NEW FORMULATION OF
ELECTROWEAK MODELS

APPLICABLE BEYOND
PERTURBATION THEORY.

A.A. Slavhov
Steklov Mathematical Institute
and

Moscow State University



Equivalence theorems (A.A.S., 1991): Path integral representation for
the scattering matrix

s = [expli [ L(p)de}du(@);  limieoop(®) = Goutin(x) (1)

Let us make the change of variables depending on the time derivatives
of the field:

e — @ (o, $) (2)

If the change (2) does not change the asymptotic conditions, then the
only effect of such transformation is the appearance of a nontrivial
jacobian

Lp) = L&) = Llp(e)] + 235 (3)

Unitarity?



The new Lagrangian is invariant with respect to
the supertransformations

Sl = cqe
oL
5Ca = O, 55@ = (Spl)g (4)
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On mass shell these transformations are nilpotent and generate a
conserved charge @. In this case there exists an invariant subspace of
states annihilated by @), which has a semidefinite norm. For asymptotic
space this condition reduces to

Qol¢ >as=0 (5)

T he scattering matrix is unitary in the subspace which contains only
excitations of the original theory. However the theories described by
the L and the L are different, and only expectation values of the
gauge invariant operators coincide.



Using this method one can construct a renormalizable formulation of
nonabelian gauge theories free of the Gribov ambiguity.
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To deal with gauge theories one should impose a gauge condition.

Differential gauge conditions: L(Ay,,¢) = 0 — Gribov ambiguity.

Algebraic gauge conditions: E(Aﬂ,gp) — 0 — absence of the manifest
Lorentz invariance and other problems.



Coulomb gauge

8;A; = 0
AL = (A%,
Aol 4 ige®©d;(Aba) =0 (6)

T his equation has nontrivial solutions decreasing at spatial infinity— Gribov
ambiguity. Any differential gauge does not choose a unique representative
in the class of gauge equivalent fields!

In perturbation theory the only solution is « = 0. A problem of
unambiguos quantization of nonabelian gauge theories beyond
perturbation theory remains unsolved.



Weinberg-Salam model
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where

p(x) = (p1(2), p2(x)) = V27 1(iB1 + Ba,0 —iBz +v2u)  (8)

In perturbation theory all predictions fit the experiment very well.



However there are certain questions to be answered
1. Where is the Higgs meson? (LHC).
2. Is the model valid beyond perturbation theory?

3. Is it possible to derive the Weinberg-Salam model from some grand-
unified model?

4. Quantization of the Weinberg-Salam model beyond the perturbation
theory?



SU(2) Higgs-Kibble model

L = —1/4F},Ff, + (Dup)* (Dug) — N(¢"p — %) (9)
Gauge ransformations:
5AZ = Oun® + gea’bCAZ <
§B* = p/2n* + %5ab0anc + gana’.labem (10)

Unitary gauge B% = 0 The spectrum: Three components of the
massive vector field A?. One scalar field (Higgs meson) o.

Unitarity is obvious, but there is no renormalizability.



Renormalizable gauges: 8MAfL = 0.
The spectrum:

A?,o, unphysical components of A}, Faddeev-Popov ghosts c%,c,
Goldstone bosons B¢.

T he unitarity in the physical subspace should be proven!

Nonunigueness of the gauge fixing does not allow to do that beyond
perturbation theory.



An alternative formulation of the Higgs-Kibble model.

1 _ _
L= _ZFISI/F/%I/ + (D,USO_I_)*(DMSO ) + (DMSO )*(DMSO_I_)
+ (D) *(Dup) — (9o — p?)?
—[(Dpb)*(Dpe) + (Dpe)*(Dud)] (11)
Here the field ¢ is the complex doublet describing the Higgs meson,

and the fields goi are new auxiliary fields. The fields b, e have a similar
structure, but correspond to the anticommuting fields. The shift

o () = (x) —m; () - o(x) — @ (12)
where m and p are the coordinate-independent condensates
m = (0,m/g); pi=(0,u/g) (13)

generates the mass term for the vector field.



The new Lagrangian describing the massive vector field is

I = iF Fa, + (Dpet) (Dugp™) + (D™ )* (D)

—[(Duep™)*(Dyin) + (D) Dy ™|
—[(Dpb)*(Dpe) + (Due)* (Dub)] + (Dug)™ (Duep)
—[(Dpe)*(Dpp) + (Dpji)* (Dpep)]
+(Dui)*(Dpi) — X[ — )*(p — i) — 17 (14)
After the shift both the fields ¢ and ¢_ become the gauge fields:

abc b77+ 90

dp? = mn* —|—
g
5<,0a:,LL77a+ abc bnc_l_ 0 a (15)

A gauge condition may be |mposed on the flelds Al % ol



We choose the gauge ©* = 0 This is an algebraic gauge, which is

manifestly Lorentz invariant and, as we shall see, renormalizable.

To get rid off the ambiguity completely we introduce new variables

0 2m gh

p_ = 7(@(0{ —1); ©2=Mge
pt =M ) = MES
e= M"1e; b= N5 (16)
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M = 1—|—ig09 =exp{g (17)
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At the surface ¢% = 0, the equation (&%) = 0, implies n¢ = 0.

No ambiguity!



The effective Lagrangian in the gauge 9% = 0:
I=_2ptpa 4919,59 — 9 8,h8,he0
— 4" MV Y phouw 4 om ptouney4
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2
mg ~ ~ I
+CALPY + 90uhAGGY + ALAL + ue0u AL+ ... (18)
The mixed term may be eliminated by the change of variables
~ ~ M
PL — PL — Esoa (19)

The divergency index of a diagram with L4 external lines of the field
d:

n:4_2LO_2L¢G_LA_Le_Lb_Lh_LB_LO‘ (20)
YL +

The model is explicitly renormalizable!



Unitarity.

The model includes many unphysical (ghost) fieIdS:go?f_, (=0,1,2,3,), h,
e*(B*)(a = 1,2,3),e%, b% Aj. The unitarity in the physical subspace,
including only AY,o should be proven.

The Lagrangian L was invariant with respect to the supersymmetry
transformaions:

dp? = —b“

a=0,1,2 3. (21)



The nonrenormalized effective action in the gauge ¢ = 0 is invariant
with respect to simultaneous BRST -transformations and the transformations
induced by the supersymmetry (eq.21). It may be written in the form:

A= / (T 4+ A9GE + me@c? + 598 dx (22)

Integrating over c,c we get the effective action invariant with respect
to the BRST transformation and supersymmetry transformation induced
by (21)after the change ¢* = b%/m. This action is also invariant
with respect to the global SU(2) transformations of the variables

AZ? @ﬁ—? é? 57 SO

This symmetries are sufficient to guarantee the gauge invariance of
the renormalized action and unitarity of the theory described by this
action.



The "new BRST transformations"look as follows:
JAL = %(DME)“; Sh = —5°

chp
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Two new counterterms compatible with the symmetry (23) and residual
global SU(2) invariance arise:

a/d4:r; K%r + —"a 3+ —(éobo + é%a)>2
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Here o« and (@ are arbitrary constants. This new terms do not involve
the derivatives and therefore do not change the structure of the
nilpotent charge (). This invariance provides the unitarity of the S-
matrix in the space including only physical states Af},a



Now we show that the renormalized action possesses the same symmetry
as the unrenormalized one up to renormalization of the parameters
and a redefinition of the fields.

Let ' is the generating functional for the vertex functions and O
the similar functional for the tree diagrams, including apart from the
classical effective action also variation of the fields & connected with
the antifields ®*.

The invariance with respect to the "new BRST transformations'"may
be expressed as the ST-identity for the I

o s or
S(r) = /d w%}&b*(af;)&b(x) —0. (26)




If an invariant regularization of our theory exists, the effective action
[, including all the counterterms, satisfies the same equation

S(FH) =0 (27)

The most general solution of this equation compatible with the degree
of divergency and the residual SU(2) invariance is obtained from °
by the following redefinition of the parameters:

A
g/=Zgga m/:meO/:Z—;O{,
A
B=-"5 3 N=2z) (28)

" ZgZm



The fields must be also redefined:

& =218, U =2mb, AL =2A% K = ZnZ3h,
/ /
¥ = 2107, % = 219%,

1 0 _
FY = Z43% + Z50AY + Zo—Ouh AWM + Z7 (25 — &0 — W)
m
o/ _ 1 1 %0 & —ar
79 = Zg@d + Zo—Uh + Zloﬁauhc’?“h + Z11A% 4+ Z15(E%° + &%)
+22| (w0 + 1)? + 05 — 1. (29)

The functional [[¢’,m/,d/, 5, N, ®'] =
MO1Zy9, Zmm, Za/Zg o, Zg | ZgZmB, ZyX, P'] is the most general solution
of the equation (27)compatible with the power counting.



Conclusion

1.A unique covariant quantization of the Higgs-Kibble (Weinberg-
Salam) model beyond the perturbation theory is possible.

The model is renormalizable in the ambiguity free Lorentz invariant
gauge.

The necessary counterterms preserve the symmetries, which provide
the unitarity of the renormalized theory and preserve the gauge invariance.
However a redefinition of the parameters and the fields is needed.

The crucial role for all this consruction must be played by the nonperturbative
calculations.



