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Abstract

In the conventional approach to the 1=N . expansion, electrow eak interactions
are swiched o and large N. QCD is treated in isolation. W e study the
selfoonsistency of taking the large N, Im i in the presence of electrow eak
Interaction. Ifthe electrow eak coupling constants are held constant, the large
N . counting rules are violated by processes involving intemal photon or weak
boson lines. Anom aly cancellations, however, x the ratio of electric charges
of di erent fermm ions. This allows a selfconsistent way to scale down the
ekctronic charge e in the large N, lm it and hence restoring the validiy of

the Jarge N . counting rules.
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The 1=N . expansion is now generally recognized as an nvaliable tool in our handling
of the non-perturbative nature of hadron dynam ics. The pioneer work of 't Hooft {I] has
proven that the lJarge N . lim it isthe weak coupling lin it ofm eson dynam ics. Q uantitatively,
a graph wih k extemalm eson kgs can be at most of order N ! ¥, For exam plk, m eson
m asses, describbed by graphsw ith two extemalm eson kgs, are oforderN CO, while the \m eson
! meson + meson" decay am plitudes are suppressed by N _ 12 As a resul, mesons are
stable and non-interacting in the large N . lin i. T he generalization to inclide baryons was
made by W iten PJ], who had shown that a graph with two extemal baryon lgs and k
extemmalm eson kgs are at most of order N ! ¥, Hence the baryon masses k = 0) and
Yukawa couplings k = 1) grow lke N . and N 1™ respectively.

In the realworld, however, hadrons experience not only Q CD but also electroweak in—
teractions. In the conventional approach to the 1=N . expansion, one sim ply ignores the
electroweak Interactions and treats large N. QCD in isolation. The results obtained for
large N . are then extrapolated back to N. = 3 and applied to electroweak processes. This
practice is pem issible since electrow eak coupling constants are independent param eters. Tt
is Interesting to ask what happens to the large N . counting rules described above if the
electroweak interactions are not sw itched o .'_l: If the electroweak theory is not m odi ed,
it is easy to see that these counting rules w ill be violated by graphs nvolving electrow eak
currents.

One possbl violation is the meson two point function induced by { mixing. As
m entioned above, the meson mass should be of order N 2 . The { mixing param eter,
however, is jast govemed by the meson decay constant £ , which grows lke N 7.

W ebelieve we are not the  rst ones to raise this question. In C hapter 7 ofR ef. B] M arshak m ade
a cautionary rem ark about taking the lJarge N ¢ lin it \when the Jeptonic and quark sectors are both
nvolved in the process" (g. 450). W e are, however, not aware of any system atic discussion on

this topic in the literature.



follow s that the contrdbution to the massby the { { m ixing diagram grow s lke

m £ NZ; &)

violating the counting rule above. Anotherexample isthe ° ! 2 decay am plitude by the

Adlkr{Bell{Jackiv anomaly @8],
Ao Ns=f N7 @)

which diverges in the large N . lim it, in contradiction w ith the clain ofm eson stability m ade
above. M oreover, such °  vertices can induced large ° © elastic scattering (through
photon loops) am plitude of order N CZ, violating the counting rule requirem ent that m eson—
m eson elastic scattering am plitude should decrease ke N *.

Such violhtions are also present In the baryon sector. Consider baryons w ith N . quarks
with the same avor and hence the sam e electric charge. (For up and down quarks they
are the Jarge N . generalizations ofthe ** and baryons respectively.) T he electrostatic
energies carried by such baryons grow lke N CZ, In violation of the counting rule that baryon
m asses should grow lke Ncl only. These exam ples of violations of large N . counting rules
re ect the unan oothness of the large N . 1im it in the pressnce of electroweak interactions.
E Jectrom agnetic interactions introduce a correction of relative order €°N . to som e strong
processes. These e ects vanish ifwe set e? = 0, but otherw ise they diverge in the lJarge N .
lin it, Independent of the particular values taken by e.

In this paper, we w ill try to show that the success of the 1=N . expansion is no accident.
T here exists a welbkbehaved large N . lin it even In the presence of electrow eak interactions.
W e will show that the ratio of electric charges carried by quarks and lptons are xed by
anom aly cancellation [§/7] of the underlying SU N.). SU @), U (1)y gauge theory. To
achieve a sn ooth large N . lin it one can consistently scale down the electric charges carried
by all the particles by a comm on power ofN .. This w ill introduce extra powers of 1=N . to
graphs involving photon currents and keep them in agreem ent w ith the large N . counting
rules. In addition, them odi ed electroweak Interactionsw ill ram ain a an all perturbation to

QCD, asthey are in the realworld.



Forthe SU N ). SU ), U (1)y gauge theory to be renom alizable, it is necessary to

have all chiral anom alies cancelled. For exam pl, the triangular anom alies §], descrbing

the interaction of three gauge bosons interaction through femm ion loops, m ust be cancelled

exactly. In one generation standard m odel, the ferm ions f2ll Into the representations listed

below :
Filds SU (N c)c SU (2)1, §) (l)Y
Zi 3 2 Yo
Ug 3 1 Yo
dgr 3 1 Y4
ei 1 2 Y,
ex 1 1 Yo

Only the follow Ing trangular anom alies do not cancel trivially and provide constraints

on the hypercharges of di erent ferm ions.

U@y @ 2NJY7 N2 NYZ+2Y2 Y2=0;
U 1), SU Q) : N Yo + Yy = 0;
U (1), SU N )2 2Y, Yy Ya= 0;

and the m ixed gauge-gravitationalanom aly P{l11] provide a Purth constrainti:

U (1), (raviton)® : N Y, NoY, NYg+ 2Yp Ye= O:

One can elin nate Yy, and Y. from Eq. @a) by Eq. 3H) andEq. @d). W thY = 2 (¥,

Eq. @:cl;) gives Y, = Yo + Y and Y4 = Y, Y,and Eqg. @-é) becom es
2N0YQ3 NC(YQ+Y)3 NC(YQ Y)3+ 2( NCYQ)3 ( 2NCYQ)3=O;

which can be further reduced to

(3a)

(3b)

(Bc)

@)

“Yet another chiral anom aly, the global chiral SU (2) anom aly [[4], constrain the num ber of left-

handed ferm ion doublts to be even, hence requiring N . to be odd and laving the baryons as

ferm ions.



Yo NZYS Y%= 0: G)

There are clearly two solutions to this equation. The \bizarre" solution [[3]with Yo = 0
which gives

Yo =Y = Y= 0; Yy, = Yg; (6)

is phenom enologically uninteresting for reasons detailed in Ref. 14]. That leaves us w ith

the \standard" solution with Y = N .Y, (choosing¥Y = N_.Y, Just reverses the labels \up"

and \down" quarks),
(Yo iYuiYqiYriYe) = (LN .+ 1; N+ 1; N 2N()Yg: (7)

A 1l the hyperchrages are xed up to an overall proportionality constant.

T he electric charge is de ned as,
Q = e+ Y=Yy): @®)

Since electrom agnetic interactions conserves parity, the left-handed quarks and Jeptonsm ust
carry the sam e electric charges as their right-handed counterparts. This xes Y, = 2N Y

and

N.+1 N.+1
; ;7 1;0)e: 9)
2N . 2N .

©QuiQaiQeiQ )= ¢

By putting N, = 3, the nom al charge assignm ents are recovered. Hence we have shown
that charge quantization follow s from anom aly cancellations for arbitrary odd N.. This
observation is crucial for our later discussion as it provides a unique way to scale down all
the charges of the quarks by scaling down the electronic charge e w ith anom aly cancellation
allthe way.

The world described by Eq. (9) sharesm any features of the realworld. The neutrino is
still electrically neutral, and theQ, Q4= Q. equality ispressrved so that -decays can
still happen. In the large N . lin i, the up and down quarks carry charges + e=2 and e=2

respectively 2e=3 and e=3 In the realworld), but the gqgm esons stillhave charges e, 0, or



e as in the rmalworld. The proton has N .+ 1)=2 up quarksand N. 1)=2 down quarks
and hence is charge is

o N.+ 1IN.+1 N, 1N, 1 10)
=e =e'
P 2 2N, 2 2N, ’

and the hydrogen atom stays neutral. T he neutron, on the other hand, carries no electric
charge as usual.

N, 1IN .+1 N+ 1IN, 1
Qn= e = 0: (11)
2 2N 2 2N .

Com ing back to large N . counting rules, the ° ! 2 decay is given by,

N.Q: Q3.
——

A° 12)

Asmentioned above, N.=f N ™ but now we have an additional suppression factor from

the electric charges, Q2 Q%= &=N..Hence

AO

2
€ 1=2
— N ; 13

e ¢ 13)

and the counting rules are satis ed.
The { m ixingproblem , however, stillpersists. The { m ixing ampliudeA  isgiven

by,
A =1f Qu Qq)=ef; (14)

which diverges as before. A lso, the baryon sslfenergy still diverges as N f, viclating the
counting rules.

A s suggested before, one of the possibl ram edies to the situation is to scale down the
electronic charge e In the lJarge N . lin it, providing extra suppression factors. Since we are
scaling the strong coupling constant g; by keeping giN . = constant, it is natural to in pose

the electric charge scaling condition as
e2Nc = oonstant, asN.! 1 : 15)

Wihe N_',A issuppressed in the brge N lin i,



A =e N 16)
and the baryon electrostatic self energy is
Meee €NZ N 17

exactly as speci ed by the counting rules. Tn general, it is easy to prove that Eq. @5) is
su cient to keep allthe large N . counting rules intact even in the presence of photons. W e

rstnotethat theqg vertex isofthe sam e orderasthe qog vertex (pboth oforderN _ '), and
replacing an intemal glion lne from a planar diagram w ith a photon line does not produce
additional powers of N .. An analysis sin ilar to the one given by W itten P] can be readily
carried out. M oreover, the couplings of quarks to leptons or W  via exchange of photons
present no di culties as a consequence of Eq. (15). Thus the graphs w ith photon lines are
either of the sam e order in N . as the leading planar diagram s, or are sin ply dom nated
by the latter. Hence condition (1) is su cient to guarantee the validity of the large N .
counting rules.

O ur conclusions can be easily generalized to the case ofweak currents. T he graphsw ih

W and Z° lines can violate the Jarge N . counting rules unless the conditions like
gﬁNc = oonstant, asN.! 1; (18)

are inposed, where g, is the SU (2);, coupling constant. It is a general feature that all
coupling constants must be scaled down corresoondingly even though we are taking the
large N . lin it of only one of the gauge groups.

O ne should also note that the large N scaling conditions Eq. (%) and {18) are not the
only oneswhich Jead to a an ooth large N . lim it. It iseasy to see that any scaling conditions

like

&€ N."; asN.! 1 ; 19)

C

with m 1 is going to give a snooth 1N, lin i. Conditions {I3) and {18) are jist the

crticalcaseswihm = 1.A large suppression powerm , on the otherhand, w ill lead to ssvere



suppression of electroweak e ects In the large N . Ilin it. It is noted that the conventional
approach of switching o the electroweak interaction before taking the large N . lm it is
equivalent to takingm ! 1 iIn this form alisn .
Lastly, i isnaturalto ask ifthere exists any wellde ned lim it ofthe weak m ixing anglke
w 1In the lJarge N, Iim i. It seem s to us that, since the coupling constants of U (1)y and
SU ()1, are independent quantities, the value of  is not constrained unless we start w ith
som e grand uni ed gauge group. It tums out that no sin pl analogs of SU (5) or SO (10)
grand uni cations exist for SU N ). SU @), U (1)y . Hence y is unconstrained in the

present stage of our understanding of the lJarge N . lim i.
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