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In a simplified version of the standard model with a single quark doublet, I derive a transcendental
equation for the complex Higgs boson mass. The equation involves a divergent integral which is
regularized and renormalized conventionally. Setting the Higgs mass to its observed value, the decay
width is narrow and within experimental limits. The mass equation has additional roots on other
sheets in the complex energy plane. The first two are at 186 and 219 GeV. The lightest excitations
are well defined though wider than the 125 GeV Higgs because decays to W+W− and ZZ are
allowed.

In this letter I describe a simplified version of the
standard model in which electroweak symmetry is dy-
namically broken by a gravitationally bound condensate
of fermions. The collective modes of this condensate
are three phase excitations, corresponding to Goldstone
bosons, and a massive amplitude excitation which is the
Higgs boson. The Goldstone bosons are absorbed by the
usual Higgs mechanism [1]. In contrast to the standard
model, where the Higgs mass is a free parameter, here it is
determined by a transcendental equation with a well iso-
lated smallest root and an infinite number of additional
solutions accumulating at

√
2v, where v is the Higgs vac-

uum expectation value.
This work extends the old idea that fermion mass gen-

eration occurs analogously as in superconductivity [2, 3].
The new idea here is that initially massless fermions are
bound in a condensate by their mutual gravitational at-
traction. Because the gravitational force is both long-
range and unscreened, even though it is weak, it can
cause the formation of a correlated ground state (as
long as cosmological considerations can be neglected).
Also, every fermion is attracted to the condensate with
a strength equal to its radiatively corrected gravitational
coupling. This provides a natural explanation for why
all fermions have masses. Radiative corrections allow
the fermions to have different masses, even though the
model is invariant under SU(2)W × U(1)Y . The model
requires no nonlinear gravitational effects, beyond the
radiative corrections of the graviton-fermion vertex by
vector gauge loops, to produce the effects described here,
and in particular no third-order or higher gravitational
interaction. A shortcoming of the model is that as yet it
provides no explanation for fermion flavor.

The model is defined by a lagrangian for two massless
fermions, t and b. In what follows, gauge fields play no
role and are omitted. I will use the momentum repre-
sentation from the outset, with the fermion fields in the
Weyl representation. The integral of the lagrangian is
assumed to be the action within a functional integral.
The trace minus two Minkowski metric is used through-
out and h̄ = c = 1. The right and left-handed Weyl
matrices are σµ = (1,σ), σµ = (1,−σ), respectively,
where 1 is the 2× 2 identity matrix and σ are the Pauli

matrices. For brevity, the momentum measure is writ-

ten d̃p = d4p/(2π)
4
and the delta function in momentum

space is δ̃(p) = (2π)
4
δ(4)(p).

The kinetic part of the lagrangian is

Lfermi = t†L(σ · p)tL + t†R(σ · p)tR+

b†L(σ · p)bL + b†R(σ · p)bR ,
(1)

where from now on the two fermions will be referred to
as the top and bottom quarks. The validity of this inter-
pretation will be shown.
As in the Bardeen-Cooper-Schrieffer (BCS) model of

superconductivity [4], an effective quartic interaction ap-
proximates the interaction between the fermions:

Lquartic = −f2
t

[
α
(
t†RtLt

†
LtR + b†LtRt

†
RbL

)
+

β
(
b†LbRt

†
LtR + t†RtLb

†
RbL

− b†RtLt
†
RbL − b†LtRt

†
LbR

)
+

γ
(
b†LbRb

†
RbL + b†RtLt

†
LbR

)]
.

(2)

The three terms in parentheses are separately invariant
under SU(2)W × U(1)Y . Because the action is a lorentz
scalar, pairs of fermi fields must have opposite handed-
ness (e.g., t†LbR). For the moment, the parameters α, β
and γ are arbitrary, dimensionless numbers. The overall
coupling constant f2

t is the product of a dimensionless
ratio of momenta (two factors of momentum in the nu-
merator from the quark energy-momentum tensors and a
momentum squared in the denominator from the gravi-
ton propagator) and the gravitational constant with di-
mension −2. Following BCS, the momentum dependence
of the coupling will be ignored: f2

t is taken as constant
up to some cutoff, above which it is zero. Taking the
coupling to be momentum independent is equivalent to s-
wave pairing of the condensate. Each pair of Weyl spinors
has color indices contracted to form a color singlet. Color
indices are suppressed throughout but the color factor is
provided in the final result.

The interaction (2) implicitly assumes that a conden-
sate forms. The gravitational interaction is diagonal in
left and right-handed fields, so if the interaction were
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perturbative, in each term the t or b fields would appear
with the same handedness. The terms multiplied by β
violate this condition and require the condensate to act
as a reservoir of the appropriate helicity states. When
a condensate is present all terms can be generated, as
shown schematically in Fig. 1.
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FIG. 1. The gravitational interactions that give the effec-
tive lagrangian terms in equation (2). Double wiggly lines
are gravitons, blobs are the radiatively corrected graviton-
fermion vertices, and the shaded area at the bottom denotes
the condensate. Panel (a) shows the interactions that, after a
Fierz rearrangement give the first term of equation (2). Panel
(b) illustrates the interactions that give the sixth and seventh
terms of (2). Because the calculation is nonperturbative, the
contribution of (b) is not necessarily less than that of (a).

For the quartic interaction (2) to be diagonalizable by
a Hubbard-Stratonovich shift, the constants α, β and
γ must obey γ/α = (β/α)

2
. This allows factoring the

quartic into products of quark and scalar fields whose
couplings reproduce those of the standard model. The
radiative corrections due to weak hypercharge, to lowest
order, satisfy this condition. To see this, consider the
hypercharge factor in the correction to the gravitational
vertices of Fig. 1(a). This correction gives the factor α.

The left vertex contributes a factor of (4/3)
2
and the

right vertex (1/3)
2
, their product gives α = 16/81. (All

radiative corrections have a common momentum factor
which is absorbed into the overall coupling, as is the in-
teraction with the condensate.) Substituting the corre-
sponding fields from the last term of (2), the diagram
Fig. 1(a) gives γ = 4/81. The correction factor β is from
the diagram in Fig. 1(b). The product of hypercharges

in that diagram is (8/81)
2
. This factor is shared between

two of the middle terms of (2), and I divide it equally
between the terms, giving β = 8/81. These assignments
of α, β and γ satisfy the required condition.
This argument is the least satisfactory part of what is

presented here. It is rooted in perturbation theory, and
the rest of the calculation is non-perturbative. However,
it is very suggestive and the results below indicate that it
contains some truth. I conjecture that the full radiative
corrections of weak hypercharge follow the same pattern.
In what follows, I extract a factor of α, absorbing it into
the overall coupling f2

t , and set β/α = η and γ/α = η2,
for some positive η. The constant η will be the ratio of
the bottom quark mass to the top quark masses.

Diagonalizing this model starts by adding scalar fields

to the lagrangian,

L →
ϕ†
0 ϕ0 + ϕ+ϕ−

f2
t

+ L . (3)

In principle, the new term could be multiplied by a con-
stant ξ > 0 without changing any results. I will show
elsewhere that if this model is parameterized so that it re-
produces the lowest order results of the standard model,
for example, mW = gv/2, then ξ = 1. Shifting the scalar
fields eliminates the quartic term:

ϕ0 → ϕ0 − f2
t

(
t†LtR + η b†RbL

)
,

ϕ†
0 → ϕ†

0 − f2
t

(
t†RtL + η b†LbR

)
,

ϕ+ → ϕ+ + f2
t

(
b†LtR − η b†RtL

)
,

ϕ− → ϕ− + f2
t

(
t†RbL − η t†LbR

)
.

(4)

The shifted fields are chosen so that Φ = (ϕ+, ϕ0)
T
trans-

forms under SU(2)W ×U(1)Y with the correct quantum
numbers. Using cartesian components and splitting the
Higgs field split into the sum of the observable field H
and the vacuum expectation value v,

ϕ0 =
H + v + iw3√

2
, ϕ+ =

w1 + iw2√
2

, (5)

the lagrangian becomes

L =Lfermi +
H2 + 2Hv + v2 + wiwi

2 f2
t

−

v√
2

(
t†RtL + t†LtR

)
− ηv√

2

(
b†RbL + b†LbR

)
−{

H√
2

[
t†RtL + t†LtR + η

(
b†RbL + b†LbR

)]
+

i
w3√
2

[
t†RtL − t†LtR + η

(
b†LbR − b†RbL

)]
−

w1√
2

[
t†RbL + b†LtR − η

(
t†LbR + b†RtL

)]
−

i
w2√
2

[
t†RbL − b†LtR − η

(
t†LbR − b†RtL

)]}
.

(6)

It is apparent that at the semiclassical level the top and
bottom quarks acquire masses of v/

√
2 and ηv/

√
2, re-

spectively, justifying the statement that η is ratio of the
quark masses, and the interpretation of the t and b fields
as the top and bottom quarks.
As yet, the scalar excitations of the condensate have

no kinetic terms. Well below the transition temperature,
I can integrate out the fermions to get an effective action
for the scalars alone, which will have the expected kinetic
terms.
Collecting the fermions into a Nambu spinor,

Ψ(p) = [tL(p), tR(p), bL(p), bR(p)]
T
, (7)
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the action is

S =

∫
d̃p d̃p′ Ψ†(p)M(p, p′)Ψ(p′) , (8)

where

M(p, p′) = G−1(p) + u(p, p′) ,

G−1(p) = diag [σ · p, σ · p, σ · p, σ · p] ,
(9)

and

u =
0 −H+v+iw3√

2
0 η(w1−iw2)√

2

−H+v−iw3√
2

0 −w1−iw2√
2

0

0 −w1+iw2√
2

0 −η(H+v−iw3)√
2

η(w1+iw2)√
2

0 −η(H+v+iw3)√
2

0

 .

(10)
Integrating out the fermi field Ψ gives an action for the
scalars:

Seff =

∫
d̃p

1

2f2
t

(H2 + 2Hv + v2 + wiwi)−

iTr log(1 +Gu) ,

(11)

where a factor of G−1(p) has been used to make the ar-
gument of the logarithm dimensionless at the expense of
a change in the normalization of the functional integral.
The ‘Tr’ symbol denotes the combined operator and ma-
trix trace, ‘tr’ will be the matrix trace alone.

It is possible to treat Gu in equation (11) as small
and expand the logarithm. However, this would be an
expansion about the symmetric vacuum, valid only for
energies near the electroweak transition. To find the low
energy effective action (and therefore the observable par-
ticle spectrum), an expansion about the true (condensed)
vacuum is needed. The first step is to find the condensate
density by extremizing the action with respect to v:

0 =
δSeff

δv

=

∫
d̃p

{
v

f2
t

− iNc ⟨p| tr
[
∆

δu

δv

∣∣∣∣
0

]
|p⟩
}

,
(12)

where ∆ = (1 +Gu0)
−1

G, Nc is the number of quark
colors and a zero subscript indicates evaluation at H =
wi = 0. Inserting a resolution of the identity as free
particle momentum states between ∆ and δu/δv gives

0 =
1

2Ncf2
t

+ i

∫
d̃p

[
1

p2 − v2

2

+
η2

p2 − η2v2

2

]
. (13)

This is the equation for v, analogous to the gap equa-
tion of superconductivity. The integral is divergent, but
it is not necessary to evaluate it. Instead, in what fol-
lows, it is used to eliminate ft, which is not accessible to
measurement, in favor of v, which is.

The kinetic term for the Higgs field is the piece
quadratic in H in the expansion of the effective action,∫

d̃rd̃s
1

2
H(r)

δ2Seff

δH(r)δH(s)
H(s) , (14)

which, in the parameterization of the standard model, is∫
d̃r

Z(r2)

2
H(−r)(r2 −M2

H)H(r) . (15)

Because the kinetic term is generated by quantum effects,
a field renormalization factor, Z, must be anticipated.
The functional derivative is

δ2Seff

δH(r)δH(s)
=

1

f2
t

+ i

∫
d̃p ⟨p| tr

[
∆(p)

δu

δH(r)
∆(p− r)

δu

δH(s)

]
|p⟩ .

(16)
The first term on the right hand side can be eliminated
by using the gap equation and the integral reduced to
Feynman integrals as the gap equation was, giving

δ2Seff

δH(r)δH(s)
=

− i δ̃(r + s)

∫ 1

0

dx

∫
d̃p

r2 − 2v2[
p2 − v2

2 + r2x(1− x)
]2 +

η2(r2 − 2η2v2)[
p2 − η2v2

2 + r2x(1− x)
]2 .

(17)
If η = 0, the bottom quark decouples and the above has
a real root r = ±

√
2v, twice the mass of the top quark. If

η ̸= 0, it has no roots on the physical sheet, but there are
complex roots on other Riemann sheets. The roots come
in groups of four, with equal magnitude: positive and
negative energy, and growing and decaying modes (these
quartets of roots were observed for the collective modes
of BCS by Andrianov and Popov [5]). The complex roots
are on unphysical sheets because unitarity requires that
the action be real [6].
The integral in (17) is regularized using a Pauli-Villars

parameter Λ. Introducing dimensionless parameters ρ2 =
r2/v2 and m2

H = M2
H/v2, and equating the standard

model Higgs kinetic term (15) to that of the effective
model (16), gives

Z(ρ2)(ρ2 −m2
H) = (ρ2 − 2)In(ρ, 1)+

η2(ρ2 − 2η2)In(ρ, η)+

CΛ ,

(18)

where CΛ is the regularized divergent term and the finite
part of the integral is

In(ρ,η) = log
(
η2/2

)
− 2+

2

ρ

√
2η2 − ρ2

[
arctan

(
ρ√

2η2 − ρ2

)
+ nπ

]
.
(19)
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FIG. 2. Higgs partial width to bb̄ as a function of the effective
mass ratio η = mt/mb. The dashed horizontal line is the
partial width of the standard model Higgs to bb̄ taken from [9].

In this expression, n is the sheet index. Using on-shell
renormalization, the equation whose root determines the
Higgs mass is

0 = (ρ2 − 2)In(ρ, 1) + η2(ρ2 − 2η2)In(ρ, η)−
Re
[
(m2

H − 2)I1(mH , 1) + η2(m2
H − 2η2)I1(mH , η)

]
.
(20)

The second line of the above is the counterterm that fixes
the real part of the excitation on the first unphysical
sheet to be the mass of the observed Higgs boson. (The
imaginary part can not be specified since it is determined
by unitarity.) Note that this expression is independent
of the number of quark colors, Nc. The Higgs mass does
depend on the number of colors, but this dependence is
contained entirely in the vacuum expectation value v.

On the right hand side of equation (20), before the
counterterm, are a term multiplied by η = 1 (the “top
term”) and another multiplied by η ̸= 1 (the “bottom
term”). Roots exist if only top term is off the physical
sheet (n ≥ 1) or if both the top and bottom terms are off
the physical sheet. The roots are close to the real-axis
branch cuts for both the bottom and top terms, and the
numerical results given below put both top and bottom
terms on the same sheet. However, roots still exist if only
the top term is on a non-physical sheet and the bottom
term remains on the physical (n = 0) sheet. In that
case, the real part of the root is only slightly different
from when both terms are on the same sheet, but the
magnitude of the imaginary part is significantly smaller.

For numerical evaluation, I take the ratio of the bottom
to top mass to be η = 0.015, corresponding to the ratio of
the running bottom mass measured at the energy scale of
the Higgs boson, mb(mH) [7] and the measured top quark
pole mass [8]. The typical residual of the numerical root
finder is a few parts in 1015.
The partial width to bb̄ for η = 0.015 is 3.35 MeV,

about fifty percent larger the standard model prediction
for a pointlike Higgs [10, 11]. It is not surprising that the

Higgs decay rate here is different than in the standard
model, since here the Higgs is not a fundamental scalar
particle. Its mass is about half of the condensate den-
sity v, an energy scale at which the constituents of the
condensate may begin to be resolved. For other values of
η the partial width to bb̄ is shown in Fig. (2). The first
few roots of (20) for n > 1 are given in Table I, along
with their estimated decay widths, assuming a pointlike
Higgs with standard model couplings toW+W− and ZZ.
Numerical examination of the roots of (20) indicates that
they are all simple, corresponding to isolated poles in the
propagator.
The real parts of the first twenty five roots are plotted

in Fig. (3). The top panel plots the masses and the bot-
tom panel shows the “binding energy”, the difference be-
tween the mass and the asymptotic mass for large sheet
index (≈ 2mt). That the binding energy of the Higgs
excitations decreases as n−2/3 is evidence against inter-
preting the Higgs as a kind of bound state of valence
quarks. This model has no gauge fields and the gravita-
tional interaction is treated in the random phase approx-
imation [12], so there is no potential between fermionic
field oscillators. A physical interpretation of the Higgs
excitations might be itinerant “bubbles” or dislocations
in the ordered ground state.
What I have done above parallels the work of Andri-
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FIG. 3. Panel (a): Masses of the first twenty five Higgs ex-
citations vs. sheet index. The point corresponding to n = 1
is the 125 GeV Higgs boson. The dashed horizontal line is at
347.88 GeV, the root of the Higgs mass equation for n = 106,
η = 0.015. Panel (b): The “binding energy”, i.e., difference in
mass between a Higgs excitation and the asymptotic mass of
the Higgs excitations, where the last has been approximated
by the mass on the sheet with n = 106. Over the range
10 ≤ n ≤ 104, the binding energy is approximately propor-
tional to n−2/3.
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TABLE I. The masses and estimated partial widths to
W+W− and ZZ of the first six Higgs excitations. For ex-
citations beyond H5∗, the width is comparable to or larger
than the spacing between excitations, so they are not dis-
tinct. The third column is the partial width to weak vector
bosons assuming a pointlike Higgs boson and standard model
HZZ and HWW coupling strengths.

Excitation Mass (GeV) Width (GeV)
H∗ 186.34 0.88
H∗∗ 218.82 2.22
H3∗ 239.00 3.30
H4∗ 252.89 4.20
H5∗ 263.10 4.95
H6∗ 270.97 5.59

anov and Popov [5] and Popov [13] in which they com-
puted the collective excitations of the condensate in BCS
superconductivity. They predicted a series of Higgs-like
amplitude excitations in superconductors which are un-
fortunately hard to detect because there is no external
probe that couples linearly to the Higgs modes of a su-
perconductor [14]. In contrast, the Higgs excitations de-
scribed here appear to have the same coupling as the
standard model Higgs, and are at energies in reach of ex-
isting accelerators, allowing their existence to be checked
directly.
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