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Abstract. The ultraviolet completion is the Standard Model (SM) gauge-symmetric
four-fermion couplings at the high-energy cutoff. Composite particles appear in the
gauge symmetric phase in contrast with SM particles in the spontaneous symmetry-
breaking phase. The critical point between the two phases is a weak first-order tran-
sition. It relates to an ultraviolet fixed point for an SM gauge symmetric theory of
composite particles in the strong coupling regime. The low-energy SM realizes at an
infrared fixed point in the weak coupling regime. Composite bosons dissolve into SM
particles at the phase transition, and in the top-quark channel, they become a compos-
ite SM Higgs boson and three Goldstone bosons. Extrapolation of SM renormalization-
group solutions to high energies implies that the gauge-symmetric theory of composite
particles has a characteristic scale of about 5.1 TeV. We discuss the phenomenological
implications of composite SM Higgs boson in the gauge symmetry-breaking phase and
massive composite bosons coupling to massless W± and Z0 gauge bosons in the gauge
symmetric phase.
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1 Theoretical ultraviolet completion

The parity-violating gauge symmetries and spontaneous/explicit breaking of these sym-
metries for the W and Z gauge boson masses and the hierarchy pattern of fermion
masses have been at the centre of conceptual elaboration. It has played a major role
in donating to Mankind the beauty of the Standard Model (SM) and possible scenar-
ios beyond SM for fundamental particle physics. A simple description is provided on
the one hand by the composite Higgs-boson model or the Nambu-Jona-Lasinio (NJL)
model [1] with effective four-fermion operators, and on the other by the phenomeno-
logical model of the elementary Higgs boson [2–4]. These two models are effectively
equivalent for the SM at low energies. The ATLAS [5] and CMS [6] collaborations
have shown the first observations of a 125 GeV scalar particle in the search for the SM
Higgs boson.

A well-defined quantum field theory for the SM Lagrangian requires a natural
regularisation at the ultraviolet energy cutoff Λcut = 2π/a (the spatial lattice spacing
a), fully preserving the SM chiral gauge symmetry. The cutoff Λcut could be the
Planck or the grand unified theory scale. Quantum gravity or another new physics
naturally provides such regularisation. However, the No-Go theorem [7, 8] shows the
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presence of right-handed neutrinos and the absence of consistent regularisation for
the SM bilinear fermion Lagrangian to preserve the SM chiral gauge symmetries. It
implies SM fermions’ and right-handed neutrinos’ four-fermion (quadrilinear) operators
at the cutoff Λcut. As a theoretical model, we adopt the four-fermion operators of the
torsion-free Einstein-Cartan Lagrangian with all SM fermions and three right-handed
neutrinos [9–11]. Among four-fermion operators of Einstein-Cartan or NJL type, we
consider here one for the third quark family

Gcut

[
(ψ̄iaL tRa)(t̄

b
RψLib) + (ψ̄iaL bRa)(b̄

b
RψLib)

]
, (1.1)

where a and b are the colour indexes of the top and bottom quarks. The SUL(2)
singlets ψaR = taR, b

a
R and doublet ψiaL = (taL, b

a
L) are the eigenstates of SM electroweak

interactions. Henceforth, we suppress the colour indexes. The effective four-fermion
coupling Gcut ∝ O(Λ−2

cut) and the dimensionless coupling GcutΛ
2
cut depends on the run-

ning energy scale µ. Through the help of an auxiliary (static) scalar field H0, we
rewrite the four-fermion interaction (1.1) as

gcut
H (ψ̄LtRH0 + h.c.)−M2

0H
†
0H0 + (t→ b). (1.2)

where the bare Yukawa coupling gcut
H = GcutΛ

2
cut. Integration over the static field

H0 of mass M0 = Λcut yields the four-fermion interaction (1.1) up to non-dynamical
constants.

Apart from what is possible new physics at the cutoff Λcut explaining the origin
of these effective four-fermion operators (1.1), it is essential to study their interactions
and ground state: (i) which dynamics these operators undergo in terms of their cou-
plings as functions of running energy scale µ; (ii) associating to these dynamics where
the infrared (IR) or ultraviolet (UV) stable fix-point of physical couplings locates; (iii)
in the IR or UV scaling domains (scaling regions) of these stable fixed points, which
physically relevant operators that become effectively dimensional-4 (d = 4) renormal-
izable operators following renormalization-group (RG) equations (scaling laws); (iv)
which (d > 4) irrelevant operators, suppressed by the cutoff scale, have sizable correc-
tions to the relevant operators. Here we mention the discussions on the triviality of
the four-dimensional pure m2

φφ
2 + λφφ

4 theory, namely, whether the coupling λφ → 0
at its fixed point for the cutoff Λcut � mφ.

Using the four-fermion operators (1.1), Bardeen, Hill and Lindner (BHL) [12]
investigate the dynamics of spontaneous gauge symmetry breaking (SSB), and an IR
fixed point Gc at the weak coupling regime, where the β-function β = µ∂Gcut/∂µ > 0.
In the IR scaling domain, gauge symmetries break, and the effective field theory of
massive top quark, W±, Z0 and 〈t̄t〉-composite Higgs is realised for the SM model at
the electroweak scale v = (

√
2GF )−1/2 ≈ 246 GeV, where GF is the measured Fermi

constant. However, the compositeness conditions at the scale Λcut do not yield the
top-quark and Higgs masses consistently with experimental values.

In contrast, we investigate [11, 13, 14] the dynamics of SM elementary fermions
forming composite bosons Π ∝ (ψ̄LψR) and fermions ΨL,R ∝ (ψ̄LψR) ψL,R, and a UV
fixed point at the strong coupling regime, where the β-function β = µ∂Gcut/∂µ < 0.
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In the UV scaling domain, the SM chiral gauge symmetries preserve, and the effective
field theory of massive composite particles and massless gauge bosons W±, Z0 realise at
the scale Λ (v < Λ < Λcut). The UV fixed point relates to the critical point of the phase
transition from the strong-coupling symmetric phase to the weak-coupling symmetry-
breaking phase [11, 15, 16]. The scenario has been generalised to the strongly-coupled
Fermi liquid for the Bose-Einstein condensate [17]. Reference [18] shows the basic
phenomenology of composite bosons and fermions.

The weak and strong coupling regimes (1.1) bring us into two distinct domains:
the UV and IR domains. This is a non-perturbative issue. It is reminiscent of the QCD
dynamics: asymptotic free quark states near a UV fixed point β < 0 at high energies
and bound hadron states near a possible IR fixed point β > 0 at low energies. In the
present scenario, the main theoretical problems yet to be solved are the following. (i)
The quantitative features of the strong coupling domain: SM gauge couplings, and mass
spectra of composite particles. (ii) The nature of phase transition at the TeV scale:
from the exact gauge symmetric phase for the massless gauge bosons and massive
composite particles to the gauge-symmetry breaking phase for the SM elementary
gauge bosons, Higgs boson, quarks and leptons. In this article, to address these issues,
we focus on the four composite bosons H± and H0

t,b composed by t and b quarks in the
third quark family. We study the massive composite bosons H mass terms, the effective
potential V (H2) and their Yukawa coupling gH to t and b quarks at the TeV scale. We
find how the gauge symmetry ground state evolves into the symmetry-breaking ground
state. The results show the phase transition of spontaneous symmetry breaking is the
weak first order. Upon the transition, the composite boson H0

t becomes the composite
SM Higgs boson h, and others become the W± and Z0 gauge bosons’ longitudinal
modes. We present phenomenological implications of massless gauge bosons W± and
Z0 at the TeV scale. For readers’ convenience, we briefly review the results in previous
publications that are necessary gradients for discussing the issue here so that the article
is self-consistent and self-contain.

In Secs. 2 and 3, we discuss the strong-coupling symmetric phase and the critical
point of phase transition as a UV fixed point to realise an effective theory for composite
particles. In Secs. 4 and 5, we show the weak first-order phase transition to the
symmetry-breaking phase in the weak coupling regime. In Sec. 6, we discuss how
composite particles dissolve into their constituents at the phase transition, leading to
a composite SM Higgs boson. In Secs. 7 and 8, we present the investigations on the IR
fixed point for the low-energy SM model in connection with the UV fixed point for the
theory of composite particles. In the last section 9, we discuss the phenomenological
implications of composite SM Higgs boson in the IR domain, massive composite bosons
and massless W± and Z0 gauge bosons in the UV domain.

2 Strong-coupling gauge symmetric phase

In the strong-coupling limit Gcuta
−2 � 1, the theory (1.1) is in the strong-coupling

symmetric phase, composite particles’ spectra preserve the SM gauge symmetries
SUc(3)× SUL(2)× UY (1) [13,15]. We calculate the propagators of composite fermion
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and boson fields by the strong coupling expansion in powers of kinetic term 1/g1/2

Skinetic =
1

2ag1/2

∑
x,µ

ψ̄(x)γµ∂
µψ(x),

Sint =
∑
x

[
(ψ̄iaL tRa)(t̄

b
RψLib) + (ψ̄iaL bRa)(b̄

b
RψLib)

]
, (2.1)

where g ≡ Gcut/a
4 (ga2 � 1) and scaling ψ(x) → ψ(x) = a2g1/4ψ(x). In the lowest

non-trivial order we obtain (see Sections 4 and 5 in Ref. [13]) the composite bosons
(SUL(2)-doublet)

H i = Z
−1/2
H (ψ̄iaL tRa), M2

H =
4

Nc

(
g − 2Nc

a2

)
, (2.2)

and tRa → bRa, where Z
1/2
H and M2

H are the composite boson form-factor (wave-function

renormalization) and mass term. They relate to each other Z
1/2
H ∝ M2

H by the Ward
identities due to exact symmetries. It is analogous to the relation between the QED
wave function and mass renormalizations (Z2 = Z1) due to the Uem(1) gauge symmetry.
The spectra of composite bosons show in Table 1. They are complex fields, forming
two SUL(2) doublets

H− 1
2

=

(
H0
t

H−

)
and H 1

2
=

(
H+

H0
b

)
(2.3)

of UY (1) charge −1/2 and 1/2. The doublet H− 1
2

(H 1
2
) comes from the top-quark

(bottom-quark) channel, namely the first (second) term of four-fermion interaction
(2.1). The composite bosons’ masses and form factors are the same at the lowest non-
trivial order. The mass degeneracy breaks if we consider the SM family mixing and
gauge interactions. They are physical particles, differently from auxiliary static fields
H0 (1.2). After the wave function renormalization, the composite bosons behave as
elementary particles 1.

The one-particle-irreducible (1PI) vertex of the self-interacting term λ(H†H)2 is
positive and suppressed by powers (1/g)2. The composite bosons mass term M2

HHH
†

(2.2) implies the second order phase transition of Landau type from M2
H > 0 to M2

H <
0. M2

H = 0 gives rise to the critical coupling Gc
cut,

Gc
cut = 2Nca

2 = 2Nc(2π)2Λ−2
cut, (2.5)

and Gc
cutΛ

2
cut = 2Nc(2π)2 � 1. It is the transition from the strong-coupling SM

symmetric phase to the weak-coupling SM symmetry breaking phase.

1In this article, we ignore the composite Dirac fermions: SUL(2)-doublet Ψib
D = (ψibL ,Ψ

ib
R) and

SUL(2)-singlet Ψb
D = (Ψb

L, t
b
R), where the renormalized composite three-fermion states are:

Ψib
R = (ZR)−1(ψ̄iaL tRa)tbR ; Ψb

L = (ZL)−1(ψ̄iaL tRa)ψbiL, (2.4)

with mass MF = 2ga and form-factor ZR,L = MFa, where ZL,R ≈ Z
1/2
H Z

1/2
ψ , and Z

1/2
ψ is the wave

renormalization of elementary fermion fields. Their mass terms MF (Ψ̄LψR + ψ̄LΨR) exactly preserve
the SM chiral (parity-violating) gauge symmetries. The case for SU(5) chiral gauge symmetry theory
is discussed [19,20].
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Composite H constituents charge Qi = Y + ti3L SUL(2) ti3L UY (1) Y

H+ (b̄aRtLa) +1 1/2 1/2
H− (t̄aRbLa) −1 −1/2 −1/2
H0
t (t̄aRtLa) 0 1/2 −1/2

H0
b (b̄aRbLa) 0 −1/2 1/2

Table 1. Composite bosons and their constituents carry SM gauge quantum numbers.
Composite bosons form two doublets (2.3). It corresponds to the table V of Ref. [18] for the
first SM quark family, substituting the SUL(2) doublet (tLa, bLa) into (uLa, dLa) or (cLa, sLa)
and singlet tRa into uRa or cRa, as well as singlet bRa into dRa or sRa in Eq. (1.1). It can
also be generalised to the lepto-quark sector, see Eq. (43) of Ref. [11].

3 UV scaling domain and effective theory for composite bosons

The critical point of second-order phase transition plays a role for a fixed point of
field theories [21–26]. Calculating the β-function β = −a(∂Gcut/∂a) = µ(∂Gcut/∂µ),
we show [16] the critical point Gc

cut is a UV fixed point for the β < 0, Gcut > Gc
cut at

high energies and β > 0, Gcut < Gc
cut at low energies.

The scaling domain of the UV fixed point Gc
cut(Λ) renders an SM gauge symmetric

effective field theory for composite bosons and fermions at the physical scale Λ or the
correlation length ξ = 2π/Λ [11, 16]. The scale Λ � Λcut or ξ � a. Since the critical
coupling locates at a strong coupling region, it is not an easy task to solve RG equations.
However, we know that in the neighbourhood of the critical point Gc

cut, the correlation
length ξ/a of the theory goes to infinity, leading to the scaling invariance. Namely, in
the UV scaling domain, renormalised masses and form-factors of composite particles
obey the RG equations and are independent of the UV cutoff Λcut = 2π/a. Using such
property in the UV scaling domain, one expands the running coupling Gcut(a/ξ) as a
series,

Gcut(a/ξ) = Gc
cut

[
1 + c0(a/ξ)1/ν +O[(a/ξ)2/ν ]

]
→ Gc

cut + 0+, (3.1)

for a/ξ � 1, corresponding to the expansion of β-function as a series,

β(Gcut) = (−1/ν)(Gcut −Gc
cut) +O[(Gcut −Gc

cut)
2] < 0 . (3.2)

The correlation length ξ follows the scaling law

ξ = c0a exp

∫ Gcut dG′cut

β(G′cut)
=

(c0G
c
cut)

νa

(Gcut −Gc
cut)

ν
, (3.3)

where the coefficient (c0G
c
cut)

ν and critical exponent ν need to be determined by non-
perturbative numerical simulations.

Analogously to the electroweak scale v sets into the scaling region of the IR-stable
fixed point Gc (the IR scaling domain), the physical scale Λ sets into the scaling region
of the UV-stable fixed point Gc

cut (the UV scaling domain). Equations (3.1) and (3.2)
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imply the running coupling G(µ)|µ→Λ+0+ → Gc
cut,

G(µ) ≈ Gc
cut

[
1− 1

ν
ln
µ

Λ

]−1

> Gc
cut,

µ

Λ
=

ξ

(acν0)
& 1, (3.4)

in the UV scaling domain. The running scale µ & Λ physically indicates the energy
transfer between constituents inside composite particles. The scaling law (3.3) becomes

a ≈
(

2π

Λ

)[ 1
ν

ln µ
Λ

c0

(
1− 1

ν
ln µ

Λ

)]ν . (3.5)

All 1PI functions Γ[µ,G(µ)] of the quantum field theory (1.1) evolve to relevant (d = 4)
or irrelevant (d > 4) 1PI functions, as the energy scale µ varies.

Using the critical coupling Gc
cut (2.5) and scaling law (3.5) in the UV domain, we

obtain from (2.2) the composite boson running masses

MH(µ) ≈ 2
√

2cν0

(
Λ

2π

) [
1− 1

ν
ln
(
µ
Λ

)]ν−1[
1
ν

ln
(
µ
Λ

)]ν−1 , (3.6)

and form factor Z
1/2
H (µ) ∝M2

H(µ). They do not depend on the cutoff scale Λcut (1.1).

The values MH = MH(µ)|µ=MH
and Z

1/2
H = Z

1/2
H (µ)|µ=MH

on the mass shell are in the
order of the scale Λ. They need to be determined by experiments.

In the UV scaling domain, the SM gauge symmetric Lagrangian of massive com-
posite boson doublets (2.3) at the energy scale µ > Λ is given by

LH = Lkinetic + gH(ψ̄LtRH−1/2 + ψ̄LbRH1/2) + h.c.

− 1

2
M2

HH
2 − λH

2
(H2)2, (3.7)

where H2 = H†H = H†−1/2H−1/2 + H†1/2H1/2. The Yukawa coupling and mass terms
are respectively

gH(b̄LtRH
− + t̄LtRH

0
t + b̄LbRH

0
b + h.c.), (3.8)

1

2
M2

H

[
(H0

t )2 + (H0
b )2 + 2H+H−)

]
, (3.9)

in terms of composite bosons (Table 1). The Yukawa coupling gH = (FH/Λ)2 ∼ O(1)

and the decay constant FH ∝ Z
1/4
H ∼ Λ. In the kinetic term Lkinetic, the covariant

derivative |DµH|2 couples the composite bosons H to the SM gauge bosons γ, W±, Z0

and gluons. The chargedW±, neutral Z0 and A gauge bosons’ couplings to the doublets
H± 1

2
(2.3) can be derived from their covariant derivatives DµH± 1

2
, see Eqs. (45-48) of

Ref. [11]. All gauge bosons and elementary fermions (t, b) are massless due to the
exact SM chiral gauge symmetries and associated Ward identities. The renormalised
Yukawa coupling gH , boson mass MH , and quartic coupling λH represent the d = 4
relevant operators in the UV scaling domain. Namely, the boson mass MH , Yukawa
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coupling gH and quartic coupling λH depend only on a logarithmic function ln(µ/Λ)2,
independently of the cutoff Λcut = 2π/a (1.1). We treat positive couplings gH and λH
as free parameters in the effective Lagrangian (3.7).

Compared with the conventional assignment of one SM elementary Higgs doublet

Φ =

(
φ+

φ0

)
, Φ̃ = iτ2Φ∗ and two Yukawa couplings f (u)q̄LΦ̃uR + f (d)q̄LΦdR (see for

example (11.62) in Ref. [27]), we figure out the correspondence H−1/2 ↔ Φ̃ up to a
phase for the top-quark channel. While for the bottom-quark channel, H1/2 represents
another composite boson doublet of the effective theory (3.7).

We briefly compare and contrast our model with the manifest left-right symmetry
(LR) model [28,29]. The similarity between the two models is chiral gauge symmetric
at high energies. The main differences are in gauge symmetries and bosons. The LR
model introduces the new gauge symmetry SUR(2) and extra gauge bosons, e.g. WR,
as well as an additional Higgs sector. Our model has only the SM gauge symmetries
and gauge bosons W and Z.

4 First-order phase transition

As the running energy scale µ decreases, the second-order continuous phase transition
of spontaneous symmetry breaking (SSB) is supposed to occur at the critical scale
µcrit = eνΛ > Λ, when M2

H = 0 (3.6). In this section, we study some details about the
phase transition from the symmetric phase for the effective composite boson theory in
the UV scaling domain to the symmetry-breaking phase for the SM in the IR scaling
domain.

In the Lagrangian (3.7) in the UV scaling domain, we integrate the elementary
fermion fields over their quadratic fermion action iSferm(ψ̄, ψ,H) by standard nonper-
turbative methods [30,31] to obtain the effective action iSeff(H),

exp iSeff =

∫
dψ̄dψ exp iSferm(ψ̄, ψ,H)⇒

Seff(H2) = −1

2

∫ Λ d4p

(2π)4
ln[p2 + g2

HH
2], (4.1)

where Euclidean four momenta p of elementary fermions are integrated up to the scale
Λ of the UV scaling domain. The reason is that the energy momenta of elementary
fermion fields are regularised by the scale Λ of composite particles’ dynamics. The inte-
gral receives dominant contributions from the vacuum quantum fluctuations (fermion
loops) at the scale Λ. Equation (4.1) yields,

−Seff(H2) =
g2
H

26π2

{
H2Λ2 − g2

H(H2)2 ln(1 +
Λ2

g2
HH

2
) + Λ4 ln[g2

HH
2 + Λ2]

}
≈ g2

H

26π2

{
H2Λ2 + g2

H(H2)2 ln(
g2
HH

2

Λ2
)

}
, (4.2)
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where for Λ2 � H2 we make the Taylor expansion in powers of (H2/Λ2) up to
O(H2/Λ2)2. We ignore the terms that are dynamically independent of the composite
fields H since they are overall constants.

As a result, we obtain the effective potential of composite bosons of the Lagrangian
(3.7) in the UV scaling domain,

Veff(H2) ≈ 1

2
M2

HH
2 +

λH
2

(H2)2 + Seff(H2)

=
1

2
M̄2

HH
2 +

λH
2

(H2)2 +
g4
H(H2)2

26π2
ln(

g2
HH

2

Λ2
), (4.3)

where the corrected mass term

M̄2
H = M2

H +
g2
H

26π2
Λ2. (4.4)

Its first and second derivatives w.r.t. the filed H are

V ′eff(H2) ≈ M̄2
HH + 2(λH +

g4
H

26π2
)H3 + 4

g4
HH

3

26π2
ln(

g2
HH

2

Λ2
), (4.5)

V ′′eff(H2) ≈ M̄2
H + (6λH + 14

g4
H

26π2
)H2 + 12

g4
H

26π2
H2 ln(

g2
HH

2

Λ2
). (4.6)

Equations (4.3-4.6) provide an effective potential approach to qualitatively study the
symmetric ground state of composite boson theory (3.7) and its transition to the SSB
ground state.

Given an energy scale µ > Λ in Eq. (3.6) for which M̄2
H(µ) > 0, the potential

Veff(H2) has a minimum H = 0 and Veff(0) = 0, see the blue line (a) in Fig. 1. It
represents the symmetric ground state of the effective theory (3.7) of composite fields
H in the UV scaling domain. As quantum excitation upon this ground state, the com-
posite bosons H− 1

2
and H 1

2
(see Table 1) are physical particles of masses M̄2

H(M̄H) > 0,
interacting to SM elementary fermions and gauge bosons.

Figure 2 shows the mass term M̄2
H(µ) (4.4) of composite bosons as a function of

running scale µ/Λ. The mass term M̄2
H(µ) decreases as µ decreases, and the effective

potential Veff develops the second minimum. At a positive critical mass M̄2
H = (M̄2

H)c,
the double zero minima appear, the second minimum V (Hm) = 0 locates atHm 6= 0, see
the orange line (b) in Fig. 2. Its value is determined by Veff(H2

c ) = 0 and V ′eff(H2
c ) = 0,

(M̄2
H)c = 2

g4
H

26π2
H2
c = 2

g2
HΛ2

26π2
exp−1

2

(
26π2

g4
H

λH + 2

)
, (4.7)

H2
c = Λ2g−2

H exp−1

2

(
26π2

g4
H

λH + 2

)
, (4.8)

corresponding to the critical scale µcrit & eνΛ. We define (4.7) and (4.8) as the critical
point for the SSB phase transition taking place because the minimum Veff(H2

c ) becomes
negative and lower than the minimum Veff(H2 = 0) of the symmetric phase. The
composite bosons H upon the H = 0 ground state become quantum-field fluctuating
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Figure 1. The effective potential (4.3) for different values of the mass term (M̄2
H). (a) The

blue line (M̄2
H) ≈ 0.0168. (b) The orange line (M̄2

H) ≈ 0.0146. (c) The green line (M̄2
H) & 0.0.

In all these cases, the effective potential has a positive curvature V ′′eff = (M̄2
H)2 > 0 at H = 0,

indicating a weak first-order phase transition. It differs from the second order phase transition
occurring when V ′′eff = 0 at H = 0. The blue H wave line indicates the composite boson modes
upon the symmetric ground state. The green h wave line indicates the 〈t̄t〉-composite Higgs
boson modes upon the symmetry-breaking ground state. The values gH = 3.0 and λH = 1.0
are used.
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Figure 2. We plot the mass term (3.6) of composite bosons as a function of running energy
scale µ in the range where the SSB possibly occurs. Corresponding to three lines in Fig. 1,
we indicate values (a) (M̄2

H) ≈ 0.0168 for the blue spot; (b) (M̄2
H) ≈ 0.0146 for the orange

spot; (c) (M̄2
H) & 0.0 for the green arrow. The M̄2

H 6= 0 implies a weak first-order phase
transition. The values ν = 2.0 and c0 = 1.0 are used.
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unstable. The critical scales (MH)c and Hc are small compared with the scale Λ. We
emphasise that such critical point (4.7) and (4.8) must exist, as long as couplings gH
and λH are finite values.

If it were not for the last term g4
H(H2)2 ln(Λ2/g2

HH
2), Equation (4.3) would be

of the Landau-type and the phase transition would be one of the second order, con-
tinuously slipping from the symmetric ground state H = 0 and M̄2

H > 0 to the SSB
ground state H 6= 0 and M̄2

H < 0. The logarithmic term destroys the Landau ex-
pansion and second-order phase transition. At the critical point (4.7,4.8) for the SSB
phase transition, we find slightly positive curvature (M̄2

H)c at H=0. Therefore, it is a
weak first-order phase transition, because the fields H jump from the zero expectation
value 〈H〉 = 0 ground state of the symmetric phase to the nonzero expectation value
〈H〉 6= 0 ground state of the symmetry-breaking phase. However, one can only use this
argument qualitatively. This situation is similar to the one studied in radiative correc-
tions to the Higgs scalar-field potential [32,33], the Gaussian effective potential [34,35],
the pure λφ4 theory [36, 37] and the phase transition of the system with finite matter
density [38].

5 Weak coupling gauge-symmetry-breaking phase

We turn to study the symmetry-breaking phase in the weak coupling regime, where the
SSB dynamics undergo, in contrast with the strong-coupling symmetry phase, where
the composite dynamics occur. Observe the smallness of the critical mass (M̄2

H)c & 0.
For illustration, we consider the case M̄2

H ≈ 0 for studying the SSB ground state. Note
that M̄2

H ≈ 0 gives a critical scale, indicated as (c) in Fig. 2, which is smaller than
the critical scale µcrit obtained by M̄2

H = (M̄2
H)c (4.7), indicated as (b) in Fig. 2. The

green line (c) in Fig. 1 shows that for the case M̄2
H ≈ 0, the effective potential (4.3)

has a minimum

H2
m = Λ2g−2

H exp−1

2

(
26π2

g4
H

λH + 1

)
= e1/2H2

c , (5.1)

V ′eff(H2
m) = 0, at which positive curvature

m2
H = V ′′m(H2

m) =
8g4

H

26π2
H2
m � Λ2, (5.2)

and the minimal value of the field potential is

Vm(H2
m) = −1

2

g4
H

26π2
(H2

m)2 < 0. (5.3)

The nonzero expectation value Hm (5.1) should account for the scale of the SSB ground
state. The m2

H (5.2) should relate to the mass scale of quantum fluctuating fields
h = H −Hm upon the SSB ground state. The symmetry-breaking scale Hm is smaller
than the scale Λ of the UV scaling domain, and the mass scale mH is smaller than the
composite boson masses MH (3.6). Except for the mass scales mH < MH , the fields h
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of Higgs type are different from the composite boson fields H of Table 1 on the ground
state of zero expectation value H = 0 in the symmetric phase. The quantum fields h
and H may have the same quantum numbers of SM gauge interactions, for instance,
〈t̄t〉-composite Higgs boson and H0

t ∼ (t̄RtL) composite boson.

However, we cannot consider the symmetry-breaking scale Hm (5.1) as the SM
vacuum expectation value v = 246 GeV and the mass mH (5.2) as the observed Higgs
mass mh = 126 GeV. We need to answer the following two questions about the dy-
namics proceeding during and after the weak first-order phase transition at the scale
Λ. The first one is why the SSB dynamics yields only one heaviest fermion mass in
the top-quark channel, together with a 〈t̄t〉-composite Higgs boson and three compos-
ite Goldstone bosons 〈t̄γ5t〉, 〈b̄γ5t〉 and 〈t̄γ5b〉 for the longitudinal modes of massive
gauge bosons W± and Z0. How the SSB dynamics evolves with energy scale µ from Λ
to v, approaching the RG equations in the IR scaling domain for the low-energy SM
effective Lagrangian [12]. The second, composite bosons in Table 1 are massive and
tightly bound. How the composite bosons in the top-quark channel become loosely
bound Higgs and Goldstone bosons aforementioned. Whereas composite bosons in
other channels, e.g. H0

b ∼ (b̄RbL) of the bottom channel, dissociate into their con-
stituents of SM fermions. The same questions are for the dynamics as the energy scale
µ increases from v to Λ. How elementary fermions form composite particles, how the
SM evolves into the effective theory of composite particles at the scale Λ and the chiral
gauge symmetries restore.

6 Dissociation phenomenon in first-order phase transition

We present some discussions on the dissociation phenomenon of composite bosons
dissolving to their constituents of SM elementary fermions. It leads to a Higgs boson
and three Goldstone bosons in the first-order transition from the symmetric phase to
the SSB phase.

The strong four-fermion coupling Gcut dynamics (2.1) form composite bosons,
whose propagators have poles and residues that respectively represent their mass terms
M2

H and form-factors Z
1/2
H (2.2). As long as their form factors are finite, after wave-

function renormalizations, these composite particles behave as elementary particles in
the UV scaling domain at the scale Λ, when the energy scale µ decreases to the critical
scale (threshold) µcrit and G(µ) → Gc

cut(µcrit) + 0+, composite particles’ form-factors
and binding energy vanish. All three-fermion and two-fermion bound states (poles)
dissolve into their constituents, which represent three-fermion and two-fermion cuts in
the energy-momentum plane. This is the Weinberg compositeness condition [39–42].
It can also be viewed from the orange line (double zeros) in Fig. 1 when the effective
potential is in the critical phase transition. Composite bosons H± 1

2
or H0,± become

unstable due to quantum-field fluctuations. The critical scale µcrit > Λ and mass
(M̄H)c < Λ are given in Eq. (4.7).
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In the UV scaling domain, composite bosons’ propagators give their poles, i.e.,
mass-shell conditions

Ecom =
√
p2 +M2

H ≈MH , for p�MH . (6.1)

The mass term MH contains the negative binding energy B[Gcut(µ)] and positive kinetic
energies K of composite-boson constituents. The binding energy is attributed to the
strong attractive coupling Gcut(µ) > Gc

cut(µcrit) and µ > µcrit > Λ. The positive
kinetic energies K represent the relative energy transfer µ = q̄ − q between fermion
and antifermion inside composite bosons. When the energy scale µ approaches to the
critical energy scale µcrit & eνΛ, the composite boson mass term M2

H approaches to
(MH)2

c (4.7). It means that the binding energy B is equal to the kinetic energies K,
B[G(µ)]µ→µcrit → µcrit

2. Therefore, the composite bosons are critical binding for their

mass gaps vanishing (M̄2
H)c → 0 and spatial size increasing (form factor Z

1/2
H → 0). As

a result, they become unstable because of quantum-field fluctuations leading to their
dissolving into SM elementary fermions. Such dissociation phenomenon is associated
with the first-order phase transition that occurs from the symmetric phase to the
symmetry-breaking phase. Its reversed process is the combination phenomenon as
increasing energy scale µ approaches the critical value µcrit + 0−, and the first-order
phase transition occurs from the symmetry-breaking phase to the symmetric phase.
The detailed study of the phenomenon and dynamics is complex. For example, a
molecular hydrogen gas system forms spontaneously from a neutral system of protons
and electrons in the first-order phase transition [43].

Another question is why the SSB ground state selects the top quark as the most
massive fermion, accompanied by a Higgs and three Goldstone bosons. Figure 1 shows
the SSB ground state Hm 6= 0 is energetically favourable, compared with symmetric
one H = 0. When spontaneously generated fermion mass develops a negative mass
gap and contributes to the vacuum energy. We can see from Eq. (4.1) such property
that the fermionic loop contribution to the vacuum energy is negative. In contrast, the
bosonic loop contribution to the vacuum energy is positive. As a result, the SSB ground
state establishes by minimising the total energy, and only the top quark acquires its
mass with the least number of Goldstone bosons [44, 45]. It gives the reason why the
nonzero expectation value Hm = 〈H〉 of the SSB ground state is developed only in
the top-quark channel of four-fermion interaction (2.1), namely the top-condensate
model [12]. On such SSB ground state, the composite doublet H− 1

2
becomes

H− 1
2

=

(
H0
t

H−

)
⇒ exp[i~ζ(x) · ~τ ]

(
v+h(x)√

2

0

)
, (6.2)

where ~ζ(x) represents three Goldstone bosons (~τ are Pauli matrices) from the pseudo-
scalar components of composite fields H±,0. The Higgs-like boson h(x) is a 〈t̄t〉-bound
state as if an elementary Higgs boson field. Whereas another composite boson H0

b in

2In previous publications, we use the threshold energy scale Ethre for the critical scale µcrit
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the doublet H 1
2

from the bottom channel of four-fermion interaction (2.1) dissociates
to its fermionic constituents, as previously discussed.

Based on these discussions, we advocate the scale hierarchy

v � Λ . µcrit � Λcut, (6.3)

in the scenario. (i) At the cutoff scale Λcut, four-fermion operators (1.1) of Einstein-
Cartan or NJL type are present due to quantum gravity or new physics. (ii) At the
scale Λ, the effective field theory of SM gauge symmetric Lagrangian for composite
particles (3.7) realizes in the UV scaling domain of strong four-fermion coupling Gc

cut

(2.5). (iii) The weak first-order phase transition of SSB and dissociation occurs at the
critical scale µcrit. It leads to the effective field theory of SM gauge symmetry-breaking
Lagrangian at the electroweak scale v for the massive top quark and 〈t̄t〉-composite
Higgs boson, etc., which realizes in the IR scaling domain of weak four-fermion coupling
Gc, We will discuss it in the next section.

7 IR scaling domain and effective theory for SM

We attempt to discuss the connection between the effective theory of composite
particles’ Lagrangian and the effective theory of the Lagrangian for the SM. In the
effective Lagrangian (3.7), the composite fields H are massive (MH ∝ Λ). Thus, we
treat H as static fields by approximately neglecting their kinetic and quartic terms,

LH ⇒ gH(ψ̄LtRH− 1
2

+ ψ̄LbRH 1
2

+ h.c.)− 1

2
M2

H(H†−1/2H−1/2 +H†1/2H1/2). (7.1)

Integrating over “static” fields H−1/2 and H1/2, we obtain the effective four-fermion
operators

G
[
(ψ̄iaL tRa)(t̄

b
RψLib) + (ψ̄iaL bRa)(b̄

b
RψLib)

]
, (7.2)

where the coupling G = 2gH/M
2
H ∝ Λ−2 at the scale Λ. It means that in the gauge

symmetric UV scaling domain, the massive composite boson Lagrangian (3.7) or (7.1)
is approximately equivalent to the four-fermion operators (7.2). Since the SM gauge
symmetries preserve, the interaction (7.2) has the same structure as the four-fermion
operators (1.1) at the cutoff scale Λcut. But the effective couplings are at different
scales Λ� Λcut, the former (1.1) is Gcut ∝ Λ−2

cut and the latter (7.2) is G ∝ Λ−2.

7.1 Effective SM Lagrangian and RG equations

Based on the first term (〈t̄t〉 channel) of interactions (1.1), the Reference [12] presents
the detailed investigations on the SSB dynamics of 〈t̄t〉 condensation, the IR fixed point
Gc = 8π2/(NcΛ

2
cut), and the effective Lagrangian in the IR scaling domain G & Gc at

the scale v. It describes the SM of the massive top quark, gauge bosons (W±, Z0)
and 〈t̄t〉-composite Higgs boson. Three composite Goldstone modes become W± and
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Z0 longitudinal components. The effective SM Lagrangian with the bilinear top-quark
mass term and Yukawa coupling to the composite Higgs boson h at the low-energy
scale µ reads 3

L = Lkinetic + ∆Lgauge + ∆Lirr,

+ ḡt(ψ̄LtRh+ h.c.) + |Dµh|2 −m2
hh
†h− λ̄

2
(h†h)2. (7.3)

The renormalized Yukawa coupling ḡt, Higgs mass mh and quartic coupling λ̄ are
d = 4 relevant operators in the IR scaling domain, where the composite SM Higgs
boson (wave-function renormalized) behaves as an elementary SM Higgs boson. The
covariant derivative Dµ is the same as that in the SM. The ∆Lgauge and Lkinetic are
the usual SM Lagrangians of gauge bosons and fermions. All renormalizable (d = 4
relevant) operators receive fermion-loop contributions, define for the low-energy scale
µ and follow RG scaling laws. The ∆Lirr represents the non-renormalizable (d > 4
irrelevant) operators induced by four-fermion operators (7.2) with SM interactions
and propagators.

The conventional renormalization Zψ = 1 for fundamental fermions and the un-
conventional wave-function renormalization (form factor) Z̃h for the composite SM
Higgs boson h are adopted

Z̃h(µ) =
1

ḡ2
t (µ)

, λ̃(µ) =
λ̄(µ)

ḡ4
t (µ)

. (7.4)

In the IR scaling domain, the full one-loop RG equations for running couplings ḡt(µ
2)

and λ̄(µ2) read

16π2dḡt
dt

=

(
9

2
ḡ2
t − 8ḡ2

3 −
9

4
ḡ2

2 −
17

12
ḡ2

1

)
ḡt, (7.5)

16π2dλ̄

dt
= 12

[
λ̄2 + (ḡ2

t − A)λ̄+B − ḡ4
t

]
, t = lnµ (7.6)

where one can find A, B and RG equations for SM SUc(3) × SUL(2) × UY (1) run-
ning renormalised gauge couplings ḡ2

1,2,3(µ2) in Eqs. (4.7), (4.8) of Ref. [12]. The

SSB-generated top-quark mass mt(µ) = ḡ2
t (µ)v/

√
2. One describes the 〈t̄t〉-composite

Higgs-boson by its pole mass m2
h(µ) = 2λ̄(µ)v2, form factor Z̃h(µ) = 1/ḡ2

t (µ) and
effective quartic coupling λ̃(µ), provided that Z̃h(µ) > 0 and λ̃(µ) > 0 are obeyed.

To definitely solve the RG equations (7.5) and (7.6) for ḡt and λ̄, so as to obtain
masses mt and mh, it requires boundary conditions at a physical energy scale. BHL
adopt the operator (1.1) and the theoretical compositeness conditions,

Z̃H(Λcut) = 1/ḡ2
t (Λcut) = 0; λ̃(Λcut) = 0, (7.7)

at the cutoff scale Λcut, where the effective Lagrangian (7.3) is sewed together with
the underlying four-fermion Lagrangian (1.1). However, such solutions ḡt(µ) and λ̄(µ)

3We have generalised the BHL approach to the right-handed neutrino sector for discussing dark
matter particles [46].
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λ̃(µ)ḡt(µ)

Figure 3. In the top-quark channel, after renormalization, the effective Higgs Yukawa
coupling ḡt(µ) and quartic coupling λ̃(µ) as functions of energy scale µ are determined by
RG equations (7.5,7.6), mass shell condition (7.8) of the experimentally measured top quark
and Higgs mass. Figure left panel shows the top-quark Yukawa coupling is about unity at
the SM scale v and slowly decreases to 0.9 at TeV scales. The Yukawa coupling represents a
finite form factor Z̃h(µ) = 1/ḡ2

t (µ) of composite SM Higgs boson. The Z̃h(µ) increases with
energy, indicating the composite SM Higgs boson becomes a tighter and tighter bound state
as energy increases. After wave-function renormalization, the composite SM Higgs boson
behaves as an elementary SM Higgs boson. Figure right panel shows the effective Higgs
quartic coupling λ̃(µ), which relates to the pole mass mh (7.8) of the composite Higgs boson.
It shows the energy-running Higgs mass decreases with the energy scale increases. The λ̃(µ)
value is about 0.15 at the SM scale v, and decreases as energy increases and becomes negative
at the energy scale ≈ 5.1 TeV. We reproduce these figures from Refs. [16, 47].

cannot reproduce correct experimental values of the masses mt and mh. It implies that
the conditions (7.7) should be incorrect.

Instead, we consider the operator (7.2) and the IR fixed point Gc = 8π2/(NcΛ
2)

at the scale Λ and use the mass-shell conditions of experimental values v, mt and mh

mt(mt) = ḡ2
t (mt)v/

√
2 ≈ 173GeV, mh(mh) = [2λ̄(mh)]

1/2v ≈ 126GeV, (7.8)

as the boundary conditions for the RG Eqs. (7.5) and (7.6). As a result we find [16,47]
the solutions ḡt(µ) and λ̃(µ) (Fig. 3) that are different from the solutions (Figs. 4 and
5) in Ref. [12]. In the IR domain of low energies µ & Mz, for d = 4 renormalizable
operators, the effective Lagrangian (7.3) and RG equations (7.3-7.6) with experimental
boundary conditions (7.8) are effectively equivalent to the SM Lagrangian and RG
equations of elementary top-quark and Higgs field. However, we have to mention in
the effective Lagrangian (7.3) there are non-renormalizable (d > 4 irrelevant) operators
∆Lirr upon the ground state of spontaneous symmetry breaking. These operators do
not follow RG scaling laws and are suppressed by powers of v/Λ. They are (d > 4)
1PI vertex functions induced by the four-fermion interactions (7.2) together with other
SM interactions and particle propagators. These operators ∆Lirr in the IR domain are
beyond the renormalizable SM Lagrangian. They can give corrections in powers of v/Λ
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to the SM results. Because the scale Λ is only about one order of magnitude larger
than the electroweak scale v, their leading order contributions can be possibly sizable
and significant for precision measurements in experiments.

7.2 Effective theory of composite particles at TeV scale

Because we use the boundary condition (7.8), the ḡt(µ) and λ̄(µ) values at the SM
scale v agree with the SM phenomenological values. However, the energy dependence
of effective Yukawa coupling ḡt(µ) and quartic coupling λ̄(µ) in Fig. 3 show (i) how
they vary as functions of low energy µ within the IR scaling domain for the SM; (ii)
what their behaviours are when energy increases and goes beyond the SM. In the latter
case, the validity of the effective low-energy SM Lagrangian (7.3) and the perturbative
one-loop RG equations (7.5) and (7.6) is in question. Therefore, we regard the ḡt(µ)
and λ̄(µ) for µ � v in Fig. 3 as high-energy extrapolations from their low-energy
solutions for µ ∼ O(v). Observe that the λ̄(µ) becomes negative around 5.1 TeV, and
the ground-state energy of effective SM Lagrangian (7.3) has no bound from below.
Namely, the SM Hamiltonian H ∝ −L ∝ λ̄

2
(h†h)2 is negative and is not bounded

from below, and the SM is unstable against Higgs field quantum fluctuations. In an
alternative view, Higgs boson becomes a tachyon for its mass mh = (2λ̄)1/2v runs
into imaginary. This inconsistency indicates the breakdown of the low-energy SM
Lagrangian (7.3) and RG scaling laws (7.5) and (7.6) in the IR domain. It implies the
previously discussed physics of composite particles’ theory in the UV domain beyond
the SM in the IR scaling domain occurs about the TeV scale. The massive composite
bosons H (2.3) have masses MH ∝ Λ (3.6), and proportionality is about the order of
unity.

The scale 5.1 TeV is an approximate value in the order of magnitude since it
achieves by extrapolating low-energy solution λ̄(µ) to the high-energy regime. We
compare this value with the existing bound from current experiments. There is no
any experimental study of massive composite bosons H. We find many experimental
studies of the Lepto-quark (LQ) boson states see Fig. 4. In this scenario, the scalar LQ
states form in the same dynamics and UV domain as the massive composite bosons H
when we use the lepton-quark four-fermion interactions, see Sec. IV A 3 of Ref. [11].
Namely, the massive composite LQ bosons form via the lepton-quark four-fermion
interactions, while the massive composite H bosons form via the quark-quark four-
fermion interactions (2.1). The massive composite LQ bosons and massive composite
H bosons have the same characteristic mass scale M ∝ Λ. The current experimental
studies on the massive composite LQ bosons, see the blue (scalar) in Fig. 4 give some
insight into the lower bounds of their mass scales (TeV). These lower bounds also apply
to the masses MH of massive composite bosons H and the characteristic scale Λ of the
effective theory of composite particles in the UV domain. Figure 4 shows the value
Λ ≈ 5.1 TeV (red vertical line) has not yet been reached. In connection with the LHC
experiment searches, we currently perform phenomenological investigations of massive
composite LQ bosons and fermions in this scenario.
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Figure 4. We reproduce this table from the Leptoquark summary plot of ICHEP 2022 meet-
ing (https://twiki.cern.ch/twiki/bin/view/CMSPublic/SummaryPlotsEXO13TeV). It sum-
marises the experimental leptoquark searches in masses (TeV) and channels. We insert the
red vertical line to indicate the typical scale Λ ≈ 5.1 TeV of the effective theory of composite
particles, e.g., the massive composite Higgs bosons H and Leptoquark scalars, whose masses
are characterized by Λ.

8 Extrapolation from IR domain to UV domain

Using the experimental results (7.8) and RG solutions (Fig. 3) of the SM field theory
(7.3) in the IR scaling domain at the scale v, we attempt to qualitatively infer the scale
Λ for the effective field theory (3.7) in the UV scaling domain. The latter associates
strong four-fermion coupling dynamics and requires non-perturbative approaches. The
same question is for the QCD dynamics too. What is the connection between per-
turbative QCD and non-perturbative QCD? The former is in the UV scaling domain
for asymptotically free quarks and gluons at the scale ΛQCD. The latter is in the IR
scaling domain for hadronic bound states at hadron mass scales [48].

The RG equations (7.5) and (7.6) are obtained by perturbative calculations us-
ing the smallness of four-fermion couplings in the IR scaling domain. Therefore the
solutions (Fig. 3) should be quantitatively valid only for low energies. Nevertheless,
to gain an insight into their qualitative behaviour in high energy, we extrapolate the
solutions (Fig. 3) to the high energy range µ � Mz. As a result, we find that (i) the
Yukawa coupling ḡt(µ) is the order of unity, the form factor Z̃h(µ) 6= 0 is finite, and
the 〈t̄t〉-composite Higgs boson is a tightly bound state, behaves as if an elementary
Higgs boson after the wave-function renormalisation; (ii) the effective quartic coupling
λ̃(µ) decreases as the scale µ increases and becomes negative at the energy scale of 5.1
TeV. It indicates when the energy scale µ is more than 5.1 TeV, the SSB dynamics
and ground state break down since the total energy does not bound from below. It im-
plies the new dynamics and ground state of strong-coupling four-fermion interactions.
Therefore, it infers the characteristic scale Λ ≈ 5.1 TeV for the gauge symmetric field
theory of composite particles beyond the SM.

The non-perturbative Wilson renormalisation group (WRG) needs to be used to
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describe the connection between the IR and UV scaling domains. The WRG flow from
the theory (7.3) for the SM in the IR scaling domain runs towards the theory (3.7)
for composite particles in the UV scaling domain. The boundary conditions for the
WRG flow should associate with the symmetry-breaking phase transition and energy-
gap ground state change at the scale Λ. We expect that for the 〈t̄t〉 channel, the SM
effective Lagrangian (7.2) of 〈t̄t〉-composite Higgs boson h is sewed together with the
effective Lagrangian (3.7) of the composite boson H0

t at the scale Λ. It achieves by
connecting the Higgs boson h form factor Z̃h to the composite boson H0

t form factor
ZH , namely Z̃h → ZH .

Since the scale Λ is not very much larger than the scale v, and O(v2/Λ2) ∼
10−2, no extreme fine-tuning needs to achieve the electroweak scale v from the scale
Λ of the effective theory of composite particles. Moreover, in the low-energy effective
Lagrangian (7.2), we introduce the d > 4 irrelevant operators ∆Lirr suppressed by at
least (v/Λ) in the IR domain. One of them is the effective right-handed couplings of
W± and Z0, e.g., ΓWµ = i ḡ2√

2
γµPR GWR and GWR ∼ (v/Λ), see operators (5.1,5.6,5.7) of

the previous article [49]. These operators are absent in the SM Lagrangian. They
possibly give sizable corrections to SM observable, for example, the W and Z gauge
bosons’ masses and decay widths. In Ref. [49], we calculated their corrections to the
W boson mass MW that can account for the recent high-precision measurement of
the MW in 7.0 σ disagreement with the Standard Model expectation [50], and we
also calculated their corrections to Wand Z gauge bosons’ decay widths for future
experimental verification.

9 Phenomenological implications

9.1 Composite SM Higgs boson in IR domain at electroweak scale

First, we discuss the possible phenomenological difference of composite SM Higgs in
this scenario from elementary SM Higgs in the low-energy IR domain. Their composite
and elementary natures are not distinguishable around the electroweak scale v. They
have the same kinematics, SM gauge couplings, Yukawa and quartic couplings. The
only differences are the energy-scale dependence of effective top-quark Yukawa coupling
ḡt(µ) and quartic couplings λ̄(µ) given in Fig. 3. We expect Yukawa and quartic
couplings’ values to depart from the SM values when the energy scale µ significantly
increases, leading to possible observable effects.

Due to its t̄t-composite nature, the composite SM Higgs boson couples ḡt(q) to a
top-quark loop. The composite SM Higgs boson has the same production and decay
processes as the elementary SM Higgs boson. Its production cross-section and decay
width are proportional to ḡ2

t (q), where q = µ is the Higgs boson energy. They are
the same as the SM counterparts around ḡ2

t (mt) ≈ 1.04 at the top-quark mass mt.
The Higgs boson production cross-section and decay rate decrease when the Higgs
boson energy q increases. However, Fig. 3 shows ḡ2

t (mt) ≈ 1.04 and ḡ2
t (4mt) ≈ 0.93

varies slowly. We expect the deviation of Higgs decay width from the SM one to be
11% for ∆ḡ2

t ≈ 0.11 or the decay-rate ratio ΓH/Γ
SM
H ≈ ḡ2

t (4mt)/ḡ
2
t (mt) ≈ 0.89. We
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presented similar discussions in Sec. III A 2 of Ref. [11]. Such discrepancy is still too
small to be clearly distinguished by the present precision level of LHC experiments,
ΓH/Γ

SM
H ≈ 1.11+0.63

−0.60 and ΓH ≈ 4.6+2.6
−2.5 MeV, see Michiel Veen’s presentation on behalf

of the ATLAS Collaboration in Higgs 2022 Pisa.
The Higgs quartic coupling λ(µ) as a function of the energy scale is fundamental

for fully understanding the physics of the SM and beyond. Figure 3 (right) shows
the Higgs quartic coupling λ(µ) more quickly decreases as the energy scale increases,
compared with the Yukawa coupling ḡt(µ). However, the λ(µ)-measurement via triple
Higgs final states is out of reach even for HL-LHC, and none of the present or future
colliders is known to be able to determine the λ coupling [51]. Nevertheless, relating
to the running Higgs mass mh(µ) = [2λ̄(µ)]1/2v (7.8), one may have some insight
into the λ(µ) coupling as a function of energy scale by measuring the triple Higgs
coupling λ(µ)v, see N. De Filippis’ presentation in Higgs 2022 Pisa provided enough
experimental precision achieves.

In this scenario, spontaneous SM gauge symmetry breaking yields only top-quark
mass mt or Yukawa coupling ḡt [12], and such configuration of the symmetry-breaking
ground state is energetically favourable [44,45]. Other SM fermions masses or Yukawa
couplings (mf = ḡfv) are produced by explicit SM gauge symmetry breaking via the
three quarks and leptons family mixing with the top quark [10]. The smallness of
other fermions’ masses is because of the smallness of their mixing with the top quark.
Namely, their Yukawa couplings are much smaller than ḡt ∼ O(1). SM neutrinos ν`L
(` = e, µ, τ) and sterile right-handed neutrinos ν`R (a kind of dark matter particle)
also receive small Dirac masses and Yukawa couplings to the composite SM Higgs
boson. The branching ratio of Higgs decay via these invisible channels (missing energy
momenta) should be small. In addition, the composite SM Higgs boson also has 1PI
vertices coupling to other kinds of dark matter particles χboson and axion a, which
are scalar and pseudo-scalar composite states of sterile neutrinos [46]. These are high
dimensional (d > 4) operators in ∆Lirr of the effective Lagrangian (7.3). We expect
their contributions to Higgs invisible decay channels to be small and suppressed by
powers of v/Λ. It needs some detailed investigations.

9.2 Massive composite bosons in UV domain at TeV scale

To end this article, we discuss some peculiar properties and gauge couplings of massive
composite bosons H. They are distinct from the 〈t̄t〉-composite Higgs for the SM. It
provides phenomenological implications for experimental searches. In the UV scaling
domain, via the Yukawa gH couplings in the effective Lagrangian (3.7), massive com-
posite bosons H decay to a left-handed quark and a right-handed quark, and the decay
rate is ΓH ≈ (3/16π)g2

HMH . They can decay to two SM gauge bosons, for example,
via a triangle diagram of a massless quark loop [11],

H0
t,b → γγ; Z0Z0; γZ0; W+W− (9.1)

and two gluons, as well as charged channel H± → W± + γ(Z0).
In the UV domain, like as photon γ (Aµ), the electroweak gauge bosons Z0 and

W± are massless due to exact SUL(2) × UY (1) gauge symmetries. For these massless
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gauge fields in the UV scaling domain, we adopt the SM gauge fields’ combinations
W± ≡ (W 1 ∓ iW 2)/

√
2,

Z0 ≡ −B sin θχ +W 3 cos θχ, A ≡ B cos θχ +W 3 sin θχ, (9.2)

where W 1,2 (W 3) is the charged (neutral) SUL(2) field and B is the UY (1) field. The
angle θχ mixes neutral fields (W 3, B) to represent physical fields (γ, Z0), and charge
e = g2 sin θχ = g1 cos θχ. The massless gauge bosons on the mass-shell q2 = 0 differ
from massive gauge bosons on the mass-shell q2 = M2

W,Z . The former propagators
mediate a long-range electroweak force between composite particles. While the latter
propagators mediate a short-range electroweak force between SM elementary particles.
For the sake of simplicity, we use in Eq. (9.2) the notations for massless W± and Z0,
which are the same as massive counterparts in the SM.

Moreover, the massless neutral gauge fields (9.2) can differ from their massive
counterparts in the SM since the cos2 θχ could be different from the Weinberg cos2 θW
value. Recall that one obtains Weinberg angle cos2 θW = (MW/MZ)2 by diagonalising
the gauge-boson mass matrix in the IR scaling domain. However it does not depend
on the electroweak scale v, and it depends only on SUL(2) and UY (1) gauge couplings
cos2 θW = g2

2/(g
2
1 + g2

2). The SM SUc(3) × SUL(2) × UY (1) gauge group couplings
g3, g2 and g1 are the same in the IR and UV domains. The electric charge e is a
definite number for both elementary and composite particle spectra. However, the g2

and g1 values can change because the spectrum (group representation) changes from
elementary particles to composite particles in the phase transition between the UV and
IR domains. If this is the case, cos2 θχ 6= cos2 θW . We expect the difference should be
small, of the order of (v/Λ)2, and the weak first-order transition should be smoothly
continuous. The cos2 θχ value should be fixed by experiments for massive composite
particles and massless gauge bosons in the UV scaling domain at the TeV scale.

In the UV scaling domain for massive composite particles, the SM chiral gauge
symmetries are not broken spontaneously, therefore the SM elementary fermions are
massless and there are no Goldstone modes. The massless W± and Z0 bosons (9.2) at
high energies (TeV) behave exactly like the photon and have two transverse components
and no longitudinal one. Thus they do not decay to two SM fermions, in contrast to
the SM massive W± and Z0 decay channels, e.g. W± → `± + ν` of the rate ΓW =
(3/16π)g2

2MW . Therefore, the final state and kinematics of massive composite bosons
(resonances) H decay to Z0Z0 and W+W− (9.1) are not four-lepton states, e.g., ``νν.
They should be back-to-back events like the two-photon γγ channel. These massless
W± and Z0 have interacting vertexes with the left- and right-handed components of
SM elementary fermions according to their quantum numbers of SM gauge symmetries.
Therefore, their detection should be in the same way as detecting photons.

Analogously to the Berit-Wheeler process γ + γ → `+`−, two massless gauge
bosons W±, Z0 and γ collisions produce a lepton pair 4. Thus the massless W± and Z0

from H0
t,b and H± decay (9.1) could be detected by the channels W±+γ∗ → `±+ν`(ν̄`)

4They can produce two massive composite particles, provided their energies are larger than two
composite particle masses.
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and Z0 + γ∗ → `+ + `−, in analogy to γ + γ∗ → `+ + `−. The γ∗ represents virtual
photons around a nucleus inside the target. The cross-section should be proportional
to the Berit-Wheeler cross-section σBW ≈ π(α/E)2 at the limit of high energy E � m`,
where m` is the lepton mass. For example, σWγ ≈ σBW/(2 sin2 θχ) for the channels
W± + γ∗ → `± + ν`(ν̄`), final states are left-handed leptons, and the energy E is
at the TeV scale. In addition, the resonances H and their decays (9.1) should play
roles in vector-boson-fusion (VBF) processes at high energies of the TeV scale. There
is no unitarity problem in vector-boson-scattering (VBS) since massless W± and Z0

have no longitudinal components. In other words, the longitudinal components of
SM massive W± and Z0 gauge bosons decouple when the symmetry-restoring phase
transition occurs at the TeV scale. The present scenario of massive composite particles
and massless gauge bosons at the TeV scale modifies the thermal history of electroweak
symmetry breaking in cosmology. Detailed investigations will be the subjects of future
studies.

In phenomenology, it is necessary to compare and contrast the particles (H, h)
with two Higgs-type resonances of mass terms m2 and M2 � m2 on the SSB ground
state 〈φ〉 6= 0, like two-Higgs-doublet models [52] and the model discussed in Ref. [53].
One of the distinct features is that the composite bosons H (Table 1) are doublets of
SM gauge-symmetry quantum numbers, interacting accordingly with the massless SM
gauge bosons. The interactions and spectra of massive composite particles and massless
gauge bosons fully preserve the SM chiral gauge symmetries in the UV scaling domain.
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