arXiv:hep-ph/9804417v1 27 Apr 1998

April 1998 PAR-LPTHE 98/12

INDIRECT Cc P VIOLATION IN AN ELECTROWEAK SU (2);, U (1) GAUGE
THEORY OF CHIRAL MESONS.

B. Machet} 3

Laboratoire de Physique Théorique et Hautes Energies, 3
Universités Pierre et Marie Curie (Paris 6) et Denis Diderot (Paris 7);
Unité associée au CNRS UMR 7589.
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Weinberg modelif2]. It is shown that, in this model where, artjzular, mass terms are introduced
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- electroweak mass eigenstates can differ ftom eigenstates even in the case of two generations;
- the existence of a complex entry in the mixing matrix for dumstituent fermions is no longer a
sufficient condition for indirect p violation to occur at the mesonic level.
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1 Introduction; theoretical setting.

The interpretation of mesons as fermion-antifermion cositpe {4] is widely accepted. However,
a field theory in which the fields in the Lagrangian (quarks) ot the particles (asymptotic states)
steps on the unsolved problem of confinemént [5]. To bypasslifficulty, | proposed ini[1] a gauge
theory in whichg = 0 mesons are both the fields and the particles, but in whichtiaagform, by
the relevant symmetry groups, likeg; or g; sq; operators. It incorporates in particular the chiral
properties of the quarks Requiring that, in the quest for unification, the gauge grolisymmetry
be the same as for leptons, it is chosen to besthe2);, U (1) gauge group of the Glashow-Salam-
Weinberg model:J2] and acts on the “constituent” fermionsoadingly; so, the symmetry properties
of the mesons also reflect the underlying electroweak symyoéthe standard model of quarks. The
latter are however no longer considered as dynamical abfwy do not appear in the Lagrangian).

Let

Q
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be an -vector of fermions lying in the fundamental representatitbu @ ). There aral =2 families
of fermions (U is restricted to be even).

Any meson of the typeyq; or g sq; is represented bym  or M , whereM isanN N
matrix with a single nonvanishing entry, equalitat the crossing of th&" line and3® column; such
matrices define the “flavour” or “strong” eigenstates (thedila group of symmetry is the diagonal
subgroup of the chiral group, and supposed unbroken bygintaractions). AnyWw N matrixM
represents, up to the parity quantum number, & 0 meson which is a linear combination of the
previous eigenstates; its behaviour, when acted upon bgnengyry group is determined by the laws
of transformations of the fermions. The's are the dynamical meson fields of the model.

The s matrix plays an essential role in the transformation of themgosite pseudoscalar operators
by the chiral group; it in particular introduces, in additito commutators, anticommutators 1of
with the generators af ™ ); U N )z, whichareN N matrices, too. The action of the chiral
group on the mesons consequently involves the associdtaracter of thes (v ) algebra [i1].

Since we want to drop any reference to fermions, hencestave swap the latter for a doubling
in the space of1 matrices and we distinguist p .,en, andM g4 Mesons, corresponding to the
combinationsM + M and M ~ sM , which are respectively even or odd by the
action of the parity changing operater, and in terms of which (see;[1]) the laws of transformation
by the chiral groups W ), U ® )z are specially simple. Thex 2 independenM matrices so
obtained match the total number of= 0 scalar and pseudoscalar mesons built wittilavours of
fermions.

Care has also to be taken of the role @gfas far as the transformation by charge conjugation is
concerned (see below).

The electroweak gauge group naturally appears as a subgfol chiral group. The thregu 2);,



generatorg;, are also novk N matrices (see [1] and the introduction of sectibn 3 below)

0 1 0 1 0 1
K 0 0
T; = ;T =€ ; )
0 0 KY 0
which act trivially on then -vector [ = (@ 5)=2) . IandK are respectively the =2 N=2

identity matrix and the most general unitary mixing matviich can in particular be of the Cabibbo-
Kobayashi-Maskawa (CKM) type |[3]. Consequences of theticelahip that results between the
electroweak and chiral breaking have been emphasizefl.in [6]

Theu (1) generator satisfies the Gell-Mann-Nishijima relatidn iitten in its “chiral” form)

Y1i¥r)= Q1iQr) (T7;0); ®3)
and that the electric charge be represented by the custduiagonal) operator
0 1
2=3 ‘ 0
Qr=0r=0-=2¢ A, 4)
0 ‘ 1=3

yields back the usual expressions for the “left” and “righy/percharges
1
Y = _6I; Yr = Qr: %)

Q turns out to be the “third” generator of the custodial (2); symmetry investigated ini[1, 6].

The orientation of the electroweak subgroup inside theathmoup is controlled by a unitary matrix,
R ;R), acting diagonally:

R =@ ; (6)

indeed, the electroweak group defined by €. (2) is the orfegeiterators

R R ; (7
with
£ = (8)
In practice, this rotation only acts on the generators (we require = (" )Y, such that the unit

matrices in egs. (8,2) have the same dimension).

The 2N ? electroweak eigenstates can be classifiedinte2 quadruplets, split into two sets, respec-
tively “even” and “odd” by the parity changing operater All of them can be written in the form

[4]

O)=™ M3 M*T M )D)
2

0 1 0 1 0 1 0 13
1 D ‘ 0 i D ‘ 0 ‘ DK 0 ‘ 0
—4p_@ A p- @ L A i@ AS,
2 0 ‘ KYD K 2 0 ‘ KYD K 0 0 KYD ‘ 0
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whereD isarealN =2 N =2 matrix.

That the entriest * andM  are, up to a sign, hermitian conjugate requires thabtkere restricted
to symmetric or antisymmetric matrices. Because of thegm@s of an £’ for the form 3 and not for
M °, the quadruplets (9) always mix entries which have diffebahaviour by hermitian conjugation:
they are consequently not hermitian representations.

Each of them is the sum of two doubletssaf (2);,, and also the sum of one singlet plus one triplet
of the custodial diagonau )y [iL, 8]. Thep -even and -odd quadruplets do not transform in the
same way bysU (2);, (the Latin indicesi; j;k below run from1 to 3); for P -even quadruplets, one
has

P i
o J _ k 0 .
Ti M3 even E kM peven ¥ 1M peven 7
Ly 0 _ 1 .
Ti :M Peven 5 M éeven ’ (10)
while P -odd quadruplets transform according to
- ; 1
o I _ k 0 A
T Mpogq = > 9kMpoaa  1Mrpoaa i
. 0 i
Ty Mpoag = 5 M 5 ogai (11)

and only representations transforming alikegven orp -odd, can be linearly mixed. The (diagonal)
charge operator acts indifferently on both types of repregions by:

oMt = iijBMj;
Q:M0 = 0: (12)

The misalignment of “strong” and electroweak eigenstatesylting from the one of the electroweak
group inside the chiral group, is conspicuous from the presef the mixing matrix in (9).

Adding or subtracting egs;, (10) and (11), and defining sdaland pseudoscalap) fields by
M peven * Mpoaa) = S; (13)

and

Mpeven Mpoga) = P (14)

yields two new types of stable quadruplets which includescisj of different but definite parities,
corresponding ta@ P eigenstates, depending whetheis a symmetric or antisymmetric matrix

1= s%p); (15)
and
= @%;3); (16)

they transform in the same way by the gauge group, accordieg).t{10), and thus can be linearly
mixed. As they span the whole spacejf 0 mesons too, this last property makes them specially
convenient to consider.

Taking the hermitian conjugate of any representatiswaps the relative sign betwern® and ; as
aconseqguence,’ transforms bys U (2);, as would formally do @ -odd representation, and vice-

P even

versa; on the other hand, the quadruplgts (9) are also eieg®ns o U (2)x, the action of which
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is obtained by swapping eqgs. {10) ahd (11)[1, 6]; so, the liamconjugate of a given representation
of SU (2);, is a representation &fU (2)z with the same law of transformation, and vice-versa. The
same result holds for any (complex) linear representatioquadruplets transforming alike by the
gauge group.

The conjugate of a pseudoscatarsq; composite operator beingg; sq; (the “-” sign comes from
the anticommutation of s with  °), one must distinguish between the matrix conjugateand the
charge conjugat® of anyM meson: the latter, corresponding to charge conjugatios, aje extra

“-" sign with respect to the former when pseudoscalars aneemed; one has the following relation
between the charge and hermitian conjugates of parity sigess:

s=5Y; p= PY; (17)
yielding in particular:
- for symmetricD’s:
% P)eym = %iPloym i @%B)eym =  ®°;S)gym : (18)
- for antisymmetricd’s:
(SO}P)antisym = (SO;P)antjsymf CPO;S)antjsym = CPO;S)antjsym : (19)

Only for s°;P) and ¢°;5) quadruplets is there any link between matrix and chargeugatipn. For
peven @Nd  p ogq quadruplets, which mix scalars and pseudoscalars, one$taad the relations:

peven = ( poda)’s Podd = ( Peven)’: (20)

The link between the dynamical (matricial) fields and theallgudefinedd = 0 “strong” mesonic
eigenstates is the following: consider for example the case 4, for which the matrixx shrinks
back to the Cabibbo matrix; the pseudoscalarmeson, which is a flavour or “strong eigenstate, is
represented in our notation, up to a normalization factpthle matrix-valued field

0 1
10
B C
- 0 oé
= if— ; (21)
B ¢
@ A

sandwiched between two 4-vectorof quarks (1), it gives, indeed (restoring the)), the wave
function

5 = iu sd; (22)

of the ¢+ 1) charged piorf.
The normalization of the state, determined from its lepgtatgcays (se6.[8; ©, 1, 9]), = 2f=H i:

the relation between the* matrix and the field (of dimensioin ass])) of the observed * particle
is * = a *. fisthe leptonic decay constant of the mesons (considered thebsame for all of

them) andi = s° 0,) is the Higgs boson (see the remark at the end of Appendix A).

the ifactor ensures that* =



One likewise identifies the other pseudoscalar mesoris;dD * ;D !, such that* D) (see section
2 and Appendix A)

0 1
B C S 8
N E S C
P* D,) = lg ; (23)
A

one of the three Goldstone bosons of the broken electrowgaknstry, is the linear combination of
pseudoscalar mesons

P*@l)=é—ic(++ng)+sa<+ DY)y : (24)

2 The quadratic invariants.

In order to construct aU (2);, U (1) Lagrangian, one needs invariant quadratic polynomialkén t
J = 0 mesonic fields.

To every quadrupletr °;1 ) is associated such an invariant:
I=M%w) M%1)=M° M%+m Mm; (25)

the* " product is a tensor product, not the usuaIE;nuItipIicatidJmtrices and means the product of
fields as functions of space-time; 1 stands for _,,.M * M %

For the relevant cases = 2;4;6, there exists a set af matrices (see appendix A) such that the
algebraic sum of invariants specified below, extended dieggresentations defined by (15,16,9)

0 1
1 X X
5@( ) %oy %o e%s o) e%s)p) A
symm etric D%  antisym DU '
1 X —_— —_— '
= 3 @;p)p) %P0+ @3 o) eY3)D)
allDY |
1 X '
= Z godd(D) peven D)+ poaa @) podd D)
allDYs |
1 X - S '
= Z Peven‘D) Peven(D)+ Podd(D) Podd(D)
allDO%

(26)

is diagonal both in the electroweak basis and in the basigrofg eigenstates: in the last one, all
terms are normalized alike t¢- 1). Two “ ” signs occur in the first line of eq: (26):

- the first between thep?;3) and (s°;P) quadruplets, because, as seen ongq. (9)p thentry of

the former has nof factor, while thep’s of the latter do have one; as we define all pseudoscalars
with an “” (see eqs.i(21,23,24)), a 1) relative factor has to be introduced between the two types of
representations, yielding a  sign in eq. (26);

- the second for the representations corresponding toyamtietricD matrices, which have an oppo-
site behaviour by matrix conjugation as compared to the wiilissymmetricD’s.

?Eq. (26 specifies eq. (25) af[1], in which the " signs were not explicitly written.



The kinetic part of thesu (2);, U (1) Lagrangian forg = 0 mesons is built from the combination
(28) of invariants above, now used for the covariant deieatof the fields with respect to the gauge
group; it is thus also diagonal in both the strong and electek basis.

Other invariants can be built which are tensor products of i®presentations transforming alike by
the gauge group: twe -odd or twoP -even, two %;P)’s, two ®%;3)’s, or one (s°;P) and one
®9;3); such is for example

I,= 6%P)D1) E%5)02)=5"01) P°D2)+PD1) S02): (27)
According to the remark made in the previous section, albtleve expressions are also invariant by

the action ofsU (2)x.

The quadraticsu (2);, invariants (25) are nat priori self conjugate expressions and have conse-
guently no definite property by hermitian conjugation.

However, unitarity compels the electroweak Lagrangiaag ef 0 mesons to be hermitian.

Any invariant quadratic expression constructed from thedquplets:(15,16) is hermitian (& factor
has eventually to be introduced), like in particular therezpion (26) that yields the kinetic terms
when used for the covariant derivatives of the fields; eadty e theirs has indeed a well defined
behaviour by hermitian conjugation.

Ingeneral, the invariant  attached to a given quadrupleis hermitian if and only if the condition

- = issatisfied; from egs. (18,19), it can only be a represantaif the type (15) or {16).

For a general quadruplét (9), for examplgcven, the invariant  cyen p even IS NOt hermitian, its
charge conjugate being, by eq.:(20)

= Y y .
P even Peven T P odd P odd 6 P even P even - (28)

Instead, for the representation$ (9), the quadratic esjmes

= y .
P even Peven ™ P odd P evenrs

— y .
P odd Podd — P even P oddr (29)

are hermitian and each one connects two quadruplets tramisfp alike by the gauge group § cven
and Y .., poaaand Y_ _)(see section1).

If the s in (29) correspond to matrices with definite symmetry properties, the above hermitian
invariants do not depend whetheilis P odd or P even, but only whethenD is symmetric or skew-
symmetric (this determines the signs in the second lindseafito equalities in eq. (30) below, though
the third lines are formally identical). One has

I = o eenOoym)  peven Osyn) = poaaOsym)  poda O sym )
= ©"P)Dgm) * @%8) Ogm) °
= S%P)Deym) G%P)Dem)+ P%S) Doym) ®5) Doym )i
paneey p even © antisym ) Peven Dantisym ) = P odd O antisym ) p odd O antisym )

(8°;P) antisym ) “+ ®°;3) O antisym ) °

(S%P) Dantisyn ) S°;P) Oantisyn ) + P%;S) Oantisym ) ®°;S) © antisym )7
(30)



they correspond, for a givem matrix, to degenerates®;?) © ) and ®°;3) © ) quadruplets.
The expressions abO\?&an be used to build the mass terms of the Lagrangian.

There are: priori as many(N 2=2) independent mass scales as there are independent reatiessnt
(quadruplets). Preserving the electroweak and custogiah®tries, they share with the leptonic
case the same arbitrariness; the hierarchy of mesonic mhasédere the same status as, e.g., the one
between the muon and the electron.

The breaking o6U 2); U (1) downtoU (1), iScompatible with preserving the custodsal (2)y
symmetry {1]; the number of allowed mass doubles up toand a splitting can occur inside each
quadruplet between the triplet and the singlet of ), (this allows in particular a scalar-pseudoscalar
splitting inside each quadruplet {15) or/(16)). This is tabmpared with the standard model in which
the custodial symmetry is broken by any mass splitting msidloublet 06U ), [{L1].

As the electroweak group is a subgroup of the chiral grouipalkcéind electroweak symmetry breaking
are connected. In particular, introducing a vacuum exgiectaalue for the Higgs boson is equivalent
(see Appendix A) to allowing for diagonat;; i condensates.

The traditional picturei [12] associates the pseudoscalar mesons (flavour or “strong” eigenstates)
with the N ? (pseudo)-Goldstones generated by the breaking of thelgivapu ™ ), U ® )x

into its diagonal flavour subgroups. They become (pertiwblg) massive by electroweak radiative
corrections [10] and the (non-perturbative) bulk of theasses is parameterized by introducing (soft)
mass terms for the quarks in the QCD Lagrangfan [5]. Thistpmfiriew is now modified since:

- as observed experimentally, none of the? J = 0 “strong” mesons corresponds to a Goldstone
particle: in addition to electroweak radiative correctipthey can be given arbitrary masses, the
number of which depends on the symmetries that are presécthal, or electroweak, or just the
custodial symmetry);

- scalar and pseudoscalar electroweak mass eigenstates #re same footing, but can be splitted
while preserving the custodial symmetry;

- there exist only three genuine Goldstones bogops ) which arise when the electroweak symmetry
is spontaneously broken down to(1)., , Or, equivalently, chirasuU 2); SU @)z broken into
SU (2)v; they are linear combinations of flavour eigenstates (pssealar mesons) (see eq.:(24)).

The mass splittings, which can be arbitrarily large, haveugely electroweak origin since, from
eq. {26), equal electroweak mass terms also correspondié egss terms for strong eigenstdles
however, their hierarchy obviously lies outside the reafrpeasturbation theory.

We define electroweak mass eigenstates as states whicmdiagoboth the kinetic terms and the
mass terms of the electroweak Lagrangian.

3 Indirect C P violation.

If the stakes are high for the observation of “direct® violation [13,:14], and, in particular, for dis-
covering whether the so-calledparameter is vanishing or not f15], all phenomena of violation
[16] [L7] are, up to now, compatible with the so-called “iredit” violation {13, 14], which means that
the electroweak mass eigenstates areCrteigenstates.

The only known mechanism to trigger it in the electroweakdéd model for fermions is through

a complex mixing matrix for quarks [} for a number of generations at least equal to three, in the
process of diagonalization of the most general mass mairjfarks, one phase cannot be reabsorbed
in their wave functions. Hence, the combined experimentilemce for indirectc P violation and

3and other invariant tensor products mixing quadrupleth ditferent symmetry properties likes cven O antisym )

P even (Dsym )+ h:C:: P even (Dantisym ) P even (Dsym )+ hec:::
4in particular, chiral symmetry can be preserved when alessand pseudoscalars are degenerate in mass.
®Alternatives need enlarging the scalar sector of the mdid| [

7



the preeminence of the Glashow-Salam-Weinberg model as thieoretical tool to interpret the data
led, before its discovery 19, 20], to a strong prejudiceavolur of the existence of a third generation
of fermions.

Despite our conservative attitudep violation nevertheless appears now from a different perspe
tive, which shows in particular how sensitive can be therpration of experimental data to the
theoretical filter used for their analysis. The mechanisricivtvas sufficient to trigger it at the quark
level, and which used to be extrapolated at the level of thgptotic states despite our ignorance of
the dynamics of confinement, now fails when the mesons theessare chosen to be the dynamical
fields of the theory, though the chiral and electroweak symnmroperties of their building blocks
have been preserved. As mass terms are now introduced forebens themselves and no longer for
quarks, that all phases in the mixing matrix can be or notgedd®ed has lost its previous relevance.

| show below that, inthesU (2);, U (1) electroweak gauge theory for mesons (and leptons — but
in this sector it is the genuine Glashow-Salam-Weinberg ehedl proposed above, the role of the
mixing matrix fades away as far as indirecp violation is concerned. It only now determines the
orientation of the electroweak group inside the chiral grothat it is the same matrix as the one
controlling, in the standard electroweak model, the ngatient between leptons and quarks, allows
the identification'(2) o6U (2);, U (1) as a precise subgroup of the chiral group. The identification
that we make here of the building blocks of tlie mesons with the quarks of the standard model
could eventually be loosened into a less conservative apprand more exotic enlargements of the
latter.

Another mixing matrix now triggers indirect P violation, the one which diagonalizes the kinetic
terms with a new set of states different from the “strong” #tevour” eigenstates (1%, 116) occurring
in eq. (2b); that it includes at least one complex entry isrtbeessary condition for the existence of
electroweak mass eigenstates for mesons which are patigenstates.

3.1 Electroweak mass eigenstates can be C P eigenstates in the presence of a complex
CKM matrix.

The demonstration of this first result is straightforward.

In the following Lagrangian fog = 0 mesons, which is hermitian aisdy 2);, U (1) invariant, and
where the sum is extended to the representations definedsbyIéij16) and alb matrices defined
in Appendix A: © is the covariant derivative with respect3@ ), U Q1))

1 X
L= 3 p ¢%Pmyp) D ©%P)o) miZ2s%Er)o) ©%P)D)
sym m etric D0

p e%%s)®) D E%3) o) mie’s) o) e%5) D)
1 X

- p ¢%P)D) D ©%P)D) mi2E%P)D) S%P)D)

antisym D%

p e%35)0) D %3 o) mie’s) o) e%s o)
X - -
D ©%P)DP) D ©%P)D) mi E%P)D) ©%P)D)

|
N

allDY
+ D @P%3)0) D P%3)D) mie%s)o) e%3) o)
(31)

the mass eigenstates, being #fer;P°;S mesons, are alsoP eigenstates. The complex mateix
is entirely absorbed in their definition, and no complex dmgpconstant appears in the Lagrangian.

It is of course straightforward to build hermitiau 2);, U () invariant quartic terms.
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Conclusion: The existence of a complex phase in the mixing matrix for quarks is not a sufficient
condition for electroweak mass eigenstates of J = 0 mesons transforming like q;q; or q; 5q; to differ
from CP eigenstates.

3.2 Indirect C P violation can occur at the mesonic level with only two generations of
fermions.

Whatever be the number of generations, to every.«n OF ».qq quadruplet can be attached (see
sectioni?) ansu )., U (1) invariant and hermitian mass term; hence it is trivial to have
electroweak mass eigenstates which areapteigenstates because they are matigenstates. For
example, any set of linear combinations of the.,., © ;) (see Appendix A) that also diagonalize
the kinetic terms can be mass eigenstates correspondi@g+a® ) combinations.

However, it seems not to be questioned at present that aubetgctroweak mass eigenstates have a
well defined parity, and that, consequently, indire@ violation can only spring fronc violation.

I show how, in the proposed model, electroweak eigenstdtgs=0 0 mesons can be but notc p
eigenstates with only two generations of fermions.

The simple mechanism lies in that the kinetic terms of therbagian can also be diagonalized with
eigenvectors which are complex linear combinationsf the quadruplets of parity eigenstates; )
(the same can be done with®;3) quadruplets), for which hermitian argty 2);, U @) invariant
mass terms  can straightforwardly be written.

Let us work in the basis made with the quadrupte@nd given by egs.,(15,16), which we split into

" sym» " antisyms sym» antisym according to the symmetry property of the matnix We cast them
into a vector with dimension2N 2, written in an abbreviated notation

0 1
E ! sym O) (é
B 7 antis ©)
= B " : (32)
E a0 §
antisym D)

For example, for two generations (= 4), ' s;n © ) Stands above for the three independ&ite) )
guadruplets corresponding to the three 2 symmetricD ;D ,;D 3 matrices (see Appendix A),
" antisym © ) for the unique s°;®) © 4) quadruplet corresponding to the unique antisymmaeitric
matrix etc.

The kinetic terms of the Lagrangian write
1
Lun= @ @e + (33)

where[I]is the2N 2 2N 2 unit matrix.
Let us make a change of basis described by2thé 2N 2 matrix U

such thatuY U is diagonal.

is a vector of dimensioaN 2

0
= @ A (35)



in which the firstN 2 entries, generically called ]are linear combinations of the® )’s, and the last
N 2, [! 1are linear combinations of the@ )’s.

We furthermore request thatdoes not mix states with different parities: it writes

0 1

Al o
Uu=0 (36)
0| B

where botha andB areN 2 N 2 matrices.

For the sake of simplicity, and without losing any geneyalit us suppose that is the unit matrix,
such that the new eigenvectors diagonalizing the kinetimgeonly differ from the original ones in
the subspace of°;P) quadruplets.

The hermitian mass term that can be constructed for the
X _
Lm / 2 i i (37)

i
i= 1N 2

iSSU (), U (1) invariant since it only involves invariant tensor produstgairs or (s°;7) quadru-
plets transforming alike by the gauge group (see segtion 1).

If A is purely real, the mass eigenstates split iate eigenstates: consider indeed a real linear
combination among those which diagonalize the kinetic terms

X ) X )
- as 't + (38)

sym antisym
i= 1N sym i= 12N antisym

with a;;b; real, andN sy, + Nanrisym = N 2. The corresponding hermitian mass term foiis
proportional to

0 1 0 1
= @ aj’ ;ym ! ;ntisym aj’ ;ym + i Z_mtisym
i= 1N gyn i=1:N antisym i= 1N sym i=12Nantisym
0 1, 0 )
X ) X )
= @ ai’ ;ym A e i Z_mtisym A 7 (39)
i= 1N sym i=12Nantisym

(where we have used egb..(18,19) for lghe last equality) smmhthig electroweak mass eigenstate
splits into two degenerateP eigenstates _ ... = ai’gm and iy o B Sneieem -

If there is to be any indirect P violation, it can thus only occur through a complex mixingtma
between mesons. That it can indeed happen is easily deratatstin a simple example.
Consider in eq.(36), still fox = 4, a matrixa

0

(40)

(@]
OO0

b
Il
(S lyvsvlsvevevee]
o o
Q
o o o
o

It couples here the two symmetric quadruplets = S°%;P)D,) and’ 5 = (S%;P) ©3) but the
demonstration can be made with any matrix
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That the kinetic term can be diagonalized withand s as well as with’ , and’ ; requiresv¥v to
be diagonaly being the2 2 complex matrix

0 1
a b
v=_€ A (41)
c d
this gives the conditions
ab+ cd= 0= ab+ od: (42)
Writing
b . .
=ad bo= - ®F + &5 (43)

where we have usedf {42) for the last equality, the new eigtssare

1 1b
2 = —d, ba3)= ——C(a'2+C'3)

1
3 = —( a2+ a3); (44)

for which one can introduce the hermitian mass terms withaeefficients

2= 2—
2 22%Y 3 337
2 2
.—.22 HF %+ j332'32 od+ do)’ , '3 +.—.32 £Fr 2+ jije'32 @ct )z '3 ;
J3 J3
(45)

they are agairsu (2);,; U (1) invariant because they involve tensor products of quadtsipl, and
' 3 behaving alike by the gauge group.

Take for examplea andbreal, c complex; the condition(42) entails that=  @=c)b= abc=1F
is also complex.

The hermitian andU (2);, U @) invariant Lagrangian

1
5(@7_2 @72+@73 @73+

1
T (3aF+ 5P ,%+ (3pF+ Fmf) ;7 Skd+ do+ S@ctca) T '3+
1 _ 2

“@f+ehH e 5 e 2+ﬁ 3 @ 3 4+

2 ¥

(46)

admits , and 3 as electroweak mass eigenstates; theypamigenstates, buior C P eigenstates
because they are not eigenstates.

Conclusion:indirect C P violation can occur with two generations only for J = 0 mesons transform-

ing like qiqy or q; 5q;5 composite operators.

Remark: one needs more than one generation to be able torm@sdveral quadruplets with the same
definite parity quantum numbers.
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4 Conclusion: outlook and perspectives.

Renormalizable extensions of the electroweak standarathusdally enlarge its gauge group of sym-
metry [21], eventually incorporate a “flavour” or “horizatit symmetry [22], or supersymmetry j23],
often increase the number of particles, but seldom questeparallel between quarks and leptons.
Among other reasons, this attitude finds its justificatiorthi@a subtle mechanism of cancelation of
anomaliesi[24] between the two types of fields [25]. The pticpay lies in ad-hoc procedures to
circumvent the problem of confinemeht [26].

Other extensions, based on effective Lagrangiah [27]jgligrbreak the parallel mentioned above,
incorporate constraints imposed by chiral dynamics [12] ssme of the features of Quantum Chro-
modynamicsi[5]. but abandon renormalizability.

Some, still non-renormalizable, exploit the analogy betvthe high mass limit of the Higgs boson
[28] and -models [29] to give predictions for a strongly interactszalar sector [30].

Models with dynamical symmetry breaking are often plagued, with non-renormalizability! [31],
or with the difficult issue of flavour changing neutral cutsef82]

We followed here a different approach: preserving renomahllity and limiting the spectrum to the
one of observed particles, we chose to break the paralleidest quarks and leptons and to promote
the symmetry which exists between true asymptotic statespns (bosons) and leptons (fermions).

The misalignment between the electroweak and the chiraipgrof symmetry reflects into the one
between electroweak and flavour (or “strong”) eigenstalée. first type of eigenstates being, unlike
the secondg priori linear combinations of states of different parities andawaly differently by
charge conjugation, indirectP violation is naturally expected to occur. We have shown thistis
what happens, independently of the number of generatibgge@ter than one), through a complex
mixing matrix which now occurs at the mesonic level.

The quadruplets®;?) @ 1), isomorphic to the complex scalar doublet of the Glashol8aNeinberg
model, includes the Higgs boson and the three Goldstond®dirbken electroweak symmetry. The
Goldstone triplet being directly related to observed pssudlar mesons ( and not to “technimesons”),
those turn out to be connected to the Higgs boson by the elesfik group of symmetry. The latter
is consequently expected to play a role in electroweak deoapseudoscalar mesons. This is the
subject of a forthcoming work [33].

The problem of the cancelation of anomalies now requireghiedeptonic sector be by itself anomaly-
free, which happens, for example, if the observed A couplings are effective vertices of a more
fundamental purely vectorial theory (this has been ingastid in [34]).

The question of higher spins [35] for the mesons needs iigegiin, and also the sector of baryons.
About the last point, it is tempting to advocate for the estise of a dual sector [36] since charge
quantization is effective as soon as the custodial symniepseserved:|1,:6] and dyon-like solutions
have been exhibited in a similar model\[37]. Then the barymnsd be thought of as extended objects
(solitons) {38] which would be the strongly interacting digbf the dual sector. This is currently under
investigation.
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Appendix

A Diagonalizing eq. (26) in the basis of strong eigenstates: a choice of
D matrices.

The property is most simply verified for the “non-rotatexty 2);, U (1) group and representations
corresponding to eq; (8) and settikg= Iin (9).
A.1 N = 2(1 generation).

Trivial case:D is a number.

A.2 N = 4(2 generations).

The four2 2D matrices § symmetric and. antisymmetric) can be taken as
0 1 0 1 0 1 0 1

10 1 0 01 01
D,=¢ A;p,=2@ A;ps=2@ A;p,=2@ A (47)
01 0 1 1 0 10

A.3 N = 6(3 generations).

The nine3 3D matrices 6 symmetric and antisymmetric), can be taken as

0 1
r_g 100,
D= 2B o0 1 068;
! 3@ K’
0 0 1
0 1 0 1
2Bsm 0 0 S 2Boos 0 0 8
D—p—% 0 sin ( 2 0 C'D3=19—E 0 cos( 2 0 i
2 §@ 3 A, §@ 3 A,
2 2
0 0 sn( 5) 0 0 cos( F)
0 1 0 1
EOOl(é % OOl(é
Ds=B ;Ds=B ;
4 @OOOA,5 e OOOA,
1 0 O 1 0 O
0 1 0 1 0 1 0 1
5010§ % OlO(g, %OOOE EO OOg
Dg= ;D7 = ;Dg= ;Do = ;
6%100A78100A88001A980 OlA
0 0 O 0 0 O 0 1 O 0 1 0
(48)

where is an arbitrary phase.

13



Remark: asD ; is the only matrix with a non vanishing trac&”, 0 ) is the only neutral scalar matrix
with the same property; we take it as the Higgs boson.

Considering that it is the only scalar with a non-vanishimguum expectation value prevents the
occurrence of a hierarchy probleim [39].

This last property is tantamount, in the “quark languagetaking the same value for all condensates
hggpdzi= 1 N, in agreement with the flavour independence of “strong augons” between
fermions, supposedly at the origin of this phenomenon irtréuditional framework.

As the spectrum of mesons is, in the present model, discteuhdiom a hierarchy between quark
condensates (see section 2), it is not affected by our clodiaesingle Higgs boson.
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