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The structure of effective potential surface of the Nambu−Jona-Lasinio ( NJL ) model with right-
left asymmetric Majorana mass terms ( corresponds to the single-flavor type-II seesaw situation of
neutrino ) is investigated. After the dynamical generation of Dirac mass, two collective modes appear
similar to the case of ordinary NJL model, and the phase mode ( phason ), which corresponds to
majoron or pion at vanishing Majorana mass parameter(s), has an excitation mass. The mechanism
of generation of phason as a pseudo Nambu-Goldstone boson is examined by a mathematical manner,
summarized into a theorem. The mass of phason is also evaluated in a supersymmetric version of
the NJL-type model, and phason mass takes the order of that of axion commonly accepted today.
An SU(2c)-gauge model is constructed for the context of neutrino seesaw mechanism, and the
Schwinger-Dyson equation of dynamical mass functions is examined. Several physical implications
such as decay modes of phason, a non-linear sigma model for phason are given. It is proposed
that the method/result of this paper can be applied to an understanding on the origion of the
Kobayashi-Maskawa matrix.

PACS numbers: 12.60.-i,12.60.Rc,14.60.Pq,14.60.St,14.80.Mz

Lange lieb ich dich schon, möchte dich, mir zu Lust, ... ( Friedrich Hölderlin, ”Heidelberg” )

Zwei Dinge erfüllen das Gemüt mit immer neuer und zunehmender Bewunderung und Ehrfurcht, je öfter und

anhaltender sich das Nachdenken damit beschäftigt: Der bestirnte Himmel über mir, und das moralische Gesetz in

mir. ( I. Kant, Kritik der praktischen Vernunft (1788) )

I. INTRODUCTION

In spite of non-renormalizability, four-fermion interaction models [1,3,8,9,15,17,20,26,30,34,53,62,63,64,70,77,78,92,]
[96,100,101,109,110,114,115,116,117,118,119,141,146,148,153,161,164,169] are quite useful in condensed matter, nuclei
and hadrons, and particle physics: They seem to have infinite-number of applications. For example, quantitative
evaluations of physical quantities in asymptotic-free gauge theory such as quantum chromodynamics ( QCD ) are
usually difficult, not only by its strong-coupling nature of the infrared region, but also the impossibility to use the
Slavnov-Taylor identity in a nonperturbative calculation: We have to employ approximations to obtain an integration
kernel and the running gauge coupling which has an infrared ( IR ) divergence, cannot avoid gauge dependence,
reduce the theory to an Abelianized version ( so-called ”QCD-like” model ), even in a calculation of a self-consistent
mass function in a Schwinger-Dyson ( SD ) equation [2,6,10,41,45,46,62,64,85,93,94,97,101,113,120,133,146,161,169].
( Though various numerical results of SD equation show that it gives good agreement with experimental measure-
ments. ) On the contrary, in a four-fermion interaction model, we have to introduce a cutoff, and cannot evaluate
a physical quantity under a renormalization-group invariant manner. Thus, a prediction of a four-fermion model is
less confidential compared with that of an asymptotic-free gauge theory. However, it is much easier to examine, for
example, collective modes associated with a spontaneous symmetry breaking, than by a gauge theory: In a gauge
theory, one should employ a Bethe-Salpeter formalism for examinations of collective modes, and it is usually difficult
and complicated to solve [62,85,93,101,133]. In fact, applying method of global analysis to a four-fermion model is
relatively much easier than a gauge theory: We can say a four-fermion model is mathematically more ”well-defined”
than a gauge theory, and a gauge theory has too many freedoms which should be fixed before doing a global analysis
of it. Therefore, it is a natural attitude to examine dynamical symmetry breaking by a four-fermion model first, and
for the next step, one should investigate a gauge model.

The Standard Model ( SM ) accurately describes physical phenomena of energy scales accessible by accelerators
until now, and it is still our starting point of scientific investigations on particle phenomenology, hadrons/nuclei,
atomic physics, astrophysics, and cosmology [39,156]. The main problems of the SM, their importances established
by experimental facts , we have not yet found ultimate solutions/understandings are, (1) origins of masses in quarks
and charged leptons, (2) origins of flavor mixings, (3) CP-violations, (4) neutrino masses, (5) candidates of dark sector
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in the SM [4,7,18,29,39,54,56,66,68,72,75,76,79,88,90,104,112,129,142,143,160]. The subject which we consider in this
paper will relate all of these problems, with an emphasis on neutrino seesaw mechanism . For example, a CP-violation
may cause, a difference of life times of particle and anti-particle, a particle-number non-conservation, breakdown of
time-reversal invariance if a system/theory keeps CPT and Lorentz invariances. If CPT is conserved, the flavor
fraction in mass eigenstates in neutrino oscillation must be the same for neutrinos and anti-neutrinos, at least in the
framework of the usual neutrino oscillation theory [121]. We might obtain another picture/interpretation if we get a
radical/essential modification for modern neutrino oscillation paradigm for explaining various experimental facts. In
experimental examinations, neutrinos seem to have no magnetic moment [39] and they are electrically neutral, while
the discussion on the type of mass of neutrino ( Dirac mass or Majorana mass ) has not yet meet a unique conclusion

until now [76,104]. If neutrino is Dirac particle, they can have magnetic moments, µD
ν = 3eGFmν/(8

√
2π2), induced

by corrections of weak interaction [44], while it has no diagonal electric/magnetic moments when it is Majorana. Hence
an examination on neutrino magnetic moment can provide us to distinguish neutrinos as Dirac or Majorana [140]. If
neutrinos have magnetic moment, some astrophysical processes inside stars, especially neutron star cooling, might be
affected [59]. In fact, a supernova will release 90 percent of its energy by neutrino emission [144]. Neutrinoless double
β decay can say something about whether neutrinos are Dirac or Majorana [7,154]. Neutrinos can be regarded as
relic particles of dynamics/evolution of early Universe [136]. By these various interesting issues and recent remarkable
advances in experiments, surely neutrino physics is now ”the key” to understand physics from ”beyond the SM” to
astro-particle physics and cosmology [5,7,11,12,23,42,54,56,104,112,121].

The top-quark condensation model of the SM is one of candidates toward ”beyond the SM”, and it stands a quite
close place to the SM [9,30,64,77,92,100,169]. In the top-condensation model, Bardeen, Hill and Lindner employed the
method of renormalization-group with a compositeness condition ( set from/below a GUT ( grand unified theory ) scale
) as a boundary condition of the RG equation [9], while Miransky, Tanabashi and Yamawaki used the Schwinger-Dyson
approach supplemented with the Pagels-Stokar formula [100]. ( It was proved that these two methods are equivalent at
the large-N limit [30,169]. Hence, both of these approaches examined the first derivative of the SM effective potential
with respect to Higgs VEV ( vacuum expectation value ), and thus these methods cannot be applied to the case of
first-order phase transition. For a full examination, we need a total/global profile of the effective potential, and it is
an interesting issue for us, especially in the Minimal Supersymmetric Standard Model ( MSSM ) [20,21,22,26]. )

Observations of neutrino oscillation give us the evidence that neutrinos have masses, at least two of three genera-
tions [142,143]. A very economical explanation for neutrino tiny mass is the seesaw mechanism [52,99,103,170]: In the
mechanism, neutrinos have both Dirac and right-handed Majorana mass terms and a Nambu-Goldstone ( NG ) boson
( majoron [25] ) will arise from the Higgs sector associated with giving a VEV for a lepton-number-violating Majorana
mass term of neutrino. Hence it is an interesting question that what will happen if a fermion-field acquires a Dirac
mass dynamically under having both left- and right- handed Majorana mass terms [119]. Recently, Antusch et al. gave
a theory of dynamical seesaw mechanism of neutrinos which should relate to the top-condensation model [3]. In such
a dynamical model, the theory will be reduced to a Ginzburg-Landau ( a low-energy effective ) bosonic model, and an
examination of collective fields of a Ginzburg-Landau model are usually done by their energy-momentum relations,
global structure of energy profile, and mode-mode couplings [105]. Sometimes, a mode-mode coupling reduces a Higgs
VEV. An investigation on possible relations between majoron and leptogenesis, dark energy, was given by Ref. [65].
In Ref. [86], decay processes of right-handed neutrinos caused by interactions with majorons are examined, and it
is argued that they would contribute to lepton asymmetry. In Ref. [12], majoron-mediated neutrino decay processes
and its implication to astrophysical, supernova neutrino emission are considered. Majoron and axion are related to (
coming from ) a phase degree of freedom of a mass parameter of a field theory. If majoron is very light, it could be
found through the Raffelt-Stodolsky mechanism [131] which is usually discussed in axion-photon mixing [123]. The
dark energy seems to dominate dynamics of the accelerated Universe, and there are several models of mass-varying (
depends on environment ) neutrinos for explanations of dark energy [16,73].

Recently, a paper on seesaw mechanism of neutrino mass in the SUSY Nambu−Jona-Lasinio ( NLJ ) model supple-
mented by Majorana mass terms are given by the author [119]. In the model, dynamical generation of a Dirac mass
term, and a relation between phase degrees of freedom of Dirac, left- and right-handed Majorana mass parameters
were discussed. Kobayashi and Maskawa found a phase of the quark mixing matrix which cannot be absorbed by any
field redefinition in a six-flavor theory [79]. It is a well-known fact that the Kobayashi-Maskawa phase is too weak to
keep lepton/baryon asymmetries. The purpose of this paper is to give an investigation on dynamical mass functions,
and the mass phases, they cannot be absorbed by a field redefinition, as collective modes, with the emphasis on the
neutrino seesaw mechanism.

This paper is organized as follows: In Sec. II, we introduce an NJL type four-fermion model with left-right
asymmetric Majorana mass terms, evaluate the one-loop effective potential of it, and examine the first and second
derivatives with respect to collective fields. A supersymmetric extension of the result of Sec. II is given in Sec. III.
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Sec. IV, we construct a gauge model for neutrino seesaw mechanism, and examine an SD equation for Dirac and
Majorana masses. Several physical implications of our theory is given in Sec. V. Finally, we give our conclusion of
this works with futher investigations in Sec. VI.

Throughout this paper, we use the conventions gµν = diag(1,−1,−1,−1) and γ5 = iγ0γ1γ2γ3. The chiral projectors
are defined as follows:

P+ ≡ 1

2
(1 + γ5), P− ≡ 1

2
(1 − γ5). (1)

II. THE NAMBU−JONA-LASINIO MODEL WITH LEFT-RIGHT ASYMMETRIC MAJORANA MASS

TERMS

A. Preliminary

We start our investigation by a re-expression of a well-known result in the Nambu−Jona-Lasinio ( NJL ) model.
The Lagrangian is

LNJL = ψ̄(i/∂ − |m(0)|)ψ +G
[
(ψ̄ψ)2 + (ψ̄iγ5ψ)

2
]
= − 1

2G
|Mdyn|2 + ψ̄

(
i/∂ − |m(0)| −MdynP+ −M †

dynP−

)
ψ, (2)

Mdyn = |Mdyn|eiθχ θχ ∈ R1. (3)

Note that the way of entering the auxiliary field Mdyn is slightly different from the orthodox definition given in
literature [62]. We have written the pion degree of freedom by a linear combination of phase θχ. The U(1) phase θχ
cannot be absorbed by any field redefinition, since L has bare mass |m(0)|. This Langangian gives the following mass
eigenvalue:

M =
√
|m(0)|2 + |Mdyn|2 + 2|m(0)||Mdyn| cos θχ. (4)

Note that M is a periodic function of θχ. Hence, the one-loop effective potential, its first derivatives with respect to
|Mdyn| and θχ also become periodic:

Veff =
|Mdyn|2

2G
− 1

16π2

[
Λ2M2 + Λ4 ln

(
1 +

M2

Λ2

)
−M4 ln

(
1 +

Λ2

M2

)]
, (5)

∂Veff
∂|Mdyn|

=
|Mdyn|
G

− |Mdyn|+ |m(0)| cos θχ
4π2

[
Λ2 −M2 ln

(
1 +

Λ2

M2

)]
, (6)

∂Veff
∂θχ

=
|Mdyn||m(0)| sin θχ

4π2

[
Λ2 −M2 ln

(
1 +

Λ2

M2

)]
. (7)

Thus, one finds θχ = 2nπ ( n ∈ Z ) are minima and stable. From the definition of the fluctuation of θχ around 2nπ

by θ̃χ ≡ δθχ(Mdyn) = |Mdyn|δθχ, the product of a wavefunction renormalization constant and a square of mass of

fluctuation θ̃χ becomes the formula of pion mass known in literature [70]:

Z−1
θχ

(mθχ)
2 =

1

2!

1

|Mdyn|2
∂2Veff
∂θ2χ

∣∣∣
θχ=2nπ,

∂Veff

∂|Mdyn|=0

=
1

2G

|m(0)|
|m(0)|+ |Mdyn|

∼ Λ2

8π2

|m(0)|
|m(0)|+ |Mdyn|

. (8)

Next, we consider a more generic case. Let ĝ be an element of a compact Lie group, and let ψ → ĝψ be a global gauge

transformation. Let i /̂D be a Dirac operator properly defined for a problem. In a non-Abelian case, ĝ = exp(iθαTα),

[Tα, Tβ] = ifαβγTγ . Then, if [M̂ (0), Ti] 6= 0, ( i = 1, · · · , n ≤ N , N : dimension of the Lie group ), ĝ of the following
Lagrangian

Lg−NJL = − 1

2G

(
M̂dyn

)2
+ ψ̄(i /̂D − M̂ (0) − ĝM̂dynĝ

−1)ψ (9)
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cannot be absorbed by any field redefinition. In that case,

0 =
∂Γ[M̃ ]

∂θi
= −(2G)−1M̂dyn

∂M̂dyn

∂θi
− (2G)−1 ∂M̂dyn

∂θi
M̂dyn − iTr

1

i /̂D − M̃

∂M̃

∂θi
, (10)

M̃ = M̂ (0) + ĝM̂dynĝ
−1, (11)

give the stationary condition of the action in the parameter space {θi}. ( Note that the action Γ[M̃ ] given from

Lg−NJL is a real-analytic function of the variable defined by the matrix M̃ . ) The product of squares of mass
eigenvalues λj ( j = 1, · · · , l ) are obtained by

λ21(θi)× · · · × λ2l (θi) = detM̃. (12)

The mass eigenvalue M of the chiral U(1) case (4) can be obtained by the same way, with applying chiral projectors.

Before closing this subsection, we will make a comment on a complex structure of the dynamical mass Mdyn. In

fact, |m(0)| → |m(0)| +MdynP+ +M †
dynP− can be interpreted as a ”chiral” affine mapping. The generation of the

phase degree of freedom θχ is included by the following (quasi)conformal mapping [67] |Mdyn| → |Mdyn|ei(αz+βz̄) and
its complex conjugate ( z, α, β ∈ C ). A Lagrangian with the following mass and its mapping

|m(0)|+ zP+ + z̄P− → |m(0)|+ wP+ + w̄P−,

w = f(z, z̄), w̄ = f̄(z̄, z) (13)

still keeps its Hermiticity. By a (quasi)conformal mapping of a complex mass parameter z(z̄) → w, we can handle
variations f(z, z̄) → f(z + δz, z̄ + δz̄) with respect to the amplitude |Mdyn| and the phase θχ of the U(1) case in a
unified manner, and can construct first and second variations of the theory more mathematically. Hence, there are
Riemann surfaces and their Teichmüller/moduli [67] spaces as the background of complex mass functions, though the

Riemann sphere Ĉ may physically appropriate domain for a complex mass parameter. On the other hand, there is a
discussion on a convergence property and invariance of measure of the path integration of auxiliary fields, which may
give a restriction to a form of integration domain [48].

B. The Lagrangian and the Propagator

We introduce the following NJL-type four-fermion contact interaction Lagrangian with left- and right- handed
Majorana mass terms:

LNJL+M = ξ†iσ̄µ∂µξ + η†iσµ∂µη −
1

2

(
mRξ

†iσ2ξ
∗ −m†

Rξ
T iσ2ξ

)
− 1

2

(
mLη

T iσ2η −m†
Lη

†iσ2η
∗
)
+Gη†ξξ†η. (14)

The Majorana mass terms break the following global U(1) symmetries:

ξ → ξ′ = eiθ1ξ, η → η′ = eiθ2η. (15)

Namely, both the gauge U(1)V and chiral U(1)A symmetries are explicitly broken by introducing non-vanishing mass
parameters mR and mL. The coupling constant G has its mass dimension as [mass]−2. As usual, the four-fermion
interaction is prepared to generate a dynamical Dirac mass term in our model. Hence, it will be converted such as

Gη†ξξ†η → −mDξ
†η −m†

Dη
†ξ. (16)

Here, we do not intend to introduce Majorana mass terms dynamically: Usually, it is energetically unfavorable to
generate a left-right asymmetric Majorana mass terms dynamically, and we will obtain a scalar Cooper-pair-type mass
given by a linear combination of a right and a left handed Majorana mass terms. Through the method of auxiliary
fields of composites, the generating functional of the theory becomes

Z =

∫
DmDDm†

DDΨMNDΨMN exp

[
i

∫
d4x
(
−|mD|2

G
+

1

2
ΨMNΩF

MΨMN

)
+ (sources)

]
. (17)

Here, the matrix and fields in Z are defined as follows:

ΩF
M ≡

(
i/∂ −m†

RP+ −mRP− −m†
DP+ −mDP−

−m†
DP+ −mDP− i/∂ −m†

LP+ −mLP−

)
, (18)
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and

ΨMN ≡
(
ψMR

ψML

)
, ΨMN = (ψMR, ψML), ψMR =

(
ξ

iσ2ξ
∗

)
, ψML =

(
−iσ2η∗
η

)
. (19)

ψMR and ψML are right- and left- handed Majorana fields, respectively. ΨMN can be called as a Majorana-Nambu-
notation field [119]. For our convenience, we write the global U(1) transformation laws:

U(1)V : ψ′
MR = eiγ5θψMR, ψ′

ML = e−iγ5θψML, Ψ′
MN = ei(γ5⊗τ3)θΨMN , Ψ′

MN = ΨMNe
i(γ5⊗τ3)θ, (20)

U(1)A : ψ′
MR = eiγ5θψMR, ψ′

ML = eiγ5θψML, Ψ′
MN = ei(γ5⊗1)θΨMN , Ψ′

MN = ΨMNe
i(γ5⊗1)θ. (21)

In momentum space, ΩF
M will be inverted into ( the method, see Ref. [114] ):

(ΩF
M )−1 ≡ 1

D(k)

(
G11(k) G12(k)
G21(k) G22(k)

)
, (22)

where,

G11(k) ≡ (k2 − |mL|2)(/k +mRP+ +m†
RP−)− (mDP+ +m†

DP−)(/k −m†
LP+ −mLP−)(mDP+ +m†

DP−), (23)

G12(k) ≡ (/k +mRP+ +m†
RP−)(m

†
DP+ +mDP−)(/k +mLP+ +m†

LP−)− |mD|2(mDP+ +m†
DP−), (24)

G21(k) ≡ (/k +mLP+ +m†
LP−)(m

†
DP+ +mDP−)(/k +mRP+ +m†

RP−)− |mD|2(mDP+ +m†
DP−), (25)

G22(k) ≡ (k2 − |mR|2)(/k +mLP+ +m†
LP−)− (mDP+ +m†

DP−)(/k −m†
RP+ −mRP−)(mDP+ +m†

DP−), (26)

and the denominator is

D(k) = [k2 − (MF
+ )2]2[k2 − (MF

− )2]2 = (k0 − EF
+(k))2(k0 + EF

+(k))2(k0 − EF
−(k))2(k0 + EF

−(k))2. (27)

Here, the energy spectra will be obtained into the following forms [119]:

EF
±(k) =

√
k
2 + (MF

± )2, (28)

MF
± =

√
|mD|2 + |mR|2 + |mL|2

2
∓ 1

2

√
(|mR|2 − |mL|2)2 + 4|mD|2(|mR|2 + |mL|2 + 2|mR||mL| cosΘ), (29)

Θ ≡ θR + θL − 2θD, (30)

where, the definitions of phases of the mass parameters are given by

mR = |mR|eiθR , mL = |mL|eiθL , mD = |mD|eiθD . (31)

Θ in MF
± is a dimensionless quantity: Its mass dimension is [mass]0. At first glance, the spectra EF

±(k) seem to have

the complicated structures, though the spectra do not break the proper Lorentz symmetry O(3, 1). Note that ΩF
M

is an 8 × 8 matrix, each of the energy spectra has two-fold degeneracy. From the method to obtain the propagator
(ΩF

M )−1, we find the reasons of the degeneracy: (1) the theory keeps the Lorentz symmetry, (2) we do not consider
vector and axial-vector type dynamical masses in here. ( Especially, an axial vector mean field causes an anomaly [34].
) For example, the mass eigenvalues under the type-I seesaw condition |mL| = 0 and |mR| ≫ |mD| of neutrino [104]
will be obtained from MF

± given above as

MF
+ =

|mD|2
|mR|

, MF
− = |mR|. (32)

The situation with non-vanishing mL gives a type-II-like seesaw mechanism while mL = 0 will be called as a type-I
seesaw of the single-flavor model. The Pauli-Gürsey symmetry defined as a rotation of particle and anti-particle space,
ψ′ = aψ + bγ5ψ

c, ψ′ = a∗ψ̄ − b∗ψcγ5, |a|2 + |b|2 = 1, is broken due to the Dirac and Majorana mass terms while the
kinetic term keeps it [122]. This symmetry restricts the type of interaction in the ”classical” theory of left-handed
neutrino.

By imposing the self-consistency condition of the propagator, one finds two gap equations of mD in the following
forms ( in the Euclidean region ):

mD ±m†
D = G

∫

k

(mD ±m†
D)(k2 + |mD|2)−m†

DmRmL ∓mDm
†
Rm

†
L

[k2 + (MF
+ )2][k2 + (MF

− )2]
. (33)



6

It seems impossible to determine both |mD| and θD by these equations. Later, we will find that θD = 0 while
θR + θL = Θ = (2n+ 1)π from the one-loop effective potential of the theory.

If we use the formalism of Dirac bispinors, the fermion matrix in Z will be replaced by

ΩF
D ≡

(
i/∂ −m†

DP+ −mDP− −m†
LCP+ −mRCP−

−m†
RCP+ −mLCP− −C−1(i/∂)C +m†

DP+ +mDP−

)
, (34)

with the following definitions of fields,

ΨDN ≡
(

ψD

ψD
T

)
, ΨDN = (ψD, ψ

T
D), ψD =

(
ξ
η

)
. (35)

Here, ΨDN is a Dirac-Nambu notation [114]. Needless to say, the formalism of the Dirac fields is physically equivalent
to that of the Majorana fields.

C. The One-Loop Effective Potential

We will employ the steepest descent approximation for the integrations of collective fields. We get the following
effective action:

ΓNJL+M
eff = −

∫
d4x

|mD|2
G

− i

2
lnDetΩF

M . (36)

To examine the structure and the stationary condition of the effective potential V NJL+M
eff ≡ −ΓNJL+M

eff /
∫
d4x, first

we neglect the contribution of quantum fluctuation δmD of the collective field mD. Due to the existence of the phase
Θ in our theory, collective excitations will obtain some effects coming from a nontrivial Θ-dependent structure of the
potential of our model. Our model has its characteristic feature at this point. By the four-dimensional covariant
cutoff regularization for the momentum integration, the effective potential of the theory is found to be

V NJL+M
eff =

|mD|2
G

− 1

16π2

[
Λ2(MF

+ )2 + Λ2(MF
− )2 + Λ4 ln

(
1 +

(MF
+ )2

Λ2

)(
1 +

(MF
− )2

Λ2

)

−(MF
+ )4 ln

(
1 +

Λ2

(MF
+ )2

)
− (MF

− )4 ln
(
1 +

Λ2

(MF
− )2

)]
. (37)

We should mention that this potential is not normalized as V NJL+M
eff (|mD| = 0) = 0. The first-derivative of V NJL+M

eff

with respect to the collective field |mD| becomes

∂V NJL+M
eff

∂|mD| =
2|mD|
G

− 1

8π2

[
∂(MF

+ )2

∂|mD| F
F
+ +

∂(MF
− )2

∂|mD| F
F
−

]
, (38)

while, we also have to take into account the following derivative,

∂V NJL+M
eff

∂Θ
= − 1

8π2

[
∂(MF

+ )2

∂Θ
FF
+ +

∂(MF
− )2

∂Θ
FF
−

]
, (39)

where,

FF
± ≡ Λ2 − (MF

± )2 ln
(
1 +

Λ2

(MF
± )2

)
. (40)

The global minimum of our model has to satisfy the vanishing conditions of both of these derivatives. The derivatives
become

∂(MF
± )2

∂|mD| = 2|mD|
[
1∓ |mR|2 + |mL|2 + 2|mR||mL| cosΘ√

(|mR|2 − |mL|2)2 + 4|mD|2(|mR|2 + |mL|2 + 2|mR||mL| cosΘ)

]
, (41)

∂(MF
± )2

∂Θ
= ± 2|mD|2|mR||mL| sinΘ√

(|mR|2 − |mL|2)2 + 4|mD|2(|mR|2 + |mL|2 + 2|mR||mL| cosΘ)
. (42)
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Especially,

∂(MF
± )2

∂|mD|
∣∣∣
Θ=π

= 2|mD|
(
1∓ |mR| − |mL|√

(|mR|+ |mL|)2 + 4|mD|2

)
, (43)

∂(MF
± )2

∂Θ

∣∣∣
Θ=π

= 0, (44)

( assume |mR| > |mL| ). Here, mass dimensions of these derivatives
∂(MF

± )2

∂|mD | and
∂(MF

± )2

∂Θ are [mass]1 and [mass]2,

respectively. The first derivative
∂V NJL+M

eff

∂Θ has zero-points at Θ = 0, π, and it is almost proportional to − sinΘ, always
negative at 0 < Θ < π. Therefore, a global minimum locates at a point on the line Θ = π of the two-dimensional
effective potential surface V NJL+M

eff (|mD|,Θ): We find Θ = 0 is always unstable, and the potential gives the lowest

energy at Θ = π with fixed |mD|. This feature is always the case under various values of |mR| and |mL|, both of the

cases |mR| > |mL| and |mR| < |mL|, and this Θ-dependence of V NJL+M
eff disappears when |mR| = 0 and/or |mL| = 0.

V NJL+M
eff (|mD|,Θ) is real and analytic except |mD| = ∞.

If we derive the gap equation from the derivative
∂V NJL+M

eff

∂|mD| of the form before momentum integration of V NJL+M
eff

is done, we obtain it in the following form ( in the Euclidean region ):

|mD| = G

∫

k

|mD|(k2 + |mD|2 − |mR||mL| cosΘ)

[k2 + (MF
+ )2][k2 + (MF

− )2]
. (45)

Compared with (33), this is the ”correct” gap equation and we should solve it with the condition Θ = (2n + 1)π (
n ∈ Z ). Equation (33) with θD = 0, θR+θL = Θ coincides with (45). Hence, we conclude that the theory at one-loop
level chooses θD = 0 while θR + θL = Θ = (2n+ 1)π. Due to the CPT theorem of a Lorentz invariant theory, we can
use the time-reversed Lagrangian of (14) for examining whether the system dynamically breaks CP symmetry or not.
Since phase of mass parameters cannot be absorbed at mR 6= mL, mD 6= 0 in our model ( and, the gauge symmetry
is explicitly broken ), it might be possible that the invariance under the CP transformation ψD → γ0Cψ̄T

D = γ0ψc
D,

ψ̄D → −ψT
DC

−1γ0 = ψc
Dγ

0, ( we use C ≡ iγ2γ0 ) is dynamically broken. However, each of the energy spectra obtained
by (29) has two-fold degeneracy, and thus the theory should conserve CP ( namely, time-reversal ) symmetry. We
have found that θD = 0 and θR + θL = Θ = (2n+ 1)π will be chosen as the vacuum. We find when

θR =
(
2j +

1

2

)
π, θL =

(
2l +

1

2

)
π, or θR =

(
2j +

3

2

)
π, θL =

(
2l+

3

2

)
π, (46)

( j, l ∈ Z ) both of the Majorana mass terms are invariant under a T-transformation ( we use the definition and the
phase convention of time-reversal transformation as ψD(x0) → iγ1γ3ψD(−x0) with taking complex conjugations to
c-numbers/matrices ): In this phase choice,

mR = −m†
R, mL = −m†

L, (47)

and CP is conserved. In summary, the theory chooses the vacuum as θD = 0, θR = θL = π/2 and CP is conserved at
the vacuum state. A similar situation will happen in theory of relativistic superconductivity [114,115]. In relativistic
theory of superconductivity, the Lagrangian with spin-singlet scalar Cooper pairing is given by

Lsc ≡ ψ̄D(i/∂ −m†
DP+ −mDP− + γ0µ)ψD +∆∗

Sψ
T
DCγ5ψD −∆Sψ̄Dγ5Cψ̄

T
D. (48)

Here, µ is chemical potential. The Majorana mass terms of (48) coincide with the Cooper-pair mass terms at

∆S = −mR

2
=
m†

L

2
. (49)

The Cooper-pair mass term is formally not symmetric under a CP-transformation in general, and it becomes CP-even
at ∆S = −∆∗

S . Because ξ and η have common mass in this case, we cannot consider θR and θL independent with

each other. Thus, the condition ∆S = −∆∗
S with mD = m†

D cannot be achieved simultaneously, in general. The
phase degree of freedom of Cooper pair gives a vortex inside superconductor/superfluid, and gives various interesting
phenomena they have been observed by experiments. We wish to emphasize that our theory chooses the CP ( time-
reversal ) invariant vacua variationally, and U(1) symmetries are broken from the beginning of the theory, while a
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Z(N) symmetry arises in the one-loop effective potential. Therefore, we can say our theory does not have uncountable
infinitely degenerate vacua usually appear in a spontaneous symmetry breakdown of a theory, while it has countable
infinite number of vacua ( the cardinal number ℵ0 [19] ). It is interesting for us to find such a phenomenon in other
physical system/situation, and this phenomenon may be summarized into a generic conjecture/theorem:

Conjecture.1:
When a continuous and global symmetry of a compact Lie group in a Hermitian/unitary quantum field theory is

broken explicitly by a parameter, and if an order parameter which breaks the same symmetry develops, infinitely
countable degenerate vacua will arise from the effective potential of the theory.

Proof:
The Nambu-Goldstone theorem states that infinitely degenerate uncountable ( continuous ) vacua will arise as-

sociated with a zero-mode ( a Nambu-Goldstone mode ) if a continuous symmetry ( automorphism ) is broken
spontaneously in a quantum field theory. While if the continuous symmetry is broken from the beginning of the
theory, the NG theorem cannot be applied. The Lagrangian ( or, at least its effective potential ) of the theory must
be single-valued under a variation with respect to the parameter θ ( the direction of the continuous symmetry ) if the
potential is real and has no singular point in coordinate θ, thus this criterion requests the theory to make its potential
as a periodic form in a domain D ( U(1)-case, 0 ≤ θ ≤ 2π ). Inside this domain, the potential always has at least a
maximum and a minimum, since the continuous infinite degeneracy is lifted. Thus, after the domain of the effective
potential is appropriately extended ( U(1)-case: 0 ≤ θ ≤ 2π → −∞ < θ < ∞, by making a correspondence between
a function F on a torus T and the real number field R, i.e. F (t mod 2π) = F (t) ( t ∈ R ) ), a countable infinitely
degenerate vacua must arise in the theory. We should mention that this proof is rigorous for the U(1) case, while we
need more rigorous discussion for cases of non-Abelian compact Lie groups.

Here, we wish to emphasize that this conjecture/theorem gives a notion which will generalize the Nambu-Goldstone
theorem in particle physics. ( A breaking of rotational invariance gives a periodic potential. For example, the potential
of rotation of the earth is surely periodic. A magnon excitation may have a mass when an external magnetic field is
applied to a magnet, and a rotational potential is periodic. ) Physically, this phenomenon coming from the explicit
symmetry breaking can be interpreted as a ”localization” in a field-configuration space.

The origin of the Cabibbo-Kobayashi-Maskawa ( CKM ) mixing matrix [18,79] ( and the Pontecorvo-Maki-
Nakagawa-Sakata ( PMNS ) matrix [90,129] ) may also be understood/found from the viewpoint of this theorem.
The CKM matrix is in fact, a periodic matrix function with four coordinates θ1, θ2, θ3 and φ. A family ( or, a flavor
) symmetry in it can be taken from a compact Lie group, like an SU(3) family symmetry [23]. A problem is that
the determination of the CKM matrix in our nature is under the variation principle or not. The NG theorem deeply
depends on the variation principle ( for example, established via a Ward-Takahashi identity ), while the CKM matrix
seems to show an inconsistency/uncertainty between mass eigenstates/bases/fields ( obeys the variation principle )
and flavor/horizontal symmetries. Namely, the quastion is that the CKM/PMNS matrices are fields or fundamental
constants. It may be the case that a pseudo-NG manifold parametrized by a set of compact Lie group generators
is bounded and thus it could be studied by a Morse-theory approach [98]. ( Morse theory assumes a function of a
domain, given as a subset of a manifold, as bounded. Note that a compact group is a bounded and closed set, thus
the parameter space of the group is also a bounded and closed domain, and a volume of the group manifold defined by
a Haar measure becomes finite. ) For example, the Vafa-Witten theorem [152] or an axion potential [124,125,137,138]
may fall into a class of this theorem ( conjecture ). Some exceptional cases are, (1) a global gauge symmetry of BRS
generator [84], (2) supersymmetry [165], and both of them are defined by fermionic generators. Beside BRS, we need
the notion of supermanifold [33,135], namely a pseudo-NG supermanifold for addressing this issue.

The U(1) p-NG ( pseudo Nambu-Goldstone ) mode [50,157] determines a curve by the following mapping c :
(e1, e2) → M , where (e1, e2) denotes the end points of the curve, and M is a differentiable manifold. Moreover, this
curve is always closed due to its U(1)-nature and define

c : S1 →M. (50)

In our U(1) p-NG case, we find an imbedding of S1 to a three dimensional manifold R3, namely g : S1 → g(S1) ∈ R3.

For example, if we consider a 2× 2 matrix case,

A ∝
(

a+ a† i(a− a†)
−i(a− a†) a+ a†

)
= 2|a|

(
cos θ1 sin θ1
− sin θ1 cos θ1

)
. (51)

This matrix defines a closed curve S1 ∈ R2. In our context, we regard θ1 as a p-NG mode associated with a
U(1) symmetry breaking. It is known fact that a compactification of string usually gives several U(1) degrees of
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freedom [55,130]. This kind of matrix can be generated by an NJL-type four-fermion model which has off-diagonal
interactions in flavor space without much difficulties. Our approach has a similarity with the flavon mechanism (
Froggatt-Nielsen mechanism [13,36,43,126] ), though the flavon mechanism intends to obtain a mass matrix with mass
hierarchy simultaneously by particle interactions, while our approach considers only mixing angles at the moment.
Our method is not enough to obtain a prediction of a mixing angle, though it is suggestive fact that the diagonal part
is dominant in the CKM mixing matrix of quark sector, while maximal mixing is observed in the PMNS matrix of
neutrino sector. For example, the PMNS matrix UPMNS is given by

UPMNS ≡ VPMNSPPMNS , (52)

VPMNS ≡




c12c13 s12c13 s13e
−iδ

−s12c23 − c12s23s13e
iδ c12c23 − s12s23s13e

iδ s23c13
s12s23 − c12c23s13e

iδ −c12s23 − s12c23s13e
iδ c23c13


 , (53)

PPMNS ≡ diag(1, eiα, ei(β+δ)), (54)

c12 ≡ cos θ12, s23 ≡ sin θ23, · · · . (55)

VPMNS can be factorized into three rotational matrices ( three S1-curves, show a rotational asymmetry ) of SO(3),
while PPMNS is in fact, a maximal torus of U(3). ( In case of type-II seesaw, the mixing matrix becomes Uf =

eiφPf ŨfQf , where Pf = diag(1, eiα, eiβ) and Qf = diag(1, eiρ, eiσ) [134]. ) Since SO(3) ⊂ SU(3), the PMNS matrix
is given by a product of four representations of U(3). In more generic case of Nf -flavors, a mixing matrix may take

the form of a product of Nf curves with a maximal torus of U(Nf): TNf
≡ diag(eiλ1 , · · · , eiλNf ). These speculations

are useful to find a symmetry and its breaking scheme for constructing a dynamical model of CKM/PMNS matrices.

If a potential is an analytic function of θ1, θ2, θ3 and φ, and it is periodic into these directions, we can always take
1st and 2nd derivatives of them, and there is a stable point ( a non-degenerate critical point as a notion of Morse
theory ), and the potential has low-energy excitations ( quantum fluctuations ) around the point. To emphasize the
particle nature of those excitations, we will call fluctuations of θ1, θ2, θ3 as mixon ( and their possible superpartners
as mixino, similar to the relation between axion and axino ) and that of φ as cpon ( and its superpartner as cpino ).
Here, we emphasize that a mixing matrix is considered as physical degrees of freedom ( a particle picture ), and this
is independent from the question whether these degrees of freedom are p-NG or not, in principle. Then it becomes
remarkable when we consider a supersymmetric counterpart of a mixing matrix. Therefore, there might be a reaction
processes of squarks mediated by a mixino, and such a reaction might be suppressed under a certain mechanism.
Our framework will radically modify the physical mechanism of neutrino oscillation. A kaon reaction might also be
described by this framework. We have arrived at the notion in which ”fundamental constants” of the SM are VEVs,
their fluctuations and (p-)NG modes of an underlying theory. We can utilize VEVs of dilaton/moduli of strings
sometimes used in string phenomenology [55,130].

At a critical point,

∂f

∂x1
(p) = · · · = ∂f

∂xn
(p) = 0, (56)

is satisfied, and if the Hessian

H ≡
( ∂2f

∂x1∂xj
(p)
)
1≤i,j≤n

(57)

is regular detH 6= 0, the point is non-degenerate. If a critical point is non-degenerate, it is isolated and it has no
other critical point in its neighborhood [98]. Our U(1) periodic potential is just this case. Here, f : M → R is
a C∞ class function, xi ( i = 1, · · · , n ) denotes a local coordinates at p ∈ M . It is well-known that, when all of
eigenvalues of Hessian are positive, the critical point is stable, and this corresponds to the case where a theory has
a p-NG mode, while eigenvalues of NG modes are zero and the critical point is degenerate. Negative eigenvalues
indicate tachyonic modes. In Morse theory, it is known fact that a manifold is homeomorphic to Sn if the manifold
has only two non-degenerate critical points. The U(1) case we have discussed above is an example of this fact. A
function of a bounded domain which will have a minimum must satisfy the following Palais-Smale condition [98]:

inf
S

‖df‖ = 0, (S ⊂M, f : M → R). (58)

Here, df is an appropriately defined differential of f . Then, f has a critical point inside the closure S̄. Especially,
a continuous function on a compact set always have at least a maximum and a minimum. Note the fact that
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several homogeneous spaces gives Sm, such as SO(n + 1)/SO(n) = O(n + 1)/O(n) = Sn, SU(n + 1)/SU(n) =
U(n+ 1)/U(n) = S2n+1, O(n+ 1)/(O(1)×O(n)) = Sn/Z2. For more generic case, Grassmann manifolds Gk,n(R) =
O(n)/(O(k) × O(n − k)) and Stiefel manifolds V (m, r) = SO(m)/SO(m − r) are interesting from our context. If a
matrix M is regular, detM 6= 0, it will be diagonalized as M = (V (1)(θi))

†λMV (2)(θi) ( i = 1, · · · , n ), like the case of
CKM/PMNS theory ( λM: a diagonal matrix ). Thus, the regular condition of M excludes an NG-mode, an effective
action Γeff given by a polynomial or a convergent series of M is a periodic function of θi, and defines a mapping
Γeff : Rn → R1. Non-degenerate critical points of Rn for Γeff , and their physical meaning will be obtained by the
prescription discussed above.

The phase of dynamical mass of the U(1)-case discussed previously is, in fact, a Fourier component/basis exp[i(ξt)]
defined on a torus T or the real number field R ( both of them are commutative ) namely a one-dimensional irreducible
unitary representation:

fk : T → C×, t mod 2π → eikt. (59)

An irreducible unitary representation of a possibly non-commutative compact Lie group G is obtained by the following
relation of non-commutative harmonic analysis via the Peter-Weyl theorem ( Fourier analysis is sometimes called as
commutative analysis ) [80]:

π(f) =

∫

G

f(g)π(g)dg, (60)

where dg is the Haar measure of G. If our approach to the CKM/PMNS matrices is correct, their matrix elements
can be given by some matrix elements of π(g). Then, if the parameters θi ( i = 1, 2, 3 ) of the CKM/PMNS matrices
are physical, then one should examine a variation of an effective action Γ[π(f)] with respect to matrix elements of
π(f). Hence,

Proposition.2:
The CKM/PMNS matrices can be examined by methods of non-commutative harmonic analysis.

An interesting problem is to know how infinitely countable degenerate vacua will arise from infinitely uncountable
degenerate vacua, by (non)commutative harmonic analysis. Moreover, one would need method of (non)commutative
harmonic superanalysis with theory of super-Lie group to investigate p-NG supermanifold ( here, we do not restrict
ourselves on phenomena of ”spontaneous/dynamical SUSY breaking” ) and supersymmetric CKM/PMNS matri-
ces [18,38,40,69,79,90,102,129,135,165,167]. For this purpose, we also need to invent theory of super-Banach/Hilbert
space for a construction of Finsler superspace.

Before closing this subsection, we wish to comment on topological ( global ) aspect of the periodic effective poten-
tial [106]. In fact, our U(1) periodic effective potential has tangent bundle TMpNG and its dual ( cotangent ) bundle.
Here, MpNG is the base manifold, i.e. S1. In our case, only a trivial bundle is physically acceptable. Following
theorem is obvious from our discussion:

Theorem. 3:

The U(1) potential acquires a topological ( winding ) number n by the definition V (Θ mod 2nπ) = V (Θ).

D. The Critical Coupling Constant

The critical coupling with fixed Θ is obtained from the stationary condition
∂V NJL+M

eff

∂|mD| = 0:

(Gcr)−1 =
1

8π2

[(
1− |mR|2 + |mL|2 + 2|mR||mL| cosΘ

|mR|2 − |mL|2
)(

Λ2 − |mL|2 ln
(
1 +

Λ2

|mL|2
))

+
(
1 +

|mR|2 + |mL|2 + 2|mR||mL| cosΘ
|mR|2 − |mL|2

)(
Λ2 − |mR|2 ln

(
1 +

Λ2

|mR|2
))]

. (61)
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However, we know only Gcr at Θ = (2n+1)π is the correct critical coupling from the structure of the two-dimensional

effective potential surface V NJL+M
eff (|mD|,Θ). Namely, only Gcr at Θ = (2n+ 1)π,

(Gcr)−1 =
1

8π2

[(
1− |mR| − |mL|

|mR|+ |mL|
)(

Λ2 − |mL|2 ln
(
1 +

Λ2

|mL|2
))

+
(
1 +

|mR| − |mL|
|mR|+ |mL|

)(
Λ2 − |mR|2 ln

(
1 +

Λ2

|mR|2
))
]
, (62)

is physically meaningful. Moreover, due to the factors coming from |mD|−1 ∂(MF
± )2

∂|mD|

∣∣∣
|mD |=0

in the gap equation, we

can take the right-left symmetric condition |mR| = |mL| in Gcr of Eq.(61) only at Θ = (2n+ 1)π. In that case, one
finds

(Gcr)−1 =
Λ2

4π2

[
1− |mL|2

Λ2
ln
(
1 +

Λ2

|mL|2
)]
. (63)

Hence, from this expression, we find Gcr of finite |mL| ( = |mR| ) is always larger than the case |mL| = 0 at a fixed
Λ, and we obtain the well-known formula Gcr = 4π2/Λ2 at |mL| = |mR| = 0 [109].

E. The Collective Modes

Now, we consider fluctuations of the collective fields. The effective action with taking into account the fluctuations
becomes the following form as a Taylor expansion around a point:

ΓNJL+M
eff = −

∫
d4x

|mD|2
G

− i

2
lnDetΩF

M

→ −
∫
d4x

|mD + δmD|2
G

− i

2
Tr lnΩF

M +
i

2
Tr

∞∑

n=2

1

n

(
(ΩF

M )−1ΣF
)n
. (64)

Here, we consider the fluctuations δmD as a small displacement of mD:

mD → mD + δmD, (65)

and the ”self-energy” matrix ΣF is defined by

ΣF ≡ δm†
D

(
0 P+

P+ 0

)
+ δmD

(
0 P−

P− 0

)
. (66)

We wish to expand V NJL+M
eff around the minimum (|mD|,Θ = π) of V NJL+M

eff . Due to the phase factor at the

global minimum, the collective field mD with its fluctuations δ|mD| and δΘ are expressed at the global minimum
(|mD|,Θ = π) of the two-dimensional effective potential surface as follows:

Θ = θR + θL − 2θD = θR + θL = π, (67)

δΘ = −2δθD, (68)

mD → (|mD|+ δ|mD|)eiδθD = |mD|+ δ|mD| − i

2
|mD|δΘ. (69)

Hence,

ΣF = ΣF
D +ΣF

Θ, ΣF
Θ ≡ |mD|

2
δΘ

(
0 iγ5
iγ5 0

)
, ΣF

D ≡ δ|mD|
(

0 1
1 0

)
. (70)

The sum of phases θR+θL is fixed. In this paper, we call the collective mode associated with the Θ-degree of freedom
as ”phason”, and denote it as Θ̃:

Θ̃ ≡ |mD|
2

δΘ. (71)

Note that Θ̃ is a bare quantity. The phason corresponds to majoron at |mL| = 0, |mR| 6= 0 [25], and it becomes pion
at |mR| = |mL| = 0 [109]. As discussed above, since both of the global U(1) symmetries U(1)V and U(1)A are broken
explicitly at |mL| 6= 0, |mR| 6= 0, the phason is a p-NG boson, and it has a finite mass.
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F. The Decay Constant and Mass of Phason

Before doing our estimation of the excitation mass and decay constant of phason, we will proceed with our exami-
nation to the second-derivative, Hessian, of V NJL+M

eff with respect to |mD| and Θ. The entries of the Hessian matrix
become

∂2V NJL+M
eff

∂|mD|2
=

2

G
− 1

8π2

[
∂2(MF

+ )2

∂|mD|2 FF
+ +

(∂(MF
+ )2

∂|mD|
)2
JF
+ +

∂2(MF
− )2

∂|mD|2 FF
− +

(∂(MF
− )2

∂|mD|
)2
JF
−

]
, (72)

∂2V NJL+M
eff

∂|mD|∂Θ
= − 1

8π2

[
∂2(MF

+ )2

∂|mD|∂ΘF
F
+ +

∂(MF
+ )2

∂|mD|
∂(MF

+ )2

∂Θ
JF
+ +

∂2(MF
− )2

∂|mD|∂ΘF
F
− +

∂(MF
− )2

∂|mD|
∂(MF

− )2

∂Θ
JF
−

]
, (73)

∂2V NJL+M
eff

∂Θ2
= − 1

8π2

[
∂2(MF

+ )2

∂Θ2
FF
+ +

(∂(MF
+ )2

∂Θ

)2
JF
+ +

∂2(MF
− )2

∂Θ2
FF
− +

(∂(MF
− )2

∂Θ

)2
JF
−

]
, (74)

where,

JF
± ≡ Λ2

Λ2 + (MF
± )2

− ln
(
1 +

Λ2

(MF
± )2

)
. (75)

The derivatives appear in the Hessian become

∂2(MF
± )2

∂|mD|2 =
1

|mD|
∂(MF

± )2

∂|mD|
± 8|mD|2(|mR|2 + |mL|2 + 2|mR||mL| cosΘ)2

[(|mR|2 − |mL|2)2 + 4|mD|2(|mR|2 + |mL|2 + 2|mR||mL| cosΘ)]3/2
(76)

∂2(MF
± )2

∂|mD|∂Θ =
2

|mD|
∂(MF

± )2

∂Θ
∓ 8|mD|3|mR||mL| sinΘ(|mR|2 + |mL|2 + 2|mR||mL| cosΘ)

[(|mR|2 − |mL|2)2 + 4|mD|2(|mR|2 + |mL|2 + 2|mR||mL| cosΘ)]3/2
, (77)

∂2(MF
± )2

∂Θ2
= cotΘ

∂(MF
± )2

∂Θ
± 8|mD|4|mR|2|mL|2 sin2 Θ

[(|mR|2 − |mL|2)2 + 4|mD|2(|mR|2 + |mL|2 + 2|mR||mL| cosΘ)]3/2
, (78)

and their mass dimensions are [mass]0, [mass]1 and [mass]2, respectively. − δ2ΓNJL+M
eff

/
R

d4x

δ(|mD |δΘ/2)2 = 1
2!

4
|mD |2

∂2V NJL+M
eff

∂Θ2

corresponds to the square of mass of phason. The Hessian of V NJL+M
eff gives a description on the collective excita-

tions of our model, and a unitary rotation in the two-dimensional space of |mD| and Θ corresponds to a canonical
transformation of collective coordinates. Especially, at Θ = (2n+ 1)π,

∂2(MF
± )2

∂|mD|2
∣∣∣
Θ=(2n+1)π

= 2

(
1∓ |mR| − |mL|√

(|mR|+ |mL|)2 + 4|mD|2

)
± 8|mD|2

(|mR| − |mL|)[(|mR|+ |mL|)2 + 4|mD|2]3/2
,(79)

∂2(MF
± )2

∂|mD|∂Θ
∣∣∣
Θ=(2n+1)π

= 0, (80)

∂2(MF
± )2

∂Θ2

∣∣∣
Θ=(2n+1)π

= ∓ 2|mD|2|mR||mL|
(|mR| − |mL|)

√
(|mR|+ |mL|)2 + 4|mD|2

, (81)

( assume |mR| > |mL| ). Hence,

∂2V NJL+M
eff

∂|mD|∂Θ
∣∣∣
Θ=(2n+1)π

= 0. (82)

Because the off-diagonal element
∂2V NJL+M

eff

∂|mD|∂Θ vanishes at Θ = (2n + 1)π and the Hessian is diagonal, there is no

mode-mode coupling ( decouple ) on the line Θ = (2n+1)π of the two-dimensional surface (|mD|,Θ) of the potential

V NJL+M
eff , at least at the description up to the second-order derivatives, corresponds to an RPA ( random phase

approximation ), while it does not vanish at Θ 6= (2n + 1)π, gives a mode-mode coupling. The eigenvalue of the

Hessian will be given simply by its diagonal entries at Θ = (2n+1)π. Note that
∂2(MF

± )2

∂Θ2 are singular at |mR| = |mL|,
Θ = (2n+ 1)π. From the expression of second-derivative, the product of the inverse of the renormalization constant
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of phason field Z−1
Θ and the square of phason mass mΘ becomes

Z−1
Θ (mΘ)

2 =
1

2!

( 2

|mD|
)2 ∂2V NJL+M

eff

∂Θ2

∣∣∣
Θ=(2n+1)π

= − 1

2π2

[
|mR||mL|

|mR| − |mL|
1√

(|mR|+ |mL|)2 + 4|mD|2

]{
(MF

+ )2 ln
(
1 +

Λ2

(MF
+ )2

)
− (MF

− )2 ln
(
1 +

Λ2

(MF
− )2

)}
,

(83)

where, MF
± in this case ( namely at Θ = (2n+ 1)π ) become

MF
± =

√

|mD|2 + |mR|2 + |mL|2
2

∓ 1

2

(
|mR| − |mL|

)√(
|mR|+ |mL|

)2
+ 4|mD|2, (84)

( assume |mR| > |mL| ). Here, we should mention that Z−1
Θ m2

Θ of (83) does not vanish at |mD| = 0 with |mR| 6= 0,
|mL| 6= 0, |mR| 6= |mL|, while it will vanishes at |mR| = 0, |mL| 6= 0 or |mR| 6= 0, |mL| = 0 ( majoron ),
|mR| = |mL| = 0 ( pion ). The limit |mR| = |mL| of Z−1

Θ m2
Θ of this expression does not give a singularity because

the bracket of squares of MF
± will vanish more rapidly.

Phason is not a ”light” particle, since it is a bound ( or, resonance ) state of a heavy and a light particles. When
Λ ≫ |mR| ≫ |mD|, |mL| > 0 ( this is not the same with the ( type-I ) seesaw condition |mR| ≫ |mD| > |mL| = 0 ),

Z−1
Θ m2

Θ ≈ |mR||mR|
2π2

Λ4

(Λ2 + (MF
+ )2)(Λ2 + (MF

− )2)
≈ |mR||mL|

2π2
. (85)

Since the condition |mR| ≫ |mD|, a contribution of |mD| which gives cutoff dependence will come to the next-order of
our evaluation of Z−1

Θ m2
Θ given above. To achieve the type-I or type-II seesaw situations Λ ≫ |mR| ≫ |mD| > |mL| ≥

0, we need a fine-tuning of G because |mD| sharply rises to obtain O(Λ) when G moves from Gcr. The corresponding
quantity of pion in the ordinary NJL model will vanish by a self-consistent gap equation. It is interesting for us to
compare (85) with the following mass relation:

m2
Θ ≈ 2mD(mR +mL) + 2mRmL. (86)

This formula is obtained from the mass relation m2
pseudo = 2mdyn(m

a
current +mb

current) + 2ma
currentm

b
current, called

as a PCAC ( partial conservation of axial-vector current ) relation valid both in NJL and QED ( m2
pseudo; mass of a

pseudo-scalar meson, mdyn; dynamical Dirac mass, ma,b
current; current mass parameters ), shows the amount of energy

of stabilization of the effective potential [101]. Here, we have assumed that the mass relation is also valid for the
Majorana mass parameters mR and mL. The sign of m2

Θ reflects the (in)stability of the effective potential. Since Z−1
Θ

( must be a logarithmically divergent quantity ) will give a numerical factor, our result in (85) is almost the same
with the mass relation (86).

We obtain mΘ ∼ 20 GeV ( assuming Z−1
Θ ∼ O(1) ) when we use |mR| = 1011 GeV and |mL| = 102 eV, and it is

a little lighter than weak bosons while heavier than mesons/baryons. The compton wave length of phason becomes
λcompton ∼ 10−2 fm. A cross section between a neutrino and a nucleon is absolutely small, thus there is no place for
a high-density neutrino matter inside a star. Phason would obtain a reaction process of the intermediate energy scale
between electroweak to GUT breakings. It seems not unnatural because the radius of so-called ”primeval fire ball”
at GUT phase transition is 10−28 times smaller than those of our Universe [136].

To obtain Z−1
Θ , we evaluate vacuum polarization ( VP ) functions of our theory. Since we have interest on the

VP functions in the vicinity of a vacuum ( ground state ) of the theory at the one-loop level, we should set mass

parameters/phases suitably for this purpose: mD = m†
D, mR = −m†

R and mL = −m†
L. The definitions of VP

functions are obtained from Eqs. (64) and (70) as

ΠF
DD(q) ≡ tr

∫

k

(ΩF
M )−1(k + q)τ1(Ω

F
M )−1(k)τ1, (87)

ΠF
DΘ(q) ≡ tr

∫

k

(ΩF
M )−1(k + q)τ1(Ω

F
M )−1(k)iγ5 ⊗ τ1, (88)

ΠF
ΘD(q) ≡ tr

∫

k

(ΩF
M )−1(k + q)iγ5 ⊗ τ1(Ω

F
M )−1(k)τ1, (89)

ΠF
ΘΘ(q) ≡ tr

∫

k

(ΩF
M )−1(k + q)iγ5 ⊗ τ1(Ω

F
M )−1(k)iγ5 ⊗ τ1, (90)
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where, τ1 acts on the right-left space of the Majorana-Nambu field ΨMN . After taking traces, we obtain

ΠF
IJ (q) =

∫

k

AF
IJ(k + q, k)

D(k + q)D(k)
, (I, J = D,Θ). (91)

We have an interest on ΠF
DΘ, because they would give a coupling between the amplitude and phase modes, and also

might give an imaginary part to the effective potential. The result becomes

AF
DΘ = 2(2i)2|mR||mL| sinΘ

×
{
(k + q)2k2 + (|mD|2 − |mL|2)(k + q)2 + (|mD|2 − |mR|2)k2

+2|mD|2|mR||mL| cosΘ − 3|mD|4 + |mR|2|mL|2
}
. (92)

Note that this AF
DΘ is real. Hence, both ΠF

DΘ and ΠF
ΘD will vanish at Θ = (2n + 1)π, and again, we find there

is no mode-mode coupling, there is no imaginary part of V NJL+M
eff at this second-order level ( and parity is also

conserved ). If we set another choice of the phases of mass parameters, different from CP conversing condition (46),
AF

DΘ does not vanish, and gives a pure-imaginary matrix element of Lagrangian of the collective fields derived from

V NJL+M
eff . We cannot deny a possibility that the theory generates an imaginary part of V NJL+M

eff , in triangle, box,

..., diagrams of our definition of the expansion of V NJL+M
eff before estimating them since we should be careful to

apply the Furry theorem-like consideration in our calculations, though the V NJL+M
eff of the one-loop level (37) is

real ( this is guaranteed by Hermiticity of the theory ). Vertex corrections of our four-fermion theory has a class of
diagrams they cannot be factorized into summations of ΠF

IJ . They also give couplings between the amplitude and

phase modes. If V NJL+M
eff gets an imaginary part, it would cause an instability of the theory similar to the sense of

Weinberg-Wu [155]. Because our theory is relativistic, a derivative of time takes the form of second-order inside a
secular equation of the bosonic collective fields, we should examine energy spectra of the bosonic sector of our model
before concluding whether an imaginary part gives a remarkable effect or not.

The result of AF
ΘΘ becomes

AF
ΘΘ(k + q, k) = 4

[
(k + q)2 − |mL|2 − |mD|2

][
k2 − |mR|2 − |mD|2

]
(k + q) · k

−4
[
|mR||mL| cosΘ

{
[(k + q)2 − |mL|2](k2 − |mR|2) + |mD|4

}

+|mD|2
{
[(k + q)2 − |mL|2]|mR|2 + (k2 − |mR|2)|mL|2

}]

−4|mD|2
[
|mR|2|mL|2 cos 2Θ + |mR||mL| cosΘ[(k + q)2 + k2 − 2|mD|2]

+[(k + q)2 − |mD|2](k2 − |mD|2)
]

+(R↔ L). (93)

The propagator of the phason is defined as follows:

G−1
Θ (q) ≡ − 2

G
+
i

4
ΠF

ΘΘ(q) = Z−1
Θ (q2 −m2

Θ), Z−1
Θ =

i

4

∂ΠF
ΘΘ(q)

∂q2

∣∣∣
q=0

, −Z−1
Θ m2

Θ = − 2

G
+
i

4
ΠF

ΘΘ(0). (94)

We have neglected the relative angle contribution of k and q in the definition for Z−1
Θ . By a rough estimation ( picking

up several terms of the leading order for both the numerator and denominator of the integrand of Eq.(91) ) with the
condition Λ ≫M±, we get

Z−1
Θ ≈ 1

8π2
ln

Λ2

2((MF
+ )2 + (MF

− )2)
, (95)

i

4
ΠF

ΘΘ(0) ≈ 1

8π2

[
Λ2 − 2

(
(MF

+ )2 + (MF
− )2

)
ln

Λ2

2((MF
+ )2 + (MF

− )2)

]
, (96)

in the vicinity of Θ = (2n+1)π. The coefficient factor 2 for mass squared (MF
+ )2+(MF

− )2 seems strange, and it might
have come from the case that the leading-order integration of the VP function which could not take into account the
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orders of poles/singularities due to its roughness of the approximation, though our calculation in the approximation
is correct. Z−1

Θ m2
Θ in (94) will vanish at |mR| = |mL| = 0, becomes the gap equation for |mD| of the ordinary NJL

model. The vertex of fermion and phason is found as follows:

LΨΘ ≡ −gΨΨ̄ΘΨMN Θ̃(ren)iγ5 ⊗ τ1ΨMN , gΨΨ̄Θ =
√
ZΘ, Θ̃(ren) ≡ Z

−1/2
Θ Θ̃. (97)

While, the phason decay constant is given by

F 2
Θ ≈ 4|mD|2Z−1

Θ =
|mD|2
2π2

ln
Λ2

2((MF
+ )2 + (MF

− )2)
. (98)

This result should be compared with f2
π ∼ |mD |2

4π2 ln Λ2

|mD |2 of the chiral limit of the ordinary NJL model obtained by

the Nambu-Goldstone theorem [78,101,109]. Since we cannot use the Nambu-Goldstone theorem in the problem we
consider here, this is an approximate expression for F 2

Θ, though it is important because it bridges between the UV
scale ( defined by the condensation scale Λ ) and the IR scale ( defined by dynamical mass |mD| ). In principle, our
model is independent from electroweak symmetry breaking, though if we apply our theory to it, the decay constant
of phason obtains the constraint from masses of charged and neutral bosons, m2

W ,m2
Z ∼ (gSU(2)LFΘ/2)

2 ( relations
coming from the dynamical Higgs mechanism of electroweak symmetry breaking ), and becomes FΘ ∼ 250 GeV [169].
Therefore, from (98),

|mR| ≈ Λ

2
exp
(
− π2F 2

Θ

|mD|2
)
, (99)

and then we obtain |mR| ∼ 1010 − 1011 GeV when Λ ∼ 1016 GeV and FΘ/|mD| ∼ 2. In this case, seesaw mass
becomes |mD|2/|mR| ∼ 102 eV.

III. PHASON MASS IN THE SUPERSYMMETRIC NAMBU−JONA-LASINIO MODEL WITH

LEFT-RIGHT ASYMMETRIC MAJORANA MASS TERMS

In this section, we evaluate phason mass in the framework of the supersymmetric Nambu−Jona-Lasinio ( SNJL )
model with the left-right-asymmetric Majorana mass terms [119]. A generalization of our analysis of the NJL-type

model to the SNJL-type model is interesting, since the quadratic divergence of V NJL+M
eff in the NJL-type model (

which causes an inherent problem in the NJL case ) will be removed due to N = 1 SUSY, the superpartners of
phason/majoron would appear ( phasino/majorino ) if we set the theory appropriately for them, similar to the case
of axion and axino [68], and some cosmological results also be modified especially in an evaluation of reaction/decay
rates of phason/phasino. The Lagrangian of the SNJL model we consider here is defined by

LSNJL ≡
[
(1−∆2θ2θ̄2)[Φ†

+Φ+ +Φ†
−Φ−] +GΦ†

+Φ
†
−Φ+Φ−

]
θθθ̄θ̄

+
[m†

R

2
Φ+Φ+ +

mL

2
Φ−Φ−

]
θθ

+
[mR

2
Φ†

+Φ
†
+ +

m†
L

2
Φ†

−Φ
†
−

]
θ̄θ̄
. (100)

Φ± are chiral superfields [165]. The SUSY breaking mass ∆ is introduced to avoid the non-renormalization theorem
in generating a dynamical mass: If SNJL model keeps N = 1 SUSY, it cannot generate a dynamical Dirac mass [17].
Through the method of SUSY auxiliary fields of composites [17,20,26,117,118,119], we get

V SNJL
eff = V NJL+M

eff + V B
eff , V NJL+M

eff =
|mD|2
G

+ i lnDetΩF
M , V B

eff = −2i lnDetΩB
M . (101)

The matrix ΩB
M for the sector of elementary bosons is

ΩB
M ≡

(
�− |mR|2 − |mD|2 −∆2 mRm

†
D +m†

LmD

m†
RmD +mLm

†
D �− |mL|2 − |mD|2 −∆2

)
. (102)

Here, we take the SUSY breaking mass ∆ as real. Then we get

V SNJL
eff =

|mD|2
G

+
1

16π2

[
2Λ2∆2 + Λ4 ln

[Λ2 + (MB
+ )2][Λ2 + (MB

− )2]

[Λ2 + (MF
+ )2][Λ2 + (MF

+ )2]

−(MB
+ )4 ln

(
1 +

Λ2

(MB
+ )2

)
− (MB

− )4 ln
(
1 +

Λ2

(MB
− )2

)
+ (MF

+ )4 ln
(
1 +

Λ2

(MF
+ )2

)
+ (MF

− )4 ln
(
1 +

Λ2

(MF
− )2

)]
.

(103)
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The mass eigenvalues of bosons become

MB
± =

√
|mD|2 + |mR|2 + |mL|2

2
+ ∆2 ∓ 1

2

√
(|mR|2 − |mL|2)2 + 4|mD|2(|mR|2 + |mL|2 + 2|mR||mL| cosΘ).(104)

We summarize the results of the following derivatives: The first derivatives,

∂V SNJL
eff

∂|mD| =
2|mD|
G

+
1

8π2

[
∂(MB

+ )2

∂|mD| F
B
+ +

∂(MB
− )2

∂|mD| F
B
− − ∂(MF

+ )2

∂|mD| F
F
+ − ∂(MF

− )2

∂|mD| F
F
−

]
, (105)

∂V SNJL
eff

∂Θ
= − 1

8π2

[
∂(MF

+ )2

∂Θ
FF
+ +

∂(MF
− )2

∂Θ
FF
− − ∂(MB

+ )2

∂Θ
FB
+ − ∂(MB

− )2

∂Θ
FB
−

]

= − 1

8π2

∂(MF
+ )2

∂Θ

[
FF
+ − FF

− − FB
+ + FB

−

]
, (106)

where, we have used

FB
± ≡ Λ2 − (MB

± )2 ln
(
1 +

Λ2

(MB
± )2

)
, (107)

JB
± ≡ Λ2

Λ2 + (MB
± )2

− ln
(
1 +

Λ2

(MB
± )2

)
, (108)

and

∂(MB
+ )2

∂Θ
=

∂(MF
+ )2

∂Θ
= −∂(M

B
− )2

∂Θ
= −∂(M

F
− )2

∂Θ
, (109)

is satisfied. FF
+ = FB

+ , FF
− = FB

− , JF
+ = JB

+ and JF
− = JB

− hold at ∆ = 0. While, the second derivatives are

∂2V SNJL
eff

∂|mD|2 =
2

G
− 1

8π2

[
∂2(MF

+ )2

∂|mD|2
(
FF
+ − FB

+

)
+
(∂(MF

+ )2

∂|mD|
)2(

JF
+ − JB

+

)
+ (+ → −)

]
, (110)

∂2V SNJL
eff

∂|mD|∂Θ = − 1

8π2

[
∂2(MF

+ )2

∂|mD|∂Θ(FF
+ − FB

+ ) +
∂(MF

+ )2

∂|mD|
∂(MF

+ )2

∂Θ
(JF

+ − JB
+ ) + (+ → −)

]
, (111)

∂2V SNJL
eff

∂Θ2
= − 1

8π2

[
∂2(MF

+ )2

∂Θ2

[
FF
+ − FF

− − FB
+ + FB

−

]
+
(∂(MF

+ )2

∂Θ

)2[
JF
+ + JF

− − JB
+ − JB

−

]
]
. (112)

From these results, we find Θ = 0 is now stable,
∂V SNJL

eff

∂Θ monotonically increases from Θ = 0 to Θ = π, while
Θ = π is unstable and tachyonic to the Θ-direction, by both the first and second derivatives given above. Thus, the
CP-conserving condition for this case becomes

mD = m†
D, mR = −m†

R, mL = −m†
L,

θD = 0,

θR =
(
2j +

1

2

)
π, θL =

(
2l +

3

2

)
π, or θR =

(
2j +

3

2

)
π, θL =

(
2l+

1

2

)
π, j, l ∈ Z. (113)

Therefore, we get the following expression at Λ ≫ |mR|,∆ ≫ |mD|, |mL|,

Z−1
Θ m2

Θ = − 1

2π2

[ |mR||mL|
|mR|+ |mL|

1√
(|mR| − |mL|)2 + 4|mD|2

]

×
{
(MF

+ )2 ln
(
1 +

Λ2

(MF
+ )2

)
− (MB

+ )2 ln
(
1 +

Λ2

(MB
+ )2

)

−(MF
− )2 ln

(
1 +

Λ2

(MF
− )2

)
+ (MB

− )2 ln
(
1 +

Λ2

(MB
− )2

)}

≈ |mR||mL|
2π2

· Λ4[2Λ2∆2 +∆2(2|mD|2 + |mR|2 + |mL|2 +∆2)]

(Λ2 + (MF
+ )2)(Λ2 + (MF

− )2)(Λ2 + (MB
+ )2)(Λ2 + (MB

− )2)
≈ |mR||mL|

2π2
· 2∆

2

Λ2
. (114)
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This expression gives Z−1
Θ m2

Θ = 0 at ∆ = 0 ( This limit is physically meaningless since ∆ 6= 0 must be satisfied to

obtain a finite |mD| in the SNJL model ). Z−1
Θ (mΘ)

2 is 2∆2/Λ2 times smaller than that of NJL. The limit |mR| = |mL|
in the first expression gives Z−1

Θ m2
Θ = 0, the same with the NJL case. If we use |mR| = 1011 GeV, |mL| = 102 eV,

∆ = 1 TeV and Λ = 1016 GeV with assuming Z−1
Θ ∼ O(1), mΘ ∼ 2 × 10−3 eV, and phason becomes very light

particle, somewhat similar to axion ( though it strongly depends on the ratio of the SUSY breaking scale ∆ and the
condensation scale Λ ) [57]. In this case, the compton length becomes 1011 fm.

To evaluate VP functions of bosonic sector, again we should choose mass parameters as mD = m†
D, mR = −m†

R

and mL = −m†
L in the propagator (ΩB(k))−1 used for an expansion of V SNJL

eff . We use the following partition

ΩB → ΩB − ΣB
(1) − ΣB

(2). (115)

The definitions of ΩB(k) and the fluctuation matrices of scalar sector become

(ΩB(k))−1 =
1

DB(k)

(
k2 − |mL|2 − |mD|2 −∆2 −i|mD|(|mR| − |mL|)
i|mD|(|mR| − |mL|) k2 − |mR|2 − |mD|2 −∆2

)
,

DB(k) ≡
(
s+ (MB

+ )2
)(
s+ (MB

− )2
)
, (116)

and

ΣB
(1) ≡ |mD|2

4
(δΘ)2

(
1 0
0 1

)
, ΣB

(2) ≡ −|mD|
2

(|mR|+ |mL|)(δΘ)

(
0 1
1 0

)
. (117)

We show the results:

− i

2
tr(ΩB(k))−1ΣB

(1) = − i

2

|mD|2
4

(δΘ)2
2

DB(k)

[
k2 − |mD|2 − |mR|2 + |mL|2

2
−∆2

]
, (118)

− i

2
tr
1

2
(ΩB(k))−1ΣB

(2)(Ω
B(k + q))−1ΣB

(2)

=
1

DB(k)DB(k + q)

|mD|2
4

(δΘ)2

×
{
(|mR|2 + |mL|2)

[
(k2 − |mL|2 − |mD|2 −∆2)((k + q)2 − |mR|2 − |mD|2 −∆2)

+(k2 − |mR|2 − |mD|2 −∆2)((k + q)2 − |mL|2 − |mD|2 −∆2)
]
− 2|mD|2(|mR|2 − |mL|2)2

}
. (119)

The momentum integration of the first VP function given above diverges quadratically, while the second one loga-
rithmically diverges. Then we get

− i

2
tr

∫

k

(ΩB(k))−1ΣB
(1) ≈

1

8π2
(Θ̃)2

(
Λ2 − ((MB

+ )2 + (MB
− )2) ln

Λ2

(MB
+ )2 + (MB

− )2

)
, (120)

− i

2
tr

∫

k

1

2
(ΩB(k))−1ΣB

(2)(Ω
B(k))−1ΣB

(2) ≈
1

8π2
Θ̃2(|mR|2 + |mL|2) ln

Λ2

2((MB
+ )2 + (MB

− )2)
. (121)

Note that (MB
+ )2 + (MB

− )2 = 2|mD|2 + |mR|2 + |mL|2 + ∆2. Then, one finds the gap equation from the following
definition of phason propagator:

G−1
Θ (q) ≡ − 2

G
+
i

4

(
ΠF

ΘΘ(q) −ΠB
ΘΘ(q)

)
= Z−1

Θ (q2 −m2
Θ), (122)

−Z−1
Θ m2

Θ = − 2

G
+

1

8π2

[
(
(MB

+ )2 + (MB
− )2

)
ln

Λ2

(MB
+ )2 + (MB

− )2
−
(
(MF

+ )2 + (MF
− )2

)
ln

Λ2

(MF
+ )2 + (MF

− )2

]
.

(123)

Here, we have omitted minor difference between the results of the boson and fermion sectors, and dropped the factor
2, from the reason of a physical consideration to construct the gap equation, and which coincides with the previous
result in literature [119].
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Before closing this section, let us comment of the superpartner of phason, namely ”phasino.” If we consider a
Coleman-Weinberg type effective potential [28,155],

V SNJL
eff(CW ) =

m2
Θ

2
Θ̃2

c +
λΘ
4!

Θ̃4
c +

1

16π2

[
m4

Θ ln
m2

Θ

Λ2
−m4

phasino ln
m2

phasino

Λ2

]
, (124)

m2
Θ ≥ m2

phasino should be satisfied ( mphasino; mass of superpartner of phason ) for stability of the effective potential.

IV. THE SCHWINGER-DYSON EQUATIONS IN THE GAUGE THEORY WITH THE MAJORANA

MASS TERMS

In this section, we will examine dynamical mass functions of a gauge model supplemented by ”current” Majorana
mass terms, by the Schwinger-Dyson ( SD ) formalism. In this model for neutrino seesaw mass, we will meet notions
of bare, running and physical neutrino masses [4]. We use the terminology of explicit, spontaneous, dynamical sym-
metry breakings as ”symmetry broken by a ( renormalized ) parameter without spontaneous mechanism”, ”symmetry
breaking at the tree-level, such as a Goldstone-Higgs model”, ”symmetry breaking by the BCS-NJL mechanism”.

A. Model Building for the Type-II-like Neutrino Seesaw Mechanism

We will consider three choices of gauge symmetries, U(1), SU(2) and SU(Nc) ( Nc ≥ 3 ). It will be explained that
our choice of gauge symmetries is restricted from the physical situations we consider here.

In this paper, we consider the case where two U(1) ( vector and chiral ) symmetries are broken by both right- and
left- Majorana mass terms. If fermions couple with a U(1)-gauge field, an explicit U(1) symmetry breaking causes
a serious trouble, the gauge field acquires mass through quantum radiative corrections: In that case, in the vacuum
polarization

Πµν(q) = −i(gµνq2 − qµqν)Π(q
2) + igµνΠ2(q

2), (125)

we cannot deny the possibility of non-vanishing Π2(q
2), and it can give a photon mass. Due to the non-conservation

of vector current ∂µj
µ
V 6= 0, the transversal condition of a VP function kµΠµν = 0 can also be violated. In Ref. [108],

it was proven that a proper vertex correction of Πµν recovers the U(1)-gauge invariance kµΠµν = 0 in the case of
superconductivity, a spontaneous symmetry breakdown, with a dynamical Higgs mechanism; it does not work in an
explicit symmetry breaking due to the number of physical degrees of freedom. We should maintain gauge-invariance,
at least BRS-invariance, for keeping unitarity of the theory [84]. A gauge theory which will permit us to make physical
interpretation must be constructed on a physical Hilbert space ( positive metric ), |phys〉 ∈ Vphys, QBRS |phys〉 = 0 (
QBRS : BRS charge ) [84]. We should also take care about the unitarity of S-matrix, while at least we consider here a
Lagrangian which is Hermitian. If we wish to consider a local U(1)V gauge symmetry from the beginning of a theory
for neutrino Majorana masses, we have to employ a Higgs potential and Higgs mechanism or a dynamical breaking
of U(1)V for a possible mechanism of the origin of Majorana mass terms. If we can consider the case where mass
functions BR, BL and BD are all SU(Nc)-singlet, SU(Nc) gauge symmetry is not broken in an SD equation, while
U(1)V is spontaneously broken by a ”possible mechanism”. We need a flavor degree of freedom to satisfy the Pauli
principle in SU(Nc) gauge-singlet BR and BL. It seems quite difficult to achieve the hierarchy of the seesaw situation
|BR| ≫ |BD| ≫ |BL| ≥ 0 by a vector-like interaction of gauge fields. This special situation of the seesaw mechanism
of neutrino mass restricts our model building.

The irreducible representation of a direct product of fundamental representation of SU(Nc) is gives by Nc ⊗Nc =
1 ⊕ (N2

c − 1), Nc ⊗Nc =
1
2Nc(Nc − 1)⊕ 1

2Nc(Nc + 1). In the case of SU(3c), 3 ⊗ 3 = 3̄a ⊕ 6s, and thus the color
symmetry will be broken by a diquark-type fermion pair. For sake of simplicity of our formulation, we wish to choose
SU(2c) gauge symmetry. In this case, a diquark-type pair formation for generating Majorana-type mass functions can
belong to SU(2c)-singlet ( 2⊗ 2 = 1⊕ 3 ), and then the SU(2c)-gauge symmetry is not broken by Majorana masses.
For Pauli principle of Majorana-type fermion bilinears, we also introduce SU(2)R × SU(2)L chiral group, and take
the flavor singlet. Since we keep the SU(2c) symmetry manifestly, several relations of renormalization constants and
Ward-Takahashi identities also become simple. The situation of our model has an essential difference with a diquark
system or a color superconductor of SU(3c).

If our theory has a vector-like gauge coupling, it does not suffer from a non-Abelian quantum anomaly, and it is
identically guaranteed in the case of SU(2c), though we cannot choose different gauge coupling to the right- and left-
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handed fermions to keep the gauge symmetry. While, the theory will suffer from axial anomaly. In cases of SU(Nc)
with Nc ≥ 3, Majorana mass terms will break gauge symmetries. A Yukawa coupling also be colored, and then an
SU(Nc) gauge symmetry is broken at the tree level, the gauge fields become Proca, and then it is difficult ( though,
not impossible in principle ) to use the Proca fields in a dynamics described by the SD formalism: It is desirable to
avoid a breaking of a gauge symmetry which is relevant for a dynamical mass generation inside an SD-equation, at
least at the tree-level ( for constructiong a tractable model ). By several examinations, we recognize the fact that it
seems difficult to make the U(1)-gauge symmetry as a local one by the Higgs mechanism prescription for providing
left-right asymmetric Majorana mass terms which will break the global U(1)-symmetry explicitly ( note that, here
we are mentioning on a Majorana mass generation from a zero-mass model to a finite-mass case ), except a GUT
approach. Since we do not need a local U(1)-gauge symmetry for our discussion of neutrino seesaw mechanism,
in conclusion, we will examine an SU(2c)-gauge model with left-right asymmetric Majorana masses, only SU(2c)
is gauged. The bare Majorana mass parameters are introduced from outside of the theory as external parameters.
Several four-fermion interactions of an SU(2c)-gauged NJL-type model can be used for generating Majorana mass
parameters with a large-hierarchy for seesaw machanism by the model itself, though it means that we have to depart
from the gauge principle [151,171].

The symmetry of the Lagrangian becomes

SU(2c)× SU(2f)R × SU(2f). (126)

Both U(1)V and U(1)A are broken by Majorana masses and an axial anomaly. The symmetry of the Lagrangian
with zero-Majorana masses becomes SU(2Nf) ( we will discuss later ) [81]. We consider the generic case of broken
left-right symmetry by mass terms. We summarize the SU(2c) gauge transformation:

ξ′ = eiωAtAξ, η′ = eiωAtAη, (127)

ψ′
MR = eiωγ5TAψMR, ψ′

ML = eiωAC−1γ5TACψML, (128)

ψ′
MR = ψMRe

−iωAγ5C
−1TAC , ψ′

ML = ψMLe
−iωAγ5TA , (129)

Ψ′
MN = eiωA(γ5⊗τ3)TAΨMN , Ψ′

MN = ΨMNe
iωA(γ5⊗τ3)T

∗
A , (130)

where, the definitions of several matrices are

tA =
ρA
2
, [tA, tB] = ifABCtC , TA ≡

(
tA 0
0 tTA

)
, TA ≡

(
TA 0
0 T T

A

)
,

T †
A = TA, T T

A = T ∗
A = −γ0T †

Aγ
0, tTA = −ρ2tAρ2, C ≡

(
ρ2 0
0 ρ2

)
= C−1 = C†, (131)

Here, tA are SU(2c) Hermitian generators. The SU(Nf ) flavor rotation is also defined in the same manner:

ξ′ = eiω
R
i Υiξ, η′ = eiω

L
i Υiη. (132)

Here, Υi are generators of an SU(Nf) flavor rotation.

Now, we introduce the following manifestly SU(2c)-gauge invariant Lagrangian:

LSU(2) ≡ Lgauge + Lmatter, (133)

Lgauge ≡ −1

4
GA

µνG
Aµν +BA∂µGA

µ +
ξ

2
(BA)2 − ic̄A∂µDµc

A, (134)

GA
µν ≡ ∂µG

A
ν − ∂νG

A
µ + g(0)fABCG

B
µG

C
ν , (135)

Dµc
A ≡ ∂µc

A + g(0)fABCG
B
µ c

C , (136)

Lmatter ≡ 1

2
ΨMN

(
i/∂ ⊗ 1̂ + g(0) /A

A
(γ5 ⊗ τ3)TA −M(0)

M

)
ΨMN . (137)

Here, BA are the Nakanishi-Lautrup B-fields [87,107]. The matter fermion fields are taken as the fundamental
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representation of SU(2c). The mass matrix M(0)
M is defined by

M(0)
M ≡

(
M(0)

R M(0)
D

M(0)
D M(0)

L

)
, (138)

M(0)
R ≡ [(m

(0)
R )†P+ +m

(0)
R P−]ρ2Υ2, (139)

M(0)
L ≡ [(m

(0)
L )†P+ +m

(0)
L P−]ρ2Υ2, (140)

M(0)
D ≡ (m

(0)
D )†P+ +m

(0)
D P−. (141)

( Nc = 2. ) The Majorana masses are taken to be as SU(2c), SU(2f)R and SU(2f)L singlet by multiplying anti-
symmetric matrices of color and flavor spaces ρ2 and Υ2. The U(1)V current is not conserved by the Majorana
mass terms, the U(1)A current is suffered from an axial anomaly, while the currents of SU(2f )V and SU(2f)A are
conserved. In the context of neutrino physics, the SU(2c) fields are hypothetical gauge fields they might relevant for
dynamics of the system we consider here. Let us discuss about symmetry breaking schema of our model. Due to
pseudo-real nature of SU(2c), the Lagrangian has a large chiral symmetry, i.e. SU(2Nf) at the zero-mass case ( see
below ) [81]. We summarize the following breaking schema:

• (1) m
(0)
D = m

(0)
R = m

(0)
L = 0 and mD

dyn 6= 0 ( dynamical Dirac mass ); SU(4f ) → Sp(4f).

• (2) m
(0)
D = m

(0)
R = m

(0)
L = 0, mD

dyn = 0, mR
dyn 6= 0, mL

dyn 6= 0 with mR
dyn = mL

dyn ( both of the right and left

Majorana masses are taken to be SU(2f)R,L singlet ); no symmetry breaking.

• (3)m
(0)
D = m

(0)
R = m

(0)
L = 0, mD

dyn = 0, mR
dyn 6= 0, mL

dyn 6= 0 with mR
dyn 6= mL

dyn; SU(4f) → SU(2f )R×SU(2f)L.

• (4) m
(0)
D = m

(0)
R = m

(0)
L = 0, mD

dyn 6= 0, mR
dyn 6= 0, mL

dyn 6= 0 with mR
dyn 6= mL

dyn; SU(4f) → SU(2f)R+L.

• (5) m
(0)
D = 0, m

(0)
R 6= 0, m

(0)
L 6= 0, mD

dyn 6= 0, mR
dyn 6= 0, mL

dyn 6= 0 with mR
dyn 6= mL

dyn; SU(2f)R × SU(2f)L →
SU(2f)R+L.

• (6) m
(0)
D 6= 0, m

(0)
R 6= 0, m

(0)
L 6= 0; no dynamical symmetry breaking, no NG boson.

Here, subscript dyn indicates dynamical masses, while superscript (0) implies bare quantities. For neutrino seesaw
phenomenology, the case (6) may be the most preferable because it does not generate an NG boson. Usually, in
the energy region of SD equation in QCD, we should prepare three flavors u, d and s and SU(3f )R × SU(3f)L
chiral group, though our main interest is on neutrino mass, and we have no insight on this ( a desirable criterion is
asymptotic freedom, Nf < 11Nc/2 ) and thus we have determined the number of flavor from the Pauli principle, the
smallest number for it. In generic case of flavor number Nf ≥ 3, one can introduce more complicated Majorana-type
condensations. Since we should choose SU(2c)-singlet ( antisymmetric ), a representation of a bilinear in the flavor
space must be chosen from Nf (Nf − 1)/2, namely we have Nf(Nf − 1)/2-directions ( alignment of vacuum ) of
condensates. The generic case of a trial function of a Majorana-type condensation is therefore given in terms of a
linear combination of these Nf (Nf − 1)/2 bases. Moreover, we can choose different directions of condensations in
flavor space for a left and a right Majorana condensates.

The matter part of our Lagrangian in the Dirac-Nambu notation becomes

Lmatter

=
1

2
ΨDN

(
i/∂ + g(0) /A

A
tA − (m

(0)
D )†P+ −m

(0)
D P− −(m

(0)
L )†P+C −m

(0)
R P−C

−(m
(0)
R )†P+C −m

(0)
L P−C −C−1

(
i/∂ + g(0) /AAρ2tAρ2

)
C + (m

(0)
D )†P+ +m

(0)
D P−

)
ΨDN .

(142)

As we have mentioned above, a fermion model of SU(2c)-color gauge has a larger flavor symmetry SU(2Nf) due to
the pseudo-real nature of fundamental representation of SU(2c). To show it, we will rewrite the Lagrangian in the
following form from a Majorana-like definition of ΨPR:

Lmatter = Ψ†
PRiσ

µDµΨPR +
1

2
ΨT

PRσ2ρ2M(0)
PRΨPR − 1

2
Ψ†

PRσ2ρ2(M
(0)
PR)

†Ψ∗
PR, (143)

Dµ ≡ ∂µ − ig(0)AA
µ tA, ΨPR ≡

(
η

(iσ2)(iρ2)ξ
∗

)
, M(0)

PR ≡
(
m

(0)
L −m(0)

D

m
(0)
D m

(0)
R

)
. (144)
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From this form, the breaking scheme SU(2Nf) → Sp(2Nf) is obvious when the Lagrangian has/acquires only Dirac
mass and/or a chiral condensate and does not have Majoranas. Note that, in a generic case, a fermion field will be
given by a linear combination ( mixing ) of particle and antiparticle bases due to the pseudo-real nature of SU(2c).

B. Renormalization

In this subsection, we summarize the renormalization property of a non-Abelian gauge theory. We work with
the mass-independent renormalization scheme of ’t Hooft and Weinberg ( or, so-called zero-mass renormalization
scheme ) [149,158], combined with the method of mass-independent homogeneous renormalization equations. In this
renormalization scheme, the renormalization constants ( and RG equations ) do not depend on mass parameters.
Several definitions of renormalization constants in perturbative gauge theories are given as follows:

ψ(0) =
√
Z2(µ,Λ)ψ

(µ), (145)

A(p2) = (Z2(µ,Λ))
−1A(µ)(p2), (146)

B(p2) = (Z2(µ,Λ))
−1B(µ)(p2), (147)

A(0)
µ =

√
Z3(µ,Λ)A

(µ)
µ , (148)

g(0) = (Z3(µ,Λ))
−3/2Z1(µ,Λ)g, (149)

m(0)(Λ) = (m
(0)
D (Λ),m

(0)
R (Λ),m

(0)
L (Λ))T = Zm(µ,Λ)m(µ), (150)

m(µ) = (m
(µ)
D ,m

(µ)
R ,m

(µ)
L )T = B

(µ)
current(p

2)/A(µ)(p2), (151)

B(p2) = Bcurrent(p
2) +Bdyn(p

2). (152)

Here, m(µ) is renormalized mass, and m(0)(Λ) is bare mass defined at the UV ( ultraviolet ) cutoff scale. A(p2) and
B(p2) are defined by a dressed propagator such like

G−1
M (p) ≡ A(p2)/p−B(p2). (153)

The explicit form of G−1
M (p) will be given in the next subsection. These renormalization constants are flavor-

independent. Here, Zm = ZR
m = ZL

m = ZD
m due to the zero-mass renormalization scheme, namely the Majorana

and Dirac mass parameters share a common renormalization constant. The solutions of RG equations of Landau
gauge QCD ( corresponds to the case ξ = 0 ) at one-loop level give [62,101]

A = Z2 = 1, Zm = (ḡ2(Λ2)/ḡ2(µ2))γm , γm =
c

a
. (154)

Some group-theoretical factors are summarized as follows:

∑

C,D

fACDfBCD = C2(G)δAB, tr(tAtB) = T (R)δAB,
∑

A

tAtA = C2(R),

c ≡ 3

8π2
C2(R), a ≡ 1

24π2
(11C2(G)− 4NfT (R)),

C2(G = SU(Nc)) = Nc, T (Nc) =
1

2
, C2(R = Nc) =

N2
c − 1

2Nc
, (155)

and the RG-invariant coupling constant is given by

ḡ2(p2) =
2

a ln(p2/Λ2
QCD)

, ΛQCD = µe
− 1

ag2 . (156)

Here, a is the first coefficient of the QCD β-function, ΛQCD in SU(3c) case ( the definition of it shows so-called
”dimensional transmutation” ) is determined experimentally, ΛQCD ∼ 300 GeV [101] ( in fact, there are several
choices ). Both the ladder ( non-running gauge coupling ) and improved ladder ( running case ) approximations
which we will use in our analysis of SD equation of our model is in fact not gauge invariant, though the convergence
property prefers the choice of Landau gauge in ordinary QED/QCD ( without dynamical Majorana masses ) [62,101].
We consider it is also the case in our models. While B(µ) and B are complex, the renormalization constants Z2, Z3

and Zm are real. Z3 = 1 is satisfied in the quenched QED, and the ladder approximation with Landau gauge gives
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Z2 = 1 in QCD and Z1 = Z2 = 1 in QED. It is known fact that Z2 = 1 can be taken also in the improved ladder
approximation [62,93,94,101,133]. Hence, we should concentrate on divergences and renormalizations in fermion mass
functions, Zm.

The renormalization-group invariant condensation φ̃ and its complex conjugate φ̃† in our model will be defined by

φ̃ ≡



φD
φR
φL


 =

1(
ln(µ2/Λ2

QCD)
)γm




〈0| 12 (ψMRP+ψML + ψMLP+ψMR)
(µ)|0〉

〈0|(ψMRP+ρ2Υ2ψMR)
(µ)|0〉

〈0|(ψMLP+ρ2Υ2ψML)
(µ)|0〉


 , (157)

φ̃† ≡



φ†D
φ†R
φ†L


 =

1(
ln(µ2/Λ2

QCD)
)γm




〈0| 12 (ψMRP−ψML + ψMLP−ψMR)
(µ)|0〉

〈0|(ψMRP−ρ2Υ2ψMR)
(µ)|0〉

〈0|(ψMLP−ρ2Υ2ψML)
(µ)|0〉


 . (158)

(ψ̄MRP+ψML + · · · )(µ), · · · denote renormalized composite operators. Here, condensations are given as complex
numbers in order to take into account phase factors of them. ρ2 and Υ2 are inserted for the Pauli principle.

The asymptotic behavior of the mass function is known by examinations of both RG equations and an operator
product expansion of a fermion bilinear [10,128]:

A(µ)(p2) → 1, (159)

B
(µ)
current(p

2)

A(µ)(p2)
→ m̃(ren)

(
ln

p2

Λ2
QCD

)−γm

, (160)

B
(µ)
dyn(p

2)

A(µ)(p2)
→ −φ̃3C2(R)

4Nc

ḡ2(p2)

p2

(
ln

p2

Λ2
QCD

)γm

, (p2 ≫ Λ2
QCD) (161)

m̃(ren) = (m̃
(ren)
D , m̃

(ren)
R , m̃

(ren)
L )T . (162)

( in Euclidean region ). Here, the asymptotics ofB
(µ)
current andB

(µ)
dyn are called as hard and soft mass terms, respectively.

These forms of hard and soft mass terms are essentially determined by mass ( wavefunction ) renormalization constant,
thus they will take the same form for Dirac and Majorana masses. The determination of UV asymptotic behavior
of Bcurrent have had some discussions in the past, and the above form is obtained by the axial current conservation

at Λ → ∞, i.e. limΛ→∞m
(0)
D (Zm(µ,Λ))−1 = 0 [101]. This condition must be satisfied also in our gauge model with

including Majorana masses. The asymptotic form of Dirac mass function given above can be used for a trial function
for minimizing the effective potential of QCD, can describe a chiral phase transition ( an IR ( infrared ) phenomenon
), even though the asymptotic form valids at p2 ≫ Λ2

QCD [62]. The RG-invariant ( physical ) current mass m̃(ren) is
defined by

m̃(ren) = m(µ)
(
ln

µ2

Λ2
QCD

)γm

. (163)

Note that the RG-invariant ( physical ) current mass m̃(ren) are independent from the constituent part. This fact
indicates that these two parts consist a linearly independent basis set of a Hilbert space with an appropriate definition
of inner product for expanding a solution of SD equation, i.e. an integral equation. ( The integration kernel of our
SD equation which will be discussed later is not the Hilbert-Schmidt type, since the kernel has singular points on
real axis, not bounded in L2-norm of an integration domain of the SD equation. ) The soft mass term decreases
rapidly at the UV region, and the divergence property of the theory is determined by the behavior of the hard mass
term. Hence, it is established that both ”symmetric” and ”broken” phases are described by a theory. The explicit
symmetry breaking is defined by m̃(ren) 6= 0. On the other hand, the bare mass will vanish at Λ → ∞ by the definition
m(0)(Λ) = Zm(µ,Λ)m(µ). In the asymptotic free gauge theory, the dynamical dimension of the fermion-antifermion
composite operator becomes three at the one-loop level of the Landau gauge ξ = 0 ( resembles to a free theory ). The
”chiral limit” is defined by m̃(ren) = 0. The fermion mass function depends sensitively on current mass m(µ). In our

neutrino model, the Θ-degree of freedom of Z(N) dynamically arises at the case m
(0)
D = 0. It is known from several

numerical studies on Dirac-type mass function of SU(3c)-QCD that it will take almost constant at p2/Λ2
QCD ≤ 1,

while it will decrease rapidly at p2/Λ2
QCD ≥ 1 in the case of zero Dirac current mass. The global behavior of our mass

functions B(s) should qualitatively the same with this well-known result in literature. If a theory has an asymptotic
freedom, the UV behavior of Zm is qualitatively the same ( the scalling exponent depends on Nc, Nf ). Our theory

will obtain a critical coupling for dynamical mass generation at m(0) = 0 as an analytic formula ( in the non-running
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coupling case ) and it describes a chiral phase transition at m(0) = 0 ( precisely, m̃(ren) = 0 ), while dynamical mass
generation at m(0) 6= 0 does not give a phase transition since any symmetry will not be broken dynamically in that
case while chiral U(1) symmetry is broken from the beginning. Since the QCD running coupling has an IR divergence,
one should employ the Higashijima-type modified running coupling [62]:

ḡ2(p2) =
2

a ln((p2 + p2c)/Λ
2
QCD)

. (164)

Here, the IR cutoff pc is a free parameter.

C. The Schwinger-Dyson Equation

In this subsection, we derive the SD-equation and examine it. The SD equation of the improved ladder approxima-
tion in our case becomes

GM (p) = G(0)
M (p) + C2(R)

∫

k

ḡ2((p− k)2)Γµ
AGM (k)Γν

AD
(0)
µν (p− k). (165)

The SD equation can also be derived from an appropriately defined effective action Γ, by taking the first derivative
δΓ

δGM
= 0 in an infinite-dimensional manifold. The manifold becomes Banach, by an appropriate definition of norm

of tangent and contangent vectors of it, and the manifold is considered as a complete metric space. Note that this
variation will be done in an infinite-dimensional linear space of propagator GM , not a direct variation of the space
of mass functions. This difference has come from the fact that we consider a variation in a mass matrix space. The
generic form of an SD equation is written by

M̂(p) = M̂(0) + λ

∫ a

b

dkK̂[p, k;M̂(k)]M̂(k), (166)

and an operation of a Lie group to it gives

gM̂(p)g−1 = gM̂(0)g−1 + λ

∫ a

b

dkK̂[p, k; gM̂(k)g−1]gM̂(k)g−1, (167)

i.e., under a quite non-linear manner. Since GM depends on gauge, one should choose it before constructing an explicit
form of an SD equation: We choose the Landau gauge. After a gauge is chosen, a norm of mass function space is
appropriately determined, it will become a Finsler space [24], and an isometry given by a Lie group of a symmetry of
a theory should keep a norm. The bare vertex Γµ

A of (165) is

Γµ
A ≡ (γµγ5 ⊗ τ3)TA. (168)

The free gauge-boson propagator is given as follows:

D(0)
µν (k) = δAB

1

k2

(
gµν − (1− ξ)

kµkν
k2

)
. (169)

We consider the SD equation of the Abelianized form in the neutrino model. The propagator G(0)
M (p) is obtained by

substituting mj → m
(0)
j ( j = R,L,D ) in Eq. (22) of the definition of Ω−1

M ( (0) indicates a bare quantity ). The

inverse of dressed propagator is found from Eq. (18):

(GM (p))−1 ≡
(
A(p2)/p−B†

R(p
2)P+ −BR(p

2)P− −B†
D(p

2)P+ −BD(p2)P−

−B†
D(p2)P+ − BD(p2)P− A(p2)/p−B†

L(p
2)P+ −BL(p

2)P−

)
. (170)

Here, all quantities of GM (p) are bare, and we keep mass functions of Majorana-type BL, BR and Dirac-type BD as
complex functions. In the neutrino model, we consider the case of all of BR, BL and BD are color and flavor singlet,
and thus SU(2c) gauge symmetry is conserved, in principle. The Landau gauge is taken by setting ξ = 0, and thus
we can set A(p2) = 1 in our ladder approximation. This is guaranteed by the fermion wavefunction renormalization
constant Z2 given in the previous subsection. After some manipulations, we obtain the following six coupled equations
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as our SD equation ( in Euclidean region ):

BR(p
2)±B†

R(p
2) = m

(0)
R ± (m

(0)
R )† + C2(R)

∫

k

ḡ2((p− k)2)
3 + ξ

(p− k)2

× [BR(k
2)±B†

R(k
2)][k2 + |BL(k

2)|2]− (BD(k2))2B†
L(k

2)∓ (B†
D(k2))2BL(k

2)

DSD(k2)
, (171)

BL(p
2)±B†

L(p
2) = m

(0)
L ± (m

(0)
L )† + C2(R)

∫

k

ḡ2((p− k)2)
3 + ξ

(p− k)2

× [BL(k
2)±B†

L(k
2)][k2 + |BR(k

2)|2]− (BD(k2))2B†
R(k

2)∓ (B†
D(k2))2BR(k

2)

DSD(k2)
, (172)

BD(p2)±B†
D(p2) = m

(0)
D ± (m

(0)
D )† + C2(R)

∫

k

ḡ2((p− k)2)
3 + ξ

(p− k)2

× [BD(k2)±B†
D(k2)][k2 + |BD(k2)|2]−BR(k

2)BL(k
2)B†

D(k2)∓B†
R(k

2)B†
L(k

2)BD(k2)

DSD(k2)
,(173)

DSD(s) = (s+M2
+(s))(s +M2

−(s)). (174)

Here, M± are obtained from the result of Sec. II as follows:

M±(s) =

(
|BD(s)|2 + |BR(s)|2 + |BL(s)|2

2

∓1

2

√
(|BR(s)|2 − |BL(s)|2)2 + 4|BD(s)|2(|BR(s)|2 + |BL(s)|2 + 2|BR(s)||BL(s)| cosΘ)

)1/2

. (175)

The U(1) phases of mass functions are defined as follows:

BD(s) = |BD(s)|eiθD , BR(s) = ρ2Υ2|BR(s)|eiθR , BL(s) = ρ2Υ2|BL(s)|eiθL , Θ = θR + θL − 2θD. (176)

Here, we assume these phases have no momentum dependence, and coincide with that of bare mass parameters. If we
take different phases between a mass function and corresponding bare mass parameter, the SD formalism will obtain
a problem, an inconsistency between the real and imaginary parts of a mass function. We will write the SD equation
into a vector form as

B(s) = m(0) +
3C2(R)

16π2

∫ Λ2

s

ds′ḡ2(s′)
F(s′)

DSD(s′)
+

3C2(R)ḡ
2(s)

16π2s

∫ s

0

ds′
s′F(s′)

DSD(s′)
, (177)

FD(s) ≡ |BD(s)|
{
s− |BR(s)||BL(s)| cosΘ + |BD(s)|2

}
, (178)

FR(s) ≡ |BR(s)|(s+ |BL(s)|2)− |BD(s)|2|BL(s)| cosΘ, (179)

FL(s) ≡ |BL(s)|(s + |BR(s)|2)− |BD(s)|2|BR(s)| cosΘ, (180)

B(s) ≡ (|BD(s)|, |BR(s)|, |BL(s)|)T , (181)

F(s) ≡ (FD(s), FR(s), FL(s))
T , (182)

m(0) ≡ (|m(0)
D |, |m(0)

R |, |m(0)
L |)T . (183)

The first integral which takes into account relatively high-energy region will give the hard mass ( current mass ) term
(160), while the second integral corresponds to the soft mass ( constituent mass ) term (161). As we have mentioned
previously, the bare mass m(0) vanishes at Λ → ∞. To remove angular dependences inside the integrals of the above
SD equation, we have employed the following approximation [62,101]:

∫
sin θdθdφ(p − k)−2 → θ(p− k)p−2 + θ(k − p)k−2, (184)

g2 → ḡ2((p− k)2) → ḡ2(max(p2, k2)) = θ(p− k)ḡ2(p2) + θ(k − p)ḡ(k2). (185)
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From (177), one finds

lim
s→0

[
d

ds

(3C2(R)ḡ
2(s)

16π2s

)]−1
d

ds
B(s) = 0, (186)

lim
s→Λ2

{
B(s)−m(0) − 3C2(R)ḡ

2(s)

16π2s

∫ s

0

s′F(s′)

DSD(s′)

}
= 0 (187)

as the IR and the UV boundary conditions of the differential equation, respectively. Both the IR and UV boundary
conditions take the same forms with those of the SD equation of Dirac mass in QCD without Majorana mass terms.
Since the mass functions |BD(s)|, · · · are much smaller than cutoff Λ or s in the UV region, the UV asymptotic
behavior of the SD equation and its solution will take the same form with that of QED4 ( non-runing case in our
model ) or QCD4 without Majorana mass terms. Our SD equation as a coupled integral equation will be converted
into the following differential equation:

d

ds

{[ d
ds

(3C2(R)ḡ
2(s)

16π2s

)]−1 d

ds
B(s)

}
=

sF(s)

DSD(s)
=

s

DSD(s)
Ξ(s)B(s). (188)

The definition of Ξ is

Ξ(s) ≡



s+ |BD(s)|2 − |BR(s)||BL(s)| cosΘ 0 0

0 s+ |BL(s)|2 −|BD(s)|2 cosΘ
0 −|BD(s)|2 cosΘ s+ |BR(s)|2


 . (189)

The global behavior of B(s) is determined by the first derivative d
dsB(s) and it will decreases monotonically at s→ ∞

in ordinary QCD. In our SD equation, it is non-trivial due to the existence of Θ.

First, let us consider the SD equation with an appropriate linearization. The SD equation is Fuchsian, has four
regular singular points s = 0,M+,M−,∞, and after a linearlization, it becomes a Heun equation ( see Appendix
), can be solved analytically [60,61]. To obtain our SD equation as a matrix Heun equation, we will linearize it
by substituting all of mass functions of Ξ by their value at the origin: mdyn = (mD

dyn,m
R
dyn,m

L
dyn)

T ≡ B(s = 0).

This kind of linearization is also frequently used in ordinary QED/QCD, and it is justified at a ”critical” region
0 < |B|2/Λ2 ≪ ∞ and s → Λ. Moreover, lims→∞ B(s) → const. ( in fact, vanish ) if s = ∞ is a regular singular
point. ( The Heun equation is important for theory of integrable nonlinear wave equations, and appears in the scalar-
vector sector of a spinor-spinor Bethe-Salpeter equation [61]. Both the Heun equation and the Gauss hypergeometric
differential equation are defined on the Riemann sphere, and the Heun equation has 192 solutions ( local ), similar to
the case that the Gauss equation has Kummer’s 24 local solutions [49,89,147]. ) SD equations of QED or QCD with
non-running couplings, and without Majorana mass terms, are converted into the Gauss hypergeometric differential
equation of three singular points, and our Heun-type SD equation ( in the non-running coupling case ) also becomes
the Gauss hypergeometric differential equation when we consider some limiting cases of mass functions/parameters (
for example, |BR(s)| = |BL(s)| ). From the usual procedure, we get all of the scalling behaviors of |BD(s)|, |BR(s)|
and |BL(s)| in (188) are the same, and the exponents are found to be ( in the non-running coupling case )

l =
1

2

(
1±

√
1− 3C2(R)g2

4π2

)
, (190)

if we neglect the off-diagonal elements of Ξ in our matrix Heun-type equation. We can obtain analytic expressions of
exponents for the case of non-vanishing off-diagonal elements of Ξ by solving a 2 × 2 matrix eigenvalue problem as
the indicial equation of the problem, when we assume the UV behaviors |BR(s)| ∼ |BL(s)| ∼ sl,l±1,l±2,··· at s → ∞,
but the correction will become small. Hence the contribution of the off-diagonal element |BD|2 cosΘ inside the SD
equation will vanish at s → ∞. Moreover, from the discussion of renomalized mass function given previsously, |BR|
and |BL| should take the same exponent at the UV asymptotic region. This off-diagonal elements clearly shows the
coupling between |BR| and |BL|. Thus the coupling tends to zero at s→ ∞. The parameter q in Appendix A has no
role for the character of singularity in the generic Heun equation, and thus the mass functions of the matrix elements
of Ξ do not contribute to the SD equation of the UV asymptotic region.

From the well-known asymptotic behavior of mass functions in QCD, we can discuss the characteristic aspect of
our matrix SD equation. In our treatment, current and constituent parts of a mass function share the same phase,
and it seems the only choice for us in the SD formalism. Moreover, as mentioned above, only the choice to take the
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same phase for bare mass parameters and mass functions ( self-energies ) can keep consistency between the real and

imaginary parts of a mass function inside the SD equation. We have taken the convention of negative sign of φ̃. The
current mass part becomes dominant than the constituent part inside the mass function at large s. Hence, when we
consider our SD equation without the linearization, there are several cases of the behavior of B(s): Its first derivative
is

dB(s)

ds
=

3C2(R)

16π2

(1
s

dḡ2(s)

ds
− ḡ2(s)

s2

) ∫ s

0

s′ds′
F(s′)

DSD(s)
. (191)

B(s) decreases monotonically at s → ∞ when the matrix elements of Ξ is always positive, while if, for example,
s+ |BD|2 − |BR||BL| cosΘ has the region where it becomes negative ( especially in the IR region ), the mass function
|BD(s)| can have regions of s where it decreases/incleases, implies an instability of vacuum of the theory similar to
the NJL-type model case we have discussed previously, and can have a node, can cross the s-axis before it will vanish
at s→ ∞. The character of matrix elements of Ξ for the SD equation are determined by relative sizes between |BD|,
|BR|, |BL| and the phase factor Θ. To find the value of Θ for vacua of the theory, we should examine its effective
potential: In our speculation, a stationary point in Θ-coordinates is non-degenerate critical from the result of our
NJL-type model, namely we should find a specific VEV of Θ. The behavior of mass function at the IR region, namely
a mass function at ”relatively” long distance, has strong connection with the stability of the effective potantial of the
theory ( and also confinement [2,41,62] ), though the asymptotic behavior of mass functions given in the previous
subsection can be used for discussion of the structure of the effective potential due to confinement of fermions [62]. An
interesting fact of our case is that the Θ-degree of freedom can qualitatively affect the global behavior of the solution
of our matrix SD equation.

Since B(s) is a three-dimensional real vector, we can represent it as

B(s)T = (|BD(s)|, |BR(s)|, |BL(s)|) = r(s)(cos θ, sin θ cosφ, sin θ sinφ), (192)

r(s) ≡
√
|BD(s)|2 + |BR(s)|2 + |BL(s)|2. (193)

Then, our SD equation becomes

d

ds

{[ d
ds

(3C2(R)ḡ
2(s)

16π2s

)]−1 d

ds
r(s)

}
=

r(s)s

DSD(s)

[
s+ r2(s)Φ(θ, φ)

]
, (194)

Φ(θ, φ) = cos4 θ + 2 sin4 θ sin2 φ cos2 φ− 3 cos2 θ sin2 θ sinφ cosφ cosΘ. (195)

Here, we have taken the approximation of the complete neglection on momentum s dependence of θ and φ. This is a
rough approximation because it fixes a relative ratio of |BD|, |BR|, and |BL| for whole region of 0 ≤ s <∞, though we
mainly have our interest on the UV asymptotic behavior of the mass functions ( which determines critical couplings
of mass generations ), it should work well at the asymptotic region. The seesaw condition |BR|2 ≫ |BD|2 ≫ |BL|2
is obtained at φ ∼ 0, θ ∼ π/2. By this prescription with the linearization by r(s) → r(0) for the right-hand side of
bracket of (194), again our SD equation, as a Heun equation, will give the same exponents (190) for r(s). φ = π/4
of the left-right symmetric case gives a Gauss hypergeometric equation. In the vicinity of critical region, we obtain
the following well-known asymptotic behaviors from the UV boundary condition at m(0) = 0 limit with using the
non-running coupling:

r(x) ∝ x
− 1

2

(
1±

r

1−
3C2(R)g2

4π2

)
, for 1 ≥ 3C2(R)g

2

4π2
, (196)

∝ x−1/2 cos
(1
2

√
3C2(R)g2

4π2
− 1 lnx

)
, for 1 ≤ 3C2(R)g

2

4π2
. (197)

Hence, the critical coupling satisfies the well-known result 3C2(R)g
2/4π2 = 1 [62,101]. Here, we consider the case

where the coupling constant is close to the critical value. By the UV boundary condition with this situation, and

with the zero bare-mass limit |m(0)
D | = |m(0)

R | = |m(0)
L | = 0, gives ( non-running coupling case )

Mdyn = Λexp

[
− (2n+ 1)π

2
√

3
4π2C2(R)g2 − 1

]
, (n = 0, 1, 2 · · · ), (198)

Mdyn =
√
(mD

dyn)
2 + (mR

dyn)
2 + (mL

dyn)
2, (mD

dyn,m
R
dyn,m

L
dyn) = (|BD(0)|, |BR(0)|, |BL(0)|). (199)
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By utilizing the vector notation of mass function B, one finds

Φ(θ, φ) =
1

r4(s)

(
|BD(s)|4 + 2|BR(s)|2|BL(s)|2 − 3|BD(s)|2|BR(s)||BL(s)| cosΘ

)
. (200)

For example, when we consider |BR| ∼ 1011 GeV, |BD| ∼ 102 GeV and |BD| ∼ 102 eV, then we find |BD|4 ∼
|BR|2|BL|2 ∼ |BD|2|BR||BL| ∼ 108 (GeV)4. In this case, they will take the same magnitude in Φ(θ, φ). Thus, under
the seesaw condition with the three-dimensional vector approximation for mass function, the effect of Θ in the SD
equation is not negligible.

Our SD equation of several limiting cases can be solved more explicitly. Let us examine the SD equation of the
Dirac mass part. We list the following cases:

sFD(s)

DSD(s)
→ s|BD(s)|

s+ |BD(s)|2 , (case(a); |BR| = |BL| = 0), (201)

→ s|BD(s)|
s+ |BD(s)|2 + |BR(s)|2

, (case(b); |BR| = |BL|, Θ = (2n+ 1)π), (202)

→ s|BD(s)|(s+ |BD(s)|2)
(
s+

(
|BR(s)|

2 −
√

|BR(s)|2

4 + |BD(s)|2
)2)(

s+
(

|BR(s)|
2 +

√
|BR(s)|2

4 + |BD(s)|2
)2) ,

(case(c); |BR| 6= 0, |BL| = 0). (203)

The case (c) with |BR(s)|2 ≫ |BD(s)|2 gives the type-I seesaw condition [104]. We will set |BR(s)| = mR = const.
for solving the SD equation ( becomes a hypergeometric differential equation by this linearization ) of case (b). It
is impossible to obtain a single function of analytical solution for the linearized SD equation in the whole region
of momentum space 0 ≤ s < ∞ ( no global solution, though we can use analytic continuations ) [147]. Since the
hypergeometric differential equation has s = 0, 1,∞ as regular singular points from its definition, we obtain the
following convergent serieses ( expansions of solutions inside several convergent radii defined around s = 0, 1,∞ )
from the 24 Kummer local solutions of hypergeometric functions 2F1 = F (α, β, γ, x) as special solutions ( up to a
multiplicative constant ) of the linearized SD equation [49,147]:

F (α, β, γ, x), and
x1−γF (α− γ + 1, β − γ + 1, 2− γ, x)

Γ(2 − γ)
for |x| < 1, (204)

x−αF (α, 1 + α− γ, 1 + α− β, 1/x) and x−βF (β, 1 + β − γ, 1 + β − α, 1/x) for |x| > 1, (205)

F (α, β, α + β − γ + 1, 1− x)

Γ(α+ β − γ + 1)
and

(1− x)γ−α−βF (γ − β, γ − α, γ − α− β + 1, 1− x)

Γ(γ − α− β + 1)
for |1− x| < 1,(206)

x ≡ − s

|mR|2 + (mD
dyn)

2
, α ≡

1 +
√
1− 3C2(R)g2

4π2

2
, β ≡

1−
√
1− 3C2(R)g2

4π2

2
, γ ≡ 2.

Here, we use gamma functions to remove singularities at several points of auguments in the hypergeometric functions.
The IR boundary condition is satisfied by F (α, β, γ, x), while |BD(s)| of the UV region is given by a linear combination
of x−αF (α, 1 + α − γ, 1 + α− β, 1/x) and x−βF (β, 1 + β − γ, 1 + β − α, 1/x). Obviously, under the approximations
mentioned above, the critical coupling becomes the same with (196-197).

In summary, a numerical value of Θ can affect the structure and solution of our SD equation, and then it reflects
”global” structure of the effective potential of the theory, the effect is not negligible even in the case of seesaw situation
of a huge mass hierarchy. While, various parts of our SD equation show same characters/behaviors with those of
QED/QCD even though our model includes Majorana masses. At least in non-running coupling case, Θ does not affect
the critical coupling of dynamical mass generation. In the case of NJL-type model, Θ affects essentially on structure
of effective potential, gap equation and critical coupling. An evaluation of phason mass and decay constant demands
us a hard and complicated calculation in our gauge model, while a numerical calculation is not meaningful due to
the huge hierarchy of the explicit symmetry breaking mass parameters m̃(ren). If a mass prediction is the purpose,
one should employ the renormalization group analysis of the SM/MSSM [9,20,21,22,26]. We should mention that,
here we do not prove that the seesaw situation takes place in our SD equation with taking a large hierarchy of bare
mass parameter, and discuss several characteristic features of the equation. Our SD equation has a non-linear vector
radial Schrödinger operator at the non-running coupling case. It is an interesting subject to examine the operator by
differential Galois group to understand our SD equation more deeply [95].



28

V. INTERACTIONS, REACTIONS AND THERMODYNAMICS OF PHASON: PHYSICAL

IMPLICATIONS

A. Two-body Phason Decay

The two-body pion decay π− → l−+ν̄µ is the best laboratory to examine the µe-universality of weak interaction [39].

This reaction is used to determine fπ = 93 MeV. Since phason Θ̃ is a ”pseudo-scalar meson”ic boson field, we can
evaluate the two-body phason decay Θ̃ → ϕ1 + ϕ̄2 by a similar way of pion weak decay, with assuming a hypothetical
V-A type interaction. Since Θ̃ is a neutral boson, it does not have a decay like Θ̃† → ϕ̄1 + ϕ2 which could have
a role in lepton/baryon-number non-conservation. By assuming m1 6= 0, m2 = 0, and temperature-dependence as

|mD(T )| = |mD(T = 0)|
√
1− T 2/T 2

c ( Tc; critical temperature ), one finds the decay width

Γ(Θ̃ → ϕ1 + ϕ̄2) =
G2

pF
2
Θ

4π

(m2
Θ −m2

1)
2m2

1

m3
Θ

(207)

will vanish at T → Tc and |mD(T = 0)| = 0 in our NJL-type model. Here, Gp is the Fermi constant of this hypothetical
interaction. We wish to mention that, quite recently, an implication of a rare pion decay ( a two-body type ) to dark
matter was given in literature [71]. The two-body phason decay could also obtain such an implication in universe.

B. Tunneling, Instanton, and Topological Nature of the Theory

We have found that Θ = (2n+1)π ( n ∈ Z ) give infinitely degenerate vacua of the NJL-type model, and V NJL+M
eff

is almost proportional to cosΘ. Hence, there is a tunneling probability Pt = exp(−SE) between two vacua. Here,
the effective action SE for describing dynamics in the direction Θ in a field-theoretical framework can be written as
follows:

Z(β) =

∫
DΘ̃e−SE , (208)

SE = V3D

∫ β

0

dτ
(1
2

( |mD|
2

)2(dΘ
dτ

)2
+

∆Veff
2

cosΘ
)
, (209)

∆Veff ≡ Veff (Θ = 0)− Veff (Θ = π) ∼ O(|mD|2|mR||mL|), (210)

|mD|2 ∼ F 2
Θ, ∆eff ∼ F 2

Θm
2
Θ. (211)

Here, V3D is the three dimensional volume of the system. For example, we obtain

∆Veff ∼ 104(GeV)4 (212)

by using |mD| ∼ 1GeV, |mL| ∼ 1eV and |mR| ∼ 1013GeV. We will consider quantum mechanics to describe the
system. The system has kink ( instanton, namely a classical solution which makes action functional as a finite
quantity ) solution [27]. We can evaluate a tunneling effect of instanton/anti-instanton to the system, and it will give
a perturbation to eigenvalues. For an estimation of it, we can use the virial theorem, with assuming the harmonic
potential in the vicinity of the bottom of a valley by specifying the order of Θ. The system is translation invariant
in time direction, and thus it has a zero-mode which will be removed by a Faddeev-Popov determinat in the path-
integration of a partition function. Moreover, the system is perfectly periodic, and thus a wavefunction of the
potential can take a Bloch form obtained ( for example ) by solving a canonically quantized Schrödinger equation
of the Hamiltonian in SE . Hence, the potential of Θ resembles to the θ-vacua of QCD4. We find the canonical
commutation relation [Θ, PΘ] = i for quantization, and the uncertainty relation ∆PΘ∆Θ ≥ 1/2 also be satisfied. We
wish to emphasize that this is an uncertainty relation of fluctuation of phase of mass parameters and its canonical
momentum. We can consider a squeezed state for Θ via a harmonic approximation for describing the vicinity of
the bottom of a valley. If an external field like −Cext

Θ
2π is added to the system (209) and becomes stronger than a

threshold, a representation point of the system ( a wave packet ) will move toward Θ-direction, passes through places
where CP is broken, and the dynamics seems like that of a density wave in (1+1)-dimensions. ( Note that CP is
obviously broken at Θ 6= π at the classical Lagrangian level. )

To examine thermodynamics of the one-dimensional system defined above, we assume the temperature-dependence
of the dynamical Dirac mass as |mD(T )| ∼ |mD(T = 0)|

√
1− T 2/T 2

c . When temperature goes down from T ∼ Tc
to T ≪ Tc, the amplitude of modulation of Veff is developed, and a decoherence between quatum states of valleys
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can take place. For example, in the case O(|mD(T = 0)|) ∼ Tc ∼ O(1MeV), a vanishment of Dirac mass by thermal
effect exists inside a neutron star ( Tc of superfluidity in a neutron star becomes ∼ O(1MeV) ) [115]. A thermal
energy of our model will be obtained by Θ-direction, a thermodynamic system like a neutron star would have a
statistical density matrix which includes CP-violating states ( a CP-violation by thermalization ). This effect cannot
be observed in the one-loop calculation of our model under the Matsubara formalism because each of the mass spectra
of our model at this approximation level has two-fold degeneracy. On the contrary, the Lagrangian obviously breaks
CP-invariance at Θ 6= 0, and this fact indicates that the effect of the CP-violation cannot be described by a mean-field
approximation. To clarify this issue, we need a further examination. A thermal spectrum will also be obtained in
a curved spacetime or a uniform acceleration [32,47,58,150]. Hence, a uniformly accelerated observer would detect a
CP-violation effect by the Hawking-Unruh effect [32,47,58,116,145,150]. Hence, if the evolution of Universe had an
era of a huge accelerated expansion, a CP violation by the acceleration might occur. Namely, a large-scale dynamics
of the Universe itself causes a CP-violating effects. In that case, different observer of different Rindler coordinates will
detect different result of CP violation from observations of a single system. If our theory obtains a Lorentz-symmetry
violating perturbation, such as gravitational effect, then CPT theorem cannot be utilized by us, and the perturbation
would lift the degeneracies of mass spectra and CP and T violation might occur. CP and T are conserved at the
vacua ( ground state ) of our Lorentz symmetric NJL-type model even though which has Majorana mass terms in the
left-right asymmetric manner. While, if Lorentz symmetry is explicitly broken in a Dirac equation with having only
Dirac-type mass, the model can give a CPT violation [53,82,83]. In this paper, we mainly consider neutrino seesaw
mass, though a similar situation might take place in mixon/cpon of a CKM/PMNS-type matrices. If the CKM/PMNS
matrices are physical, they give p-NG modes and if they have their origins in dynamical symmetry breakings, then
they may have decay constants, they would contribute to cosmological processes such as leptogenesis. Hence, it may
be possible that entries of the CKM/PMNS matrices vary by environment or a uniform acceleration in our Universe.
Moreover, the entries of the CKM/PMNS matrices may have kink solutions.

By concerning the fact that a scalar field is dimensionless in (1+1)-dimensions, we introduce the following action
for describing dynamics of phason beyond a single-valley ( i.e., a harmonic potential ) approximation:

Sp =

∫
dx0dx1

[F 2
Θ

2
(∂µΘ)2 − m2

Θ

2
cosΘ

]
. (213)

We have redefined m2
Θ from mass dimension. This action is a relativistic version of a commensurate charge density

wave, and it will have a soliton solution as an excited state of phason [31,91,111,132,173]. By using a soliton solution,
we obtain the energy of a soliton as

Esoliton ∼
√
FΘmΘ, (214)

namely, energy of a soliton can have the same order of magnitude of phason mass. By putting mΘ and FΘ of (85),

(98) and |mD(T )| = |mD(0)|
√

1− T 2/T 2
c , one finds,

Esolition ∼
(

2

π2
|mR||mL||mD(0)|

)1/4[
1− T 2

T 2
c

]1/4
. (215)

Since Tc and |mD(T = 0)| take the same order of magnitude, the Dirac mass term will vanish before a soliton is
thermally excited when Λ ≫ Tc. Therefore, tunneling and thermal effects are more important for a transport of
energy between two nearest valleys than a solitonic excitation.

C. Effective Action of the Phason-Photon System

In case of pion, two-photon pion decay has deep relation with the axial anomaly. In Ref. [127], an effect of

temperature to π0 → 2γ was examined. If phason Θ̃ couples with electromagnetic field under the similar way with
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the case of axion, the Lagrangian of the phason-photon system can be given as follows [14,37,38,51,74,163]:

LΘ−em ≡ LΘ(K) + LΘM + Lem + LΘ−em, (216)

U ≡ exp
[
iΘ̃/FΘ

]
, (217)

LΘ(K) ≡ F 2
Θ∂µU−1∂µU , (218)

LΘ(M) ≡ −F 2
Θ

m2
Θ

2
cos

Θ̃

FΘ
= −F 2

Θ

m2
Θ

4

(
U + U−1

)
, (219)

LΘ−em ≡ κΘ̃Fµν F̃
µν , (220)

Lem ≡ −1

4
(Fµν)

2 − 1

2ξ
(∂µA

µ)2. (221)

We will obtain the Raffelt-Stodolsky-type Lagrangian if we expand the potential of (219) up to the fourth-order of Θ̃.
In our case, phason is massive boson. Integrating out fluctuation of phason field by employing a harmonic potential
approximation gives a four-body photon coupling κ2

∫
d4yFµν(x)F̃µν (x)GΘ(x − y)Fµν (y)F̃µν(y). The interaction

Θ̃Fµν F̃µν ( Θ̃ is a pseudoscalar ) of the Lagrangian (220) causes a two-photon phason decay Θ̃ → 2γ. Note that this
interaction gives gauge-invariant results in invariant scattering amplitudes. The coupling κ becomes

κ ≡ e2

16π2
F−1
Θ . (222)

If we assume the temperature dependence of Dirac mass as |mD(T )| = |mD(T = 0)|
√
1− T 2/T 2

c , we have

F 2
Θ ≈ |mD(T = 0)|2

2π2

(
1− T 2

T 2
c

)
ln

Λ2

2|mR|2
. (223)

The result of Pisarsky et al. for pion is fπ(T ) ∼ (1−T 2/(12f2
π))fπ [127], and it could be interpreted as the expansion

of our formula at T ≪ Tc. Since we have obtained FΘ by utilizing the Nambu-Goldstone theorem, our FΘ is estimated
quite roughly, though this formula tells us that a finite-temperature effect suppresses FΘ. Similar effect to temperature
can arise from a uniform acceleration or a curved spacetime, by the Hawking-Unruh effect [32,47,58,150]. Hence the

decay width of Θ̃ → 2γ becomes

Γ(Θ̃ → 2γ) ∝
( e2
4π

)2m3
Θ

F 2
Θ

∝
( e2
4π

)2
m3

Θ

{ |mD(T = 0)|2
2π2

(
1− T 2

T 2
c

)
ln

Λ2

2|mR|
}−1

. (224)

Since we know that mΘ does not vanish at |mD| = 0 with |mR| 6= |mL|, |mR| 6= 0, |mL| 6= 0, we find that Γ(Θ̃ → 2γ)
diverges at T → Tc or at |mD(T = 0)| → 0.

VI. CONCLUDING REMARKS

We will summarize our results:

• In our NJL-type model, a pseudo Nambu-Goldstone boson arises after the dynamical generation of the Dirac
mass, and the phase ( we call its quantum fluctuation as ”phason” in this paper ) is self-consistently chosen
as Θ = (2n + 1)π as infinitely countable degenerate vacua of Veff . We have examined the mechanism of (
dynamical ) generation of infinitely countable degenerate vacua, summarized into a theorem by mathematical
language.

• The p-NG boson has a non-vanishing mass in its excitation spectrum which corresponds to the observable
quantity, the mass-gap of collective excitation. The phason mode becomes a majoron at |mL| = 0 ( for example,
in the case of type-I seesaw condition of neutrino ), and gives a pion at |mR| = |mL| = 0 in our model.
Evaluations of phason mass in NJL and SNJL have been presented, and the NJL gives the mass as little lighter
than weak bosons, while that of SNJL becomes very light, almost the same order of axion mass today accepted
by people widely.



31

• The SU(2c)×SU(Nf)R×SU(Nf)L model for neutrino seesaw mass has been constructed, and the SD equation
for current and dynamical masses has been examined. The linearized version of the SD equation will take a
matrix Heun equation under the non-running coupling case. The effect of mass phase Θ appears in the SD
equation and can become crucial under the seesaw mechanism situation.

• We have considered the two-body/two-photon phason decay rates, which might have some contributions to
astrophysical/cosmological processes. Possible physical implications coming from the phase degree Θ have been
discussed.

In this paper, we have assumed the order parameter mD of the NJL/SNJL-type model as spacetime-independent.
If we investigate the relation between spacetime-dependent mD(x) and the seesaw mass spectra, we should employ a
”Bogoliubov-de Gennes”-type equation often used in theory of superconductivity. This is also the case in a curved
spacetime. We only consider the (3+1)-dimensional case, though our method and also the dispersion relations we
have obtained in this paper can be applied/used to study similar situations in other spacetime dimensions.

For a three-flavor model, we can introduce mass matrices as diag(me
R,m

µ
R,m

τ
R), diag(m

e
L,m

µ
L,m

τ
L). If we wish to

consider an U(3)-flavor symmetry in dynamical Dirac mass terms, we can utilize g1(ψ̄ψ)
2 + g2(ψ̄

λ3

2 ψ)
2 + g3(ψ̄

λ8

2 ψ)
2.

We denote λ3/2 and λ8/2 as the Cartan subalgebra. This interaction can generate the Gell-Mann−Okubo type mass
relation usually used in the classical three-flavor quark model. An implementation of the Froggatt-Nielsen machanism
of mass hierarchy of a flavon field [23,43] is also an interesting direction of an extension of our models. This could
reduce model parameters to get a mass hierarchy or a mass matrix of a theory. For example, we can consider the
following Lagrangian for a dynamical Froggatt-Nielsen mechanism of neutrino sector:

L = ψ̄i/∂ψ +G

[(
ψ̄
1 + τ3

2
ψ
)2

+
(
ψ̄iγ5

1 + τ3
2

ψ
)2
]
+ ǫψ̄

τ1 + iτ2
2

ψ + ǫ†ψ̄
τ1 − iτ2

2
ψ

−1

2
ψT (m†

RCP+ +mLCP−)ψ − 1

2
ψ̄(m†

LCP+ +mRCP−)ψ̄
T , (225)

where, ψ ≡ (ψ1, ψ2) is a two-flavor Dirac field. By using τ3 Pauli matrix ( here τj ( j = 1, 2, 3 ) act on the two-
dimensional flavor space ), we give an NJL interaction only to the first flavor ψ1, while ǫ gives a cross term between
two flavors. We can replace the NJL interaction to an SU(2) gauge interaction similar to our model discussed in Sec.
IV. The Majorana mass parameters mR,mL are universal for the two flavors. After a dynamical generation of Dirac
mass takes place in the first flavor, we integrate out it, and then we will get a Dirac mass term of the second flavor.
This model has no massless majoron, could obtain a mass hierarchy between the first and second flavors.

Next, we present an approach to CKM/PMNS matrices based on a NLσM ( non-linear sigma model
) [14,37,38,51,74,163]. When CKM/PMNS matrices are regarded as physical degrees of freedom, it is possible to
describe them by an NLσM Lagrangian, due to a similarity of the mathematical structures of NLσM Lagrangians
with flavon or little Higgs models. We concentrate on the PMNS matrix. The diagonalization of PMNS matrix is
achieved by

M̂neu = U∗
PMNSλneuU

†
PMNS . (226)

Here, λneu is the matrix of mass eigenvalue. While, the p-NG field Σ of non-linear realization parametrized by broken

generators ( an exponential mapping of a Lie group ) will be transformed according to the transformation law of M̂neu

as follows:

Σ ≡ eiΠa/F , Σ → Σ′ = UPMNSΣU
T
PMNS . (227)

Note that Πa are matrices of a flavor space. Therefore, the NLσM Lagrangian will be determined as

Lneu ≡ F 2

2

[
∂µΣ∂

µΣ† − κneutr
(
M̂neuΣ + Σ†M̂ †

neu

)]
. (228)

( κneu; a constant. ) From a minimization of a potential given by the mass term, ultimately, we can obtain VEVs of

mixons ( mixing angles ). For obtaining a realistic mixing matrix, one should choose M̂neu suitably for the purpose.

Let us consider a possible experiment which can prove fluctuations of mixing angles are physical. If it is the case,
then there should exist thermal excitations. Oscillation of a very strong and thermal beam of neutrinos would show
an effect of such kind of thermal/collective excitations. ( We wish to emphasize that our viewpoint argues that
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neutrino oscillation experiments can find a key for understanding interactions in a flavor space of the neutrino/lepton
sector. ) Similarly, a very strong gravitational field ( curvature of spacetime ) can give a similar effect. Recently, a
paper on a possible modification of neutrino oscillation by gravity from a context of CPT violation was published in
literature [139].

Another interesting subject for the next step of our investigation is to construct theory of noncommutative har-
monic superanalysis and its application to a (p)NG supermanifold, supersymmetry and Morse theory [98], gener-
alizations/extensions of the MSSM and the SNJL ( namely, a geometrical understanding of the MSSM/SNJL ), so
forth. The Kobayashi-Maskawa sector may take a (SUSY) NLσM, and gauge symmetry for a flavor space may take
SU(NF ), it is global, cannot be given by a complete description of local gauge interactions because the symmetry
should be broken explicitly. Thus, if we try to generate such a mass matrix, we need an NJL-type four fermion
interaction like the top-condensation model. Explicit symmetry breaking parameters/matrices may determine the
total structure and mixing character of a mass matrix as ”boundary conditions” of it. In this approach, dynamics
of the Kobayashi-Maskawa sector is similar to that of phason which has been studied in this paper. A mathematical
definition of path integral should be done on a Finsler manifold [24]. Thus, measure of path-integration, symmetry
of a system, and a definition for a ( supersymmetric ) NLσM could be examined by Finsler geometry. This issue is
related not only pseudo-NG (super)manifold, but also random matrix theory [172].

The dynamics of our model has some similarities with axion of the strong-CP problem of QCD [162,166]. In our
model, the Majorana mass terms plays the role of an axion potential, and in fact the dynamics of our model is simpler
than those of QCD ( while, our model may have the domain wall problem [137] ). We can add the following terms to
a Lagrangian,

δθχ
g2

16π2
GµνG̃µν , or δΘ

g2

16π2
GµνG̃µν . (229)

δθχ = 0 or δΘ = 0 are chosen under the variation principle in our models, as discussed in Sec. II. The interaction
given above will not modify equations of motion of the theory, while they may contribute to masses of fluctuating
phases similar to the case of η′ meson [159]. In the massless QCD, θ is not a physical degree of freedom, and the
Peccei-Quinn type axion theory makes it as physical by combining the phase of the Dirac mass term of QCD [124,125].
We wish to emphasize that the model we have considered here spontaneously choose a CP-conserving vacuum. Our
results they have been shown in this paper are an attempt for understanding majoron, phason, pion, axion and mixon
under a simple/unified point of view.

The mass relations of neutrino sector may implies us toward both beyond the SM and beyond the BCS-NJL. In
fact, both of them are based on the gauge principle and spontaneous/dynamical symmetry breakdown, namely an
inconsistency between a local Ward-Takahashi-type relation and a global symmetry, and some parts of issues of the
SM might not be explained by the gauge principle, while the ( generalized ) Nambu-Goldstone theorem is quite
universal, seems to work well in a large part of model buildings in various energy scales, as shown in this paper. From
our context, our speculation on ”beyond the SM” is, a top-condensation-type gauged-(S)NJL with a set of explicit
symmetry breaking ( in very generic sense ) parameters. ( An example of ”beyond the MSSM”, see Ref. [35]. ) To
find a physical solution for the issue ”beyond the SM vs beyond the BCS-NJL”, we wish to hope new experimental
results, especially on lepton sector of the SM. The author also speculate that a deep mathematical understanding
on electroweak symmetry breaking and flavor physics [168] gives the way toward a new physics ( for example, a
mathematical investigation of a top-condensation-type gauged-(S)NJL with expricit symmetry breaking parameters
as an effective theory or its effective theory ). Our results are generic, some parts of them are not restricted to neutrino
seesaw phenomenology: For example, (S)GUT physics may also have similar phenomena coming from pseudo NG
bosons, and it is an interesting subject for us for the next stage of our investigation: A cosmological criterion would
restrict masses of pNG bosons/fermions of (S)GUT ( breakings of gauge, flavor, SUSY, so on ), and it may work to
give us a key for constructing a (S)GUT. We cannot make a universe inside a laboratory, while only cosmology can
answer the reason why our Universe chooses the SM from infinite number of possible theories. Hence, each universe
might have its proper ”SM”. Therefore, ultimately, there is two ways toward ”beyond the SM”: beyond the SM
inside, or outside our Universe. It is interesting for us which is correct way to study a physical law, and this is also
related to a question ”what is physics...”.
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APPENDIX A: THE HEUN EQUATION

Any Fuchsian type differential equation with four sigular points can be converted into the Heun equation. The
Heun equation wth singular points z = 0, 1, a,∞ is defined as follows:

{
d2

dz2
+
(γ
z
+

δ

z − 1
+

ǫ

z − a

) d
dz

+
αβz − q

z(z − 1)(z − a)

}
U(z) = 0. (A1)

The Fuchs relation

ǫ = α+ β − γ − δ + 1 (A2)

must be satisfied if the singular point z = ∞ is regular. q is called as accessory parameter. The exponents at
z = 0, 1, a,∞ are obtained as

(0, 1− γ), (0, 1− δ), (0, 1− ǫ), (α, β), (A3)

respectively.
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