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Abstract

We construct asymptotically safe extensions of the Standard Model.

The weak and hypercharge gauge couplings are made safe adding a

large number of extra charged fermions. To achieve safety also in the

Higgs self-coupling, the minimal construction features a right-handed

neutrino around 1014 GeV. A natural variant, with all new masses

close to the Fermi scale, is obtained by implementing a TeV-scale dou-

ble see-saw mechanism. We also construct models featuring dynamical

generation of scales that include Dark Matter candidates. The large

extra degrees of freedom allow for intriguing atypical phenomenolog-

ical scenarios, such as cold Dark Matter arising from a relativistic

freeze-out.
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1 Introduction

The Large Hadron Collider (LHC) data collected at
√
s = 13 TeV are in line with the Standard

Model (SM) predictions and provide strong bounds on SM extensions, in particular on those

that were introduced to tame the quadratic sensitivity of the Higgs mass operator on the scale

of new physics, known as natural extensions. The time is therefore ripe to explore alternative

approaches to naturalness and better even, new guiding principles, that can help selecting a

more fundamental theory of Nature.

Weak-scale extensions of the SM valid up to infinite energy bypass the issue of quadratically

divergent corrections to the Higgs mass [1] (we will ignore gravity, as an extension of Einstein

gravity can have this property [2,3]). Extensions of the SM realising total asymptotic freedom

can be built by embedding the abelian U(1)Y into non-abelian gauge groups that explain the

observed values of the hypercharges. Natural possibilities, where the extended gauge group is

broken around the electro-weak scale [1], have been proposed based on the groups SU(2)L ⊗
SU(2)R ⊗ SU(4)c and especially SU(3)L ⊗ SU(3)R ⊗ SU(3)c [4]. However, a fine-tuning at the

% level is needed in order to make the extra vectors above present bounds, such as MWR
>

2.5 TeV [5].

This is one of the motivations behind the search of alternative fundamental SM extensions

that are asymptotic safe, rather than asymptotically free. In addition, asymptotically safe

theories are an intriguing and yet much unexplored possibility. Only recently the first control-

lable perturbative example of a gauge-Yukawa theory able to display asymptotic safety in all

couplings [6] was discovered, where the Veneziano-Witten limit N,NF � 1 has been employed

to unquestionably establish the existence of such a scenario. Quantum stability of the theory

and the determination of the vacuum and potential of the theory were established in [7]. The

original model did not feature gauged scalars nor radiative symmetry breaking and is a vector-

like theory. Gauged scalars and related asymptotically safe conditions were introduced for the

first time in [8] while chiral gauge theories were investigated in [8, 9], and radiative breaking

in [10]. Extensions to semi-simple groups with SM-like chiral matter appeared first in [11]

while semi-simple gauge theories with vector-like fermions appeared in [12]. The Veneziano
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limit leads to interesting phenomenological applications once spontaneous breaking occurs [13].

Another virtue of a controllable perturbative limit is that in these theories the Higgs mass can

be naturally lighter than the transition scale Λ, given that non-perturbative corrections are

exponentially suppressed, δM2
h ∼ Λ2e−O(1)/α [8].

Supersymmetric asymptotically safe quantum field theories, where exact non-perturbative

results have been established in [14,15], are also an intriguing possibility albeit presumably not

of natural type because of the tension with the Large Electron-Positron Collider (LEP) and

LHC bounds [16].

In this work we depart from the Veneziano limit and supersymmetric extensions by taking

another interesting theoretical limit that can help taming the ultimate fate of one or all of the

SM U(1)Y , SU(2)L and SU(3)c gauge factors. This makes use of the large number of flavour

expansion discussed in [17–19]. In the presence of NF � 1 extra fermions one can re-sum

corrections at leading order in 1/NF [20, 21]. As we will review in section 2, these fixed points

occur at predicted nonperturbative values of the product of their gauge couplings times the

associated large number of extra flavours. The gauge couplings at the UV fixed points enter

perturbatively in the remaining system of beta functions [13,22]. In [22], building up on the idea

of [23], it was possible to successfully extend the SM to achieve asymptotic safety in all gauge

and Yukawa couplings, while it was shown how to properly investigate the Higgs self-coupling

to the one and two-loop levels in presence of the ultraviolet fixed points in the gauge couplings.

A complementary framework was introduced in [13] in which the SM is directly embedded

in the Veneziano limit of an extended [6] theory with the hypercharge and weak interactions

still tamed via a large NF re-summation. Here we go beyond the initial analysis of [22] and

construct several phenomenologically distinct and relevant models in which the scalar coupling

has already at the one-loop level a trustable ultraviolet fixed point.1

The paper is structured as follows. In section 2 we review how the introduction of many extra

fermions allows for an ultraviolet interacting fixed point for the gauge couplings. In section 3

we propose a minimal extension of the SM, where asymptotic safety for the Higgs quartic

is achieved by adding a heavy right-handed neutrino, independently motivated by neutrino

masses. In section 4 we replace the heavy right-handed neutrino with weak-scale states, in order

to have asymptotically safe extensions of the SM where the Higgs mass receives no unnaturally

large quantum corrections. Finally, in section 5 we propose asymptotically safe extensions of

the SM where all scales are dynamically generated starting from dimension-less couplings only.

We offer our conclusions in section 6.

2 Safe fixed point for gauge couplings

We now discuss the fate of gauge theories at short distance in the presence of a large number

of vector-like fermions (NF � 1). We do this by first summarising the associated β functions

resummed at leading order in 1/NF . We denote with αi ≡ g2
i /4π for i = Y, 2, 3 the SM gauge

1Unsuccessful attempts of constructing perturbative asymptotically safe extensions of the SM appeared
in [24]. Here both the hypercharge and scalar quartics were still under the spell of Landau poles, and in any
event the constructions depart from the rigorous limit of [6].
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Figure 1: The Feynman diagram topologies that dominate at leading order in 1/NF .

couplings (we define gY as the hypercharge gauge coupling in the normalization where the Higgs

H has |Y | = 1/2) and conveniently write the β functions as

∂αi
∂ lnµ

= βαi
= βSM

αi
+ βextra

αi
, (1)

where βSM
αi

are the perturbative SM contribution: at one-loop βSM
αi

= bSM
i α2

i /2π, with bSM
Y =

41/6, bSM
2 = −19/6 and bSM

3 = −7. The contribution of the NF � 1 extra fermions can

be written as their one-loop contribution plus their resummation at leading order in 1/NF

(see [17, 22] and reference therein):

βextra
αi

=
α2
i

2π
∆bi +

α2
i

3π
Fi(∆bi

αi
4π

). (2)

The one-loop coefficients are well known: for fermions in the representation Ri with dimension

DRi
they are given by

∆bY =
4

3
Y 2NFDR2DR3 , ∆b2 =

2

3
NFDR3 , ∆b3 =

2

3
NFDR2 . (3)

At leading order in NF � 1, the result is dominated by the Feynman diagrams in fig. 1. Their

re-summation gives the functions Fi(A)

F1(A) ≡ 2

∫ A

0

I1(x)dx, Fn(A) ≡
∫ A

0

I1(x)In(x) for n = 2, 3 (4)

where

I1(x) ≡ (1 + x)(2x− 1)2(2x− 3)2 sin3(πx)Γ(x− 1)2Γ(−2x)

π3(x− 2)
, (5)

In(x) ≡ n2 − 1

2n
+

(20− 43x+ 32x2 − 14x3 + 4x4)n

2(2x− 1)(2x− 3)(1− x2)
. (6)

The Fi functions are plotted in fig. 2. Note that F1 (F2,3) has a logarithmic singularity at

A = 5/2 (A = 1)

F1(A)
A→5/2
' 14

15π2
ln

(
1− 2A

5

)
+ · · · , Fn(A)

A→1' n

8
ln (1− A) + · · · (7)
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Figure 2: The functions giving the re-summed gauge β functions in eq.s (4), (5) and (6).

where · · · represents contributions which remain finite at the singularity. As clear from fig. 2,

the locations of these singularities coincide to a very good approximation with the points where

the β functions vanish, leading to the fixed points

α∗2,3 =
4π

∆b2,3

, α∗Y =
10π

∆bY
. (8)

Such fixed-point values reproduce the observed values of the SM gauge couplings renormalized

at a few TeV for ∆bY ≈ 1800, ∆b2 ≈ 400, ∆b3 ≈ 150: higher values of ∆bi are thereby not

allowed. Furthermore, the remaining Yukawa and quartic couplings remain perturbative, as

long as they receive no enhancement from the large number NF of fermions [13, 22]. This is

so because the values of the gauge couplings at such fixed points emerging from resummation

enter perturbatively in the remaining set of beta functions at large enough NF : α ∼ 4π/NF .

A word of caution is in order here: the fixed point resulting from the large-NF resummation

is not on the same rigorous footing as the perturbative fixed points arising in the limit of large

N,NF [6], or the supersymmetric fixed points [14,15]. The physical meaning of the logarithmic

singularity is not clear, and more singular behaviours are encountered at sub-leading orders in

NF [17]. The predictions from resummation can be confirmed via lattice simulations for which

neither technical nor theoretical impediment exist. Furthermore, lattice simulations can test

whether fixed points exist also away from the NF � 1 limit. No fixed point was found in QED

with one electron, and this computation can be repeated with larger NF .
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Figure 3: Possible fixed-points for the Higgs quartic λH as function of the fixed-point value of

gY /g2, in the presence of one HLN Yukawa coupling at its fixed point (larger region), or of two

HL′N ′ and H∗L̄′N ′ Yukawas (smaller region). The one-loop β function of the Higgs quartic is

negative in the shaded region. The vertical dotted lines indicate values of fixed-points for g∗Y /g
∗
2

obtained adding the indicated extra matter, and the green arrow shows the SM value of gY /g2.

3 Minimal asymptotically safe SM extension

Asymptotically free extensions of the SM were constructed in [22] in which, by adding a large

number of extra fermions, ultraviolet interacting fixed points for gY,2,3 were achieved. In the

SM the top Yukawa coupling yt has two possible fixed points in the deep ultraviolet: a non-

interacting UV-attractive point for yt → 0, and a UV-repulsive fixed point for y∗2t = 17
54
g∗2Y +

1
2
g∗22 + 16

9
g∗23 . In the SM βyt < 0 around the weak scale, so that yt decreases at high energy,

down to the fixed point y∗t = 0. In this limit, the one-loop SM beta function for the Higgs

quartic λH (defined writing the tree-level SM potential as V = −1
2
M2

h |H|2 + λH |H|4)

β
(1)
λH
|SM = (4π)2 dλH

d ln µ̄
= 24λ2

H + λH
(
12y2

t − 9g2
2−3g2

Y

)
+

9g4
2

8
+

3g4
Y

8
+

3g2
2g

2
Y

4
− 6y4

t (9)

is positive defined, β
(1)
λH
|SM > 0, such that no fixed point for λH exists2. In [22] it was found that

2-loop corrections can make βλH |SM negative, but only for values of gY,2 where perturbativity

is borderline; furthermore for the measured value of the Higgs mass, λH does not reach its

semi-perturbative fixed point.

In this section we solve this problem, achieving an asymptotically safe extension of the SM.

Being motivated by naturalness, we do not add any new coloured fermion (as they are subject

to strong bounds from LHC), letting g3 to flow to g∗3 = 0. On the other hand, gY can only flow

to an interacting fixed point, and the same will happen to g2 in all proposed models.

2This would not be the case if the top Yukawa coupling were bigger such that it would reach its fixed point
with yt 6= 0, as could be achieved by adding vector-like tops.
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Figure 4: Running couplings in the minimal asymptotically safe extension of the SM, with a

right-handed neutrino with mass MN ≈ 1014 GeV and NF = 300 vector-like L′⊕L̄′ families with

mass MF ≈ 2 TeV. We fixed the maximal value of the right-handed neutrino mass, for which

the Higgs quartic flows to its UV-repulsive fixed point. For the same value, the atmospheric

neutrino mass is obtained.

Besides adding the needed NF new vector-like fermions, we further extend the SM by adding

a right-handed neutrino N with mass MN and Yukawa interaction yN HLN , such that neutrinos

acquire, as usual, a small Majorana mass mν = y2
Nv

2/MN [25]. The one-loop RG equation for

one neutrino Yukawa coupling

(4π)2 dyN
d lnµ

=
5

2
y3
N − yN(

3

4
g2
Y +

9

4
g2

2−3y2
t ) (10)

admits a UV-repulsive fixed point y∗2N = 3
10

(g∗2Y + 3g∗22 ). This means that MN ∼ 1014 GeV is

needed in order to reproduce the observed neutrino masses, mν ∼ 0.05 eV. Inserting this fixed

point into the one-loop SM beta function for the Higgs quartic above MN ,

β
(1)
λH

= β
(1)
λH
|SM + 4y2

NλH − 2y4
N (11)

we find that the fixed-point condition β
(1)
λH

= 0 admits solutions provided that g∗Y < 2.10g∗2, as

plotted in fig. 3. This implies that g2 too must reach an interacting fixed point. We find one

UV-repulsive fixed point at a positive value of the Higgs quartic, λ∗H > 0, and one UV-attractive

fixed point with positive λ∗H for g∗Y > 1.63g∗2.

We can now concentrate on constructing phenomenologically interesting models. For ex-

ample, adding NF vector-like families of L′ ⊕ L̄′ (where L′ has the quantum numbers of a SM

lepton doublet L), they contribute as

∆b2 = ∆bY =
2

3
NF , ∆b3 = 0. (12)
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Eq. (8) then gives the fixed-point values of the gauge couplings. We have g∗3 = 0 and

g∗Y /g
∗
2 =

√
5/2 ≈ 1.58, plotted as a vertical line in fig. 3. Assuming NF = 200 such that g∗2 is

perturbative, the Higgs quartic λH has two fixed points at λ∗H = 0.42g2∗
2 and at λ∗H = −0.01g2∗

2 .

The latter is so close to zero that vacuum decay is not an issue; furthermore 2 loop corrections

could shift it to a positive small value.

The Higgs quartic can remain positive, unlike what happens in the SM for best-fit values

of its parameters, because g2,Y run to larger values than in the SM. Figure 4 shows how the

UV-repulsive fixed point for λH is reached starting from the present best-fit values of the SM

parameters (we adopt the precise values of the SM couplings extracted from data in [26], where

the SM renormalization group equations (RGE) up to 3 loops have been collected) for MF =

2 TeV and MN ≈ 2.5 1014 GeV, such that the atmospheric neutrino mass mν ≈ 0.05 eV [25]

is obtained for yN at its fixed point. For lower (higher) MN the quartic λH flows to the UV-

attractive fixed point (hits a Landau pole). The Yukawa couplings of the other right-handed

neutrinos can have values smaller than y∗N , such that they flow to the UV-attractive fixed point

where they vanish. Baryogenesis can proceed via leptogenesis [25].

We thereby achieved the goal of building a realistic asymptotically safe extension of the SM.

4 Natural asymptotically safe SM extensions

In the model discussed in the previous section the Higgs mass receives an unnaturally large

physical quantum correction δM2
h ∼ y2

NM
2
N/(4π)2 because the Higgs is coupled to one right-

handed neutrino with large mass MN ∼> 1014 GeV and large Yukawa coupling, yN = y∗N ∼ g2.

We now show how one can build natural asymptotically free extensions of the SM, where all new

particles are close to the Fermi scale. We will not scan all possible theories but provide explicit

realisations that are meant to guide further searches of these interesting class of theories.

One first possibility maintains the identification of N with right-handed neutrinos. We

introduce 2 singlet fermions per generation, N,N ′ in order to implement a TeV-scale double see-

saw, which can reproduce the observed neutrino masses even in the presence of large neutrino

Yukawa couplings [27–30]. Furthermore, we add a 3rd singlet N ′′ that will allow to have a

Dark Matter (DM) candidate. We assume that the N ’s have dominant Dirac masses MNN ′

and MNN ′′ (assumed to be equal just for simplicity) plus a small Majorana mass µ′N ′2/2 and

µ′′N ′′2/2. Finally we assume that the Yukawa couplings of the right-handed neutrinos

y HLN + y′HLN ′ + y′′HLN ′′ + h.c. (13)

satisfy y � y′ ≈ y′′. The resulting mass matrix for one generation of neutrinos is


νL N N ′ N ′′

νL 0 yv 0 0

N yv 0 M M

N ′ 0 M µ′ 0

N ′′ 0 M 0 µ′′

 (14)
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Figure 5: RGE running in a natural model where the Higgs significantly couples only to weak-

scale particles. The asymptotically safe fixed point can be reached.

such that the light neutrino mass

mν

µ1,2�M' µ′ + µ′′

2

y2v2

M2
(15)

reproduces the observed value for y ∼ g2, M ∼ TeV and µ1,2 ∼ keV. In fig. 5 we show that

RGE running can again reach all the needed fixed points for y and λH .

The heavier eigenstates of the mass matrix in eq. (14) are a quasi-Dirac sterile neutrino

with mass M ∼ TeV and a lighter sterile neutrino with mN = (µ′ + µ′′) /2 ∼ keV. Its presence

is not needed for neutrino masses; nevertheless we added N ′′ because the resulting light state

has a promising and unusual Dark Matter phenomenology. As discussed in [31], its mixing

angle with the active neutrinos is θ2 ≈ y2v2 (µ′ − µ′′)2 /[M2 (µ′ + µ′′)2], such that the keV-

scale sterile neutrino is long lived on cosmological scales. Its decay rate into νLγ is constrained

by X-ray bounds, which imply θ2 < 10−8.

The new unusual feature concerns its cosmological thermal relic density, that normally

reproduces the observed DM abundance only when its mass mN is so small that it behaves

as warm dark matter, which is excluded by observations. Way-outs such as a large lepton

asymmetry have been proposed [32]. In our context this problem is avoided by the existence

of NF � 1 extra states that become non-relativistic, heating the SM plasma when the sterile

neutrino is already decoupled, so that it becomes relatively colder. Technically, the cosmological

abundance of the lighter right-handed neutrino with mass mN is given by the usual expression

ΩN ≡
ρN
ρcr

=
mNYNs0

3H2
0/8πGN

(16)

which reproduces the cosmological abundance for mN ≈ 0.40 eV/YN , where YN ≡ nN/s at

9



the time of freeze-out. We assume that relativistic freeze-out occurs at temperatures T >∼ML′

where many L′ degrees of freedom are still in thermal equilibrium,3 such that the universe

entropy density s = 2π2gsT
3/45 is enhanced by the NF � 1 extra degrees of freedom, gs =

gSM
s +7NF , while nN = 3ζ(3)T 3/2π2. In view of this enhancement, the cosmological DM density

is reproduced for

mN =
ΩNh

2

0.1
(gSM
s + 7NF ) eV. (17)

A too small sub-keV mass (which corresponds to a too warm DM) is obtained in the usual case

with gs = gSM
s = 106.75. On the other hand, the extra many degrees of freedom can result in

a large enough mN ∼ few keV. A larger enhancement, by a factor N2
F , can be obtained in the

model discussed in section 5.

Another natural model

Alternatively, another possibility consists in coupling the singlet N to one of the extra leptons

L′, rather than to SM leptons L, such that N no longer plays the role of a right-handed

neutrino, and can have a naturally small weak-scale mass. The allowed Yukawa couplings are

y HL′N+ȳ H∗L̄′N . The one-loop RG equations for the Yukawa and the Higgs quartic couplings

are

β(1)
yt = yt(−8g2

3 −
9g2

2

4
− 17g2

Y

12
+ y2 + ȳ2) +

9y3
t

2
(18a)

β(1)
y = y(−9g2

2

4
− 3g2

Y

4
+ 4ȳ2 + 3y2

t ) +
5y3

2
(18b)

β
(1)
ȳ = ȳ(−9g2

2

4
− 3g2

Y

4
+ 4y2 + 3y2

t ) +
5ȳ3

2
(18c)

β
(1)
λH

=
9g4

2

8
+

3g2
2g

2
Y

4
+

3g4
Y

8
− 6y4

t − 2(y2 + ȳ2)2 + (18d)

+λH(4y2 + 4ȳ2 + 12y2
t − 3g2

Y − 9g2
2) + 24λ2

H .

At given fixed points for gY , g2 and for y∗t = 0 there are two inequivalent non-trivial fixed points

for y and ȳ: {
y∗2 = 3

10
(3g∗22 + g∗2Y )

ȳ∗2 = 0
and

{
y∗2 = ȳ∗2 =

3

26
(3g∗22 + g∗2Y ) (19)

Inserting them into the one-loop RGE for λH , one finds the fixed points for λH plotted in fig. 3.

The first fixed point has been already discussed in the previous section; the only difference is

that now the contribution of y to the RGEs is operative above the weak scale. Figure 5 shows

that this fixed point can again be reached starting from physical values of the parameters.

3The lighter mass eigenstate is decoupled at low temperature T <∼Mh if its mixing angle with N is smaller
than 10−7. This can naturally happen, as this mixing is of order µ/M . The lighter mass eigenstate can be in
thermal equilibrium at higher termperatures if thermal or quantum effects accidentally make its mixing angle
larger. Alternatively, one can assume that it has a moderate Yukawa coupling to one of the heavier L′ states.

10



The other fixed point needs a smaller value of g∗Y /g
∗
2. It can be reached in the presence of

NF full families of vector-like leptons, L′⊕ L̄⊕E ′⊕ Ē ′ (where E denotes right-handed leptons),

such that g∗2Y /g
∗2
2 = 5/6. Then, the solution with y = ȳ 6= 0 has λH > 0 at all its fixed points.

For simplicity we assume that extra H∗L′E ′ Yukawa couplings vanish at the fixed point.

5 Model with dynamical generation of the weak scale

All new particles are around the weak scale in the models of section 4, such that there is

naively no naturalness problem associated with the Higgs mass. RGE running up to infinite

energy with asymptotically safe couplings does not ruin naturalness, provided that the masses

of extra fermions run to zero at infinite energy. This is the case of fermions charged under

asymptotically safe gauge interactions.

Nevertheless, it is interesting to improve on this by building theories where the weak scale

and all mass scales are dynamically generated starting from a dimension-less action with no

mass scale. This allow to bypass issues related to the RGE running of masses, and gives a

possible rationale for the existence of vastly different mass scales.

Asymptotically safe extensions of the SM contain a built-in source of the Higgs mass, given

by the transition scale Λ at which the gauge couplings reach their fixed-points, times a non-

perturbative factor which can be exponentially small [8]. Such exponential suppression is

present in our context, because eq.s (2) and (8) mean that the β functions of the gauge couplings

αY,2, despite being enhanced by NF , remain much smaller than unity at all scales

βαi
<∼ 2αi � 1 (20)

and the same happens for all other couplings. Since the anomalous dimensions of the couplings

are small, many powers of them (about 1/α) are needed in order to contribute additively

to the dimension-2 squared Higgs mass. By suitably choosing Λ times the non-perturbative

exponential suppression e−1/α∗ such effects could source the desired Higgs mass. However they

cannot contribute to the masses of the extra vector-like fermions, which are further protected

by chiral symmetries (such symmetries have gravitational anomalies, but we will not consider

here the possibility of masses generated by non-perturbative gravitational effects).

In order to dynamically generate masses, we thereby rely on a well-proven QCD-like mech-

anism. We assume that the NF multiple copies of fermions L′ fill one or two fundamentals N

under a new SU(N) gauge group with gauge coupling gF . Vector-like fermions are obtained

adding L̄′ fermions filling the conjugate representation.

One advantage of this extension is that, in the absence of a mass term for such extra

fermions, a mass is dynamically generated at the the energy scale ΛF at which the SU(N) gauge

interactions confine giving rise to condensates 〈L′L̄′〉 = f 3 which break the chiral symmetries.

This dynamically-generated scale triggers the exit of gY,2 from their infrared trivial fixed points.

Furthermore, the Higgs boson mass receives a finite computable contribution

M2
h ∼ Nα2

2Λ2
F/(4π)2 (21)

11



fields U(1)Y SU(2)L SU(3)c SU(N) SU(2)

L′ −1/2 2 1 N 2

L′′ −1/2 2 1 1 2

N ′′ 0 1 1 1 2̄

Table 1: Gauge group and the content of fermions beyond the SM of an asymptotically free

extension of the SM with dynamical generation of scales. Extra fermions L̄′, L̄′′, N̄ ′′ in the

conjugate representation of L′, L′′, N ′′ are added, in order to form vector-like fermions.

with a sign such that the electroweak group breaks spontaneously [33]. The natural value

of the new strong interaction scale is then ΛF ∼ 50 TeV/
√
N , and the condensates arise at

f ∼
√
NΛF/4π ∼ 4 TeV.

The L′ fermions bind into SU(N) singlets. The lightest bound state is a pion-like scalar,

triplet under SU(2)L and with no hypercharge, which acquires a mass Mπ′ ∼ g2ΛF/4π ∼ TeV

and decays into SM vectors through anomalies. In the presence of two distinct copies of L′1
and L′2, the π′ made of L′1L̄

′
2 is stable, and is an acceptable DM candidate that behaves as

Minimal Dark Matter: the observed DM relic abundance is reproduced thermally if its mass is

Mπ′ ∼ 2.5 TeV [34].

Similar models with N ∼ 3 were proposed in [33], where this specific model with L′⊕ L̄′ was

discarded because the lightest stable dark baryon is charged, being made of N lepton doublets

L′. It is interesting to notice that this problem disappears in our context, where we assume

N � 1 in order to have a fixed-point for gY,2. In this limit the dark-baryon charge grows with N ,

and the cosmological relic abundance of such dark baryons gets suppressed by a factor ∼ 2−N ,

being unlikely to form a bound state made of N � 1 particles. Very rare states with very exotic

charges could provide a distinctive signal. The lightest baryons will be SU(2)L doublets for N

odd and singlets for N even. Thus the charge of the lightest baryon grows as (N − 1)/2 and

N/2 respectevly, until Coloumbian repulsion becomes too strong. The positively charged exotic

states will capture electrons and form exotic atoms with mass of order NΛF ≈
√
N 50 TeV.

The negatively charged exotic states will capture protons and form more deeply bound states

with biniding energies of order α2mp. The bounds on the exotic charged particles from big

bang nucleosynthesis are robust and imply that ΩB/ΩDM < 10−7MB/GeV [35], which sets a

lower bound on the group dimension N > 14. Searches for exotic isotopes in heavy water could

imply stronger limits ΩB/ΩDM < 10−15−10−18 for masses in the 10−103 TeV range [36], which

would require N > 60. Such stronger bounds hold under the assumption that the relative

abundance of the very heavy particles is not suppressed at the Earth surface, which might be

invalidated by geological and astrophysical phenomena: heavy elements might sink, charged

particles might be expelled, etc [37].

A concrete model is built using the gauge group and the content of fermions beyond the

SM listed in table 1. Here we envision that the SM neutrinos have a tiny Dirac mass. The

extra L′′, N ′′ leptons (doublets under one extra SU(2)) have been added in order to have a

Yukawa interaction y HL′′N ′′, such that at the fixed point with y 6= 0 the Higgs quartic has a

fixed point. The extra SU(2) has been added in order to provide a TeV-scale mass for L′′, N ′′

12



through its confinement, while the confinement of SU(N) provides mass for the L′ fermions.

No other scalars are needed and the composite goldstone bosons acquire masses due to the

various gauge and Yukawa interactions. The bound state made of N ′′ is one more acceptable

DM candidate.

Variations on this theme are allowed. For example, adding an extra neutral scalar coupled

to L′L̄′ and to L′′L̄′′, it would get a vacuum expectation value induced by 〈L′L̄′〉 transmitting

a mass to L′′, without needing the SU(2) confinement. Alternatively, SU(N) can be replaced

by N identical copies of SU(2).

6 Conclusions

Theories where all couplings can be extrapolated up to infinite energy are interesting per se,

and offer alternative solutions to the Higgs mass hierarchy problem. However, in the SM,

the hypercharge gauge coupling grows with energy. Naively, adding a large number of extra

charged fermions goes in the wrong direction, as the hypercharge coupling grows even faster

than in the SM. Fortunately, the very large number of fermion limit helps to tame the high

energy growth of the coupling. The leading contribution of the large number of fermions can

be re-summed showing that the hypercharge coupling achieves an asymptotically safe regime.

A similar phenomenon occurs for non-abelian gauge couplings. In other words things need to

get worse before they get better.

Following [22] we introduced the first fully realistic models in which a very large number

of matter fields is used to tame the ultraviolet behaviour of the SM. The resulting models are

asymptotically safe, meaning that all couplings reach a fixed point. In the simplest model this is

achieved by adding a right-handed neutrino with mass ≈ 1014 GeV and with a Yukawa coupling

at its UV-repulsive fixed point: this allows for an asymptotically safe fixed point for the Higgs

quartic. This extension, albeit minimal, is not natural and therefore we further constructed

natural variants where a double see-saw allows TeV-scale right-handed neutrinos.

Furthermore, we explored how asymptotically safe extensions of the SM can dynamically

generate the weak scale starting from a theory with dimension-less couplings only. We also

show how Dark Matter can emerge in this framework.

Although the models use NF ∼ 200 extra leptons, the large NF limit is merely a mathe-

matical tool that allows us to determine the location of the asymptotically safe fixed points.

Lattice simulations may very well find that fixed points exist for moderate values of NF —

after all, large-Nc approximations are used in QCD where Nc = 3. In the meantime, it is

interesting to discuss the unusual physics resulting from having many extra degrees of free-

dom. Electroweak corrections to the W,Y precision parameters get enhanced [38, 39], tails of

dσ(pp → `+`−)/dm`+`− at large invariant mass would exhibit the pattern typical of fast run-

ning gY,2 couplings [40,41]. For the extra colored vector-like fermions of [22] the modified high

energy behaviour would affect the three to two jet ratio [42]. More interestingly, freeze-out of

a keV-scale relativistic sterile neutrino from a plasma with NF � 1 extra degrees of freedom

provides an acceptable cold Dark Matter candidate (rather than the usual too warm DM).

Furthermore, composite Dark Matter resulting from a strongly-interacting SU(N) gauge group
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with N � 1 becomes phenomenologically acceptable even when dark baryons are charged,

their charge grows with N , leaving very exotic states with relic abundance suppressed by 2−N .

This discussion exemplifies the new spectrum of possibilities with atypical phenomenology in

(astro)particle physics and cosmology that these constructions open up.
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