arXiv:1608.05336v1 [hep-th] 18 Aug 2016

CERN-PH-TH-2016-186

Two-loop scale-invariant scalar potential

and quantum effective operators

D. M. Ghilencea®?, Z. Lalak®and P. OlszewskicH

% Theory Division, CERN, 1211 Geneva 23, Switzerland
b Theoretical Physics Department, National Institute of Physics
and Nuclear Engineering (IFIN-HH) Bucharest 077125, Romania
¢ Institute of Theoretical Physics, Faculty of Physics, University of Warsaw
ul. Pasteura 5, 02-093 Warsaw, Poland

Abstract

Spontaneous breaking of quantum scale invariance may provide a solution to the hi-
erarchy and cosmological constant problems. In a scale-invariant regularization, we
compute the two-loop potential of a higgs-like scalar ¢ in theories in which scale sym-
metry is broken only spontaneously by the dilaton (o). Its vev (o) generates the DR
subtraction scale (1 ~ (o)), which avoids the explicit scale symmetry breaking by tradi-
tional regularizations (where p=fixed scale). The two-loop potential contains effective
operators of non-polynomial nature as well as new corrections, beyond those obtained
with explicit breaking (u=fixed scale). These operators have the form: ¢®/02, ¢%/o*,
etc, which generate an infinite series of higher dimensional polynomial operators upon
expansion about (o) > (¢), where such hierarchy is arranged by one initial, classical
tuning. These operators emerge at the quantum level from evanescent interactions (x €)
between o and ¢ that vanish in d = 4 but are demanded by classical scale invariance
in d = 4 — 2¢. The Callan-Symanzik equation of the two-loop potential is respected
and the two-loop beta functions of the couplings differ from those of the same theory
regularized with p =fixed scale. Therefore the running of the couplings enables one to
distinguish between spontaneous and explicit scale symmetry breaking.
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1 Introduction

Theories with scale symmetry [I] may provide a solution to the hierarchy and cosmological
constant problems. But scale symmetry is not a symmetry of the real world, therefore it
must be broken. In this work we discuss theories with scale invariance at the classical and
quantum level that is broken only spontaneously. This is important since in a classical scale
invariant theory, quantum calculations usually break this symmetry explicitly due to the
presence of the subtraction (renormalization) scale (p1). This scale is introduced to regularize
the loop integrals, regardless of the regularization method: dimensional regularization (DR),
Pauli-Villars, etc, and its simple presence breaks explicitly this symmetry.

It is known however how to avoid this problem by using a subtraction scale that is
generated spontaneously, as the vacuum expectation value (vev) of a scalar field o [2]. This
field is the Goldstone mode of scale symmetry (dilaton) and then p = z(o), where z is a
dimensionless parameter. But before (spontaneous) scale symmetry breaking, with a field-
dependent subtraction function (o) = zo, there is no scale in the theory. One can use this
idea to compute quantum corrections to the scalar potential of a theory with a higgs-like
scalar ¢ and dilaton o and obtain a scale invariant result at one-loop [3], 4} 5 6] [7] with a flat
direction and spontaneous scale symmetry breaking. Although the result is scale invariant
at the quantum level, the couplings still run with the momentum scale [5] (6, [§[.

To illustrate some of these ideas, consider a scale invariant theory in d =4
1 1 1 1
L= 3 L, pOM o + §8M08 o—V(p,0) (1)

where ¢ is a higgs-like scalar and o is a dilaton. In such a theory V has a form
V(4,0) =o' W(e/o) (2)

In this paper we assume that we have spontaneous breaking of this symmetry, hence (o) #0.
We do not detail how ¢ acquires a vev (expected to be large (o) ~ Mpjanck) but search for
solutions with (o) #0. Then the two minimum conditions 0V/d¢=09V/do =0 become

W' (xg) = W(zo) = 0, xo = @; (o), (p) # 0. (3)

o)

At a given order n in perturbation theory, one condition, say W'(xzg) = 0, fixes the ratio
xo = (@) /(o) in terms of the (dimensionless) couplings of the theory. The second condition,
W (zo) = 0, leads to vanishing vacuum energy V ({¢), (¢)) = 0 and fixes a relation among the
couplings, corrected to that order (n) in perturbation theory from its version in the lower
perturbation order (n — 1). If these two equations have a solution zg, then the system has
a flat direction (Goldstone) in the plane (¢, o) with ¢/o = z9. Then a massless state exists

!After spontaneous breaking of scale symmetry (¢) # 0, the subtraction scale u({c)) and all other
masses/vev’s of the theory are generated, proportional to (o).



(dilaton) at this order. This is true provided that quantum corrections do not break explicitly
the scale symmetry (otherwise, eq.(2]) is not valid due to the presence of the “usual” DR
scale ). With a scale invariant regularization, it is possible to keep these properties (V = 0,
a flat direction, etc) and study spontaneously broken quantum scale invariance.

Why is this interesting? One reason is that this answers the question of Bardeen [9] on
the mass hierarchy. The Standard Model (SM) with a vanishing classical higgs mass term
is scale invariant and there is no mass hierarchy (ignoring gravity, as herdd). If quantum
calculations preserve this symmetry, via a scale invariant regularization, one can avoid a
hierarchy problem and the fine-tuning of the higgs self-coupling and keep it light relative to
the high scale (physical mass of a new state) generated by (o) # 0. One can arrange that
zo = (¢)/(0) <1 by a single classical tuning of the (ratio of the) couplings of the theory
[14]. The hierarchy m}zliggs ~ (¢)? < (0)? is maintained at one-loop [3] 4 [5, [6, [7, 14, [15]
and probably beyond it, due to the spontaneous-only scale symmetry breaking. The only
difference from the usual SM is the presence of a massless dilaton in addition to the SM
spectrum. Also, the solution z is related to the (minimum) condition V' = 0. This suggests
that in spontaneously broken quantum scale invariant theories any fine tuning is related to
vacuum energy tuning at the same order of perturbation.

With this motivation, in this paper we extend the above results. We consider a classically
scale invariant theory of ¢ and ¢ and compute at two-loop the scalar potential and the
running of the couplings, in a scale invariant regularization. We find that starting from two
loops, the running of the couplings differs from that in the same theory of ¢, o regularised
with g =constant. We show that effective non-polynomial operators like ¢®/0?, ¢%/c*, are
generated as two-loop counterterms. If expanded about the ground state, these operators
generate an infinite series of polynomial terms, showing the non-renormalizability of the
theory. The Callan-Symanzik equation of the potential is verified at two loops. The results

are useful for phenomenology, e.g. to study a scale invariant version of the SM (+dilaton).

2  One-loop potential

We first review the one-loop potential [6] [7]. Consider the classical potentiaﬂ
A 4 Am o2 90 As 4
V:E(ﬁ +T¢U +ZO'. (4)

Spontaneous scale symmetry breaking (o) # 0 demands two conditions (eq.(3])) be met:

®)? 3\
% = _)\—¢ + loops. (5)

INZ, = Ay, + loops, (A < 0), and z2

A massless (Goldstone) state exists corresponding to a flat direction ¢ = z¢ o with Vi, = 0.

With ¢ being higgs-like, scale symmetry breaking implies electroweak symmetry breaking.

2For related applications that include gravity, see for example [10, [T, 12, [13].
3 In principle one can also include higher dimensional terms like ¢®/a0?, ¢®/a?, etc, ((¢) # 0), see later.



To compute quantum corrections in d = 4 — 2¢, the scalar potential is modified to V =
1%€V to ensure dimensionless quartic couplings, with p the “usual” DR subtraction scale.
General prln(:lpleﬂ suggest that the subtraction function (o) depend on the dilaton only
[6] and generate the subtraction scale p((c)) after spontaneous scale symmetry breaking;
w(o) is then identified on dimensional grounds (using [u] = 1, [0] = (d — 2)/2). Then the

scale invariant potential in d = 4 — 2¢ and p(o) become

V(g,0) = n(0)*V(g,0),  ulo) =207, (6)

where z is an arbitrary dimensionless parametelﬁ. The one-loop result is

- dy -
i = V_i/(;l) Trln [p® — Vg + ic] (7)

Here f/ij = 82‘7/(95i88j, (i, = 1,2), s1 = ¢, so = o and similar for V;; = OQV/ﬁsiasj.
Also Vij = p? [Vij +2ep? Nij] + O(€?), where

ou oV ou oV 0 op o ..
N;; = - - ,7=12.
i=i{5, as, " os, 5 05105, s, 0s, } b ®
Then
_ 2efv, 1 a(1 L MZ(p,0)\ | 4(VijNj)
Vi = plo) {V 6472 [sgoMs ( € = co p?(o) > * 12 (o) ]} )

with an implicit sum over i, j and with ¢y = 4mwe®/2~ 72 The one-loop Lagrangian is

Ly (m) ( 0)* = Vi. (10)

Above, M? denotes the field-dependent eigenvalues of the matrix Vij. The poles in L are
cancelled by adding the counterterm Lagrangian §L; found using the expression of the M?2:

1
SLy = —6Vi = —pu(o)? {4—(ZA¢—1))\¢¢4 (ZM 1)\ ¢202+4,( ~ DAt (11)
with
Zy, = 145 (A¢+>\ /Ao).
Zn = 14— (s + Ao +4A)
Am T Uk € 1) o m)

4They demand quantum interactions between ¢ and o vanish in their classically decoupling limit A, =0.
5The parameter z plays a special role in the Callan Symanzik equation, see later.



_ 3 2 _ 2
Zy, = 1+2/<;e()‘”+)‘m/)“’)’ Kk = (4m)*. (12)

o

Zy’s are identical to their counterparts computed in the same theory regularized with

pu=constant (when scale symmetry is broken explicitly). The one-loop potential becomes

U, = V4+vW®pyln), (13)

1
W = 1S Ao [ M) 3
v 6472 s;g S(¢’U)[n 12(0) 2

1
In) — =
v T 48k [AW\m

f—z— (16X Am + 1802, = A Ao )" — (48X +25X0 ) Ay, $202 —TAZ5? | .(15)
The potential simplifies further if we use the tree-level relation () among A\s (s = ¢, m, o)
that ensures the spontaneous scale symmetry breaking. Uj is scale symmetric and a flat
direction exists also at the quantum level. Vl(l’n) is a new, finite one-loop correction, inde-
pendent of the parameter z; it contains a non-polynomial term ¢°/c? that can be Taylor-
expanded about (¢), (¢) # 0. V™ — 0 in the classical decoupling limit \,, — 0. The
Coleman-Weinberg term is also present, with 1 — p(o) and thus depends on z. This de-
pendence replaces the “traditional” dependence of V(1) on the subtraction scale in theories
regularized with p =constant. But physics should be independent of this parameter, which
means that U; must respect the Callan-Symanzik equation: dU;/dInz =0 [§].

To check the Callan-Symanzik equation, we need the beta functions of the couplings
which run with the momentum, even in scale invariant theories [5], [8]. These are computed
from the condition d(u(o)%\; Zy;)/dIn 2=0 (j: fixed), since the bare coupling is independent
of z. The result is identical to that in a theory regularized with p=constant:

Ay

) _ 3

By = g =S O3+, (16)
1 dAm 1

BY = T =~ (O + 4+ Ao (17)
1 A\ 3

B = o= (A (18)

The Callan Symanzik equation at one-loop is

m 9 0

dUl()\j,Z) o v
_< J 6)\] Z@z

T s > Ui(Nj, 2) = (9()\?), (sum over j = ¢, m,0). (19)
Eq.(13) is easily verified with the above results for the beta functions. The one-loop U; can

be used for phenomenology of a scale invariant version of the SM extended by the dilaton [6].



3 Two-loop potential

3.1 New poles in the two-loop potential

To compute the two-loop potential we use the background field expansion method about

¢, 0. We Taylor-expand V about these values

~ ~ 1~ 1~ 1 -
V(p+dp,0+d0) =V (o, O’) + Vs + §V]k SjSk + ngk $iS;Sk + ?Vijkl SiS;jSEpS;+ - (20)

where the subscripts i, 7, k,[ of VZ] denote derivatives of V wrt fields of the set {¢,0};;
with 4,7, k, 1 = 1,2. Also s1 = d¢, so = do are field fluctuations. Notice that there are new,

evanescent interactions (o €) in vertices Vwk generated by eq.(@) that impact on the loop

corrections. The two-loop diagrams are presented below. Let us first denote:

Then

V2a -

Also

and finally

2e 1

DN | .

Vo= V& + VP + V5. (21)

(R dp dq < 1~ 51
=ty st [ 550 [ Gy 27 O o (Dl

5 |01 O + 26 X2+ 200) + 0% (200, + A2 +A2)

+6% 0% (A2 Ay + 60 A2, + 10X5, + 6X% N, + AmAi)] +O(1/e). (22)

Q- sl ] o]

2e 1

€2 32k2

[¢4 (A + 2202 + A2 0,) + 0t (AA2, + 2020, + A2)

+ 2 0% (A2 + X%, + Aphs + A%,)] +0O(1/e), (23)

i dp -
()= s

M(_l)[&(whu AZ AN A2 00) 4 0t (A2 +4X3 4 AA2 N, + 303
1642 ) ¢m+ m m\o U(¢m+ m+ m0+ O')

207 (ANE A + 120602, + 3803 + 22 Am Ao + 1202 A + 4N A2) | + O(1/e).  (24)



These diagrams are computed using [I7], see also [I8]. The propagators are given by the
inverse of the matrix (D )i p25” Vw To simplify the calculation they can be re-written
as (DY) = aij/(p* — Vi) + bij/(p® — Vi), with appropriate coefficients @;; and b;; and
where f/p, Vin (Vp > Vm) denote the field-dependent masses, eigenvalues of the matrix va
1,7 = ¢,0. Note that f/@-j, \N/p, f/m, @jj, l;ij and also ‘N/ijkl, ‘N/z‘jk contain positive powers of ¢;
this is relevant for the above calculation, since they contribute to the finite and 1/e parts of
the potential. Their form is detailed in Appendix [B] and

One notices that the poles 1/e? in V;"” bie
with g =constant. This is expected for this leading singularity, but this is not true for their

are identical to those in the theory regularized

sub-leading one (1/€) or for their finite part (see later). The long expressions O(1/¢) and

O(€%) of each diagram V2a’b’c are not shown here. The sum of these diagrams gives

2e 1
v, = I ("2) ;2/12) [¢4(3A§; FANAZ 403, + A2 0) +o(BAS+ A2, +402, +422)),)
€

+ ¢2 07 (ANFAm + 1226 A%, + 380, + 20 AmAs + 1207, A5 + 4AmA§)]

plo)* 1

e 16k2

[HO8 + AN+ 208) + 01 (200, + A2, + A) (25)

+ @02 (A2 A + 6AAZ, + 10A, + 6X2 0, + A A2)| + V3 /4 V) 4 ),

Here V® and V@™ are O(e°) i.e. finite quantum corrections presented in Appendix Bl
Vzl/E = O(1/e) is a new term that contains 1/e poles not present in the theory regularized
with pg=constant; its origin is due to evanescent interactions (o< €), which “meet” 1/€2 poles,
thus giving 1/e terms. One finds

/e Hlo )* T 4 7 2 3 1o 72 2
vl = B2 [qﬁ( N+ EAo AT = 200, = SN Ao — )\¢>\ Aot T3 A Aot >\¢>\>
41 43 1 7
v ¢202(8A¢Afn 5N+ Asdn s + XA + iAmAg) (4>\3 PSR 4>\3)
¢" T\2 NIV 1o ¢°
+ 5 (- 5m+ 3AeXE — 2Admde ) — PhoXh . (26)

In addition to usual counterterms (¢, etc), notice from eq.(26) the need for non-polynomial
counterterms ¢°/c? and ¢%/0* (see also ¢%/0? in eq.([@3)). The above two-loop results
contribute to the Lagrangian (below p?, p® are wavefunction coefficients defined later)

1 Pd) . 9 Lyp? . 2
Ly = 3 <? + ﬁmte> (0,.9)° + 5 <? + ﬁmte) (Ouo)”™ = Va. (27)

A counterterm 0L9 cancels the poles in the sum Ly + Lo of eqs.([I0]), 27) up to two-loops



1 A
Sa = 2(Zo— V(0,0 + 2(Zs — V(Ou0)? — (o) { (2o, — 1226+
m 2 2 As 4 A6 ¢° g ¢
(2, = D00 + (2, = D10+ (g - VG S+ D0 - DT 5 |2 (29)
where
8¢ 180+ 89
7 - 1420 _( 1 1 _2>
Ao +/<;e K2 € e )’
Z = 1+5£+L(M+5£>
" ke K2 € e )’
I\ = 1+5_g+i(u+5_5>
’ ke K2 € e /)’
1 I/? 1 V?
ZAG = 1—|—§?; ZA8:1+§?’ (29)

where one-loop 5g , 0p", 6F can be read from eq.([2)) while the two-loop coefficients §;,
k=1,2, s = ¢,m,o, are shown in Appendix [Al They are obtained by comparing dLo
against Lo, using V3 of eq.(23]). The coefficients 7 are those of the theory regularized with
i =constant. However, there is an extra contribution from coefficients vy, s = ¢, m,0,6,8
(see Appendix [A]), that is generated by the new poles 1/e of V21/ ‘. This new contribution
brings a correction to the two-loop beta functions of our theory, see later.

One can also show that the two-loop-corrected wavefunction coefficients have expressions

similar to those in the theory regularised with p =constant:

¢ 1
p é 2 2
Zy = 14— =——(A; + 3\
® + K:QE’ p 24 ( ¢ + m)a
p° o Lo 2
One often uses the notation vy = —2p%/k? and 7, = —2p° /k? for the anomalous dimensions.

3.2 Two-loop beta functions

With the above information, one obtains the two-loop beta functions. To this purpose, one

uses that the “bare” couplings )\f below are independent of the parameter z:
A = o) N 2, 2,7

o = (o) An 2, 25 2,

Ao = pw0)* A 2y, 257,

A = w(0)* N6 Zag Zg 25, (31)



We thus demand that (d/dInz)A\8 =0, k = ¢, m,,6,8 H Taking the logarithm of the first

expression in (3I]) and then the derivative with respect to In z, one obtains

5)\¢ 4 Z 5}\

~In {ZAd)qu } =0 (32)
¢ j=¢,m,o

Jdl

and similar expressions for the other couplings. Using the form of Z’s, one finds

o ¢ o] 2) 1)
d (5 +51+1/1 p ) (33)

By, :—26)\¢+2)\¢J % Aj = y >

One easily obtains similar relations for 8y, and (), (for 5y, just replace the sub-/super-
script ¢ — o). The difference in these beta functions from those in the same theory but
regularized with ¢ =constant is the presence of a new contribution: l/f (", v{, respectively),
that we identified in eqs.(29]). Eq.([33]) is solved with particular attention to the e-dependent

terms, to find at two-loop:

3 1,17 >
= S(AZ 4+ A2 A3+ BAGNZ, + 1203 (2)
B —OAG +A0) = 5 (G 5AsA, T 1200) + 5
1 m n
Brn = —(Ag+ 4 + Ag) A — 2—2(5A%¢ + 36X g Am + 54A2, + 367 Ao + 5AZ) + B,
K K m
3 1 17 o
B = S0+ A2) = (1235 + 500 + 2 4) + 80", (34)
The “new” terms 5/(\2,71) on the rhs are
2,n) 2 2 2 2
5§¢ = %2 [N2,(240m — TAo) + Ag(— 1472, + 16A0 A0 — 3A2) + A3 (=80X, + 6X,)] ,
BN = —% (487 Am + 6ApAg + 123X2, + 86\ Ay + 3A2),
(2n) 1 3 2 3
By, = ~3,3 (48X, +4X5, A0 +21X7),
Co) Ly Ty — 140, £ A
5 - 4—112 o) m( ¢ — m + 0)7
(2.n) 1 2
B = g Mm (35)

Here ﬁ)\ ) that appears for each A\ at two-loop is the mentioned correction, that is missed if
this theory is regularized with p =constant, when one breaks explicitly the scale symmetry.

Notice that Ag g also run in this order in the scale invariant theory.

6 We also include the effect of wavefunction renormalization of the subtraction function which demands

replacing: p(o) = zo'/179 - 2 (Z;/2 0)/1=9); however, this brings no correction in this order.



We conclude that from the two-loop running of the couplings, encoded by the beta func-
tions, one can distinguish between the theory with (spontaneously broken) scale symmetry
at quantum level and that in which this symmetry is broken explicitly by quantum correc-
tions (with p =constant). There is a simple way to understand this difference: the theory
regularized with g =constant, and two fields ¢, ¢ is renormalizable while our model, scale
invariant at quantum level, is non-renormalizable. This is due to the scale-invariant non-
polynomial terms of type ¢%/02, ¢®/0* generated at one- and two-loop leveﬂ. This justifies
the different beta functions in the two approaches starting from the two-loop level. This is

an interesting result of the paper.

3.3 Two-loop potential after renormalization

Finally, we present the two-loop potential U after renormalization. It has the form

U=y +v® 4 yln y@ 4y (36)
=U;

where Uj is the one-loop result of ([I3). V) is a two-loop correction identical to that

obtained in the theory regularized with p =constant (up to replacing p — z o), while Vv (2n)

are new two-loop terms that involve derivatives of p(o) wrt o (similar to one-loop V(l’n))ﬁ

2,n)

The long expressions of V(2| V2™ are given in Appendix Bl eq.(B=5). U contains new,

non-polynomial effective operators, such as ¢%/0? and ¢%/0*, etc:
3 3
G 98 5N ¢

_ LA 37
576 k2 o4 24/4202+ (37)

All non-polynomial terms present in the potential can be expanded about the ground state
¢=()+dp, o=(0)+do (38)

where ¢ and do represent fluctuations about the ground state. Then each non-polynomial

operator becomes an infinite series expansion about the point (¢)/(c). For example

# ${OF () 20 06 N 2o 300"
oz = (19 + 90" 175 <1+<¢>+<¢>2+ ) (1 o T T

(39)
and similarly for the operator ¢%/c% in U, etc. Although we did not present the ground state
of the one-loop potential, this is known to satisfy the relation [6]: (¢)?/(c)? = =3\ /Ao (1+
loop-corrections) [6]. Using this information in eq.(39) and ([31), one sees that in the classical
decoupling limit A, — 0, the non-polynomial operators of (37)) do vanish.

” This non-renormalizability argument is different from that in [4] which does not apply here, see [6].
8See [T9] for further discussion on the Goldstone modes contributions to the potential.



It is important to stress that only operators of the form ¢?"*4 /52" n > 1 were generated
in the two-loop potential, but no operator like ¢?"*4/¢?" n > 1 is present. This is due to
the way the subtraction function enters in the loop corrections, via derivatives wrt o of (o )¢
which are suppressed by positive powers of p(o). This means that all higher dimensional
operators are ultimately suppressed by (large) (o) and not proportional to it. This is
welcome for the hierarchy problem, since such terms could otherwise lead to corrections
to the higgs mass of the type )\‘35<O'>2 requiring tuning the higgs self-coupling Ay, and thus
re-introducing the hierarchy problem. This problem is avoided at least at one-loop [3], [6].

4 Two-loop Callan-Symanzik for the potential

A good check of our two-loop scale-invariant potential is the Callan-Symanzik equation, in
its version for scale invariant theories [8]. This equation states the independence of the
two-loop potential of the subtraction (dimensionless) parameter z; this parameter fixes the

subtraction scale to z(o), after spontaneous scale symmetry breaking. The equation is

dU(Nz) (0 0 0 0 B
A —< i Ve o, ¢’Y¢a—¢—0%—a—a)U(A72’)—Oa (40)

0z
where the j-summation runs over A\j = Ag, Apm; Ag, Ag, As. Eq.(@0) can be re-written as a set
of equations at a given order of \’s (or number of loops). To help one trace the difference
between our scale-invariant result and that of the same theory but with u =constant, below

we use for U the decomposition given in eq.(B0) while for the beta functions we write
By, = B +8Y + 0. (41)

The terms in the beta function correspond to 1-loop (5/(\1)), 2-loop-only (ﬁg\z)) and 2-loop-new
parts (ﬁ§\2’n)). Then, with the two-loop anomalous dimensions vy, 7, defined after eq.(30),
a careful analysis shows that eq.(d0]) splits into

it
8811/;2: <5A2)aa>\ %‘75 By 70083>V+51> ag//\(j) =0 ()
A

where V includes the new terms (\g/6) ¢®/0? + (A\s/8) ¢® /0. We checked that these equa-

10



tions are respected. Eqs.([d2]), [@4) express the usual Callan-Symanzik equation (of the
theory with p =constant), whereas ([d3)) and (@3] constitute a new part, which is nonzero
only when p = u(o). Eq.([3]) is obvious and hardly revealing. But checking eq.(d5]) is more
difficult. For this one also needs to take account of the “new” corrections to two-loop beta
functions of ¢ g, see eq.(B]) and also the z-dependent part of V@) which we write below

1 _ _
2n)  _ 2 2 3 2 2 4
y@n) — 02 .3 [mv,, + 1an] [( — 144XZN, — T1IAGAZ, — 168A3, + 9NN, — 40AZ \,) ¢

— (192ApA2, + TO5AD, + 3TAsAmAs + 368A2, Ao + 106X, A2 ) %0

6
— (48X3, + 4602 A + 6303) 0! + (18AZAm — 24X A7, + 3AD, + 3AsAm o) %
8 — A
+ 3)\45)\72” F} + z-independent terms, where InA =In m —1. (46)

where v = 0.5772..... Here V), and V;, are field dependent eigenvalues of the matrix of
second derivatives V;; wrt 7,5 = ¢,0 of the tree level potential. Given this, the Callan-

Symanzik equation of the potential is verified at the two-loop level.

5 Conclusions

Quantum scale invariance with spontaneous breaking may provide a solution to the cosmo-
logical constant and the hierarchy problem. The “traditional” method for loop calculations
breaks explicitly classical scale symmetry of a theory due to the regularization which intro-
duces a subtraction scale (DR scale, cut-off, Pauli-Villars scale). However, it is known how
to perform quantum calculations in a manifestly scale invariant way: the subtraction scale
is replaced by a subtraction function of the field(s) (dilaton ¢) which when acquiring a vev
spontaneously, generates this scale p((o)) = z(o). The Goldstone mode of this symmetry is
the dilaton field which remains a flat direction of the quantum scale-invariant potential.
Starting with a classically scale-invariant action, we computed the two-loop scalar po-
tential of ¢ (higgs-like) and o in a scale invariant regularization. The one- and two-loop
potential are scale invariant and contain new terms beyond the usual corrections obtained
for p =constant (Coleman-Weinberg, etc), due to field derivatives of p(o). They also con-
tain interesting effective non-polynomial operators ¢°/o0% and ¢8/0*, etc, allowed by scale
symmetry, showing that such theories are non-renormalizable. These operators can be ex-
panded about the non-zero (¢) and (o), to obtain an infinite series of effective polynomial
ones, suppressed by (o) > (¢) (such hierarchy can be enforced by one initial, classical tuning
of the couplings). The non-polynomial operators emerge from evanescent interactions (o €)
between ¢ and ¢ that vanish in d = 4 but are demanded by scale invariance in d = 4 — 2e.
Previous works also showed that the higgs mass is stable against quantum corrections at
one-loop mé < (o), which may remain true beyond it if only spontaneous scale symmetry

breaking is present.
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We checked the consistency of the two-loop scale invariant potential by showing that it
satisfies the Callan-Symanzik equation in its scale-invariant formulation. To this purpose
we computed the two-loop beta functions of the couplings of the theory. While one-loop
beta functions are exactly those of the same theory of ¢, o regularized with p=constant, the
two-loop beta functions differ from those of the theory regularized with explicit breaking of
scale symmetry (@ =constant). In conclusion, the running of the couplings enables one to
distinguish between spontaneous and explicit breaking of quantum scale symmetry of the

action.

Appendix:

A Coefficients of the counterterms

Assuming A\, = 0, n > 6 at tree-level, the coefficients of eqs.(29), (33)) are:

5o = -3 AL+ AL +2A§" (A-1)
L2 Ao
1
g = Z(A3¢+6>\¢>\ + 1002, 4+ 6An o + AZ) (A-2)
o 3 )‘%n 2 2
Yy = 3 2—)\ + A5+ AL (A-3)
1 fn 2 2
o= g _)\ (240 — TAy) — (142, — 16A0 A0 + 302) — Ap(80A,, — 6X,)|  (A-4)
. 1
vt = =5z (12832 4+ 86AmAs + 302 + 6Ao(8Am + X)) (A-5)
. 1
W= - (4803, + 4N2 N, + 2103) (A-6)
1 ApA
6 _ L ¢ \m o -
A= (TAg — 14\ + A) (A-7)
1 ApA2
8 P \m
= — A—
S 8 A (A-8)
)\2
8 = S 3A2 +4NZ + (4, + Ay) (A-9)
4 Ag
1
o5 = 7 (273 + 6ApAm + Agho + 19N, + 6 Ao + 222) (A-10)
" 3[A2, 2 2
0 = [T +4An) + AN +3A7] (A-11)
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B The finite part of the two-loop potential

We provide here the finite part of the two-loop potential, V() + V2™ of eq.([2H), (36).
This is rather long, we thus use a simplified notation. The propagators are found from:

(5;;)@']‘ = p25,~j — 17” To simplify the calculation it helps to write them as

=1y, ] S
(D )Z]_pz_";}) +p2—‘7m7 bij = dij — aij
- v, — V - vV, -V, Vi
A1 = by = L2 Gy =by=1—ay =21 G =dy = —, (B-1)
‘/p_ m ‘/p_ m V;)_Vm

where Y7p, Vi are the field-dependent eigenvalues of matrix Yzj = 3217/8si88j, i, =
1,2; s1 = ¢, 80 = 0, and V= w(0)?¢V where V is the tree level potential in d = 4. We in-
troduce the following coefficients (without ~) of the Taylor expansions in € (see Appendix|[C]

for their values in terms of the couplings and fields):

dij = Q5 + Ga%j + 62 a?j + 0(63), bij - 5@‘ — Qjj, bilj = —allj, b?j = —a?j
Vijk... = 11(0)* [vijk.. + €uij... + € wijp.. + O(e) ], where:
~ 'V 'V
V. = — Wpip,. = —————, 4,5, k,...=1,2; S1=0, S90=
ijk... 882‘({98j68k 0 ijk... aSiaSjask 0 y I s ) 4 1 ¢7 2=0,

Vo = () Vy[l+cye+cie+0O(e?)]
Vi = w(0)* Vi [L+ ¢l e+ €+ O(e?)]. (B-2)
Here V), and V},, are the field-dependent eigenvalues of the matrix V;; of the-tree level V:
Vp = 1/2[‘/11 + Voo + [(Vi1 — Vao)? + 4V122] 1/2] (B-3)

with V;,, of similar expression but with — in front of the square root. V), and V,,, should not

be confused with derivatives V; of the potential. We also use the notation

MA=In 2 1

T t=dme " (B-4)
zo

Then V@ and V&) of eq.(29), B4) are shown below. V@) is that of the theory regularized

with p =constant, while V(3 is a new correction. They are sums of the diagrams of eq.(22)
v = Vs'oid + Vaoid + Vaoia

VEN = VL Ve,V (B-5)

where a,b,c, label the sunset (a), snowman (b), counterterm (c) diagrams, respectively.

13



Then, in terms of the above coefficients, one finds for the sunset diagram (a):

V2a -

1

and

a
Valotd

Ypm

Liz(€)

1

4k?

{ [Uz‘jwlmn + 5

1
_uijkulmn} [Voair + Vinbit] [ajm + bjm] [arn + bran)

VijkUlmn [(Vp [au(l—2EVm+cIl)) + aill] + Vi [bu(l—ZEVm—i—c}n) + bill]) (ajm—i—bjm)

1
Q[Vpail + Vmbil] [ajlm + b}m]] [a;m + b]m] + VijkVimn [5 (V [azl(02 —c ) + allc

QH‘/I,(CLZ‘ZCII) + (Iill)] + Vi [bil(cm

(V a;lc [

Ch) + bk, = 2V (bach, + 03] ) (ajm + bjm)

— 2MV,] + Vinbia[eh, — 210Vin] ) (@b + D) | [t + brn]

VijkVimn [Vp (bil [2 Jlma,m + ajmb;m + a]mb/m + 2a]mb,m] + a; [3 ]makn + 4a]nb/m

2bjmbllcn + 4a}m(bkn + bl&:n) + 2bjmbin] + Qi1 Ajm [3(0,]1?” + azn) + Q(blzm + bin)])

Vi (a“ (26,08 + Boattin + B + 2040k, ]+ big [3b),0h, + 462 + 2amak,

D@+ 1hy) + 20m0d, ] + bibjm [3(0hy + Vo) + 2ak, + )] | | (B-6)

2 i Vi + Va0 Vi b + 5 [Vt — Vi) (127,

1
Ak A2

[‘/pailm% + Vmbllmvm] [ajm + bjm] [akn + bkn]

3 2
[Vpau + Vmbu] [ajm + bjm] [akn + bkn] [5 + %}
1 1
[ 2ail(1>p,m - §bilq)m,p) + Vm (Qbilq)m,p - §ailq)p,m)} ajmbkn
% [ Vit jmain + Vinbitbjmbin | C}

N R R |

4 13’;;7” Cly (arcsin ypm) ,

Vm/V},, Tlpm = (1 - 1/ypm)1/27 C= _2\/§C12 (7(/3) =

U oIn(1 — &t) B 0
_/0 ar=—=, 012(9)_—/0 dfIn

14

.0
281115‘.

Uzgkvlmn{ [Vpazlmvp + Vb va] [ajmalmBVp + bjmblmBVm]

— Vi | ajmbin

(B-7)

Ypm > 1
(B-8)
1>ypm =20

3.5 (B-9)

(B-10)



Further, for the snowman diagram (b):

1
VQb’n = ey a3 {wmkl (a”V + b” Vv, ) (alep + by Vm) — 2uijkl [(a,‘jvp + b,‘j Vm)

X

<akl VoIV, + by Vi TV — [(agicpr + aly) Vi + (bracpr + bly) Vm])]

20451 [2 aij (gt cpr + agy) Vi InVy + 2bi; (br ¢y + byy) Vi InVi,

+ [aij (b e + i) + bij (ari cpr + agg) ] Vi Vi 0V, + Vi) = (a45Vy + bij Vi)
X <[akl (cp2 = ep1) + aggept + ajy] Vo + [br (emz — em1) + bygem + b Vm)

[(asjept + aij)Vp + (bijemn + bij)Vin] [(aricy + ag)Vy + (bricm1 + b}d)vm]} }a(B-ll)

|
DO =

where i, j,k,l = 1,2. Also
b 1 7w’ — 0 12
Vooua = Sk QUZ]k'l{ [V};az‘j + Vmbij] [‘/pak;l + Vmbkz] 1+ 5 + VpVinaijb [an}, - anm]
+ 2[Vpay IV, + Vinbi Vi | [ VoarInV, + Vinbg Vi, | } (B-12)

For the final “counter-term” diagram (c) we need to introduce the coefficients dv;;, duj,

dw;; whose values will be presented shortly (Appendix C). From eq.(ITl)

_ 1 25 6 Mg 2 2 Ao 4
= — [50 gt + oy —¢ 460 a], then
1
(5‘/1)1] = gpzf{évw%—e&ulj—l—ezéwﬁ}, (B—13)

where (6V4);; = 8%(6V1)/0s:0s;, i, = 1,2, s1,82 = ¢,0. With this notation, we find for

diagram (c):

1 _
VQC’n = 2—/12{511)1']' [aij‘/}, + bz‘jvm} + 5u,‘j [V}, (a,‘j [cll) — an;,] + ailj)

- Vin(bigleh, — TVoa] -+ bly) | = 8uig [ VIV (aisep + aly) + Vil (bige, + bl)

— Vy(ayep + [al; — aley + ) = Via(biych, + by = bglel, +03) |} (B-14)
and
1 — 2 - 2
VQC,old = mévzj [V},alj (1112‘/}, + 1+ %) + Vmbl] (anVm + 14 % )] . (B—15)
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C Coefflicients entering the two-loop potential

Below we provide the expressions of the various coefficients introduced in the rhs of eq.(B=2)),
(B-13) and used in Appendix[Bl The coefficients v;jxi, vij are functions of A’s and fields

V1111
V1112
V1122

V1222

V2222

and

U111
V112
V122

V222

Uil Wil
Uitz wWiii2
Uriz2 w1122
U1222 W1222
U2222  W2222
Uil Wil
Uiz wWii2
Ui22 wWi22
U222  W222

Aoh 0 0
Amo AL+ oA AL+ Ao
Am Bt — A, XD + BAno

4 2 4 2
Ao ENE + BAo+ 0L —ING + U0+, ]
C

Further, coefficients dv;j, du;; and dw;; of eq.(B=13)) are

5U11

5U12

5U12

(52)22

5UQ2

5’(022

1
4K

[B(A+22) &+ A (Mg +4Am + Ao) 0%] |, Gurr = dwip =0

1
= = g+ 4Am + Ay) b0

2K

1
= dwiy = - [(AZ+A%) 8% + A (Mg + 4Am + Ag) 07

452
1
8k2
1
8k2

o2

o2

SHRSS

(402, 4+ Apdm + AmAo) 6 +3 (A2, +22) 7]

1

1

2 1

: 1
The coefficients ¢, ¢, ¢, 1,

1
Voch
Vin c}n

[()\i + A%n) ¢4 + 10>\m ()\¢ + 4)\m —|— )\J) ¢20'2 _|_ 9 ()\g + )\%n) 0_4]

2

11 [ —Ap¢* + 18X %02 + Thyo* + R,

2402 | —Xyo* + 1800202 + TA,0* — R,

16

[\, 0 0

0 2252 2052

¢ ¢
- )\m 3)\m - )\d)? )\d)? + 5)‘771
3 3
0 3%+ 22m 8 8Am% — 5As s
4 2 4 2

Ao AN E BN -G G 100 - 200 |

(C-1)

(C-2)

[— (A2 +A2) ¢ + 6Am (g + 4An + Ao) @20 + T (A2 +A2) 0] (C-7)

(C-8)

¢y, also V), and V;, introduced in eq.(B=2)) have the expressions:

(C-9)



where

Ry = 52 [A¢ (Mg = Am) 0% + (150 — ApAy + 18X2)) ¢0”
+ (=TAshe + T8AZ, + 25MmA0) 620 + Ay (= A + Ao) 06] (C-10)
and
1
82 = 7| (o = An)? 6" +2 (\gdm + TAZ = Apdo + Amdo) 6202 + O — Ar)* 0, (C-11)

while V,,, and V,, (see also (B=3))) are

Vo | 1] Qo+ An) a4+ (A + Am) 6° +25 (C.12)
Vin | 4| Ao +2Am) 0%+ (Ag + Am) 9% — 28
For ¢, ¢z, (with the above V,, and V,):
oz | 11| Asd! 430000707 + 9X,0" + Ry 19
VincZ, | 2402 | Agd* + 3000202 + 9N\,0* — Ry
where
1 2 4,10 3 2 2 3 4.8 3
Ry = o (020100 (130 + 270,02, — 390300 +3X3,) +06% (= 230,0

+ 3AGAZ [BAs + 16Xg] 4 BAZ A, [6A5 4+ 25M5] — 42305 A%, + 90X,

+ 0090 (A AZ [TAe — 27Ag] + 3X3, (99X, + 151Ag] + AgAZ, 553Ny — 615),]

Ao AsAm [9Ns + 65X5] +2034X%)) + 0% (BA2 g (Ao + 27Ng] + A2, [6410, + 261\ 4]
+ AcAL, [3510; — 521Mg] — Ao ApAm [361X, + 81Ms] + 3438A1 ) + 0100 (— 81AI N4
AL [292X — 81Ag] + 9AZN, [19A5 + 180s] — 609X, A2, + 342)7)

— 27020, A — AP ] (C-14)

Finally, a;;, ailj, a?j, bij, b”, bZZJ introduced in (B-=2) and used in Appendix [Bl have the values
a1 = 1—ag9 = b22 =1- b11 = — —|— —[)\¢¢ —|—)\ ( ¢2 —|—0'2) — )\00'2] (C—15)

Am® o
S

a2 = a9 = —bia = —by = (C-16)



1 1 1 1 >‘m¢2 4
aj; = —ayp = —by; =by = 693 [)Vb( - 2)‘¢ + 3)‘m)¢

+2(Aphe — Ahphm — 612, ) %02 — (602, + AmAU)a4] (C-17)

with S of eq.(CII)). Also

¢
24083

+ "7 (—AXAL + BApAm [Ao + 20] + ApAn, — 12X3)

1

(112 = (]él = —b%Q = —b%l = |:¢6>\¢ (2)\3) - 5)\¢>\m + 3)\7271)

+ @70t (2020 + A2, [14X — 13Xs] — NG Ap A + 6A2,)

A (A2 = BA A + 6X2,) |. (C-18)
Further
2
aj; = —ajy = —bj =bjy = 288‘37255{&0 AL (= 4NS = BIAGAY, 4 20A5 A + 15)3)

+ @0 [12AUA§; + Ao [B1As 4 180Ag] — 20A3 A, [2X5 + 3Ag] + BAGAD, — 192%}
+ 2454 [ — 620 4 ApAE, [440 — 1630,] — A2NZ, [19), + 132))]

+ 20, A2\, [BA, + 280g] + 45070, + 144A;”n] — 2¢t6® [ — 20302 4+ AL [270)

= 96As] + ApAY, [2360 — 463X] + AgAgAs, [T1Ag — 118)g] + 2202 A0\, + 1008)\%]

+ 2% Am [— SAEN, + 1223 290, — 310g] + Ao AZ, [184)4 — 1170, ] 4+ 4902 A\,

- 468A§L] + 010802, (= 723 + 167,02, + 27220, — 36)3)) } (C-19)
Finally
2 = g2 = b, = b2, = ¢ 1202 (30— 20) (A — Ao)?
aip = a21——12——21——m - ¢( m ¢>)(m_ ¢>)

+ 2020005 (= 3A% [Ao + 20g] — ApAZ, [AAs 4 99Xg] + AZAm [TAo + 57Ny

+ 22023 4+ 30A7, ) + 0185 (20 A3 [BAs + 17A] + ApAD, [160A, + 301M4]

+ 20307 (28X + 23TAg] — AJAm [184Xs Xy + TAZ 4 84A3] — 97205, — T2X0)
+20%¢° (= A2AS (Ao + 15Xg] — 6, [TAs — 68)g] + AgAD, [379Ag — 651),]

FAAm [“BAAG + TINZ = 108XZ] + AcAZAm [13A5 + 75Ag] + 1116X7,)
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+ Bt (6AINS + 125, [92X6 + 45X4] + AJ, [540A, g + 5INS — 26477 ]
—6AeAp Az, [91N; — A1) + AZAp A, [4405 — 3TAg] + 324)0,)

+ 201092 (AINg 4+ 6X%, [310, — 13)g] + Ao A2, [89), — 103),]
FAZAZ, [410g + 8Ag] — 2002 A s\ + 7205

+am@MMM_%fpuﬁ+m%M+%ﬁﬂ, (C-20)

which enter in the expression of the two-loop potential.
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