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Abstract

The standard-model can be equivalently represented with its fields in a
spin-extended basis, departing from fermion degrees of freedom. The common
Higgs operator connects the electroweak and Yukawa sectors, restricting the
top and bottom quark masses[Phys. Rev. D 99, 073001, 2019]. Using second
quantization, within the heavy-particle sector, electroweak vectors, the Higgs
field, and symmetry operators are expanded in terms of bilinear combinations
of top and bottom quark operators, considering discrete degrees of freedom
and chirality. This is interpreted as either a basis choice or as a description
of composite models. The vacuum expectation value is calculated quantum
mechanically, which relates to the common mass-generating scalar operator
and it reproduces the vector and quark-doublet masses. This also links the
corresponding scalar-vector and Yukawa vertices, and restricts the t- and b-
quark masses in a hierarchy relation.
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I Introduction

The standard model[1] (SM) is pivotal in obtaining information about elementary
particles, yet theoretical puzzles remain as the connection between the electroweak,
Higgs and Yukawa sectors, and the origin of the electroweak breaking. New connec-
tions may lead to understanding of SM dimension and dimensionless variables that

are fixed phenomenologically today.

The SM’s properties provide hints to address these puzzles. Quantum numbers of
SM spin-1/2 and vector particles are related, as these belong to the fundamental and
the adjoint representations, respectively, of the gauge and Lorentz symmetry groups;
to implement such symmetries, the vector bosons and the Higgs scalar have charge

and spin of specific pairs of SM fermions.

One productive approach to obtain new information on the SM relies on these
patterns. Ref. [2] rewrites the SM Lagrangian equivalently in terms of a matrix basis,
for all particles (scalar, vector, spin 1/2). It derives a mass relation (classically) for
the quark masses, under a weak SM assumption of a common scalar operator between
the electroweak sectors, using a discrete equivalent basis induced by a SM extension;
spin and gauge degrees of freedom are separated, and the bosons’ degrees of freedom
are formally composite of the fermions. This suggests the possibility of a SM spin-
1/2 basis and associated quantum numbers, under the weak assumption of truncation

that can be tested.

On the other hand, SM extensions with a bottom-up approach, generalizing SM
aspects, have led to restrictions on these parameters, beyond the insight of an en-
compassing theory. For example, grand-unified theories[3] assume a common group
for the interactions, requiring a unique coupling constant at the unification scale,

constraining the SM couplings.

The discrete composite SM quantum numbers suggest such a description of the



elementary particles, and hint at generalization directions. Compositeness is a central
tenet behind many physical systems, in which features are explained in terms of
simpler elements. It means a system’s configurations are divided into two classes,
elementary and composite, where the latter’s degrees of freedom are constructed in
terms of the former’s, and observables manifest these relations. In the case of the
quark model[4], hadron masses are explained in terms of constituent-quark masses.
In superconductivity, Cooper pairs[5], produced by a residual phonon interaction

between two electrons, conform the relevant free-streaming variable.

Thus, in the BCS theory of superconductivity[6] the Cooper-pair energy gap de-
pends on interactions. In an application of this theory to quantum field theory and
elementary particles[7], a four-fermion interaction produces fermion and composite-

boson masses, linking their values.

Based on this type of interaction, applying dynamic mass generation, models were
researched[8] that produce a Higgs-scalar condensate[9], composed of top and antitop
quarks. These models comprise, among others, an extension to vector particles|[10],

applying interaction resummation[11], with consideration of a chiral condensate[12].

In finding the appropriate description of a composite system, the focus is on
effective degrees of freedom, concentrating the relevant information. In quantum
field theory, fundamental variables as coupling constants and masses run, depending

on the energy scale, as renormalization equations take into account interactions.

Once these properties are integrated, a composite configuration has a simple de-
scription in terms of the elementary ones. Compositeness may be present at a fun-
damental level or partially, depending on whether it involves all or selected number
of the relevant degrees of freedom. SM compositeness features may prove useful to
address the SM problem that the fermion sector remains disconnected from the bo-
son elements, and so the masses that they generate, which arise from independent

Lagrangian terms.



In this paper, we derive a mass relation for the heavy quarks in terms of elec-
troweak parameters, and a hierarchy constraint, relying on SM compositeness, using
the common mass-generating Higgs component, in a quantization framework. Con-
centrating on SM heavy particles, boson degrees of freedom can be expressed in terms
of the fermions’, considering spin and isospin. From the electroweak and Yukawa La-
grangian components, the vector Z and W masses are reproduced. The material is
organized thus: in Section II, mass-generating operators are extracted from the elec-
troweak Lagrangian. Section III relates the paper scheme to composite top quark
anti quark Higgs condensate models. In Section IV, such operators are written in a
second-quantized fermion basis; these are used to calculate particle masses and derive

the quark hierarchy constraint, in Section V. Conclusions are drawn in Section VI.

II Vector-scalar and fermion-scalar mass compo-

nents

The SM assumes a Higgs doublet
H(x) = expli6(x) - /(20)] [% ( o ) +v] | (1)

parameterized in terms of @(z) phase fields, with Pauli-matrix generators 7, and the

0 . .
L) through the Higgs mechanism, an
expansion around the scalar potential minimum produces h(zx) as the remaining only

vacuum expectation value (vev) v = v,

physical field, which minimizes the potential. In the unitary gauge, the 8(x) are
absorbed into the vectors’ longitudinal components, and the exponential dependence

is eliminated.

Next, we write the scalar-vector (SV) Lagrangian
1 1 1 1
Lsy = H(2) 59T WH(x) + ég'B“(x)} {Egr - W, (z) + Engu(x) H(z), (2)

where W', (z), i = 1,2,3, are weak vector components, B,(z) is the hypercharge

vector term, and g, ¢’ are the respective coupling constants. In the Higgs mecha-
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nism, H(x) acquires a vev (H(z)) = v, producing the SM mass-generating constant

component, contained in Lgy:
1
Ly =V gm- W) +9'B" ()] [97 - Wu(2) + 9'Bu(@)] v,

which provides masses to the vectors. The fields’ quadratic form is resolved in

1 1, L,
Ly = ! [ = 30120 [ - 312,00 v

2
| — Lo _
v |G w )] | sarwlv=
S ZH DM+ W WM, ()

where the weak isospin generators are 37 = I, with J* = I' +i/? and Y is the
hypercharge operator. This form is expressed in terms of the charged W& ,(z) =
%[Wﬁ (z) F iW;2(x)], and neutral components that decouple in the above quadratic

form:

Zu(a) = i [~gW}(2) + ¢/ B,() (5)
9°+g
Ay(w) = ——[¢W(x) + gBy(x)) (6)

where the photon field A, (z) remains massless: gg'(I*+3Y)A,(z)v = 0, whereas the

obtained masses for the Z and W¥ particles are

2 1 1
My = V(L = gY@ = YV = (" + ") /4 (D)
?+g 2 2
1
MZ = 5vU—1+v = g*v*/4. (8)

We focus on the heavy-quark chiral-(t,b) field components with left-handed dou-
blet

U, () =P ( ZZEEZ; > , (9)



and right-handed singlets ¥yr(x) = Pripi(x), Ypr(z) = Pribp(x), with the projectors
Pr = 5(1475), P, = (1 —~s5). The scalar-fermion (Yukawa) interaction component

Lsr = e (2)H(2)r(z) + v ¥ (2)H(z)hpr(z) + Hee., (10)

where x;, xp are Yukawa constants, and

H(z) = i7°H* (). (11)

The extracted mass-generating term from Lgp, after the Higgs mechanism, is

()

EfM = Xt\/§

V2

As suggested by the Lagrangian components in Eqs. 7, 8, 12, the fields may be

Ve (@) er(z) + xo—=or (2)Vr(2z) + Hoe. (12)

written in terms of a fermion basis, also indicated by the fermion-vector interaction
term. Recalling the SM quantum-number compositeness property, from gauge invari-
ance, bosons are written in terms of fermions, as some vector-field zero components
constitute conserved terms. We concentrate on relevant discrete degrees of freedom:
spin and isospin, in their chiral components, contributing to the masses, as implied
by Egs. 7, 8, 12. The vector field has the form[13] 4, = g, A" = itr”yu’y,,A” in a
spinor basis. The SM Lagrangian is reformulated in a spin-isospin basis, in a similar
procedure to the spin-extended model[2]. The vector-scalar component leading to the
vectors’ masses is, from Eq. 3,

Lov = HT(x)[%gT W () + %g'B“(x)][%gT W () + %g’Bu(x)]H(x) _

1 1 1 1 1,
SH (@)o[597 - W (@) + 50'B"(@)lw 597 - W (2) + 59'B"(@)|yn0H (@),



where the trace here is only over 4 x 4 gamma-matrix indices, and the equality uses

1 1 1
G = W = 7% PL PLr0 + 0% PRy Proo, (14)
1
= EtT%PL%%PL’Yo- (15)

The inclusion of the Pgr, Pp projections shows the freedom in the representa-
tion choice, where the independence of symmetry-operator spaces (spin, isospin) is
manifest, and the tensor product of spaces applies for its generators. Eqs. 14, 15
signal a new basis that separates Lorentz and gauge degrees of freedom, satisfying
the Coleman-Mandula theorem[14], similarly but independently of a proposed SM
extension, in Ref. [2]. With hindsight, the scalar doublet H(x), is written in the spin
basis (using vp) while a full quantum version in second quantization is provided in

Section IV.

Such a formulation introduces an equivalent basis with creation and annihilation
operators incorporating spin and scalar (weak isospin, flavor) components as rele-
vant degrees of freedom, and their vev. Next, we consider SM limits and composite

extensions for which the expansion in this paper is relevant.

III Standard-model limits and its composite ex-

tensions

To face SM puzzles, as the origin of the electroweak breaking or the connection of
the electroweak and Yukawa sectors, relevant limiting-environments are described for
this work; in turn, its calculation leading to the SM vector masses complements these

methods.



Heavy-quark sector behavior

The large-mass limit of SM heavy particles was shown[15] to conserve the SU(2) sym-
metry. Using path integrals, quantum corrections to classical solutions are obtained,
as the Higgs electroweak and Yukawa Lagrangians maintain their forms. Unlike Ref.
[15], initial conditions may be set for the quark components with arbitrary chiral

quarks ur, ug, br, bg.

Chiral perturbation theory

This theory[16] matches the paper’s fermion chiral operator relevant degrees of free-
dom; the choice in Eq. 25 manifests the chiral symmetry is broken, as quarks are

particles with well-defined parity.

Effective theory

The old Fermi theory gives an elementary description of the SM particles and in-
teractions in the low-energy limit, through an effective theory, in terms of fermions.
This is a parameter-reducing approach, connecting, e. g., bilinear scalar and vec-
tor components. So, interactions may be added using only fermions, with various

applications.

Nambu—Jona-Lasinio models

These interactions are constructed from four fermions|7], which come from various
origins, as in the low-energy SM description, in which they manifest a vector-boson

exchange.

In the descripton of SM heavy-particles, such an interaction term, satisfying the

SM symmetries, is chosen in terms of the heaviest fermions’ fields, top and bottom



quarks:

Lo = Ll + GTL1E) ((RPT), (16)
where G is a coupling, 7 is an electroweak index, a, b are color indexes, LY, = UIw,

and we use the ¥ doublet in Eq. 9 with an explicit color index, adapting the t.,b

notation.

Top-quark condensate models

The heavy-particle SM sector suggests common dynamics as an explanation to elec-
troweak symmetry breaking, as this property implies these particles are linked. SM
extensions comprise various schemes and methods that maintain the SM electroweak
structure, providing connections among SM variables, and we list some involving com-
positeness. In one such extension, this entitles the introduction of a four-fermion at-
tractive interaction of Eq. 16, generating, through a Nambu—Jona-Lasinio mechanism|7],
massive quarks, and a composite Higgs particle, whose main component is a top-

antitop pair, producing a condensate in various models[21].

The original scalar doublet is represented by

= 1 b (14 )t &
da—( " — iy ®
o 7 ( (1 4 gt 1Ty (17)

P o ind =1 (18)

An alternative formulation with the same physical contents is given by considering

from Eq. 16:

- i i i ‘
LA = L — (My®' + VG %) (My® + VG, TP (19)

new

= ~ .1 ; = ia,, %1 ~T -
= WPU — VCMy(®' 150P + B 15D") — M2D' &', (20)



where M is a mass parameter, and we introduce the auxiliary fields

~ 1 G 4+ 4GB . .

Three conform Goldstone bosons that eventually are absorbed by vector bosons. leav-
ing the physical Higgs. The equations of motion from Eq. 19 imply Eqs. 17, 18,

defining their constants.

This composite structure reproduces the SM as a minimum-energy solutions. The
Higgs mechanism implies a scalar composite scalar encompassing a quark condensate

of a composite Higgs, manifesting vev of the scalar real field [8] (H(x)) = v

A quark condensate[9] is based on previous work[8, 10] that connected the NJL
theory to the renormalization group, and improved its predictions. In theory, within
an energy scale A ~ 10% MeVs, the renormalization group reveals that top quark
condensation is fundamentally based upon the ‘infrared fixed point’ for the top quark
Higgs-Yukawa coupling[17, 18]. The ‘infrared’ fixed point originally predicted that
the top quark would be heavy, contrary to the prevailing view of the early 1980s. Such
a point implies that it is strongly coupled to the Higgs boson at very high energies,
corresponding to the Landau pole of the Higgs-Yukawa coupling. At this high scale
a bound-state Higgs is formed in the ‘infrared’, as the coupling thus relaxes to its
measured value of order unity. The SM renormalization group fixed point prediction
is about 220 GeV, as the observed top mass is roughly 20% lower than this prediction.
The simplest top condensation models are now ruled out by the LHC discovery of the
Higgs boson at a mass scale of 125 GeV. However, extended versions of the theory,
introducing more particles, can be consistent with the observed top quark and Higgs

boson masses.

Either results are too restrictive, not in agreement with experiment or open to
new processes, and parameters, losing predictability. Still, they provide a framework
in which the below results can be formulated. Other approaches include the direct

Bether-Salpeter equation, introducing QCD corrections, technicolor, and extended
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Higgs doublets.

The Higgs mechanism[19] implies massive-field configurations for vectors and
fermions as the scalar field is expanded around the minimum energy state. Mas-
sive quarks are Dirac particles, but their original chiral components can be used as a
basis. Such massless components maintain their quantum numbers but acquire mass.
In a mode expansion over momentum degrees of freedom, we need only look at the

mass components.

The pervasive original SM electroweak Yukawa masses framed in these composite
extensions, described the Higgs conditions from the Higgs field, are a framework for

the which the free-particle quantized description below is relevant.

Extensions and basis in a Lagrangian formulation

Beyond the SM (BSM) theories can be tested, viewed as approximations to the SM,

through a sytematic perturbative expansion, involving the SM Lagrangian:

Lsy = Lpsm + Lsy — Lsu (22)

contains the SM Lagrangian and Lpgy, with through successive corrections, Lgy —
Lpsu-

A second interpretation of the expansion is of a different new basis that can be

tested, as it is obtained from the old one by
[N) = et =£0|0), (23)

providing a solution. We conjecture a Lagrangian that assumes an additive opera-
tor organization, thus, a unitary transformation perturbation expansion can be con-
structed through Hermitian operators Ly + Lo — Ly, suggesting an expansion in
Lo — Ly corrections. To the extent the original SM is maintained, gauge-invariance

theorems, under the Higgs mechanism, based on a lattice description[20], hold.
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IV Second-quantized field expansion

We use the 8-element massive basis for the t quark (and the b), conformed of a tensor
product of the spaces isospin, momentum, spin, gxs = aaras. We concentrate on the
top and bottom quarks ¢ = t,b, the up and down spin polarization, ¢ =T, |, as these
constitute the most massive fermions, with masses of the order of the SM massive
bosons. As we deal with a QCD-scalar SM sector, any quark color is understood. The
momentum (or space) degrees of freedom are factored out; for definiteness, among the
new components, we choose the lowest-energy fermion operator, the massive mode,
with k — 0, as any mode is representative, given the Lorentz and gauge invariance.

Such objects satisfy the anticommutation relations

with Kronecker deltas understood for defined indices. Quarks q;r have the same quan-
tum numbers as antiquark operators ¢;, with antiquarks given by cjg . Action on the
vacuum is ¢;|0) = 0, ¢|0) = 0. The normalization is set for the massive states,
(0lq:q/10) = (0]@ig!|0) = 1.

Given the chirality’s admixture of positive and negative massive frequencies, these

operators can be broken into their right and left components and are represented! by

1
Q$ = E(C]LT + qTLT)a (25)

and the antiquark annihilation operator, the orthogonal combination

_ 1
q, = E(QLT - QETL (26)

and the hermitian and the spin T<+| equations. These relations imply for the quiral

L, R quark-basis components, using Eq. 24, the anticommutation relations {qgw o j} =

1Strictly speaking, the massive k — 0 quark component is obtained from the off-shell massless
operators; their k;, —k redundancy is eliminated in such a limit. For example, t}(ﬁ(k) corresponds
to EL¢(—k).
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0ij00¢0qq» and @, Q" = R, L, and for anticommutator of creation-creation and annihilation-

annihilation operators, zero.

operator Q k B Y I3 rr s, 5
thy 2/3 1 1/3 4/3 0 0 1/2 1/2
th, 2/3 -1 1/3 4/3 0 0  -1/2 1/2
th 2/3 -1 1/3 1/3 1/2 1/2 1/2 1/2
th 2/3 1 1/3 1/3 1/2 1/2 -1/2 1/2
D -1/3 1 1/3 -2/3 0 0 1/2 1/2
b, -1/3 -1 1/3 -2/3 0 0  -1/2 1/2
b -1/3 -1 1/3 1/3 0 -1/2 1/2 1/2 1/2
by, 1/3 1 1/3 1/3  -1/2 1/2 -1/2 1/2
w3 0 10 0 0 1 1 1
H,, H] 0 — 0 1 -1/2 1/2 0 0

Table 1: Eigenvalues for t- and b-quark operators, and their combinations for the
neutral-vector W2, and neutral-scalar H components, defined respectively in Eqs. 34
and 37. The operators are: the electric charge Q = I3+ %Y, the momentum direction
for the massless fermion basis k, the baryon number B, hypercharge Y, weak isospin
component I®, weak isospin square I? (I, within I,(I, + 1)), spin component along 2
S., and total spin S? (S, within S,(S, +1)).

On Table 1 we describe these fermions written in terms of right-handed (R) and
left-handed components (L), with their quantum numbers whose operators are pre-
sented next. The relevant SM bosons and conserved quantities are bilinear compo-
nents that can be written in this basis; we assume they are formulated after the
Higgs mechanism. One-body operators are constructed from matrix elements in a
generic basis |i), and associated operators a;, as Op — Zij<z'|0p|j)aj»aj. We write
the operators that define these states and also the SM vertices; some of these oper-
ators constitute symmetry generators obtained from conserved charges, and we list

relevant ones:

For the scalar isospin and hypercharge, the same separation can be made, where
the sequence in Eq. 13 contains the adjoint-representation fields Wﬁ, and the field

B,,. Starting with the latter’s associated hypercharge operator, we include a flavor
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space for the t, b quark pair:

4 2 1
Y:)thR_g bR+§<ptL+PbL)7 (27>

where, e.g, P, =Y. |t14)(t1i] a neutral component that sums over the spin elements
generated by the 7, in Eq. 13. In its second quantized form,
4 20 L i
Y = Z[gtmtm = gbRribri + (Lt + bp;bLi)l. (28)

)

Other operators are given in such a form. The SU(2);, generators I*:

P = 33 (it = b (29)
It =1'4il” =) bpth,, (30)
I =T"—il" =) tb}, (31)
satisfying [I3, 7] = I, [[3,17] = =1, [IT,17] = 23, [Y,I%3] = 0; the baryon
number

B = % Z(t}gitm + bgiTbgi + th it + bl b, (32)

and spin component along 2
S. = % > (ahraar — dhyaq1), (33)

qQ

satisfying [S., B] = 0, [S.,Y] =0, [B,Y] =0, [S., [¥3] = 0, [V, [+3] = 0, [B, [*3] =
0.

Composite states may also be constructed that generalize Cooper pairs in super-
conductivity. In particular, bispinor operators describe bosons, except for combina-
tions of the form qg ng & O ¢;rgir, Which cannot form a state, as each term in the pair
requires the same creation operator, so that the non-vanishing operator acting on |0)

is squared, based on the massive-state normalization of ¢/|0), g!]0).
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Similarly, the neutral vector
Wf = tTLTtLT - tL,tLJ, - bTLTbLT + bthi (34)

has quantum numbers as in Table 1. W7 is derived from terms of the form 7°W?(x)
in Eq. 13, shares with I? weak isospin quantum numbers, and has also spin 1 under
the Lorentz group. Regarding the freedom in defining boson operators as I and W32,
we note we choose them so as to reproduce the fermion coupling, and in particular,
the chirality property. Other components can be constructed, e. g., by applying step

operators; these are presented in the Appendix.

The Higgs field is constructed so that gauge invariance is satisfied, with quantum
numbers common for the t and b field components:

Hy =Y |tri)(tLil (35)
with isospin-hypercharge i® = —1/2, y = 1, also manifest in Eq. 11. A similarity
transformation can be used to obtain the component:

Hy, = > |bri) (bril, (36)
with 2 =1/2, y = —1.

The SM assumes conventionally a classical procedure for the vev; it assumes action
on fields is through a multiplicative constant. Here we extend such an approach in
that relevant degrees of freedom are considered in the expectation value, departing
from the same field arrangement. The main purpose of this calculation is to write
SM vertices in this basis, and to relate the vector-boson masses in the scalar-vector
(SV) vertex, and fermion masses in the scalar-fermion (SF) Yukawa term. Vector

operators are constructed so as to match vertices, fermion chirality and coupling.

Thus, the electroweak vertex operator in Eq. 13 that defines the mass-component
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Hamiltonian squared contains the scalar

v

H = 3 e (thats + th toy) + Xe (bl bry + b bry)] (37)
v

= 0eH+ xoH}), (38)

where Yy, X, are parameters, and
Hy = thit +th it (39)
Hy, = Dblhbrr + bl by, (40)

are associated to H,, Hy in Eqgs. 35, 36, respectively. The freedom choice of xy, x4
reflects an extended parameter space in the scalar-vector term implying a symmetry

is present, akin to custodial symmetry|[2].

V Particle Masses

Using the second-quantized fermion basis, we calculate the SM-vector masses. From

Eqgs. 25, 26, we find the conditions
(Of; HyH;0) = 2 (41)

(see Appendix), where we define the antinormal ordering as the operation that anti-

commutes creation operators to the right, subtracting the vev component:
cath;= —ba’ abli=ab’ (42)

matching the classical normalization in Ref. [2].

V.1 W= mass

We use the spin-1 quantized component (see appendix)* W = %[le + zWyl +

(W2 + zWyz)] = 2tTLTbL¢, which reproduces 770", 77 = 7! +i72, 0t = 0! +i0?, and

2The same calculation can be done for the opposite polarization W=, = %[Wj — zWyl +i(W2 —
iw2)].
y
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o represent the spin-associated Pauli matrices. [H, Wi = 2(xH} — x»HL"), where
H}! = t}rﬁbu, H = tTLTbRi leading to (see Appendix)

1

* * 1
59W1];10) = (xel® + xol® + X + xexg) =920 (43)

1
(0]; [vH, §ng]T[vH, 1

Coincidence with the classical result for the W mass in Eq. 7 requires

Ixel® + x> + X5 xe + xexg = 1. (44)

Assuming y; real, x, and imaginary, the cross term is eliminated, implying the re-

striction in coincidence with the result with a spin basis[2].

Pael® + bol* = 1. (45)

V.2 Z, mass

The neutral second-quantization operator in Eqs. 28, 29 have H as eigenoperator:
9°1* = 39°Y, H] = —5(¢° + ¢”)H 5o

1

1 1
T 39 VoHl'lg’’ = 367, vH; 0) = (46)

(el + bal® + xixe + xexs) (6 + g%)v? /8,

with SM consistency requiring condition in Eq. 44.

Eq. 46 is consistent with the expectation value of a normalized configuration com-
posed of a combination of fields with the coupling constant interpreted as normalization[31,
32]; thus, $¢7%|0) is the state associated to W§ with normalization (0]37%7%]0) = N,

g = 2/ N, where orthogonality eliminates the cross terms.
In comparison, H,, in Egs. 35, 36, has normalized expressions|2] \%Hoq, %(Hoq +

H;fq), while H,, in Eqs. 39, 40 are normalized as v/2H,, H, + H;f.
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Thus, the Higgs component defines also the mass operator

v
H, = E [Xt(t},rtm + thtu) + Xb(bTLTbRT + bTL¢bR¢>]= (47)

with the normalization set by the property?
v v
0|— —.
(0] 7 7
H,, reproduces the mass relation: (0[; [Hy,, 2(Wi" + W) [H,,, (Wi + W)];|0) =

H,0) = — (48)

(Ixel® + [xo® + X3 + xexi) 39%0* (see Appendix).

V.3 Top, bottom quark masses

In turn, H,, is the resulting Yukawa operator that gives mass to fermions

L H, + Hf, = E > et + 78 + xo(blb; + b5,)]. (49)

H,, reproduces the mass relations

(Hon o+ H) 1] = ot = et (50)
[H,, + HE bl = 22208 = mybl, (51)

V2
(and corresponding rules for annihilation operators,) where y;, x;, are interpreted as

the t, b Yukawa coeflicients.

We shall use the demand of coincidence with standard model to limit x;;. Egs.
50, 51 are compared to the mass-giving for a vector in Eq. 44. Given the assumption
of the same underlying operator, we associate generic scalars in Eqs. 37, 47, implying

for the fermion masses
me® +my? = 0?2, (52)

which reproduces the relation in Ref. [2], where the quantum extension encompasses

a phase parameter from Eq. 44.

3The phase can be fixed by redefining H,.
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V.4 Composite-scalar vacuum expectation value
The Higgs component H,, in Eq. 47 obtains the vev, using Eq. 48,
v

(01 Hm|0) = \@(Xt + Xv), (53)

assuming for the Yukawa coefficients the assumed polar form |x;|e’ and |xs|, with 6

the relative phase. The demand that (0|H,,|0) = — 75 leads to
xe +efxp = 1. (54)

This implies the quantized contribution

X = VI + Dl + ol (e + =), (55)
satisfies the normalization in Eq. 44; in other words, the classical W, Z masses are
consistent with a quantum mechanically constrained vev.

From the classical normalization condition[2],

Ixtl = V1= |xo|? (56)

is substituted into x in Eq. 55, and the latter is plotted in Fig. 1. Interestingly,
the correct x near 1 values constrain |y,| to small values, more likely in the denser
0 region, as it approaches 7/2 (a similar condition is obtained for 7/2 < 6 < ),
predicting the my, m;, mass hierarchy; thus, |x,| < 1, (or, less likely, |x,| ~ 1), so Eq.
44 reproduces the m; ~ v/ V/2 mass prediction.

VI Conclusions

This paper deals with the low-energy regime in which the scalar Higgs field acquires
a vev, generating mass upon itself and the other fields. Boson fields are written

in a composite description, with a chiral fundamental-representation fermion basis
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Figure 1: x component in Eq. 55, compared with expected value 1, as obtained in
Mz, My, Eqs. 43, 46, constrained by Eq. 54, as function of 6 phase and y;, favoring,
e. g, 0<|x| <1,and so 0 < |x¢| < 1.

producing vectors in the adjoint one, and reproducing the SM*. Their associated SM

quantum numbers support such connections.

Effectively, we focus on the scalar-vector and scalar-fermion vertex mass com-
ponents, providing the vector and fermion masses. Within such vertices, the field’s
spatial component is factored out, so we concentrate on discrete spin-isospin de-
grees of freedom, relevant in mass generation. A common mass-giving scalar element
appears in each vertex that identifies the scalar field in the two expressions. The
second-quantized SM W and Z masses in Eqs. 43, 46, respectively, are reproduced
under the normalization condition 44, which restricts quark masses, with Eq. 52
as particular case, from shared quantum numbers of scalar generators with s, ¢
parameters; under a hierarchy condition, m; ~ v/ V2 is reproduced. The vev normal-
ization condition in Eq. 48 implies Eq. 44; demanding the classical normalization in
Eq. 56, one derives general hierarchy condition for m; and m,;, as shown in Fig. 1.

Based on current values of m; = 172 —176 GeV, extracted kinetically or through pole

4By construction, the Higgs particle remains in the weak doublet representation.
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methods|22], this relation is satisfied with a .6% accuracy.

In comparison, Ref. [2] constructs an equivalent spin basis, departing from a
SM extension, within a classical description; it also digresses on applying the same
scheme to the lower-mass quarks, although they are irrelevant at v scales. Consistency
with the W, Z masses imposes a normalization for Ref. [2] for the arbitrary Yukawa

parameters X, X; with the freedom of choice within a symmetry.

Ref. [2] applies a Clifford algebra to describe fermions and boson degrees of
freedom within a SM Lagrangian operator and state representation; here, discrete
degrees of freedom are separated from such an algebra, and the vev emerges from

quantized operators, which supports and complements the Ref. [2] framework.

The fields’ fermion expression encompasses two interpretations: a formal one, as a
basis reflecting the SM’s composite structure or as a physical one, suggesting common
dynamics, akin as pair behavior in superconductivity theories[6]. The operators can

be also interpreted as a model on its own.

The usual SM description expands classically the scalar around the vev at low
energy, extracting the fields’ mass. We consider quantum aspects, concentrating on
the spin, isospin operators involved, with new information obtained: a mass relation,

with a phase connection.

Thus, this work’s quantum approach can enrich SM extensions that connect the
t- b-quarks with a scalar Bose-Einstein condensate. Quantization applications pro-
vide SM information, as this and other work[23] use compositeness, complement-
ing other methods: through monopoles[24], gravity[25], anomaly cancellation and
supergravity[26], gauge invariance[27], and spin[28, 29, 30, 31, 32]. Further links and
connections in phenomenological constants within the SM will enhance these beyond-

the-SM frameworks.

In conclusion, independently of whether compositeness is formal or physical, the

mathematical second-quantized fermion-basis fields” presentation expresses SM prop-

21



erties, as heavy-particle degrees of freedom can be described in simple elements.

Appendix

5 operator

This pseudoscalar operator is relevant, as the electroweak interactions are chiral.
It is written in second-quantized form, in terms of massive fermionic operators (using

one mode):

¥ o= > (dld +qae+dd+qa), (A1)
q

with four eigenvalues as

1

Gy = ﬁ(fﬁ +q) (A2)
ay = %(‘ﬂ —q,), (A3)

obtained by inverting Eqgs. 25, 26, and satisfying canonical anticommutation relations.

In terms of these chiral operators,

A5 = Z(QEZ‘QR@' - qTLiQLi)' (A4>

%

Vevs are obtained for
H; = QEiQLi7 (A5>
written in terms of such chiral fermion operators:
(Hy+ Hl + H + H)) = (dlo — @,a] + da — ©4) (A6)
= {da+da +qa +da —2), (A7)
implying Eq. 48. To calculate (H'H), H in Eq. 37, its components satisfy, e. g.,
((absary) abaares) = (G aardiars) = (@Qadla)) = 1, (AS8)
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while for cross terms

( (ahras)ial arys) = Gabiareda) ary) =0,
which lead to Eq. 41.

We provide the second quantized W} (labeled by 77):

Wg = 7= Z(tTLitLi - bTLibLi)7

1

1

Wy = = (P i) = V2D butl,

0 \/5( ) i LitL
1

Wy = 77 =—=(F —if?) =v2) b,

0 \/5( ) i Li%L;

W2 = thtp, +t] try — blbry — b bry),

W = V2(thbry + ] b1p)

Wy = Vbt +0)ts),
W;_ = —Zﬂ(tszLJ, - t}/ibLT)a
- f
W, = —2\/§(bmtu - bTLJLT)a
W2 = thitpy —th tr, — bl by + 0 bry,
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(A9)

(A10)

(A11)

(A12)

(A13)

(A14)

(Al5)

(A16)

(A7)

(A18)

(A19)



W,;L = ﬁ(tTLTbLT_tTubLi)v (A20)
W, = \/ﬁ(bTLTtLT_bTLJLi) (A21)

The W-mass calculation uses W;t = \%(Wj +iW,[) = 2tTLTbL o

The expectation value with H uses: [H, Wi = 2(x.H} — xoHL"), with H}! =

thibry, Hi' = tbry. For direct terms, e. g.,
G (tTLTbRi)TtTLTbR¢S> = b;utLTqETQRTﬁ =0, (A22)
while for cross terms,
G (Ot thybrys) = 1, (A23)

which lead to Eq. 43.
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