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The patterns of symmetry breaking in the gauge theories are investigated systematically
in the general rotation groups and unitary groups, with Higgs scalars in the various repre-
sentations up to second-rank tensors. The occurrences of the fermion mass relations and
pseudo-Goldstone bosons are also discussed in various cases.

I. INTRODUCTION

Recently, it has been shown that it is possible
to construct a renormalizable field theory to unify
the weak and electromagnetic interactions.! In
this class of theories, one starts from the usual
renormalizable Yang-Mills Lagrangian based on
certain symmetry groups, where all the vector
gauge bosons are massless, and then breaks the
symmetry spontaneously to give masses to the
gauge bosons in such a way as to preserve the re-
normalizability of the theory. This solves the
long-standing problem in the high-order weak
interactions. In the conventional theory of weak
interactions, the high-order effects have no mean-

ing because of the uncontrollable divergences pres-

ent in the nonrenormalizable field theory.? If a
cutoff A is introduced in the theory to define these
divergent quantities, it turns out that this cutoff
A is embarrassingly small (~5 GeV) in order to
be consistent with the known facts in the weak in-
teractions. The renormalizability of this new type
of theory guarantees that the higher-order con-
tributions are finite and calculable and presumably
small. This opens the possibilities of constructing
more realistic models to describe the weak inter-
actions of the leptons and hadrons. Here one has
to choose an appropriate gauge group, and one
assigns leptons and hadrons to some representa-
tions of the group in such a way that the known
facts of the weak interactions are not violated.®
However, owing to the limitation of the presently
available experimental data, there is a large de-
gree of freedom as regards the choice of the group
in constructing models. In this paper we attempt
to examine systematically the pattern of the sym-
metry breaking in the general rotation group O(»)
and unitary groups SU(n), and various aspects
concerning the group structure of the theory. We
hope that this approach will provide some useful
information as to what to expect in various situa-
tions.

First we give a simple example to set up the

framework to study this problem. Take the most
familiar isospin O(3) group and choose a triplet
of scalar bosons, interacting with Yang-Mills
fields X,. The Lagrangian is given by

=-3F, P+ 3@, -gt-A,)3F
+583 P -G FF, D
where
E‘u:ava_ a"Ku +gKuXKu
and
(") =i

This Lagrangian is invariant under the gauge
transformation

- 1 -
R - +exh + Ea“e ,
P-d+ExP.
The spontaneous symmetry breaking is realized

by letting the third component of the scalar field
have a nonzero vacuum expectation value,

(0] ;10)=5645v. (1.2)

Redefine the fields such that new fields have zero
vacuum expectation values,

1= @y ;(¢4> =¢; = 030

and
(¢ =0.

The Lagrangian then becomes

L£=L5+8jne»

£0= —%(auK,, -a,,Ku )2+ %gv’(Allu2 +A,u’) + %(au}f;’)’
+H[3 (W = AP - ) = AP o5 ]+ (12 = AoP)vps

(1.3)

where £,, contains all the cubic and quartic terms
in the Lagrangian. In the tree approximations, we
have to eliminate the linear term in $’ in order to
ensure the condition (¢/) =0. Hence we can choose
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From the free Lagrangian in (1.3), we see that
the gauge bosons A,;, A, get masses gv®, and
Ay, remains massless. Hence gauge symmetry of
the Lagrangian has been reduced from SU(2) to
U(1) with corresponding gauge boson A;,. With
the value (1.4) for », the quadratic term in (1.3)
becomes

[3(n* = 20®)($ - ) =20 p® ] =r020s? .
Hence ¢} and ¢; are the massless Goldstone bo-
sons. Notice that the number of the Goldstone
bosons is the same as the number of the massive
gauge bosons. This is due to the fact that these
massless Goldstone bosons play the role of pro-
viding the extra degrees of freedom needed for
the gauge boson to go from the massless state
with two degrees of freedom to the massive state
with three degrees of freedom. So the general fea-
ture of this type of symmetry breaking is to have
as many zero-mass scalar bosons as massive
gauge bosons.

This kind of symmetry breaking has a very sim-
ple classical interpretation. We can consider the
meson self-interaction and the meson mass terms
as the classical potential

V(@) =-3u2(3-B) +:n($-P?, 2>0.  (L5)
If u2<0, the minimum of V($), the state of the

lowest energy, is at the origin ?43 =0. However,
for u?> 0, the minimum is at
a; * $ = IJ'B/x ’

as shown in Fig. 1. Equation (1.6) contains an
infinite number of solutions, related to each other
by rotation in O(3) space. Without loss of general-
ity, we can choose ¢, =(u?/2)"%, ¢,=¢p,=0, which
is invariant under the rotation in (¢,, ¢,) space.
The syminetry is broken from O(3) to O(2)= U(1).
Since the minimum is not at the origin we have to
shift the origin to the position of the minimum by
defining ¢} = ¢, - 6;5(u?/2)*/? such that the perturba-
tion expansion corresponds to Taylor expansion
around the ground state.

It is perfectly clear that the symmetry breaking

(1.4)

(1.6)

v(®)
n2<Q
n2>0

-

1#l

FIG. 1. The classical potential for the spontaneously
broken symmetry.
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is completely determined by the scalar-boson
potentials. Therefore, to find out the symmetry-
breaking pattern in any given group we can follow
these procedures:

(a) Choose a particular representation for the
scalar boson and write down the most general
group-invariant potential V(¢) which is a fourth-
order polynomial of the scalar fields.

(b) Find the minimum of V(¢) by solving the
equation av/a¢ =0.

(c) Calculate the number of the massless gauge
bosons which determine the unbroken symmetry.

In Secs. II and III, we discuss the symmetry
breaking in the general O(r) and SU(n) groups. For
simplicity we consider all the representations up
to the second-rank tensors. In Sec. IV we discuss
briefly the situation with products of groups such
as O(r)xO(m) or SU(xn)x SU(m).

There are several very interesting phenomena
which come out as a byproduct in this class of the
renormalizable theories, e.g., zeroth-order fer-
mion mass relations* and pseudo-Goldstone bo-
sons.® These two kinds of phenomena are purely
group-theoretical in nature. We discuss them in
Sec. V in the context of the groups we are interest-
ed in,

Section VI summarizes the results obtained and
discusses the implications.

1. SYMMETRY BREAKING IN THE O(n) GROUP

As is well known, ® in O(n) there are in(n-1)
generators, which can be represented by

] 3 ..
LU=X‘E—X,5}T, i,j=1,...,m. (2.1)

The commutation relation among the generators,
the Lie algebra, can be worked out by using the
representation (2.1) with the obvious rule

[8/aX;,X,1=6,;;
[Lu» Lu] =8y Ly +6y;Lyp = O4pLy; = Oy Ly« (2.2)

Hence we have 3n(n - 1) vector gauge bosons, de-
noted by W4,, with the transformation law

W“‘, - W~§‘, +€4p W];', + e,,W‘,‘,,
and (2.3)
Wi, = —W}" s

where €, =-¢,,; are the infinitesimal parameters
which characterized the infinitesimal rotations in
O(n). Under the gauge transformation of second
kind,
1
Wiy =W +e, W +€1kW'i‘h+Ea"€u- (2.4)

The Yang-Mills Lagrangian is then
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Ly =-5F FY}, (2.5)
with

Fiy=0tW{, -8" Wi, +g Wi Wy, -WiLWE) . (2.6)

The irreducible representatiqns in O(%) can be
classified into two categories, single-valued and
double-valued representations [except O(2)]. The
single-valued representations have the same trans-
formation properties as the ordinary vectors in
the real n-dimensional space and their symme-
trized or antisymmetrized tensor products. The
double-valued representations, sometime called
spinor representations,’ transform like spinors
in n-dimensional coordinate space. These spinors
have the property that they return to their original
positions under the rotation of angle 47 instead of
27. They can be constructed along the same line
as the familiar Dirac spinors in the Lorentz group.
For completeness, we give a very brief descrip-
tion of these spinors in Appendix A. In this section
we discuss the choice of the scalar bosons as vec-
tor, second-rank tensor, or spinor representa-
tions. First we list their transformation laws and
their covariant derivatives, which couple the sca-
lars to the gauge bosons (see Table I).

A. Vector representation

From the transformation law of this representa-
tion, it is easy to see that the most general fourth-
order invariant potential is of the form

V(¢) = =21 sy +3M s 94), (2.7

where A>0 such that V(¢) is bounded below. To
get the minimum of this potential, we calculate
its first derivative:

% =(~u2 +0p,0)0;,=0, i=1,...,n. (2.8)
i

The spontaneously-broken-symmetry solution is
then given by

|$|2=¢1¢1=#2/)\- (2.9)
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We can choose the solution to be '5
=(0,0,0,...,0,(u2/NM2) or ¢;=06;,(u2/N)2. All
the other solutions are related to this one by an
O(n) rotation. It is easy to see that this solution
is invariant under those rotations which leave the
nth axis unchanged, which is the subgroup O(n-1).
The symmetry is broken from O(n) to O(n-1).

The gauge-boson mass term is given by

Lyz = +38° WL )W b,)
- +ig? ;‘ (WER(u2/) .
=1

So there are n -1 massive vector bosons W,
i=1,...,n-1, and $(n-1)(n-2) massless gauge
bosons W,,, 4,j=1,...,n~1, corresponding to
the gauge bosons of the unbroken O(n - 1) symme-
try. The mass-squared matrix of the scalar bo-
sons can be calculated from the formula

2, 1_9%v
H7 20000, | guip

= (=2 +X¢2) 8y, +2X X 9,)
I (2.11)

There are (n-1) zero-mass Goldstone bosons,
the same as the number of massive vector bosons,
as expected.

The pattern of the symmetry breaking in this
simple case can be understood as follows. Since
the invariant potential (2.7) only depends on the
vector through its length ]5] , the minimum must
be a condition on the length | $| as in (2.9). There-
fore by choosing the solution with all components
zero except one, we get the O(n - 1) unbroken sym-
metry. It is then very easy to deduce the results
in the case where we have two sets of vector rep-
resentations, $1 and $z. The invariant potential
can depend on the length of each vector and_}he
angle between them, ||, |,|, and |, *$,|.

The solutions for the minimum must be conditions
on these three variables. We can choose the first
vector with only first component nonzero and the
second vector with first two components nonzero

(2.10)

TABLE I. Properties of various representations in O(zn).

Representation Dimension

Transformation law

Covariant derivatives D¢

vector n

2nd-rank tensor in(n+1)-1

(symmetric)
2nd-rank tensor in(n-1)
(antisymmetric)
spinor 2!

(n =21 or n =21 +1)

P~y +€y0;

Pl Pt EnPhs TP
PP t€uPrit EnPin

Xi— X —2i€g 00X,

ke, —gWho,;
Ol —gWhioh —eW i

0k —gWhde —8W o

My —2igWlh(04X);
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in order to satisfy these conditions. The symme-
try is then reduced from O(zn) to O(n~-2). We can
generalize this argument to any number of vector
representations, with the result that for m sets
of vector representations the symmetry is broken
from O(n) to O(n —m), where m <n.

In the case of unifying the weak and electromag-
netic interactions, we need (n-2) sets of vectors
to reduce to the U(1) symmetry of electromagnetic
interaction. If one wants to construct a strong-
interaction theory from this type of gauge theory,
one needs (n - 1) sets of vectors in order to get
rid of all the infrared singularities.

B. Antisymmetric second-rank tensor

For this representation, the most general
fourth-order invariant potential is of the form

V() = - 2%l ;01 + 3 (0l,05)°

+30(01 ;0 Ok dH) - (2.12)
By introducing matrix notation (¢’);;= ¢{, with
¢'T=-¢’, we can write the potential as

V(¢) =312 Tro’? +30(Tro’ 2 +3x, Tro’?.
(2.13)

Notice that the absence of the cubic term Tr¢’3
is due to the antisymmetric nature of ¢’. Since
¢’ is real and antisymmetric, it can be trans-
formed into following standard form by a rotation,

(4, h
A, O
¢'= : ’ n=2l
0
L A'J
and
A,
A, 0
¢'= : , n=2l+1
0 A,
0
- J
with

The potential can then be written as
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1 2
V=—p22a,2+kl ('t a,’) +
=1 =1

1

2

The minimum of this potential is then

oa;

ﬂ—za, [—uz +22, (

J=1

2 a!z) +A2at2] =0,

i=1,...,1.

|©

x, (i o) .

(2.14)

(2.15)

From these equations, we look for solutions where
not all a,’s are zero. Suppose that a; #0, for
i=1,...,k. Thenfrom Eq. (2.15) we must have

[-u2+2>\1 (taﬁ) +)\2a,2] =0, i=1,...,k

J=1

which gives

2

i=1,..., k.

(2.16)

With this solution, the potential at minimum is

2 B
TN kN,
given by
ok
V-_2x1k+>\2

(2.17)

As a function of 2, the number of nonzero a,’s,
this potential is monotonically increasing when
A, >0 and monotonically decreasing when A, >0,
with A2 +X,>0. Hence for A,>0 the solution for

¢ is of the form

~—

(o)

with

(

0 1)
-10

(%10)

)

10

, n=21,

yn=21+1,
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2 1/2
= [
a4 <2lx1+x,) )

From the coupling of scalar bosons to the gauge
bosons, it can be shown that there are [ massless
gauge bosons for n=2] or n=2]+1. Therefore the
symmetry-breaking pattern is

o@2yn-u®,
0(21+1)-U(?).
For the case 2,<0, the solution for ¢ is given by
i
-10 0
0
¢’ =b
0
— 0—‘

for both even and odd n, with

2 1/2
- [
b (2)\, +A,> ’

By calculating the masses of the vector gauge
bosons, one can see that

On)-U(1)xO(n-2).

C. Symmetric second-rank tensor

The invariant potential in this case has the same
structure as the antisymmetric tensor;

V(o) = —%U-z((Pu ®45) +i'7\1(¢u¢u)2

+i0a(D 41 Prr 14) » (2.18)
with

Di5=bjis

Z: ¢4 =0.

Here we could have the cubic term Tr¢®, but to
make the discussion simpler we leave it out by
imposing a discrete symmetry R: ¢—- - ¢. We
will discuss the case with the cubic term in Ap-
pendix B. Again we introduce the matrix notation
(¢)i; = ¢4y, With ¢T=¢ and Tr¢ =0. We can diago-
nalize this real and symmetric ¢ by an orthogonal
transformation to write (¢),, = ¢,,=6,,¢,- How-
ever, these components are not all independent
because of the trace condition Tr¢ =0. We can
use the Lagrange multiplier to take this condition
into account by writing
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UORETRD IERE N (2:1 ¢.‘) 2
+H, z; ot-g Z:x by (2.19)

The condition for the minimum is then

'32%:' = -ty 0y (; ¢yz) ¢ +2,0,° -g=0,

i=1,...,n (2.20)
with

Z¢i=0-

We givethe detailed calculation of the solutions
to this set of equations in Appendix B. Without
solving these equations, we can still get some
general features. Because all of the ¢,’s satisfy
the same cubic equation, (2.20), these ¢,’s can
take at most three different values, say
¢15 $2> ds. The solution for ¢ can be written in
the form
(61
é:
¢

where there are n, ¢,’s, n, ¢,’s, and ny ¢4’s along
the diagonal, with n, +n, +n;=n. The most gener-
al symmetry breaking in this case is

O(n) - O(ny) X O(n;) X O(n5) , -

i.e., at most O(n) reduces to products of three
smaller rotation groups. However, the detailed
calculation shows that it only breaks into two
pieces;

O(n) - 0n,)xO(m-n), 2,>0, 2,>0
where
ny=3n (n even)
=l(n+1) (n odd)
and

Om)-0(n-1), 2,>0, 2,<0.

D. Spinor representation

As explained in Appendix A, this class of rep-
resentations hasdimension 2’ forn=2land7 =2l +1.



1728 LING-FONG LI

However, due to the existence of the 2! X2’ gen-
eralized Dirac matrices, the number of the in-
dependent quartic invariants increases with 1.
The problem of minimization of the invariant po-
tential becomes very hard to solve in a general
way because the number of terms in the potential
increases with the dimension of the space.® So
far, we have not been able to overcome this dif-
ficulty. However, we can still work out the solu-
tions for the rotation group with given dimension.
Here we give an example in the case of spinor
representation in O(5). It turns out that the in-
variant potential is of the form

V=3t y a0+ i ﬁ: (0K 7ex) 5
(2.21)

where y is a column vector with four components
X1>X2sX3sXes andy; (=1,...,5) are the generalized
Dirac matrices which satisfy the Clifford algebra;

iy =20y. (2.22)

The minimum is given by

vV
i =30+ 3a X Ox s+ 38 Ty ) s X
=0 (2.23)
and
8V 1 x i dg (TR te (v Ty o)k
PR +35 X+ &0 7 )0 Y

=0. (2.24)

If we define z=x"x, ¥,=x"¥;x, we can rewrite
Egs. (2.23) and (2.24) as

[‘#2‘*'(8'1*8'2)2]3’;:0,
2 2 zz: =0
uz+gz" g A Vi¥; =9,

(2.25)
(2.26)

The solutions for z and y; are

2

z= ,
8118

y2=£;yy =_Ji4__._.
=777 (g +g,)°

T'om the representations of the y,’s given in Ap-
pendix A, it can be shown that the symmetry
breaking is of the form

O(5)~U(1)xU(1)xU(1).

III. SYMMETRY BREAKING IN THE SU(n) GROUP

Groups of this class have n? - 1 generators,
Ul G,j=1,...,n), with U} =(U)?,

(U, Uil =8%Ut - oiUi. 3.1)

|©

There are n® — 1 vector gauge bosons denoted by
Wi, G,j=1,...,n), with W =wi)* and W}, =0.
The transformation law for these vector gauge bo-
sons is given by

W‘:“-»WL‘+1'E:W:”—Z'€£W:”, (3.2)
with
el =(eh) *.

Under the gauge transformation of second kind, we
have

. . 1
Wii=Wi, +ieW!, —iefw i, + Eape{(x) . (3.3)
The Yang-Mills Lagrangian is of the form
£y =-1F i, F ™, (3.4)
where
Fly=0,Wi—a,Wi +igWhWw i, -WiLW,).
(3.5)

In contrast with the case of O(n), all the irre-
ducible representations in SU(») are single-valued
representations and can be obtained by taking ap-
propriate tensor products of the basic vectors in
the n-dimensional complex spaces. In this section
we consider the vector representations and all the
second-rank tensor representations. First we list
their transformation laws and their couplings to
the vector gauge bosons (see Table II).

A. Vector representation

From the transformation law of this representa-
tion it is easy to construct the invariant potential,

V@) = -3u®p" +109")?, p, )\ real. (3.6)
The minimum is given by

vV .

3_{{;=[_“3+Mw’¢j)]w‘=o’ i=1,...,n 3.7
with the spontaneously-broken-symmetry solution

bW’ =p®/x. (3.8)

This solution gives rise to 2% — 1 massive and

(n - 1) =1 massless gauge bosons. The symmetry
is then reduced from SU(x) to SU(n - 1). This is
very similar to the case of the vector representa-
tion in the O(n) group. By analogy, we can see

that the case with two sets of the vector represen-
tations will reduce the symmetry from SU(xn) to
SU(n - 2). To break the SU(z) symmetry completely
we need n —1 sets of vector representations.

B. Symmetric second-rank tensor representation

The invariant potential in this case can be easily
written down:
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TABLE II. Properties of various representations in SU(n).

Representation  Dimension Transformation law Covariant derivatives D¢
vector n ¥y — P; Hiedy; By —igWi Uy
N wi=(¢i)*’ e{=(e})*
?nd—ranl:r:e;lsor in(m+1) -, ikl vieky), 8, iy —igWh vy —igWh ¥y
symmetric i L,
Vi = @H*, Py =9y
2nd-rank tensor Intn =) Py—dyriekpyrickhy, QU —igW Wy —igW by
(antisymmetric)
is=—¥ii
adjoint - n?-1 pi—=yi+iekyl —iefpt, 8y p] —igWhpi+igWiwh
represen on
P $i=@h*, yi=0

V() = =302, 0 + I, (@Y P+ 0,9 00 v,

(3.9)
with
Pig =dy =@H)*.
To calculate the minimum, we have
3V
A M ORI AU M)
1
=0, i,j=1,...,n. (3.10)
It is very convenient to introduce a Hermitian
matrix X defined by
X1= bradp™" (3.11)

Equation (3.10) can then be written as
= p3H 0 (X DY + (X D)yt =0, (3.12)

Since the matrix X is Hermitian, it can be di-
agonalized by a unitary transformation, which
corresponds to a change of basis vector in the
space. Therefore, without loss of generality, we
can take X to be diagonal to rewrite Eq. (3.12):

[—uzul <Z; X,) +xaxi]zp,, =0,

j=1,...,n. (3.13)

Hence if some element y,; # 0, then

TN (?_‘/ X,) +2,X, =0. (3.14)
=1

This equation has the same structure as Eq. (2.15),
the tensor representation in the O(n) group. Fol-
lowing the same argument, it is not hard to see
that for x,>0 the minimum is at X=c?1, where
=p2/(Am+2;) and 1 is the nxn identity matrix.

It is shown in Appena_ix C that for this solution g
can be chosen to be

Py = by

or

p=cl=c| . . (3.15)

L 1]

This form for § exhibits O(n) symmetry, because
the group transformation y—- UTYU =UTUp =y if
U is orthogonal. This can also be checked by cal-
culating the masses of the vector gauge bosons.
Therefore the symmetry is broken from SU(zx) to
O(n).

For the case 2,<0, the minimum is at

— —

1
0
X =d? . " A +2,>0
’ DU VA R
0
L 0
and
A -
0
p=d ’
L 0

the symmetry is reduced from SU(x) to SU(n - 1).
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C. Antisymmetric second-rank tensor representations

The invariant potential in this representation has
the same form as the symmetric representation,

V() = —%#3(‘#411{’”) +%7\1(1Pu¢’”)2 +%)‘2(¢Uw“‘pkl P,
(3.16)

with y,; = -9, =(¥*’)*. Therefore we get the same
solution for X = yy*. However, the solutions for y
are different due to the antisymmetric property of
p. It is shown in Appendix C that for 2,>0 we can
choose y of the form

o
(vo)

5
=10
for n=21, c?=p?/(2\,0+);), and
)

=10

(5%5) ’
-10

—

° Cva)

— -J

for n=21+1; the symmetry breaking is

U1~ Sp(2l),
SU(21+1) - Sp(21) .

For 2,<0, we can choose j to be of the form

(%

—

for both even and odd n, with the symmetry break-
ing

SU(n) - SU(R-2).

D. Adjoint representation

For simplicity, we impose the extra symmetry
P~ —p. With this restriction, the invariant poten-
tial is given by

V=—sutp iy @i ) +i Wi,
(3.17)
with
pi=0.
We can take it to be in the diagonal form
$i=8i¢;, ¢, real

because ¥/ is Hermitian and can be diagonalized
by a unitary matrix. The potential (3.17) can be
written as

+in, <Z; ¢¢4> —gz; o)

where g is the Lagrange multiplier. This potential
has exactly the same structure as the symmetric
tensor in the O(n) group. Therefore we can take
over what we have learned there, with some ob-
vious substitution. The results are as follows:

If A,>0,

U(n) - U(nl)x U(n - "1) ’

where

(3.18)

n,=3n (n even),

n, =3 +1) (n odd).
If A, <0,

Un)~Uln-1).

IV. PRODUCTS OF SIMPLE GROUPS

The gauge theories based on products of simple
groups are very important in constructing models,
because of the necessity of including both lepton
and hadron symmetries in the theory.

For the product of the simple groups, the gen-
erators and irreducible representations can be
constructed very easily from those of the groups
in the product. If we have G =G,XG,, then the
generators in G are simply the direct sum of those
generators in G, and G,, and the irreducible rep-
resentations in G are just the product of the irre-
ducible representations in G, and G,. In this sec-
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tion we study the groups O(N)x O(M) and SU(N)
x O(M).

A. O(N)XO(M)

From the properties of the generators, we need
two sets of gauge vector mesons, W, (,j
=1,...,N) and W‘:’aa (a, B=1,...,M), with the
transformation law

)
W(pli).i - W(ulu +{€) W (ul}u +(€ )W (&i)k

1
+—(9,¢,)
& pc1/45

(4.1)

W =W T +(€) oy WD)y 5 +(€2) 8y W Ty

1
+ g(auez)aﬂ .

For those irreducible representations which

transform like a vector or a tensor with respect
to one group but like a scalar with respect to the
other group, the symmetry-breaking pattern is
the same as those considered in previous sections,
e.g., for the representation (N, 1), O(N)xO(M)
-~ O(N-1)xO(M). The simplest new representation
to consider is the representation (N, M), which
transforms like an N-dimensional vector with
respect to O(N) and like an M-dimensional vector
with respect to O(M), i.e.,

Dia =~ Dot (€2)15P5 0+ (€2)asDis s (4.2)
with

i,j=1,...,N; a,8=1,...,M.

Their coupling to the vector gauge bosons is of
the form

Lyo= 3(d pPia— gIW(ull)h(pka ‘ng(:)8¢i 8)
e ClgoT -glw(ull)l(Pla -gzw(ya)ay d’iy) .
(4.3)
The invariant potential can be easily seen to be

V= —%uzd){ad)la +% }‘1(¢ia¢lu)2

+i0a(byaia)Psadyp) - (4.4)
The minimum is then given by
Vv
aa¢‘ == 1200 tA1(Ds8018) Dic +A20i5 (D5 Ps8),

=0. (4.5)

It is convenient to introduce the matrix X, defined
by

Xy = Z;¢iﬁ¢i5=¢¢r' (4.6)

The matrix X defined this way is real and symmet-

ric, and can be diagonalized by an orthogonal
transformation. We can choose X;, =6;,X; to re-
write Eq. (4.5) as

<_u=+x1 z;xj +)\2X,) 0i0=0. (4.7)

This equation has the same structure as Eq. (2.19)
for the O(n) group. Following the same argument,
we get

2

=k
X NE N,

i=1,...,k
X;=0, i=k+1,...,N

and

_ k”’4 .
V= _—Mk oY (4.8)

For 2,<0, fhe potential is a monotonically increas
ing function of k. The minimum is at k=1, and
the X takes the form

—

1
0

b, (4.9)

0
0

— -

For 2,>0, the potential is a monotonically de-
creasing function of k. Hence the minimum is

at the largest value of % allowed, which should be
N. However, this would imply that X is a multiple

of the Nx N identity matrix

1

X=cly=c (4.10)

1
But X is constructed from the NxM matrix (N> M)
by

X=¢oT.

Equation (4.10) implies that if we consider each
row as an M=component vector, all these N vectors
are orthogonal to each other, which is impossible

for N>M. Therefore the largest value of £ allowed
is M, not N, and the solutions for X and ¢ are

-LH
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¢=C(l.v’ =04y

By calculating the masses of the vector gauge bo-
sons, we can see that the symmetry is reduced
from O(N)xO(M) -~ O(MM)x O(N — M) for r,>0. For
the case 2,<0, it is easy to see that

-

The symmetry is reduced from O(N)x O(M)
- O(N-1)xO(M - 1).

B. SU(N)XSU(M)

There are also two sets of vector gauge bosons
with the transformation laws

WD (e VoW D e, )W O + I;T (6, € »
i,j=1,...,N
WD DB L (e DB 44 (e)5W D+ —gl:(auez)g ,
a,f=1,...,M.

Here we consider the representation (N, M) which
has the transformation property

Vi Yio +il€2)] ;0 +ilex) Shig 5
i,j=1,...,N; a)ﬁ'_'l"-- M

and the complex conjugate transforms like the
(N, M) representation

e A OV A (OV

Their coupling to the vector gauge bosons is of
the form

Loy = %(au Vya= iglw(d)g‘pha - igZW(:LBz[)i )
X @Myt +igyW Nyt +ig,W Bey'T) .
The invariant potential can be written down as

V= _%uz(d)ia‘p‘a) +% )\l(lpiawia)a

+ 300 P;8) (W) o ®)s
with the minimum given by
3V
Yy = 305050+ 3 MW 80 BV o + 3 a5 (U037 #) = 0.
o

The detailed analysis runs parallel to the case of
O(N)x O(M). The results are the following.

2,>0: SUW)XSUWM)~ SU(M)XSUN- M),

N>M

2, <0: SU(N)xSUWM) -~ SUW-1)xSUWM -1).

V. OTHER RELATED TOPICS

It was pointed out by Weinberg® that in some
cases the restriction of the invariant potential to
the fourth-order polynomials forces the potential
to have symmetry which is higher than the rest
of the Lagrangian. Under that circumstance, there
are more zero-mass Goldstone bosons than mas-
sive vector gauge bosons, because the number of
Goldstone bosons is determined by the potential.
These extra Goldstone bosons, called pseudo-
Goldstone bosons by Weinberg, have vanishing
masses in zeroth order and will pick up masses
in the higher-order correction because the other
interactions do not respect the accidental high
symmetry. These masses, coming solely from
the higher-order interaction, should be finite and
calculable if the theory is renormalizable. This is
due to the fact that there is no mass term in the’
zeroth-order Lagrangian to absorb the divergent
masses coming from the higher-order corrections.
These finite masses are presumably small if the
coupling constants are weak. Hopefully these
pseudo-Goldstone bosons can be identified as the
pions or the whole pseudoscalar octets. This
phenomena provides a very interesting mechanism
to explain the approximate symmetries like SU(2)
x SU(2), or SU(3)xSU(3), seen in the strong inter-
actions. Hence it is very useful to find all the
cases where this phenomena can take place.

For all the representations we have considered
in the previous sections, it turns out that only in
a very special case can we have pseudo-Goldstone
bosons. For the case where there is only one ir-
reducible representation, we have found that the
symmetric second-rank tensor in O(3) and the
adjoint representation in SU(3) can serve the pur-
pose.

Let us illustrate this in the case of O(3). As we
have seen in Sec. II, the most general invariant
potential of the second-rank symmetric tensor is
of the form

V(p) =—3u Tro? +1,(Tre?)? + 12, Trot.
(5.1)
However, in O(3) it happens that
(Tr¢p?)?=2Tr¢*, Tro=0. (5.2)
The potential is then simplified to
V(¢) == 3uP(Tre?) +i N (Tre®)?,
A=x +Eia,. (5.3)

This form has the same structure as the vector
representation in O(z), with the feature that the
quartic term is proportional to the square of the
quadratic term. Since there are five independent
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components in ¢, the potential in (5.3) has the
O(5) symmetry, which is higher than O(3). As we
know, for the vector representation in O(5) the
symmetry is broken to O(4) and there are four
zero-mass Goldstone bosons. But the O(3) sym-
metry can break into either U(1) or no symmetry,
which requires two or three Goldstone bosons.
Therefore there are one or two pseudo-Goldstone
bosons. The coupling of ¢’s to the vector gauge
bosons is of'the form

£w¢=%(au¢u ~EW inbrs —EW i se ®in)® s (5.4)

which has only O(3) symmetry. The higher order
will then break the O(5) symmetry of V(¢) to give
these pseudo-Goldstone bosons masses. Notice
that it is the relation (5.2) which is responsible
for the appearance of the pseudo-Goldstone bosons.
It is easy to see that the relation cannot hold for
values of n other than 3.

For the unitarity group SU(xn), relation (5.2) also
holds in the case n =3 for the adjoint representa-
tion, the octet representation. In this case the
higher symmetry is O(8), and the number of
pseudo-Goldstone bosons is either three or one.
These are the only cases we have found so far if
one uses only one irreducible representation.
Suppose we have two representations ¢, and ¢, of
some group G, such that the potential V(¢,, ¢,) is
invariant under G transformations on ¢, or ¢,
separately. Then V necessarily has higher sym-
metry GXG, consisting of independent transforma-
tion on ¢, and ¢,. This is called unlocking of rep-
resentations. We have found that in the case of
O(N) group, if we have spinor representation ¢,
and a vector representation y; and if we impose
a discrete symmetry y - —x then the only coupling
between x and ¢ is of the form (¢'¢)(x,x,). This
is invariant under rotation on ¢ or y separately.
We then have unlocking of the spinor representa-
tion and the vector representation.

So far we have talked only about scalar and vec-
tor bosons. The fermions can be included very

easily. The most general Lagrangian of the fer-
mion is of the form

£y =Py D P+ mPYp +fIT 9,

where the last term is the Yukawa coupling be-
tween the fermion and the scalars. This term is
the one which is responsible for splitting up the
fermion multiplet when the system undergoes
spontaneous symmetry breaking. If the represen-
tation content of ¢ and y is such that this term is
not present, the fermion multiplet will not know
the symmetry breaking in the zeroth order, and
the ¢ and y masses will have higher symmetries.
Since this higher symmetry is only special to the
fermions, it will be broken by higher-order cor-
rections. Again the renormalizability forces the
mass difference generated from the higher-order
effect to be finite and calculable.

In the O(n) and SU(n) groups, this term is absent
if both the fermions and the scalars belong to the
vector representation except in O(3).

V1. DISCUSSIONS

We have studied all the symmetry-breaking pat-
terns in the general O(n) and SU(n) groups for all
the representations up to the second-rank tensors.
The results are summarized in Table III.

Among the results we have obtained so far is
that the familiar groups O(3) and SU(3) seem to
have a special feature in the appearance of the
pseudo-Goldstone bosons. For this reason, it
seems to be very promising to construct models
based on groups which are products of O(3) or
SU(3) and some other groups.

This paper, which deals with the most general
group structure of the gauge theories, can be
looked upon as the first step toward building the
models. To go further, one has to assign the
fermions, both leptons and quarks, to some rep-
resentations of the groups and study their selection
rules. Of course, there must be a large degree
of freedom in the choices within the present data.

TABLE III. Summary of the pattern of symmetry breaking.

Representation O(n) SU(n)
vector O(n) SU(n —1)
k vectors O(n —k) SU(n — k&)
2nd-rank O(n —-1) SU(n —1)
symmetric tensor or O(l)xO(n —1),l=[3n] or O(n)
2nd-rank u@) 02l +1)
antisymmetric tensor or U(1)xO(n —2) or SU(n —2),1 =[3n]
adjoint SU()xSU(n —1)xU(1)
representation or SU(n —1),1 =[$n)
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Before the future experiments can nail down the
correct group to use, the sensible criterion is
whether the models offer any insight into the
mysteries in the weak interactions, such as the
origin of the Cabibbo angle, the ratio of the muon
mass to the electron mass, etc.

In nature, only the U(1) gauge symmetry, cor-
responding to the electromagnetic interactions, is
exact. So one would like to break the symmetry
down to U(1). As seen in Table III, this situation
does not happen very often. However, from the
work of Coleman and E. Weinberg, ? the symmetry
can also be broken spontaneously by the higher-
order radiative corrections. This gives the pos-
sibility of breaking the symmetry in two stages;
one starts from a big group G, and breaks down to
a smaller group G, through Higgs mechanism, and
then breaks further down to the final U(1) symme-
try in the manner of Coleman and E. Weinberg.
This kind of scheme is very attractive because in
the first stage the symmetry-breaking effect is
usually very large and the second-stage symmetry
breaking, due to the radiative correction, is usual-
ly small, so that the G, group can be used to ex-
plain the approximate symmetries, such as SU(2)
or SU(3) seen in nature. It would be very interest-
ing to see how this scheme can be carried out.
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APPENDIX A

In this appendix, we discuss some general as-
pects of the spinor representation. This class of
representations can be understood most easily in
terms of Dirac spinors.

The rotation group O(r) can be considered as
those linear transformations on the coordinates
X1y Xas -+ + » Xy Such that the quadratic form X2+ %0
+++++x  isinvariant. Now if we wanttowrite this
quadratic form as the square of a linear form of
x;’s,

X2 e 2= (X Fyaky e Y
we have to require
Yivi V71 =205 (A1)

Clearly these y,’s have to be matrices in order to
anticommute with each other. These are the gen-
eralized Dirac matrices. The algebra of (Al) is
known as Clifford algebra. First we discuss the
case where » is even, n=21. One particular rep-
resentation is of the form

|©

Yi=0,X0, X+ X0, X0, X1xX1xX++-x1,
i=1,...,1
where there are i ¢ matrices and [ matrices in
all, and
Yir1 S0X0 X X0, X0, Xx1x1x ++X1,
i=1,...,1 (A2)
with

01 0 i
%=\10)7 P \.i 0’
_(10) 1_(10)
%=\o -1/ “"\o 1/

It is easy to check that these expressions for the
y,’s satisfy the anticommutation relations (A1) by
using the rule (A, X B,)(A,%X B,) =(A,A;) X (B,B,).

It can be shown that these y’s form a complete
matrix algebra in the space of dimension 2!. Now
consider a rotation in the coordinate space

XE = Oik Xe
where O is an orthogonal matrix, i.e., 00T=1,
This rotation induces a transformation on the vy;
matrix,

¥i=OinVe- (A3)

It is easy to see that the anticommutation relations
remain unchanged, i.e.,

Yivi+vivi=0u0,y v, +y v =28, (A4)

Because the original set of y matrices form a com-
plete matrix algebra, the new set of y matrices.
must be related to the original set by a similarity
transformation,

71 =50)y,$7(0)
or
04,72 =S(0)y,5740). (A5)

The correspondence O— S(O) serves as a represen-
tation of the rotation group. This is called the
spinor vepresentation of O(n). The quantities y,,
which transform like

i = 91 =503 » (A6)

are called covariant spinors. Their complex con-
jugate ¥ which has the transformation property

Pi* =¢v;“S'1“(O) (AT)

are called contravariant spinors. From Eqs.
(A5)—-(AT) we can construct the following bilinears
just as we construct the Dirac spinors, *° which
have the same transformation properties as the
tensors seen in Table IV. For an infinitesimal
rotation we can parametrize O,, and S(O) by
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TABLE IV, List of the bilinear spinors.
scalar To=yTy T§=T,
vector T =Ty T{=04T,
2nd-rank antisymmetric I‘{!iz =sz'y,.‘y,-2¢p 1"{1,.2 =O,.1,310‘-2,,21‘,qk2 , Gy #iy, Ry7ky
tensor
3rd-rank antisymmetric L =¢Ty,.1yi2y,.3¢ T iyiy =0 Oty Oige, T ooy » 517 127 B3
tensor
. - i i . =gty v ee ey, ’ . =0. L e O,
:;:lls:)?nk antisymmetric I‘:].tz.....in ¥ 711712 7:"¢ r'l"z"""n 051k10£2k2 Olnkn rki"'k"
Oip=0ip T €y €p=—€p; A4
' 20, =—plpy+) (2 ¢12) bi +20,° —g=0,
S(0)=1+iS,€e". i
( 1 i=1,...,n (B1)
Then Eq. (A5) implies that with
i[sku')’l]z'é‘(ﬁu% =877 - (A8) =0
> ¢, =0.
It is not hard to see that . . s .
As we mentioned in the text, these ¢’s, which
Spr =200 =5ilver 7] (A9) satisfy (B1), can take at most three different val-

and
S(e) =1 "zli'[')/k:'}/l]im .

If one expresses the parameter ¢;, in terms of ro-
tation angle, one can see that S(47) =1, i.e., S(O)
is a double-valued representation of O(z). From
these transformation properties, we can work out
the covariant derivative as

9,9 - %igW 7):((7“1/)).' .

For the construction of the fourth-order invariant
potential, we can contract the vector with veetor, or
second-rank tensor with second-rank tensor, etc.,
just as in the case of the four-fermion weak-inter-
action Lagrangian. In general we would have
(n+1) quartic terms in the potential. However,
because all the four spinors are identical, not all
these (n +1) terms are independent, in contrast
with the case of weak interactions. It turns out
the number of independent quartic terms increases
with the dimension of the space.?

APPENDIX B

In this appendix we give the details of the solu-
tions of the minimum in the case of the second-
rank symmetric tensor in the O(n) group and also
consider the case with the cubic term Tr¢®.

The minimum for the case without the cubic term
is given by

ues. This can be seen as follows. Suppose there
are three different ¢’s, say ¢,, ¢,, ¢;. They have
to satisfy Eq. (Al):

i,y (g ¢/2> b1 +220,° - g=0,

—uipy +2, (; ¢12) bz +20,° —g=0, (B2)

—uPpg +2y (Z_‘( ¢Jz> b3 +A,05° - g=0.

By subtracting one equation from the others, we
get

l:_ wdy <; 4”2) *Xa(9,% + 01005+ ¢az):l =0,
(B3)

[—ﬂz M <; ¢"2> +23(0," + 105 +¢32)] =0,

where we have used the fact that ¢, +# ¢;. Subtract-
ing again one equation from the other, we get

1+ Py +3=0. (B4)

If we have another solution, ¢,, which is different
from ¢,, ¢,, and ¢, by using the same subtrac-
tion procedure among ¢,, ¢s, and ¢, we get

G2t P3+ P, =0. (B5)

This implies ¢, =¢,, contradicting the assumption
that ¢,+# ¢4 So there can be only three different
¢,’s which sum to zero. Let us write the ¢ matrix
in the form
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$2
" ¢2

! o)

where there are n; ¢,’s, n, ¢,’s, and n; ¢,’s along
the diagonal, with

n,+n, +ng=n,

G1tda +3=0, (B6)

2
as ;_ e _ln—s)a [n,(n, - n3)? +my(ny = ng)? +n5(n, - nz)’] ,

1
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Ny, 150, +n3p3=0. (B7)

The last equation is due to the trace condition
Tr¢ =0. From (B6) and (B7) we can solve ¢, and
¢5 in terms of ¢:

b, =2y, (88)

py=2=g (B9)

Now we can go back to the potential V(¢) to express
every term in terms of ¢, and minimize with re-

spect to ¢,;
V=-ap’ +b,*, (B10)

with

(B11)

b= T —m)t {M [nl(nz = ng)? +ny(ny = mg)* +5(n, — na)’] +Xy [nl(nz = ng)* +my(ny = ng)* +ny(n, - nz)‘]} . (B12)

It is very easy to see that the potential at the min-
imum is

s R S
Vn==73 [x, +>\zf(n1,nz,n3)} , (B13)

with

ny(ng = n)* +ny(n; = ny)* +ny(n, — ny)*
ny(ny — ny)? +n,(ny — ny)? +n5(ny - "z)a]i'

(B14)

Now we look for the values of #n,,n,,n;, which give
the smallest minimum, corresponding to the ground
state of the system. From the expression (B12) we
see that if x,>0, 2,>0, the smallest V,, corre-
sponds to the minimum of f(n,,n,,7n,;), and if A,>0,
A,<0, the smallest V, corresponds to the maximum
of f(n,, n,,ns). By using the identity

S ny, my,m5) = [

1y (ny = na)* +ny(ny — 13)* +15(ny — my)*
= 3[ny(ng = ng)* +ny(ny — 1) +n5(n, = ny)?]
X [(ng = n3)? +(m, = n5)* + (n, = my)°]
we can reduce f(zn,, n,, n;) to a simpler form,

(11 = 13)? + () = m,)* +(ny —m5)?
2[ny(ng = ny)* +ny(n, = 13)* +n3(ny = my)?]”

(B15)

fny, ng,my) =

We introduce the variables x=n, +n, and y=n, - n,
to rewrite f(n,, n,, ) as

r

f(x, ) =f(ny, ny, ”3)

_ 3y +(3x - 2n)?
T (8n-9x)y® +x(3x - 2n)*"

(B16)

This is an even function of y; we can consider
positive y only. The allowed domains for x,y are

O<xs<n,
O<y<mn,
O<x-ysn.
The derivative with respect to y is as shown in

Fig. 2:

af _ 8y(3x - 2n)®
8y [(8n-9x)y® +x(3x - 2n) P

Hence, for x+ Zn, fis a monotonically increasing
or decreasing function of y, and the extremum
must be the boundaries, y=0 or y =x. Since 3f/ay
has the same sign as (3x — 2n), the minimum must
be on the lines y =x for x< %z and y =0 for %n< x<n.
Along the line y=x f is given by

FIG. 2. The domain for the function f(x,y) in Eq. (B16).
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x%=3nx+n?
xn(n - x)

f(x,x)=3

and has a minimum at x = 3n with value f=1/n.
Along the other line y =0, we have f=1/x with
minimum at x =x with the same value f=1/n. Ac-
tually these two points x=y =4z and x=n, y =0,
which correspond to n; =3n, n,=0, ny=4%n and n,
=1in, n,=4+n, ny =0, respectively, are equivalent
because the function f(n,, n,, n;) is symmetric in
n,, n,, and ng. Therefore for the case n even the
minimum for f(n,, n,, ny) is at n, =n, =3n. For the
case n odd, since n, =n,=3n is not allowed we have
to look at the nearby points. It turns out that the
minimum is at n, =3(n +1), n,=%(x - 1), and ny =0.
To get the maximum of f(n,, n,, n;), the analysis
is very similar. We get the results that for »,
=n-1, n,=1, n3=0, fis the maximum; hence V
is at minimum.

Now let us consider the invariant potential with
the cubic term

-3H jb o 4h1<§5 ¢.>
+i Z ¢:°-g Z; i - (B17)

The condition for the minimum is then

% =—pl, +ny <i oF ) bi th30° +A30,% - g

=0. (B18)

We still have only three values for ¢,’s, ¢;, ¢z, Ps»
which satisfy the condition

b1+ Pzt Ps=—N3/A, (B19)

instead of the simple relation (B4). Combining
this equation with the trace condition (B7), we
solve for ¢, and ¢, in terms of ¢,:

b2 = g — 13 [)‘"3 +(ny - n3)¢1] ’ (B20)

¢s = 1y — 1g [)\nz +(n1 - n2)¢1] s (B21)
with

D W)

Because these relations are not homogeneous, the
calculation becomes very complicated. Instead of
a simple form like (B10), we have

V=ap,* +bp,* +cp 2 +dp, +e, (B22)

where a, b, c, d, and e are iunctions of »,’s and
A;’s. Its derivative is of the form

5;-40@1 +3b¢,% +2c¢, +d=0. (B23)

We have to solve this cubic equation for ¢, and
substitute it in the potential V(¢,) to find the value
of n,, ny,n; where V(¢) is the smallest. This com-
putation is straightforward but very tedious. We
only give the results here.

(a) For r,>0, 2,>0, we consider the variation
with respect to A;. At A, =0, we know that O(n)
splits into two “almost”-even pieces, i.e.,

O(n) - O(n,) X O = m,) ,
n,=3n (n even),
n,=3(n+1) (n odd).

As we increase 25, either in the positive or the
negative direction, the minimum starts to shift
toward the pattern where O(zn) splits into two most
uneven pieces, i.e.,

O(n) - O(n - 1).

(b) For A,>0, X,<0, the minimum is very stable
against the variation of A;, i.e.,

O(n) - O(n —1) for all 2.

APPENDIX C

In this appendix we show how to get the solution
for the second-rank tensor ¢, either symmetric
or antisymmetric, if we know that X=yy*=cI,
where [ is the nX»n matrix.

1. Symmetric tensor

We have T =y and yyp* =cI. Since the matrix ¥
is in general complex, we express ¢ in terms of
its real and imaginary parts, y =A +iB, where
A and B are real matrices. Because j is symmet-
ric  =y7. A and B are also symmetric, AT=A, BT
=B. Interms of A and B, the condition that yy* =cI
becomes

A*+B=cl, (c1)

AB=BA. (c2)
So A and B commute with each other, and we can
diagonalize these two real and symmetric matrices
by a real orthogonal transformation, which is

automatically unitary in the complex space. There-
fore A and B can be chosen to be of the form

[a ] [ ]

1 1
az b,

» (C3)

with
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2 2 _
a,”"+b"=c.

Then the matrix y is of the form

p=A+iB
Pal +ib, 7
a; +ib,
0
a, +ib,
- " -
Petal 7
e‘“z 0
=Ve ) ) (c4)
0 .
L ei oy

where we have defined a, +ib, =V ce'®. Remember
that under the group transformation of U(n), ¢
~UyUT. We can use this property to write

lp = UZp’UT ,
with
v=velI
and
P o=
et%2
et%r2
U =
0
e“"n/ZJ
L

Hence ' =cI is the most general solution.

2. Antisymmetric tensor

For even n, n=2I, we have 7=~y and pp* =cl.
Again we define two real matrices A and B by
$=A +iB, and A, B are antisymmetric, A=-AT, B
=—BT. They satisfy the same conditions as before:

A?+B%=cI, (C5)
AB=BA. (C8)

We want to transform A and B to the standard form
for the real antisymmetric matrix. Since A and

B are antisymmetric, (;A) and (iB) are Hermitian
and commute with each other because of (C6). We
can diagonalize them simultaneously by a unitary
transformation:

9
iA=UGA)UT, )
iB=UGA)UT,

with
a
0
-a,
(A), = G . )
0
-a,
L @'
_ - (C8)
—bl
b,
0
~b,
(iB)d = by
0
-b,
b,
- -

for n=21. The eigenvalues, which are real, have
to occur in pairs, because det|A] —iA| =0 implies
det| - -4A|=0 if A=-AT and if » is even. To
get to the standard antisymmetric form, we can
use the matrix

.10 -i>
k'n(1 i/’
which has the property that
0 1\ ; (i 0)
k(-1 0>k ‘(o -i) (co)

So we can write A and B in the form

A=(UK)AsWUK)',

(C10)
B=(UK)Bs;(UK)",
with
Ho
2\1 0
K= ’




9
r .
01
“G\_1 0 0
AS= ’
0 0 1
4\Z10
- - ci1
- /0 1 . (C11)
b
1\-1 0 0
Bs=
0
(2
L '_10_!

But we know that any real antisymmetric matrix
can be brought into the standard form (C11) by a
real orthogonal transformation. This means that
the combination (UK) must be real, i.e., (UK)"
=(UK)7, and the matrix y can be written as

p=wy'vT,

where

[ 0 1 B

@ vin 0 0

P'=

0 01

(a, +ib,;) ( >

L- 1 1 _1 Od

(C12)
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Just as in the previous case, this matrix y’ can
be written as

d)r =U'lp”U'T,

where
~- -
(9
-1 0 0
lp,I:C ,
s
-10
L .
(C13)
eun(§ ) ]
0
U=

10
o
L e 1/2(0 1)

So the y can be written as the standard form up to
a group rotation.

For the case of n odd, »=2]+1, we can use the
same analysis with the obvious modification of
adding a zero in the diagonal.
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