arXiv:2501.05137v1 [hep-ph] 9 Jan 2025

Hierarchies from deterministic non-locality in theory space
Anderson localisation

Ketan M. Patel’*

Y Theoretical Physics Division, Physical Research Laboratory,
Navarangpura, Ahmedabad-380009, India

Abstract

The nearest-neighbour or local mass terms in theory space among quantum fields, with their
generic disordered values, are known to lead to the localisation of mass eigenstates, analogous
to Anderson localisation in a one-dimensional lattice. This mechanism can be used to create an
exponential hierarchy in the coupling between two fields by placing them at opposite ends of the
lattice chain. Extending this mechanism, we show that when copies of such fields are appropriately
attached to the lattice chain, it leads to the emergence of multiple massless modes. These vanishing
masses are a direct consequence of the locality of interactions in theory space. The latter may break
down in an ordered and deterministic manner through quantum effects if additional interactions
exist among the chain fields. Such non-locality can induce small masses for the otherwise massless
modes without necessarily delocalising the mass eigenstates. We provide examples of interactions
that preserve or even enhance localisation. Applications to flavour hierarchies, neutrino mass, and

the p-problem in supersymmetric theories are discussed.
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I. INTRODUCTION

The Standard Model (SM) is formulated as a quantum field theory (QFT) that involves
a sizeable number of non-generic parameters. Some of these parameters are incalculable
and exhibit hierarchical structures. Extensions of the SM, introduced to accommodate
observationally established phenomena such as neutrino masses, dark matter etc., often
exacerbate this issue by introducing additional hierarchical couplings and/or new scales
into the theory. Understanding the origin of such hierarchies in couplings or scales [1]
has been a topic of considerable interest. An even more ambitious goal is to render at
least some of these parameters calculable in terms of a small set of couplings, which can
take only generic values. Several interesting mechanisms have been proposed to address
these challenges, including dimensional transmutation [2, 3] in four-dimensional QFT, wave-
function localisation and/or warping in extra dimensions [4-8|, and four-dimensional theories
featuring lattice-like structures in theory space [9-15].

The mechanism of our interest in this work is the one proposed in [15], which closely
resembles the phenomenon of Anderson localisation [16] in real lattice systems. The latter
corresponds to the localisation of electron energy wavefunctions in a one-dimensional lattice
due to strong disorder in the onsite energies in the lattice. Analogous localisation in the
mass eigenstate of a quantum field arises when the interactions between several copies of
such fields are arranged in a one-dimensional lattice-like form in the theory space, and
strong disorder in the on-site couplings is introduced. The localisation can then be utilised
to arrange small couplings or mass terms between fields by coupling them appropriately far
enough on the lattice, as demonstrated in [15]. There are primarily two features that make
this mechanism very different from the other QFT space latticised models listed in [9-14].
Firstly, no elaborate ordering in the fundamental couplings are required. The localisation of
the mass eigenstates emerges purely from the disorder. Therefore, the QFT couplings can
be very generic. Secondly, there are no massless states. All the fields, including those at
the edges of the lattice, have masses of the order of the size of the random couplings. This
can also be attributed to the absence of any special arrangement other than the nearest-
neighbour couplings or locality in the theory space, which is anyway a common feature
characterizing the lattice-like structure of such frameworks.

In this work, we show that it is possible to obtain multiple massless modes within this
class of models without compromising the characteristic features of the Anderson localisation
mechanism. The massless states are not part of the one-dimensional lattice structure, but
they are the ones that interact with the lattice fields in a specific manner. The vanishing of
their mass is entirely due to the nearest neighbour, or local in theory space, interactions of
the fields on the lattice. We show that the controlled non-local effects can generate masses for
the otherwise massless modes. Such non-local effects can arise as quantum effects if the fields
in the lattice chain have additional interactions, and they are completely deterministic or
calculable in terms of the fundamental couplings. Interestingly, these effects do not destroy
the Anderson localisation in general, and we point out some example scenarios in which
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FIG. 1. Fermionic chain in QFT space, giving rise to the Anderson localisation effect. The lattice

sites denote left- or right-chiral fermions, while the edges denote the interactions between them.

the localisation remains intact or becomes even stronger after accounting for the radiative
corrections. The induced masses for the otherwise massless modes are suppressed by both
the loop factor and the exponential localisation. The phenomenological advantages of such
arrangements are discussed in the context of some example applications.

The article is organised as follows. In the next section, we briefly review the original
mechanism. Section III discusses the arrangement that leads to massless modes. The non-
local effects in the context of general abelian gauge interactions are computed in section IV,
followed by some explicit examples in section V. We then discuss a few phenomenological
applications of this construction in section VI before concluding in section VII.

II. ANDERSON LOCALISATION ON FERMION CHAIN

The fermionic version of the QFT space Anderson localisation mechanism proposed in [15]
is as follows. Consider N copies of Dirac fermions whose left- and right-chiral components
are denoted by L; and R;, respectively. The interactions between them are arranged in a
one-dimensional lattice form in the theory space, such that the fermions at a given site have
on-site mass terms and couplings with the nearest neighbours only. The chain is depicted
in Fig. 1 and the corresponding mass Lagrangian can be written as:

N N
—Lpc = Z €; Z,RZ + Z t (EiRi—&—l +Zi+1RZ‘> + h.c.
i=1

i=1

,J
with
Mij = €; 5ij +1 (5i+1,j + 5i,j+1) . (2)

The on-site mass terms, ¢;, are taken non-universal and they can fluctuate randomly. The
off-site local couplings denoted by ¢ are assumed to be site-independent and isotropic. The
mass matrix M in eq. (2) is identical to the Hamiltonian of Anderson’s tight-binding model
[16] with diagonal disorder.

In QFT, the Lagrangian in eq. (1) can simply originate from a global symmetry containing
N factors of U(1) group in a construction similar to “quivers” or “moose” in four dimensional
theories [10, 17, 18]. Under the U(1);, only the fermions at the j™ site are charged with
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vectorlike charges. The parameter ¢t can be seen as spurions which are charged under two
nearest U(1) factors. Its non-vanishing value breaks completely U(1)". In the limit of ¢t — 0
and €; — 0, the theory has a larger U(1)Y x U(1)% global symmetry.

Assuming ¢; and t as real parameters for simplicity, the matrix M can be diagonalised
using

U"MU = Diag.(my,...,my) = D, (3)

with m; being real and positive. U is a unitary matrix which can be written as U = OP
where O is a real orthogonal matrix and P is a diagonal matrix with elements 1 or i. The
k™ column of U, namely v®)| is an eigenvector of M with eigenvalue my. In other words,

U= (Um v® U<N>) . (4)

Starting from the original bases L; and R;, the fermions in the physical basis are obtained
by the rotations (UTL); and (UTR);, respectively.

The most noteworthy aspect of the mass matrix M in eq. (2) is that its eigenvectors
are exponentially localised [16]. This means that the elements of a given eigenvector can be
approximated as

k (k; _ \j*k0|
o]~ o] e 5)
where ky is the site at which the eigenvector v*) has its element with the largest magnitude.
As one moves away from kg, the magnitude of the elements decreases exponentially, with
the rate approximated in terms of the localisation length L. For sufficiently large N, the

localisation length can be defined as an average over the logarithmic ratio of the nearby
components of the eigenvector [19], i.e.,

(6)

The degree of localisation depends on the width of distribution, say W, from which the
values of ¢; are randomly drawn and on the off-site coupling ¢. Localisation is observed in
both t < W and ¢t > W limits. The former leads to strong localisation, while the latter
corresponds to a relatively weak localisation regime. Furthermore, the localisation persists
even when one turns on the disorder in the nearest-neighbour couplings, as long as it is
independent of the disorder in on-site terms [20)].

An analytical estimation of the localisation length in case of very strong disorder, i.e.

t/W < 1, gives [19]
2t
Lil~—In(=—])-1. 7

Consequently, small ¢ /TV leads to small localisation length and hence strong hierarchy among
the elements of a given eigenvector through eq. (5). A more accurate expression which fits
the numerical simulations better can be derived from [21] and is given by

L'~ F(z)+ F(2), (8)
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FIG. 2. The magnitude of j* element of an eigenvector v(") of the matrix M for t/W = 0.1 (left
panel) and t/W = 0.3 (right panel). The orange points are values for 10% samples of M. The solid
line represents an analytical expectation, eq. (5), with the localisation length L; estimated using
the ensemble average of a moving average, eq. (6).

with z4 = %j: (% — %), and

2t
F(Z)ZW(zln(z+\/z2—4)—\/z2—4—zln2). 9)
Analytical estimations of localisation length in the weak disorder regime are also summarised

in [19].

To demonstrate the localisation effect, we consider N = 50 and randomly draw ¢; from
a uniform random distribution over the interval [0, W]. Upon diagonalisation, we find the
eigenvector whose largest magnitude element is located at the first site and call it . The
localisation length, L; in this case, is then estimated using eq. (6). Taking a large ensemble
of M, we display the magnitude of the components of v(!) at the different sites in Fig. 2
for some sample values of t/W. We also show the result of an analytical expression, eq.
(5), using the ensemble-averaged value of the localisation length. The localisation of the
eigenvectors is stronger for small £/ as can be seen from Fig. 2.

The localisation of the eigenvectors can be used to generate exponentially small couplings
in QFT, as discussed in [15]. For example, consider a pair of chiral fields, fr gz, which
couple to the chain only at the opposite ends. The case can be described by the following
modification to eq. (1):

—LD ,LLTLRl + /JIENfR -+ Z Mij ZZRJ + h.c.. (10)
i,J
In the physical bases, obtained by R — UR and L — U*L, this leads to

5



le fL2 fL3

Ir3 fr2 fr

FIG. 3. An example of chiral fermions’ attachment to the Anderson chain leading to massless

modes.

For u, i/ < m;, integrating out the fermions in the chain, one finds

N !
L DY UL U Trfr + e, = meg fofr + he., (12)
k1 |k
with the effective mass
al pi || (k) al | |2 Nt
=S ~ N M I 13
el = 32 2 o] o] > T (13)

where we have used the localisation property of the eigenvectors described by eq. (5). For
sufficiently large N, the effective mass of f1 r can be made exponentially suppressed with
respect to the masses of the other fermions. A similar arrangement can be made with scalars
or vector bosons.

It is noteworthy that while the fermion attached to the 1D lattice chain obtains exponen-
tially suppressed mass, all the fermions in the chain have masses of the O(W). There are no
exactly massless states in this setup. The separation of the two mass scales always requires
some minimum N depending on the size of ¢/W. If the disorder in the lattice is turned into
a very particular order, as it happens in the models based on the clockwork mechanism [13],
a localised massless state per chain can be obtained. However, the massless modes can also
be arranged without relying on any elaborate ordering, as we show next.

III. MASSLESS MODES FROM LOCALITY

Consider a straightforward generalisation of the example discussed in the previous section
for more than one copy of f1, . On the N-sites chain of Dirac fermions, the Ny (< V) copies
of chiral fermions, fr, and fgr,, are attached at the opposite ends, see Fig. 3 for illustration.
The interaction terms can be written as

-L D Z (Ma fraBRa + Loy z(N—oH—l)fRa) + Z M;; ziRj + h.c.
a=1 i,j=1
= ?LM-FR + h.C., (14)



where we combine the Ny flavours and N site-fermions into,

‘FL - (leafL27"‘7fLNf7L17L27"'7LN>T7
‘FR = (levaQ7"'7fRNf7R17R27"'JRN)T‘ (15)

The square mass matrix M of dimension (N; + N) takes the form,

_ (O)foNf (PJL)foN
M= <(NR)Nfo (M>N><N ) ’ (16>

where the subscript denotes the dimension of the respective block matrix. The latter can
be expressed in more explicit form as,

(0)(N—N )X N
= a5a X 0 X(N— ’ - ! : : . o
KL ((M 8)Npxny ( )Nf W Nf)) - <(Ma 5047N_f3+1)Nf><Nf "

The matrix M is in its usual form, given by eq. (2).
It is noteworthy that the rank of the matrix M is always less than its dimension when
N > N;. Explicitly, we find

2Nf fOI‘Nf<N<(2Nf—1),

18
N+1 for N> (2N; —1). (18)

Rank(M) = {
Consequently, only one pair of chiral fermions obtains their mass through the interactions in
eq. (14) for N > (2Ny — 1), while (N; — 1) of them remain exactly massless. It is the local
structure of the mass matrix M which gives rise to this rank deficit, as we explain below.

Upon integrating out the N-pairs of fermions for up, ugr < M, the effective mass matrix
for Ny flavours takes the form,

Meg = —/LLMil MR - (19)

Using the form of pp g given in eq. (17) and with the help of eq. (3), the components of
meg can be explicitly expressed as

N
1
(meff)ag = ~Ha N/ﬁ Z m_k UN+1 B (20)
k=1

If v®) and my, are the eigenvectors and eigenvalues of some general N x N matrix, then the
above matrix has rank N;. However, they have specific correlations in the present case due
to the theory-space locality in M.

Writing the eigenvalue equation for M,

Mv® = my o) (21)



and substituting the tree-level form of M from eq. (2), we find the following recursive
relation between the different elements of an eigenvector:

€ —m
ot (S5 ) o, o

The above allows one to determine the entire eigenvector in terms of the parameters of M
and the eigenvalues my through iterations. Using the above recursion relation, it can be
shown that

Rank(meg) =1 for N > (2N; —1). (23)

The proof is given in Appendix A. Therefore, the matrix meg leads to (N; — 1) massless
modes.
The mass of the only massive state provided by meg is given by

N o,
(67 2ads] k
Te(mer) = =Y ) m—?’&k) N
a=1 k=1 k
~ Y [o by (Um))Z exp  N+41-2a
— my ko Ly,
JONNG; N — (2N; — 1
~ O <M> exp {— (2N q . (24)
my, Ly,

Here, we have used the localisation properties of the eigenvectors, eq. (5). Consequently,
the mass is exponentially suppressed compared to the scale O(uy'/W) for N > (2N —1).

The emergence of the massless modes in the present setup is purely accidental, and it is
not governed by any symmetry. As shown above, the vanishing masses arise because of the
topology of the interactions between the chiral and lattice fermions and due to the strict
locality in the lattice interactions. It is, therefore, expected that the non-local interactions
make the massless modes massive in general. If the non-local couplings among the chain
fermions are strong enough and disordered independently of the local ones, they can lead
to complete delocalisation of the mass eigenstates, destroying the main features of the un-
derlying mechanism. On the other hand, if such effects are small and ordered, one expects
only a small correction to the tree-level arrangement.

IV. NON-LOCAL EFFECTS IN ABELIAN GAUGE THEORIES

Let us consider a case in which the interactions between the lattice fermions beyond
the nearest neighbour arise from quantum effects. This is quite natural to expect if the
fermions in the chain have additional interactions with massive gauge bosons or scalars,
which radiatively induce such effects. For calculability and simplicity, we consider gauge
interactions, which are only abelian. To maintain generality within this choice, we assume



that the gauge group G under which the chain fermions are charged has Ng number of U(1)
factors,

G = ﬁ U(1), - (25)

The most general gauge interactions involving fermions in the chain under the aforemen-
tioned assumptions can be written as

gauge Z Z <qu) LZ/yMLl + qg%) Ez’V“Rz> X'L(La) 5 (26)
i=1 a=1
where q(L? is a charge of L; under the U(1), and so on. Xfta) is the gauge boson of U(1),.
It is straightforward to see that the choice Ng¢ = N and q(LC;) = qg? X ;4 corresponds to
the gauged version of “quivers” that can be used to obtain the desired structure of M as
discussed in the previous section.
In the physical basis of the fermions and gauge bosons, obtained in general by rotations

L —-U,L, R— UgR and X, - RX,, eq. (26) can be recast into

Lyange = Z Z (( )J Liy"L; + (Qﬁ?)ij E-WRJ) Ra X (27)

i,7=1 a,b=1

Here,
QLR UzRqLRULRv (28)

are N x N matrices which need not necessarily be diagonal. R is Ng X Ng real orthogonal
matrix, and it is non-trivial when the different gauge bosons mix.

In general, the above gauge interactions can contribute to M through radiative corrections
and can modify the tree-level structure given in eq. (2). We compute such corrections at the
leading order under the assumption that the abelian symmetries G are completely broken
at a scale around M. At 1-loop, the mass terms of fermions in the Anderson chain can
receive corrections from diagrams involving them and the gauge bosons of G in the loop.
Such correction has been explicitly computed in [22] for a different class of models, and we
closely follow the notations and methods with appropriate modification and generalisation.

The 1-loop self-energy correction in Feynman-"t Hooft gauge at vanishing external mo-
mentum results into

Eij(p=0) = (o1)i; Pr + (0r)ij Pr, (29)
where Pp p are left- and right-chiral projection matrices and
2
9 b
(OL.R)iy = 175 2 RacRoe Z (@) (@) )kj my Bo[ M, my]. (30)
a,b,c k=1

Here, my, is the tree-level mass of the k™ fermion as earlier and M, is mass of X ,(f). The
function , ,
2 ma 2 mB
my In = —m%In
aln g —mpInyf

Bolm%,mp] = A+ 1 — (31)

2 2 g
my —mp



is a loop integration function evaluated in the dimensional regularisation scheme at the
renormalisation scale ug [23], and

2
A.=—-—vg+Indr. (32)
€
The shift from the tree-level mass matrix generated by the above corrections can be evaluated
as
SM = ULop U}, | (33)
which, after some straightforward simplification, can be expressed as
2
g a) (b
My = 5 > RacRoe 05 ) D (Un)is (UR)ij s Bo[ Mz, mi] (34)
a,b,c k

Note that the above dM is evaluated for the general tree-level mass matrix, and the above
expression is valid even if the latter is not in any specific form.

Consider now the case of M given by eq. (2). Since Ugr = U; = U in this case, the
radiative shift can be simpliﬁed to

6Mij - Z RacRoe qu qR] Z k my, B [M027 mi] : (35>

a,b,c

The divergent part of M, i.e. the coefficient of A., can be further simplified to
Div. [6MZJ] X Z qu qR] Z U;;c k my = Z qu q a) M (36)

Here, we have used the orthogonality of R and eq. (3). As a result, the divergent part
of 0M;; vanishes if the corresponding M;; = 0. Therefore, the radiative corrections to the
non-nearest-neighbour terms in M are finite and calculable, as expected in a renormalizable
theory.

The finite corrections to non-local terms in M are in-principle non-vanishing and depend
on the gauge charges and the tree-level masses of the fermions in the chain. As discussed
before, the non-local effects can affect the localisation property of the eigenvectors as well
as induce masses for the otherwise massless modes. However, such effects arise through
eq. (35) are not completely chaotic and uncontrolled in their magnitude. The disorder
in these elements is highly correlated with that in the tree-level mass matrix. For explicit
understanding, we consider some simple examples of GG in the next section and quantitatively
evaluate these effects.

V. SOME EXAMPLES

In all the following examples, the fermions in the chain are considered to be vectorlike
under G, i.e. q(LZ) = qu) = qf 9 for each i. The choice is sufficient to make the underlying
gauge symmetry free from anomaly. With this simplification, we consider four examples of

G as the following.
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A. Site universal U(1)

The simplest non-trivial case corresponds to a single abelian gauge symmetry G = U(1)
(a)

under which all the fermions are universally charged, i.e. ¢;° = ¢. In this case, the 1-loop

correction to tree-level mass matrix, eq. (35), can be further simplified to
9°¢
OM;; = ik Uje i, Bo[M%, m] (37)
k

A2 J

where My now corresponds to the mass of the gauge boson of the broken U(1). The non-
nearest-neighbour elements of §M;; are non-vanishing, which gives rise to loop-suppressed
and calculable non-local effects in the lattice chain.

Using eq. (3), it is straightforward to verify that M and 0 M commute with each other
in this case. Therefore, the one-loop corrected mass matrix, M + M, is also diagonalised
by the same unitary matrix U. Consequently, the localisation of the eigenvectors remains
the same even after the corrections, despite the generation of non-local terms in the fermion
mass matrix. This can be attributed to the fact that the induced corrections are strongly
correlated with the diagonal disorder. Therefore, the case of site universal abelian gauge
interaction provides a unique example in which the non-local couplings in the Anderson
chain are induced without any change in the localisation properties of the eigenvectors.
Some phenomenological advantages of this are outlined in the next section.

To understand the nature and magnitude of the non-local terms induced by quantum
correction, we compute dM for t/W = 0.2, N =50 and set g¢g =1, W =5 TeV and My =
0.2W. The renormalisation scale ug is taken to be the Z-boson mass scale, M. Replacing
the tree-level matrix by its radiatively corrected version, M — M + dM, we identify the
specific eigenvector vV as discussed previously in section II. For the demonstration of the
strength of non-local effects, we choose the central row of the fermion mass matrix as a
reference. The magnitude of elements of this row and localisation in v" are shown in Fig.
4 with and without the 1-loop corrections. It can be seen from the left panel in Fig. 4
that the non-local couplings in M generated at 1-loop are non-vanishing and hierarchical.
The latter feature is essentially due to the Anderson localisation through the tree-level mass
itself. Using eq. (5) in (37), the size of such terms can be estimated as

g°q _ li—kol+li—kol
5Mij ~ W Z mg e Lk . (38)
k

Consequently, 6 M;; is largest for ¢ = j = ky and decreases exponentially away from this point.
The incorporation of exponentially decaying off-site terms in general, and their impact on
the localization of the eigenstates, is studied in [24]. In the present case, such hierarchical
non-local terms naturally arise as an effect of quantum corrections. The right panel of Fig.
4 shows that the localization properties of the eigenvectors after the corrections remain
unchanged, as already anticipated in this case.
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FIG. 4. Magnitudes of My, ; (left panel) and vj(-l) (right panel) with respect to the site number j
for 103 samples and t/W = 0.2. The orange dots are the values corresponding to tree-level mass
matrices, while the green crosses denote the values after the 1-loop corrections are switched on.
The dark orange and green solid lines in the right panel represent eq. (5) with the localisation
lengths computed using the ensemble average of eq. (6) for the tree-level and 1-loop corrected M,
respectively. The corrections are evaluated for site universal U (1) gauged interactions, as discussed
in the text.

B. Odd-even U(1)

Consider an abelian gauge interaction, which is site-dependent. A simple example is a
single U(1) with the fermions at the odd-even sites having charges q(a)

i

= *4q, respectively.
In this case, eq. (35) reduces to

2.2

5Aﬂj=21;5(—1)+]§: i U my Bo[ M3, my] . (39)
k

Because of the site-dependent sign factor, dM does not commute with M in this case, and
hence the 1-loop corrected mass matrix M + 0 M has eigenvectors different from those of M.

The radiative corrections and shift in the localisation of the eigenvectors induced by them
are displayed in Fig. 5. The loop effects lead to a larger localisation length, resulting in
milder localisation of the eigenvectors in this case. As it can be seen, the average value of the
|’Uéé)| increases by three to four orders of magnitude. The overall strength of the non-local
couplings is similar to the ones seen in the previous case of site-universal U(1), however, the
effective width of the diagonal disorder increases resulting in relatively milder localisation
in the eigenvector.
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FIG. 5. Same as Fig. 4 but for the quantum corrections evaluated for site dependent odd-even
U(1).

C. U(1) site-number

Another example of site-dependent abelian gauge symmetry is the U(1) site-number.

The fermions at the ;' site are charged as qj(-a)

way that the furthest fermions in the chain have the strongest gauge interactions, while the

= 2mj/N. The charges are devised in such a

nearer ones are relatively less strongly interacting. The factor 27 /N is introduced to ensure
that the interactions remain perturbative. The gauge symmetry can also be used to arrange
the tree-level Lrc given in eq. (1). The onsite interactions are gauge invariant, while ¢ can
be thought of as a spurion with U(1) charge £27/N. The renormalizability along with an
absence of scalars with other charges ensures that the tree-level mass matrix M takes the
desired form of eq. (2).

The non-local couplings will be generated once the underlying U(1) is broken. The
corrections take the form,

2

6Myj = 2513 % U Uy Bo[ M3 ] (40)
k

Again, dM;; are hierarchical due to exponential localisation of the eigenvectors despite site
number entering as a weight factor. Their values and modification in the localisation of
the eigenvectors, evaluated for the same choice of t/W and other parameters as earlier, are
shown in Fig. 6.

As it can be noticed, the quantum corrections effectively decrease the width of the distri-
bution from which the values of the diagonal parameters ¢; are randomly drawn. Moreover,
the strength of the nearest-neighbour interactions also gets modified significantly through
these corrections. As they become even smaller than the tree-level value of /W, the lo-
calisation length becomes nearly half of the original one. This results in a rather strong
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FIG. 6. Same as Fig. 4 but for the quantum corrections evaluated for U(1) site-number.

localisation of the eigenvectors, as can be seen from the right panel of Fig. 6. For ex-
ample, the desired suppression in the magnitude of v](-l) can be achieved even at j/2 when
the gauge interactions in the fermionic chain are enabled. The generation of non-local ef-
fects and stronger localisation of the eigenvectors can have important implications in the
phenomenological applications.

D. Gauged quivers

A quiver of N factors of U(1) can also be used to get the desired form of tree-level M as
discussed in section II. If this symmetry is gauged and spontaneously broken, it can induce
quantum correction in M. Unlike the previous examples, there are multiple gauge bosons
here and the loop-corrections depend not only on their masses but also on the mixing among
them. The latter in turn depends on the pattern of the breaking of G = Hfj:l U(l)g. In
the following, we discuss a minimal scenario in which the scalars responsible for generating
nearest-neighbour interactions at tree-level are the sole source of the breaking of G. The
fermions located at the j*" site in the chain are charged under the G with charges qj(.a) = 0g;-
The diagonal couplings in M are, therefore, gauge invariant. The off-diagonal nearest-
neighbour couplings can be arranged through a set of N + 1 scalar fields, ¢; (j =0,1,..., N)
with charges d;, — dj11,, under the G. The desired form of the tree-level M, eq. (2), is
obtained when all the ¢, acquire universal vacuum expectation value (VEV).

The VEV of ¢; can also give rise to the gauge boson masses. The relevant terms arise
from the kinetic terms of ¢; which are given by,

N
Duoj = 0u9; +1g Z (0ja = bj+1,0) X/.(La) ;- (41)
a=1
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This leads to

Z ’Du¢1‘2 2 9 Z |¢J‘2 Z ja J+1,a>(5jb o 5j+1,b) X@x®
7=0

a,b
N N—-1
= @ (1657 +16;-1) XDXD =22 3" g, P XD XU (42)
j=1 j=1

where we have suppressed the Lorentz indices for brevity. Once the ¢; takes non-vanishing
values in the vacuum, the above terms generate the diagonal and nearest-neighbour off-
diagonal elements in the gauge boson mass matrix. Note that if the VEVs of ¢; are chosen
randomly, the gauge boson mass matrix also turns out to be of the type of the Hamiltonian
of the Anderson tight-binding model. For the analysis in the given case, we however assume
universal VEVs: (|¢1]*) = (|¢2]*) = ... = (|¢n|?) = v}. The gauge-boson mass terms in the
basis (M%),, X@X©® then takes a very simple form,

(M—Zx)ab - 921)37 (26&1) - 5a+1,b - 6a,b+1) . (43)

Substituting the charges of fermions in eq. (35), the shift in the mass matrix in the
present case is obtained as

OMij = 4 QZRWRNZ Ui Bo[ Mg mi] (44)

The gauge boson mixing matrix R can be determined by diagonalizing M?% and M? are
the corresponding eigenvalues. For the form of M3 derived in eq. (43), one finds that R
is different from the identity matrix and all its elements are of similar magnitude. This
in turn implies the presence of the non-vanishing non-local terms in 0M;;. As usual, such
effects are hierarchical and ordered as dictated by the localised leading order eigenvectors

k). Simulating these effects numerically, we find the results as displayed in Fig. 7. Here,
we have set gv, = 0.2WW while the rest of the details are identical to the one considered in
the previous examples. It can be seen that the quantum corrections in this case increase
the localisation length of the eigenvectors and at the same time induce hierarchical but
non-vanishing non-local couplings in the Anderson chain.

VI. APPLICATIONS

As shown in the last two sections, the gauge interactions among the fermions in the chain
can lead to the generation of non-nearest-neighbour couplings in the chain and modification
in the localisation length of the eigenvectors through radiative corrections. The change in the
localisation properties of the mass eigenstates has direct implications for the phenomeno-
logical applications considered earlier [15]. Depending on the increase or decrease in the
localisation length, the number of lattice sites needs to be decreased or increased to achieve
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FIG. 7. Same as Fig. 4 but for the quantum corrections evaluated for the gauged version of quivers.

the same exponential suppression between the fields attached at the opposite sides of the
chain. The other novel set of phenomenological applications arises from the departure from
the non-locality induced by the radiative effects. As outlined in section III, when multiple
fields are attached to a 1D chain in a specific manner, all except one of them stay massless
due to the locality of interaction in the theory space. The radiative effects break this and
hence can induce masses for these multiplets. Some applications of this variety are discussed
below.

A. Flavour hierarchies

The most straightforward application of the underlying setup is in the flavour sector of
the SM. For Ny = 3, the arrangement sketched in Fig. 3 leads to two massless and one
massive generation at the leading order. This changes when the fermions are to have some
additional interactions and the next-to-leading order corrections arising due to them are
taken into account in the full mass matrix M given in eq. (16). As the simplest case,
consider that such interactions are of the type that we considered in section V A. Only the
fermions in the 1D lattice chain are charged under the site-universal U(1). The radiative
corrections change M — M + 6 M, while the other blocks of M remain unaltered in this
case. The new M possesses the same eigenvectors v*) but with the eigenvalues m;, changed
to my + dmy, where dmy, is the shift which can be calculated in terms of the parameters of
tree-level M and the mass of the gauge boson and gauge coupling of the site-universal U(1).

Integrating out the heavy fermions and following egs. (19,20), the 1-loop corrected effec-
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tive mass matrix for Ny flavours, in this case, is obtained as

N
1) - / 1 K (k)
(meﬁ>a6 = —HUa g Z —mk T omy Ué)UN—f—l—,B
k=1

N
S ) Z%vsf) o, (45)
k=1
As before, the matrix meg is of rank one, and it gives rise to mass for the third generation.
The second term induced by the one-loop corrections in the fermionic chain can induce
masses for the other two generations. Therefore, the masses of these fermions are loop-
suppressed in comparison to the mass of the third-generation fermion. The latter itself could
be much smaller than the typical mass scale of chain fermions due to Anderson localisation,
see eq. (24).
The masses of the first two generations can also be hierarchical. The correction to the
effective matrix responsible for their masses can be written as,

N
oMy, k
(0met)ag = Hatly D — v 0L 4

el
N
oMk (k) { o — ko[ + [N — B+ 1 — ko
/
~ fatly ) —(v ) exp |— . (46)
ﬁk:l mz o Lk

From the sum, the largest contribution typically comes from the term corresponding to
the smallest value of the numerator under the exponent. For @ < kg < N — 3+ 1, it is
straightforward to see that such a value corresponds to N+1—(a+f). For kg < o < N—f+1,
one finds the numerator as N + 1 — (o + ) — 2(kyp — «) and hence the minimum value it
can take is again N + 1 — (o + ). The same can be shown for the remaining choice,
a < N — B+ 1 < kg. Therefore, the typical strength of the (o)™ elements of dm.g is given
by

N+1—(a+p)

Ly

The matrix dmeg is hierarchical, and so are the masses of the first two generations. The

(6mef) o5 ~ XD | — . (47)

intergenerational mass hierarchy among these fermions is controlled by the number of sites
N and localisation length L. A stronger hierarchy can be generated using sufficiently large
N for a given Ly.

For practical demonstration, we compute the intergenerational mass hierarchies for Ny =
3. We use meg given in eq. (19) with 1-loop corrected M in the presence of site-universal
U(1) interactions. As before, the diagonal elements of M are taken from a uniform random
distribution over [0, W] with W =5 TeV. Eq. (37) is used as a correction to the tree-level
mass matrix, and we choose Mx = 0.2W, g = 1 as before, and consider three reference values
for q. Choosing p, = ., = Mz, we compute the ratios of second-to-third and first-to-third
generation fermions. The results are displayed in Fig. 8 for two sample values of N and t/W
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FIG. 8. Some illustrative cases leading to intergenerational mass hierarchies of O(1071) to O(1079)
for Ny = 3. The histograms are of second-to-third and first-to-third generation masses and are

plotted for 10* samples.

for which intergenerational hierarchies in the range O(107!) to O(107°%) are obtained. It can
be seen that the mass ratio between the second and third-generation fermions is primarily
controlled by the strength of the loop correction. The intergenerational hierarchy between
the first and second generations is independent of gg. The two to three orders of magnitude
difference between them can be obtained for the number of lattice sites as small as N = 5.

The mechanism can be straightforwardly implemented into the SM to generate intergen-
erational mass hierarchies among the charged fermions. Multiple copies of vectorlike pairs
with quantum numbers similar to those of ug, dgr and er under the SM gauge symmetry,
are to be introduced to form a 1D lattice chain. The mass parameters p, can arise from the
electroweak symmetry breaking when one or more copies of the SM Higgs acquire non-zero
expectation values. The parameters p, can also be introduced as spurions of the new U(1)
under which only the chain fermions are charged. The top quark, bottom quark and tau
lepton obtain their masses at tree level. The two orders of magnitude hierarchy between the
top and bottom quarks can be introduced by making appropriate choices of N for them.
The first and second-generation fermions receive their masses once the quantum corrections
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Ng

FIG. 9. An example of neutrino fields attachment to the Anderson chain leading to tiny neutrino

masses.

in the fermionic chain are enabled. Explicit models and their phenomenological implications
such as flavour mixing, flavour violation induced by mixing with vectorlike fermions, a lower
limit on the scale W, etc. demand detailed investigations, and they would be separately
studied.

It is noteworthy that the above mechanism is qualitatively different from the one proposed
in [15] in the context of simple Anderson localisation. The latter uses the exponential profile
of a localised scalar and partial compositeness to give rise to the flavour hierarchies. The
role played by the strong dynamics in the composite sector in the usual model of this type
[25] is replaced by Anderson localisation of scalars, and an efficient arrangement requires a
chain consisting of N ~ 9 scalars. The mechanism we propose here is conceptually distinct
and also exhibits unique features from a phenomenological perspective.

B. Neutrino mass

Small neutrino mass can also be obtained as a consequence of radiatively induced non-
locality in the Anderson chain. Consider a one-generation case in which the SM lepton
doublet and the right handed neutrino vz are attached to the fermionic chain at the opposite
ends. We introduce a pair of SM singlets, Ny, r, which are attached at the same site in the
chain, see Fig. 9. The corresponding mass terms can be written as

N
LD My ELR1 + UN NLRQ + ,LL?V ZQNR + ILLL ENI/R + Z Mij ZZR] + h.c.. (48)

ij=1
Integrating out the fermions in the chain, the effective Dirac matrix Mp for the remaining
ones, in the basis n, g = (V1 g, NL7R)T can be obtained as

/ —1 / —1
My = N"MZZ(M,RW MVM],V<M,1)12 , (49)
PNty (M~ )on pun ity (M~ )22

where, as usual, the elements of M ~! can be expressed as

N
1
(Mil)ij - Z — Uz(k) U](‘k) ) (50)
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FIG. 10. The masses of v and N states computed from M, given in eq. (55) for different values of
N, ¢ and 103 samples of M. The quantum corrections in the latter are considered in the presence

of site-universal abelian gauge interaction.

with the help of eq. (3).
If one uses the tree-level expression of M then Mp can be shown to possess one massless
state following the result of section III. Explicitly, using the relation for vék) given in eq.

(A3) in (50), we can write
al 1 €
-1 _ (k) ) (k) _ 1 -1
(M )QN_Zm_kUQ UN __7(M )1N’

N
1
(M) = 3 ol == ()., 51)

Substituting the above in Mp, one finds that the first and second rows are related by simple
scaling. Hence, one of the eigenvalues is zero while the other is of O(unp)y/W).

The massless state obtains suppressed masses when the quantum effects in the fermionic
chain are considered. Assuming again the site-universal U(1), the shift in Mp induced by
1-loop corrections in M are obtained as

/ my,, (k) (k) / omy, (k) (k)
SMy — (Muﬂu k m? V1N by Dk m2 U1 Uy )

smy . (k) (k) N smy, (k) (k)

, (52)
UNHy 2 2 V2 "Un' INH

£vy U
m2 V2 U2

The induced non-zero mass can be identified with that of the light neutrino, and it can be
approximated as

(5mk k) (k (5mk _N-1
k k

The light neutrino mass is suppressed by both the loop effects and Anderson localisation.
To compare quantitatively with the neutrino mass generation mechanism presented in
the context of the usual Anderson mechanism in [15], we also introduce Majorana masses
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for the singlets Ng and vg. For simplicity, they are considered to have the same mass of the
order of W and no mixing, i.e.

1 _ [
—L2 W (Vivr+ N Ng) . (54)

This and the Dirac mass matrix M l()l ) =M p + 0Mp leads to the effective mass matrix for v
and N states as ]
1 T
MV:—WMIS)MI()) . (55)

The Majorana mass of the lightest state is now given by

2
N—-1
nn~%<mmgf%%lw). (56)

The additional suppression in m, arranged by the loop effects allows one to consider
relatively small N in comparison to the usual Anderson mechanism. For the demonstration,
we consider p, = u!, = My, uny = py = W/2, t/W = 0.3, W = 5 TeV and numerically
obtain the masses of v and N states for some example values of N and ¢q. The results are
shown in Fig. 10. Consequently, the sub-eV scale neutrino mass can be produced even for
N = 5if ¢ = 0.1. This is much smaller in comparison to N ~ 30 needed in the case of
ordinary Anderson localisation [15].

C. Higgs mixing and p problem

Another example in which massless modes emerging from the locality can be utilised for
phenomenological application is supersymmetric theories involving multiple copies of the
electroweak doublet chiral superfields H®? In the frameworks based on grand unification,
more than one copy of H*¢ arise from different representations of the unified gauge group
with the typical mass scale of the order of the unification scale ~ Mqgyr. These multiplets
are required to mix to reproduce viable quark and lepton masses and mixing angles [26—
28]. Moreover, at least a pair of their combinations is required to remain light so that it
can induce the breaking of electroweak symmetry at a scale much below Mgyr. This is
similar to the well-known g problem in supersymmetric versions of the SM with additional
complicity of the presence of multiple copies of Hwa,

It is straightforward to solve this problem in the present class of theories by considering
the supersymmetric version of Fig. 9. For simplicity, we consider only two copies, H 1o and
H {{2, to demonstrate this mechanism, which can be straightforwardly generalised to multiple
copies too. The fermions in the chain are replaced by the chiral superfields iz;f‘ and Hf with
the SM quantum numbers identical to those of H" and H 4 respectively. Attaching H ! 4 at
the opposite ends of the chain and I:[;J 4 at the same site, the superpotential can be arranged
as

N
W D iy HY D + g Hy G + iy hy HY + gy Wi HY + > My h'he. (57)

1,j=1
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Again, integrating out the chiral superfields in the chain, one obtains the effective, s H*H4,
with 1,4 are the elements of 2 x 2 matrix,

= (—um’l(Ml)w —ulu’g(Ml)12> . (58)

Lpopty (M) Fpopy(M~1)1s

Here, we have already used the relations, eq. (51), applicable for the tree-level M.

The consequence of the above matrix is that it has a vanishing eigenvalue, leading to
a pair of the combination of H 12 ¢ with vanishing i term. From the diagonalisation of the
above matrix, the massless combinations are obtained as

[:[“’d = COS eu,d [:[;L’d + sin euyd ﬁ;’d . (59)

with

2
tan 260, =~ €1/ (E;ﬁ_ ) 7
t/h 2

tan29d =~ /UL/2(M 1)12 . (60)
For generic values of underlying parameters, it can be seen that H* is a well-mixed state
while H, has a dominant component of ﬁf for large N. This is because the I:I}"Z are
closely spaced in comparison to H fl’Q on the chain in the theory space. The mixing can be
manipulated not only by N but also by changing the sites to which ﬁ; @ are to be attached.
In analogy with the previous example, it can be also seen that the other combination of the
chiral superfields obtains the mass of O(uoub /W) which is of the order of Mgyt if all the
parameters in eq. (57) are of a similar order.

The above setting delivers a pair H®? with accidentally vanishing p-term. The non-zero
value of the latter may arise through the non-local effects. However, such effects in this case
need not arise from the additional interactions between the chiral superfields in the chain.
The nonrenormalisation theorem [29, 30] ensures that the corrections to M vanish in the
exact supersymmetric limit. The non-local effects are therefore protected by supersymmetry
and can arise only when the latter is broken. For example, the non-zero p can arise once
supersymmetry is broken by gravity mediation as a generic feature of these types of models,
as shown recently in [31]. In the usual gravity-mediated scenarios, the supersymmetry
breaking scale is set by the gravitino mass ms/, and the soft terms are generically expected
to be O(mg/2). When supersymmetry is broken in this way, it universally induces the shifts
of heavy fields of the order of ms/, which in turn can generate the u term of the same size.

The setup naturally provides a massless pair of Higgs doublet superfields at a scale
W > mg/y as desired. In general, the light states are an admixture of multiple states with
the same quantum number present in the setup. Although we outlined a simple case of two
multiplets, the generalisation to more fAIz“ s straightforward. One pair needs to be attached
to the opposite ends of the chain, while each of the remaining ones can be at the same sites.
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The exact amount of admixture in the massless states depends on the placement of Higgs
doublet superfields on the chain. In this way, the number of lattice sites N controls the
mixing.

VII. CONCLUSION

Theory space Anderson localisation is a useful mechanism to generate large hierarchies
among the effective couplings from generic and disordered fundamental parameters. The
only order it requires is the nearest-neighbour coupling structure among the quantum fields.
Such locality in theory space resembles the one-dimensional lattice structure of Anderson’s
tight-binding model. This work shows that the mechanism in its most original form can be
utilised to obtain multiple massless modes of the fields if the latter are attached to the 1D
lattice in a particular manner but still with generic couplings. The vanishing mass for these
modes is entirely due to the strict locality of interactions in the 1D chain.

It is shown that even if the locality is introduced in the tree-level QFT Lagrangian, the
higher-order corrections can break it depending on the nature of additional interactions pos-
sessed by the fields forming the chain. Such quantum effects are explicitly shown using a
few examples of interactions arising from the spontaneously broken abelian gauge symme-
tries. Typically, the non-local terms are suppressed by the localisation of the eigenvectors
itself along with the loop factor. Specific cases of gauge interactions are discussed in which
such non-local effects keep the Anderson localisation intact or even lead to improvement.
Most importantly, the deviation from the locality gives rise to tiny masses for the otherwise
massless modes.

The proposed mechanism finds natural applications in the setups in which one or multiple
copies of states are expected to be much lighter in comparison to the overall scale of the the-
ory. The suppression is not only arranged by the Anderson localisation, but it is also assisted
by the small non-local effects in the theory space. One of the most interesting applications
mentioned here is in the flavour sector of the standard model. The arrangement results in a
massive third generation, while the small masses of the first and second generations at low
energies arise entirely from quantum corrections in the ultraviolet setup. Conceptually, this
provides a novel mechanism for the radiative generation of flavour hierarchies, in contrast to
the ideas proposed in [22, 32-38], where quantum corrections are considered in the infrared.
An explicit model for this framework and its phenomenological implications will be explored
separately, following the approach of [22]. The present framework is based on fermions at
lattice sites, but the same can be investigated for the scalars and gauge bosons and the
potential applications can be worked out.
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Appendix A: Proof of Rank(meg) =1

The Ny x Ny effective mass matrix meg derived in eq. (20) can be rewritten as

(Mett) g = —Ha W Aas (A1)
with
- 1 ()
Aap = Z e v UN41-8- (A2)
k=1

The A.p are entirely determined from the eigenvalues and eigenvectors of the matrix M.
For the tree-level M which contains only on-site and nearest-neighbour couplings, the re-
cursive relation between the elements of eigenvectors, in terms of the elements of M and the
eigenvalues, is obtained as eq. (22). We use this to prove that the rank of meg is one for
N > 2Ny — 1 through the principle of mathematical induction.

Consider first Ny = 2 which is the smallest non-trivial value of N;. Using the recursion
relation, one finds,

v # 0,
o (61 —tmk> o (A3)
as well as
vy # 0,
o= = (@) vj(\lf). (A4)

Using the above, we can express one of the rows or columns in terms of the other. For
example,

1
Ao = Z—Uék) U](\’;) = —6—1>\11>

A mig t
1 €
Aoy = Z m—k Uék) Uz(\’;)q = —71 A2 - (A5)

k
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Here, we have used the orthogonality of the eigenvectors and N > 2. The scaling between
each of the elements of the first and second rows of the matrix A is universal. This, through
eq. (A1), implies that there is only one independent row in megz. Hence, Rank(meg) = 1.

Let’s assume that meg, or equivalently the matrix A, has only one independent row or
column for Ny = n. Therefore, the elements of the second-last row (column) of A can be
expressed in terms of those of the last row (column) as

)\nfl,a =K >\n,oz ) )\a,nfl = HI )\a,n ’ (A6)

for « = 1,...,n. Note that k = " if the matrix A is symmetric.

Next, we need to prove that for Ny = n + 1 the (n + 1)™ row or column of X is not
independent, and it is essentially the scaled version of n'" row or column, respectively. Let’s
begin with the first n elements of the last row. For a = 1, ..., n, we can express

I w o«
Antla = Z m—kvﬁll Uz(vllfa

k
- Z L SO (B L PO )
mp n—1 n n N+1—«
k
€n
= _)\nfl,a 7)\na

Here, we have used the recursion relation, eq. (22), to get the second equality and the
orthogonality condition to get the next step. The latter ensures that the last term in the
second line vanishes since N > 2(n + 1) — 1 = 2n + 1. The last equality results from eq.
(A6). Following the identical steps, we can also show that

Ly
Aot = Z m_kvé)UN—&-l—(n—H)

k
I (k) EN+1-n — Mk \ (k)
= ; m_kvé) |:_UN+1—(n—1) -\ UNY1-n
= _)\a,n—l - GN—;l_n a,n
- (,4+ EN?*") A - (A8)

Note that the above holds for a =1, ..., n.

Finally, consider the remaining element in the last row which is A, 41 ,41. It can be related
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to Ap i1 in the following way.

L) k)
Atlntl = Z  Un 1 UNp1— (1)

P
1 (k En — Mk \ (k)| , (k)
= Zk: e |:_Un1 - (T) Un | UNt1-(n+1)
€n

= _)\n—l,n—H - ? >\n,n+1
= </{/+ N+1*?’L> >\n 1,n 6?n)\n,n—ﬁ—l
_ / €N+1fn> )\ . E_n )\

</€ + _t R Ann 1 n,n+1

€n

= — </€ + ?) )\n,n-i-l : (Ag)

The steps in the first two lines are as usual. The smallest value N + 1 — (n + 1) can take,
under the condition N > (2N; — 1), is n + 1, and therefore the last term in the second line
vanishes due to orthogonality of the eigenvectors. To get the expression in the fourth and

the last line, we use the result, eq. (A8). In the second-last line, we have made use of eq.
(A6). The final result along with eq. (A7) implies that the (n + 1) row is also a scaled
version of the n'® row. Hence, A has only one independent row. This fact when substituted
in eq. (Al) proves that Rank(meg) = 1.
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