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Abstract We revisit the decoupling effects associated with
heavy particles in the renormalization group running of
the vacuum energy in a mass-dependent renormalization
scheme. We find the running of the vacuum energy stem-
ming from the Higgs condensate in the entire energy range
and show that it behaves as expected from the simple dimen-
sional arguments meaning that it exhibits the quadratic sensi-
tivity to the mass of the heavy particles in the infrared regime.
The consequence of such a running to the fine-tuning prob-
lem with the measured value of the Cosmological Constant
is analyzed and the constraint on the mass spectrum of a
given model is derived. We show that in the Standard Model
(SM) this fine-tuning constraint is not satisfied while in the
massless theories this constraint formally coincides with the
well known Veltman condition. We also provide a remark-
ably simple extension of the SM where saturation of this
constraint enables us to predict the radiative Higgs mass cor-
rectly. Generalization to constant curvature spaces is also
given.

1 Introduction

It is widely accepted that our today’s universe is undergoing
the phase of the accelerated expansion which is commonly
explained by the presence of the Cosmological Constant (CC)
A. However, the value of A required by experiment is in
a contradiction with the values emerging from the physics
scales associated with known phase transitions in the uni-
verse so that severe fine-tuning has to be applied which is at
heart of the CC problem. To recall the main aspects of this
problem we begin with the Standard Model (SM) formulated
on the classical curved background. In order to construct a
renormalizable gauge theory in an external gravitational field
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one starts from the classical action (with ¢ as the Higgs dou-
blet field)

Svac = /d4x\/ —& {ESM + & <PT<PR +a1Rlztv05ﬂ +a2R12Lv

+a3R2+a4DR— (R+2Avac)}- (L

1

1671 G y4c
The renormalization procedure for the theory (1) consists of
the renormalization of the SM matter fields, couplings and
masses, non-minimal coupling & and the gravitational cou-
plings a1,2.3,4, Gyac and Ayac. We are going to work in the
low energy domain of the gravitational physics and, for that
reason, the short distance effects from the higher derivative
terms aj 2 3.4, in (1) are not important for our considerations,
and so we start with the usual bare Hilbert—Einstein action
with coupling constants Gyyc, Avae supplemented with non-
minimal coupling &:

Sug = /d4xv—g{ Lsu+&°¢ToR

167G

vac

(R + 2A3ac)}. )

The bare quantities are defined with the superscript “0”. Let
us focus on the CC itself which, as we mentioned above,
must be renormalized and the connection with experimen-
tally measured value pphys is achieved via the renormaliza-
tion condition (see Eq. (8) below) imposed on the vacuum
energy density:

0

A
0 \vac vac
_~vac 3
(on) 871 GO )

vac

at some energy scale p so that p3*(u). Moreover, in the

presence of the dynamical cosmological background charac-
vac

terized by the time-dependent Hubble parameter H (¢), p)
can be dynamical p*° (i, t) that will be reflected in the evo-

lution of p}* via:
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apvaC(t)
1(\1—[ = F(Hv Pmatter s p}l\ac» .. ')7 (4)

which is the important ingredient for cosmological evolu-
tion. Currently, there is no consensus on whether p}* (i, 1)
depends on ¢. Even if it is time-dependent, to understand the
precise form of (4) one may go back to the time-independent
RG problem:

0P} (1)
T Zﬂpy\dt(gl’ml5 Mv"')’ (5)

where g; and m; are the dimensionless couplings and masses
respectively. The g; and m; are also supplemented with their
own Renormalization Group (RG) equations.

Besides p)*°, the physical vacuum energy pphys consists
of several additional parts. One of these parts is “induced”
contribution pjpg(w) to the vacuum energy density arising
from the vacuum condensates. For example, if ¢y, is the
value of the Higgs field ¢ (x) which minimizes the Higgs

potential V (¢)
2 % Aov o2
Vig) = —m7¢lo+ S0 )", (6)

the Higgs condensate contribution (at the classical level) to
the vacuum energy is

m* (1)
20w

Pind(1) = V(@yac) = — @)

Besides the vacuum and induced terms we may have addi-
tional effects from the higher derivative terms in (1) as well as
corrections from quantum gravity. Again, these contributions
can be classified as coming from purely quantum effects and
therefore expected to be p-dependent and some also time-
dependent due to the expanding background, and therefore
contributing to (4). All in all, the physical value is measured
at the cosmological RG scale p., which is experimentally
given by . = O(1073) eV, as

Pphys = PR(1e) + Pina(pe) + ... = 1074 GeVE. (8)

The problem now is that if we use the experimental Higgs
mass My = 125 GeV, then the corresponding value | ping| =~
108 GeV*. In order to keep the QFT consistent with astro-
nomical observations, one has to demand that the parts con-
tributing to the ppnys should cancel with the accuracy dictated
by the current data. For example, if we neglect all the ... terms
in (8), the p}* and pjnq should cancel with the precision of
55 decimal orders. This is the CC fine-tuning problem [1,2].

To understand deeper this tuning, one has to take into
account the decoupling effects due to massive particles.
Clearly, we expect that contribution to the RG running from
the particle of mass m should change dramatically, as we go
from p > m to u < m regime. Moreover, requiring the
absence (or, at least, reduction) of the tuning may provide

@ Springer

a constraint on the spectrum of the particle physics models.
In this paper, we deal with the time-independent classical
curved background and will derive the RG evolution of p}*
and pjpq of the form (5) taking into account the decoupling
effects due to massive particles by using the mass-dependent
RG formalism.

The motivation for this work is threefold:

e to derive the leading decoupling effects on the RG run-
ning of pphys. Along the way, we will comment on the
inconsistencies of the similar derivation presentedin [11],
as we demonstrate the importance of considering the RG
running of the total vacuum energy p3*¢ + pjnq since,
although p}*¢ and piq Tun separately, it is only the sum
that exhibits behavior consistent with the Appelquist—
Carazzone decoupling theorem [4].

e to elucidate the implications of these results on the mass
spectrum of the SM as well as its extensions. As an out-
come, we present a simple phenomenological extension
of the SM predicting the Higgs mass correctly.

e to provide the generalization of these results to the con-
stant curvature spaces important for studies of curvature-
induced running of the vacuum energy as well as

curvature-induced phase transitions.

The paper is structured as follows. In the next Sect. 2
we briefly discuss the RG running of the CC in the simple
¢*-theory highlighting the necessary RG formalism we use
later and also discuss the basic issue of decoupling in the
RG running. In Sect. 3 we extend the RG approach to the
full SM, in both, mass-independent and mass-dependent RG
schemes. Section 4 deals with applications of the derived
heavy-mass threshold effects within and beyond the SM and
Sect. 6 presents our conclusions. In “Appendices” we provide
the technical details, as well as generalize the flat spacetime
results to the spaces with constant curvature.

2 RG running of the Cosmological Constant

To prepare for the discussion of the RG dependence of the
CC and to setup the formalism, let us consider the skeleton
Lagrangian for the real scalar:

L oo 14
L=— —AQ".
ST+ AP ©)

The schematic contributions to the one-loop effective poten-
tial, up to the four external legs, are shown in Fig. 1.

Correspondingly to this diagrammatic picture and for a
general QFT, the renormalized effective potential can be split
into two pieces: the ¢-independent (vacuum) term corre-
sponding to the diagram Fig. 1a and the ¢-dependent “scalar”
term connected with diagrams Fig. 1b, c:
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Fig. 1 a The one-loop contributions to the vacuum part of CC are just bubbles of matter fields without external legs; b the one-loop two-point
function contributing to the induced part of the CC. ¢ The one-loop four-point function contributing to the induced part of the CC

V(XS ¢, m% A, 1) = Vaae (PR, m?, A, 1)
+ Vical (@, m?, &, ), (10)

where the parameter p}*° = p}* (1) depends on the vacuum

cosmological constant and will be defined in the next section.
In order to understand the origin of this splitting, one intro-
duces the functional called the effective action of the vacuum
[yac. It is part of the full effective action which is left when
the mean scalar field ¢ is set to zero: I'y,e = I'[¢p = O].
Thus, it is a pure quantum object which only depends on
the set of parameters P = m, X, ... of the classical theory.
At the functional level, the generating functional W for the
vacuum-to-vacuum transition amplitude is

W[J =0] =elwe = fm) e'Sles /=01 (11)

where the source J is set to zero. In this way, the functional
[yac 1s the generator of the proper vacuum-to-vacuum dia-
grams.

The RG-invariance of the full renormalized effective
potential reads (where y,,m? = B,,2):

D e 2 s g
R R— m —_— — vac ——————
P TP g T Gz T YeP g T PR G prae
xV (o, ¢, m* 1, p) = 0. (12)

Using (10), we now show that Eq.(12) is, in fact, a sum of
two independent RG equations,

LR S S
_— _— m —-= vac ————
P TP a5 TV G T PR G pvae

X Vyac (R, m*, &, ) = 0, (13)
d 3

<Ma—+,3k—+)/mm py) —y¢¢a¢>

XVscal(d)sm sA, ) = 0. (14)

To prove this, notice that from the RG-invariance of the renor-
malized effective action follows the p-independence of the
renormalized functional I'y,. and, therefore, we arrive at the
first identity (13) for the vacuum part of the effective poten-
tial, while the second identity is then the result of the sub-
traction of (13) from (12). We will illustrate this point later.

The net result is that the vacuum and matter parts of the
effective potential are overall p-independent separately and
no cancelation between them is expected.

2.1 Vacuum part of the CC

vac

Let us compute the Vyac (o} ,mZ, A, W) object at the one-

loop level. We start from

1
- 167GY,,

vac

SHE =

/d4x\/_{ R +2A Vac } + Smatter-
(15)

As it is well-known the AY, -dependent part has exactly the

form of the bare vacuum energy density (3)':

0

A
vac __ vac . 16
(pA) 8 GO ( )

vac

In the standard QFT, the loop-divergent terms in the vacuum
density are absorbed by the bare cosmological constant term
( pg)va‘: of the Hilbert—FEinstein action. For this, we split the
bare term (,0%)Vac as

(PRI = P () + 8p)°, (17)

where the counterterm §p)*¢ depends on the regularization
and the renormalization scheme. Specifically, the one-loop
effects encoded in VV(;C) modify this relation as follows:

vac m2 Ay b)) =

1 1
Vaae (P (PR + Viad = () +8p 0+ Vi

(18)

Now, starting from (11), the variation of vacuum-to-
vacuum transition amplitude with mass m leads to the
(Euclidean) Green’s function at coincident points [3]

A .
Swe = pm* is used where

! Sometimes, in the literature (,09\)Vac = gre
vac

h is treated as an independent parameter.

@ Springer
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0 1 .
mlogW[J =0] = —E/d'}ngE(O) with Ag(0)

k1
Qm)" k2 + m?

_ 3!
 (4mn/2

n
K-,
(19)

In terms of Feynman diagrams this is just the vacuum bubble
shown in Fig.1a. Integrating this equation and adding ( ,09\ )vac
we obtain the vacuum energy density (18) as:

W[J =0] =e /9% Ve with V.

= (pR)" + Vi = (o)™
L 1r(1 ”) (20)
(4m)"/2 n 2/
The pole of the Gamma function in four dimensions I"(1 —
5) ~2/(n—4)soforn — 4:

- 4 2 47 p? 3
A . ~2). 21
we =g o M e TYET S @

Equation (21) is divergent and needs a subtraction. If we
adopt the M S subtraction scheme, the counterterm 8033 gets
fixed in such a way that the renormalized vacuum energy
density at 1-loop is

PR (1) + 8p3 + V)

4 2
vac m m 3

In— —=).
(M)+64 3 (n/ﬂ 2)

(22)

Vvac(py\aca m2’ A, ) =

This is the result for Vya(m?, A, P3¢, 1) at 1-loop. Notice
that it is a pure quantum object that (to one-loop order)
depends only on the parameter m of the classical Lagrangian
and does not depend (to this order) on A.

Itis clear from (22) that the cosmological constant is renor-
malized according to:

O\yvac __ n—4 m4 1 vac 2
T s P RO () (23)
and

a,OXIC /3 m4

TP 3272

(24)

This is the expression for v calculated in the M S scheme.

In writing this equation we used the renormalized mass
because the RG equations must involve only finite (renor-
malized) quantities. However, so far, we only computed the
vacuum bubble in the free theory, where renormalized and
bare masses are the same. In the interacting theory, we have
to take care about the renormalization of the mass m itself.
The leading mass correction is based on the correction to

@ Springer

Fig. 2 The two-loop contribution to the cosmological constant in ¢*
theory

the scalar propagator shown in Fig. 1b and after the standard
calculation we arrive at:
31 1 am? 3x
2 2 )
= 1 —_ —_— —_—=
o= ( (4n)2n—4> — Poan T G
(25)

The addition of the interactions modifies the renormaliza-
tion of the cosmological constant according to the two-loop
diagram shown in Fig. 2.

which leads to:

n

my 11"(1 n)
(4m)n/2 n 2

— 2
3X0 mg 2 n
S AN 26
* 8 |:(4rr)"/ 2 2 (26)
To put this expression in the renormalized form we have to
replace the bare mass by the renormalized one using (25),

while we can use renormalized quartic coupling Ao = A to
this order. One obtains:

4 n—4
_ (0yvac m s — 3% !
Viac = (pp)™" + 204m)2n —4 (1 4r)in—4

+ finite 27

Viac = (pg)\)vac +

where we observe that the leading term is written in terms of
the renormalized mass. It is clear from (27) that the cosmo-
logical constant is then renormalized according to:

O\vac __ , n—4 m4 1 1 3x 1 vac
Pa)™ = n 2(471)2;1—4( T W@nln— )+p/‘ W)

m* A

Note again that there is no correction to the RG to the leading
order in A. Basically, each of the two bubbles in Fig. 2 acts as
a mass correction to the other one and gets reabsorbed into
the renormalized mass.

2.2 Decoupling effects

By definition, the RG equation (28) holds in the region @ >
m and to go to the opposite regime u < m would require to
take into account: (1) the contribution of heavy particles at
the energies near their mass, (2) the residual effects from the
heavy particles at energies well below their mass.
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It is well-known that the decoupling of heavy particles
does not hold in a mass-independent scheme like the M S,
and for this reason they must be decoupled by hand using
the sharp cut-off procedure or some of the mass-dependent
schemes. The quantum effects of the massive particles are,
in principle, suppressed at low energies by virtue of the
Appelquist-Carazzone theorem [4], so that in the region
below the mass of the particle its quantum effects become
smaller. At this point we need the relation between the IR and
the UV regions which would require to extend the Wilson RG
for the quantitative description of the threshold effects, and
to apply a mass-dependent RG formalism.

On purely dimensional grounds, in the regime u < m
one expects the corrections to the CC of the type u?m?.
These corrections can be seen from the fact that in a mass-
dependent subtraction scheme a heavy mass m enters the
B-functions through the dimensionless combination w/m,
so that the CC, being a dimension-4 quantity, is expected to
have the B-function corrected as follows:

2 4
(oo, 2) = amb (2) e (2) it
(29)

where a,b and ¢ are some coefficients, mjjgne is some light
mass might <K i, and the dots stand for terms suppressed by
higher order powers of ;/m < 1. Equipped with the neces-
sary RG formalism and expectation of decoupling behavior
based on the dimensional analysis, we will show how one
can deal with the decoupling effect in the full SM and how
to calculate explicitly the coefficients a, b, ¢ for any model.

3 RG running of the Cosmological Constant in the
Standard Model

Before discussing the mass-dependent RG schemes relevant
for decoupling, let us recall the results in the usual MS
scheme.

3.1 Mass-independent (M S) scheme
The renormalized effective potential of the SM, V, can be

written in the ’t Hooft-Landau gauge and the M S scheme as
[5.6]

V(RS ¢, m* A ) = Vo+ Vit (30)
where A; = (g, g, A, h;) runs over all dimensionless cou-

plings and Vp, V; are the tree level potential and the one-loop
correction respectively, namely

1 1
Vo = —Emzqsz - gw“, 31)

Table 1 Contributions to the effective potential (32) from the SM par-
ticles W=, Z0, top quark ¢, Higgs ¢ and the Goldstone bosons X1,2.3

D i n; Ki K[-m Ci

w* 1 6 g2/4 0 5/6
z0 2 3 g2 +g%/4 0 5/6
t 3 -12 y2/2 0 3/2
) 4 1 31/2 1 3/2
Xi 5 3 1/2 1 3/2

Ny M?
Vi = 26;’71\4;‘@) |:10g ;L(2¢) ~ Cl} N

i=l1
with?

M () = ¢® — «i"'m?, (33)
and coefficients n;, k;, Kl.’”, and ¢; defined in Table 1.

M 12 (¢) are the tree-level expressions for the background-
dependent masses of the particles that enter in the one-
loop radiative corrections, namely M| = my, My = mz,
M3 = my, My = mHiggs, M5 = MGoldstone- The parameter
P3¢ () is the SM analogue of the renormalized cosmologi-
cal constant p}* () for the real scalar field discussed in the
previous section. Repeating the procedure as before, we split
the effective potential into two pieces: the ¢-independent
(vacuum) term and the ¢-dependent “scalar” term

V (X, ¢, m*, Ai, 1) = Vaac (PR, m?, hiy )
+ Vical (¢, m?, A;, o). (34)

Various pieces satisfy the RG equations (12) and (14, 13)
with . — X; and these equations are valid for any value of
0.

However, for the extremum value ¢ = (¢) defined via

8Vscal (¢)
0 1ig)

of the Higgs y, drops out and (14) reads:

= 0, the term containing anomalous dimension

ad d d
(u@ + g+ ymm"’a?) Vicar (). m*, A, ) = 0.
(35)

Using the tree-level potential (31), itis useful to define param-
eter

2 There is a logarithmic singularity associated with massless particles.
In the SM, it is well-known that in the Landau gauge the Goldstone
boson mass, which vanishes at the minimum of the effective potential,
presents an infrared logarithmic divergence for the running Higgs mass.
However, the physical mass Mppys (corrected by the self-energy shift
from p? = 0to p? = Mghys) is finite since the divergent contribution
to the running mass coming from the Goldstone bosons is cancelled by
the contribution of the Goldstones to the self-energy [7].

@ Springer
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4
m* (i)

; = Vi = — . 36
pind(1) = Vo((9)) 200) (36)
The running of this parameter reads:

_9pind(W) B
Bows = 1 = Pina () (2w = 7). (37)
By equating the terms with the different powers of ¢ :

dv

p—~ (' 1+ m*¢*[..1+m*[..]) =0, (38)

du

it is straightforward to check that the requirement (12)
applied to the full one-loop effective potential (30) leads to

2

1 1 niK:
—By— Ve =Y —L | 39
P51 1232712 (39)

1 nikik!"
oy = , 40
SVn = Vs 21: = (40)

PR i k")’
- 41
Hog =m Do @1)

up to two-loop corrections. The first two equations come from
#*[...] and m?®?[....] terms respectively and they belong to
(14) and the last condition came from m*[...] and satisfy
(13). These equations show explicitly that the vacuum Vi,
and scalar Vi, parts of the full effective potential satisfy
independent RG equations.

Subtracting (39) from (40) appropriately, we reconstruct
37

B
,B,oind = Pind <2J/m - 7 =

2 m

4 nik; niKik;
m E — E .

( 87212 872

i i

3.2 Mass-dependent scheme

Now, following the discussion above, we may generalize
approach to the mass-dependent RG scheme. As we dis-
cussed above the decoupling of heavy particles does not hold
in a mass-independent M S scheme and here we recall how
to get around this problem.

The basic issue can be seen in the computations of 2— 2
scattering amplitude in a simple ¢*-theory:

1 1
Vg = —zmzqﬁz + g’\¢’4 (45)

which is just the potential of (31) limited to one real scalar.
The exemplary scattering amplitude is shown in Fig. 3, where
p = p1 + p2 is the total incoming momenta. Expanding in
terms of the external momentum p, it is only the term p = 0
which is divergent since every power of p effectively gives
one less power of k for large k.

Computing the logarithmically-divergent integral using,
for example, dimensional regularization, we obtain:

1
A(p?) = — ! dx %—y + log(4m)
3272 ) e 'E

— log[m2 —x(1— x)pz]) (46)

where we see explicitly that p>-terms are finite.

In the MS renormalization scheme, one chooses coun-
terterms ( c.t.) in such a way as to remove the divergent
2/e pole and scale independent number —yr + log(4m)
and therefore, by construction, the counterterms are mass-
independent. Also one introduces the arbitrary mass param-
eter 775 to make equation dimensionally correct so that
finally:

AP )5 = A(pH) + et

(42)
1 m? — x(1 — x) p2

Combining (42) and (41) we finally obtain = 3072 J, dx log —ﬁTs NCH

IPR + pind) 4 nik} nikik!" ni(k")? T

S S L — = M; , 43
W " lanW ,Z 872 | 2,: 3272 21,332712 i () “43)
where we used

) From the RG equation applied to the 4-point function:

ME((9)) = ki(¢)® — k]"m? = m? <K-— - xf") (44) . .

, ’ l o G m® 0, pags) ~ —3ih + 9(=in)?
and (¢)?> = 2m?/xr. Equation (43) is the central equation [iA(s)z75 +iAWD) 35 + i AW)ys] (43)
va}id in 'the UV regime of massless and massiV}e theories, the- one now derives the B-function of the theory:
ories with the spontaneous symmetry breaking (SSB) and
withgut. This e.quat%o.n defines, in a compact form, the total pars 0 i ,BfTS i G@(m? 1, pars) = 0
running of the implicit ©—dependences on the L.h.s. by bal- Ogrs oA
ancing them with the explicit ©—dependences on the r.h.s s 922
[81. = =1 (49)
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k
1 3

d*k

! ! = (—=3i\)%iA(p?)

_(—3iN)?
[ 2 / (2m)* k2 —m? (k+p)? — m?

2 4
k+p

Fig. 3 a The one-loop contributions to 4-point function in ¢* theory

In a mass-dependent renormalization scheme, the coun-
terterms are mass-dependent and can be chosen, for example,
to subtract from (46), in addition to the divergent pole and
scale-independent numbers, also the log[m? — x(1 — x) p?]
evaluated at the p> = —u? where 1 is yet another arbitrary
scale. After this additional finite subtraction, (46) will be
replaced by the corresponding expression in the momentum
subtraction scheme (MOM) as

A(p?) +c.t.
1 1 m? — x(1 = x) p2
= —— dx 1 — ] (50
3272 /(.) v o8 (m2 +x(1 —x),u2> (50)
Again, u-dependence will determine the beta function of the
theory through the RG-equation and we obtain:

A(pHMom

9 3\ @
(M—M +/3§WOM—)G1(\4)OM(m2,/\,u) =0

. 922 /1 x(1 = x)u?
162 Jy m? 4+ x(1 — x)p?

which in the © <« m region, reproduces the decoupling
behavior ;2 /m? we discussed in (29).

Now, we need to generalize the above derivation in the
mass-dependent scheme for the simple ¢*-theory to the full
SM including the loops of the W, Z, t and Goldstones. In
Appendix A, we show that the appropriate generalization of
(39) is given by:

[&_Vﬂ] _ZW? fl x(1 = x)pldx
8 2 Imom 5 3272 Jo (Mghys),'—i—x(l—x)ﬂ2

(52)

dx (51)

in agreement with [9]. For the single real scalar case dis-
cussed above, we have to 1-loop y = 0 and, from Table 1
we have n; = 1 and x; = 3 /2 so that we reproduce (51).
Notice that when performing the sum over Goldstones, the
parameter (M;hys)i becomes the physical mass of the vector
boson corresponding to the Goldstone of type i.

Similarly, in “Appendix A” we also show that the gener-

alization of (40) is given by:

|:1 ] Zn,-l(,-lcim /‘1 x(1 — x)pu2dx
~Vm =V = ,
2™ Jvom — 162 Jo (M, i 4+ x(1 = x)p?

(53)

We therefore conclude, that in this mass-dependent
scheme, the corresponding MOM expression for the M S run-
ning of pjpq in (42) takes the following form:

B

= Pind (W) (2Vm - 7)

(¢)* m
= o2 Zn,[/cl2 — KiK; A]

00ind ()
M —_—
U MoMm

o /‘1 x(1 — x)p2dx
0 (M,0i +x(1—x)u?

(54)

Now it remains to derive the vacuum part, Egs. (24) and
(41), in the mass-dependent scheme. To accomplish that, one
starts from the simple observation that the expression for the
unrenormalized vacuum density (21) can be brought to the
following form:

70— m* (Ao(m) +l>
vae 6472 m2 2)°

Inabove, Ag(m) is the one-point Passarino—Veltman function
with the properties given in the “Appendix A”. Now, using
the relation

(55)

dAG(M) » 0Bo(0, M, M)
W =Mp———
I Mom I IMOM
dBo(p. M, M 1—x)ud
_ 2 OB M M) %
o IMOM 0o M7 +x(1—-x)n
(56)

and the fact that Vi (m2, A, PR¢, ) satisfies the RG equa-
tion (13) we obtain for the running of the vacuum part (41)
in the MOM scheme’®

3 The “vacuum bubble” in Fig. 1ais independent of the external momen-
tum. In order to have an external momentum probe one needs to con-
sider this “vacuum bubble” with external fields, such as for example the
graviton legs. Then, to obtain the beta function for the p}*¢ in the MOM
scheme, one has to repeat the same steps as in the ¢* theory above. First,
one has to calculate the renormalization of the quantum corrections to
the n-point function of gravitons, then make a finite subtraction of the
value of this quantity at p> = —u? and, finally, calculate the derivative
na /o of the form-factors.

This program was carried out in [10] for the contributions of the loop of
massive scalar to the propagator (2-point function) of the gravitational
perturbation %, on the flat background g;, = nuy + hyy with the
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x(1 — x)p2dx

2 1
apvac m4Zn[(Kim) /
; 3272 0

3#« [MOM
(57)

The essence of (56) is to ensure that once the finite sub-
traction (defining the MOM scheme) was made for B, ,, the
same finite subtraction is made for plc.

Putting everything together, and using again (¢)?> =
2m? /), we achieve the generalization of (43)

(M i +x(1 = x)p?

be a new mass parameters in the SM Lagrangian related, for
example, to the neutrino masses. As the p-scale slides down
the energy, more and more SM masses will migrate from the
mﬁght-term to the inside of the brackets in the p2-term.
Notice that, when performing the sum over Goldstones,
both beta functions for p}*® (57) and pjnq (54) have the term
~ M?¥ 2/ My, 2 41/M 2) but since it comes with the opposite
sign it cancels in (60). This demonstrates the importance of
considering the RG running of the total p}* + pinq parameter
rather than RG running of these contributions separately.*

3(,0vaC + Pind)

x(1— x)uzdx

(58)

o IMOM

PR ,,m/ i

2y Hx(l—x)u?

to the mass-dependent scheme. The Eq. (58) is the master
equation describing the running of CC in any regime, non-
decoupling and decoupling one, which is valid both in the
UV and the IR regime. In the UV regime we recover (43),
while in the IR regime we obtain the running of p}* + ping
including the decoupling effects associated with the mass
thresholds as

/1 x(1— x)u,zdx
0 (M2, +x(1—x)?
1 ,U« > ( phyg)l

o 2 4
= M Iz W2 < (M hys)l, (59)
6(Mphys)z 30(M hys),

which will be used in the following to show the consequences
of such running.

In (58) we derived the running of p}*° + pinq valid in
the regime of decoupling of heavy particles > < Ml.z((qﬁ))
while for the light particles (mlzight) i< w?, we can simply

vac

use (43). Working in the region where (mlzight) P < w? <
M 12 ({¢)), we may combine these asymptotic results to obtain:

4
I(OR + pind) P Mign); 1 ) o
" N ; 3272 + 3272 - i (Mppys)i

ou
o /‘1 x(1 = x)u2dx
0 (Mpyi +x(1 —x)u?

_ an (mllght)l ll«2

[ — 12M? + 6M3, 4+ 3M2 + M%,]

372 ' 12(an)2
4 6
7 w
0 60
T30@nz " (( phy5)> ©0)

The above expression is exactly of the form of (29) and proves
the expected decoupling behavior in the effective theories.
The light masses mjgh may be, again, generated by the Higgs
vev miight ((¢0)) such as a mass for, say, charm quark, or may

result that in this approach one cannot reveal the beta functions for p}*
and the form of the decoupling remained unclear.

@ Springer

The /,LZM 2 term in the running of PR + pind provides

the leading RG effect due to the heavy SM particles® and
we may demand it to vanish as to reduce the fine-tuning in
the physical value of the CC at the ., = O(1073) eV. This
requirement, however, leads to the SM prediction m g = 550
GeV, inconsistent within the experimental value of mpy =~
125 GeV.

As discussed in [12], heavy mass terms p M may also
affect nucleosynthesis if we choose u ~ T, because they
would induce vacuum energy density ~ (T2Mi2) /(4m)?
much bigger than the energy density of radiation pryq at
the typical energy of nucleosynthesis 7 ~ 10~* GeV. On
the other hand, the mﬁght- and /L4-terms obey the constraint
Prad < PR + pind in the energy interval relevant for nucle-
osynthesis. To avoid the problem, either we have to use alter-
native choice u ~ H or, again, sufficient amount of fine-
tuning should be arranged among the various MZM;'Z terms.
Since, as we saw, the heavy SM spectrum does not have
this tuning, our results imply that SM has to be extended or
u ~ H choice is preferred over the u ~ T [12].

4 Massless theories

We now apply our result (58) to the massless theories which,
as we will see, will give us new insights.

4.1 Massless Standard Model

In the massless limit of (60) m = 0 ( i.e. all the terms with
" absent), from (57) we have p}* = const and only ping

4 The p?-term, up to overall numerical factor 1/6, is the result predicted
in [11] for the beta function of p}*° alone. We also disagree in the ut-
term which shows inconsistency of the derivation presented in [11].

5 We are tacitly assuming that there is no 42 M? contribution to the RG
running from the particles decoupled at the higher scales such as Grand
Unification or Planck scale.
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runs with . In this case, the uz—tenn can be related to the
Veltman condition as we now show.

In the massless theory at the tree-level (¢) = 0, which
means that the tree-level mass of the Higgs is zero and the
electroweak symmetry needs to be broken radiatively. For
this to happen, we need to balance the tree-level potential
against the 1-loop contribution, so that for consistent pertur-
bative expansion we have to impose the value of the Higgs
quartic couplings at the electroweak scale to be parametri-
cally given as A ~ (g*, g’4, yf‘). This allows us to neglect the
A-terms in (60) associated with the Higgs and Goldstones
and we obtain (i = W, Z, t and neglecting the light masses
Miight):

Mapind . (@) vacz fl x(1 — x)p2dx
= e
o 32w o (MG O+ x(1— 0P

2 4

_ 12(‘2—7”2[—12%2 +6M3, +3M2] + m
2,112 4
IR o S SN A
= 12(47)2 02 ;”‘M" 2 vyrmect e

where in the last line we used the fact that in the massless the-
ory with only one background field ¢, any mass can be written
as Ml.z(qﬁ) = k;¢>. Notice that the p2-proportional term is
nothing but the generalization of the well known Veltman
condition i.e. the requirement of the absence of the quadratic
divergence.® for the Higgs mass (cancellation of the pref-
actor of the ¢>-term). This means that in the massless case
the fine-tuning problem of the Higgs mass is linked to the
fine-tuning problem of the Cosmological Constant value’

4.2 Massless Standard Model with extra massless real
scalar

Let us now consider the simplest extension of the SM by
adding one extra massless real scalar S:

% We are working in the Landau gauge, however the 1-loop quadrati-
cally divergent part is gauge invariant in Rg gauges [13].

7 In the massive version of the SM, where Higgs mass is generated at
tree-level via Higgs mechanism, the Veltman condition leads instead to

9 3
VLW =300 + 227 () + 3820 = 6570 =0 (62)

and this is a relation among the dimensionless SM couplings at some
energy scale p. From (44), MIZJ = M¢)? =2m? and using 4 & vgw =
246 GeV, Eq. (62) leads to:

V.C.SM = 3m% — 12M? + 6M3, +3M% =0 (63)

predicting Mg ~ 314 GeV, which is in conflict with experiment too.

AS

Vo= VM 4 aps®d d %+ T st (64)

so that contribution from the Higgs background to the mass
of the scalar S is given by M2(¢) = Ans¢?. In this model,
the solution to the Veltman condition (61) reads®

12M? — 6M3, —3M2 — M3 =0 = Ans(n)
9 3 WRVEW
=6y (0 — 787 — 787w X 48.
Working in the parameter space of the model where (S)=0,
see [14] for details, leads to the scalar mass Mg =
JArs vew = 550 GeV which we already noticed above
in the massive version of the SM where the role of the scalar
S was played by the Higgs. Remarkably, with the mass of
the scalar S satisfying the Veltman condition, we correctly
predict the one-loop induced Higgs mass from the Coleman—
Weinberg potential
3 1 1

M%] =7 |:1—6(3g4 +2g%g"% + g/4) — v+ g}»%s] v%W

= My ~ 125 GeV. (65)

This provides an interesting example of how the demand
for the absence of leading RG effects in the running of the
pind due to the heavy particles may provide the hints on the
possible extensions of the SM. Moreover, in this model there
is no problem with nucleosynthesis for either of the choices
for the RGscaleu ~ T oru ~ H.

5 Standard Model in the constant curvature space

For our final generalization of (58), we work with the full
renormalized version of the Hilbert-Einstein action (2) con-
taining additional coupling constants x = (167G)~! =
M;l /2, and non-minimal coupling &. We consider the
Standard Model in the constant curvature space R,, =
(R/4)g,v and working in the linear curvature approximation
in “Appendix B” we show that appropriate generalization of
(43) is given by

0 vac + in + R i
" (Px a/;d K ):ZS;TZM;‘(@)) (66)
where
MZ(($) = ki () — k"m* + (x,-R - é)R : (67)

8 Notice that in (61) the value of 1 is evaluated at the cosmological
RG scale it ~ . which is experimentally given by j. = O(10~3) eV
Naively, one would think that we also need to impose the Veltman condi-
tion for the SM dimensionless couplings evaluated at this cosmological
scale. However, due to decoupling of the SM degrees of freedom below
the electroweak scale, the SM beta functions for the dimensionless cou-
plings will scale as 12/m? so that coupling values “freeze” quickly at
their electroweak scale values and therefore the Veltman condition will
remain the same up to 2 /m? effects.

@ Springer
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with parameters /< defined in Table 2 in “Appendix B”.
Generalizing to the mass-dependent scheme we obtain (see
“Appendix B” for details):

a(pvac + Pind + Kk R) 4
i ” = Z Sz Mi(9)

/ x(1 —x)uzdx
M2((P) + x(1 —x)p?

_ Z”j (Mlight)j u?
J

3272 12(4m)?

ut

30(47)?’
(68)

7
[—12m,+6mw+3mz+mH+3R]+

where masses rﬁlz have corrections from the non-minimal
Higgs coupling &

~ ER

m: = M ((¢) — 2/<l-T (69)
with M?((¢)) defined in (44). The result (68) generalizes
effective theory expansion (29) to the constant curvature
space

"
,B(mlighh Z) =aj mﬁght—i-b] ,u2m2+c1 M4+d1u2R+- -
(70)

which also appears via explicit calculations on the expanding
cosmological background where vacuum energy is dynami-
cal [15]. The result (68) also generalizes the flat space result
to possibility of, for example, curvature-induced running of
the vacuum energy and curvature-induced phase transitions
[16-21].

6 Conclusions

We revisited the decoupling effects associated with heavy
particles in the RG running of the vacuum energy using
the mass-dependent renormalization scheme. We derived
the universal one-loop beta function of the vacuum energy

P + pind, arising from the Higgs vacuum and the Cos-
mologlcal Constant term in the entire energy range, valid in
the UV and in the IR regime. We have shown that although
PR and pjpq run separately, it is only the sum p}* + ping
that exhibits behavior consistent with the decoupling theo-
rem.

At the energy scale lower than the mass of the particle,
the leading term in the RG running of p}* + pjnq is propor-
tional to the square of the mass of the heavy particle which
leads to the enhanced RG running and, consequently, severe

@ Springer

fine-tuning problem with the measured value of the Cos-
mological Constant. We show that the condition of absence
of this leading effect is not satisfied in the SM, while in the
massless theories, where Higgs mass is generated radiatively
via Coleman—Weinberg mechanism, this constraint formally
coincides with Veltman condition. In a simple extension of
the SM with addition of one massless real scalar the condi-
tion of absence of leading effect in B, , allowed us to predict
the radiative Higgs mass correctly.

Finally, we also provided the generalization to the constant
curvature space in the linear curvature approximation find-
ing the effective field theory expansion that also appears via
explicit calculations on the expanding cosmological back-
ground. In view of this, our results also might have impact
on the models based on the dynamical cosmological con-
stant which were confronted with new cosmological obser-
vations in [22,23] with the results being still inconclusive
[24,25].
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Appendix A: Mass-dependent scheme derivation
of the CC running

In the renormalized perturbation theory, one rewrites the bare
parameter 6y as
90 = 0Ops —

8005 = Oypg() — 80575 = Omom (i) — $6mom

(AD)

where we use on-shell (OS), momentum subtraction (MOM)
and M S schemes with OmoM (), Bos, 375 as the renormal-
ized MOM, OS, M S parameters and §0voM, 86,5, 80375 as
corresponding counterterms. By definition §6\om subtracts,
in the dimensional regularization, the usual §65;5 structure
1/e + y — In(4m) and, in addition, makes a finite subtrac-
tion of the value of the quantity at p> = —u?. Concerning
the structure of the 1/e poles between any two schemes,
one notices that it should be identical once the poles in one
scheme are expressed in terms of the quantities of the other
scheme. Therefore the difference between the counterterms
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in two schemes is finite. Using the fact, that 6, is physical
(u-independent) parameter, this allows to extract the beta
function as, for example,

Orrs() = Oos — (80p5 — 60379) |fin -

Bosrs = _M%(&gos — 860375) fin- (A2)
Now, to calculate the beta function in the MOM scheme,
one calculates the derivative pd/du of the renormalized
form-factor ignoring the possible kinematical factors asso-
ciated with the external momentum. So, our goal is to find
the external momentum dependence of the SM parameters
0 =, m).

To achieve this, we can use the results of [26], where the
finite part of (86,5 — 863;5) |in Was provided in terms of the
one- and two-point Passarino—Veltman functions:

M2
Ap(M) = M2<1 — log 2—) . Bo(p: M1, M)
MS
P xM?+ 1 —x)M37 — x(1 —x)p?
=_f log “Mi+( x)22 A= (a3
0 Mm
which are connected as
Ao(M) = M* [By(0, M, M) + 1], (A4)
and
Ao (M) 0Bo(0, M, M)
Pl g2 P T T (A5)
ol I
In the MOM scheme the following relation is valid
dAG(M) 3Bo(0, M, M)
U— =Mpu——7>—"-"
ou  mom ou [MOM
dBy(p, M, M
= M%L . (A6)
ou [MOM
which stems from the fact that
Bo(p; M1, M2)mom
boxMP+ (1 —x)M3 —x(1 —x)p?
z_f log ~—1 d-x 2 =074 A
0 xM{+ (1 —x)M5 + x(1 — x)u?

Moreover, the unrenormalized form of A

S 2 Mm?

Ao(M) = —-M*" | —— +log 5| tve—1] (A)
n—4 4 1

was used in (55).

With the expressions above we can easily reconstruct the
external momentum dependence of the renormalized form-
factor we are looking for. We use the one-loop result for the
quartic coupling [26] (notice that all masses are physical):

(8hos — 82375)lfin = 3IMA(M2, — 4M?)

2
——Re
(A7) 2vfy [
x Bo(Mp; My, My) 4+ 3M3% Ao(M,)

1
+Z(M;4_, —4M3L M2 + 12M3)
X Bo(Mp; Mz, Mz)
M%(IM3, — 4M3)
2(MZ — M3,)

Ao(Mz)

1
+5(M;‘, — AM} M3, + 12M5,)
XBo(My; My, M)
3M3 M3,
2(M3, — M3)
M? 3M3,
A1 —7
+ 2( +M2 M?

H w

)AO(MW)

Ao(Mp)

2
_ My
2 2
M7z — My,

9
+ZM;IBO(MH§ My, My)
1
+Z(M§1 + ME (M2 +2M3, — 6M?)

—8(M3 + 2M€V))i|. (A9)

Using (A2), it is easy to show that (A9) leads to:

[& _ M] __Mus D
8 2 s 2(4n)2véw O3rs

1
+Z<M;‘, +12M%)Bo(Mp; Mz, M)

[—12M;‘BO(MH; My, My)

1
+5(M}4_, + 12M3,) Bo(My; My, My)

9
+=M}, Bo(My; My, MH)].

2 (A10)

To obtain the corresponding object in the MOM scheme,
we only have to reinstate Bo(Mpy; M1, M2) — Bo(p; M,
M>), make a finite subtraction at p2 = —uz and calculate
the derivative 11d/9.” After that, we arrive at (52)

[ﬂx V¢A] _Znucf /1 x(1 — x)pdx
8 2 dvom 57322 Jo (MG, 0 +x(1—0p?

(Al1)

Similarly, the Higgs mass term is corrected as [26]:
2 2
(3m0s - 6mm)|ﬁn

=——  Re
(47t)2v]%w |:
+24M? Ag(M,)
+(M}; — AM3 M3, + 12M3,) Bo(Mp; My, My)

6M2(M% — AM?)Bo(My; M, M)

9 When converting (A9) to the MOM scheme, there will be an addi-
tional external momentum dependence due to kinematics. However, as
discussed, only momentum dependence of the function By(p; M, M)
contributes to the beta function in the MOM scheme.
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—2(M3; + 6M5;) Ag(My)
—i—%(M;‘, —4MZ M2 +12M3)Bo(My; Mz, Mz)
—(Mj; +6M2)Ao(Mz)
+§M;tBo(MH; My, My) — 3M%,A0<MH>}, (A12)
and repeating the same steps as in the A case above, we obtain
(53):

|:l ] Z ikik! /' x(1 —x)uldx
~¥m — Vs = :
2" MOM - 1672 Jo ( phys): +x(1 —x)u?

(A13)

The B, B,,2 and y, are one-loop B- and y-functions:

167265 = 12002 — y* + 192 — (3¢ + 9g%)r
911 2
+7 [3g + 3g/2gz+g ]

9 3
167%8,,2 = 1672y,,m* = m? |:6A + 6y — zgz - Eg’2:| ,

1 3
1672y, =3 (ytz ——g? - —g2> i

Z ; (Al4)

Appendix B: Generalization to constant curvature
space

We work in the constant curvature space R, = (R/4)gu
and in the linear curvature approximation we consider

V(X d,m* Ak, E, ) = Vo+Vi+ -, (B1)

where A; = (g, g/, A, h;) runs over SM dimensionless cou-
plings and Vj, V1 are respectively the tree level potential and
the one-loop correction, namely [27]

1 1 1
Vo= —om¢® + cagt + SERS’, (B2)
D M2($)R M?
Vi = Zéznz <M,-4 (@) — — (3¢) )10g ulz(¢ )
; MS
+ o3¢ + kR, (B3)

where we showed only logarithmic term relevant for us and
defined

M (¢) = ki¢* — k"m* + kX R (B4)

with the parameters n;, «;, Kim and KZ-R shown in Table 2.

M 12 (¢) are the tree-level expressions for the background-
dependent and curvature-dependent masses of the particles
that enter in the one-loop radiative corrections. Also k =
(167G)~! = MIZ,Z/Z and £ is the non-minimal coupling. It
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Table 2 Contributions to the effective potential (B5) from the SM par-
ticles W+, Z°, top quark ¢, Higgs ¢ and the Goldstone bosons X1,2.3
[28]

@ i nj K K" KR

W= (ghost) 1 -2 g%/4 0 1/2
w 2 8 g% /4 0 1/2
Z9(ghost) 3 —1 @@+g%H/4 0 1/2
z0 4 4 (g*+g%/4 0 1/2
t 5 -12 y2/2 0 1/4
@ 6 1 3%/2 1 1/2
Xi 7 3 12 1 1/2

is convenient to redefine M? = M? — R/6 so that (up to

R?-terms)

Vlzz

We again split the potential to vacuum and ¢-dependent
pieces

2<¢)

MS

; (@) log

+ o3 +kR. (B5)

V(XS dom* hiy k& 1) = Vaac(X, m?, A, ke, £, 1)
+Vical (9, m?, Ai £, ). (B6)

and the RG equations (12—13) get now modified as follows:

g o 2 o g ?

- P m —- — —_— vac ————

P TP g5, TV Gz T Vo0 T PR G i
9

+heo -+ P 35)%““ ¢,m* hik,E,p) =0

(B7)

P I B
— — m°—s vac ———
Fow TP a5 T w2 T PR G pvae

d
+ﬂl€ +:3$ aé__)Vvac(PVdc mz, Aisk, &, pu) =0,
(B8)

D g , o 4
— m J— E—
W T hhge, Trmm g a —Yeby s+ Pegy

VSC&1(¢1m s)"iyév /’l/) = O (Bg)

These equations are valid for any value of ¢. However, for

the extremum value ¢ = (¢) defined via %ﬂ;(d’)‘ =0,

the term containing anomalous dimension of the Higgs y,
will drop out and we have:

3 9 3
<M£+ﬂx,a)\ + ymm® . 2+ﬁ§ag>

Vscal(((ﬁ)vm 7)"1'7&7 l‘(’) = O (Blo)
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Using the tree-level potential (B2), it is useful to define
LY 2 .
parameter ping (1) = Vo((¢)) = — PGSR which
will play the role similar to the p3*°(j1). The running of this
parameter reads:

(m?* — £R)?
2).2

|, dpna () _ m* — &R

— 2 _
o X BeR) + B

(B11)

(Ymm

By equating the terms with R and different powers of ¢ :
4 4 2,2 4 2
u@ ~ (¢ I+m ¢ [..]+m [..]+m R[...]

+¢*R[...]1) =0, (B12)

it is straightforward to check that the requirement (B7)
applied to the full one-loop effective potential leads to

1 1 nilc.2
28—y = i B13
8l3x FVe 21:32”2 (B13)
niKik;
Y — Ve = Bl4
PR i k")’
: BI15
o Xl: 3272 (B15)
8/< nik! 1
(- e) @19
Lpe gy = Y2k (k] (B17)
PPE TS = —Ter2\"" " 6)’

where SM - and y -functions are given above in (A14), while

4
16728 = 5mz, (B18)

2

3
1672 (B — 26) =20 — 37+ T + %

5 (B19)

with B¢ as reported in [28]. Working to linear order in R and
using (B13), (B14) and (B17) in order to reconstruct B11,
we finally obtain

3(,0"“ + Pina +KR)

o 3%2 M)

(B20)

where we used

with (¢)2 w. Notice that for the Goldstones

Mi ({¢)) ~ R and therefore Mi ({(¢)) ~ R? so that to lin-
ear R order they do not contribute to the sum. The masses [2
formally look identical to the flat space analogues Miz((qﬁ))
in (44) but, however, contain the curvature corrections via

the (¢) :

2(m? — &R
:Kiw_ M

= M} ((9)) — (B22)

)\ .

Generalizing to the mass-dependent scheme we obtain:

p AT Pind T R) Z M)
3272

o
/ x(1 — x)p2dx
ME((P) +x(1 —x)u?

(B23)

Since the mass of the ghost is equal to the corresponding
vector boson mass, the ghost cancels the unphysical gauge
mode (see Table 2) and we obtain:

3(/0“° + pind +kR) an(Mﬁght)j
B N 3272

u? 2 u?
T an? Z”’Mi @)~ Soany XI,:”’

Z”/ (thht)! w?
3272 12(47t)2

¢

30(47)2
(B24)

- oy T
x[—lsz+6m%v+3m2z+m§1+§R]+

References

1. LL. Shapiro, J. Sola, On the possible running of the cosmological
constant. Phys. Lett. B 682, 105 (2009). arXiv:0910.4925 [hep-th]

2. L.L. Shapiro, Effective action of vacuum: semiclassical approach.
Class. Quantum Grav. 25, 103001 (2008). arXiv:0801.0216 [gr-qc]

3. L. Brown, Quantum Field Theory (Cambridge University Press,
Cambridge, 1994)

4. T. Appelquist, J. Carazzone, Infrared singularities and massive
fields. Phys. Rev. D 11, 2856 (1975)

5. J.A. Casas, J.R. Espinosa, M. Quiros, Improved Higgs mass sta-
bility bound in the standard model and implications for supersym-
metry. Phys. Lett. B 342, 171 (1995). arXiv:hep-ph/9409458

6. C.Ford, D.R.T. Jones, P.W. Stephenson, M.B. Einhorn, The effec-
tive potential and the renormalization group. Nucl. Phys. B 395,
17 (1993). arXiv:hep-1at/9210033

7. J.A.Casas, J.R. Espinosa, M. Quiros, A. Riotto, The lightest Higgs
boson mass in the minimal supersymmetric standard model. Nucl.
Phys. B 436, 3 (1995). arXiv:hep-ph/9407389 (erratum Nucl. Phys.
B 439, 466, 1995)

@ Springer


http://arxiv.org/abs/0910.4925
http://arxiv.org/abs/0801.0216
http://arxiv.org/abs/hep-ph/9409458
http://arxiv.org/abs/hep-lat/9210033
http://arxiv.org/abs/hep-ph/9407389

583 Page 14 of 14

Eur. Phys. J. C (2017) 77:583

13.

14.

15.

16.

17.

18.

I.L. Shapiro, J. Sola, Can the cosmological ’constant’ run?—It may
run. arXiv:0808.0315 [hep-th]

A. Spencer-Smith, Higgs Vacuum Stability in a Mass-Dependent
Renormalisation Scheme. arXiv:1405.1975 [hep-ph]

E.V. Gorbar, I.L. Shapiro, Renormalization group and decoupling
in curved space. JHEP 0302, 021 (2003). arXiv:hep-ph/0210388

. A. Babic, B. Guberina, R. Horvat, H. Stefancic, Renormalization

group running of the cosmological constant and its implication for
the Higgs boson mass in the standard model. Phys. Rev. D 65,
085002 (2002). arXiv:hep-ph/0111207

I.L. Shapiro, J. Sola, Scaling behavior of the cosmological con-
stant: Interface between quantum field theory and cosmology. JHEP
0202, 006 (2002). arXiv:hep-th/0012227

R. Fukuda, T. Kugo, Gauge invariance in the effective action and
potential. Phys. Rev. D 13, 3469 (1976)

O. Antipin, M. Mojaza, F. Sannino, Conformal extensions of the
standard model with Veltman conditions. Phys. Rev. D 89(8),
085015 (2014). arXiv:1310.0957 [hep-ph]

K. Kohri, H. Matsui, Running cosmological constant and
renormalized vacuum energy density in curved background.
arXiv:1612.08818 [hep-th]

E. Elizalde, S.D. Odintsov, Renormalization group improved effec-
tive potential for gauge theories in curved space-time. Phys. Lett.
B 303, 240 (1993). arXiv:hep-th/9302074 (Russ. Phys. J. 37, 25,
1994)

E. Elizalde, S.D. Odintsov, Renormalization group improved effec-
tive Lagrangian for interacting theories in curved space-time. Phys.
Lett. B 321, 199 (1994). arXiv:hep-th/9311087

E. Elizalde, S.D. Odintsov, Renormalization group improved
effective potential for interacting theories with several mass
scales in curved space-time. Z. Phys. C 64, 699 (1994).
arXiv:hep-th/9401057

@ Springer

19.

20.

21.

22.

23.

24.

25.

26.

27.

28.

E.V. Gorbar, I.L. Shapiro, Renormalization group and decoupling
in curved space. 2. The Standard model and beyond. JHEP 0306,
004 (2003) . arXiv:hep-ph/0303124

E.V. Gorbar, I.L. Shapiro, Renormalization group and decoupling
in curved space. 3. The case of spontaneous symmetry breaking.
JHEP 0402, 060 (2004). arXiv:hep-ph/0311190

T. Markkanen, Curvature induced running of the cosmological con-
stant. Phys. Rev. D 91(12), 124011 (2015). arXiv:1412.3991 [gr-
qcl

J. Sola, Cosmological constant vis-a-vis dynamical vacuum: bold
challenging the ACDM. Int. J. Mod. Phys. A 31(23), 1630035
(2016). arXiv:1612.02449 [astro-ph.CO]

J. Sola, J.d.C. Perez, A. Gomez-Valent, Towards the firsts com-
pelling signs of vacuum dynamics in modern cosmological obser-
vations. arXiv:1703.08218 [astro-ph.CO]

C.Q.Geng, C.C.Lee, L. Yin, Constraints on running vacuum model
with H(z) and fog. arXiv:1704.02136 [astro-ph.CO]

A. Heavens, Y. Fantaye, E. Sellentin, H. Eggers, Z. Hosenie,
S. Kroon, A. Mootoovaloo, No evidence for extensions to the stan-
dard cosmological model. arXiv:1704.03467 [astro-ph.CO]

D. Buttazzo, G. Degrassi, P.P. Giardino, G.F. Giudice, F. Sala, A.
Salvio, A. Strumia, Investigating the near-criticality of the Higgs
boson. JHEP 1312, 089 (2013). arXiv:1307.3536 [hep-ph]

A.O. Barvinsky, A.Y. Kamenshchik, C. Kiefer, A.A. Starobinsky,
C. Steinwachs, Asymptotic freedom in inflationary cosmology with
a non-minimally coupled Higgs field. JCAP 0912, 003 (2009).
arXiv:0904.1698 [hep-ph]

I.G. Moss, Vacuum stability and the scaling behaviour of the Higgs-
curvature coupling. arXiv:1509.03554 [hep-th]


http://arxiv.org/abs/0808.0315
http://arxiv.org/abs/1405.1975
http://arxiv.org/abs/hep-ph/0210388
http://arxiv.org/abs/hep-ph/0111207
http://arxiv.org/abs/hep-th/0012227
http://arxiv.org/abs/1310.0957
http://arxiv.org/abs/1612.08818
http://arxiv.org/abs/hep-th/9302074
http://arxiv.org/abs/hep-th/9311087
http://arxiv.org/abs/hep-th/9401057
http://arxiv.org/abs/hep-ph/0303124
http://arxiv.org/abs/hep-ph/0311190
http://arxiv.org/abs/1412.3991
http://arxiv.org/abs/1612.02449
http://arxiv.org/abs/1703.08218
http://arxiv.org/abs/1704.02136
http://arxiv.org/abs/1704.03467
http://arxiv.org/abs/1307.3536
http://arxiv.org/abs/0904.1698
http://arxiv.org/abs/1509.03554

	Revisiting the decoupling effects in the running  of the Cosmological Constant
	Abstract 
	1 Introduction
	2 RG running of the Cosmological Constant 
	2.1 Vacuum part of the CC
	2.2 Decoupling effects

	3 RG running of the Cosmological Constant in the Standard Model
	3.1 Mass-independent (overlineMS) scheme
	3.2 Mass-dependent scheme

	4 Massless theories
	4.1 Massless Standard Model
	4.2 Massless Standard Model with extra massless real scalar

	5 Standard Model in the constant curvature space
	6 Conclusions
	Acknowledgements
	Appendix A: Mass-dependent scheme derivation  of the CC running
	Appendix B: Generalization to constant curvature space
	References




