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Abstract

It has recently been suggested that tuning towards the boundary of the positivity domain of

the scalar potential may explain the separation between the electroweak scale and the unification

scale in a grand unified theory. Here we explore the possibility that the same type of tuning might

account for the generation of the electroweak scale from a much lighter dynamically generated scale

in a dark sector. We present a model that realizes this idea and provides a proof of principle that

the same dark sector can include a viable dark matter candidate.
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I. INTRODUCTION

Over the past 30 years, there have been a vast number of proposals for physics beyond the

standard model (BSM) that have been motivated by naturalness. Quantum corrections to

the Higgs boson squared mass are quadratically divergent; the bare mass in the Lagrangian

must be tuned if the electroweak scale is to remain far below the Planck scale or any other

high physical scale that may exist in nature. The minimal supersymmetric standard model

and its many variations are the best known class of theories that address this problem [1].

Little Higgs models [2] and various higher-derivative extensions of the standard model [3, 4]

have also been put forward with the same goal in mind.

At present, there is no experimental evidence in favor of any BSM model with new par-

ticles or interactions designed to cancel the quadratic divergences of the standard model [5].

While the scale at which such cancelations occur can be raised beyond the increasingly

stringent lower bounds from collider experiments, the potential link between this scale and

the scale of electroweak symmetry breaking is gradually lost. For this reason, the non-

observation of BSM physics at the Large Hadron Collider (LHC) makes models of this type

less compelling and motivates the consideration of alternative scenarios.

One possibility is that the tuning of Lagrangian parameters is something that simply

occurs in nature. Rather than focusing on eliminating the tuning, it may be productive as

a first step to consider what kinds of tunings may be favored or characterized by simple

principles. This may ultimately help with understanding the origin of the tuning, whether

it is related to dynamics, anthropic selection or some other mechanism. A recent proposal

regarding tuning “to the edge of the abyss” [6] is motivated in this way and is the topic of

further study in the present work.

The edge of the abyss in Ref. [6] refers to the boundary of the positivity domain of the

potential, that is, the parameter values for which the potential is on the verge of turning over

and becoming unbounded from below. Near this boundary, there are directions in which the

potential is nearly flat. Introduction of a cubic term with a dimensionful coupling defined by

a scale, say M0, can tilt the potential leading to a vacuum expectation value (vev) v that is

much larger than M0: v ≫ M0. The generation of a large energy scale from a small one goes

against the usual assumptions of effective field theory; Ref. [6] showed that this separation is

consistently maintained when loop corrections are included in the potential, and suggested
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that the hierarchy between the electroweak scale and the scale of grand unification might

arise by such a tuning.

Other approaches to the naturalness problem that challenge the expectations of effective

field theory have appeared in the literature previously. For example, Froggatt and Nielsen

have argued that the top quark and Higgs masses may be understood from the principle

that there are exactly degenerate vacua at the weak and Planck scales, a critical point where

there can be a coexistence of phases [7]. More recently, there have been proposals that

explain the smallness of the Higgs boson mass via self-organized criticality [8], a dynamical

mechanism that drives a system towards a critical point [9], in this case the vanishing value

of the Higgs boson mass, which separates the phases of broken and unbroken electroweak

symmetry. While these proposals on near-criticality and the abyss scenario involve special

points where the vacuum is on the verge of becoming unstable, the abyss scenario also

involves an instability that does not correspond to a phase boundary, namely the point where

the classical potential becomes unbounded from below; the symmetry breaking phases are

controlled by an independent model parameter. The well-known metastability of the Higgs

potential in the standard model [10] might give some motivation for considering beyond-the-

standard-model scenarios that live relatively close to instability. Whether the assumed form

of the potential in the abyss scenario can be understood via some dynamical mechanism is

an interesting question; here we focus instead on a new phenomenological application.

The abyss scenario of Ref. [6] explored how the electroweak scale may be related to a much

higher energy scale, while here we consider the possibility that a similar tuning may relate

the electroweak scale to a dark sector that is characterized by a much lower energy scale.

Instead of a cubic term to tilt the potential, strong dynamics in the dark sector generates

a linear term in the scalar potential (which, of course, could be subsequently shifted away

to generate cubic terms). Tuning to the edge of the positivity domain of this potential

(a boundary that we refer to as the edge of the “dark abyss”) separates the dark and the

electroweak scales, where the latter is triggered by scalar mixing. This construction leads to

a scenario that is significantly constrained once the Higgs vev and mass are fixed [11], and

a mixing angle in the scalar sector is restricted to be below its experimental bound [12].

Our paper is organized as follows. In the next section, we define our model and the tuning

that leads to separation of the dark and electroweak energy scales. In Sec. III we discuss the

phenomenology of the dark sector and show, for the purposes of illustration, how a viable
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dark matter candidate can be obtained. We also point out other similar dark sectors to

which the present approach might be applied. In Sec. IV, we summarize our conclusions.

II. THE MODEL

We work with a model of dynamical dark chiral symmetry breaking proposed by one of the

authors and Ramos in Ref. [13]. The gauge group of the model is GSM× SU(N)D×SU(2)D

where GSM is the gauge group of the standard model, and SU(N)D is an unbroken “dark

color” group that becomes strongly coupled in the infrared. The dark sector matter includes

a left-handed doublet and two right-handed singlets under the SU(2)D gauge group.

ΥL =

 pL

mL

 , pR , mR , (2.1)

which transform in the fundamental representation of the dark color group. Given this

fermion content, we take N to be even so that the theory is free of the SU(2) Witten

anomaly [14]. The dark sector also includes an SU(2)D doublet field ϕ that spontaneously

breaks the SU(2)D gauge group. We call the fields p and m in Eq. (2.1) for the following

reason: We impose a Z3 symmetry under which the dark sector fields transform as

ΥL → ΥL, pR → ω pR, mR → ω2mR, ϕ → ω ϕ (2.2)

where ω3 = 1. This can be thought of as a subgroup of a fictitious “dark hypercharge”

gauge symmetry, U(1)D, under which the Υ doublet is neutral and the p (m) fields have

charges +1/2 (−1/2). The vev of ϕ would break SU(2)D×U(1)D down to an unbroken U(1),

under which the p and m fields (of either chirality) would have charges +1/2 and −1/2

respectively. (Note the similarity to the structure of the technicolor model in Ref. [15]). In

our case, we have no continuous dark hypercharge symmetry, and the unbroken symmetry is

a Z3 which is the diagonal subgroup of a Z3 generated by the diagonal generator of SU(2)D

and the Z3 defined in Eq. (2.2). Thus, the present model is economical in that it has no

massless dark photon; nevertheless, the dark fermions are charged under this residual Z3,

with the Dirac fermions transforming as p → ω p and m → ω2m. Since the residual Z3

symmetry can be embedded into a continuous gauge symmetry, it meets the requirements of

a discrete gauge symmetry [16]; such symmetries may be defined ab initio, i.e., without an
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explicit embedding, and are thought not to be spoiled by quantum gravitational effects [17].

This makes the symmetry useful for stabilizing a dark matter candidate, as we discuss later.

Taking into account this symmetry structure, the allowed dark sector Yukawa couplings

are

−Ly = y+ΥLϕ̃ pR + y−ΥLϕmR + h.c., (2.3)

where ϕ̃ ≡ iσ2ϕ∗. Letting ΥR = (pR,mR) and writing the Yukawa couplings as Y =

diag(y+, y−), we can express the dark sector Yukawa terms as

−Ly = ΥL(ΦY )ΥR + h.c., (2.4)

where

Φ = ( iσ2ϕ∗ |ϕ ) . (2.5)

To simplify our subsequent analysis, we will assume y+ = y− ≡ y, i.e., that there is no

isospin violation in the dark sector.

Like QCD with two flavors, the dark sector has an SU(2)L × SU(2)R global chiral sym-

metry. This symmetry is spontaneously broken to its diagonal subgroup (dark isospin) via

dark fermion condensation

⟨p p+mm⟩ ≈ 4πf 3 , (2.6)

where f is the dark pion decay constant. The low-energy effective theory can be described

using the chiral Lagrangian approach where the triplet of dark pions Π transform nonlinearly

under the chiral symmetry,

Σ = exp(2 iΠ/f) , Σ → LΣR† , (2.7)

where Π ≡ πaσa/2, and σa are the Pauli matrices. It is convenient to represent the funda-

mental scalar ϕ in a similar way:

Φ =
σ + f ′
√
2

Σ′ , Σ′ = exp(2 iΠ′/f ′) . (2.8)

Recognizing that ϕ†ϕ ≡ tr(Φ†Φ)/2 = (σ+f ′)2/2, we see that σ parameterizes the fluctuation

of the ϕ field about its vev, f ′, in unitary gauge. The kinetic terms for the scalar fields are

given by

LKE =
1

2
tr(DµΦ

†DµΦ) +
f 2

4
tr(DµΣ

†DµΣ) (2.9)

=
1

2
∂µσ∂

µσ +
f 2

4
tr(DµΣ

†DµΣ) +
(σ + f ′)2

4
tr(DµΣ

′†DµΣ′) . (2.10)
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The SU(2)D covariant derivative Dµ = ∂µ − igDA
a
µ
σa

2
that appears in Eq. (2.10) will lead to

terms involving a single derivative and a gauge field, allowing one to identify the unphysical

scalar degrees of freedom that becomes the longitudinal components of the gauge fields.

Calling the unphysical and physics scalar degrees of freedom πu and πp respectively, one

finds [13]

πu =
f Π+ f ′Π′√

f 2 + f ′2
(2.11)

πp =
−f ′ Π+ f Π′√

f 2 + f ′2
. (2.12)

In addition to spontaneous breaking, the chiral symmetry is also explicitly broken by the

Yukawa couplings in Eq. (2.4). This effect may be captured in the chiral Lagrangian analysis

by treating ΦY as a “spurion” with the following chiral transformation law

(ΦY ) → L(ΦY )R†. (2.13)

At lowest order, the term in the chiral Lagrangian involving the spurion is

L = c14πf
3tr(ΦY Σ†) + h.c., (2.14)

. where the coefficient has been determined by naive dimensional analysis [18], with the

constant c1 expected to be of order unity. This term leads to a mass for the dark pion

m2
π = 2c1

√
2
4πf

f ′ (f 2 + f ′2) y , (2.15)

as well as a linear term for σ that we take into account in our analysis of the scalar potential

V (σ)lin = −κ3
0 σ , (2.16)

where κ3
0 = 8

√
2πc1f

3y. This term will provide the tilt in the scalar potential that leads to

the electroweak-scale vev of the Higgs field, after the tuning described below.

The quartic terms in the scalar potential are

V (ϕ,H)quart =
λ

2
(H†H)2 − λp(H

†H)(ϕ†ϕ) +
λϕ

2
(ϕ†ϕ)2. , (2.17)

where H is the standard model Higgs doublet. At large field amplitudes where these terms

dominate, vacuum stability requires

∆ = λλϕ − λ2
p > 0 and λ > 0 , (2.18)
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assuming λp is non-vanishing. The two parameters, ∆ and λ, define the positivity domain

in parameter space; we will realize our tuning paradigm by taking ∆ to be a very small,

positive parameter.

After expanding the fields H and ϕ in unitary gauge about their respective vevs, v/
√
2

and f ′/
√
2, the tree-level potential may be written

V (0)(σ, h) =
λ

8
(h+ v)4 − λp

4
(h+ v)2(σ + f ′)2 +

λϕ

8
(σ + f ′)4 − κ3

0 σ. (2.19)

As in Ref. [6], we make the simplifying assumption that scalar mass terms are small enough

to be omitted, since their presence only algebraically complicates the study of the tuning of

interest. Alternatively, one might say we have chosen to work with a “classically conformal”

model, one of a class of theories that have met considerable attention in the phenomenological

literature. (See Ref. [13] and references contained therein.) Minimizing the potential allows

us to identify the vacuum expectation values

f ′ = κ0

(
2λ

∆

)1/3

and v = κ0

(
2λ

∆

)1/3
√

λp

λ
. (2.20)

As one approaches the edge of the abyss, ∆ ≪ 1, a hierarchy is created between the scales

of the vevs and κ0. The field-dependent mass squared matrix (which will be useful to us

later) is given by

M2(σ, h) =

3
2
λϕ σ

2 − 1
2
λp h

2 −λp hσ

−λp hσ
3
2
λh2 − 1

2
λp σ

2

 , (2.21)

and yields the scalar mass matrix when evaluated at the vevs given in Eq. (2.20):

M2 = κ2
0

(
2λ

∆

)2/3
(λ2

p +
3
2
∆)/λ −λ

3/2
p /λ1/2

−λ
3/2
p /λ1/2 λp

 . (2.22)

To parameterize the closeness to the edge of the positivity domain, we choose ∆ as a free

parameter in Eq. (2.22) instead of λϕ, using λϕ = (∆+λ2
p)/λ. The eigenvalues of this matrix

can be expressed exactly, but have particularly simple forms when written as an expansion

in ∆. Identifying the larger eigenvalues with the Higgs squared mass, we find

m2
h0

=
22/3λp (λ+ λp)

λ1/3

κ2
0

∆2/3
+O(∆1/3) , (2.23)

m2
η =

3

21/3
λ2/3

(λ+ λp)
κ2
0∆

1/3 +O(∆4/3) , (2.24)
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where we use h0 and η to refer to the mass eigenstate fields. Unlike the vevs, one of the

tree-level mass eigenvalues becomes vanishingly small as ∆ is tuned towards zero. (As we

will discuss later, this result is changed with the inclusion of loop corrections.) The mixing

angle that characterizes the two-dimensional rotation required to diagonalize Eq. (2.22) also

has a simple form at lowest order in ∆:

tan2 θ =
λp

λ
+O(∆) . (2.25)

As one might expect, the mixing angle vanishes as the portal coupling λp approaches zero.

We now turn to the one-loop corrections, which have important physical effects.1 We

first note that in the limit ∆ → 0, the quartic terms terms vanish along a ray in field space

σ = ρ cos θ and h = ρ sin θ , (2.26)

where ρ is a parameter and the angle θ is also given by Eq. (2.25), or equivalently

cos θ =

√
λ√

λp + λ
. (2.27)

One can check that a constrained minimization along this direction leads to a vev for ρ that

is consistent with the σ and h vevs shown in Eq. (2.20), at lowest order in ∆. Graphically,

the potential is very shallow along this ray and very steep perpendicular to it, which is also

suggested by the eigenvalues of the mass squared matrix. Due to the shallowness in this one

direction, we expect one-loop corrections to be important (as they were in Ref. [6]). The

general formula for the Coleman-Weinberg corrections [19] in a theory with a multi-field

scalar sector can be found in Ref. [20]:

V (1)(φi) =
1

64π2

∑
a

naM
4
a (φi)

(
log

M2
a (φi)

µ2
− Ca

)
, (2.28)

where the sum is over all particles, Ma are the field-dependent masses, µ is the renormal-

ization scale and the φi represent the scalar fields; the constants Ca = 5
6
for vector bosons

and Ca = 3
2
for all other types of particles. If we let sa denote a particles spin, then na is

given by

na = (−1)2saQaNa(2sa + 1) , (2.29)

whereNa = 1 (Na = 3) for uncolored (colored) particles, andQa = 1 (Qa = 2 ) for electrically

uncharged (charged) particles. The M2
a and na values are summarized in Table I. Note that

1 Note that the one-loop corrections were not included in the analysis of Ref. [13].
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the field dependent masses, m2
h0
(σ, h) and m2

η(σ, h) are the eigenvalues of the matrix shown

in Eq. (2.21).

Species na M2
a

h 1 m2
h0
(σ, h)

η 1 m2
η(σ, h)

W± 6 g2Wh2/4

Z0 3 sec2 θW g2Wh2/4

t -12 y2t h
2/2

p -4 N y2+σ
2/2

m -4 N y2−σ
2/2

WD 9 g2Dσ
2/4

TABLE I. The field-dependent M2
a and the values of na in Eq. (2.28) that define the Coleman-

Weinberg corrections in the model. Here t and yt represent the top quark and its Yukawa coupling,

respectively; the W± and Z are the electroweak gauge bosons, θW is the Weinberg angle, gW and

gD are the SU(2)W and SU(2)D gauge couplings, respectively, and N is the number of dark colors.

In the spirit of Ref. [6], we wish to choose the renormalization scale so that the vevs

remain fixed at their tree-level values. The complication is that there are two extremization

conditions in the model but only one renormalization scale to fix. We circumvent this

difficulty by choosing the renormalization condition that the vev of ρ remains fixed at its

classical value:

log µ2 =

∑
a

naM
2
a
∂M2

a

∂ρ
(lnM2

a − Ca + 1/2)∑
a

naM2
a
∂M2

a

∂ρ

∣∣∣∣∣
ρ=⟨ρ⟩

. (2.30)

Of course, a different renormalization condition would change the meaning of the renormal-

ized couplings, but would be no better or worse than the one above provided that the loop

expansion remains perturbative for field values near the minimum of the potential. For a

generic field φ, the perturbativity condition is that the various α ln(φ2/µ2) remain small ex-

pansion parameters, where α is either a quartic coupling or the square of a gauge or Yukawa

coupling divided by 4π [21]. In our numerical results presented in the next section, we have

checked that there are no large logarithms near the potential minimum that would indicate

a violation of the perturbative loop expansion.
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In Fig. 1, we plot the potential along the ray defined by Eq. (2.26), to illustrate that our

renormalization condition preserves the location of the minimum, which is deeper when the

quantum corrections are included. This behavior is qualitatively consistent with what was

found in Ref. [6]). The parameter values for the plot correspond to the example studied in

the next section. Note that the difference in scale between the loop-corrected and tree-level

results shown in the figure is to be expected since the ray was define by the condition that

the dominant quartic terms in the tree-level potential vanish in this particular direction in

field space. As in Ref. [6], this does not reflect a breakdown of the loop expansion, but

only the relative smallness of the tree-level terms in this particular direction in field space.

We comment more on the effect of the loop corrections in our discussion of the example

presented in the next section.

III. DARK PHENOMENOLOGY

In this section, we discuss some phenomenological aspects of the dark sector, to illustrate

the separation of the scales involved, and also to show how a viable dark matter candidate

can be obtained.

Two quantities related to the Higgs sector are well known experimentally: the Higgs

boson mass, 125.2± 0.11 GeV [11], and the Higgs field vev, v = 246 GeV, where the latter

FIG. 1. Comparison of the (nearly vanishing) tree-level potential and the one loop-corrected

potential, where the latter has been multipled by 6 × 10−9 to allow easier visual comparison (see

the text for discussion). The loop-corrected potential is represented by the curve with the deeper

minimum.
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sets the scale of the W and Z boson masses. While we expect the one-loop corrections to be

important in comparing the scalar sector predictions to data, it is nonetheless useful to look

at the tree-level expressions first for some indication of preferred parameter ranges. Using

the ratio of the tree-level expressions for v and m2
h0

in Eqs. (2.20) and (2.23) respectively,

one finds that

λ+ λp ≈ 0.259 . (3.1)

Mixing between the h and σ fields are described by a mixing angle θ, where the relation to

the mass eigenstates h0 and η are given by h

σ

 =

 cos θ sin θ

− sin θ cos θ

 h0

η

 . (3.2)

Mixing between the Higgs field and another neutral scalar field causes deviations from the

standard model Higgs couplings. This leads to a lower bound on cos θ that has been consid-

ered previously in the context of other Higgs portal dark matter models, cos θ ≥ 0.97 [12],

or sin2 θ < 0.0591. On the other hand, at lowest order in ∆,

sin2 θ ≈ λp

λ+ λp

, (3.3)

which together with Eq. (3.1) this implies

λp ≲ 0.015 and 0.244 ≲ λ ≲ 0.259 . (3.4)

Given the need to obtain an adequate annihilation cross section for the dark matter in the

model we will focus on values of λp close to the upper bound given in Eq. (3.4) and, hence,

values of λ closer to the lower limit of the range shown.

There are two natural possibilities for dark matter in the model: the dark pions πp and

the dark baryons composed of the dark quarks p and m. The π±
p are exactly stable since

they will be the lightest particles that are charged under the residual Z3 symmetry described

earlier that remains after spontaneous symmetry breaking. The neutral pions are also stable

because (1) they have no decays to dark sector particles that are kinematically allowed, and

(2) any decays to the visible sector particles would involve vertices of the form π0
p σ

n, for

n ≥ 1, which are forbidden by the assumed isospin invariance of the dark sector and dark-

visible sector interaction terms. Hence, we treat the whole dark pion triplet as stable dark

matter.
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We expect the dark baryon spectrum to have masses at or above the chiral symmetry

breaking scale 4πf , which in the example below is significantly larger than mπ. For N > 2,

the dark baryons are effectively stable due to an accidental dark baryon number symmetry,

analogous to the baryon number symmetry in QCD. If one assumes that the dark baryon-

pion coupling is comparable to what is found in QCD, g2πNN/(4π) ∼ 14, then we estimate

that annihilation of dark baryons and anti-baryons to πpπp via the dark strong interactions,

will lead to a negligible dark baryon contribution to the relic density for masses comparable

to the ones discussed below. However, there are other potential theoretical uncertainties

in computing the dark baryonic component to the relic density which have led authors of

similar models to omit consideration of the baryonic component [22, 23]; for example there

might be additional new physics that leads to matter-antimatter asymmetries in both the

visible and dark sectors, which could affect the final result. Exploring such possibilities go

beyond the scope of the present discussion. Alternatively, one might eliminate the stabilizing

baryon number symmetry by restricting to the case of N = 2 dark colors, where dark baryon

number can be violated at tree-level by Z3-invariant mass-mixing terms of the form pcRmR,

with the superscript c representing charge conjugation. In the case where such terms are

introduced as small perturbations, the stabilizing baryon number symmetry is eliminated

but the approximate chiral symmetry structure of the theory as we have described it remains

intact, with the lighter dark pion states providing the dark matter.

While πp dark matter was considered in Ref. [13], the present scenario is different since the

dark matter is now much lighter than the TeV-scale. The πpπp → η η annihilation channel

considered in that work, which scales as roughly the square of this scale, is too small for this

process to efficiently annihilate away enough dark matter assuming the thermal freeze-out

mechanism. Here, we can obtain the correct relic density by resonant annihilation

πpπp → f f , (3.5)

where we have an η exchanged in the s-channel and mη is near 2mπ. For the purposes of

numerical estimate, we need the η width Γ ≡
∑

f Γ(η → f f), where

Γ(η → f f) =
N f

c

8π

m2
f

v2
sin2θmη

(
1−

4m2
f

m2
η

)3/2

, (3.6)

where mf is a standard model fermion mass, and N f
c = 3 (1) for quarks (leptons). We find
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that the nonrelativistic limit of resonant annihilation cross section times relative velocity

vrel σann =
∑
f

N f
c

16π

sin22θm2
f

f ′2 v2
mπ (m

2
π −m2

f )
3/2

(4m2
π −m2

η)
2 +m2

η Γ
2
, (3.7)

where the sum extends over all f such that mf ≤ mπ. The freeze-out temperature TF is

determined by the point where

nEQ
π ⟨σvrel⟩/H(TF ) ≈ 1 , (3.8)

where nEQ is the nonrelativistic equilibrium number density, and H is the Hubble parameter

for a radiation dominated universe. Expressions for both may be found in standard texts [24].

Defining xF = mπ/Tf , the relic density

ΩDh
2 ≈ 3 (1.07× 109 GeV−1)xF√

g∗(xF )MPl⟨σvrel⟩F
. (3.9)

A benchmark point that produces the correct Higgs mass and vev has the following input

parameters:

∆ = 9.0× 10−13, λ = 0.1650, λp = 1.318× 10−2, κ0 = 0.1216 GeV3,

gD = 0.49158, y = 7.3333× 10−5, c1 = 1.0, N = 4 .
(3.10)

Using the one-loop corrected potential to determine the scalar mass eigenvalues, the remain-

ing output parameters for this choice are:

f = 0.8836 GeV, f ′ = 870.3 GeV, mη ≈ 2.831 GeV, mπ ≈ 1.416 GeV,

sin2 θ = 0.034, λϕ = 1.053× 10−3, mWD
= 213.9 GeV, m± = 45.13 MeV .

(3.11)

This example illustrates the main features of the dark abyss scenario. The value of ∆ ≪ 1

parameterizes the tuning towards an edge of the positivity domain of the potential. With

the dynamical scale of the dark sector fixed through the value of κ0 (which, after specifying

the input values of c1 and y, determines the dark pion decay constant f), the tuning allows

for the much higher scale of the vev of the σ field f ′, which in turn triggers a somewhat lower

value of the weak scale v ≈ 246 GeV via mixing effects. The value of λp is consistent with

Eq. (3.4), where λ is below the tree level range, as a consequence of the one-loop corrections.

The loop corrections have a more significant effect on the lighter scalar mass eigenvalue, mη,

which can be understood by noting that the tree-level contribution Eq. (2.24) approaches

zero as ∆ → 0. The exact value ofmη depends on the relative size of the positive and negative
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contributions of the loop corrections to the second-derivative matrix of the potential, where

the sign differences originate from Eq. (2.29). Since the value of the SU(2)D gauge coupling is

unknown and controls one of the positive contributions, we can choose it to adjust the value

of mη, to obtain the example presented above. As discussed earlier, we have omitted scalar

mass terms to simplify the analysis [6]; allowing them would provide additional freedom to

adjust the scalar mass eigenvalues. For this example, we find numerically that ΩDh
2 ≈ 0.12,

which was by design: the pion and η masses were chosen to be as close as needed so that

resonant annihilation would provide the correct relic density. We present this only as an

existence proof; the dark abyss scenario in which a higher electroweak scale is triggered from

a much lighter dynamical scale in a dark sector should be operative in models where the

dark matter phenomenology is entirely different. For example, one might upgrade the Z3

symmetry to a U(1) gauge symmetry, so that a dark photon can contribute to dark matter

annihilation; alternatively, one might consider models without imposing an exact Z3 to allow

the dark pions to decay, while dark matter is provided by another source (for example, QCD

axions). Surveying the full parameter space on any one model is not the purpose of this

paper, but we hope the example presented in this section illustrates the basic features of the

framework of interest.

Finally, we note that dark matter-nucleon elastic scattering in this model occurs through

h0 and η exchange, as in Ref. [13], so we evaluate the spin-independent scattering cross

section formula presented there for the parameters in Eqs. (3.10) and (3.11). We find

σSI ≈ 2.4 × 10−44 cm2. The current bound for dark matter with mass around 1 GeV is

O(10−42) cm2 from the DarkSide-50 experiment [25], indicating that our benchmark point

is not excluded by current bounds.

IV. CONCLUSIONS

Naturalness has provided a guiding principle for a wide range of beyond-the-standard-

model theories, whose additional particles and interactions cancel the quadratic divergences

of the standard model. While such theories reduce the sensitivity of the weak scale to physics

at much higher scales, the new physics predicted by these theories at potentially observable

energies has, thus far, eluded all experimental searches. In this paper, we have set aside the

goal of eliminating fine tuning and considered instead the implications of a particular tuning
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paradigm proposed in Ref. [6]. This approach restricts the parameter space of the scalar

potential to be very near the boundary between global vacuum stability and instability. A

cubic term in the potential with a small dimensionful coefficient can drive the field vacuum

expectation values (vevs) to much higher scales than those present in the Lagrangian. In

this paper, we explored how this type of tuning can achieve a large separation between

the scale of a light dark sector and the electroweak scale. One may think of cubic terms

as being induced after shifting away a linear term in the scalar potential that arises when

fermions condense due to dark sector strong dynamics. A single generation of dark-colored

fermions has a global chiral symmetry that is spontaneously broken to dark isospin; the

relevant physics can be described using a chiral Lagrangian approach that is familiar from

QCD or similar technicolor models [15]. The dark sector includes a weakly coupled SU(2)D

gauge group that is spontaneously broken by a doublet ϕ that couples to the dark fermions

and whose vacuum expectation value (vev) is triggered by their condensate. Due to tuning

towards the edge of the abyss, the doublet vev is much larger than the scale of the condensate,

and its coupling to the standard model Higgs doublet generates the electroweak scale via

mixing effects.2

For the purpose of illustration, we study this model numerically at a benchmark point

in parameter space. We show that the parameter space is substantially constrained in the

given tuning paradigm by the requirements that the measured Higgs boson mass and vev are

reproduced, and that the mixing angle in the scalar sector remains below its experimental

bound. We also show that the inclusion of one-loop corrections to the potential deepens the

desired minimum of the potential compared to the tree-level result, in agreement with the

behavior noted in Ref. [6]. The dark pion is stable due to a discrete symmetry in the the-

ory and can serve as a dark matter candidate. The example presented achieves the correct

dark matter relic density through a resonant annihilation process, while remaining consis-

tent with the experimental bound on the dark matter-nucleon spin independent scattering

cross section. We give a few examples of other possible dark sectors that may trigger the

electroweak scale in a similar manner.

While the current work neither exhaustively studies the parameter space of a single model

2 One might wonder whether the electroweak scale could be generated directly from the QCD condensate via

a similar mechanism without new physics, by tuning the Higgs quartic coupling towards small values. One

finds in this case that the Coleman-Weinberg corrections change the classical minimum to a maximum,

preventing a viable solution.
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(one that is not likely to be the ultimate theory of nature), or survey a wide variety of similar

models, we hope that it has illustrated the utility of this tuning paradigm as an organizing

principle for model building via an example that differs from the original proposal. It is

our hope that applications of this tuning in other beyond-the-standard-model settings in

which there are separations of scales (for example, in flavor models) may lead to theoretical

insights and to interesting phenomenology.
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