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Abstract

In theconventionalapproach tothe1=N c expansion,electroweak interactions

are switched o� and large N c Q CD is treated in isolation. W e study the

self-consistency oftaking the large N c lim it in the presence ofelectroweak

interaction.Iftheelectroweak coupling constantsareheld constant,thelarge

N c counting rulesareviolated by processesinvolving internalphoton orweak

boson lines.Anom aly cancellations,however,�x the ratio ofelectric charges

of di�erent ferm ions. This allows a self-consistent way to scale down the

electronic charge e in the large N c lim it and hence restoring the validity of

thelarge N c counting rules.
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The 1=N c expansion is now generally recognized as an invaluable toolin ourhandling

ofthe non-perturbative nature ofhadron dynam ics. The pioneer work of’tHooft[1]has

proven thatthelargeN c lim itistheweak couplinglim itofm eson dynam ics.Quantitatively,

a graph with k externalm eson legscan be atm ost oforderN 1� k=2
c . Forexam ple,m eson

m asses,described bygraphswith twoexternalm eson legs,areoforderN 0

c,whilethe\m eson

! m eson + m eson" decay am plitudes are suppressed by N � 1=2
c . As a result,m esons are

stableand non-interacting in thelargeN c lim it.Thegeneralization to includebaryonswas

m ade by W itten [2],who had shown that a graph with two externalbaryon legs and k

externalm eson legs are atm ost oforder N 1� k=2
c . Hence the baryon m asses (k = 0) and

Yukawa couplings(k = 1)grow likeN c and N
1=2
c respectively.

In the realworld,however,hadronsexperience notonly QCD butalso electroweak in-

teractions. In the conventionalapproach to the 1=N c expansion,one sim ply ignores the

electroweak interactions and treats large N c QCD in isolation. The results obtained for

large N c are then extrapolated back to N c = 3 and applied to electroweak processes. This

practiceisperm issiblesinceelectroweak coupling constantsareindependentparam eters.It

is interesting to ask what happens to the large N c counting rules described above ifthe

electroweak interactions are not switched o�1. Ifthe electroweak theory is not m odi�ed,

itiseasy to see thatthese counting ruleswillbe violated by graphsinvolving electroweak

currents.

One possible violation is the � m eson two point function induced by �{ m ixing. As

m entioned above,the � m eson m ass should be oforder N 0

c. The �{ m ixing param eter,

however,is just governed by the � m eson decay constant f�,which grows like N 1=2
c . It

1W ebelievewearenotthe�rstonesto raisethisquestion.In Chapter7ofRef.[3]M arshak m ade

a cautionary rem ark abouttaking thelargeN c lim it\when theleptonicand quark sectorsareboth

involved in the process" (pg.450). W e are,however,not aware ofany system atic discussion on

thistopic in theliterature.
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followsthatthecontribution to the� m assby the�{{� m ixing diagram growslike

m � � f
2

� � N
1

c; (1)

violating thecounting ruleabove.Anotherexam pleisthe�0 ! 2 decay am plitudeby the

Adler{Bell{Jackiw anom aly [4,5],

A �0 � N c=f� � N
1=2

c ; (2)

which divergesin thelargeN c lim it,in contradiction with theclaim ofm eson stability m ade

above. M oreover,such �0 vertices can induced large �0�0 elastic scattering (through

photon loops)am plitude oforderN 2

c,violating the counting rule requirem entthatm eson-

m eson elasticscattering am plitudeshould decreaselikeN � 1
c .

Such violationsarealso presentin thebaryon sector.Considerbaryonswith N c quarks

with the sam e avor and hence the sam e electric charge. (Forup and down quarks they

arethelargeN c generalizationsofthe�
+ + and � � baryonsrespectively.) Theelectrostatic

energiescarried by such baryonsgrow likeN 2

c,in violation ofthecounting rulethatbaryon

m asses should grow like N 1

c only. These exam ples ofviolationsoflarge N c counting rules

reectthe unsm oothness ofthe large N c lim itin the presence ofelectroweak interactions.

Electrom agnetic interactions introduce a correction ofrelative order e2N c to som e strong

processes. These e�ectsvanish ifwe sete2 = 0,butotherwise they diverge in thelarge N c

lim it,independentoftheparticularvaluestaken by e.

In thispaper,wewilltry to show thatthesuccessofthe1=N c expansion isno accident.

Thereexistsa well-behaved largeN c lim iteven in thepresence ofelectroweak interactions.

W e willshow thatthe ratio ofelectric chargescarried by quarksand leptonsare �xed by

anom aly cancellation [6,7]ofthe underlying SU(N c)c� SU(2)L � U(1)Y gauge theory. To

achievea sm ooth largeN c lim itonecan consistently scaledown theelectricchargescarried

by alltheparticlesby a com m on powerofN c.Thiswillintroduceextra powersof1=N c to

graphsinvolving photon currentsand keep them in agreem entwith the large N c counting

rules.In addition,them odi�ed electroweak interactionswillrem ain asm allperturbation to

QCD,asthey arein therealworld.
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FortheSU(N c)c� SU(2)L � U(1)Y gaugetheory to berenorm alizable,itisnecessary to

have allchiralanom alies cancelled. For exam ple,the triangular anom alies [8],describing

the interaction ofthree gaugebosonsinteraction through ferm ion loops,m ustbe cancelled

exactly.In onegeneration standard m odel,theferm ionsfallinto the representationslisted

below:

Fields SU(N c)c SU(2)L U(1)Y
�
uL

dL

�
3 2 YQ

uR 3 1 Yu

dR 3 1 Yd
�
�L

eL

�
1 2 YL

eR 1 1 Ye

Only the following triangularanom aliesdo notcanceltrivially and provide constraints

on thehyperchargesofdi�erentferm ions.

U(1)
3

Y
: 2N cY

3

Q � N cY
3

u � N cY
3

d + 2Y 3

L � Y 3

e = 0; (3a)

U(1)
Y
SU(2)

2

L
: N cYQ + YL = 0; (3b)

U(1)
Y
SU(N c)

2

c : 2YQ � Yu � Yd = 0; (3c)

and them ixed gauge-gravitationalanom aly [9{11]providea fourth constraint2:

U(1)
Y
(graviton)

2
: 2N cYQ � N cYu � N cYd + 2YL � Ye = 0: (3d)

Onecan elim inateYL and Ye from Eq.(3a)by Eq.(3b)and Eq.(3d).W ith Y = 1

2
(Yu � Yd),

Eq.(3c)givesYu = YQ + Y and Yd = YQ � Y ,and Eq.(3a)becom es

2N cY
3

Q � N c(YQ + Y )3 � N c(YQ � Y )3 + 2(�N cYQ )
3
� (�2N cYQ )

3 = 0; (4)

which can befurtherreduced to

2Yetanotherchiralanom aly,the globalchiralSU(2)anom aly [12],constrain the num berofleft-

handed ferm ion doublets to be even,hence requiring N c to be odd and leaving the baryons as

ferm ions.
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YQ (N
2

cY
2

Q � Y
2)= 0: (5)

There are clearly two solutionsto thisequation. The \bizarre" solution [13]with YQ = 0

which gives

YQ = YL = Ye = 0; Yu = �Yd; (6)

is phenom enologically uninteresting forreasons detailed in Ref.[14]. Thatleaves us with

the\standard" solution with Y = N cYQ (choosing Y = �N cYQ justreversesthelabels\up"

and \down" quarks),

(YQ ;Yu;Yd;YL;Ye)= (1;N c+ 1;�N c+ 1;�N c;�2N c)YQ : (7)

Allthehyperchragesare�xed up to an overallproportionality constant.

Theelectricchargeisde�ned as,

Q = e(I3 + Y=Y0): (8)

Sinceelectrom agneticinteractionsconservesparity,theleft-handed quarksand leptonsm ust

carry the sam e electric chargesastheirright-handed counterparts. This�xesY0 = 2N cYQ

and

(Q u;Q d;Q e;Q �)= (
N c+ 1

2N c

;
�N c + 1

2N c

;�1;0)e: (9)

By putting N c = 3,the norm alcharge assignm ents are recovered. Hence we have shown

that charge quantization follows from anom aly cancellations for arbitrary odd N c. This

observation iscrucialforourlaterdiscussion asitprovidesa unique way to scale down all

thechargesofthequarksby scaling down theelectronicchargeewith anom aly cancellation

alltheway.

The world described by Eq.(9)sharesm any featuresoftherealworld.Theneutrino is

stillelectrically neutral,and theQ u � Q d = �Q e equality ispreserved so that�-decayscan

stillhappen. In the large N c lim it,the up and down quarkscarry charges+e=2 and �e=2

respectively (2e=3 and �e=3 in therealworld),buttheq�qm esonsstillhavechargese,0,or
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�easin therealworld.Theproton has(N c+ 1)=2 up quarksand (N c� 1)=2 down quarks

and henceitschargeis

Q p = e

�
N c+ 1

2

N c+ 1

2N c

�
N c� 1

2

N c� 1

2N c

�

= e; (10)

and the hydrogen atom staysneutral. The neutron,on the otherhand,carriesno electric

chargeasusual.

Q n = e

�
N c� 1

2

N c+ 1

2N c

�
N c+ 1

2

N c� 1

2N c

�

= 0: (11)

Com ing back to largeN c counting rules,the�
0
! 2 decay isgiven by,

A
0

� �
N c(Q

2

u � Q 2

d)

f�
: (12)

Asm entioned above,N c=f� � N 1=2
c butnow wehavean additionalsuppression factorfrom

theelectriccharges,Q 2

u � Q 2

d = e2=N c.Hence

A
0

� �
e2

f�
� N

1=2

c ; (13)

and thecounting rulesaresatis�ed.

The�{ m ixing problem ,however,stillpersists.The�{ m ixing am plitudeA � isgiven

by,

A � = f�(Q u � Q d)= ef�; (14)

which divergesasbefore.Also,the � baryon self-energy stilldivergesasN 2

c,violating the

counting rules.

Assuggested before,one ofthe possible rem ediesto the situation isto scale down the

electronic charge e in the large N c lim it,providing extra suppression factors. Since we are

scaling thestrong coupling constantg3 by keeping g
2

3
N c = constant,itisnaturalto im pose

theelectricchargescaling condition as

e
2
N c = constant, asN c ! 1 : (15)

W ith e2 � N � 1
c ,A � issuppressed in thelargeN c lim it,
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A � = ef� � N
0

c; (16)

and the� baryon electrostaticselfenergy is

M elec � e
2
N

2

c � N c; (17)

exactly asspeci�ed by the counting rules. In general,itiseasy to prove thatEq.(15)is

su�cientto keep allthelargeN c counting rulesintacteven in thepresenceofphotons.W e

�rstnotethattheq�q vertexisofthesam eorderastheq�qgvertex(bothoforderN � 1=2
c ),and

replacing an internalgluon linefrom a planardiagram with a photon linedoesnotproduce

additionalpowersofN c.An analysissim ilarto the one given by W itten [2]can bereadily

carried out. M oreover,the couplingsofquarksto leptonsorW � via exchange ofphotons

presentno di�cultiesasa consequence ofEq.(15).Thusthegraphswith photon linesare

either ofthe sam e order in N c as the leading planar diagram s,or are sim ply dom inated

by the latter. Hence condition (15)is su�cient to guarantee the validity ofthe large N c

counting rules.

Ourconclusionscan beeasily generalized to thecaseofweak currents.Thegraphswith

W � and Z 0 linescan violatethelargeN c counting rulesunlesstheconditionslike

g
2

2
N c = constant, asN c ! 1 ; (18)

are im posed,where g2 is the SU(2)L coupling constant. It is a generalfeature that all

coupling constants m ust be scaled down correspondingly even though we are taking the

largeN c lim itofonly one ofthegaugegroups.

Oneshould also notethatthelargeN c scaling conditionsEq.(15)and (18)arenotthe

only oneswhich lead toasm ooth largeN c lim it.Itiseasy toseethatany scaling conditions

like

e
2
� N

� m
c ; asN c ! 1 ; (19)

with m � 1 is going to give a sm ooth 1=N c lim it. Conditions (15) and (18) are just the

criticalcaseswith m = 1.A largesuppression powerm ,ontheotherhand,willlead tosevere
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suppression ofelectroweak e�ects in the large N c lim it. It is noted thatthe conventional

approach ofswitching o� the electroweak interaction before taking the large N c lim it is

equivalentto taking m ! 1 in thisform alism .

Lastly,itisnaturalto ask ifthereexistsany well-de�ned lim itoftheweak m ixing angle

�W in the large N c lim it. Itseem s to us that,since the coupling constants ofU(1)Y and

SU(2)L areindependentquantities,thevalue of�W isnotconstrained unlesswe startwith

som e grand uni�ed gauge group. Itturnsoutthatno sim ple analogsofSU(5)orSO(10)

grand uni�cations exist forSU(N c)c� SU(2)L � U(1)Y . Hence �W is unconstrained in the

presentstageofourunderstanding ofthelargeN c lim it.

A C K N O W LED G M EN T S

C.K.C.would liketo thank Dan Pirjolforasking aboutthe�0 ! 2 processin thelarge

N c lim it,which initiatesthisstudy.Thiswork issupported in partby theNationalScience

Foundation.

8



REFERENCES

[1]G.’tHooft,Nucl.Phys.B 72 461 (1974).

[2]E.W itten,Nucl.Phys.B 160 57 (1979).

[3]R.E.M arshak,\ConceptualFoundationsofM odern ParticlePhysics",W orld Scienti�c,

Singapore(1993).

[4]S.L.Adler,Phys.Rev.177 2426 (1969).

[5]J.S.Belland R.Jackiw,Nuovo Cim .A 60 47 (1969).

[6]D.Grossand R.Jackiw,Phys,Rev.D 6 47 (1972).

[7]C.Q.Geng and R.E.M arshak,Phys.Rev.D 39 693 (1989).

[8]W .A.Bardeen,Phys.Rev.184 1848 (1969).

[9]R.Delbourgo and A.Salem ,Phys.Lett.B 40 381 (1972).

[10]T.Eguchiand P.Freund,Phys.Rev.Lett.37 1251 (1976).

[11]L.Alvarez-Gaum �eand E.W itten,Nucl.Phys.B 234 269 (1983).

[12]E.W itten,Phys.Lett.B 117 324 (1982).

[13]J.A.M inahan,P.Ram onsand R.C.W arner,Phys.Rev.D 41 716 (1990).

[14]C.Q.Geng and R.E.M arshak,Phys.Rev.D 41 717 (1990).

9


