry isbroken butnotG P S.(Thiscan beachieved by a parity-odd gaugesinglet

Higgs� eld,forinstance[6].)

It is attractive to connect the breakdown ofG P S with a see-saw m echanism for

explaining why neutrinos are so light. This willim m ediately solve the problem of

explaining how the observed lightneutrinoscan be consistentwith m u = m D irac
� . To

thisend,a Higgsm ultiplet� in the(10;1;3)representation ofG P S isoften em ployed.

It can break SU(4)
 SU(2)R down to SU(3)c
 U(1)Y while sim ultaneously im parting

largeM ajorana m assesto right-handed neutrinosthrough theYukawa term fR(fR )
c� .

This sets up the see-saw form for the neutrino m ass m atrix,and the light neutrino
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eigenstatesbecom eM ajorana particlesofm ass� m2u=h� i[7].

However,thisHiggsm ultipletisnotappropriate form y stated purpose. HotBig

Bang cosm ology indicatesthatthe sum ofthe m asses ofstable neutrinosshould not

exceed about30eV inordertoavoidcon ictwiththeobserved longevityoftheuniverse.

Equating m 2
u=h� iwith 30 eV and using m u = m t ’ 175 GeV showsthath� im ustbe

atleast1012 GeV.Thisisinim icalto having a 1000 TeV Pati-Salam breaking scale.

Fortunately,thereisa very elegantway outofthisapparentim passe.The � eld �

isnotused butinstead Iintroduceinto them odela m asslessgaugesingletferm ion N L

and theHiggsm ultiplet� where

� � (4;1;2): (8)

Note that � is in a m uch sim pler representation than is � . In fact,� is the sim -

plestm ultipletthatcan sim ultaneously break SU(4)and SU(2)R .Thenon-electroweak

Yukawa Lagrangian

LYuk = nN LTr(�
y
fR )+ H:c: (9)

deliverstheneutrino m assm atrix

L�m ass=
1

2

h

(�L)
c �R (N L)

c

i

0

B
@

0 m t 0

m t 0 nv

0 nv 0

1

C
A

2

6
4

�L

(�R )
c

N L

3

7
5 + H:c: (10)

wherev isde� ned through

h�i=

 
0 0 0 v

0 0 0 0

!

: (11)

Thism assm atrix m ay bediagonalised to yield

L�m ass= m ssR sL + H:c: (12)

where

m s �

q

M 2 + m 2
t (13)

with M � nv.Theneutralferm ion s given by

sL � sin��L + cos�NL and sR � �R (14)

where

tan� � mt=M : (15)
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isa Diracparticleofm assm s.The� eld orthogonalto sL,

�� L = cos��L � sin�NL; (16)

is identi� ed as the m assless tau neutrino. In the lim it that M � mt,�� L ’ �L �

m tN L=M ,which m eans that �� L has SM couplings to left-sector electroweak gauge

bosonsto a very good approxim ation.

Them asslessnatureof�� L m aybetracedbacktothechoiceofnodiagonalM ajorana

m assM N (N L)
cN L forN L. Thischoice introducesthe globalsym m etry N L ! ei�N L,

� ! e� i�� into them odel.After� developsa VEV,thisglobalsym m etry getsrotated

into an exact globallepton num ber invariance which protects �� L from obtaining a

M ajorana m ass. (Itcannotgain a Dirac m assbecause there isno right-handed state

with which it can pair up.) An acceptable nonzero M ajorana m ass for �� L m ay be

introduced by m aking M N nonzero butsm all. In thiscase the sm allesteigenvalue is

approxim ately (m 2
t=nv)(M N =nv). The standard see-saw evalue m 2

t=nv thus receives

an extra suppression from M N =nv,allowing the cosm ologicalim passe to beovercom e

even with a m assive�� L.Although a sm allvalueforM N would betechincally natural

because setting itto zero increasesthesym m etry group ofthetheory,Iwould expect

thata satisfactory version ofthetheory with m assiveneutrinoswould attem ptto pro-

videagood reason forM N beingsm all.Itcould,forinstance,beradiatively generated.

Iwillforsim plicity suppose thatM N = 0 in thispaper.Sm allvaluesforM N willnot

altertheresults.

Thereisan auxilliaryreason why� m ightbepreferred to� .W ith threegenerations

offerm ions and � ,the SU(2)R gauge coupling constant is not asym ptotically free.

However, it is asym ptotically free with three generations plus a � � eld. This fact

should not be accorded undue im portance, because the scale at which the SU(2)R
coupling constant would blow-up is wellabove the Planck m ass. Nevertheless,it is

pleasing thatallofthegaugeinteractionsareasym ptotically freeand thuswell-de� ned

atallscales when � is used instead of� . Allin all,� is a very sim ple and elegant

alternativeto � .

Inow need to furtherdiscussthe physicale� ectsofh�i. The VEV pattern for�

given by Eq.(11)breaksSU(4)
 SU(2)R down to SU(3)c
 U(1)Y ,where

Y = 2IR + (B � L): (17)

Thesym bolIR denotesthediagonalgeneratorofSU(2)R norm alised so thatTr(I2R )=

1=2 forthefundam entalrepresentation.

The right-sector W bosons,a Z 0 boson and a colour triplet,charge +2=3 gauge

boson IwillcallX gain m assfrom h�i.Denoting theSU(2)R coupling constantby gR
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thesem assesare,

m
2
W R

=
1

2
g
2
Rv

2
; m

2
Z 0 =

1

2
(g2R +

3

2
g
2
s)v

2 and m
2
X =

1

2
g
2
sv

2
; (18)

wheretheSU(4)coupling constantisofcourseequalto gs.

TheW R bosonscoupleto quarksand leptonsvia

LR =
gR
p
2
(sR

�
W

+
R ��R + tR 

�
W

+
R �bR )+ H:c: (19)

whiletheinteraction ofX with ferm ionsisgiven by

LX =
gs
p
2
(sin�tL

�
X �sL + cos�tL

�
X ��� L + tR 

�
X �sR + b

�
X ��)+ H:c: (20)

TheZ 0� eld isa linearcom bination ofthegaugebosonsassociated with IR and B � L.

Theorthogonal� eld B couplesto weak hyperchargeY .Theinteraction Lagrangian is

LZ 0;B =
1

q

g2R +
3

2
g2s

X

 

 

 


�
Z
0
�

�

g
2
RIR PR �

3

4
g
2
s(B � L)

�

+ 
�
B �

s

3

2
gR gs

�

IRPR +
B � L

2

�!

 ; (21)

where = t;b;�;� and PR � (1+ 5)=2.Thecoupling constantforB isidenti� ed with

gL tan�W ,wheregL istheusualSU(2)L coupling constant.Thisallowsusto calculate

gR in term softhem easured valuesofgL,cos�W and gs.

W hen � developsa nonzero VEV,B and theneutralgaugeboson ofSU(2)L form

intothem asslessphoton and them assiveZ boson.Thelatteralso m ixeswith Z 0.The

left-sectorW boson acquiresitsstandard m assm 2
W L

= gL(u
2
1+ u

2
2)=2,and italsom ixes

with theright-sectorW R .

Iwillalsoneed todisplay theYukawacouplingsofboth thephysicaland unphysical

Higgsbosons.W riting

� =

 
�01 �

+
2

�
�
1 �02

!

(22)

theelectroweak Yukawa Lagrangian isrewritten as

LYuk = �1(tLtR �
0
1 + tLbR �

+
2 + bLtR �

�
1 + bLbR �

0
2

+ �L�R �
0
1 + �L�R �

+
2 + �L�R �

�
1 + �L�R �

0
2)

+ �2(tLtR �
0�
2 � tLbR �

+
1 � bLtR �

�
2 + bLbR �

0�
1

+ �L�R �
0�
2 � �L�R �

+
1 � �L�R �

�
2 + �L�R �

0�
1 )+ H:c: (23)
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Then writing

� =

 
�u �0

�d ��

!

(24)

I� nd thatthenon-electroweak Yukawa Lagrangian is

LYuk = n(N LtR �
uy + N LbR �

dy + N L�R �
+ + N LsR�

0�)+ H:c:; (25)

where�u and �d are1� 3 row m atricesdenoting thethreecolourcom ponentsofthese

� elds.

Inow describethegastronom y ofthem odel.The� eld �u iseaten by theX boson,

while�d isa physicalcolourtripletHiggsboson.In thelim itthatv � u1;u2,the� eld

�� iseaten by W �
R ,while

g
�
� cos!��1 � sin!��2 (26)

wheretan! � u2=u1 iseaten by W
�
L .Theorthogonal� eld

H
�
� sin!��1 + cos!��2 (27)

isa physicalcharged Higgsboson.Forthecase wherespontaneousCP-violation does

notoccur,therealcom ponentsof�01,�
0
2 and �

0 m ix toyield threephysical� elds.Two

ofthe im aginary com ponentsareeaten by the Z 0and Z.In the lim itv � u1;u2,the

im aginary com ponentof�0 iseaten by theZ 0,while
p
2[cos!Im (�01)+ sin!Im (�02)]is

eaten by theZ,leaving theorthogonal� eld asaphysicalCP-odd neutralHiggsboson.

Iwillneed theinteraction Lagrangian between g� ,H � and theferm ions.Itis

L
+
Yuk = agtLbR g

+ + bgbLtR g
� + agcos��� L�R g

+ + agsin�sL�R g
+ + bg�LsR g

�

+ aH tLbR H
+ + bH bLtR H

� + aH cos��� L�R H
+ + aH sin�sL�R H

+

+ bH �LsR H
� + H:c: (28)

where

ag � �
m

q

u21 + u22

;

bg �
m t

q

u21 + u22

;

aH �
1

cos2!

m t� m sin2!
q

u21 + u22

;

bH �
1

cos2!

m tsin2! � m
q

u21 + u22

(29)
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ascan beeasily seen from Eq.(23).Thequantity m isthecom m on tree-levelm assfor

band �.

The prim ary task now isto discusshow radiative e� ectsm odify the tree-levelre-

lation m b = m �. Before doing so,Iwillm ake a briefcom m entabouta cosm ological

im plication ofthem odel.Becausetheunbroken sym m etry group containsnoU(1)fac-

torswhilethebroken group does,m onopoleswillbecreated duringtheG P S sym m etry

breaking phase transition in the early universe. However,a sim ple calculation shows

thatm onopolesproduced ata tem perature of1000 TeV arecosm ologically innocuous

[8]. The num ber density ofm onopoles nM in the visible universe today depends on

how m any causally disconnected regionsatT = 1000TeV m adeup thespacetim ethat

subsequently evolved into the present day visible universe. A rough orderofm agni-

tude estim ate showsthatnM =s � (1000 TeV=MPlanck)
3 where s isentropy density at

the tim e ofm onopole creation. Ifthere isnegligible m onopole annihilation then this

ratio should rem ain roughly constant. Using thisto calculate the fraction ofcritical

density existing as m onopoles I � nd �M =�cr � 1014(nM =s)(m M =10
3TeV) where m M

is the m onopole m ass and is roughly 1000 TeV.Because 1000 TeV is m uch sm aller

than M Planck � 1016 TeV,I � nd that �M =�cr � 10� 26. I conclude that looking for

relicm onopoleswould bea very bad way to testfora low-scalePati-Salam sym m etry

breaking phasetransition.

2.2 R enorm alisation and m b=m �.

The tree-levelrelation m b=m � = 1 holds at the Pati-Salam sym m etry breaking

scale,which Iwilltaketo beabout1000 TeV.Ifradiativecorrectionsdueto threshold

e� ects at either the high sym m etry breaking scale or the low electroweak scale are

ignored,then the change in this ratio can be sum m arised by renorm alisation group

evolution. Thism eansthatthe renorm alisation group equations are integrated from

1000 TeV to the b and � m ass scale ofa few GeV [9]using the boundary condition

m b = m � at1000 TeV.Theresultofthisevolution isthat

m b(m b)= 4:11 GeV (30)

having chosen m � to com e outcorrectly. (A top m assof174 GeV wasused to derive

this.) Thiswould bea very pleasing resultifitcould bebelieved.Itwould m ean that

Pati-Salam theory predictsthecorrectbm assprovided thesym m etry breaking scaleis

nottoo di� erentfrom 1000 TeV.Scaleslowerthan 1000 TeV are phenom enologically

disallowed,and they seem ingly predicttoo sm alla valueform b anyway.Scalesm uch

higher than 1000 TeV generate an overweight bottom . Therefore the theory would

predict thatobservation ofthe rare decays K 0
L ! �� e� should occurin the nottoo

distant future,as it is precisely these decays that set the lower lim it ofabout 1000
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TeV on m X [4].Furtherm ore,thesedecaysseem to bethem ostsensitive probeofthe

Pati-Salam m odel,so no otherrare decaysshould be observed during thissam e tim e

scale.Them odelcould thereforeeitherberuled out,ordram aticevidencegathered in

itsfavour.

However,radiative correctionsdue to threshold e� ectscan be extrem ely im portant

forareasonInow discuss.(Thisclassofradiativecorrectionisnottakencareofthrough

renorm alisation group evolution.) The pointisthatsom e ofthethreshold corrections

to m � � mb can be proportionalto a large m assin the theory,ratherthan m b orm �

itself.In thepresenttheory,thetop quark and theheavy neutrinom asseigenstatesare

allvery m assive particles. Itwillturn outthatcharged Higgsboson graphsproduce

a high m ass scale threshold correction in this theory thatis proportionalto the top

quark m ass. Note thata top quark m assof,say,180 GeV willcom pletely counteract

the1=16�2 loop suppression factor.

Inow identify those 1-loop self-energy graphsthatcontribute to m b � m�. These

are displayed in Figs.1-7. Figure 1 shows the contributions from the neutralgauge

bosonsin the m odel(the photon,the gluons,the Z,and the Z 0)togetherwith that

due to the coloured gauge particle X . Figures2 and 3 display the contributionsdue

to the electroweak charged Higgs bosons H � and g� (I willwork in an unphysical

gauge). Figures4 and 5 contain the graphsinvolving the charged W bosonsin both

theleft-and right-handed sectors,while Fig.6 featuresgraphscontaining com ponents

of�.Lastly,Fig.7assem blesallthegraphsthatarisethrough m ixingbetween thelight

and heavy sectorsofthetheory.

It is sensible to group the graphs in the above m anner because ofthe way the

divergencescancelto givea� nitem� � mb.Alloftheindividualgraphsin Figs.1-6are

logarithm ically divergent3,butthese divergencescancelwithin each classofdiagram s

depicted in theseparate� gures.Thegraphsin Fig.7 areallseparately � nite.

The quantity m b � m� willnow be calculated using these graphs. The charged

Higgsboson graphsofFig.2 willbe ofm ostinterest. However,Iwill� rstdiscussthe

evaluation ofthesetofgraphsin Fig.1in detail,sincethiswillillum inatehow threshold

correctionsand largelogarithm iccorrectionsassociated with therenorm alisation group

coexist.Thiscalculation willalso dem onstratetherelativeunim portanceofthreshold

corrections thatare notproportionalto a large m ass. Following this,Ievaluate the

im portantthreshold correctionsarising from Fig.2.TheAppendix providesfulldetails

oftheseevaluations,togetherwith a sum m ary ofthecontributionsfrom Figs.3-7.

The resultforFig.1 isgiven by Eq.(71)ofthe Appendix which Ireproduce here

3Actually they aresuper�cially linearly divergent,butthe linearpartiszero.
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forconvenience:

m � � mbjG ’ � m
�s

16�

 

3
2m 2

Z 0 + 5m 2
X

m 2
Z 0

ln
m 2

Z 0

m 2
+ 12ln

m 2
X

m 2
Z 0

+
3

2

2m 2
Z 0 + 5m 2

X

m 2
Z 0

!

: (31)

Thisexpression containsboth a largelogarithm ln(m 2
Z 0=m

2),which dependson thehi-

erarchy between thePati-Salam and electroweak breaking scales,and additionalpieces

which depend only on m assratiosinvolving thehigh m asssector.Thelargelogarithm

is associated with those radiative corrections which can be accounted for using the

renorm alisation group. The additionalterm s are the sought after threshold correc-

tions.

Letm e discussthisdistinction a littlefurther:The setofgraphsin Fig.1 produce

a � nite correction to m� � mb;the logarithm ic divergences ofthe individualgraphs

exactly cancelbetween thegraphs.Sincethecancellation occursbetween graphscon-

taining lightgaugebosonsand thosecontaining heavy gaugebosons,thereem ergesby

necessity a large logarithm . Ifonly the lightgauge bosonsofthe SM were included,

then m �� mb would diverge.However,becausetheheavy sectorofthetheory \knows"

aboutthephysicswhich istrying to m aintain m � = m b,theheavy gaugeboson graphs

e� ectively actasan ulravioletregulatorforthelogarithm icdivergenceproduced by the

lightgaugeboson graphs.Thelogarithm icdivergenceisturned into a largelogarithm .

Thepresenceofthislargedim ensionlessquantity callsintoquestion theusefulnessof1-

loopperturbation theory,becausethee� ectiveexpansion param eterisnotthesquareof

acouplingconstantbutratherthesquareofacouplingconstantm ultiplied bythelarge

logarithm .Thism eansthathigherordergraphsm ay wellprovide num erically im por-

tantcorrectionstothe1-loop expression.Thetask ofcalculatingthesecorrectionscan,

fortunately,beelegantly perform ed by solving therenorm alisation group equations,a

processthatistantam ountto sum m ing theselargelogarithm sto allorders.

Itherefore sim ply om it the large logarithm ic term obtained from Fig.1,knowing

thatitse� ectswillbeincorporatedbysolvingtherenorm alisationgroupequations.The

rem aining term s,however,cannotbe accounted forin thism anner. These threshold

corrections,so-called becausethey depend on heavy m assratiosonly,can beviewed as

setting up the boundary condition on m � � mb atthe Pati-Salam breaking scale that

onem ustuseto solvetherenorm alisation group equations.

Notethatthereisan am biguity in how to separatethelargelogarithm icterm from

the threshold corrections. Should the large m ass in the logarithm be m Z 0 as shown

above,orm X instead? In otherwords,should therunning startfrom them assm Z 0 or

them assm X ? Thisam biguity willnotbenum erically im portantin thispaper,because

the large threshold correctionsIwillobtain from Fig.2 willnotneed to be separated

from a largelogarithm icterm .
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Let us now obtain a num ericalestim ate forthe size ofthe threshold corrections.

They depend through the heavy m assratioson the coupling constantsofSU(3)c and

SU(2)R (theVEV of� cancelsout).Renorm alisation evolution for�s showsthat

�s(� )=
�s(m Z)

1+ 7

2�
�s(m Z)ln(� =m Z)

: (32)

Inputting �s(m Z)= 0:118 produces

�s(1000 TeV)= 0:053: (33)

Theright-handed SU(2)coupling constantisgiven by

1

�R
=

1

�Y
�

2

3�3
; (34)

and renorm alisation group evolution im pliesthat

�R(� )=
3�Y (m Z)�s(m Z)

3�s(m Z)� 2�Y (m Z)�
35

2�
�Y (m Z)�s(m Z)ln(� =m Z)

: (35)

Using �Y (m Z)= 0:0101 yields

�R (1000 TeV)= 0:013: (36)

Inputting these valuesinto the lasttwo term sofEqn.(31)showsthatthe threshold

corrections produce m � � mb ’ 10’s ofM eV.Since renorm alisation group evolution

altersthisquantity by a few GeV,thesethreshold term scan besafely neglected.

However,thegraphsofFig.2 producem uch largerthreshold correctionsdueto the

presenceofthetop quark in theloop and thetop-quark m assin theverticesinvolving

thephysicalcharged Higgsboson.Note� rstofallthatitisnaturaltotakethem assmH
ofH � to beoftheorderofthePati-Salam breaking scale.Thepointisthatthelinear

com bination that contains H � ofthe two SU(2)L doublets em bedded in � has zero

VEV.Thislinearcom bination thereforeplaysnorolein settingthescaleofelectroweak

sym m etry breakdown,and them assesofthecom ponent� eldsm ay takeon \natural"

valuesofthe orderofthe high sym m etry breaking scale. Thisisphenom enologically

usefulbecause it m eans that the e� ective neutral avour-changing e� ects that H�

producesat1-loop orderand above are very suppressed [10]. Furtherm ore,itisclear

thatno largelogarithm willariseforthesegraphsbecausethey do notseparateinto a

SM subsetand a Pati-Salam subsetthatcanceleach otherslogarithm icdivergences.
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Thephysicalcharged Higgsboson graphsin Fig.2 yield

m � � mbjH ’ �
1

16�2

m 2
s � m2t

m 2
H � m2s

m t(m t� m sin2!)(mtsin2! � m )

(u21 + u22)cos
22!

ln

 
m 2

s

m 2
H

!

(37)

in the lim itthatm s;m H � m t. Ihave also assum ed in the approxim ate expression

given above that there is no accidentalcancellation between m tsin2! and m . This

threshold correction can clearly produce a m assdi� erence between m� and m b ofthe

orderofa GeV,provided thisaccidentalcancellation doesnotoccur.The \com m on"

m assm of� and b atthe Pati-Salam breaking scale m ustbe aboutthe sam e asthe

m easured m �, nam ely about 1:8 GeV,because m � does not evolve strongly under

the renorm alisation group. The above threshold e� ect can therefore alterthe initial

ratio m b=m � by up to 50% .Thiscorrection isthusasnum erically signi� cantasthose

incorporated through the renorm alisation group. The sign ofthe correction depends

on theunknown param eter!,and thereforecannotbepredicted.Itcan eitherraiseor

lowerthem assratioby up to50% .Interestingly,thesign doesnotdepend on which of

m s and m H islarger(although them agnitudeofthecorrection isstrongly dependent

on thesem asses).

2.3 D iscussion

Thecalculation dem onstratesthatgenerally speaking onem usttakecarein theuse

ofrenorm alisation group evolution to predict low-energy m asses. Itisquite possible

for low-energy m asses to be very sensitive to unknown details surrounding the high

sym m etry breaking sector,through threshold correctionsthatareenhanced by a large

m ass.In theparticularm odelIanalysed,thelargethreshold correctionswereproduced

by graphs involving the physicalcharged Higgs boson only. It is possible that m ost

m odelslacking such a particle willalso lack largethreshold corrections.Forinstance,

one m ay choose to gauge only the U(1)subgroup ofSU(2)R ratherthan whole right-

handed weak-isospin group. One could then try to construct a m odelwith a single

electroweak Higgsdoubletratherthan the two doubletsthataree� ectively contained

within � . A physicalcharged Higgs boson would then be absent,and perhaps also

largethreshold e� ects.

It is interesting that the sign ofthe large threshold correction depends crucially

on ! which in turn depends on the relative sign between the two electroweak VEVs

u1 and u2. Ifthe correction produces m b > m � at 1000 TeV,then renorm alisation

group evolution willproduceon overly m assive bottom quark.Thiswould necessitate

that the accidentalcancellation between m tsin2! and m occur to som e extent. If

thecorrection producesm b < m �,then them asseswillneed to beevolved fora longer

period in ordertoproduceaphenom enologicallyacceptableoutcom e.Thiswould m ean
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thatthe Pati-Salam breaking scale should be higherthan the nom inalvalue of1000

TeV thatIhavebeen considering.

It would be interesting to extend this analysis to a three generation m odel. Are

radiativecorrectionsin thethreegeneration ofthem odelableto accom odates-� and

d-em asssplitting? Thism ay bepossible,given enough freedom to com binerenorm al-

isation group evolution and potentially largethreshold corrections.Itis,however,not

obviousthatthiswillwork because one would generically expectHiggsboson e� ects

to belessim portantforlowergenerations.

However,itisperhapsm oreworthwhileto think ofsom ehorizontalstructurethat

m ay increasethepredictivity ofthem odel.A question in thiscontextiswhetherornot

itwould beinteresting to invokea Georgi-Jarlskog texturevia a (15;2;2)Higgsboson

[13],orwhethersuch a tree-leveltexturewould bewiped outby radiativecorrections.

Theim portantissueofpredictivityalsoraisesthequestion ofhow toreducethefreedom

onehasin m oulding thesizeofthreshold correctionsby unknown detailsoftheheavy

sectorofthetheory.Itwould clearly beinteresting toconstructtheheavy sectorin the

sim plestpossiblem annerin orderto reducethenum berofexperim entally unknowable

param eters.

3. Tow ards t-b-� uni�cation

Asm entioned in the previoussection,ifthe electroweak bidoublet� ischosen to

berealthen m assequality between isospin partnersoccursattree-level.W ith � = �c

wehavethat

� =

 
�0 � �+

�� �0�

!

(38)

and theYukawa Lagrangian

LYuk = �Tr(fL� fR )+ H:c: (39)

produces

m t = m b = m � = m
D irac
� = �u; (40)

having used

h� i=

 
u 0

0 u

!

: (41)

The fullpower ofG P S to relate m asses is thus evident. A usefulway to view the

abovephenom enon isthatcustodialSU(2)hasbeen gauged and upgraded to an exact

sym m etry oftheLagrangian by itsidenti� cation with SU(2)R .
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Ihave dem onstrated thatradiative correctionscan alterm assratiosdram atically.

However,them easured ratiom t=m � isabout100and thusthreshold correctionscannot

plausibly be used to � x up mt = m �, unless the large m ass used to enhance the

correction is very m uch larger than m t [11]. One m ay speculate that the neutrino

sector ofa theory m ay produce such an e� ect,although this did not happen in the

Pati-Salam m odelconsidered in thepreviousSection.

The obviousalternative isto use som e form ofsee-saw m echanism to depress m �

and m b relative to m t,just as one m ay do in the neutrino sector. In other words,

m ixing e� ects rather than radiative corrections can be relied upon to explain why

m �� � m �;b� m t,while radiative correctionsonly are used to accom odate the ratio

m b=m �.

Itisthereforeratherinteresting to observethatthe10 ofSU(4)hasthebranching

rule

10 ! 6(
2

3
)� 3(�

2

3
)� 1(� 2) (42)

to SU(3)
 U(1)B � L.Thecolourtripletcom ponenthaselectriccharge� 1=3,whilethe

colour singlet has electric charge � 1. W ithin this one irredicible representation lie

the correctstatesthatcan m ix with b and � in a see-saw m anner. Furtherm ore,the

electric charge +2=3 state isabsent. One can therefore arrange form b and m � to be

lowered with respect to m t. In addition,a ferm ion in the (10;1;1)representation of

G P S can m ix with fR viaYukawa coupling with �.Alltheingrediantsaretherewithin

thegroup theory ofSU(4)to do exactly whatIwantto do.I� nd thisto bea rather

striking fact.

So,Iwritedown a new Pati-Salam m odelthatcontainstheferm ions

fL � (4;2;1); fR � (4;1;2); FL � (10;1;1); FR � (10;1;1); NL � (1;1;1) (43)

and theHiggsbosons

� = �c � (1;2;2) and � � (4;1;2): (44)

ThefullYukawa Lagrangian is

LYuk = �Tr(fL� fR )+ hTr(F L�
T
i�2fR )+ nN LTr(�

y
fR )+ M F Tr(F LFR )+ H:c: (45)

where FL;R have been written assym m etric 4� 4 m atriceswhich undergo the SU(4)

transform ation FL;R ! U4FL;R U
T
4 .In com ponentform ,

F =

0

@
S Bp

2
B T

p
2

E

1

A (46)
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where S is a 3 � 3 sym m etric m atrix representing the colour sextet, B is a 3 � 1

colum n m atrix representing the colourtripletand E isthe coloursinglet. The
p
2 in

thisequation isrequired in orderto norm alise the kinetic energy term sforB and E

consistently.

Thetop and Diracneutrino m assesaresim ply

m t = m
D irac
� = �u: (47)

However,bottom and tau now have2� 2 m assm atricesgiven by

Lb =
�

bL B L

�
 

m t 0

m B M F

!  
bR

B R

!

+ H:c: (48)

and

L� =
�

�L E L

�
 

m t 0
p
2m B M F

!  
�R

E R

!

+ H:c: (49)

wherem B � hv=
p
2.The

p
2 in the� m assm atrix com esfrom the

p
2 in Eq.(46).

Since v � u,we expectthatm B � m t,unlessthe Yukawa coupling constanth is

very sm all.Onelargeeigenvalue and onesm alleigenvalue isthusexpected from each

m assm atrix,provided thebarem assM F isnottoolarge.In fact,ifM F � m B (butnot

necessarily sm allcom pared to m t)thesm allesteigenvaluesareroughly
p
2m tM F =m B

forthebsystem ,and m tM F =m B forthe�-system .Thisshowsthatm ixing between f

and F can indeed suppressm b and m � with respectto m t. So,the sm alleigenvalues

areidenti� ed with mb and m �,whileIwillcallthelargeeigenvaluesm b0 and m �0.

Thetwo m assm atricesproducefoureigenvaluesin term softhreeparam eters.This

m eansthereisonerelation connectingthem .Therelation can bewritten m ostusefully

in theform

m b

m �

=

2

6
4

2�
m 2

t

m 2

b0

�
m 2

�

m 2

b0

1+
m 2

�

m 2

t

� 2
m 2

�

m 2

b0

3

7
5

1

2

(50)

whereIhavechosen m tratherthanm �0 asoneofthem assparam etersontheright-hand

side.(Notethatm �0 = m b0m b=m �.) Sincem � � m t;m b0 isrequired,

m b

m �

’

v
u
u
t 2�

m 2
t

m 2
b0

(51)

m usthold so thatm b !
p
2m � asm b0 ! 1 .
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Forthe interesting case where m t � M F � m B ,the lightm asseigenstate � elds~b

and ~� are

~bL ’ bL �
m t

m B

B L;
~bR ’ B R �

M F

m B

bR (52)

and

~�L ’ �L �
m t

p
2m B

E L; ~�R ’ E R �
M F

p
2m B

�R : (53)

Thus the left-handed m ass eigenstates b and � are predom inantly in fL,while their

right-handed projectionsarem ostlyin FR .Thisisim portantbecauseitm eansthelight

m asseigenstateswillfeelthestandard left-handed weak interactionstoahigherdegree

ofaccuracy,asisphenom enologically required.Theright-handed stateswill,however,

havetheircouplingstoright-sectorweakbosonssuppressed byM F =m B .Thisbehaviour

issim ilarto M a’salternative form ulation ofleft-rightsym m etry [12]. Because m b �

M F ;m B is phenom enologiclly necessary,m b ’
p
2m � m ust hold to a good levelof

approxim ation attree-level.

So,Ihave shown thatm ixing e� ectscan inducethepattern m�� = 0� m b;m � �

m t provided M F isnottoo large.(The neutrino sectorhereisidenticalto thatofthe

Sec.II.)Itrem ainsto beseen whetherornotradiativee� ectscan providea successful

value for m b=m �. The explicit calculation ofthe necessary diagram s is beyond the

scope ofthispaper,although experience with the previousm odelsuggeststhatthere

m ay belargethreshold correctionsdueto Higgsboson graphsthatcan bearranged to

produce a phenom enologicalsuccessfulm asspattern forthe third fam ily,particularly

given theinvolvem entoftheheavy ferm ionsin som erelevantdiagram s.Itm ay bethat

the additionalfactorofroughly
p
2 in the tree-levelvalue ofm b=m � can be negated

by a threshold correction,with theensuing boundary condition m � ’ m b at1000 TeV

then producing successfullow-energy values.

4. C onclusion

Theidea thatPati-Salam SU(4)m ightbebroken ata relatively low energy such as

1000TeV isavery appealingone.Ihaveshown in thiswork how them odeloughttobe

constructed in orderto achievethisin a way consistentwith HotBig Bang cosm ology

and particlephenom enology.Ipointed outthata di� erentand sim plerHiggssectorto

thatusually em ployed to break SU(4)isrequired.The sim plestversion ofthism odel

predictsm asslessneutrinos,although m assiveneutrinosarenotdi� culttoincorporate.

The core ofthe paper was then a calculation ofthe radiative corrections to the

tree-levelm ass relation m b = m � induced by m ass thresholds. Ifound that the set

ofgraphs involving the charged Higgs boson produces a generically large correction,

enhanced by m t=m �. Thiscan alterthe ratio m b=m � by up to about50% . W hether
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this correction increases ordecreases the ratio depends on the relative sign between

the two VEVs that break the electroweak group. Ifthe ratio is increased,then the

com bined e� ectofthethreshold correction and renorm alisation group evolution tends

to produce an overly m assive bottom quark. Ifthe ratio isdecreased,then the scale

ofPati-Salam sym m etry breaking needsto be raised in orderto allow the m assesto

run forlonger under the renorm alisation group. In either case,the generically large

threshold correction can bereduced by a � ne-tuning ofparam eters.

Itwasthen dem onstrated thattheidenti� cation ofSU(2)R with custodialSU(2)can

yield t-b-� uni� cation attree-levelwhen com bined with Pati-Salam SU(4). Ishowed

how thehierarchym �� � m b;� � m tcan ariseduetotwodi� erentsee-saw m echanism s,

and Iconjectured thattheb-� splittingcan possibly beaccom odated within thetheory.

Iam thereforeableto reach theim portantconclusion thattheobserved m asspat-

tern ofthethird generation ofquarksand leptonscan bereproduced by a Pati-Salam

SU(4)theory farbelow a hypotheticalGUT scale.Thisscale could bejustabove the

current lower bound ofabout 1000 TeV.However,one m ust be m indfulthat large

threshold correctionsbe incorporated (orcancelled o� asthe case m ightbe),aswell

asrenorm alisation group e� ects.Thism otivatesthatan on-going search forrarepro-

cessessuch asK 0
L ! �� e� bem aintained.Thedetection ofsuch aprocessm ay provide

the � rst experim entalclue to the physics behind the ferm ion m ass problem and the

relationship between quarksand leptons.

N ote A dded

Afterthesecalculationsweresubstantially com plete,asom ewhatsim ilarm odelwas

considered in Ref.[14]. Itwasshown here thatthreshold correctionscan induce m ass

correctionsofthe orderofseveralGeV,which lendsfurthersupportto the idea that

a com bination ofrenorm alisation group evolution and largethreshold correctionsm ay

beinteresting fortheferm ion m assproblem in theorieswith new physicsfarbelow 1016

GeV.Although thispaper explicitly considers a GUT-scale theory,the e� ects found

can also occurin lowerscalephysics,aswasnoted in them anuscript.
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A ppendix

In thisAppendix Iwillcalculatethegraphsdisplayed in Figs.1-7,working in Feyn-

m an gaugeforallofthegaugeinteractions.A highly non-trivialconsistency check on

thecalculation willbethatallofthedivergencesshould cancelin m � � mb.

A pragm aticapproach totheregularisation ofthevariousintegralswillbeadopted,

em ploying eitherdim ensionalregularisation orPauli-Villarsregularisation depending

on whathappensto beconvenient.SinceIam calculating a � nitequantity,no incon-

sistency isintroduced by em ploying two di� erentregularisation procedures.

A .1 G raphs in Figure 1

In this � rst subsection Iwillcalculate the contribution ofthe diagram s in Fig.1

To sim plify the task,the m ass ofthe Z-boson willbe set to zero,thus m aking it

degeneratewith thephoton.Everything can then berewritten in term sofB and W 0
L,

the latter being the neutralgauge boson ofSU(2)L. But then the W 0
L boson graph

need notbe considered,since itcouplesuniversally to band �. Since Iam interested

in threshold corrections due to heavy sector m asses,m y neglect ofm Z willbe ofno

num ericalsigni� cance.

Itisusefulto � rstconsidera generalgaugeinteraction oftheform

L(x;y)= f1
�(x+ y5)f2A � (54)

where f1;2 both have m assm ,A hasm assM and where f1 and f2 m ay be the sam e

� eld.The1-loop self-energy generated by L(x;y)is

� i�F = �

Z
d4k

(2�)4

�(x+ y5)(̂p+ k̂+ m )�(x + y5)

[(k+ p)2 � m2](k2 � M 2)
; (55)

wherethesym bolk̂ m eans�k�.

Theseterm scontain both wave-function renorm alisation constantsaswellasm ass

shifts,and Iseek only the latter. A generalferm ion self-energy � m ay be written in

theform

� = A (̂p� m )+ B (̂p� m )5 + C5(̂p� m )+ �m ; (56)

where A,B and C contribute to wave-function renorm alisation while �m isthe m ass

shift.The5 dependenceshown aboveisrequired becauseofthecom plication thatthe

gauge interactionsIconsiderare chiral. Itisim portantto realise thatthe coe� cient

of5 in the self-energy contributesonly to wave-function renorm alisation.One m ight

fearthatthiscannotbethecasebecausein general� should havea term oftheform
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��5,which lookslikea peculiar5-dependentcontribution to them ass.However,the

identity

5 = �
(̂p� m )5 + 5(̂p� m )

2m
(57)

showsthatsuch a term can alwaysbesubsum ed into the B and C term sin Eq.(56).

Since these term scannotshiftthe pole away from p̂ = m ,they do notcontribute to

m ass renorm alisation. In practice then,the m ass shift is isolated by setting p̂ = m ,

p2 = m 2 and dropping thecontribution proportionalto 5.

To proceed I� rstregularisethedivergentintegralsby continuing to n-dim ensions.

Although m �� mb willbea� nitequantity,itisthesum ofintegralsthatareseparately

divergent.In orderto becertain thatno errorsareintroduced by a naivecancellation

ofin� nitequantities,Ifeelitprudentto regularisetheintegrals� rst.4 Thism ay seem

like pedantry because the answer turns out to be identicalto that obtained by just

such a naive cancellation.However,Iview the cancellation ofregularised divergences

asa justi� cation forveracity ofthenaivem ethod.

To avoid n-dim ensional-m atrix algebra involving 5,the positions ofallthe -

m atrices in the num erator are frozen. Since the integralis now � nite,allordinary

m anipulations except for Dirac algebra can be perform ed. Equations 20 and 21 are

now used in conjunction with thefam iliargluon interaction with quarksto obtain the

x and y param etersforeach diagram . The contributions are then sum m ed with the

appropriatecolourfactorsfortheX boson and gluon graphsinserted.

Theself-energiesfor� and bare

� i� (f)= �

Z
dnk

(2�)n

N (f)

(k+ p)2 � m2
(58)

wheref = �;band

N (�) =
3

8

g2R g
2
s

g2R +
3

2
g2s

�(1+ PR )(̂p+ k̂+ m )�(1+ PR)

k2

+
1

16

1

g2R +
3

2
g2s

�(3g2s � 2g2R PR)(̂p+ k̂+ m )�(3g
2
s � 2g2RPR )

k2 � m2Z 0

+
3g2s

2

�(̂p+ k̂+ m )�

k2 � m2X
: (59)

4 By \naive" Im ean the com bining ofthe integrandsofFeynm an integralsusing a com m on de-

nom inatorafterhaving sim pli�ed the num eratorsusing 4-dim ensionalDiracalgebra.
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The three term s in this equation com e from the B graph,the Z 0 graph and the X

graph,respectively.Thecorresponding expression forbis

N (b) =
1

24

g2R g
2
s

g2R +
3

2
g2s

�(1� 3PR )(̂p+ k̂+ m )�(1� 3PR)

k2

+
1

16

1

g2R +
3

2
g2s

�(g2s + 2g2R PR)(̂p+ k̂+ m )�(g
2
s + 2g2RPR )

k2 � m2Z 0

+
g2s

2

�(̂p+ k̂+ m )�

k2 � m2X

+
4g2s

3

�(̂p+ k̂+ m )�

k2
; (60)

where the fourth term isdue to the gluon graph. Expanding the num erators above,

withoutcom m uting any oftheDiracm atricesthrough each other,and subtracting the

bterm from the� term I� nd that

� i(�� � �b)= �
1

g2R +
3

2
g2s

Z
dnk

(2�)n

N

(k+ p)2 � m2
(61)

where

N =
g2R g

2
s[

1

3
�(̂p+ k̂+ m )� +

1

2
�PR (̂p+ k̂+ m )� +

1

2
�(̂p+ k̂+ m )�PR ]

k2

+
g2s[

1

2
g2s

�(̂p+ k̂+ m )� �
1

2
g2R

�PR (̂p+ k̂+ m )� �
1

2
g2R

�(̂p+ k̂+ m )�PR]

k2 � m2Z 0

+
g2s(g

2
R +

3

2
g2s)

�(̂p+ k̂+ m )�

k2 � m2X

�

4

3
g2s(g

2
R +

3

2
g2s)

�(̂p+ k̂+ m )�

k2
: (62)

The cancellation ofthe divergences is evident in this expression. The individually

divergent pieces m ay be isolated by tem porarily setting m Z 0 = m X = 0. The term s

containing PR cancelbetween theB and Z 0graphs,whileallfourgraphsarerequired

to see the cancellation in the PR-independentterm s. Since � i(�� � �b)is� nite,the

integralcan now becontinued back to 4-dim ensionsand Diracalgebra used.

This resultillustrates the generalphenom enon thatthe heavy particles acte� ec-

tively asultraviolet cuto� sforthe self-energy graphsinvolving SM particles only. If

only theB boson and gluon graphsareincluded,then � i(�� � �b)isdivergent.This
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isasexpected becausethelow-energy e� ectivetheory istheSM which requiresacoun-

terterm to absorb such adivergence.W hen allfourgraphsareincluded,thefullSU(4)

sym m etry ofthe underlying Lagrangian isfeltby � i(�� � �b)and itisrevealed asa

� nitequantity.

Equation 61 m ay berewritten m orecom pactly as

� i(�� � �b) =
g2s

2
(9m 2

X � 2m2Z 0)

Z
d4k

(2�)4

p̂+ k̂� 2m

D

�
g2s

2
m

2
X (5m

2
X + 2m 2

Z 0)

Z
d4k

(2�)4

p̂+ k̂� 2m

D k2
+ (5 term ); (63)

where

D � [(k+ p)2 � m
2](k2 � m

2
Z 0)(k

2
� m

2
X ): (64)

The5 term isnow dropped,and therem aining integralshaveto beevaluated further

to isolatethem assshift.

Therequired integralsare

I3 =

Z
d4k

(2�)4

1

D
; I4 =

Z
d4k

(2�)4

1

D k2
; (65)

and

Î3 =

Z
d4k

(2�)4

k̂

D
; Î4 =

Z
d4k

(2�)4

k̂

D k2
: (66)

Inow approxim ately evaluate these integralswith p2 = m 2 underthe condition that

m 2
X � m2Z 0 � m 2.

Theresultsare,

I3 ’
i

16�2

1

m 2
Z 0 � m2X

ln

 
m 2

X

m 2
Z 0

!

; (67)

I4 ’
i

16�2

1

m 2
X

"
1

m 2
Z 0

ln

 
m 2

Z 0

m 2

!

+
1

m 2
Z 0

+
1

m 2
Z 0 � m2X

ln

 
m 2

X

m 2
Z 0

! #

; (68)

Î3 ’ �
p̂

2
I3; (69)

Î4 ’
i

32�2

p̂

m 2
X

"

�
1

m 2
Z 0

ln

 
m 2

Z 0

m 2

!

+
1

2m 2
Z 0

+
1

m 2
X � m2Z 0

ln

 
m 2

X

m 2
Z 0

! #

: (70)

Note thatI4 and Î4 contain the large logarithm sassociated with the renorm alisation

group.
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Substituting these expressionsinto Eqn.(63)and replacing p̂ by m to extractthe

m assshiftpartonly,I� nd that

m � � mbjG ’ � m
�s

16�

 

3
2m 2

Z 0 + 5m 2
X

m 2
Z 0

ln
m 2

Z 0

m 2
+ 12ln

m 2
X

m 2
Z 0

+
3

2

2m 2
Z 0 + 5m 2

X

m 2
Z 0

!

: (71)

where Ihave keptonly the large logarithm ic term sfollowed by the largestthreshold

corrections.

A .2 G raphs in Figure 2

By contrast with the previous subsection,Iwillnot em ploy dim ensionalregular-

isation but rather Pauli-Villars regularisation in this subsection. This is convenient

because allofthe graphs in Fig.2 have the sam e boson H � in the loop,and so the

Pauli-Villars cut-o� � is necessarily the sam e for allthe graphs. In Fig.1 allofthe

bosonsaredi� erentand thereforein principleonecould em ploy di� erentcut-o� m asses

foreach ofthe bosons.Thiswould cloud theissue ofdivergence cancellation between

the graphs,although itcould stillbe dem onstrated in the lim itthatallofthe regu-

latingm assesweresim ultaneously large.Furtherm ore,oncethePauli-Villarsregulator

is introduced for the graphs in Fig.2 I am free to use 4-dim ensionalDirac algebra

im m ediately.Thisisvery convenient.5

PleasebeawarethatIwillcalculatethegraphsinFigs.2-6with theneglectofm ixing

between the heavy and lightsectors. Iwillcom m entin Sec.A.7 ofthisAppendix on

theadditionalcontributionsdueto m ixing.

Thethreegraphsin Fig.2 com bine to yield

� i(�� � �b)jH =

Z
d4k

(2�)4

"
(aH sin�PR + bH PL)(̂p+ k̂+ m s)(aH sin�PL + bH PR)

[(k+ p)2 � m2s]

+
a2H cos

2�PR (̂p+ k̂)PL

(k+ p)2

�
(aH PR + bH PL)(̂p+ k̂+ m t)(aH PL + bH PR )

[(k+ p)2 � m2t]

#

�

�

 
1

k2 � m2H
�

1

k2 � �2

!

: (72)

Each ofthethreeterm sin thisexpression are� nitebecauseofthePauli-Villarsregu-

larisation.

5In fact,thecalculationsshow thatyou cannotdem onstratethecancellation ofthedivergencesfor

Fig.2 withouthaving to passa 5 through a �.Thisiscuriously di�erentfrom thesituation in Fig.1.
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Inspection ofthisequation revealsthatthepotentially divergentparthasan inte-

grand proportionalto divH where

divH = [a2H sin
2
�(̂p+ k̂)PL + b

2
H PR + m ssin�aH bH ]

+ [a2H cos
2
�(̂p+ k̂)PL]

� [a2H (̂p+ k̂)PL + b
2
H PR + m taH bH ]: (73)

Diracalgebra hasbeen used to sim plify thisexpression,and thethreeterm sin square

bracketsabove correspond to the three integralsin Eq.(72). Using m ssin� = mt we

seethatdivH = 0.

Taking � ! 1 now that the divergences have disappeared,and isolating the 5
part,I� nd that

� i(�� � �b)jH = M
2

Z
d4k

(2�)4

1

2
b2H k̂+ m taH bH

[(k� p)2 � m2H ](k
2 � m2s)(k

2 � m2t)

+
1

2
m

2
tM

2
a
2
H

Z
d4k

(2�)4

k̂

[(k� p)2 � m2H ]k
2(k2 � m2s)(k

2 � m2t)

+ (5 part) (74)

Integration variableshavealso been changed in thisexpression.

Theintegralsrequired abovearethesam easI3,Î3 and I4 introduced in theSec.A.1

butwith p̂! � p̂.They approxim ately evaluateto

I3 ’
i

16�2

1

m 2
H � m2s

ln

 
m 2

s

m 2
H

!

; (75)

Î3 ’
i

32�2

p̂

m 2
s � m2H

"

1+
m 2

s

m 2
H � m2s

ln

 
m 2

s

m 2
H

! #

; (76)

Î4 ’
1

m 2
s

Î3; (77)

underthecondition thatm 2
H � m2s � m 2

t � p2 = m 2.

Thecontributionsto Eqn.(74)involving Î3 and Î4 willgenerically bem uch sm aller

than thatinvolving I3. The k̂ in the integrand produces a p̂ afterintegration which

in turn becom esan m afterthem assshiftpartisisolated.Thisoverallfactorofm is

notcancelled o� ,asisevidentfrom the integralevaluationsabove,so thissuppresses

the Î term srelative to the M 2m taH bH I3 term .Itispossible to cancelthe generically

dom inantterm ifm tsin2! ’ m .
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Assum ing thisaccidentalcancellation doesnotoccur,I� nd that

m � � mbjH ’ �
1

16�2

m 2
s � m2t

m 2
H � m2s

m t(m t� m sin2!)(mtsin2! � m )

(u21 + u22)cos
22!

ln

 
m 2

s

m 2
H

!

: (78)

A .3 G raphs in Figure 3

Using Pauli-Villars regularisation and working in Feynm an gauge,the graphs of

Fig.3 yield

� i(�� � �b) =

Z
d4k

(2�)4

m 2
W L

� �2

(k2 � m2W L
)(k2 � �2)

"

�
(̂k+ p̂)(a2gPR + b2gPL)+ agbgm t

(k+ p)2 � m2t

+
(̂k+ p̂)a2gcos

2�PR

(k+ p)2

+
(̂k+ p̂)(a2gsin

2�PR + b2gPL)+ agbgm t

(k+ p)2 � m2s

#

; (79)

wherethethreeterm sabovecorrespond to thethreegraphs.Diracalgebra sim pli� ca-

tion and m t = m ssin� havebeen used here.

Thepotentially divergentpiecehasan integrand proportionalto divg where

divg = [� (̂k+ p̂)(a2gPR + b
2
gPL)� agbgm t]+ [(̂k+ p̂)a2gcos

2
�PR ]

+ [(̂k+ p̂)(a2gsin
2
�PR + b

2
gPL)+ agbgm t]: (80)

The three term s in square brackets correspond to the three graphs. Note that the

divergencescancel.

Taking thecut-o� to in� nity,discarding the5 term and changing integration vari-

ablesrevealsthat

� i(�� � �b) = M
2

Z
d4k

(2�)4

1

2
b2gk̂+ agbgm t

[(k� p)2 � m2W L
](k2 � m2t)(k

2 � m2s)

+
1

2
a
2
gm

2
tM

2

Z
d4k

(2�)4

1

[(k� p)2 � m2W L
]k2(k2 � m2t)(k

2 � m2s)

+ (5 term ): (81)

From theexperiencegained with theexplicitevaluation ofFigs.1 and 2 thequalitative

behaviourofthisexpression can now beascertained withoutexplicitcom putation.
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In thelim itM 2 ! 1 ,the� rstterm abovegivesa largelogarithm whilethesecond

does not. The � rst term thus contributes to renorm alisation group running (plus

residualthreshold e� ects) while the second term contains threshold e� ects only. By

contrastwith Figs.1 and 2,however,the threshold e� ectswillinvolve the m assratios

ofW L and twhich arerelatively lightparticles.

None ofthese threshold term s are enhanced by m t,however. The potentialm 3
t

term disappearsbecause ofthechiralstructure ofthegraphs.To obtain such a term ,

a m tb
2
g piece in the integrand would be needed. There isno such term because itis

proportionalto PR PL = 0.The potentially enorm ousm sm
2
t term iszero forthesam e

reason.Iconclude therefore,thatthelow m assscale threshold correctionsfrom Fig.3

arenum erically sm allcom pared to them t enhanced e� ectsfrom Fig.2.

A .4 G raphs in Figure 4

Thethreegraphsin Fig.4 im ply that

� i(�� � �b)jW L
=

g2L

2

Z
d4k

(2�)4

m 2
W L

� �2

(k2 � �2)(k2 � m2W L
)

"
cos2��(̂k+ p̂)�PL

(k+ p)2

+
sin2��(̂k+ p̂)�PL

(k+ p)2 � m2s
�
�(̂k+ p̂)�PL

(k+ p)2 � m2t

#

(82)

whereagain Pauli-Villarsregularisation hasbeen used,followed by Diracalgebra sim -

pli� cation.Thethreeterm sabovecorrespond to thethreegraphsin Fig.4.

Itiseasy to seeby inspection thatthepotentialdivergence cancels,giving that

� i(�� � �b)jW L
=
g2L

2
m

2
tM

2

Z
d4k

(2�)4

�k̂�PL

[(k� p)2 � m2W L
]k2(k2 � m2s)(k

2 � m2t)
: (83)

The cut-o� has been taken to in� nity and integration variables changed to obtain

this expression. As M 2 ! 1 ,this contribution rem ains � nite. Therefore it does

notgenerate a large logarithm ;itispurely a (lightm assscale)threshold e� ect. The

physicalreason forthisisthatthedivergencecancellation cannotfailwhen the�R state

isrem oved from thephysicalspectrum by taking M 2 ! 1 .Theleft-sectorW bosons

coupleto�L,sotheabsenceof�R doesnota� ectthecancellation ofdivergences.There

isalso no enhancem entdue to m t,because the m t term in the num eratordisappears

through PLPR = 0 and becausetheverticesarenotproportionalto m t.

A .5 G raphs in Figure 5

Thetwo graphsinvolving theW R boson lead to

� i(�� � �b)jW R
=

g2R

2

Z
d4k

(2�)4

m 2
W R

� �2

(k2 � �2)(k2 � m2W R
)
�
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�

"

�
�(̂p+ k̂)�PR

(k+ p)2 � m2s
+
�(̂p+ k̂)�PR

(k+ p)2 � m2t

#

(84)

where,again,Pauli-Villars regularisation and Dirac algebra sim pli� cation have been

used.

Itisobviousthatthepotentialdivergencecancelsbetween thetwo graphs.There-

foreitisclearthat

� i(�� � �b)jW R
= �

g2R

2
M

2

Z
d4k

(2�)4
�k̂�PR

[(k� p)2 � m2W R
](k2 � m2t)(k

2 � m2s)
: (85)

The cut-o� hasbeen taken to in� nity and a change ofintegration variableshasbeen

perform ed.

AsthePati-Salam breakingscaleistaken toin� nity,bothM andmW R
gotoin� nity.

In thislim itthen,

� i(�� � �b)jW R
! �

g2R

2

1

m 2
W R

Z
d4k

(2�)4

�k̂�

k2 � m2t
(86)

which integratestozerobecausetheintegrand tendstoan odd function ofk.Therefore

nolargelogarithm saregenerated by separating thetwo sym m etry breaking scalesand

theterm sthatrem ain nonzero forlargebut� nitehigh scalem assesaresm all.

A .6 G raphs in Figure 6

Inow turn to the diagram s involving the heavy Higgs bosons �. Iwillagain be

ableto dem onstratethatthedivergencescancelwithouthaving to rearrangetheDirac

m atrices,so Iwork in n-dim ensionsfrom thestart.Thecontribution oftheunphysical

Higgsboson �� is

� i��j�� = n
2

Z
dnk

(2�)n

1

k2 � m2W R

"
sin2�PL (̂p+ k̂)PR

(k+ p)2
+
cos2�PL (̂p+ k̂)PR

(k+ p)2 � m2s

#

(87)

wherethen-dim ensionalresultPLPR = 0 hasbeen used.

Thecoloured boson �d on theotherhand hasa contribution given by

� i�bj�d = n
2

Z
dnk

(2�)n

1

k2 � m2
�d

"
sin2�PL (̂p+ k̂)PR

(k+ p)2
+
cos2�PL (̂p+ k̂)PR

(k+ p)2 � m2s

#

; (88)

whereagain PLPR = 0 hasbeen used and nothing m ore.
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Itisclearthatthe divergences cancelwhen the b contribution issubtracted from

the� contribution.Deleting the5 partI� nd that

� i(�� � �b)j� =
n2

2
(m 2

W R
� m

2
�d)

"

sin2�

Z
d4k

(2�)4

k̂+ p̂

(k2 � m2W R
)(k2 � m2

�d
)(k+ p)2

+ cos2�

Z
d4k

(2�)4

k̂+ p̂

(k2 � m2W R
)(k2 � m2

�d
)[(k+ p)2 � m2s]

#

: (89)

Itisclearbyinspection thatthesegraphsproducehighm assscalethreshold corrections,

and thatthey arenotenhanced by m t.

A .7 G raphs in Figure 7

Allofthegraphsin Fig.7 arisefrom m ixing between thebosonsoftheheavy sector

with those ofthe light sector. They are allindividually � nite. A generalargum ent

showsthatthey cannotcontributeunsuppressed largelogarithm icterm sbecausethey

areproportionalto m ixing anglesbetween theheavy and lightsectors.

Consider,forinstance,a generalYukawa interaction oftheform

L = �1FfS1 + �2fFS2 + H:c: (90)

Ifthe scalar bosons S1 and S2 do not m ix,then they each contribute separately to

ferm ion self-energiesvia the individually divergentdiagram sIhave been considering.

However,ifthey m ix with a m ixing angle�,then

L = �1Ff(cos�S
0
1 + sin�S02)+ �2fF(� sin�S01 + cos�S2)+ H:c: (91)

where the prim ed � elds denote the new m ass eigenstates. This gives rise to a new

contribution proportionalto the m ixing param eters.6 Forinstance,the self-energy of

f receivesan additional� nitecontribution given by

� i�f = � �1�2sin� cos�

Z
d4k

(2�)4

 
1

k2 � m21
�

1

k2 � m22

!
k̂+ p̂+ m F

(k+ p)2 � m2F

= � �1�2sin� cos�(m
2
1 � m

2
2)�

�

Z
d4k

(2�)4

k̂+ p̂+ m F

(k2 � m21)(k
2 � m22)[(k+ p)2 � m2F ]

(92)

6Note thatwhen m ixing isconsidered the graphsIhave already calculated which do notrequire

m ixing to existwillbe m ultiplied by cos2 � ’ 1 factors.
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wherem 1;2 isthem assofS
0
1;2,and m F isthem assofF.Supposetheheavy scalarto

beS0
2.In thelim itthatm 2 ! 1 ,

� i�f ! � �1�2sin� cos�

Z
d4k

(2�)4

k̂+ p̂+ m F

(k2 � m21)[(k+ p)2 � m2F ]
: (93)

Theintegralaboveislogarithm ically divergentand thustherewillbealargelogarithm

in theheavy m assm 2.However,theself-energy isalsoproportionaltosin� cos�,which

goesto zero astheheavy scaleistaken to in� nity.Generically,m ixing anglesbetween

heavy and lightscalarsgo asatm ostm light=m heavy astheheavy m assgoesto in� nity.

Therefore the large logarithm above willalwaysbe suppressed by m 1=m 2 and thusit

willbeine� ective.

Note thatthe statem entthatthe m ixing anglewillgenerically go asm light=m heavy

is not the sam e as the statem ent that we always want one light eigenstate and one

heavy eigenstate. For instance,a \dem ocratic" 2� 2 m ass m atrix (which has each

entry as1)willyield onezero and one nonzero eigenvalue butwith a m ixing angle of

�=4. However,in this case there is no clear separation ofthe unm ixed � elds into a

heavy and a lightsector. One m ustm ake sure thatthe m odeldoesnotproduce this

typeofsituation.Thism eansthatascalarm asshierarchy m ustbeputinto thetheory

by hand and then preserved to allordersofperturbation theory (atleast). Thisisof

coursejusta m anifestation ofthegaugehierarchy problem forscalarbosons.

Theargum entabovem ay beeasily repeated forgraphsdependenton gaugeboson

m ixing instead ofscalarboson m ixing.
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Figure C aptions

Figure 1:Feynm an graphscontributing to m � � mb which involve thephoton ,the

Z,Z 0and X bosonsand the gluonsG.The logarithm ic divergencesofthe individual

selfenergiescancelin m �� mb between thesegraphs.Theexternalferm ion lineiseither

� orbforthe ,Z,Z0 and X graphs,while the externalferm ion forthe gluon graph

isbonly.Theinternalferm ion forthe,Z and Z0graphsisthesam eastheexternal

ferm ion. Forthe X graph,the internalferm ion isa �(b)ifthe externalferm ion isa

b(�).Theinternalferm ion forthegluon graph isa b.In section A.1 oftheAppendix,

Icalculatem � � mb undertheapproxim ation thatm Z = 0.Thisallowsa changefrom

the (;Z) basis to the (W 0;B ) basis. The W 0 boson graph does not contribute to

m � � mb because W
0 couplesuniversally to b and �. In the textItherefore actually

calculate the fourdiagram sinvolving a m asslessB boson,the Z 0 and X bosons,and

thegluons.

Figure 2: Feynm an graphs involving the physicalcharged Higgs boson H � . The

individualdivergencescancelin m � � mb between thesegraphs.

Figure 3:Feynm an graphsinvolvingtheunphysicalcharged Goldstoneboson g� .The

individualdivergencescancelin m � � mb between thesegraphs.

Figure 4:Feynm an graphsinvolving theleft-sectorgaugeboson W �
L .Theindividual

divergencescancelin m � � mb between thesegraphs.

Figure 5: Feynm an graphs involving the right-sector gauge boson W
�
R . The diver-

gencescancelin m � � mb between thesetwo graphs.

Figure 6: Feynm an graphs involving com ponents of�. The divergences cancelin

m � � mb between thesetwo graphs.

Figure 7: The � rst two Feynm an graphs contribute to m� � mb when W
�
L � W

�
R

m ixing isswitched on. The third graph contributeswhen Z � Z0 m ixing isincluded.

The fourth graph denotesthe factthatthe Goldstone bosonseaten by W
�
R and W

�
L

areactually linearcom binationsof�� and g� .
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