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A bstract

W e exam ine the Standard M odel�eld con�gurations near cosm ic strings in a

particularclassofm odels.Thisclassisde�ned by thecondition thatthegenerator

ofthe ux in the string,Ts,com m uteswith the Standard M odelLie algebra. W e

�nd thatiftheStandard M odelHiggscarriesa chargeFh=2underTs,cosm icstring

solutions have Z-ux �Z = [n � FhN =F�]4� cos�w =g,where n is any integer and

4�N =qF� isthe ux ofthe gauge �eld associated with Ts.O nly the con�guration

with the sm allest value ofjn � FhN =F�jis stable,however. W e argue that the

instabilities found at higher �Z are just associated with paths in con�guration

space reducing jn � FhN =F�jby one unit.Thiscontradictsrecentclaim sthatthe

instabilitiesin such m odelsrepresentthe spontaneousgeneration ofcurrentalong

the string. W e also show thatthe stable stringshave no Standard M odelferm ion

zero m odes:therefore there isno possibility ofsupercurrentscarried by Standard

M odelparticlesin thisclassofm odels.
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In Grand Uni�ed Theories (GUT) ofparticle physics with spontaneous sym m etry

breaking (SSB)thereareoften topologicaldefects[1,2].In factifthesym m etriesofna-

tureareuni�ed intoonesim pleLiegroup G,then therem ustexisttopologicalm onopoles.

Them assdensity from such m onopolesin acosm ologicalsettingwould dom inatetheuni-

verse,and thisis notobserved. This isthe m onopole problem ,forwhich a num ber of

solutions have been proposed;the leading contenders being ination or the form ation

ofstringsata laterSSB which connectm onopole and anti-m onopole and lead to their

annihilation.

The existence ofothertopologicaldefects,speci�cally dom ain wallsand strings,are

dependenton the detailsofthe SSBspresentin the m odel. Ifdom ain wallsare form ed

they toowilldom inatethem assdensity oftheuniverse.Thiscan beavoided by ination

orstringscarvingup thewalls.Such considerationsofcosm ologicalim plicationscan lead

to restrictionson theallowableGUTs[3].

Topologicalstringson theotherhand generally do notlead to cosm ologicalcatastro-

phies. In factstringsare considered asa possible source oflarge scale structure in the

universe.

W itten showed [4], that for som e particle physics m odels strings could be super-

conducting and support very large currents,via two di�erent m echanism s. The �rst

involvestheoccurrenceofacharged scalarcondensate,theotherinvolvestheappearance

offerm ion zero m odes on the string. A third m echanism using charged vector bosons

was lateridenti�ed [5,6]. Allthree types depend upon the details ofthe GUT m odel

and nonearegeneric.

Recentpapers[7,8],however,haveargued thatallGUT scalestringsbecom esuper-

conducting attheelectroweak sym m etry breaking,and furtherm orethata supercurrent

spontaneously developswithoutan applied electric�eld.Thiscould haveseriouscosm o-

logicalim plications,notleastbecause superconducting string loopscan shrink to form

stablerings,and a population ofsuch loopsareasdisastrousastopologicalm onopoles.

Itisthereforeim portanttocheck thatGUT stringsare‘generically’superconducting,

and in doing so we return to an old question:how doesa cosm ic string a�ectthe �elds

oftheelectroweak theory in itsvicinity ?

So considera GUT with two sym m etry breakingsand a lagrangian oftheform

L = �
1

4
G
a

��
G
��a + tr[(D ��)

y(D �
�)]+ tr[(D �H )

y(D �
H )]+ V (�;H )

whereD � isthecovariantderivative,and V (�;H )issom egeneralgaugeinvariantfourth

order potential. Now � willacquire a vacuum expectation value (vev),which we take

to be at the GUT scale of1016 GeV,and breaks the sym m etry group G down to G 1,

then H acquiresa vev ata lowerenergy scaleand breaksthesym m etry group G 1 down

further to G 2. In generalthere can be m ore stages ofsym m etry breaking,butwe are

only considering two forsim plicity. Atthe �rstsym m etry breaking som e ofthe various

com ponentsofthescalar�eld H willacquirem asses,while a subsetoftheH �eldswill

develop an e�ective potentialthatwilllead to thesecond SSB.W ewilltakethissubset
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to besuch thatitselem entscan beidenti�ed with theHiggsdoubletoftheelectroweak

standard m odel,and so thesecond sym m etry breaking occursattheelectroweak scaleof

102 GeV.

Now suppose thatthe �rsthom otopy group forthe �rstsym m etry breaking isnon-

trivial,�1(G=G 1)6= 0,sothattherearestablestringsolutionswith theasym ptoticform s

� = �0exp(iTs�); X
s

�
= Ts=gr

asr! 1 ,whereTs isthestring generator.

Now consider the term s that m ay be present in the lagrangian above that couple

the GUT string �eldsto the Standard M odel�elds. There m ay be a crossterm in the

potentialj�j2jhj2 between theGUT scalar� and theHiggsdoubleth,and theStandard

M odelcovariantderivative m ay contain an additionalterm proportionalto X s

�
h.These

term swerestated in ref.[8]to bethem ostgeneralterm scoupling theGUT string �elds

to the Standard M odel�elds. However,there are a num ber ofother term s that m ay

be present in the lagrangian above. For exam ple, there could be term s ofthe form

tr((@�H )X
s�h)and tr(H X �X

s�h)whereH isa com ponentofH which isorthogonalto

h,X s

�
is the string gauge �eld and X � is som e other vector boson. The GUT string

m ay beunstableto solutionswith non-zero valuesofthe�eldsH ;h and X � which could

possibly give a charged condensate on thestring.W hetherthispossibility isrealised or

notwould depend upon thedetailsoftheGUT m odel.

So we elim inate these later sort ofterm s from consideration by assum ing that the

string generatorcom m uteswith alltheelectroweak generatorsi.e.

[Ts;�
a]= 0 and [Ts;Y ]= 0

where�a aretheweak isospin generatorsand Y isthehyperchargegenerator.Notethat

this im plies that the GUT string cannot be superconducting in the sense ofEverrett,

because[Ts;Q]= 0 whereQ isthechargegenerator.

W e willfurtherassum e thatthe GUT string isnotsuperconducting in the sense of

W itten either,becausethee�ectoftheelectroweak phasetransition on asuperconducting

string hasalready been considered in refs.[9,10].

To illustratethee�ectofthepotentialterm and theaddition ofX s

�
h to thecovariant

derivative,we willfollow refs.[7,10]and extend the electroweak m odelto include an

extra U(1).So weconsidertheSU(2)L � U(1)Y � U(1)F invariantlagrangian

L = �
1

4
G
a

��
G
��a �

1

4
B ��B

�� � (D�h)
y(D �

h)�
1

4
X ��X

�� � (D��)
�(D �

�)� V (h;�)

wherethepotentialisgiven by

V (h;�)= �h(jhj
2 �

v2
h

2
)2 + ��(j�j

2 �
v2
�

2
)2 + f(jhj2 �

v2
h

2
)(j�j2 �

v2
�

2
)
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and thecovariantderivativesare

D �� = (@� � i
q

2
F�X �)�

D �h = (@� � i
g

2
�
a
W

a

�
� i

g0

2
B � � i

q

2
FhX �)h

where�a arethePaulispin m atrices,W a

�
aretheSU(2)L gauge�elds,B � aretheU(1)Y

gauge�eldsand X � are theU(1)F gauge�elds.h istheelectroweak Higgsdoubletand

hasa coupling to theU(1)F gauge�eld,while� isan electroweak singlet.

Ifweassum ethatthissym m etry group isuni�ed into a sim pleLiegroup G then the

U(1)F charges F� and Fh willin generalbe rational,butwe cannotcharacterize them

furtherwithoutspecifying G.

TheU(1)F sym m etry isbroken �rstand givesriseto topologically stablestring solu-

tionsoftheform

� = �0S(r)e
iN �

; X � =
2N

qF�

A(r)

r
;

whereS(r)and A(r)areNielsen-Olesen pro�les[11],and N isthewinding num ber.The

string istaken to be along the z axis. The scalar�eld � shallbe taken asa GUT scale

�eld and so �0 ’ 1016 GeV,whereastheHiggs�eld acquiresa vev oftheorder102 GeV.

Sincethecharacteristicscaleoverwhich a �eld ofm assm variesisoftheorder1=m ,we

seethatthecharacteristicscaleofh isfourteen ordersofm agnitudebiggerthan thatof

�. So the internalstructure ofthe GUT string isirrelevantand we need only consider

the asym ptotic form softhe Nielsen-Olesen string which are S(r)= 1 and A(r)= 1 for

r! 1 .

W e �rst consider the case Fh = 0,when the potentialterm is the only coupling

between theHiggsdoubletand theGUT string.Them inim um ofthepotentialisgiven

by

jhj = 0 or jhj2 =
v2
h

2
�

f

2�h
(j�j2 �

v2
�

2
);

j�j = 0 or j�j2 =
v2
�

2
�

f

2��
(jhj2 �

v2
h

2
):

Thevacuum valuesaregiven by j�j2 = v2
�
=2and jhj2 = v2

h
=2with v2

�
� v2

h
.Ifweconsider

a region wherej�j= 0 then thepotentialenergy ism inim ized by

jhj2 =
v2
h

2
+
fv2

�

4�h
:

W e can see that forf > 0 the expectation value ofthe Higgs is likely to be raised in

thestring core,whileforf < 0 itislowered.Forf su�ciently negativejhj2 can becom e

less than zero so we m ust take jhj= 0. Consequently the electroweak sym m etry can

be restored abouta GUT string;thisisthe resultgiven in [10]. Note thatelectroweak
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sym m etryrestorationforFh = 0onlyoccursforarangeofparam eters,andthattheabove

considerationsdo notgive thisrange because we have ignored the self-energy potential

term sand the kinetic term s.Conversely,forf > 0 the electroweak sym m etry isalways

broken in a region ofsizem �1
h

arround theGUT string [12].

W e now look fora solution ofthe form hy = (0;h�
d
)in the background ofthe GUT

string. Since the GUT string is so m assive the back-reaction ofan electroweak �eld

con�guration on theGUT string willbenegligible.Theequation ofm otion forhd is

� r2hd + 2�h(jhdj
2 �

v2
h

2
)hd + f(j�j2 �

v2
�

2
)hd = 0:

Now fortheGUT string � = v�S(r)exp(i�)=
p
2,where S(r)isa Nielsen-Olesen pro�le,

and so

f(j�j2 �
v2
�

2
)=

fv2
�

2
(S2 � 1):

Thewidth oftheGUT stringisapproxim ately 1=
q

��v
2
�
and so forv� � vh thepotential

crossterm iswellapproxim ated by a delta function �(r). Forf large and negative the

delta function gives the boundary condition at the origin (taken to be the location of

theGUT string),h0
d
(0)= 0.The pro�leobtained by solving theequation ofm otion for

hd with this boundary conditions is shown in Figure 1. Note that it does not appear

to satisfy h0
d
(0)= 0. Thisisbecause on the GUT scale the Higgsgradientisgiven by

h0
d
(r�)= fm �hd(r�)=2��,and weareconsidering thelim itwhen r� = 1=m � ! 0.

Essentially,the electroweak sym m etry isrestored com pletely on the scale forwhich

j�j2 = 0,i.e.on theGUT scale,then hd returnstoitsvacuum valueoveritscharacteristic

length scale1=m h.

Now when Fh 6= 0 the potentialterm is irrelevant,except possibly for very large

positivevaluesoftheparam eterf.Thisisbecausetheenergy density hasacontribution

ofthe form jX �hj
2 from the covariantderivative,which forthe GUT gauge �eld X � =

2N =qF�rand thevacuum hd = vh=
p
2,willgivea logarithm ically divergentcontribution

to theenergy perunitlength [10,13].

To cancelthislogarithm icpartofthe� covariantderivative

D �hd =

 
1

r

@

@�
+
igz

2
Z� �

iFh

F�

N

r

!

hd;

requireseithera � dependenceforhd,Z� 6= 0 orboth.So considerthe�eld con�guration

hd(r;�)= hd(r)exp(i�
Fh

F�
�); Z� =

Fh

F�

2a(r)

gzr
;

wherewetakea(r)! 1 asr! 1 ,and � such that�Fh=F� isan integer,so thathd isa

single valued function of�.Substituting these �eldsinto thecovariantderivative above

gives

D �hd =
iFh

F�

hd(r;�)

r
(� + a(r)� N );
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and sotocancelthelogarithm icdivergencerequires�+  = N .Usingthiswecan rewrite

thecovariantderivativeas

D �hd =
iFh

F�

hd(r;�)

r
(a(r)� 1):

Then theenergy oftheabovecon�guration isgiven by

E = �v
2

h

Z

rdr

2

4

 
dhd

dr

! 2

+

 
Fh

F�

! 2
(a� 1)2

r2
h
2

d
+
�

2
(h2 � 1)2 +

 
Fh

F�

! 2
1

2r2

 
da

dr

! 2
3

5 (1)

wherewehaverescaled hd ! hdvh=
p
2,Z� ! Z�vh=

p
2,r! r2

p
2=gzvh and � = 8�h=g

2
z
,

with g2
z
= g2 + g0

2

. W e are using the standard �eld basis ofW +
�
,W �

�
,Z� and A � for

the electroweak �elds. This expression for the energy is the sam e as for the Nielsen-

Olesen string butwith the winding num ber replaced by � Fh=F�,which is in general

non-integer. The pro�leshd(r)and a(r)willtherefore be string-like,ascan be seen in

Figure2,and theenergy perunitlength in theelectroweak �eldsis� �v2
h
.

Electroweak strings are non-topologicaland it is possible for them to unwind via

‘W -condensation’[14]to the electroweak vacuum . In the case we are considering itis

notpossible forthe string-like solution to decay to the electroweak vacuum ,because of

the logarithm ic term in the energy that would result. There are,however,a range of

possible values of� and  thatsatisfy the condition � +  = N . To see which values

givestablestring-likesolutions,weconsiderhu and W
+
�
perturbationsaboutthesolution

and look fornegative m odes. Since the GUT string �elds are so m assive we need not

consider perturbations in the GUT string �elds. This m eans that the perturbations

aboutthe string-like solution above,give rise to the sam e perturbation equationsasin

theelectroweak string case[15]butwith thewinding num berreplaced by � Fh=F�.W e

expand theperturbationsas

�hu =
X

m 0

s
0
m
(r)eim

0
�
e
i!t
; �W

+

" =
X

m

� iwm e
i(m �1)�

e
i!t
; �W

+

# =
X

m

iw
�
m
e
i(m + 1)�

e
i!t

wherem 0= m + (�Fh=F�).Thesym bols"and#refertothecom ponentofspin alongthez

axisbeing +1or-1respectively.Theresulting perturbation equationsin thebackground

gauge

@
�
�W

+

�
� igcos�W Z

�
�W

+

�
�

ig
p
2
hd

�
�hu = 0

are
0

B
@

D 1 A B

A D 2 0

B 0 D 3

1

C
A

0

B
@

sm 0

wm

w �
�m

1

C
A = !

2

0

B
@

sm 0

wm

w �
�m

1

C
A

where

D 1 = � r2
�
+
(m 0� a�cos2�W )

2

�2
+ �(f2 � 1)+ 2f2cos2�W
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D 2 = � r
2

�
+
((m � 1)� 2a�cos2�W )

2

�2
+ 2f2cos2�W � 4cos2�W

�

�

da

d�

D 3 = � r2
�
+
((m + 1)� 2a�cos2�W )

2

�2
+ 2f2cos2�W + 4cos2�W

�

�

da

d�

A = 2cos�W

 

r �f +
�f

�
(1� a)

!

B = � 2cos�W

 

r �f �
�f

�
(1� a)

!

and we have rescaled as before. The param eter � is Fh=F�. There are two term s in

the perturbation equations above which can give negative contributions;they are the

potentialterm in D 1 and thelastterm ofD 2.Thislatterterm correspondsto a � m :B

interaction energy between the Z-m agnetic m om ent (m ) ofthe W -boson and the Z-

m agnetic�eld (B )ofthestring-likesolution.

W eknow thatforintegervaluesof� (which willoccurforFh=F� an integer)thestring

solutionhasnegativeeigenvaluesform odescorrespondingtotheW -bosonsacquiringnon-

zero valuesin the core ofthe string [15,16]. Butifthe equationsofm otion are solved

with this‘W -condensate’,ithasbeen shown thatthe solution isgauge equivalent to a

string oflowerwinding num ber[14].In thecaseofthestring-likesolution theequations

ofm otion fora ‘W -condensate’arethesam easin ref.[14]butwith thewinding num ber

replaced by � �.Since the generatorofthe GUT string actson theelectroweak doublet

asa constanttim esthe identity,and theGUT scalar�eld isan electroweak singlet,the

presence oftheGUT string doesnotpreventa sim ilargaugetransform ation from being

m ade. This willstillbe true fornon-integervalues of�. So ifwe �nd negative m odes

to the equationsabove,we m ustdistinguish between those which are ‘W -condensation’

and those which result in a physicalW -boson condensate trapped in the string core.

Theform erareunwindingsofthestring whilethelaterwould givea charged condensate

which would break theU(1)ofelectrom agnetism and so giveriseto superconductivity.

Ifwe considerthe energy expression (1)we see thatthe energy islowerforsm aller

valuesofjFh=F�j.Ifweconsider

�Fh

F�
+
Fh

F�
=
N Fh

F�
;

then since N Fh=F� is �xed and �F h=F� can only change by an integer,we conclude

thatFh=F� (the Z-ux ofthe string-like solution in units 4�=gz)can only change by

an integer. W e would expect this lowering ofthe ux by integer am ounts to occurby

‘W -condensation’forall�,asitdoesforinteger�. Thuswe expect� to be lowered by

integeram ountsuntilitliesin therange� 1

2
< � < 1

2
.Ifthestring-likesolutionswith � in

thisrangewereto haveany negativem odesthey could notbeinterpreted asunwindings

sincethey would raisetheenergy,and so would haveto beinterpreted astheoccurrence

ofa physicalcharged condensate.

7



To investigate theaboveargum entsnum erically fora GUT string ofwinding N = 1,

weconsiderFh=F� valuesof(a)0,(b)1,(c)0.4 and (d)0.5.Case(c)isactually realised

in an SO (10)m odelconsidered by Alford and W ilczek [17].

Forcase(a)the�-function potentialcrossterm istheonly couplingbetween theGUT

string and theelectroweak �elds,and itsonly e�ectisto givehd(0)
0= 0.Asseen earlier,

this condition is satis�ed on the GUT scale but is negligible on the electroweak scale,

and so forstring solutionsthee�ectofthepotentialterm on thepro�lesisnegligible.So

thestring solutionsand theirstability arethesam easforelectroweak stringssolutions;

they are unstable forphysicalvalues ofparam eters [15,16]. The ‘vacuum ’solution in

thiscaseisthatshown in Figure1.

Forcase (b)� willbe an integer,and so the string solutionsand theirstability will

again be the sam e as for the electroweak string. The ‘vacuum ’in this case willhave

� = 0,but the Higgs �eld willstillhave a winding in order to cancelthe logarithm ic

contribution to the energy from the GUT gauge �eld. The ‘vacuum ’solution is again

given by thepro�lein Figure1.

Forcase(c)�rstconsider(�;)= (5=2;� 3=2)which gives� = � 0:6and isoutsideour

proposed stability range.Thepro�lesforthestring-likecon�guration weresolved forby

a relaxation m ethod on the energy (1)and substituted into the perturbation equations.

These were then solved by directm atrix m ethodsforsin2�w = 0:23. A negative m ode

wasfound forangularm om entum m = � 1.Aswith theelectroweak string,thism odeis

interpreted asan instability to thewinding (�)increasing by oneunit.Thestability line

i.e.thelinein (�;�w)param eterspace forwhich !
2 = 0,isan approxim ateverticalline

atabout�w = �=4. For� < � 0:6 thisline m oves up to higher�w,while for� > � 0:6

thisline m ovesdown to lower�w and so forsom e � wewould expectno negative m odes

to occuratsin2�w = 0:23.

Now considercase(c)with (�;)= (0;1)which gives� = 0:4,i.e.itisthesolution the

abovecon�guration decayed to.Thishad no negativem odesand so isa stablesolution.

Forcase (d)the param etervalues(�;)= (0;1)and (�;)= (2;� 1)have � values

of+0:5 and � 0:5 respectively and so the two solutions are degenerate in energy. For

sin2�w = 0:23 both ofthese solutions were found to be stable. For sin2�w = 0 the

� = � 0:5 solution wasfound to have an m = � 1 zero m ode while the � = 0:5 solution

had asm = 1 zero m ode.Integer� stringsalso havezero m odesatsin2�w = 0,and these

also occur at angular m om entum m = 2� [15]. These m odes are to be interpreted as

transitionsbetween the� � and +� solutionsvia a W -string.Forsin2�w > 0 the energy

ofthe W -string isabove thatofthe corresponding Z-string and so there isa barrierto

such transitions,whileforsin2�w = 0theW -string and Z-stringsolutionsaredegenerate

in energy.

So atsin2�w = 0allstringswith j�j� 0:5arestable.Atsin2�w = 0:23,in addition to

the stable stringsabove there are m etastable string solutionsforj�jin the approxim ate

range0:51 { 0:53 for� in therange0:25 { 4:0.

Now in [7]itwasclaim ed thatbecause the electroweak sym m etry wasrestored the

W -bosonswould bem assless,sincetheW -boson getsitsm assfrom a term proportional

8



tojhdj
2.Thecon�nem entenergy was,however,ignored and sincethepotentialwellisap-

proxim ately 1=m h wideand thecharacteristicscaleoftheW -boson 1=m W iscom parable,

thecon�nem entenergy willbesizeable.

So welooked attheW -boson bound m odesatsin2(�w)= 0:23 for
p
� = 0:5;1:0 and

2:0forthevariouscasesabove.Theeigenvaluesobtained forthebound W -bosonsin case

(a)with angularm om entum m = 0,are! = 0:88;0:91 and 0:92 m W respectively (m W is

them assoftheW -boson in thevacuum ),which in view oftheabovecom m entsisto be

expected. The rem aining casesalso possessed bound W -bosonsforangularm om entum

m = 0 with sim ilarsized eigenvalues.

Forangularm om entum m = � 1 the m ostlikely case to have bound W -bosonswith

signi�cantly lower eigenvalues than above is j�j= 0:5,since there are zero m odes at

sin2�w = 0.W efound thatfor� = 0:5 thelowestbound m odeeigenvaluesare! = 0:25,

0:27 and 0:28 m W respectively.These arethelowestbound m odeeigenvaluesthatwere

obtained forany ofthestablestringsforthe�w and � valuesgiven above.W etherefore

�nd no m asslessW -boson stateson thestrings[19].

Finally we considerwhetherthere areany ferm ion zero m odespresenton the stable

string-likecon�gurations.W eknow thatelectroweak stringspossessferm ion zero m odes

[20]and sowem ightexpecttheretobeferm ion zerom odeson thestring-likesolutionsas

well.To investigatethepossibleexistence offerm ion zero m odesconsidertheSU(2)L �

U(1)Y � U(1)F invariantlagrangian forthe�rstfam ily ofleptons

Lferm = � i 
�
D � � ieR 

�
D �eR + Ye(eR h

y
 +  heR )

where

D � =

 

@� �
ig�a

2
W

a

�
+
ig0

2
B � �

iq

2
F
e

L
X �

!

 

D �eR =

�

@� + ig
0
B � �

iq

2
F
e

R
X �

�

eR

and Ye isa constant.FortheYukawa coupling term to beU(1)F invariantwem usthave

F e

L
� Fe

R
= Fh.

TheDiracequationsin thepresenceoftheGUT stringwith an electroweak string-like

con�guration aboutitare

(iD 0 + i�kD k)eL = m hdeR

(iD 0 � i�kD k)eL = m h
�
d
eR

where

D keL =

�

@k +
igz

2
cos2�wZk �

iq

2
F
e

L
X k

�

eL

D keR =

�

@k � igzsin
2
�wZk �

iq

2
F
e

R
X k

�

eR
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Now wewriteeT
R
= (c1;c2),e

T

L
= (d1;d2)and expand c1,c2,d1 and d2 as

c1 = c1(r)exp(ikz� i!t+ i

 

m �
�Fh

F�

!

�)

c2 = ic2(r)exp(ikz� i!t+ i

 

m + 1�
�Fh

F�

!

�)

d1 = d1(r)exp(ikz� i!t+ im �)

d2 = id2(r)exp(ikz� i!t+ i(m + 1)�)

where m isthe angularm om entum ofthe m ode. W e are looking forzero m odesso we

considerj!j= jkj= 0.Then theequationsseparateinto two pairsofcoupled equations,

d
0
1
�
d1

r

" 

m �
N F e

L

F�

!

+
Fh

F�
a(r)cos2�w

#

= Yehd(r)c2

c
0
2
+
c2

r

" 

m + 1�
�Fh

F�
�
N F e

R

F�

!

�
Fh

F�
a(r)2sin2�w

#

= Yehd(r)d1 (2)

and

c
0
1
�
c1

r

" 

m �
�Fh

F�
�
N F e

R

F�

!

�
Fh

F�
a(r)2sin2�w

#

= � Yehd(r)d1

d
0
2 +

d2

r

" 

m + 1�
N F e

L

F�

!

+
Fh

F�
a(r)cos2�w

#

= � Yehd(r)c1 (3)

Forthereto bea zero m odesolution both �eldsin thepairm ustbenon-singularatthe

origin [21].For(2)thisrequires

m �
N F e

L

F�
� 0 and

�Fh

F�
+
N F e

R

F�
� m � 1� 0:

Using F e

R
= F e

L
� Fh gives

m �
N F e

L

F�
and (� � N )

Fh

F�
+
N F e

L

F�
� 1� m

and so forboth conditionsto betrue,wem usthave


Fh

F�
� � 1

whereweused � +  = N .Sim ilarly for(3)weget


Fh

F�
� 1:
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So for there to be ferm ion zero m odes we m ust have jFh=F�j � 1 but we showed

earlierthatthestring-likesolutionsareonly stableforjFh=F�j� 1=2,and so thestable

solutionsdo nothaveferm ion zero m odes.

So in conclusion we �nd that ifthe only coupling between the GUT string �elds

(�;X �)and theelectroweak �eldsisa qFhX �h=2 term in the covariantderivative and a

j�j2jhj2 term in the potential,then there are electroweak string-like solutionsaboutthe

GUT string. The Z-ux ofsuch strings is � Z = (n � FhN =F�)4� cos�w=g,where n is

an integerand N isthe integerwinding ofthe GUT string. W e found no evidence for

the form ation ofstable charged condensates: the stringswith jn � FhN =F�j> 1=2 did

possessnegativem odes,butwesurm isetheseinstabilitiesaredueto thestring decaying

to one with lowerZ-ux by the ‘W -condensation’m echanism ofref.[14]. Those strings

with jn� FhN =F�j� 1=2possessno negativem odesand so GUT stringscan havestable

electroweak stringsarround them ,sim ilarto thosefound arround globalstringsin a two

Higgsdoubletm odelin ref.[22].

Them echanism forsuperconductivity given in ref.[7]required theoccurrenceofW -

boson zero m odeson thestring.W ehaveshown thatthesedo notoccurforthisclassof

string solutionsand so supercurrentsdo notariseasclaim ed in refs.[7,8].

W e have furthershown thatthe stable string solutionsdo notpossessferm ion zero

m odes,and so concludethata non-superconducting GUT string doesnotbecom esuper-

conducting aftertheelectroweak phasetransition.

Thee�ectsoftherebeingstableelectroweakstringsolutionsaboutGUT stringsshould

benegligible.Firstofall,particleproduction by thestring dueto thecoupling between

the GUT string and lightparticleshasbeen considered in ref.[23],where itwasshown

that gravitationalradiation was a m ore signi�cant energy loss m echanism . W e would

notexpectany signi�cantchange in the dynam icsofthe GUT stringsdue to theforces

between the electroweak stringsbecause they are negligible in com parison to the GUT

string m ass.

In ref.[24]abaryon production m echanism wasoutlined which involved thede-linking

oflinked electroweak strings. Electroweak stringsare,however,highly unstable and so

itisunclearwhetherornotthey form .Herewe havestableelectroweak stringsform ing

aboutGUT strings.However,theGUT stringnetworkwillhavereached ascalingsolution

by theelectroweak phasetransition and sothenum berdensity oflinked stringswould be

extrem ely low.Thenetbaryon num berproduced by thism echanism would benegligible.
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Figure captions

Figure 1:hd pro�leshowing sym m etry restoration abouta GUT string forFh = 0.

Figure 2:hd(r)and a(r)pro�lesfor� = 0:4 (solid line)and thosefora Nielsen-Olesen

string (dashed line)(� = 1 forcom parison)
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