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I. INTRODUCTION

The idea of dynamical symmetry breaking was first introduced by Bjorken in [1] (for an
updated review, see [2]). The study focused on a four-fermion model with a self-interacting
term j,j", where j* = 1y#1). As a continuation of this concept, various issues related to
dynamical symmetry breaking have been studied in many further studies, among which it
worth to mention [3-10], emphasizing especially the role of the outstanding contribution of
Eguchi [6].

The concept of dynamical symmetry breaking has found its natural application within
the context of Lorentz-violating (LV) theories. Indeed, the spontaneous Lorentz symmetry
breaking, first, already in the first papers where the concept of Lorentz symmetry breaking
(LSB) itself was formulated |11, 12], was assumed to be a very natural mechanism for arising
constant LV vectors (tensors) allowing to define new terms within the LV Standard Model
Extension (LV SME) defined in [13, [14] (further this idea was also corroborated in [§]),
second, is the most natural manner to introduce LSB in gravity |15] where the explicit LSB
faces various difficulties (see |16] for a discussion).

The dynamical LSB within the bumblebee framework has been studied on the base of a
four-fermion interaction model with the chiral current j£ = ¥y*~5¢, in the one-loop approx-
imation [17]. The study showed that radiative corrections could generate a bumblebee-like
potential defined in |11, 12, 18, [19], i.e., a possibility of generating spontaneous Lorentz
symmetry breaking through quantum corrections was demonstrated. However, the bum-
blebee potential vanishes when the 't Hooft-Veltman prescription is applied [20]. On the
other hand, if we consider massless fermions, an explicit generation of the complete one-loop
bumblebee potential also can be performed [21].

More recently, in [22], a four-fermion model with the derivative current j* = 1)y*id"1)
was analyzed, generating a tensor bumblebee potential in the nonperturbative approach.
This finding has encouraged further research into other four-fermion models that may pro-
duce exact bumblebee potentials. Therefore, the objective of this work is to investigate
a particular derivative self-interacting model that can generate an exact vector bumblebee
potential.

The paper is organized as follows. In Section [I, we show that a vector bumblebee

potential may be induced through radiative corrections in the nonperturbative approach



from a derivative four-fermion model. In Section [II, we obtain the kinetic term and the
bumblebee potential in the perturbative approach. Finally, in Section [Vl we provide a

summary of our results.

II. EFFECTIVE POTENTIAL

The four-fermion model that we are interested in is described by the Lagrangian
. G 1 .H 2
Ly = ?ﬂ(la - m)@b - 5(%{@&%7@%1&) . (1)
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In this model, the derivative current is expressed as jf = w%{i(ﬂ,fy”}%qﬂ, where 0, =
%
0, — 0, represents the left-right derivative. We can simplify this expression by considering

< “—
%{Za, v} =10, which leads to a new form of the Lagrangian:
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We note that, unlike [21], we consider massive fermions, which, in principle, can make
the exact spinor propagator and, consequently, all studies more complicated compared to
the massless case. Another difference in our model lies in the fact that our current, and
hence the four-fermion vertex, involves derivatives, and even the dimension of our coupling
constant differs from that in [21]. Therefore, our model is essentially distinct from the last
one.

As usual, we can introduce an auxiliary field to eliminate the self-interaction term of
Eq. (2)). This involves rewriting the Lagrangian as
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L= Lo+ % (Bu - ;Wa/ﬂf’w)z
2 >
- %BMB“ + (i) — m)p — eBH(id, 1)), (3)
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where we have introduced the new vector field B, and defined G = %. By applying the

@

left-right derivative, we can also express the Lagrangian as
2
L= %BMB“ + (i — m — ie(9,B")ys — 2ie B ,75)1. (4)

In this section, we aim to calculate the exact bumblebee potential for the B,,. To do this,



we start with the generating functional
Z(n,m) = / DB, Dy Dipe’ | & e

. 92 m — . T — _ -
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where S™! = i@ — m — ie(0,B")ys — 2ie B*9,s is the operator characterizing the quadratic
action, i.e., the inverse of the propagator. Next, we perform a shift of the fermionic fields,
Y — 1) — Sy and ¢ — 1 — 7S, which leads to S~ + G + ¥y — S~"p — 7Sn. This

results in
Z(n,n) = /DBueifd“l‘g;BuB“ /D¢Dweifd4x(islw—nsn)_ (6)
Finally, after integrating over the fermions, we obtain

Z(7,n) = / DB, exp (z’Seff[B] — i / d4:c77577) : (7)

where the effective action is given by

2
S| B] = % /d4a: B, B" —iTrIn(p — m — ie(0,B")vs — 2eB"p,7s). (8)

The symbol Tr represents the trace over Dirac matrices and the integration over momentum
or coordinate spaces. Using the key identity of the derivative expansion method [23] B*p, =
(p —i0),B", we can rewrite the above expression as

2

Set[B] = % /d4:c B,B" —iTrIn(p — m — e(2p — 10),B"s). 9)

Thus, the effective potential is

g2 woy d4p B
Vet = _§B}LB + Ztl"/ (2m)t In(p —m — 2ep, B"7s). (10)

Let us now investigate whether the potential (I0)) has nontrivial minima by analyzing the

gap equation
dVest
aB,

g2
= T —jerr = 0, (11)
(&

By=Bu

where 3, = b?“ and II* is the one-loop tadpole amplitude given by

d*p 1
I* =t 2pM s . 12
; / T (12)



Using the rationalized propagator, obtained through the rule

1 _p—2p-b)ys+m
p—2(p-b)ys—m  p>*+4(p-b)>—m?’

(13)

and calculating the trace over Dirac matrices, we obtain

. [ d'p  —16(p-D)p*
= / @2m)tp? +4(p-b)? —m* (14

To calculate the above expression in the perturbative approach, we need to expand the
propagator in terms of b,. This means that the D-dimensional tadpole amplitude (I4]) can

be expressed as a power series in b, i.e., II, = > H,(f), where
n

de (_1)n22n+2
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with only odd n yielding nontrivial contributions. Then, for n = 1 and n = 3, we have

4
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and
3em* /1 3
- 3) 2
—ielll?) = = (9 + Z) b*by, (17)

respectively, where & = 2 —1In %, with € = 4 — D and w? = 4mp?e. Therefore, the gap

equation (1) takes the form

AVeg e em?* /(1 3 )
S L (A NE B o1 ) 18
dBM Bu=Pu [ G 271'2 <€, " 4) ( >:| " ( )

Our next step is to calculate the tadpole amplitude (I4]) using the nonperturbative ap-
proach. To do this, we rewrite Eq. (I4]) as

d'p p'p’b
1" = —16/ (271')41?77;;27 (19)

where pl, = M,pp®, with M,s = gus + Bbabs and

1+ 1+ 4
— = .

B (20)

After that, we have d*p’ = det (%) d'p, i.e., d'p' = det (M+g,,) d'p = —det (M+<) d*p,
so that
d'p = —det™ (M") d*p’. (21)

bt



Since po, = (M™1)asp"”, we must calculate (M~1),3, which yields the result

_ B
M™Yes = gag — ———==babs. 22
(M7 )ag = gas = 7 b (22)
Therefore, as it can be easily found that det(M*") = —(1 + 8b%), Eq. (I4)) becomes

d'p’ P.ps
(27T)4 p/2 _ m2 :

" = —16(1 + 562)‘1(M‘1)“Q(M‘1)”5b,,/

The solution of the above integral in D dimensions is

aPyp’ Ly im* (1 3

4-D al’p
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so that, after the contraction

(1+ B3~ (MY (M), g = (1+457) 7 b, (25)
we have
im* /1 3 —3/2
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Thus, we obtain the gap equation
dVg e em* /1 3 —3/2
=|-—=———=(>+-) (1+4¥ v = 0. 27
dB,, 1B.=p, [ G 2n? (e’ * 4) (1+45) 27)
It is worth noting that Eq. (27), up to the first order in b?, reproduces exactly Eq. (IS)), as
expected.
To simplify the solving of Eq. (27)), we introduce the renormalized mass mgr = Znt ‘m,
where
1 1 /1 3
I e 28
Zm 2w (6’ * 4) (28)
Hence, we can see that, for a nontrivial solution of Eq. (21), we have
1 _
— = (1 4p?) 2 (29)
G
which indicates that G < 0, meaning G = —|G|. By solving the above expression for b, we
get
1
b = 1[(|G\M§)2/3 — 1. (30)

This allows us to determine that if b, is timelike (spacelike), |G| > =+ (|G| < —r).
R

M
Finally, after integrating the gap equation (27]), we can find the effective potential

62

My 2 —1/2
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_ mp
2G '
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Similarly, by substituting Eq. (29), we obtain

4 4
V:cﬁ - 7623 B* (1 -+ 4b2) 1/2 — %

Therefore, this is the exact bumblebee potential for the vector field B, that we are seeking,

—3/2

4
+—L£(1+4e’B,B")" (32)

with the lowest contribution taking the form
3m%

Ver = —

(e’B,B" — b, b")? +-- -, (33)

where we have added the constant term %64. We note that, unlike [17], where only
lower contributions to the one-loop effective potential were calculated, here we have found
it exactly, as in [21], despite a more complicated form of the propagator. Similar to [21], our
effective potential ([32)) is positively defined, providing an infinite set of minima allowing for
a spontaneous Lorentz symmetry breaking. A remarkable result is the non-polynomial form
of our effective potential.

Let us now study the critical temperature at which the Lorentz symmetry is restored. As-
suming from now on that the system is in thermal equilibrium with a temperature T' = 371,
we change the expression (24]) from Minkowski space to Euclidean space. We split the mo-

mentum pL in its spatial and temporal components, performing the following replacements:

g = =" e, p? — —p”, p;L — —p:u (34)
dPy’ dip dp
4-D 3—d ~ 0
N - 35
2 /(%)D ! /<2w>dz/2w’ &
and
p'* = p' + pout, (36)

where p* = (0, p) and w* = (1,0,0,0), with D =d + 1.
In the thermal regime, the antiperiodic boundary conditions for fermions lead to discrete
values of po, i.e., pop = (2n + 1)%, with n being integer, so that f‘é%‘? — lzn. Thus, we get

=2
wp [ A% Pups s al Z d'p B (dap — Uatip) + PiUaUs (37)
a (2m)P p2 —m2 2m)d P2+ p3 + m? ’

where we have considered p,ps — %(Sag — uqug). After performing the momentum inte-

gration and carrying out the sum (see [24] for details), we obtain

dPp' pLp; im} 4im®T* [0

4-D al’g _ R 2 213/2

1 / = Jas — / dz(z* —¢& 1 — tanh(72))g, 38

(27T)Dp/2 —m2 16 B 3 " ( ) ( ( )) B ( )
4T

3 /:O dz(2 — €%)2(42% — €%)(1 — tanh(72))usug,
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with £ = 57, where we have returned to Minkowski space. In the limit of high temperature

(or also in the case of m < T'), £ — 0, so that Eq. (B8] becomes

D / (de' PP imy Tim? T4 7z'7r2T4uauﬁ. (39)

oD p2 —m? 16 7P 720 97T T80
Thus, after considering the contractions (25) and

. b2 .
(14 B0 (M (M) Pbugus = (1+40%) " (1= V1+ )" + (1 +40°) " bout,

(40)
the tadpole amplitude (23)) is written as
Tim* Tt 28im? T b? -
M = |—imb+ o 4 2T (1= T+ 4022 | (14 40%)
45 45 b?
28im2 T _
—— (1+48) o (41)

Therefore, the gap equation is now

dVeg e Ter®T*  28em?T* b2 ~3/2
e N Y. 4 - 1—V1+402)2] (1 + 4b? e
dB, lp=s, G [mR 15 5 AP g | (14 45%)
28em2T? —
+% (1 4 48%) " bt = 0. (42)

To find the critical temperature, we can consider the decomposition b* = b + bout and
analyze the above equation separately for b* and bo.

Initially, for the purely space-like b,, i.e., by = 0, we have

= {_g iy (m;g _ %) (1+ 452)‘3/2] B0 (43)
Then, after integrating the above expression, we find the same effective potential (31]), with
my — mp — 7“4? - Thus, as G = —|G|, it is early to observe that the symmetry is restored
when mj, — 7”425T 1 <0, ie., for T4 > 4?:?*, so that the critical temperature is T, = 4?:?*.
At the same time, for the purely time-like b,, i.e., bt = 0, we have
T TR IV

which has the same qualitative behavior as the previous case, with the only difference being

4
in the value of the critical temperature. In this case, we arrive at 7% > 977: L with the critical
4
temperature 7, = 977: &,



III. EFFECTIVE ACTION

In this section, we will study the one-loop low-energy effective action for our vector field.

To do so, we rewrite the Eq. (§) as follows:

2 00
g n
SalB) =% [ BB+ > syim) (45)
where
n { . n
QQW%Z#HB@EQP—WMHWd (46)

and S(p) = (p —m)~". The term —iTrIn(p — m), which is independent of By, has been
disregarded.

The n = 1 (tadpole) and n = 3 (three-point) contributions vanish, i.e., Se(flf) [B] = 0 and
Se(?f) [B] = 0. Then, let us focus on contributions with n = 2 and n = 4, whose analysis is

sufficient for generating the kinetic and the lower-order potential terms. Initially, for n = 2,

we have
i . . ie?
SC(? [B] = §Tr S(p)e(2p —i0),B"vsS(p)e(2p — i0), B v5 = - /d4x "B, B,, (47)
where
v d'p . o
0 =t [ GRS (0) 2 = i0)155(5) (2 = 0)" 35 (48)

After applying the Feynman parametrization and calculating the trace and the integral

of the above expression, we obtain

2,4 2 2,4
L0 = Mg g _C B (" — ) (6m? — K2)B, + 2B, B (49)

4r2¢ 2472 1672

2 Am2 3/2 9
—= B, (g"k* — k"k") [217”2 — 4K* — 3K° (ﬂ - 1) csc ! (_m ) B,,

7272 Vi2

with k,, = i0,,, where we have considered S, C(? Bl = [ d%ﬁgg. Thus, in the low-energy limit
(k* < m?), we get

22 /1 1 em* (1 3
£@ = CM (22 B (o — 049Y)B, —+Z ) B,B*+0 (8. (50
¢ 472 e/+2 ul9 ) +47T2 e’+4 WB"+0(9). (50)
This expression can be rewritten as
@ _ 1 G
£ = Lo - 908, + BB+ 0 (0"). 51
3



where

1 em? (1 1
S —+ 2. 52
Zs  2m? <e’ * 2) (52)
Defining the renormalized field By = Z5 Y2Br and the coupling constant ep = Zé/ %, we
arrive at
1 . eRmy
L = —FruFg + =" By, By, (53)

where we have omitted the higher-order terms.

Now, for n = 4, we have

SWIB] = ZTr S(p)e(2p — i0),. B 5S(p)e(2p — i0), B 55 (p)e(2p — i0),, B" s

4
- 4
xS(p)e(2p — i0), Bys = % d'z 11" B, B\ B, B, (54)
where
KAV d4p K A “w v 4
1% = tr (%)45(19)219 V55 () 2p™ 55 () 20755 (p) 20 5 + O (9°) - (55)

Then, after performing the trace and integral (and omitting the higher-order terms), the

resulting fourth-order effective Lagrangian is

4,4
@ _ _dem (1 3) g pep, v
'Ceff 472 (E/ + 4) 12 v ) (56)

or, in terms of the normalized quantities,

4,4
3epmp
2

£ = — B, B Br, BY. (57)

Finally, the Lagrangian of (45]), with the results (45]) and (57), is given by

e2 1 L, eami 3ebmi
Lp = %BRMB;Q ~1 R PR+ %BRMB;; — %BRMB,%BR,,B}’%. (58)
We can simplify this expression by expanding (29) (up to the first order in b%), i.e., by
considering & = —mf(1 — 6b,b"). So, we obtain
1 L 3m;
Ly = _ZFRWF;; — L (e%,Br, Bl — bb")?, (59)

where we have added the constant —%64. Thus, we have generated the low-energy effective
Lagrangian for the vector field, which is given by the usual Maxwell kinetic term and the

bumblebee-like potential.
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IV. SUMMARY

Starting with a new massive four-fermion model with derivative-dependent coupling (),
essentially distinct from that one introduced in our earlier paper [21], we generated the bum-
blebee effective Lagrangian as a one-loop contribution to the effective action. We explicitly
demonstrated that our effective potential is positively definite, implying the existence of
an infinite set of nontrivial minima, which results in the spontaneous breaking of Lorentz
symmetry. A very interesting consequence of non-zero mass of fermions consists in non-
polynomiality of our effective potential (82]), which also represents one more difference from
the results for the massless case found in [21]. Additionally, we calculated the effective La-
grangian (B9)), which can then be expressed in terms of the renormalized quantities mg, eg,
and B.

Moreover, we studied the finite-temperature behavior of our effective potential and
demonstrated that our model displays a possibility of phase transitions for both time-like
and space-like LV vectors.

The natural continuation of this study can consist in its generalization for the case of the
antisymmetric tensor field, including studies of possibility to generate a stable LV vector-
tensor model proposed in [25], and to study the impact of finite temperature on stability
issues for this class of models. Besides, it is very interesting to consider this theory on a
curved space-time background. We expect to perform this study in forthcoming papers.
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