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ABSTRACT

Nowadays there is an increasing amount of efforts in searching for answers to a
plethora of questions about the world around us. It seems that in the Large Hadron
Collider’s (LHC) era, those efforts are coming to fruition, and at the same time new
triggering questions appear. Among them, the most important are questions about
the nature of dark energy, the particle nature of dark matter, the existence of extra
dimensions, the verification of the mechanism that gives mass to the particle content of
the Standard Model (SM) of particle physics, the existence of supersymmetric particles
etc.

In this thesis, motivated by experimental results in direct connection with some of
the questions above, we first examined scenarios of dark matter interaction with SM
leptons, focusing to the study of low energy recoiling electrons and found promising
results that can be verified in near future experiments. In order to extent these findings,
the dark matter annihilation into photons brought us into the study of triple vertices
with external photons or different gauge bosons in general. Within this framework
we studied in detail the triple gauge boson one-loop vertex containing virtual heavy
fermions and reproduced the most general, analytical expression for that vertex. From
a calculational point of view we developed a new approach to the problem by exclusively
performing calculations in four dimensions and by using physical arguments to handle
infinities or anomalously behaved quantities. Analyzing further the triple gauge boson
vertex we examined the decoupling effects that arise when the virtual fermions mass
becomes very large. The interesting point here was the conclusion that in fact, these
heavy fermions do not decouple completely from the theory. They leave remnants that
are necessary to guarantee the self-consistency of the theory. Moreover, we worked
out quite interesting applications of these results in the SM framework, as well as in
theories beyond the SM.

Furthermore, by using the same techniques we clarified some computational is-
sues about W-boson one-loop contribution to Higgs boson decay into two photons
(H — 7). Performing the calculation in the unitary gauge and strictly in four di-
mensions, we encountered divergent quantities that we managed to handle by inserting
arbitrary four-vectors. The remaining ambiguites were removed by exploiting physical
arguments. The results obtained by using the combination of these two techniques
(introducing four-vectors to reduce divergencies and using physical considerations to
determine unambiguously the result), verify previous similar results. The validity of
those results has been also tested by the use of a new proposed method (Four Dimen-
sional Regularization) FDR.

Certainly there are open problems that the techniques described above, could an-
swer. These problems constitute the inspiration for further extension of this work.
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0.1. OUTLINE 1

0.1 Outline

It is widely accepted that the SM describes in high accuracy a considerable variety of
phenomena. However there is evidence for the appearance of new phenomena that do
not suit into the SM framework. There appear open questions, which suggest that the
SM must be extended in order to encompass all these new phenomena.

In this thesis we try to shed light on some of them. In particular we are concerned
about dark matter searches, the possible existence of heavy fermions or exotic heavy
bosons and their impact on low energy effective theories such as the SM, as well as
about mass generation mechanism and properties of the Higgs boson which is directly
connected with this mechanism. The outline of this thesis is as follows:

In the first Chapter, we present the basic features of the (SM), emphasizing in
its mathematical construction and the fundamental postulates that it is based on. We
present a list of questions that remain open in the current SM framework. Some selected
issues are presented in more detail since they constitute the necessary theoretical basis
into which the following Chapters are developed.

The second Chapter is concentrated on the efforts to reveal the dark matter’s cor-
puscular nature. After introducing a theory setup, where different models that describe
the possible dark matter and ordinary matter connection are presented, it follows a
study of conventional and non-conventional dark matter searches. We have studied the
relevant cross sections and event rates of processes that contain recoiling nuclei or low
energy electrons scattered in dark matter-nucleus collisions and dark matter-hydrogen
like atoms collisions respectively. It follows a detailed calculation of time modulation
effects on non-conventional searches for dark matter. Finally, an experimental proposal
with promising abilities in the detection of dark matter, is presented.

The third Chapter deals with heavy fermions non-decoupling effects in triple gauge
boson vertices containing one-loop diagrams where heavy fermions are circulating. The
calculation is performed in exactly four dimensions and since the relevant integrals are
divergent a special treatment has been used in order to remove the divergencies. The
problem is treated by introducing arbitrary vectors that shift the integral variable.
Requiring the final result to satisfy the Ward identities and be gauge invariant, we
have found the more general triple gauge boson vertex with these properties. Next
we consider the case where the internal fermions are extremely heavy and investigate
if there are any remnants in the low energy limit. We find that, if at the beginning
the whole fermionic spectrum (heavy and light fermions) constitutes an anomalous
free model, after integrating out the heavy fermions a term survives and it is exactly
the opposite of an anomalous term appearing in the light fermionic spectrum. This
renders the low energy model anomalous free. These results are generalized further in
SM extensions that contain exotic Z’ gauge bosons or an extra fermion generation.

In Chapter 4 we extent the method of arbitrary shifting vectors that we used in the
previous Chapter. The objective is to calculate the amplitude for the Higgs boson decay
to two photons and to clarify some problems in this calculation appeared recently in
the literature. Again the calculation is performed in four dimensions, in unitary gauge
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and we find that the arbitrary vectors are capable to reduce high order ultraviolet
divergencies to logarithmic ones. We demand the result to be gauge invariant and
finite and by using the Goldstone Boson Equivalence Theorem we can finally obtain
the desired result. As a cross check we perform the calculation using dimensional
regularization and a recently proposed method useful in performing four-dimensional
integral calculations, namely the Four Dimensional Regularization (FDR).

We conclude in a short Chapter 5, where we present future directions and possible
extensions of our work.

A considerable supporting material is collected in several Appendices. In Appendix
A are presented the basic properties of Dirac matrices and the main techniques of Dirac
algebra. Also we append a collection of standard dimensional regularization integrals
useful for checking several calculations especially those in Chapters 3 and 4.

Appendices B, C, D, E, F are related to calculations in Chapter 2. In Appendix
B we describe in detail the calculation of the Feynman propagator related to the
Lagrangian eq. (2.2) which describes the coupling of SM to an abelian dark sector with
arbitrary kinetic or mass mixing. In Appendix C we analyze the general action related
to the Lagrangian eq. (2.2) for different models. In Appendix D are presented the
calculations about the time modulated effects in WIMP-nucleon or electron scattering.
Subsequently in Appendix E we repeat the calculation of WIMP-electron scattering
cross section using a non-relativistic approach since the WIMP’s velocity is 3 ~ 1073.
In the next Appendix F we carefully analyze the matrix element squared for WIMP-
nucleon or electron scattering when the WIMP is a Dirac or Majorana particle. In
the last case we show that this matrix element squared is suppressed by a factor of
B2~ 1076,

Appendices G-K deal with issues related to Chapter 3. In Appendix G we construct
a simple toy model relevant to non-decoupling heavy fermion effects in triple gauge
boson vertices. An analytic calculation of the general form of such a vertex, where all
the internal, virtual fermions are considered of the same mass, is performed in Appendix
H. This corresponds to a triple vertex containing neutral gauge bosons. The general
case of charged gauge bosons, where the internal fermions have different masses is
presented in Appendix I. In Appendix J we present some analytical expressions for the
integral representations of form factors that determine the triple vertex and study their
limit in various cases. In the following Appendix K we present necessary conditions for
anomaly cancellation and non-decoupling heavy fermion effects in a model with three
different U(1)’s corresponding to three distinct massive or massless gauge bosons X, Y,
and Z.

In Appendices L and M we present calculations related to Chapter 4. In Appendix
L, the analytical expressions for the coefficients of eq. (4.3), are presented. Appendix M
contains an analytical derivation of the discontinuity of four-dimensional logarithmic
divergent integrals due to surface terms appearing exactly in four dimensions.

Finally in the last Appendix N, some generalized Gordon identities are presented.
These identities are useful during calculations especially in changing from the basis
A AR kR kRS to the basis A*, vHY°, ok, oM kAP,



Chapter 1

The Standard Model of particle
physics

In this introductory Chapter, we present the basic formulation of the SM, its math-
ematical structure, the fundamental particle content and the underlying symmetries
which lead to laws that in many cases govern the behaviour of the world around us.
Subsequently are presented the fundamental principles on which is based the construc-
tion of the SM as a self-consistent quantum field theory. This construction is realized in
the framework of the Lagrangian formalism, and posses a variety of high energy physics
features such as the spontaneous symmetry breaking, the renormalizability, the Higgs
mechanism, the chiral anomalies. It follows a brief description of topics that are not
included in the current status of the SM and therefore are basic ingredients of theories
beyond the SM. Most of these topics are presented in more detail in the next Chapters.
Naturally this first Chapter serves as a “building blocks” container that provides the
necessary notions, techniques, notation and tools we will use throughout this thesis.

1.1 Introduction

The SM is a theory that describes the dynamics of subatomic particles and their inter-
actions. It covers most of the study of fundamental interactions in Nature concentrating
on electroweak and strong force. The other fundamental force in Nature, gravity, as
it is described by the General Relativity (GR), is not included in the current frame
of SM. The reason is that gravity is extremely weak and SM in the current form fails
at energies that (graviton) is expected to exist. The SM has a dynamical nature in
the sense that posses an interesting ability to supply for possible extensions to other
theoretical models and at the same time to remain in the heart of them.

As a theory SM was developed during the 20th century and especially in 1960-1980
when its final formulation was almost completed [1-3]. Later developments and discov-
eries confirmed many of the predictions of the SM and enforced its role as a powerful
theory in describing the fundamental interactions in Nature. The two main pillars that
the SM is based on, are the Quantum Mechanics which deals with phenomena that take
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place in microscopic scales, and the Special Relativity that describes the kinematics
and dynamics of very fast moving objects. These two branches of modern physics coop-
erating with each other create the necessary theoretical framework where a field theory
such as the SM can be developed and operate. Although its formulation is based on
many assumptions, its predictability and the success in explaining various experimental
results are impressive. But certainly the SM is not a theory that describes everything.
There is a plethora of phenomena that do not suit into the SM formulation, since it
does not provide any possible explanation. This fact constitutes an ideal opportunity
to proceed to theories beyond the SM. Some of these topics, where extensions of the
SM claim to provide a possible explanation, contain the corpuscular nature of dark
matter whose existence has been supposed as a possible scenario to explain cosmolog-
ical observations, the experimental verified neutrino oscillations that require that the
neutrino is a massive particle (in contrast with the minimal SM construction where the
neutrino is massless), the hierarchy problem (there is not any explanation in the SM
framework why gravity is ~ 1032 times weaker than the weak force), and as mentioned
previously, the accession of gravity in the framework of a quantum field theoretical
formalism.

1.2 Particle content of the SM

It is widely accepted that our world, at the low energy level of everyday life, is governed
by four fundamental interactions: strong, electromagnetic, weak and gravitational. As
the energy level where we study several phenomena increases, a unification of some of
the above interactions (electromagnetic and weak) appears, and continuing further it is
believed that a similar unification takes place again reducing the number of fundamen-
tal interactions. The SM is a theory that tends to describe our world in the relatively
low energetic level. Among its basic postulates is the fact that all the matter content
of our universe and the fundamental interactions can be described by the existence
and interactions of a finite (relatively small) number of elementary particles. There
are 61 elementary (based on the knowledge that we posses so far) particles in the SM,
taking into account the number of families, the number of colors and the existence
of antiparticles (Fig. 1.1). In this number is included the recently discovered Higgs
boson [4,5]. All elementary particles are divided into two big categories according to
their spin: fermions that have a spin-1/2 and bosons that have an integer spin.

The first one of these categories is divided again in subcategories according to the
way that fermions interact with each other or with other particles. According to the
force that they are sensitive to, fermions are divided into leptons (electron, muon, tau,
electron neutrino, muon neutrino, tau neutrino) which interact via the electroweak
interaction (neutrinos are electrically neutral and therefore interact only through weak
force) and quarks (up, down, charm, strange, top, bottom) which except from the
electroweak are also sensitive to the strong interactions since they carry a quantity
called color.
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Figure 1.1: The particle content of SM.

The second category includes gauge bosons, particles that have spin 1 and are
responsible for the mediation of different interactions. The electromagnetic interaction
is mediated by the photon, a massless particle that does not carry any electric charge or
color. The fact that the photon is massless characterizes the electromagnetic interaction
as a long-range force. There are eight massless gluons that are the mediators of the
strong nuclear force. As quarks, they are colored and this allows them to self-interact.
Although they are massless, the strong interaction is not a long-range force. The
reason for that is a phenomenon, called asymptotic freedom that enforces the quarks
and gluons not to exist in a free form but to create colorless composite particles called
hadrons (baryons and mesons). Finally the mediators of the weak interaction are the
Z% and W* bosons. They are massive and therefore the weak interaction has a short
range.

There is also one last boson that is contained into the SM set of particles. It is
about the long-expected and possibly discovered Higgs boson [4-9]. It does not play
the role of any interaction mediator, has spin 0, is massive and represents the quantum
of the Higgs field that is responsible for giving mass to Z° and W+ bosons and fermions
as well. Since the Higgs boson is massive it possess self-interaction properties. It is
unstable and can decay into other SM particles. Its detection was feasible by studying
these decaying products.
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1.3 The Lagrangian formulation

The SM is a quantum field theory. A basic concept of a field theory is the fact that the
fundamental entity capable to represent essential qualities of a system is the concept
of field, which is a continuous function of space-time ¢(x°, Z), or short ¢(x). Motivated
by the Lagrangian formalism of classical mechanics, it is postulated that the dynamics
of a system is described by the action:

S:/d‘lxﬁ[gzﬁi(x),ﬁu@(x)}, (1.1)

where L[¢;(z),0,¢;(x)] is the Lagrangian density, a function (usually polynomial) of
the fields and their derivatives. Applying the fundamental principle of the stationary
action under infinitesimal field variations and considering that these variations are equal
to zero on the boundary of a closed region, one obtains the Euler-Lagrange equation,
that is,

55 =0 = / d%[‘% S + i5(@#@)] — / d%[aﬁ 56;+ —25 0,561 =

3@- 8((%@-) 3@ a(a;ﬂbi)
L roc o o
/d m[ad)i ‘aﬂ(—a(am)ﬂ(s(@) +£d5(8(8#¢i))5(¢i) —0, (19

where § is a surface that bounds a particular region and on this S the variation of the
fields vanish, d¢; = 0. Therefore the surface integral above vanish. Since the variation
d¢; is arbitrary, in order the first integral in eq. (1.2) to vanish, the integrand should
be zero, i.e.

oL _ au(i) —0. (1.3)
O; 9(0u:)

This is the Euler-Lagrange equation for the field ¢; or its equation of motion. Using
this formalism we can deduce Noether’s theorem which relates symmetries of a system
with conserved quantities. When we refer to a symmetry of a system we mean a
set of transformations of fields under whom the Lagrangian of this system remains
unchanged. Therefore if we assume that ¢;(x) — ¢;(x) = ¢i(z) + a dat(x) + O(a?),
where « is a small parameter and require that L£[é;(x), 9,6:(x)] = L[di(x), Du¢s(x)] we
can find:

0L oL
504»6 =0 = zz: _%50[@251‘ + 8(8—}@1)504(8“@)} =0=
0L oL
> X [groo a(a—mau(mﬂ —0=
oL oL oL
= Z _(87% - au(—a(ami)))aa@ + au(—a(am)éa@)] —0. (14)

Taking into account the Euler-Lagrange equations, the first bracket is equal to zero.
Therefore

; [&La(g—f@)éad)i] =0y Z [3(2—;@-)6&@] =0,J" =0, (1.5)
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where JH = zi[%%@] represents a conserved current. This fact constitutes the
Noether’s theorem which claims that for every continuous symmetry of a system, there
is a conserved quantity (generalized charge). We can mention here the conservation of
momentum, energy, angular momentum, electric charge etc., that corresponds to the
invariance of the Lagrangian of this system under spatial translation, time translation,

rotation invariance or other internal symmetries (gauge invariance) respectively.

1.4 Mathematical construction

The mathematical construction of SM is based on several postulates. First of all, the
global Poincare symmetry is postulated. It contains space-time symmetries (invari-
ance under translations and rotations), as well as internal symmetries e.g the local
SU3)e @ SU(2), ® U(1)y gauge symmetry that definitely characterizes the SM. A
second basic postulate of SM is the fact that each particle is represented by a dynamical
entity known as field. In fact the different fields, in addition to being represented by
continuous functions of space-time, in many cases posses a quantum-mechanical charac-
ter in the sense that are represented by non-commutative operators. A third postulate
is that the operating framework of SM is constructed based on the Lagrangian formal-
ism, whose fundamental quantity is the Lagrangian density, an entity invariant under
Lorentz transformations, that describes the whole dynamics of a system. A last but
not least postulate is that the SM Lagrangian remains unchanged under local gauge
transformations. This fact has remarkable consequences in the whole theory and con-
stitutes one of the basic foundations of the SM. We will return to this point later and
will discuss the importance of gauge invariance in more detail.

Certainly all the above postulates are driven by undeniable experimental facts.
The SM is a chiral theory i.e within the SM framework left-handed and right-handed
fermions are treated differently. This is an experimentally verified occurrence. The
name left-handed (right-handed) characterizes the way a particle transforms according
to the left (right)-handed representation of Poincare group (the group of isometries of
Minkowski spacetime).

1.4.1 Constructing the Quantum Electrodynamic (QED) gauge
invariant Lagrangian

A free Dirac fermion is described in the coordinate space by the Dirac equation:
"0, ¥ (z) = m¥(z), (1.6)

where 7# are the Dirac matrices (for definition and properties see Appendix A) and
U represents the wave function of a Dirac spinor with mass m. This equation can be
derived from the following Lagrangian:

Lo =iV (z)y"9,¥(x) — m ¥ (x)¥(z), (1.7)
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with U(z) = Ui(2)7°. Obviously, this is invariant under the global transformation
U'(z) = e'*¥(z), where « is a real parameter, but if we require that the Lagrangian
above be invariant under a local transformation U'(z) = €' *@W(z), where a(z) a
real-valued function of space-time, then we should also add an extra field A, which
has the following transformation property A (v) = A,(z) —1/qd,a(x), where q is the
fermion’s electric charge. In this way we can modify the eq. (1.7) in the following form:

L = iV(x)y"D,V(z) — m¥(z)¥(z) =

= Lo—qV(x)y"A ¥ (x), (1.8)
where D, = 0, +1q A, is the gauge covariant derivative. This expression is invariant
under the above transformation which is called local gauge transformation. In the sec-
ond form of eq. (1.8), it is clear that the requirement the Lagrangian remains invariant
under the local gauge transformations, generates a term that represents an interac-
tion between the fields ¥(z) and A,(x). On the other hand, requiring that the field
A, is a propagating field, one should add the following gauge invariant kinetic term
—1/4F,, F* where F,, = 0,F, — 0,F), represents the electromagnetic field strength.
Therefore eq. (1.8) now becomes:

1 — —
L = _ZFHVFHV + /L\P@\P — myyv

- ‘iFWFW +0(2)(i —m)¥(z) — U (x)y" ¥ (2)A,(x) =

= LMa:muell + LDirac + 'Cz'ntv (19)

where ) = v*D,,, @ = "0, and Ly = —q ¥ (x)y"¥(z)A,(z) represents the interac-
tion part of the Lagrangian above. The Euler-Lagrange equation for the field A, (x)
is:

O™ = qU(x)y"¥(z) = qJ", (1.10)
with the current density given by j* = W(x)y"¥(z). A mass term for the field A, ()
of the form 1/2m% A, (z)A*(z) is forbidden because it clearly breaks the local gauge
invariance. This leads to the fact that the field A, () represents a massless particle, the
photon. The important fact of this subsection is that the requirement the Lagrangian
of a system to be invariant under local gauge transformations, generates interactions
between different fields in a natural way. This is a general fact not only applied in the
case of QED theory.
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1.4.2 Constructing the Quantum Chromodynamic (QCD) La-
grangian

There are experimental hints and theoretical requirements that hadrons (baryons and
mesons) are composite particles and are constituted by other elementary particles,
called quarks. Baryons contain 3 quarks and mesons contain a quark-antiquark pair.
They carry a quantity called color which allows them to coexist in bound states al-
though they are fermions (they obey the Fermi-Dirac statistic), and to interact via
strong interactions. The experiment indicates that the number of colors is No = 3
(red, green, blue). In order to construct the QCD gauge invariant Lagrangian, as in
the QED case, we start from the free quark Lagrangian:

Lo =Y T(in"d, —my)¥y, (1.11)
!

where Wy is the wavefunction of the quark with flavour f. Obviously this is invariant
under the global gauge transformation \Ii’f =UV; where U'U =UU" =1, detU =1
and U = exp{ia’t’}. Here, t' are the SU(3) generators in the fundamental repre-
sentation (3 x 3 hermitian matrices) with the commutation relation [t%, %] = 4 fab¢¢
where fe¢ the SU(3) structure constants (chosen totally antisymmetric) and of real
constants. If we require, the Lagrangian remains unchanged under local gauge trans-
formations, o' — a’(z), the partial derivative should be transformed into a covariant
derivative and additional terms that contain extra fields should appear, among them
terms that show the possible interactions. The covariant derivative related to the above
local transformation is:

D, = 8, — igA%t*, (1.12)

where ¢ is the strong coupling and for each generator t* (eight in total in the SU(3)
case), corresponds the field Af. These fields represent the gauge bosons of strong
interaction that are called gluons. Imposing the following infinitesimal transformations
for Uy and A,:

U = UWy = (14ia%") Uy
a a 1 a aoc C
Al = AM+§8Ma + [ A o, (1.13)

and adding the gauge invariant kinetic term for the Aj field, the QCD Lagrangian
takes the following form:

1 = .
Locp = —ZF§VF5V+Z‘I’f(Z@—mf)‘I’f:
f
1 a a m AV VAW NS
= OuAT — 0,A4) (0" AL — 07 AL) + STy — )+
!
g ALY Tt Uy — g [0, A AR A —

f
_292 fabc faedAZ AZC/ A,ueAVd’ (114>
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where F, = 8,A% — 9, A% + g f**° A AC represents the strength tensor for the A% field.
The second line of eq. (1.14) represents the kinetic term for the Af, field and the kinetic
and mass term for the quark field ;. The first term in the third line expresses the
interaction between the fields Af and Wy and involves the SU(3) matrices ¢*. The next
two terms manifest the non-Abelian character of strong interactions corresponding to
cubic and quartic gluon self-interactions respectively. There is not a similar gauge
bosons self-interaction in QED Lagrangian. This new feature of strong interactions
is responsible for two basic properties that they manifest themselves: the asymptotic
freedom, where the interactions become weaker in short distances, and the confinement,
where they become stronger as the distance increases. As in the case of QED, any
mass term for the gauge bosons is forbidden, because it breaks the gauge invariance.
Therefore the gauge bosons of the strong interaction, the gluons, remain massless.

1.4.3 Electroweak sector

Weak interactions constitute one of the fundamental interactions in nature and are
responsible for flavour changing processes governing the fermionic sector of SM. There
is a considerable amount of experimental facts (especially S-decay, 7= — p~7,) that
have made clear that the left-handed and right-handed chiral fermions are treated dif-
ferently by weak interactions. Data from neutrino scattering, as well as measures of
neutrino emission from astrophysical sources show clearly that there are different neu-
trino flavours and also that neutrinos of one flavour can be transformed to another
flavour, a phenomenon known as neutrino oscillation. The mediators of weak interac-
tions are the massive W* and Z° gauge bosons which posses the following properties
with respect to their interactions to fermions:

e W*-bosons couple only to left-handed fermions and right-handed antifermions.
This is a clear breaking of parity and charge conjugation. Also they interact
with fermionic doublets that contain fermions which differ by one unit of electric
charge. This kind of interactions has the same universal strength.

e Fermionic interactions with the Z° boson are characteristic for flavour conserving
vertices. Interactions with neutrinos involve only left-handed chiralities.

Experimental facts suggest that d’, s and b’ quarks flavours eigenstates, are a linear
combination of their mass eigenstates and are related by the expression:

d/
s |=V| s |, (1.15)
v b

where V is a 3 x 3 unitary matrix VV' = VIV = ], called Cabibbo-Kobayashi-
Maskawa (CKM) matrix and is present in flavour mixing processes. An analogous
situation shows the neutrino sector, since as it is suggested by neutrino oscillation phe-
nomena, neutrinos posses a tiny but non-zero mass and the neutrino flavour eigenstates
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are a mixture of their mass eigenstates requiring an analogous to CKM matrix that
relates the two eigenbases.

To construct the electroweak Lagrangian we should take into account left-handed
chiral fermions that transform as doublets and right-handed chiral fermions as siglets
under the weak interactions. Firstly, we define the fermionic doublets and singlets as
follows:

Buw)=( ) . Q= ;) . erl@) uple), de(e), (1.16)
(), =),

where L refers to left-handed and R to right-handed fermions. In terms of the fields
above the free Lagrangian takes the form:

L=EL()EL +er(if)er + QL(id)Qr + ur(if)ur + dr(if)dg. (1.17)

The Lagrangian in eq. (1.17) is obviously invariant under the global gauge transforma-
tions:

Er(z) = expliayi}Ur Er(z), Qp(x) = expliayr} UL Qr(z),
en(z) = expliayir}er(r) ug(z) = exp{iayr}ur(z),
dp(z) = explicysr}dr(v), (1.18)

where U, = exp{i%a'} is the SU(2) transformation acting on doublets E;, and Q,
and o' the Pauli matrices with ¢ = 1,2,3. The parameters yi1, Y21, Y1r, Y2r, Y3r are
called hypercharges and are analogous to phase transformation in QED. On the other
hand U}, is non-Abelian as in the QCD case. Requiring the Lagrangian of eq. (1.17)
to be invariant under local gauge transformations, the recipe is already known. The
derivatives transform into covariant derivatives and new fields that represent gauge
bosons are introduced as follows:

1
D, =0, —igAjT® — 25 g By, (1.19)
where A}, and B, represent the SU(2) and U(1) gauge bosons respectively, 7¢ = 0 /2

and g and ¢’ are the coupling constants of SU(2) and U(1) fields. As in the case of
QED and QCD the fields B, and A} have the following transformation:

1
B,l/l = B,+ ?8uﬁ(a7),
‘a a 1 a abe c
A = A+ 58#04 (z) + €*® AZa (x). (1.20)

Constructing the field strength tensors for B, and A, respectively,

B,, = 0,B,—0,B,,
Fi, = 0, A% —0,A% + ge* A A (1.21)

uv (Ve 2]
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we can see that they remain invariant under the transformations of eq. (1.20). Subse-
quently we can write down the properly transformed kinetic terms for Aj and B, and
the final Lagrangian reads:

L = —;LF(QWF:V — EB“VB,W + EL(Zp)EL +€R(i$)€R +
+Q,(iP)QL + Ur(iP)ur + dr(ilp)dg. (1.22)

The last term of F*, that constitutes its non-Abelian part, generates cubic and quar-
tic self-interactions among gauge fields that have the same SU(2) coupling g. The
Lagrangian above describes a set of massless fermions. Any mass term for fermionic
fields is forbidden by global gauge invariance. For example any term of the form
—me(€r er + €geyr), is not allowed because the fields e and er belong to different
SU(2) representations and have different U(1) couplings. Also any mass term for the
gauge bosons is also forbidden since it violates the local gauge invariance. Therefore this
Lagrangian describes a completely massless set of particles. However, this Lagrangian
is far from reality. Since the weak force does not represent a long range interaction,
the physical W=+ and Z° bosons should be massive. On the other hand, although it
can describe the fermionic sector in high energies, where fermions can be considered
massless, the description fails at low energies where fermions appear clearly massive.
In order to generate masses we need to break the gauge symmetry somehow. For this,
it is necessary to introduce a new mechanism that respects the gauge invariance of the
Lagrangian, but generates stable minimal energy states that are transformed under
gauge transformations in a specific way. Choosing one of these states, it is said that
the symmetry is spontaneously broken.

1.4.4 Spontaneous Breaking of a global gauge Symmetry

Let consider first the notion of spontaneous breaking of a global gauge symmetry. For
this we introduce a complex scalar field ¢, with Lagrangian:

L=03,00"¢—V(9), V(9) = 12619 + M¢'¢)*. (1.23)

This Lagrangian is invariant under the global transformation ¢’ = exp(ia)¢. The
parameter A is chosen to be positive in order the potential posses a stable ground
state. For the other parameter p? there are two possibilities: p? > 0 where the only
ground state corresponds to ¢y = 0 and is stable, and p? < 0 where an unstable state

appears at ¢g = 0 and a stable minimum appears for field configurations satisfying

the relation | ¢ |= ;—‘f = \/Li’ where v is the vacuum expectation value. In fact,

there is an infinite number of degenerate states wich are related to each other via the
following U(1) transformation ¢ = 7% exp(i6). We can choose everyone of this states.
For simplicity we choose § = 0 and the symmetry is spontaneously broken. In order to
investigate the particle spectrum we have to move in a perturbative way around the
vacuum. We can decompose the initial field ¢ as follows ¢(z) = \%(@ () + i go(x)),
and using the shift p; = ¢; — v along ¢; direction and s = ¢ along the ¢ direction,
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we obtain ¢(x) = \%(v + o1(x) + i@a(x)). In terms of the new fields ¢; and g9 the
Lagrangian above has the following form:

2

1 1 " A 2
L = 3 u¢13“901+§(9u%025“802—7<(U+801)2+%03>—Z<(U+901)2+<P§> =

1 1
= S0up1 001+ 50up2 002 — Avip] — 0} —
Y 3 2, Lo o 1y 4 _U_4 .
V] Vo105 + o103 + (0] + ) =

2 4 4
1 1
= [iﬁugol oM — )\02303} + b@mg 0y — 0 gog} + interaction terms,  (1.24)
where the relation y? = —\v? has been used. Comparing the last line of the Lagrangian

above with the Lagrangian of a scalar particle £ = %@Lqﬁ oro— %mQ ¢?, with mass m, it
is clear that eq. (1.24) describes a massive scalar particle ¢y with mass m,, = v2Av?
and a massless scalar ,. The spontaneous breaking of the global gauge symmetry has
generated massless excitations, a result related to Goldstone’s theorem [32]: for each
broken generator of a continuous symmetry there appears a massless scalar particle.

1.4.5 Spontaneous Breaking of a local gauge Symmetry. The
Higgs mechanism. Gauge boson masses

In this section we will investigate what happens when a local gauge symmetry is spon-
taneously broken. Local gauge invariance requires the Lagrangian to be invariant under
the transformation ¢'(x) = exp(i a(x))¢(z) and also, through the covariant derivative,
introduces gauge fields that have a special transformation rule. We are interested for
the case of SU(2), ® U(1)y Lagrangian, since we expect the spontaneous breaking of
local gauge symmetry will generate mass terms for weak gauge bosons. In this point
we introduce the Higgs boson field, a doublet of complex scalar fields:

o0 = ( o)) (1.25)
and eq. (1.23) reads:
L = (Duo")(D"¢) — 11?00 — X (619)?, (1.26)

where D,,¢ = <8M — 1 gALT" — z% g'BM>gb and as previously p? < 0 and A > 0. This
Lagrangian is invariant under the local gauge transformation ¢/(x) = exp(i a(x))o(z)
and those described in eq. (1.20). The potential term guarantees that there is an
2 =

_ 2
= 2—’; We can choose one of

them by parametrizing the field ¢ ,“ala Kibble”, as follows:

infinity of degenerate ground states located at |¢y

o) =exoli 80} 75 (S ) 1.27)
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where 0;(xz) and h(z) are real fields. We can simplify the situation by working in the
unitary gauge where 6;(x) = 0. This is allowed by the local SU(2) invariance of the
Lagrangian since we can rotate away any 6;(z) dependence. The potential term in
eq. (1.26) will generate self-interactions of Higgs boson and also a mass term for it.
The gauge boson mass terms should come from the first term of eq. (1.26) evaluated
at the scalar field expectation value. We work out only the relevant terms:

1 a_a 1 / 1 / 0
AL =Dy D"é ~ 5(0,0) (gAMT +59 Bﬂ) <gAb”Tb +59 B”) ( ) ) . (1.28)

Considering that 7% = ¢®/2 and using the explicit form of Pauli matrices (for properties
of Pauli matrices see Appendix A), we find:

102
AL = S |2 (AL + g (A + (—g AL+ ¢'B.)Y) (1.29)
It is convenient to define the following linear combinations of fields:
<A1 - z'A2> (gA3 _¢B ) (g’A3 1 gB )
L SV A S VoA, = 2 (130

8 V2

Now eq. (1.29) takes the form:

_ LN vt e o L9\ -t —m M9200u p
A£_2(2>(WM)W +2<2)(Wu)W +( 5 )(Q)ZNZ +0A AP, (1.31)

From this expression it is clear that the combinations Wf acquire a mass my = %,
the Zﬁ acquires a mass mzo = 51/g*> + ¢, since in the Lagrangian a general mass
term for the massive gauge bosons has the form %mQ V,V#. The last combination A,
remains massless. The Wj and Zg are identified with the weak gauge bosons and the
field A, with the photon. In this way it is evident that the spontaneous breaking of a
local gauge symmetry has generated massive gauge bosons and also a massless particle
as well. In the general case of considering the coupling of vector fields to fermions the

covariant derivative takes the form:
D, =0,—1g AZT“ — ig’YBH, (1.32)

where T = %0“ and Y the U(1) hypercharge. We are interested in writing this
expression as a function of mass eigenstate fields W*, Z° and A,. First we define
T+ =T'+iT? = (0! £i0?). Therefore the expression for the covariant derivative

=3
becomes:

. g o . 1 0( 23 2
D, = a—z—(W+T++WT)—Z—Z< T3 — Y)—
® M \/5 H H 92+g/2 H 9 9
/
S (T3 + Y). (1.33)

In this expression it is clear that the massless gauge boson couples to the gauge genera-
tor 7%+ Y. This leaves the vacuum unaffected. Since the gauge boson A, corresponds
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to the photon, the mediator of electromagnetism, we conclude that the symmetry re-
lated to the electromagnetism leaves the vacuum invariant, which has as a consequence
the presence of the massless photon. In order to simplify the eq. (1.33) further, we
define the factor next to A, field as the electron charge e = —~ 2 and also identify

the quantum number of the electric charge as Q = T2 + Y. In terms of 72 and Q, the
term next to Z,, field in eq. (1.33), takes the form ¢*7° — ¢*Y = (¢* + ¢"*)T? — ¢"*Q and

/

=39 i -9 ; s
also define cos,, = 2 and sinf,, = —, where 6, is the weak mixing angle.
9%+g 9%+g

After the above definitions and abbreviations eq. (1.33) is written in a simplified form:

. 9 — e . g . .
D,=209,— ZE (V[/':[TJr + W, T > — Zng (T3 — sin? 6w> —ieA,Q. (1.34)
We can use the angle 6, to express different useful relations as for example the

parametrization of mixing between (Z° A) and (A3, B) gauge fields through the change
from one basis to the other as follows:

Z° cos B, — sinéb,, A3
( A ) o ( sinf,, cosf, > ( B ) ’ (1.35)
or the relation e = g sin 6,,, between the electron charge and SU(2) coupling, or finally

the relation between the W and Z° masses: my = myo cosf,,. From the last relation
we can define the p parameter:

2
My

PE

m, cos? 6y,

(1.36)
and p = 1 at the lowest order of perturbation theory. The experimental measurements
of my, mzo and cos 8, confirm this relation. It is interesting that the total number
of degrees of freedom remains the same before and after symmetry breaking. Before
breaking there where four massless gauge fields (A', A%, A3 B) each one with two de-
grees of freedom due to the two possible transverse polarizations and four real scalar
fields (the components of the complex Higgs field). In total 4 x 2 + 4 = 12 degrees of
freedom. After spontaneous symmetry breaking appear three massive gauge bosons,
each one with three degrees of freedom, a massless photon with two degrees of freedom
and the remaining Higgs field with one degree of freedom, in total 3x3+2+4+1 = 12. So
far we have described how the introduction of a scalar field with non-zero expectation
value allows the system to reach in a spontaneously broken state and this mechanism
generates the gauge boson masses and a massless photon. But this mechanism provides
a mass term for the Higgs boson, the quantum of Higgs field, describes Higgs boson’s
self-interaction and interactions of Higgs boson and gauge bosons, and finally explains
how fermions acquire their mass.
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1.4.6 Interactions between fermions and gauge bosons.
Fermion masses

So far the model we have described, contains massless fermions, since any mass term for
fermions is forbidden by the gauge invariance. For example, a term in the Lagrangian
of the form AL = —m.(érer +€reyr) contains fields that have different transformation
properties under SU(2) or U(1) transformation groups. This information is encoded
in the fermionic part of the Lagrangian in eq. (1.22):

ALf ~ Er(i)Er +er(iP)er + QL(iP)Qr + Ur(iP)ur + dr(iP)dr,  (1.37)

where in general D, = 0, — igA*T* — ig’Y' B,,. Since the different fermionic fields in
the Lagrangian above belong to different representations, they have different values for
the hypercharge Y. Using the relation Q = 7% + Y, the hypercharge is chosen in such
a way to reproduce the correct electric charge. For example, for right handed fermions
the hypercharge coincides with the electric charge since in this case T3 = 0. For the
left handed fermions it is determined from the relation Y = Q — T, where we have
considered that 7% = 41/2 for the upper and lower component of fermionic doublet
respectively. Therefore the left handed doublets:

ie(2)e en(i). o

have hypercharge Y = —1/2 and Y = 41/6 respectively. We can use the expression of
covariant derivative as a function of mass eigenstates gauge fields, in order to express
eq. (1.37) as follows:

A[,f ~ EL(Z@)EL + @R(i@)@% + @L(Z@>QL + ﬂR(i@)uR + ER(Z@)C[R +
o g(WE T W T+ Z0T) + ATy, (1.39)

where the corresponding currents are:

1
Jie = 7 <7L’Y“€L +ﬂL’Y“dL>>
1 _
J- = ﬁ <5L7“VL + dLV“UL>,
B _ 2 - 1
Toy = (Ve + A3 ut dy(—3)d (1.40)
and
m 1 1 _ " 1 .92 — n . 2 — o
JZ: [ —vpYy'vp + <———|—Sln 9W>€L’y er, + sin” Oy eryer +
cos Oy 2 2
1 2 2
- (5 -3 sin? 9w>ﬂL’V”UL + ( ~3 sin? 9w>ﬂR’Y“UR +
1 1 - 1 -
+ ( 3 + 3 sin? Hw>dL7”dL + <§ sin? 9W> dR'Y#dR} . (1.41)
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Let see now how the introduction of the Higgs field produces a mass term for fermions.
The scalar field must have Y = 1/2 and should be a spinor under SU(2) in order to
generate the correct gauge boson masses. It is interesting that the same scalar field,
with these quantum numbers plays a crucial role in writing down a coupling term in
the Lagrangian invariant under SU(2), ® U(1)y of the form:

ALe==X(EL-¢en+endt By, (1.42)
where ), is a new dimensionless parameter. We notice that the hypercharges of the
different fields sum to zero. If the scalar field has the form ¢ = = 0 then

V2 \ v+h
eq. (1.42) is written:
—Xe [, _ 0 _ Ver, _
AL = W((l/eL,eL)' < vt h )€R+€R(O,’U+h)' ( e >) =
= ?/—26 [v(érer +€rer) + h(erer +erer)] =
Ae
= —meee— ——=hee, 1.43
7 (1.43)
where m, = AEQ” and ey, eg + €ger, = ee. From this expression it is clear that except

of the fermionic mass term a coupling term between the Higgs boson and fermions has
been generated. The eq. (1.42) seems to contribute to the mass generation of the lower
component of the fermion doublet. In order to give mass to the upper component we
write down the following SU(2), ® U(1)y Lagrangian:

AL, ==X\, (@L - up + g (69 QL), (1.44)

where ¢¢ = io2¢* = \/LE ( v g h > In this case the Lagrangian in eq. (1.44) takes the

form:
V2 V2
D V)

where m,, = N is the mass term for the u quark and uy, ug + ur uy, = wu.

AL, = (v+h) <ﬂL URr +UR uL> = —myuu — —=huu, (1.45)

1.4.7 Higgs boson: mass, production and decay

By working out the terms in the potential part of eq. (1.26) for ¢ = \/Li < " _?_ L )

and using the relation —u2 = Av? we find for the Higgs boson mass my = V2.
The vacuum expectation value is v &~ 246 GeV as it is evaluated from muon decay
processes by taking into account the Fermi coupling and the relation v = (v2G )~ /2.
Also there appear interaction terms of the form —\v h? — ’\4—’14 (some constant terms
have been neglected) giving rise to third and fourth power self-interactions. From the
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kinetic part of eq. (1.26) one also finds the interaction terms between the Higgs boson
and weak gauge bosons. Manipulating the relevant terms one obtains:

1 e 1 hy?
ALtin, ~ 50uh 0"h + | W W +§m2ZZ#ZM} (1+;) . (1.46)

From this expression we conclude that there are four different couplings of the Higgs
field to the gauge bosons (the triple and quartic interaction with each one gauge boson).
There is no direct coupling of the Higgs boson to photon, since, as we know, the photon
couples only to charged particles and the Higgs boson is a neutral one, or alternatively
the Higgs boson couples to massive particles and the photon is massless. However, there
appears a loop induced hvyy coupling involving fermions or W-bosons in the loop. On
the other hand the coupling to the massive gauge bosons has the characteristic of being
proportional to gauge boson’s mass squared as it is clear from eq. (1.46).

At this point we want to discuss about Higss boson’s production and decay. In
previous sections we recognized the major role of the introduction of a scalar field in
the theory, since it provides the framework where a mechanism that generates massive
gauge bosons and also gives mass to fermions takes place. The quantum representative
of this scalar field is the Higgs boson. The importance of the existence of the Higgs
boson has rendered the search for this particle, one of the fundamental goals in physics
last decades. These searches have been realized in Tevatron and LHC and seems to
have given encouraging results with the discovery of a new boson which is at very
high possibility, identified with the Higgs boson of the Standard Model [4,5]. Before
discussing about production and decay of the Higgs boson, let us provide some general
information about the LHC. The main purpose of this accelerating machine is to shed
light in some fundamental questions in modern physics:

1. Are the masses of elementary particles produced by the Higgs mechanism?
2. Is the recently discovered boson identified with the Higgs boson?

3. Are there supersymmetric partners of the SM particles 7

4. What is the possibility that extra dimensions exist?

5. What is the nature of dark matter?

6. Why the fundamental interactions have so different magnitude (the hierarchy
problem)?

7. What is the deeper cause of matter-antimatter asymmetry?

8. What is the neutrino mass?

This thesis deals with points 1, 2 and 5. From the technical point of view, the LHC’s
“operating system” consists of a large underground tunnel (~ 27 km circumference),
where two proton beams travel in opposite directions in extreme conditions (a pressure
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of order ~ 1071 atm, 1.9 K temperature and ~ 8.3 T magnetic field). After acceler-
ating in very high speeds, the two beams collide and the products of this collision are
detected and analyzed. Each beam has a 7 TeV energy, giving a 14 TeV total collision
energy. During the collision are created the conditions where some of the questions
above will possibly find their answer.

After this short parenthesis about LHC, we return again to Higgs boson’s pro-
duction and decay features. The Higgs boson’s production mechanism, at LHC, is
dominated by gluon fusion, vector boson fusion and associative production with W
boson or a top quark pair. Especially the gluon fusion has a major contribution to
the Higgs boson’s production, since the involved top quarks have a large coupling to
Higgs boson due to their large mass. The Higgs boson, after its production is unsta-
ble and for a mass of about 126 GeV the Standard Model prediction is that its life
time is about 1.6 x 107?%s. The Higgs boson can decay through different channels
with different probabilities. In general, more favorite are channels that contain heavy
fermion-antifermion pairs, since the strength of interaction is proportional to fermion
mass. Since for a Higgs boson with mass 126 GeV, the decay to top-antitop quark pair
is forbidden (because my < 346 GeV which is twice the mass of top quark), the most
probable decay channel contains a bottom-antibottom quark pair. An other alterna-
tive is the Higgs boson to decay into W and Z° gauge bosons, where each one of them
subsequently decays into a pair of leptons. The products of these subsequent decays,
provide information about the properties of the initial Higgs boson. The W boson de-
cays into quarks which in general are very difficult to distinguish from the background,
or decays into charged leptons and neutrinos that also have a detecting difficulty due
to neutrinos very low detectability especially in collision experiments. On the other
hand the Z%boson decays into a pair of charged fermions that in general are easy to
detect. A third possibility is the Higgs boson to decay into a pair of gluons or a pair
of photons. These two decay modes are indirect since the Higgs boson does not posses
color or electric charge. It can be realized through loop induced interactions where
are involved W-bosons or virtual heavy fermions. The case where the final particles
are gluons, again expresses a difficulty due to the background. However the case of
final photons is a very interesting process since the energy and momentum of these
photons can be measured precisely and therefore this process plays a crucial role to
the mass reconstruction of the initial decaying particle. In Chapter 4 we investigate an
interesting behaviour of the last possibility where the loop involved particles are virtual
W-bosons. The decay mode h — 7 has definitively contributed to the identification
of the recently discovered particle at the LHC, with the Higgs boson of the SM [4,5].

1.5 Some selected topics

In what follows, we describe some selected topics related to the concepts and problems
that we study in this thesis. This description serves as an introduction to issues that we
analyze in more detail in the following Chapters. In particular we briefly describe some
general aspects about the dark matter, chiral anomalies and dimensional regularization.
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1.5.1 General aspects about the dark matter

There is an increasing number of facts about the existence of dark matter. It is believed
that dark matter is a type of matter that does not emit or absorb electromagnetic
radiation and its direct effects on the visible matter and radiation have gravitational
nature. Among evidence about the existence of dark matter we refer the attempt
to explain the rotational velocities of stars in the Milky Way or the evidence for the
“missing mass” in the velocities of galaxies in clusters by Fritz Zwisky [10, 11], the
“missing mass” in the explanation of rotational speed of galaxies by Vera Rubin in 1960-
1970 [12,13], the gravitational lensing effects in the background radiative structures,
the distribution of anisotropies in the cosmic microwave background [14]. According
to cosmological data our universe contains 4.9% ordinary matter, 26.8% dark matter
and 68.3% dark energy [15].

This is a considerable percentage and has motivated several theoretical and experi-
mental groups to focus on the search for dark matter [15-25]. Although the corpuscu-
lar nature of dark matter is still unknown, there are theories, such as supersymmetry
or other extensions of the Standard Model of particle physics that provide possible
candidates from a variety of subatomic particles (neutralinos, axions, heavy sterile
neutrinos). The nature of dark matter however can not be baryonic. If this were
the case then the cosmic microwave background will have a completely different form
and also there would have been a conflict with the data about the abundance of light
elements created during the big-bang nucleosynthesis. On the other hand, very light
particles are also excluded since they are relativistic at early Universe and then es-
cape rapidly from low density condensations. Any electric charge or magnetic moment
are also forbidden since this would have allowed interactions with the photon-baryon
plasma before recombination and clearly a different microwave background would have
appeared. However, there are restrictions on this and we study models where dark
sector gauge boson X, mixes to photon A,. The most accepted candidates are the
WIMPs, (weakly interacting massive particles) [26] that interact with the rest of the
ordinary matter via weak (possibly) and gravitational interactions. Since both these
interactions are very weak, the detection of dark matter is extremely difficult, at least
based on the detecting abilities that we possess so far.

There are two main kinds of detecting strategies: direct and indirect WIMP detec-
tion. The direct detection is based on the analysis of low background recoiling nuclei
caused by the WIMP-nucleus scattering. The effectiveness of this method depends on
the local dark matter density and velocity distribution. Two are the main techniques
to detect recoiling nuclei: cryogenic detection, where the heat produced when a par-
ticle hits an atom in a crystal (Si, Ge) is measured and scintillator detection, where
scintillation light is produced when a particle collides with the atoms in a liquid noble
gas (Xe, Ar). The indirect detection techniques are based on the experimental search
for particles that WIMPs could annihilate. The final particles may be photons, neu-
trinos, electrons, positrons or other Standard Model particles. Since the annihilation
rate is proportional to the square of the WIMPs density, the ideal places to search for
dark matter annihilation are dark matter dense objects (clusters of galaxies, galaxies
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halos, dwarf galaxies) [27-29]. An alternative detecting choice provide particle collid-
ers. Large Hadron Collider (LHC) is an ideal place to search for physics beyond the
Standard Model. Future experiments in the LHC may be able to search for WIMP’s
production in proton-proton collisions. In principle, during a p—p collision, quarks and
gluons may annihilate in other colored particles (squarks, gluinos) and these particles
may decay to WIMPs. Since the WIMP interacts extremely weak with the ordinary
matter, it can be detected indirectly as missing energy and momentum.

However, alternative theories have been developed to explain the astronomical ob-
servations. Their philosophy is not to include large amounts of undetermined matter,
but to modify laws of gravity.

1.5.2 Chiral anomalies

In quantum field theory there are phenomena that have not analog in classical theories.
Their dynamics is affected completely by quantum effects. Such a problem is the
decay rate of neutral pion 7 — v that leads to the concept of symmetry breaking
anomalies. Here we will discuss the symmetry breaking of chiral anomalies. Chiral
symmetry is a possible symmetry of the Lagrangian where the left and right handed
fields transform independently. The massless Dirac Lagrangian has a symmetry related
to the conservation of left and right handed fermions, leading to the conserved axial
current j#5 = WAHy W, In the massless case it is 9,j*° = 0. However, as we will see
this equation is affected by quantum corrections. In order to understand this fact let
us calculate the matrix element that corresponds to the creation of two photons by
this axial current j#°. The matrix element for this process is :

/ d*z e (K Kol 0 (2)|0) = (27)*0W (ky + ko — q) €5 (k1) € (ko) MMk, ky), (1.47)

where kq, ko are the momenta of the outgoing photons, €5(k1), €} (ks) their polarization
vectors and M#* the matrix element for the process shown in Fig. 1.2. The virtual

Figure 1.2: Feynman diagrams contributing to two-photon matrix element of the di-
vergence of the axial current.

particles in the loop are fermions that we assume massless. For the contribution from
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the first diagram one obtains:

M’f”*z—l(—ie)zf(;ZW];LLTrhW((ﬁ %)12) _137 (;Iﬁ:kf;g]. (1.48)

The minus sign corresponds to the fermion loop. From the second diagram one obtains
the same result after interchanging (ki, \) with (ke,v). If in eq. (1.47) one takes the
divergence, the result is similar to doting eq. (1.48) with ig,. In order to proceed we
use the following identity:

G =P+ ke =P+ F)Y = B+ F)Y + 00— F), (1.49)

where we have used the fact that ¢* = ki’ + kb and the anti-commuting properties of
gamma matrices ( for properties of gamma matrices see Appendix A). Now, eq. (1.48),
after doting with ¢g, and using the identity above, takes the form:

o =B By b R
ot = [t E i o ot G S 0

Shifting the momentum of integration p — p + k; in the first integral and using the
cyclic property of trace and the anti-commutation property of 7% in the second integral,
the eq. (1.50) takes the form:

i g MY = 62/ (;ZW];TY[VSZ%VA%VV — ﬂ%v”%vﬁ (1.51)

This expression is obviously antisymmetric under (k;, A\) — (k2,v). Therefore, the
contribution from the second diagram exactly cancels this result. Finally it seems
that the total result is zero. But in the argument above there is something illegal.
As we can see, the integrals in eq. (1.50) are divergent and the shift in divergent
integrals is not allowed in general. One method to evaluate the integrals in eq. (1.50)
is to use dimensional regularization. In principle, in the framework of dimensional
regularization, any integral is performed in d dimensions and the physical result is
obtained taking the limit d — 4. But the anti-commutation relations of ¥° with v* in
d dimensions should be used carefully. In their original paper t’Hooft and Veltman used
the definition 7% = i7%y14?~3 [33]. From this definition it is clear that v anticommutes
with v# for 4 = 0, 1,2, 3 and commutes with v# with other values of p. In eq. (1.50) the
external momenta k; and ky have at lest one non-zero component for d = 0, 1,2, 3, but
the internal momentum p has components in all dimensions. We can use the following
decomposition p = p + p1, where p|| has zero components in d — 4 dimensions and p
has zero components in d = 0,1, 2,3. Since v° commutes with 4* in d — 4 dimensions
we can write the following identity:

4"y = (P + BV +° (6 = K2) — 29 (1.52)

Since in the framework of dimensional regularization the shift is allowed, the first two
terms after adding the contribution from the second diagram, vanish (we use the same
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argument as above). However there is something that survives; the contribution from
the third term. This contribution in eq. (1.48) is

o [ d' G—b) A9 . (Pt k)
Z%A4A‘”u/@m4 YRy ) ()

In order to evaluate this integral we can introduce Feynman parameters x, y, and shift
the integration variable p — p+x k; —y ko. The denominator takes the form (p? — A)3,
where A is a function of kq, ks and z,y. In the numerator, terms with odd powers
of p vanish due to symmetric integration. We can eliminate terms that give a non-
zero result. This contribution comes from a term containing p, p,. Then, we have to

evaluate the integral:

/ d'p  pips (1.54)
(2m)* (p* — A)* '

(d 4)

Using the fact that p,p, = p? —
integrals we find:

p? and standard dimensional regularization

i (d—4)T(2—d/2) i

1.
@2 2 T@E)AZ42  2(4n)? (1.55)
when d — 4. After a little standard algebra in eq. (1.53) we obtain:
. MY 2 —1 A 62 a)\ﬁu
M = & (s ) T2 (R '] = Fiks,  (150)

The contribution from the second diagram is the same. Therefore the final result is:

P ik, e (k) (i, )65 (k). (157)

This equation shows an anomalous non-conservation of the four-dimensional axial cur-
rent. It is correct to all orders of perturbation theory and does not receive any other
radiative correction [30,31]. This is a simple QED example where a chiral current ap-
pears a problem at one loop corrections. In general, theories that contain gauge bosons
that couple to axial currents, are gauge invariant, only if the anomalous terms disap-
pear. This is possible if the fermionic quantum numbers of all fermions are chosen in a
suitable way, or if new particles are introduced in the particle spectrum of the theory.
For three gauge bosons Af, AP and A§ the anomalous term is proportional to the quan-
tity Tr[y® t¢{t®,t°}], where the trace is taken over all fermions and %, t*, ¢ are group
representation matrices. The anticommutator is related to the sum of two diagrams
where internal fermions circle in opposite directions. The ~+° expresses the fact that
the anomaly comes from chiral currents. Gauge theories satisfying the condition that
the trace above is zero, are called anomaly free. In Chapter 3 we present a systematic
method in order to generalize this result in the case of a triple gauge boson vertex.
We use a different approach to derive the generalization of the result above. Instead
of working in d dimensions, we prefer to perform the calculation in d = 4 dimensions
and introduce some arbitrary vectors to handle the divergencies that appear during
the calculations (for details about these calculations see Appendix H).

(K1, k2|0,5"°(0)|0) =
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1.5.3 Dimensional Regularization

Dimensional Regularization is a method that enables us to evaluate integrals related to
calculations that involve Feynman diagrams containing loops. In fact it is a set of self-
consistent formal rules that respect the gauge invariance and the renormalizability of a
theory. The method has been developed in early 70s by t'Hooft and Veltman [33]. The
basic idea behind dimensional regularization is the modification of divergent integrals
that appear often in calculations in such a way that the infinities that they involve, are
isolated from their finite parts. The main ingredient of this modification is the analytic
continuation of the integral [ d®pf(p), which is considered a function of the complex
parameter d, from a region that it converges to a meromorphic! function of all values
of d. In general the parameter d is a complex number, not necessarily identified with
the number of space-time dimensions. This identification occurs only in the case that
d is a positive integer number. The following axioms constitute the foundations that
dimensional regularization is based on:

1. Linearity: For every a and b complex numbers,
[ dplase)+bte) = a [ a'p ) +5 [ d'p i) (1.58)
2. Scaling: For any number s,
[t rsp) =5 [ o si) (1.59)
3. Translation Invariance: For any vector q,

/ddpf(p+<1) Z/ddpf(p)- (1.60)

In order to obtain the result that corresponds to the physical case, one should take the
limit d — 4 in the dimensional regularization result. In exactly d = 4, some surface
integrals appear and the obtained result is not gauge invariant. This case requires
a special treatment and it is discussed in more detail in Chapter 4. Also, some d-
dimensional integrals and mathematical tricks relevant to dimensional regularization,
are presented in Appendix A. Although we have used a different method to perform
the four-dimensional integrals especially in Chapters 3 and 4 (shifting the integration
variable by arbitrary constant vectors and requiring the result to be gauge invariant),
we have used the dimensional regularization method to check our results in several
intermediated calculational steps.

LA function defined on an open subset D of the complex plane, is called meromorphic, if it is
differentiable on all D except a set of isolated points, the poles of this function, where there exists a
Laurent series.



Chapter 2

Direct Detection of Dark Matter

Motivated by cosmic ray experimental results, in this Chapter we propose a scenario
where a secluded dark matter particle annihilates, primarily, into Standard Model lep-
tons through a low mass mediator particle. We consider several varieties of this scenario
depending on the type of mixing among gauge bosons and we study the implications
in direct dark matter experiments for detecting low energy recoiling electrons. We find
significant event rates and time modulation effects, especially in the case where the
mediator is massless, that may be complementary to those from recoiling nuclei. This
Chapter is based on the published work [35].

2.1 Introduction

The analysis of the positrons excess (vs electrons) seen in cosmic ray spectra from
PAMELA [16,17] in the energy region above 10 GeV confirming previous results from
HEAT [18,19] and AMS-01 [36] experiments together with results from FERMI [20]
and HESS [21] collaborations seems to suggest the presence of a WIMP that annihilates
into leptons without any indication of annihilation into (p,p) pairs or other hadrons
(see Refs. [37,38] for relevant analysis). This is also reinforced by ATIC [22] experiment
which reports excess of electron plus positron cosmic ray events in the energy region
300 < E < 800 GeV and also by signals from WMAP and EGRET [39-41] experiments.
These phenomena can be explained by a scenario, originally proposed in ref. [42] - a
subset of the so called secluded Dark Matter scenarios [43] - involving a new gauge boson
X, [45]', which couples to Standard Model (SM) particles and the WIMP through
kinetic vector boson mixing with the following properties [46-48] :

2m. Smx Smy S Smyapu, (2.1)

where m, 8 is a typical non-relativistic WIMP momentum and velocity 8 ~ 1073
inside the galactic halo and apy is the dark matter coupling. It has been shown
that if eq. (2.1) is satisfied then dark matter annihilation to leptons inside the halo is

Tn earlier models [44] of secluded dark matter, WIMPs could be annihilated into new light scalar
and gauge bosons.

25
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enhanced by a Sommerfeld factor of O(apm/f8) [49], while annihilation to protons is
simply kinematically forbidden. A typical range of parameters that are going to be
exploited in our analysis and satisfy eq. (2.1) are : mx = 0.1 — 1 GeV, apmy = Qem
and m, = 0.1 — 1 TeV. The new force mediated by the X-boson is a long range force
indeed. We must note here that there is a choice of another viable possibility with an
even lighter mediator in MeV range that has been studied in ref. [50]. Our results for
detecting low energy electrons are even more pronounced in this case.

There is also a possibility for the gauge boson mediator X, that couples to the SM
gauge bosons through a mass mixing matrix in a generalized gauge invariant way. These
models are frequently called Stiickelberg models [51,52] and are denoted as model type
IT in our classification. A characteristic of these models is that the electromagnetic
current couples to the dark sector through a massless pole identified as the physical
photon. As we shall see, this results in considerable and comparable rates in both
nucleon or electron recoiling experiments. Alternatively, it could be that there is a
symmetry that renders dark matter particles leptophylic [53-57]. This symmetry is
spontaneously broken, resulting in a massive gauge boson X, that couples directly to
both leptons and WIMP at tree level. Again Sommerfeld enhancement dictates the
mass of the X-boson to be in the GeV (or sub GeV) range. This is the model III that
is considered in section 2.2.

Within the three model categories mentioned above we want :

1. to study the implications of this new force carrier on both traditional nucleon
recoil, and non traditional electron recoil direct dark matter searches, and,

2. to suggest new dark matter experiments involving the detection of electrons scat-
tered by this carrier providing a direct link to observed cosmic ray anomalous
electron/positron events.

So far there is a dedicated analysis for electron recoils in DAMA experiment [58]
with energies approximately 5 KeV. Our analysis investigates recoiling electrons with
energies as low as 10 eV, and suggests an experimental method on how to reach such
low energies. It is therefore complementary to the analysis of ref. [58].

In what follows we present a field theory setup which helps to categorize three
representative model examples that have been studied in detail and we present event
rate predictions for conventional nucleon recoil detection for the models studied. Also
we deal with the not so familiar methods of electron recoil detection rates together
with time modulation effects and make a proposition of a prototype experiment to be
exploited in discovering low energy electrons ejected from WIMP + atom collisions.
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2.2 Theory Setup and Model Categories

In this section, we formulate the problem of the Standard Model coupled to, for sim-
plicity, an abelian dark sector with arbitrary kinetic or mass mixing terms allowed
by Lorentz, gauge symmetries and renormalizability. Our formulae are then applied
in subsequent sections to make predictions for event rates in dark matter detection
experiments.

To read out the gauge boson propagators we write the general renormalizable form
of the Lagrangian :

L = —}1 P D + %@}f/\/ﬁ o — %8“{)558”(1)” + Jer (22
where ®,, = (0,®, —0,®,,) is a N-column matrix field strength tensor corresponding
to an N-column ®, vector field, “T” denotes the transpose of a matrix, K and M?
are real and symmetric N x N matrices with model dependent elements to be spec-
ified below, and = is the gauge fixing N x N symmetric matrix necessary to remove
unphysical gauge degrees of freedom. Interaction terms are encoded in the last term
of eq. (2.2) where an external current J,, associated with symmetries, couples to the
gauge fields.

One has to notice that elements of the mass matrix M? should be further restricted
by electromagnetic gauge invariance. Phenomenologically speaking, there should al-
ways be a pole on the propagator (®,®,) corresponding to the massless photon i.e., the
determinant of the inverse propagator at zero momentum must be exactly zero. Fur-
thermore, without loss of generality, we can always assume that the diagonal elements
of matrix I are normalized to unity.

In Appendix B we calculate the Feynman propagator, 15,” (p) with momentum p,
for the gauge field ®* which in momentum space reads,

N - PuDPv —_ -1 PuDv
iBo(p) = (Kp?— M2 (g,u, - p—) b(ER M) B oy
At lowest order in A, interactions among fields are stored in the action functional
S9) = 5 [ s 50 650 ) 24
- 2 (271')4 " p)? p v —P) .

where ju(p) is the vector current in momentum space. Equations (2.3) and (2.4) are
what we actually need to describe observables that arise from mixing dark (or hidden)
and visible gauge bosons. As a simple example, we consider the electromagnetic and
the dark gauge boson current. Then in eq. (2.2), it is J} = (eJo™, gx J*™)T. It is
then clear from eq. (2.4) that interactions between the visible and the dark sector will
involve off diagonal elements of the propagator (2.3). Observables, like nucleon recoil
event rates can easily be described using the above propagator mixing formalism [59],
by simply finding the inverse matrices such in eq. (2.3) for a given model. We remark
here that the propagator mixing formalism works equally well in different current basis
such as () — T3 or Y — T3, where () and Y are the charge and hypercharge of the
particles respectively.



28 CHAPTER 2. DIRECT DETECTION OF DARK MATTER

1 J .
\N\N\N\NRNNNNY =D, (p)
Y4 Y,

Figure 2.1: Diagramatic form of Feynman propagator appeared in eq. (2.3) between
gauge boson “flavours” i and j. For explicit expressions in model I see eqs.(2.6)-(2.11);
for model II see eq. (2.14).

2.2.1 Model I : Non-standard Kinetic Mixing K

Models in this category [42,43] have been exploited in ref. [47] as candidates for ex-
plaining positron excess in cosmic ray data experiments. In its simplest form, the dark
matter particle, y, is charged under a ‘dark’ U(1)x and the corresponding ‘dark’ gauge
boson X, mixes with the photon A, and Z-gauge boson, Z,. Annihilations of dark
matter particles into only SM leptons (and not quarks) are kinematically allowed when
the intermediate gauge boson has a mass at the GeV scale.

In notation of ref. [60] and in basis (A,, X, Z,) (or else Q — T5) our matrices K
and M? appeared in eq. (2.3), become:

1 —ecos Oy 0 0 0 0
K = —ecos Oy 1 esin Oy , M? = 0 m% 0 , (2.5)
0 e sin Oy 1 0 0 m%

where mx is the mass of the exotic gauge boson, my is the mass of Z-boson, Oy is
the weak mixing angle and e is a small (~ 10™®) mixing parameter between U(1)y and
U(1)x field strength tensors. Working in Feynman gauge (= = 1343 ) and keeping up
to e2-terms it is easy to work out the mixed propagators 5/2]”(1)), depicted in Fig.2.1,
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between photon, X and Z-gauge bosons, labeled 1,2,3, respectively :

. 2 2 2
.DH _ guu € COs™ Uw L — pupu O 3 2.6
v ,uu(p) pz + pz . m%{ gﬂ pz + (6 ) ’ ( )
S 4 Pyl

D12 _ fcostiw , — LHfv O 27
t ,uzz(p) pg . m%{ g# pQ + (6 ) ) ( )

~ 2 p? Ow sin 6 Dup
iDB(p) = - L CPIWIIW ( V——’“) +O(e) 2.8
W) = gy ) PO (28)

~ 2p? (p* — cos?® yym?) Pup

iD2(p) = o 2 z ( ) — “”) +0O(), (2.9
1 (p) P2 —m% (p% — m2)2(p% — m2) Iu 0 (€°),(2.9)
~ 2 o3 9

DB(p) = —-— LW , =Bl o 2.10

t p,l/(p) (p2_m§()<p2_m2z) g# p2 + (6)7 ( )
_ 2.4 gin? g

iDB(p) = I 4 € b S Uw (gy—p“p”> +O(H). (2.11
(D) P —ms 2 — m%)(p? —m%)2 \ 7 (€7). (2.11)

Some remarks are in order : %) among the three physical masses only m3% mass is
shifted by an amount of m3€* that we ignore, i) gauge invariance for the off diagonal
propagator terms is preserved as should be the case. As far as the effective action in
eq. (2.4) is concerned, additional statements are in order:

e The single pole [1/p?] appears only in Jo., - Jom exchange as usual in the SM.

e A pole [1/(p*—m%)] for the exotic boson X, appears, apart from Jx-Jy exchange,
also in Jy - Jx exchange at O(e).

e There is exchange of current Jx - Jz i.e., neutrinos and dark matter particles,
through a double pole of X and Z at order e.

e There is exchange of J,,, - J, at order €2 via double pole of X and Z.

The € ~ 10~3-term in the kinetic mixing can naturally arise as a result of mixing two
U(1)’s at high energies - a mechanism first proposed in ref. [42]. Furthermore, X-boson
contributions to the muon anomalous magnetic moment relative to the SM expectation,

Aay, = o8P — aiM = (290 £90) x 107! [61], are easily found using eq. (2.6) to be

2
Ao, = Gem 2 g2 Ow (ﬂ) : for — <1, (2.12)
3 mx mx
This requires € < 3 x 1072 for myx ~ 1 GeV, where the equality accounts for the 20 up-
per limit on Ac,,. Of course there are many other constraints on the mixing parameter
¢ from direct or indirect collider searches and we refer the reader to refs. [62-65]. For
example, as we see from egs. (2.6), (2.9) and (2.11) corrections to oblique electroweak
observables arise at order €? similar to the case of muon anomalous magnetic moment.
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2.2.2 Model II : Non-standard Mass Mixing, M?

Models belonging to this category are usually referred to as Stueckelberg models [51].
An account on “Stueckelberg” extensions of the Standard Model can be found in [66].
Here, it is more convenient to work on Y —Yx — T basis (B, X,,, AZ) We now assume
that only the matrix M? is nontrivial,

1 00 TP+ my mymx —3 gygv?
K={(010]|, M= my mx m% 0 , (2.13)
0 0 1 —% gy g v? 0 }Lg%z

where gy, g are the U(1)y, SU(2)1 gauge couplings respectively, m?2- is a mass term for
the hypercharge gauge field B, and v is the vacuum expectation value. The form of the
upper left 2 x 2 M? matrix guarantees electromagnetic gauge invariance i.e., massless
photon. Furthermore, the zero elements (23) and (32) guarantee that neutrinos are not
charged under electromagnetism. Demanding that the inverse propagator has poles at
the physical masses, det[p* — M2]|p2:m§ = 0 where m; = 0, mx, mz, we find that the
photon mass is zero to all orders in my, the dark gauge boson and the Z-boson masses
are not altered up to O(mi), and thus m% = (¢ + g )v* + O(m3).

Following eq. (2.4), we obtain the following effective action (see Appendix C):

L[ d'p 2 gx my 1
= - [ == . —p) =222 . — il
S = 5 [ ams ] ) o) -2 B ) ()|
2
2 v (— _x 29X My Tv(—p) —
+ [QX Jx(p) - Ix(=p) ( m2z> + 2e 9y hx Jem(p) - Jx(—p)
_ meyJ()J(_) 1 ( m% >+
9y 9x m2 xP) - Jy (=P P —mk \m% —m%
m> gx mx My
v Ta) - Ta(— ——X>—2e2— Jom(p) - Tx(—p) +
) T (1 25 ) <2 ) ()
mx my B 1 m3, 2
b 200 ™ 0y ()| o (S ) o, 2

where e = gyg/+/g% + g2 is the electron charge.
Furthermore, Jom(p) = Ja,(p) + Jy(p) is the momentum space Fourier transform of

the electromagnetic current, i.e., J¢* = > s fov” f with Qe being the charge of a
generic fermion f. The dark current Jx obtains an analogous formula with obvious
replacement of charge @) re by another (hyper)charge, @ x. Of course, if fermions under
consideration are Majorana particles then the corresponding current has only axial-
vector form. In addition, Jz denotes the Fourier transform of the Standard Model
neutral current J% = - (Jly —sin®6,, J&,), where the electromagnetic current is, as
usual in the SM, the sum of the third component of the isospin Jﬁg and hypercharge
currents Jy;.
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The physics of eq. (2.14) is now transparent : to order O(my ), there are interactions
between the electromagnetic J.,, and dark current Jx mediated by the photon i.e.,
the dark matter particle is charged, and interactions between the hypercharge Jy and
dark current Jx mediated by (X or Z) gauge bosons, respectively. An estimate of the
dominant contribution to A, results in an upper bound :’;—i <9 x 107*, where a 20
bound on A, is taken from ref. [61]. As normal in the SM, when the limit of gy — 0
is taken, weak currents in eq. (2.14) exhibit a global SU(2) “custodial” symmetry. In
present, this symmetry is further enhanced to a global SO(4) ~ SU(2) ® SU(2) if, in
addition to gy — 0, we take the limits gx — g and mx — myz or mx — 0. In the
former case the “hypercharge-dark” current mixing cancels out in the effective action,
eq. (2.14). However, there is still J ,, - Jx current mixing. In the latter case (my — 0)
the off-diagonal, “e.m - dark” currents cancel out to all orders in my, even for general
values of gauge couplings since the remaining gauge symmetry is now U (1), @ U(1)x.
In this limit, eq. (2.13) tells us there is no connection between the SM and the Dark
sector.

2.2.3 Model III : Direct coupling, no mixing

In this model, some of the SM leptons (but not quarks) ¢, eg and the WIMP particle x
are coupled directly to the dark gauge boson X ,, in principle with different couplings?:

Jy = g Y'(er) il + ¢ Y'(er)erv'er + gx Y (X)) XV"X (2.15)

where Y'(e,er) = (1,—1) denotes the particle hypercharge under the new gauge
symmetry. As it has been suggested in Refs. [37,53,54,56,57], this could be an anomaly
free gauged U(1)p,_r.. Of course, a new Dirac fermion x would be playing the role
of dark matter particle is also gauged under this symmetry with Y'(y) = 1. Because
we have already discussed the effects of the kinetic and mass mixing in the previous
models, without loss of generality, we assume that these mixing matrices are trivial in
this model at tree level®. If X, does not couple to the muon, then the most important
constraint on o/ = ¢'*/4n will arise from the v — e scattering at low ¢* (ref. [67]):

Oé/

2
mx

< 7Tx1077. (2.16)

We shall use this bound when discussing electron recoil detection rates in section 2.4
as is typically comparable with other direct experimental bounds arising from LEP
or meson factories. If the X, vector boson couples to electrons and muons instead,
there is a comparable bound to eq. (2.16) from the muon anomalous magnetic moment.

/' m? .
Following Aa,, = £-— for m, < mx, there is a bound
X
a/
~ < 44x107°. (2.17)
mx

2Various possibilities on how this is realized can be found in ref. [53].
30f course mixing of the X, gauge boson with the U(1)y is inevitable at one loop. Its magnitude

. ’
is calculable : € ~ o' 2 log B =
My

of model I.

2 x 1074 for @’ = @em. The rest will proceed following eqs.(2.6 - 2.11)
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Figure 2.2: A Feynman diagram leading to the direct interaction of the WIMP x to
the quarks relevant for direct detection of dark matter. The process is mediated by the
physical photon. The cross indicates merely that the exotic gauge boson has a small
admixture of the photon. Similarly the WIMP can also couple to electrons.

2.3 Conventional WIMP searches

Conventional DM searches deal with phenomena of WIMPs scattered of a nucleus.
The study of the recoil energy spectrum is the primary goal of experiments such as
CDMS [23], XENON [24] and DAMA [25]. For models we described in the previous
section there are two cases which have been discussed in the literature that could
explain the anomalous cosmic ray events:

a) The lightest mediator is massless and

b) the lightest mediator is massive with mass around the proton mass (m,),

in addition to the assumption that
m, <K My, (2.18)

where m,, is the WIMP mass. Only model II belongs to the first category and models
I, II belong to the second since by definition, there is no direct coupling of X-boson to
quarks in model III. In the following subsections we present the WIMP-nucleon cross
section for both cases (a) and (b).

2.3.1 Massless Mediator

The differential WIMP-proton cross section in the rest frame of the initial proton is
given by:

s(B) € (9xr)* &' d’q

=T T @ )y

(2m)° 6% (p—p' —a) 2m) 6(T = T' = T,) . (2.19)
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In the equation above p’, p are the momenta of the incoming and outgoing WIMP re-
spectively, q the momentum transfer to the nucleon and T = p*/2m,,, T" = (p')?/2m,
and T, = ¢*/2m,, are respectively the corresponding kinetic energies in the non rela-
tivistic limit. Furthermore, § is the WIMP velocity and s(8) = 1 for a WIMP which
is a Dirac fermion, while s(8) = (32 in case it is Majorana one [68] (For a detailed
derivation of this result see Appendix F) *). One finds that the momentum transfer
and the final nucleon energy are given by:

q=2uv€E~2mupé , Ty~ 2m,v2E? (2.20)

where p1, is the WIMP-nucleon reduced mass, m, is the proton mass and 0 < ¢ <1
is the cosine of the angle between the incoming WIMP and the outgoing nucleon.
Integrating over the momentum of the outgoing WIMP and the magnitude of the
momentum of the final hadron as well as the ¢-angle one finds :

_s(8) e (gxR)” 1 de
do = 3 2 @) o (2.21)

The above expression exhibits, of course, the infrared divergence. We will impose a
low momentum cut off Eiy,/A provided by the energy threshold Ey,, where A is the
mass number of the target, i.e.

Ewn

min — Ta A AoN - 2.22
¢ (2Am,[?) (222)
Thus the total cross-section for a Majorana WIMP is given by:
o) 5 1 Am, m, Q@ s 1 Am,
= — — ~— — 2.23
9 9 (QXK) (mp)g ( B, Toos 9 (gX"’@) (mp)g Eu, ( )

Equation 2.23 shows a much stronger dependence of the event rate on the threshold
energy Ey, due to the adopted cut-off .o = Eyn/A. It is interesting to note that
this cross section is independent of the WIMP velocity (in the case of a Dirac WIMP
the extracted from the data cross section must be multiplied by 4%). We distinguish
two cases :

1. The case of Majorana WIMP. We find:

2 2Amp

o~ 1.6x10"% cm? (gxk) Z
th

(2.24)

“The Majorana fermion does not possess electromagnetic properties. Hence only the 7,75 of the
WIMP —X-boson interaction contributes.
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The direct dark matter experiments have set on the coherent nucleon cross section
the limits:

e The CDMSII experiment [23]:
The best limit is 6.6 x 107** cm?. The extracted value depends, however,
on the WIMP mass. It can vary between 6.6 x 107%* and 6.6 x 10~*? cm?.

e The XENON10 collaboration [24]
They extract 8.8 x 107% em? and 4.5 x 10~# cm? for WIMP masses of 100
and 30 GeV respectively.’

For our purposes we will assume that the extracted from the data nucleon cross
section is 10~ "pb = 10~*3cm?. Furthermore, we will take as a reference a threshold
energy of 5.0 KeV and examine the sensitivity of our results to the experimental
threshold. Using the experimental limit, o, < 1.0 x 107* cm?, we can write:

s Am,
Eun

Rat z?
ate(uew) 61052 (gen)

2.25
Rate(conventional) A2 (2.25)

Note that the coherence factor now is Z2, since in the case of the photon only
the protons of the target contribute. Adopting a threshold value of 5 KeV, we
get

Rate(new)

Rate(conventional)

For the Ge target (A = 73,7 = 32) we get

ZQ
=3.0 x 10187 (gxK)> . (2.26)

Rate(new) 19 9
=4.3x10 2.27
Rate(conventional) x (91)" (227)
which leads to the limit:
1 -10

From the second term in eq. (2.14) and assuming that apy = g% /4T = Qem, OnE
can easily translate this into bounds on the model II parameters for Majorana
WIMP : m

Qx m—Y <054 %107 (model II) . (2.29)
X

2. The case of a Dirac WIMP. We find:

la 1 o Amy,
N ——— . 2.
7R B2 e X R, (2.30)

5These limits however, have been improved for WIMP mass lower than 10 GeV. For the CDMSII
experiment the extracted value is 2.4x10~4! cm? for WIMP mass ~ 10 GeV with 90% upper confidence
level. For XENON10 the spin independent dark matter-nucleon cross section is > 3.5 x 10~42 cm? for
a dark matter particle with mass 8 GeV.
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If we knew the coupling |gx | we could incorporate this into the evaluation of the
nuclear cross section, fold it with the velocity distribution and proceed with the
evaluation of the event rate. Since, however, we like to constrain the parameter
lgx k| we will employ an average velocity:

1 a 1 s Am,,
<> < —=> ——> . 2.31
g g 62 9 (mp)2 (gX'%) Eth ( )
But for a Maxwell - Boltzmann distribution i.e., < 5—12 > — <BL2>’ we obtain
the constraint:
V< B>
lgxr| < 1.6 x 100 Y =2 8w 1070 : (2.32)
V3
from which the bound on model II for apy = Qem:
Ox ™ <027%x107%,  (model IT) (2.33)
mx

is found. As expected the limit is now more stringent than in eq. (2.29).

The results for the Xe target are similar. This bound is by many orders of magnitude
stronger than the one obtained from electroweak fits [66] or (¢ — 2), [see discussion
towards the end of section (2.2.2)]. The corresponding bound for Dirac WIMP is about
three orders of magnitude more stringent. This means that additional mechanisms
should be added in model II (Stiickelberg type of ref. [66] for example) in order to
efficiently depleting the WIMP in the early universe.

Although eq. (2.29) [or eq. (2.33)] provides a very stringent limit, we should not
forget that in this case we have a much stronger dependence of the rates on the energy
threshold through the need for a low energy cut off on the elementary cross section.

Alternatively we may extract from the data for Xe (A = 131, Z = 54) an elementary
cross section assuming it to be of the form® :

A 5 keV
0' —
131 Ey
where o is the elementary cross section obtained in the particle model for a target with

nuclear mass number A and threshold energy Ei,. Then by fitting to the experiment
we obtain:

O-}S\vaXO (A, Eth) == (234)

(131/54)0% 0 = 0.5 x 1077 = 09 = 2.9 x 10 'pb = 2.9 x 107** cm” . (2.35)

In spite of the (Z/ A)2 factor we obtain a smaller value than in the standard experiment.
This is due to the small cut off energy Ey,/A employed. With the above ingredients
the number of events in time 7" due to the coherent scattering [69], can be cast in the
form:

T  p0) 100 GeV  m (v2) oNx

R~1.07107° x —
1y 0.2 GeVem™  myuo 1kg 280 km st 10743 ¢

m2 fCOh(A’:uT(A))’ (2'36)

5This treatment does not distinguish between a Majorana and a Dirac WIMP.
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Figure 2.3: The total rates for traditional WIMP searches assuming a nucleon cross
section o = 107 c¢m? in (a). The case of the photon mediated process considered
in this work is exhibited in (b). Both refer to the case of a heavy target (A=131)
and were computed assuming an energy threshold of 5 KeV. The results for the Iodine
target used by the DAMA experiment are almost identical.

where the elementary cross section o3, , can be treated as a phenomenological parame-

ter independent of the WIMP mass in units of 107* cm?. The quantity feon(A4, ptr(A))
can be obtained from the published in ref. [69] values of ¢ for the standard MB velocity
distribution (n=1). For the photon mediated mechanism examined here, the above
equation must be modified by multiplying feon(A4, it.(A)) with the factor Z2/A? and
employing eq. (2.34) for the elementary cross section (in units of 107%% cm?). The
event rate per kg of target per year for the traditional experiments for a heavy isotope
like Xe and a light isotope like F, as a function of the WIMP mass is exhibited in
Figs 2.3 and 2.4. On the same plots we show the event rate for the photon mediated
process examined in the present work. It is not surprising that the agreement is good
since the elementary cross section was fitted to the data. The small difference is un-
derstood, since in the extraction of the elementary cross section from the data, a zero
threshold value was used in the phase space integrals. The event rates are sensitive
functions of the threshold energy, R = R(E4y,). In the case of the Xe isotope the ratio
R(Ew)/R((Etn),,;, is exhibited in Fig. 2.5. The threshold dependence is much more
profound in the case of the light WIMP, since, then, the average energy transfered
is small. As expected the threshold dependence is more dramatic in the case of the
present model (this is a bit obscured in the figure since in this case the graphs are nor-
malized at 5 keV). In the case of a Dirac fermion the extracted limit will be smaller,
but the traditional calculations are not adequate for the analysis, due to the different
velocity dependence of the elementary cross section.
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Figure 2.4: The same as in Fig. 2.3 in the case of the light target 19F.

2.3.2 Massive Mediator

In this case the WIMP - nucleon cross section reads :

16T Qtemy K2 apy M2

_ 4
o = s(p) L
« apM m 4
= 12x 1073 2 2 P 2.37
% em =s(8) 3T 37 ) (2.37)

where the cross section refers to Dirac (Majorana) WIMP and s(3) = 1(8?) respec-
tively. Taking 3> — < % > ~ 1073 we find:

k<S3x 1077 (3x107Y) . (2.38)

From these we obtain bounds for parameters in models I, II [see egs. (2.8) and (2.14)],

e < 3.0x1077(3.0x107%), (model I) (2.39)
my —6 -3
Qx — < 1.6x1075(1.6x107%),  (model II) (2.40)
mx

where the number in parenthesis corresponds to Majorana WIMP dark matter particle.
These limits are less stringent than those obtained in the case of the massless mediator.
In the case of the massive mediator, with the possible exception of the velocity depen-
dence in the case of Majorana WIMP, the cross section behaves as in the standard
CDM case, since in this case we do not encounter an energy cutoff. Since, however, we
do not know the values of the parameters € and :Z—;, we cannot make predictions about
the event rates. Instead we have used the present experimental limits to constrain
these parameters. Thus we saw that the current experimental limits impose the most
stringent limits on these parameters. If, on the other hand, we use the previous con-
strains we can conclude that WIMPs in models I, IT scatter off nuclei too many times.



38 CHAPTER 2. DIRECT DETECTION OF DARK MATTER

I 1

8 =

s &
Ey, — keV

(a) (b)

Figure 2.5: The quantity R(Ew)/R((Ew),,:;,, 1.6 the ratio of the event rate at a
given threshold divided by that at the lowest threshold considered, as a function of
the threshold energy. In (a) as predicted by traditional mechanisms (lowest threshold
assumed zero). In (b) as predicted by the present model (now due to the need for a
cut off the lowest threshold energy employed was 5 keV). The thick line, short dash,
long dash, fine line and long short dash correspond to WIMP masses 10, 50, 100, 200
and 500 GeV respectively.

These effects should have been seen in experiments [23,24] (or may have already been
seen [25]). An exception is a Majorana WIMP candidate in model I which results in
current sensitivity event rates.

2.4 Unconventional WIMP searches

2.4.1 Cross Section

The other possibility is the direct scattering of WIMPs by electrons that are bounded
in atoms. The relevant Feynman diagram is obtained replacing the quarks by electrons.
In this case only the electron flavour can be detected since the other flavours are not
energetically allowed. Since the outgoing electrons are expected to have energies in
the eV region one cannot ignore atomic binding effects. The binding energy b is found
from the tables of ionization potential (energy) of an atom.”

The problem is to find the cross section for WIMP scattered off an electron bounded
in an atom. In order to proceed we shall make two simplifying assumptions :

1. As a working example, we shall assume that the target is a hydrogenic atom
denoted by H i.e., a nucleus with charge +Ze and a single bounded electron

"Tables are normally given in kJ/mol, but they can easily be translated in eV, since we can use
the fact that 96.485 kJ/mol = 1 eV. Thus for Cs we find b = 375.7/96.485 = 3.89 eV.
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with charge —e. We shall discuss deviations from this assumption throughout.

2. The gauge boson mediator X couples only to WIMP and leptons but not to
quarks. This is a necessary condition to explain PAMELA positron excess of
events. Therefore, this discussion refers strictly to model III in eq. (2.15)

There are four processes that could take place in WIMP + H-like atom collisions :

X + H — x + H (elastic),

X + H — x + H* (inelastic) ,

x + H — x + e + H" (production)
x + H — (x + H) (bound state) .

For the rest we shall consider only the situation (2.43). The elastic scattering (2.41)
cannot be detected, and although we cannot exclude the inelastic one (2.42) from being
experimentally probed through final state photons, we believe that it would be easier to
detect the electrons from (2.43). We shall assume that the electron emerges with high
momenta, p,, such that in the final state its interaction with the Coulomb potential in
H-like atom is negligible, i.e, we can use plane wave states for incoming and outgoing
particles. Using standard textbook [34] wavepacket analysis our starting point will be
the cross section formula in the lab frame:
do = 2E,2E, o] (2)2E, (2n)2E |M|? (27) 6(T\ — T, — T. — b) x

X dgpe (277)3 5(3)(px + Pe — p;( - p:a) 9(Z, pe)‘zv (2.45)

where py, Pe (P}, P.) are the incoming (outgoing) three vector momenta of the WIMP
and electron respectively, and M is the matrix element of the process y +e — x + ¢
averaged over the spins of the initial states calculated in Born approximation. We also
ignore local velocity effects from the bound electron in the (static in lab frame) atom
i.e.,, that is the relative velocity is v ~ v,. T; = p?/2m;, i = X, e are the kinetic
energies and b is the binding energy of the electron in H-atom (b = 13.6 eV). Moreover,
in the non-relativistic limit £, ~ E;( ~ m, and E, ~ E =~ m, with m, > m,,
while ¢pem, (P), normalized at [, d*p [¢pem, (P)|* = 1, is the Fourier transform of the
coordinate wave function e, (r). Using the d@)_-function to perform the integration
over pe, we obtain:

do

ME Bl (o PR
16m2mz3  (2m)? 2m,  2m,  2m,
X ’¢n€mg(Z7 p;( + p:a - px)’27 (246>
where the energy conservation delta-function has been written out explicitly. The

result of eq. (2.46) is a product of two parts : a part that contains the dynamics of the
WIMP-electron interaction through the matrix element |M| times the probability of
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finding the target electron with momentum pe = p} + p, — Py in H-atom. In addition
the matrix element of the process x + e — x + e averaged over the spins of the initial
states in Born approximation reads :

(167)%apya’m?m

2

(M[? ~ 5 s(8) (2.47)

(Ipx — P —m%)?
where the factor s(8) = 1(8?) for Dirac WIMP (Majorana WIMP) particle. Note that
the cross section for Majorana WIMP is always smaller by a factor of 5% compared to
the one involving Dirac WIMP (details in Appendix F'). We now use the kinetic energy
d-function appearing in eq. (2.46) in order to perform the |p’ | integration and arrive
at:

1672 apya’m? s(8) |p|

do =
(Ipx — PLI> —m%)? |pyl

PLI%d|PL| |Gnem, (Z, P + Pl — Py)|* dE dn,  (2.48)

where the initial WIMP momentum is |p, | = m, 5 and the scattering angles are defined
as

Szﬁx'ﬁxa n:ﬁx'ﬁ;a 57776[_171]' (249)

The integration over the azimuthal angles has been carried out trivially in eq. (2.48)
and the momentum |p/| of the scattered WIMP is found to be

pLl = \/miﬁz —2m W(Z) — “Xp2, owith  pl = \/2m.EL, (2.50)

Me
where b(Z) is the ground state energy for hydrogenic atoms:

AN 72 1
WZ) = =—— = “Z—m.a? ~ 2.51
(%) 2a 4T 2m Gem - “ Me Qo ( )

in the approximation p ~ m., where p is the reduced mass, with aey = % ~ 1/137,
me ~ 0.5 MeV and a = ag = 0.5 A being the Bohr radius for Z = 1. Throughout this
Chapter, we are going to use the ground state momentum distribution of hydrogenic
atoms which reads:

23/2 (ZCL)S/2

7 = .
¢100( 7p) Ta (Z2+p2a2)2

(2.52)

Notice that ¢100(p) depends on |p|? and therefore on the scattering angles 7 and ¢ and
electron energy E!. A term in eq. (2.48), :i—i} = %,
treated the H-atom as a brick wall potential. Had we not done so, the influence of the

Coulomb potential on the emerging electron would not have been uniquely correlated
to p;(, p, and the back reaction of the proton should have been taken into account.

arises from the fact that we

Exactly the same result as in eq. (2.48) can be found by using simpler time-
dependent perturbation theory for transitions to continuum in non-relativistic quantum
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mechanics [70] (for more details see Appendix E). In a more refined analysis however,
when the recoiling energy is in the neighborhood of the binding energy of the atom, one
should take into account effects from the continuum hydrogenic wave functions instead
of treating the final electron as plane wave. This analysis, though more accurate, is
far more complicated and does not change the qualitative features of our results. We
analyze below the corresponding cross sections for a massless and a massive mediator
as we did in section 2.3 for the nucleons.

Event Detection Rates

In general for an atom, due to binding energy effects, only the loosely bound electrons
can contribute to the process (2.43). So, we will convolute the elementary cross section
with the WIMP velocity distribution, which, with respect to the galactic center, we
will take to be Maxwell-Boltzmann form:

3 3/2 1  ag?
9 = (2 < p? >> ey R (2.53)

Transforming this into the local coordinate system:

5—>B§+502:B§+\/2<362>2, 3 —>B2+§ <> +2/3cos(9),/§ < (2>, (2.54)

2< 32>
3

where 6 is the angle between B\ and Z and 3, = is the sun’s velocity with

respect to the center of the galaxy and < %2 >~ 107%. Then we obtain the local
distribution of speeds f,(/3) relative to the detector to be:

3/2 38
fe(ﬂ)z( k ) L (3255 + 2000 2<B2>“>. (2.55)

2 < (2> m3/2

The integration over the angles of the distribution can be done analytically. In eval-
uating the rate one has to incorporate the incoming flux. So, adopting appropriate
normalization, in the convolution we introduce the factor 1/4/< 2 >. This way, as
we find in Appendix D, the rate is proportional to :

,Bfg(ﬁ)dgﬂ _ ( 3 )3/2 9 (2<ﬁ2 +1> 53 sinh <25\/3/ 2<52 ) »

<> 2<@2>) /x V<> BV3/2< B>
Combining this with the cross section of eq. (2.48) obtained previously we arrive at:

(2.56)
d_o- /8 — ﬁesc d /8f€<5) do- (2 57>

dE; \/< B> > fun /< P2 > dAEL '
where the lower velocity in the integral can be read from the positivity of the square
root quantity in eq. (2.50):

28" 2b(Z
ﬁmin = —= + L s (258)

my my
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Figure 2.6: The kinematics relevant to time modulation effects.

and Sese = 2.8441/(2/3) < B2 > is the escape velocity. It is now easy to calculate the
differential event rate per eV ejected electron energy per year and per kilogram of
target material, to be

dR . po 5

where pg = 0.2 GeV/cm? is the WIMP energy density and N, is the number of tar-

get electrons Integration of eq. (2.59) upon E] over the region from E, = 0 to

[myB%./2 — b(Z)] results in the total event number per unit time and mass of the

target which among other parameters depends on the mass and atomic numbers of the

target atom. Moreover, we shall display results on the total event rate R(Z) when
! = Ky, with varying experimental threshold energy FE,.

€min

Time Modulation Effects for Electrons

In the convolution of the elementary cross section we have so far considered only the
motion of the sun with respect to the center of galaxy. More realistically, one should
consider also the Earth’s velocity and then find the modulated event rate that might
be detected on Earth. In this case the WIMP velocity is read from

V.= v + 19z + v (sinaX + cosacosyy + cosasinyz), (2.60)

where vy is Sun’s velocity, vy is Earth’s annual velocity, v &~ % is the angle between
the projection of vector vy on the plane yOz and the y direction and o = «(t) is the
complementary angle of the angle between vy and X (see Fig. 2.6 above). Then the
WIMP cross section has to be convoluted with

<6 fi(B) dﬁ) (ﬂ fe(8) dp
V<> V<>

) (14 k6 cosa) , (2.61)



2.4. UNCONVENTIONAL WIMP SEARCHES 43

where the expression with the subscript “0” refers to eq. (2.56) with § = % ~ 0.135

and
cosh (28, /=25—
P N ( 2P >> — 3| sinn . (2.62)
2<p?> Slnh<25 2<62 )

It is now trivial to extend the distribution with energies event rate of eq. (2.59) with

dR dR dR

where <%> is the unmodulated differential event rate, while <j§/ > contains also
e rnod

the factor k in eq. (2.62). A detailed derivation of these expressions, is presented in
Appendix D.

2.4.2 Massless Mediator

In this case dark matter scattering happens via the coupling of the exotic gauge boson
to the photon (model II). In the general case the WIMP-electron cross section is not
independent of the velocity. Thus, we will first estimate the cross section by using an

average velocity /< 32 > = 1073. Following eq. (2.48) for a photonic mediator we
find the differential cross section:

do
dE!

|¢n€mz (2, px +Pe — Py)l?
—py)*

= s(ﬁ)167r o apy K2 m? m6 d£ , (2.64)

where q = p;( — P, is the WIMP momentum transfer which is £ dependent. The cross
section peaks up the most from the forward direction £ ~ 1. It should be mentioned
that since the initial electron is bound, there is no infrared divergence in this case.
Moreover, the momentum transfer can be as low as :

b(Z)+ E.
al = 2222

B
This relation is important for explaining our numerical results below. Furthermore, in

presenting the results we assume a Dirac WIMP fermion i.e. s(5) = 1. We choose a
benchmark scenario inspired by our findings in nucleon decay :

(2.65)

B=v<p2>=10",Z=1, apy =0 = Qem , my =100 GeV , k =107 (2.66)

As it is obvious from eq. (2.64) it is very easy to apply our numerical results to any
other parameters, 3, apm, @/, £ than those shown in eq. (2.66). We must note here
that there is no parameter analogous to x in model III. This parameter is used here
as a rescale factor and its very small value is adjusted so that we obtain rates of few
events.

In Fig. 2.7a are shown the results for the do/dE! as a function of final electron’s
energy E! for three different cases of hydrogenic atoms with Z = 1, Z = 3 and



44 CHAPTER 2. DIRECT DETECTION OF DARK MATTER

T ‘ ‘ ‘ ‘ ‘
107" ¢ 0 ] 107361

< 107

3 10739}

NE 10-53r 1 &

‘2‘_ 10'58, | 510-42,

o|ud ©

Ol
10763} il 10745,
0 T 0T T 10160 1000 ¢ L[ — A : 2

: : 10 1 2 5 10 20 50 100
E'[eV] Eqn [eV]

S 10

[0]

g ?
5 0.1+

(0]

>

S 0001}

Iy

£

g 1075,

o
x| 107 ‘ ‘ ‘
Sls 1901 0.1 1 10 100

Ee' [eV]

Figure 2.7: a) Predictions for do/dE! as a function of the ejected electron energy E!.
The target is assumed to be a hydrogenic atom in the ground state with Z =1, 3, 6
(from top to bottom). b) The total cross section for process (2.43) as a function of the
experimental threshold energy for two binding energies. c¢) The differential event rate
as a function of the electron energy and various WIMP masses (10, 100, 1000) GeV
from (top to bottom). Other parameters not shown, are taken from eq. (2.66).

Z = 6 respectively. The differential cross section takes on its maximum values for final
electron energy of around few eV for Z = 1, around few tens of eV for Z = 3 and
around a hundred eV for Z = 6. For the case Z = 1, the extremum happens because
of a fast increase of the term }g—i: Ip.| ~ \/E. and the almost constant value of |¢1go|>
until 5 eV. For higher electron energies, e.g., E/ 2 10 eV, the probability density factor
|p100|? drops fast as 1/E.® and the term in the denominator of the integral increases as
E’?, resulting in overall decreasing of the cross section as E;flg/ ®. The same analysis
can be used to describe the behaviour of do/dE! in the other cases (Z = 3, Z = 6).
We must note here that in the limit £/ — 0 we obtain do/dE! — 0 as the case should

be. This is obscured in Fig. 2.7 due to the range choice of E!.

Corresponding to the input parameters noted in (2.66) we calculate the total cross
section from eq. (2.64) after integrating over E! in the region [Ey,, m, 3%/2 — b(Z)].
Our results for o vs. the threshold energy Ej, are depicted in Fig. 2.7b. We have
chosen two extreme cases of binding energies : b = 0.74 eV that is the binding energy
of the electron bounded in the two electron atom H~, and b = 13.6 €V that is the
one corresponding to the H-atom we have been dealing so far. For Ey, < 10 eV the

~
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E! [eV] <ﬁ> [events/kgr target/year/eV]

dE!
unmod. mod. H

0.1 0.11 0.01 0.09

1 0.24 0.03 0.13

10 0.02 0.002 0.10

100 8.21 x 107 1.04 x 107? 0.13

Table 2.1: Time modulation effects in case of a photonic mediator following eq. (2.63)
in the text. Various input parameters are given in eq. (2.66). H is the ratio of the
modulated divided by the unmodulated differential rate.

difference in cross section is about three to six orders of magnitude, while for higher
threshold energies becomes unimportant.

Following eq. (2.64) it turns out that the total cross section for process (2.43) is
WIMP mass independent. It is experimentally useful to know how the cross section
depends on the threshold energy F), that a given experiment can accomplish. This
is plotted in Fig. 2.7b. For Fy, < 1 eV, the cross section is essentially independent
of Ey,. When the threshold becomes 5 eV, in the case of b(Z) = 13.6 eV, the cross
section drops by a factor of 5 while up to 10 eV by a factor of 50. For smaller binding
energy though, i.e., b(Z) = 0.74 eV, and up to 10 eV the cross section decreases by

three orders of magnitude.

Furthermore, the dependence of differential event rate dR/dE. on the ejected elec-
tron energy E! for three different WIMP masses, m, = 10, 100, 1000 GeV, is shown
in Fig. 2.7c. There is a maximum which follows the behaviour of differential cross
section. The event rate falls as 1/m, as the WIMP mass increases in accordance with
eq. (2.59). For energy of few eV’s and m, = 10 GeV we obtain a handful of events for
k = 10719 A total event rate is obtained after integrating over the differential rate in
Fig. 2.7c. As a typical value, for m, = 100 GeV and the parameters in (2.66) we find
R(Z =1,k = 1071%) ~ 1 event/yr/target kgr. We must recall here that this assumes
a mixing parameter as small as x = 10710 !l

Finally, following the theoretical discussion of the previous subsection we examine
effects of the WIMP time modulation. In Table 2.1 we display both the unmodulated
and modulated differential event rate for four representative values of E/ in the case
of a massless mediator and parameters of eq. (2.66). The dimensionless parameter
H, which is the ratio of the modulated by the unmodulated differential amplitude,
is constant around 9 — 13% independent of the energy and the WIMP mass. The
modulation h = ¢ - k of the total rate is also going to be around 10%, which means
that the difference between the maximum (here always in June 3-rd) and the minimum
(here always in December) is 18 — 26%, a result should not to be overlooked.
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2.4.3 Massive mediator

By taking the non-relativistic limit of eq. (2.48) and the assumption that the momen-
tum transfer in eq. (2.65) is much less than the mediator’s mass, ¢*> < m%, we arrive
at:

do 16720’ apmk? s(B)

P! | ! !
= o i, 2] [ de [ dnioun (2.0, + B = py) . (267
e X X - -

In what follows we assume a Dirac WIMP fermion, i.e., s(5) = 1. We assume the
following input parameters :

B=+/<B2> = 107°, Z=1, apu=0a = Qem,

2
mx = 1GeV, m,=100GeV, k=1. (2.68)

Although this parameter space violates the bounds in egs. (2.16) and (2.17), it serves
as a benchmark in comparing results with those of section 2.3 if possible. The value
of k is chosen such that the resulting rate presented in the figures assumes no mixing
of the X-boson mediator which is formally the case of model III.

Results for the differential cross section do/dE. for the electron in the ground state
of three hydrogenic atoms are shown in Fig. 2.8a. The differential cross section takes on
its maximum values for final electron energy of around few eV for Z = 1, ten of eV for
7/ = 3 and around hundred eV for Z = 6. For the case Z = 1, the extremum happens

because of a fast increase of the term % |pL| ~ +/FE! and the almost constant value
X

of |@100]? until 5 eV [see eq. (2.67)]. For higher electron energies, e.g., E. > 10 eV, the
probability density factor |¢io|? drops fast as 1/E® resulting in overall decreasing of
the cross section as E;fw/ > In physical terms, the outgoing electrons of high energy
demand high momenta in the initial electron wavefunction, which leads to suppression.
The dependence on the Z is easily explained if we recall that for hydrogenic atoms,
(p*)n=1 = Z*p% where pg is the Bohr momentum for Hydrogen. Furthermore, despite
appearances in eq. (2.67), the differential cross section depends only very mildly on
the WIMP mass. One can show analytically that the double integral over the wave
function squared, is approximately proportional to 1/ mi which cancels the mi in the
numerator.

Corresponding to the input parameters noted in (2.68) we calculate the total cross

section from eq. (2.67) after integration over E! in the region [Ey,, m,%/2 —b(Z)]. For
fixed velocity, 5 = 0.001, and Fy, = 0 eV we find the following representative values :

Z | olem?|

1 |3x107%
10 | 2 x 107*
50 | 3 x 10748

The total cross section increases by a factor of about 32 when § = [ is taken. The
cross section decreases with Z [see also Fig.2.8al, the reason being the fact that the
binding energy increases with Z? [see eq. (2.51)] and therefore we need to go to larger
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Figure 2.8: a) Predictions for do/dE! as a function of the ejected electron energy E!.
The target is assumed hydrogenic atom with Z = 1, 3, 6 (from top to bottom) in the
ground state. b) The total cross section as a function of threshold energy. ¢) The total
cross section as a function of my for two different binding energies. We assume a Dirac
WIMP, Ey, = 0 eV and input parameters from eq. (2.68) if not stated otherwise.

- compared to ground state - momenta where the wavefunction is small despite their
maximum value displacement towards larger momenta.

Assuming that the sensitivity of detecting low energy electrons will be analogous
to the ongoing experiments (~ 10~* c¢m?), we could even extract bounds on various
parameters in models I, IT or III. From all running experiments, DAMA [25,58] is the
one that triggers on final state electrons with energy around 5 KeV. From Fig. 2.8a one
obtains that, around that energy, the cross section is too small for mx = 1 GeV and
all other inputs in eq. (2.68). However, do/dE’ o my* and therefore for my ~ 1 MeV
i.e., model types proposed in ref. [50], DAMA is a relevant experiment. Additionally,
this is demonstrated in Fig. 2.8c where the total cross section as a function of my
is plotted for two reference values of binding energy. In Fig. 2.8b we examine the
total cross section as a function of the experimental energy threshold for low energies,
relevant to our proposal. As we can see, the total cross section reduces by a factor of
six in the region 0 < Fyy, < 10 eV. Above 10 eV the cross section drops drastically [see
total rate in Fig. 2.9b].

Although not shown, we have also examined departures of the wavefunction from

the ground state. The maximum value do/dFE.|... approximately appears at the
same region in £/ ~ 1 — 10 eV. As an example, the difference in do/dE.| 4. is an
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Figure 2.9: a) Differential event rate of Dirac WIMP, scattered by electrons in a hydro-
genic (Z =1, A = 1) target, per year per Kgr as a function of ejected electron energy
E! in eV. We assume three different WIMP masses : m,, = 10, 100, 1000 GeV, from
top to bottom, respectively. b) The total event rate as a function of the experimental
threshold energy for m, = 100 GeV for two different binding energies. Other input
parameters are taken from eq. (2.68) for the massive mediator.

enhancement by a factor 20 when going from 1s — 2s. Furthermore, the size of
the momentum transfer in conjunction with the non-zero binding energy are such that
never let the wavefunctions to reach their zero nodes. Assuming one electron per target
atom, and the average cross section of Fig. 2.8a for Z = 1, the differential event rate
per eV of electrons energy per year per Kgr of hydrogen material as a functions of E!
for various WIMP masses is depicted in Fig. 2.9a. The differential event rate again
exhibits a maximum which follows that of the differential cross section calculated in
Fig. 2.8a. The event rate is of course higher for smaller WIMP mass [recall eq. (2.59)]
and for electron energy of few eV’s it varies from 0.01 up to 2 events/yr/kgr/eV for
m, = 1000, 10 GeV respectively. For electron energy of around 100 eV the role of
the wave function is to reduce the differential rate by an order of magnitude i.e., from
107* = 1072 events/yr/kgr/eV. The total event rate for m, = 100 GeV and the other
parameters in eq. (2.68) is predicted to be:

R(Z =1,k=1) =~ 2 [events/yr/target kgr]| . (2.69)

It is useful to know how the total rate (2.69) varies with the experimental threshold en-
ergy. This information can be extracted from Fig. 2.9b for two different but judiciously
chosen, values of binding energy. As in the case of the total cross section in Fig. 2.8b,
the total rate drops by only a factor of five until Ey, ~ 10 eV while it drops very
rapidly after about this scale. For example, it drops by a factor of 10* for Ey, = 100
eV. Smaller binding energies [upper line in Fig. 2.9b] result in up to two orders of mag-
nitude bigger rates but for threshold energies as low as Fy, < 5 eV. Finally, in Table
2.2 we calculate the effects of time modulation and present the differential event rate
for four different values of E. in the case of massive mediator with my =1 GeV. We
assume also a WIMP mass m, = 100 GeV and Z = 1. The H ratio is constant around
10% independent of the energy and the WIMP mass. The modulation h of the total
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E! [eV] <dR> [events/kgr target/year/eV]

dE!,
unmod. mod. H

0.1 0.06 0.01 0.17

1 0.19 0.02 0.11

10 0.079 0.008 0.10

100 1.84 x 1079 1.78 x 107 0.097

Table 2.2: Time modulation effects in case of a massive mediator following eq. (2.63)
and various input parameters in eq. (2.68). H is the ratio of the modulated by the
unmodulated differential amplitude.

rate is also going to be around 10 — 17%, which means that the difference between the
maximum (here always in June 3rd) and the minimum (here always in December) is

20 — 34%.

2.4.4 Experiment : The prospects of detecting single ultra
low energy electrons

As discussed in a previous section observation of light X-boson would require detectors
with sub-keV sensitivities. The development of such detectors, having a low energy
threshold and low noise, remains generally a daunting challenge for present-day and
future low background experiments. As shown in Fig. 2.9 the signal of low energy elec-
trons produced by an elastic collision process exhibits a maximum at energies around
or even lower than 10 eV. At such energies a detector with single electron sensitivity
will be required to reach a reasonable efficiency. A notable effort to develop ultra low
threshold detectors in order to address low energy neutrino physics [71-74] is going on.
This has been achieved for low mass detectors. We are, however, seeking an even lower
energy threshold.

Usual solid state detectors employed for dark matter projects have typical thresh-
olds of a few keV. It is very difficult to combine sub-keV and big mass at the same
time. For instance Ultra-Low-Energy Germanium detectors [23] are able to reach a
threshold of a few hundred eV’s, but they are limited to a modular mass of a few
grams. Anyway, the achieved energy threshold is still below our requirements.

Single electron efficiency is achieved using detectors reaching very-high gains in
order to cope with electronic noise. Gaseous detectors are good candidates. In such
detectors high gains may easily be achieved. Having been conceived as a TPC Mi-
cromegas detector (eMS) [75], it is compatible with large drift volumes and operation
at high pressure, an example of which are the HELLAZ [76] prototypes. A great ad-
vantage of this detector is the versatility of target material: various gases from the
lightest (Hs) to heaviest (Xe) could be used offering a large choice.

One idea to increase the mass of the target material is to use the recently developed
Spherical Proportional Counter (SPC) [79]. This detector consists of a large spherical
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gas volume with a central electrode and radial electric field. Charges deposited in the
drift volume are drifting to the central sensor where are amplified and collected. A
novel concept of a proportional sensor, a metallic ball having a radius of about 15 mm,
located at the center of curvature, acting as a proportional amplification structure
is used. It allows to reach high gas gains (> 104) and operates from low to high
gas pressure. At such gains, provided the low electronic noise of this detector, single
electron efficiency is easily achieved. The main advantages of the new structure relevant
to our project are:

e Simplicity of the design.
e A single channel is used to read-out a large volume.
e Robustness

e The depth of the interaction, related to the rise time of the signal, is measured.
This is important to apply fiducial cuts for background rejection purpose.

e Low detector capacity < 0.1 pF, independent of the vessel size, allows very-low
electronic noise, which is a key point toward achieving low energy threshold.

e Versatility of the target material and density; the detector is compatible with a
large variety of gases and could operate from low pressure to high pressure. This
could be a precious tool to identify a possible signal out of background.

A main concern of the proposed detection scheme is the minimal background level
that will be reached by our system. By this, one means that the detector body and
appropriate shield will be built with materials which are screened for low levels of
natural and man-made radioactive impurities. Ordinary construction and shielding
materials, however, do contain trace amounts of naturally occurring and man-made
radionuclides which result in elevated background level; we need to design and fabricate
the detector by careful material selection made out of low level activity.

Unfortunately, however, there exists very little experience at the very low energy
(sub keV) region where our detector will be operating. An example is a low background
gaseous detector with sub KeV energy threshold developed for solar axion search [78].
The reached background level is quite low and is flat in the sub KeV energy range
down to 250 eV. Our purpose is to further decrease the energy threshold down to the
region of 10 eV. This region has never been explored and therefore reaching the desired
low level activity becomes a new experimental challenge. Single electron backgrounds
could be emitted by materials pulled by the electric field through thermionic emission.
The advantage of the spherical detector is that at the external vessel the electric field
is extremely low and therefore highly reduced thermionic emission is expected.

The present prototype having a volume of 1m3, filled with a gas at high pressure
with a target mass of the order of 10 kg could fulfill sensitivity requirements for our
project. We will search appropriate molecular gases having low binding energy and
compatible with operation in the Spherical Proportional Counter detector [79].
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At present it looks realistic to soon have a sphere of radius of 5 meters, which can
be under a pressure of 5 bars. Thus, if one fills it with 80% Ar and 20% Isobutane
(Cy4Hyp), one can have 212 Kg of Hydrogen. With this much Hydrogen using eq. (2.69)
and a threshold of ~10 eV, we expect around 200 events per year for the parameters
in (2.68). In models [50] where the mediator mass is very low, e.g. mx ~ 1 MeV, we
expect an increase of the event rate by almost six orders of magnitude. Therefore, if a
low energy experiment will be built it would possibly set the best limits on these kind
of models.

2.5 Conclusions

Cosmic ray results from PAMELA, HESS and FERMI collaborations show an unex-
pected rising of positron events with energy that may be due to Dark Matter particle
(x) annihilations in the halo of our Galaxy. This Dark Matter particle “sees” the
SM ones only through its interactions with an X-boson that couples to the SM gauge
sector. Depending on the model, the mediator can be massless or massive with differ-
ent couplings. We have studied direct detection of this secluded type of dark matter
employing nucleons or electrons with main emphasis in the latter case.

Due to the small momentum transfer® the massless case results in a large number
of events that should have been seen by current nucleon recoiling direct detection
experiments and therefore strong bounds on mixing parameters and couplings exist.
Our work emphasizes the role of the low energy electron recoil in direct detection
experiments and proposes a novel experimental avenue on how to proceed in searching
for such low energy electrons. For simple hydrogenic atoms, at low energy, E. ~ 10 eV,
the cross section is enhanced by orders of magnitude compared to KeV recoil energies.
In the neighborhood of low energies, the results depend highly on the binding energy of
the ejected electron: the more loose the electron is, the bigger the event rate becomes
as expected. In this regard we considered two possibilities:

1. The process is mediated by the massive mediator X (our model III). In this case
we do not have scattering off hadrons at tree level. Therefore, we do not have
dominant constraints on the parameters of the model coming from the ongoing
WIMP searches. Using the parameters of eq. (2.68) we have obtained fairly
large cross sections for a Dirac WIMP. Employing the spherical TPC detector
described above with a radius of 5 m under a pressure of 5 Atm we have found
that we could have about 200 counts in a year, assuming a threshold of 10 eV.
It is possible, however, that our choice of parameters is a bit optimistic and we
may have not considered all available constraints. Our results are also applicable
to model-I. In this case however, due to the fact that couplings of the X-boson
to hadrons appear at tree level, there exist strong constraints on the mixing
parameter already from the nucleon direct searches [see eq. (2.38)].

8For nucleons, the momentum transfer is ~ 2 MeV and the energy transfer is ~ 2 KeV, while for
low energy electron recoils they are ~ 50 KeV and = 10 eV, respectively.
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2. The process is accommodated by the massless mediator (leptophylic version of
model II). This mechanism is similar to that involving hadrons in section 2.3, one
simply replaces the quarks by leptons. In this case we have found that the most
stringent constraints on the parameters come from the standard WIMP searches.
Thus, using the parameters of eq. (2.66) we have obtained with the above detector
hundreds of events per year even with a (reduction) mixing coupling constant as
low as k = 10719 for a Dirac WIMP. Such a huge signal cannot be seen by current
experiments either due to lack of low energy threshold or because, experiments, like
CDMS and XENON, are keeping only nuclear recoil events. We were surprised
to find so large cross section. We now understand it, however, to be due to
the photon propagator (1/¢*)?, which is favored by the fact that the momentum
transfer is very low in the case of electrons. We should mention that, since the
initial electron is bound, there is no infrared divergence and no need for a low
energy cut off. It should be also noted that quark couplings to X-boson will
come back through loop corrections even if they are forbidden at tree level by a
symmetry which is eventually broken. Then current nucleon recoil experiments
will be as important [see eq. (2.32)] and complementary to the electron ones.

In conclusions above the assumption that the WIMP is a Dirac particle has been made.
If the WIMP is Majorana particle, as we have shown (see Appendix F) the rates are
suppressed by approximately a factor 32 ~ 1075. For both the above cases, annual
time modulation effects are of the order of 20-30%, important enough to be noticed.

We have limited the discussion of the rates in the case of hydrogen, since our
cross section was evaluated using hydrogenic wave functions. Certainly the obtained
rates will increase, if one can exploit the other atomic electrons with smaller binding
energy. This situation was made manifest in our work with a judicious change of the
binding energy [see Figs. 2.7 b, 2.8 ¢, 2.9 b]. But then one should employ realistic wave
functions.

In a similar fashion one can treat other dark matter candidates like right handed
neutrinos, which arise in models in which the ordinary Dirac type mass is forbidden
due to a discreet symmetry, but communication with leptons is allowed via exotic
scalars [80-82] with masses in the 50 GeV region. It may also apply to other models
involving exotic fermions and scalars proposed and reviewed in ref. [83].



Chapter 3

Heavy Fermion Non-Decoupling
Effects

In the previous Chapter we analyzed different varieties of a scenario where a dark mat-
ter particle could annihilate in other particles, especially into Standard Model fermions.
In this Chapter, within a spontaneously broken gauge group, we carefully analyze and
calculate triple gauge boson vertices dominated by triangle one-loop Feynman diagrams
involving heavy fermions compared to external momenta and gauge boson masses.
Since a complete one particle irreducible vertex for three off-shell gauge bosons is a
useful tool in analyzing low energy inelastic scattering processes, we can use it to study
scattering processes with a photon in the final state, as an example. This can be use-
ful in dark matter scattering off atomic electrons and nuclei, mediated by light gauge
boson particles, as one application among many (see refs. [35,85,86]). This is an other
possible scenario that constitutes an alternative to the effects that we studied in the
previous Chapter. We perform our calculation strictly in four dimensions and derive
a general formula for the off-shell, one-particle irreducible (1PI) effective vertex which
satisfies the relevant Ward Identities and the Goldstone Boson Equivalence Theorem
(GBET). In the technical level we introduce arbitrary four-vectors in our calculation.
These vectors are associated with different types of divergences that appear during the
calculation and help in the reduction of these divergencies as much as possible. Our
goal is to search for non-decoupling heavy fermion effects highlighting their synergy
with gauge chiral anomalies. Particularly in the Standard Model, we find that when
the arbitrary anomaly parameters are fixed by gauge invariance and/or Bose symme-
try, the heavy fermion contribution cancels its anomaly contribution leaving behind
anomaly and mass independent contributions from the light fermions. We apply these
results in calculating the corresponding CP-invariant one-loop induced corrections to
triple gauge boson vertices in the SM, minimal Z’-models as well as their extensions
with a fourth fermion generation, and compare with experimental data. This Chapter
is based on the published work [87].

33
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3.1 Introduction

In general, the Appelquist-Carazzone [88] theorem states that the effect from a heavy
fermion mass m at low energy observables is suppressed by powers of m. However, this
theorem does not hold for theories with chiral gauge couplings or large mass splitting
within gauge multiplets, a situation known to take place in the minimal Standard
Model (SM) of particle physics [1-3]. Failure of the decoupling of heavy fermion from
radiative corrections requires breaking of a local gauge symmetry and, in addition,
breaking of a global symmetry by these corrections [89,90].

Another aspect of theories with chiral gauge couplings is the Adler-Bell-Jackiw or
chiral anomaly [30,31,91,92]. This is the situation where certain classical Ward Iden-
tities (WIs) are violated by quantum corrections (for reviews see [93-95]). For a model
that is non-anomaly free, anomalous Ward Identities render it non-renormalizable and
non-unitary. This problem shows up in every symmetry breaking stage of the model.
In order to cancel chiral anomalies associated with axial (AAA) or vector-axial (VVA)
currents in gauge theories, we either need to stick to only by-construction anomaly-free
gauge groups, or, to introduce additional chiral femionic fields [96,97].

An energy region of experimental interest corresponds to the case where a fermion
mass m is very heavy, m% < s < m?, so that it cannot be pair-produced at Tevatron,
LHC or a future lepton-collider. If this fermion is chiral ¢.e., it receives its mass
from the Higgs mechanism which is also responsible for the gauge boson mass, then
the question of the decoupling of this particle would cause a problem in anomaly
cancellation and therefore to gauge invariance. This question has been tackled in
many papers in the literature most notably by D’Hoker and Farhi in ref. [98, 99]:
decoupling of a fermion whose mass is generated by a Yukawa coupling induces an
action functional of the Higgs field and gauge boson fields term, analogous to Wess-
Zumino-Witten (WZW) term [100,101] in chiral Lagrangian. Then D’Hoker and Farhi
showed that the theory without the decoupled fermion but with the WZW term is
gauge invariant. Applications of this non-decoupling effect have been utilised in many
physics projects from hadronic up to electroweak physics of the SM and beyond, see
for example refs. [102-108]. However, to our knowledge, the above conclusion has not
been drawn in the broken phase of theories with spontaneous gauge symmetry breaking
like the SM. It is after all meaningful to discuss non-decoupling effects only in theories
where the physical masses appear explicitly.

The problem when discussing decoupling effects or in general physics associated
with the fermionic triangle graph is related to the question : what is the correct result
for such a graph? The answer depends on the physical set-up in which it arises [109].
For example, as we shall show below in the case of SM, gauge invariance and Bose
symmetry are enough to set the triple neutral gauge boson vertices finite and well
defined. Only then can we reach the conclusions for the theory at the heavy fermion
mass limit.

If the SM gauge group is extended by extra U(1)’s then anomaly cancellation con-
ditions become more involved. Recently, the authors of refs. [110,111] noted that such
cancellations may occur inside a “cluster” of anomaly-free heavy fermion sector which
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is not accessible by the current colliders, leaving behind non-decoupling effects in tri-
linear gauge boson vertices of the extra massive gauge boson Z’ and those of the SM
2'77, ZZWW, Z' Z~ that may be observable at low energies. These effects are visible
in the energy region where Mz ~ gv < /s < m ~ Mv. For these non-decoupling
effects to occur it is necessary for fermions and gauge bosons to receive mass from the
same Higgs boson and there must be a hierarchy between Yukawa and gauge coupling,
A~ O(1) > g. In this Chapter we also elaborate on this issue categorising conditions
among couplings where such a situation occurs. A few toy-model examples with two
or three different external gauge bosons are presented. We note in passing that, within
field theory, mixed anomaly cancellations via 4d Green-Shwartz mechanism have been
discussed and analysed phenomenologically in the literature e.g. [112-117].

Our goal here is to construct a perturbative, gauge invariant, one-loop proper ef-
fective vertex for three external gauge bosons that incorporates both chiral anomaly
ambiguities together with non-decoupling effects induced by heavy fermions in an ex-
plicit manner. We would like to apply this effective vertex in order to:

e investigate the interplay between chiral anomaly effects and non-decoupling ef-
fects of individual particles in trilinear gauge boson vertices in the SM and its
extensions,

e categorise all possible models of mixed anomaly cancellations and non-decoupling
effects of very heavy fermions that are directly unreachable at LHC,

e search for phenomenological implications at colliders.

General Lorentz-invariant expressions for three gauge boson vertices have been
analysed in detail in refs. [118,119]. One-loop corrections in the SM for the VWV,
where V' = Z, v using dimensional regularisation were considered in [89] with special
emphasis on the non-decoupling effects due to large doublet mass splittings. The first
correct calculation for the Zv~v vertex was performed in ref. [120], while for ZZ~ in
ref. [121]. Phenomenological studies including expectations for those interactions at
hadron and lepton colliders were studied in detail in refs. [122-125].

We first present the 1PI effective action for the triple gauge boson vertex and then
we discuss all possible and general non-decoupling effects from heavy fermions. A
variety of applications of the general vertex in the SM, in minimal Z’ models and their
extensions with a fourth sequential fermion generation, is presented.
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Figure 3.1: The one-loop effective trilinear gauge boson vertex, I'"?. The crossed
diagram is obtained with the replacement {v,p} < {p,v} and ky < ky. Indices
{i,j, k} denote distinct external gauge bosons in general.

3.2 The Trilinear Gauge Boson Vertex

In this section we briefly present the main results for the three gauge boson 1PI vertex,
['*P. The details of this calculation are given in Appendices G and H. Furthermore, the
behaviour of ['**?(s) at high energies s, and issues on gauge invariance and Goldstone
Boson Equivalence Theorem are discussed in the subsequent subsections.

3.2.1 The construction of ['*7?

The relevant diagrams are depicted in Fig. 3.1 and their evaluation is developed in
Appendix H. What we basically need in order to calculate the diagrams in Fig. 3.1 is
the interaction part of the Lagrangian

L D eWAh (a+Bvs) VA,, (3.1)

where W(z) is a 4-component spinor consisting of a pair of two Dirac fermions coupled
chirally to a vector field A,(z). Flavour or spinor indices are silently implied. We
shall assume a model interaction for eq. (3.1) that arises from a spontaneously broken
Abelian gauge theory. A toy model as such is described in Appendix G. Then o and [ in
eq. (3.1) are real numbers (in units of e) related to linear combinations of hypercharges
[see for instance eq. (G.8)].

The integral representation for this diagram is given in eq. (H.1). By naive power
counting this integral is linearly divergent. This means that when we make a shift of
integration variable, e.g., p — p+a, the result depends upon the choice of the arbitrary
vector a*. This change is only reflected in the form factors proportional to k; and k5 in
Lorentz invariant expansion of I'**” [see eq. (3.2) below|. As a result, the naive Ward
Identities (WIs), egs. (H.15), (H.16) and (H.18) are violated by terms that contain the
arbitrary four vector a*. It is useful to write this four vector as a linear combination
of the two independent external momenta : a* = z k}' + w kY, with z,w arbitrary real
parameters.
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In order to write out an explicit form for the trilinear gauge boson vertex, say for
three identical massive gauge bosons, we make use of an explicit expression for the
triangle graphs first calculated by Rosenberg [120]. The most general form of the axial
tensor I'"? consistent with Lorentz and parity symmetry is:

I‘MVPU{:L k27 w, Z) = |:A1(k17 k27 w) e,ul/pO' k20’+

+ Ao (K1, ko; 2) €7 kg + Ag(k1, ko) ghPho kg K1 kas+

+ Ay(ky, ko) €050 kY kg os + As (K, ko) %0 k5 ki Kos+
—h%%bka&Mkmb%. (3.2)

By naive power counting the dimensionless form factors A, , are infinite. They can be
rendered finite by forcing them to obey the relevant, albeit anomalous, Ward Identities.
However, A; 5 are in general undetermined since they depend on arbitrary parameters
w and z. This arbitrariness can be fixed by physical requirements like for example
conservation of charge. On the other hand the form factors (or integrals) As ¢ are
finite having dimension of inverse mass square. The latter can be found independently
by direct diagrammatic methods. The whole procedure is described in Appendix H.

Therefore, non-decoupling effects should originate solely from the A; and A, parts
of I'™? but without any further physical input they are undetermined. A direct calcu-
lation of A » with dimensional regularisation [33] or with Pauli-Villars regularisation
is not a good choice when shifting integration variables within linearly (and above)
divergent Feynman integrals in four dimensions [126-128]. The outcome for a single
external gauge boson (i = j = k in Fig. 3.1) triangle graph is appended in eqs. (H.26),
(H.27) and (H.28). From these expressions and from eq. (3.2) we obtain A;(ky, ko; w)
and Ay (kq, ko; 2) in terms of the finite integrals As . The corresponding results, in the
case of three identical external gauge bosons, are given by eqs. (H.37) and (H.38) while
the finite integrals As ¢ by eqgs. (H.33), (H.34) and (H.35).

Furthermore, although Bose symmetry could constrain the arbitrary numbers w and
z, it is not enough to eliminate them altogether: a physical condition is needed, e.g.,
conservation of electric charge for fermions coupled to external photons or vanishing
triangle graph for on-shell momenta of massive gauge bosons or, even, a pure theoretical
reason, like the decoupling property. It is straightforward, albeit tedious, to generalize
'™ in eq. (3.2) to the case of three distinct external, massive or massless, gauge bosons

(i # j # k in Fig. 3.1).
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With the assignments depicted in Fig. 3.1, the generalised Ward Identities for ver-
tices p, v, p are written respectively as?

q/J« Fqu(kl’ k?a w, Z) = ZmAz pr<k1’ k2)+

+ 63[<04i05j + ﬁlﬁj)ﬁzﬂ—z (aiﬁj + ajﬁi)ak]g)\upak

1Ak20(w - 2)7
(3.3a)

— ke, TP (ky, kg, w, 2) = dma, TP (o, ko) +

N (agan + BBk) Bi + (B + auwf;) ]
472

NP7 o\ koo (w — 1),

(3.3b)

— gy TP ey kigy w, 2) = ima, T (o, o)+

N e*[(awe + BBi) B; + (anBi + aify)ay]
472

€Auyakﬁ1Ak520(Z + 1),
(3.3¢)

where the corresponding T', I', and T’ are appended in eqs. (H.47) and (H.48). It is
remarkable here to note the ¢'th gauge boson mass factor my, = —28;ev in front of
the pseudoscalar 1PI function I is explicitly given in eq. (H.48). This term and
the analogous in eqgs. (3.3b) and (3.3c) are the source of heavy fermion mass non-
decoupling effects since in the formal limit of m — oo there is a remaining piece of
order e3Pk koy /4% in T#? for example. On the other hand it shows that currents
which are associated to unbroken symmetry generators i.e., to massless gauge bosons,
do not provide any non-decoupling effect in I'**?. Moreover, I'"?, 7, T depend
linearly upon the Yukawa coupling A, that is responsible for the fermion mass through
the Higgs mechanism and vanishes in the limit of A — 0%

Using the WI's for the vertices v and p, i.e., eqs. (3.3b) and (3.3c) as well as
eq. (3.2), we obtain the following expressions for the integrals A; and Ay:

eAm?2p;
A1<k1, kQ, w) = (kl . kg)Ag + k%A4 — T‘_QBJ [1(]61, kg, m)+
n (ajan + BiBr) Bi + (B + auwf;) ] (w—1), (3.42)
472
e3m? By

Ag(kl, k27 Z) = (1{31 . k?g)AG + k§A5 — 7T2 Ig(kl, kg, m)+

N e’ [(qio + BiBr) B; + (i + aiBi)ay]
472

(z+1), (3.4b)

'In order not to clutter the notation we suppress indices i, §, k in the following expressions for I'’s.
2Throughout, we assume chiral fermions that receive masses via Yukawa interactions with the
Higgs field.
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where the “non-decoupled” integrals are given by
(2 (2 2 1
I, (ky, ko, m / dx/ (s + i) + 2285 (3.50)
A
1 l-z "y B — 2uB: 5.
Iy (ky, kg, m) :/ dx/ dy(ozzoz] o+ Bils) = 2955, ; (3.5b)
0 0 A
with
A= A(ky, k) = x(x — D)2 +y(y — DE? — 2xyk; - ky +m?. (3.6)
The following limits,
1
lim m2[1(/<:1, kg,m) = —6 (3 o0 + ﬂlﬁk) y (37&)
m—r0o0
1
lim m2]2(k1, kQ, m) = 6 (3 OéiOéj + ﬁlﬁj) 5 (37b)
m—0o0

are also useful in simplifying formulae when discussing synergies of anomaly and non-
decoupling terms. We are now ready to complete ['*** in eq. (3.2), by reading directly
from eq. (H.47) the finite (in four dimensions) terms Aj . We find:

1 1—x
Ay(kr. ) = _63[(%0@ + Bzﬂjml;;— (a; B85 + Biovj) o] /0 dx/o dy % 7 (3.8)
*[(iy + BifB; b + biayj ! e —1
Ayl k) = © (o + Bi3 )/Bk;rj (cif3; + Bicj) ] / dx/ dy%  (3.8b)
(i + Bif3; B + Piyj ! e —1
As(ky, ko) = Mooy + Aif )51;_‘21“ (045, + piog)oud / dx/ dy —x(xA ) 5
(3.8¢)
Ag(ky, ko) = —Az(ky, k) (3.8d)

One could guess the expressions above with i # 7 # k from the ones with a single iden-
tical gauge boson i = j = k by exploiting simple combinatoric algebra in egs. (H.33),
(H.34) and (H.35) and eqgs. (H.37) and (H.38). One can check that all the above form
factors obey the Bose symmetry specified in egs. (H.39a), (H.39b) and (H.39c).

In summary, our main result is the trilinear gauge boson vertex I'**? of eq. (3.2),
supplemented by form factor components A;—; g read from egs. (3.4) and (3.8). Equa-
tion (3.2) satisfies the relevant Ward Identities stated in eq. (3.3) which originate from
the partial conservation of vector and axial vector symmetries in (G.9).
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3.2.2 Unitarity

We can make full use of the effective vertex I'** in order to calculate, as an example,
the matrix element for the process Z7Z — ZZ with an intermediate massive vector
boson Z’. We perform the calculation in the center of mass frame with the following
kinematics:

plz(E70707p)7 pQZ(E70707_p)
ki = (E,psinf,0,pcosf) , ke = (E,—psind,0,—pcosb)
1 1

€(p1) = m_Z(p70707 E) ) 5(272) - m_Z(p70707 _E) )
1 1
e*(ky) = m—Z(p, Esin6,0, Ecosf), ¢&*(ky) = m—Z(Z% —FEsinf,0,—FEcos?) ,

where p; and py are the four-momenta of incoming particles, k; and ks the four-
momenta of outgoing particles, £(p1), €(p2), €*(k1), €*(k2) are the polarisation vectors
of the incoming and outgoing particles respectively and 6 is the scattering angle of
the outgoing Z-boson in the center of mass frame. Non-zero contributions arise only
from t and wu-channels since the s-channel amplitude vanishes in this frame. Working
in the unitary gauge, we find a contribution to ZZ — ZZ due to loop-induced I';/%,
of eq. (3.2) as,

E?sin? ¢ ) 2
M = %‘Fﬂu = m (Al—A2)+p (1-COS€)(A3—A6)
Z/
E?sin® ?
(—Sln2 ) |:(A1 — AQ) + p2 (1 —+ cos 0) (Ag — Aﬁ):| , (39)
Uu — mZ,

where t = (p; — k1)? = —2p*(1 — cos®) and u = (k; — p2)? = —2p*(1 + cosf). The
factors A; and A, in eq. (3.4) are dimensionless and, in the limit of E* — oo vary
at worse as constants while from eq. (3.8) we have A3 = —Ag which asymptotically
go like £=2. Therefore, at high energies E? — oo, terms inside the square brackets
in eq. (3.9) behave like constants and so the amplitude does at high energies. This
means that unitarity is satisfied as is of course expected for a renormalised theory. It
is worthwhile noting that in the limit E? — oo we obtain (A; — Ay) o< ¢(w — z) where
¢ is an anomaly pre-factor present in the second term in the r.h.s of eq. (3.3a). There
is still however a finite and non-vanishing constant contribution from the Aj¢ form
factors in eq. (3.9) which for every particle contribution reads,

(w—2)*

2sin% 0

(3.10)

c \2
lim ///:_<_> sin?6 |1+ 2(w — 2
E2—c0 42 + ( ) +
We observe that the unknown parameters w and z still remain in the amplitude. Only
the relation w = z removes them from the asymptotic limit. We shall come back at
this point when discussing the Z"*ZZ-vertex in section 3.4.3.
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3.2.3 Goldstone boson Equivalence Theorem and R - inde-
pendence

There are several ways to derive the Ward Identities of eq. (3.3). A classical method
is to demand invariance of the path integral under the combined local vector and
axial-vector gauge transformations (G.9). We can then represent these WI's diagram-
matically to prove the Goldstone Boson Equivalence Theorem [129-131]. This is most
clearly explained in Lorentz gauge (§ = 0) where the gauge fixing term (G.10) does not
involve the Goldstone boson field ¢. Then conservation of the gauge current implies

OZqF( )qp(+ +)

Figure 3.2: Graphical representation of the WI in eq. (3.3a).

that ¢* can be contracted directly with I'” and also with the derivatively coupled
Goldstone boson to I'?. In principle there is a third contribution from possible mix-
ings with other gauge bosons, say Z’, that couple to the same fermions in the vertex.
This last mixing must necessarily be proportional to (g, — ¢.q»/¢?) and when con-
tracted with ¢*, vanishes. Therefore, by using rules from the toy model in Appendix
G, it is straightforward to see that we recover the classical WI (3.3a), without the
anomaly term. While a possible gauge boson mixing contributes to ['*?, it does not
contribute to WIs in eq.(3.3). At very high energy, the longitudinal polarization vec-
tor is €r,(¢) =~ qu/ma, where m, is the gauge boson mass. In other words for an
anomaly-free model, eq. (3.3a) or the sum of the diagrams in Fig. 3.2, can be written
as,

eru(q) TP = 41" . (3.11)

This equation tells us that at the high energy limit, the physical amplitude with the
gauge boson in vertex pu is replaced by the vertex with a Goldstone boson that ‘has
been eaten’. However, as is evident from eq. (3.3a) the relation (3.11) is broken by
possible gauge anomalies. This is another reason why the latter should be absent.

One can easily check by studying for example the fermion-antifermion annihilation
process to two gauge bosons with the toy model of Appendix G, that eq. (3.11) is the
required condition for the amplitude to be gauge £-independent. Again the anomaly-
term must be absent.
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3.3 Non-Decoupling Effects

Heavy fermion non-decoupling effects can be cast in two classes :

A) effects that arise from a large mass splitting between particles within an anomaly-
free multiplet.

B) anomaly driven effects that originate from decoupling a whole anomaly-free mul-
tiplet.

In case (A), formal decoupling of the heavy particle that participates in the anomaly
cancellation mechanism will leave at low energies an effective Lagrangian AI'*? that
accounts for the anomaly cancellation missing piece [98,99,103]. In case (B), the Higgs
coupling to fermions will be much larger than the gauge coupling with the latter being
approximately zero when the fermion mass is going to infinity [110,111].

3.3.1 Non-Decoupling due to large mass splitting

We are going to focus first on the simplest case with three identical external gauge
bosons. This means we set ¢ = j = k in the Ward Identities of eq. (3.3), or else we look
directly at expressions, (H.26) - (H.28). In order to carry out a systematic study of
non-decoupling effects and their interplay with chiral anomalies, it is essential to keep
track of the anomalous terms that depend on the arbitrary parameters w and z. By
exploiting Bose symmetries for on-shell external gauge bosons, and specifically, (H.39)
among legs j and k we find w = —z, while with (H.40) among legs ¢ and j we find
(after some tedious algebra) 2w — z — 1 = 0. The solution of this system,

(3.12)

finally fixes the arbitrary parameters w and z. Our observation is that these fixed
values for the arbitrary parameters correspond to the case of a particle decoupling
from the effective action, i.e.,

lim TPk, koyw,2) =0 = w=—z= (3.13)

1
m—o0o 3
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We elaborate this point in what follows. The WIs now take the form:

3 2
Q#Flwp(kla k2; w = 1/?)) - _% 8)\1/90' kl)\ k2cr I()(kl, k2’ m) +
3(R3 2
+ W NP7 Ky kg (3.14a)

- 33,2
=k, TP (ks ks w = 1/3) = —@ M7 iy koo Ty (K, o m) —
s

3(133 2
— W@WU kixkao (3.14D)

—~ 3 2
—kQPFp“V(kl,k‘g;w = 1/3) = —% 8)\’“/‘7 ]{?1)\ kQJ [Q(kl,kQ;m) +
63(53 + 30425)

+ 672

M ko (3.14c)
where the integrals [y, are defined in eqgs. (H.5), (H.22) and (H.23) respectively.
The anomalous terms in eq. (3.14) are then allocated “democratically” in the three
legs of I'"* as one would have naively expected. Note also that since we find the
following limits, lim,,_eo m?ly = — liMy,_y0o M21 = lim,, oo m?ly = %(52 + 3a?), the
r.h.s of egs. (3.14a), (3.14b) and (3.14c) cancel identically, verifying our statement in
eq. (3.13). Therefore, for a Dirac fermion pair circulating the loop as shown in Fig. 3.1
and for three identical external gauge bosons, at the formal decoupling limit, the finite
contributions are equal and opposite to the anomaly contributions in the vertex. In a
Lorentz gauge, terms in I'*? proportional to Iy, 2 arise from the mixing between the
Goldstone boson ¢ and the gauge boson as it is shown in Fig. 3.2. We should notice
however, that our calculation of WIs in eq. (3.14) given in Appendix H contains no
reference to a particular gauge choice.

For a Lorentz-invariant and renormalizable chiral gauge theory the anomaly terms
i.e., the last terms on the r.h.s of egs. (3.14), have to be absent. The only way?,
consistent with renormalizability? [96,97], to remove the anomaly terms, is to add a new
Dirac fermion pair with opposite [ i.e., opposite hypercharges Y, and Yg. A consistent
way to describe heavy fermion decoupling effects is to perform the calculation directly
in the broken phase of the theory where physical masses appear explicitly. Assuming
that the mass of the second (heavy) pair and the c.m energy, s = (ki + k2)?, is much
bigger than the first (light) fermion, say, m3 > s > m? ~ 0, there is a non-decoupled
term in the 1PI effective action which can be read off from eqs. (H.32), (H.37) and
(H.38) [or egs. (3.2) and (3.4) for i = j = k] to be,

e3 (8% + 3a23)

672

AT (ky, ky) =~

07 (ky — ks)y . (3.15)

30f course there is the trivial case of vector multiplets i.e., 8 = 0.
4We are not going to consider here the situation [112] of incorporating non-renormalizable coun-
terterms to cancel the anomalies at the expense of introducing a cut-off scale A ~ 47v.
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This term remains in the 1PI effective function for the light particle. In the heavy
mass limit (my — 00), the form factors A;—3 ¢(k1, k2) vanish as 1/m? leaving only
the term eq. (3.15) in the low energy effective action which has no ‘memory’ anymore
from the heavy mass my. Although, the exact non-kinematic prefactor in eq. (3.15),
depends upon model details, its magnitude (in e-units) is approximately, a/7 and could
be observable. Furthermore, the non-decoupling term eq. (3.15) does not depend on
the regularization scheme, i.e., on the parameters w and z in eqs. (H.37) and (H.38),
since the model is by construction anomaly-free.

3.3.2 Anomaly Driven non-decoupling effects

This is a category of possible non-decoupling effects for models possessing an anomaly-
free cluster of heavy particles just above those known from the Standard Model. We
systematically then check anomaly cancellation conditions in Ward Identities (eq. 3.3)
by demanding the pre-factors of I; 5 integrals in egs. (3.4a) and (3.4b) to be non-zero.
We are seeking for minimal models with up-to three different gauge bosons and up to
the least n-Dirac fermions.

A model that contains one gauge boson X, with V-A couplings as in eq. (3.1),
coupled to only one fermion is impossible to exist because it is anomalous (except the
trivial case of a vector-like particle where 5 = 0). Adding an extra fermion with the
same mass but with opposite axial-vector coupling (3) renders the model anomaly-free.
Such a simple particle content does not lead to non-decoupling effects because all these
effects are proportional to an odd power of the axial-vector coupling (~ $%**1) and
therefore the sum over the two fermions vanishes. A similar situation arises when more
fermions are circulating in the loop.

More interesting is the case where one has two, distinct, external gauge bosons, X
and Y, either massive or massless. The cancelation of trilinear anomalies requires the
existence of at least two fermions with opposite axial-vector couplings but again it is
impossible to satisfy instantaneously the mixed anomaly and non-decoupling conditions
[see below|. We first obtain the general conditions for an anomaly free model with two
gauge bosons X and Y. In notation of eq. (3.1) these conditions read:

n

D (B% +3axBx)i = 0, (3.16a)
P
zn:(ﬁ?/ +3ayfy)i = 0, (3.16b)
P
an(ﬁiﬁy +2axayfx +axfy)i = 0, (3.16¢)
i(ﬁ%ﬁx + 2oxay Py + ai-fx); = 0, (3.16d)

i=1
where n is the total number of fermions. Starting from trilinear anomalies eq. (3.16a) or
eq. (3.16b) we see that the case n = 1 requires only vectorial couplings, Sx = fy = 0.
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U1 Vo V3
Ul)x | a=e,f=—e |a=¢[=c¢ =0,8=0
Ul)y |a=—-e,f=—e|a=0,0=0 :eﬁ:

Table 3.1: Charges of an anomaly-free model with non-decoupling remnants in three
gauge boson vertices X XY and YY X.

Therefore for n = 1 there is no non-trivial solution. For n = 2 the non-zero couplings
must satisfy the following conditions:

5)(2 = —5X1, axe = Tax
By2 = —By1, Qyz = Tayy . (3.17)

Turning to mixed anomalies, eq. (3.16¢) and eq. (3.16d), it is amusing first that they
are satisfied even with one internal fermion (n = 1), iff

Bx = ax , By = —ay , (3.18)
or

Bx = —ax , Py = ay . (3'19>

Non-decoupling conditions are derived by the requirement that the pre-factors of
I, and I, integrals in egs. (3.4a) and (3.4b) are non-zero. Hence, in the limit of
k3, k2 ~ s < m? at least one of the following algebraic expressions,

n n

Z(ﬁiﬁy + 3axayBx)i Z(ﬁ?{ﬁy + 305 By )i

=1 =1
n n

> (B3 Bx + 3axayBy): > (B3 Bx +3a3 Bx)i (3.20)

i=1 i=1

must be non-vanishing. For n = 1 the choice of eq. (3.18) [or eq. (3.19)] which eliminates
the mixed anomalies, sets also eqs. (3.20) to a non-zero value. However, to cancel the
XXX and YYY anomalies one needs at least n = 2 fermions to satisfy the conditions
in eq.(3.17). These set the non-decoupling expressions (3.20) back to zero. The first
non-trivial solution of the system of eqgs. (3.16) and (3.20) arises with three pairs of
chiral Dirac fermions (n = 3) with an example of quantum numbers given in Table 3.1.
Here, we use eq. (3.18) and eq. (3.19) to cancel mixed anomalies for ¢;. The other two
particles ¥9 and 13 are singlets under U(1)y and U(1)x, respectively. Plug these into
egs. (H.32), (3.4) and (3.7), we obtain the non-vanishing operators at the decoupling
limit:

63

vy =T¥Xx = 3W25WW (k2 — k1)o (3.21a)
3
TP = Ty = —5 5o (ke + k), (3.210)

ThE =TI, =0 . (3.21c)
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U1 Vo X1 X2
Uy | a=e, =0 [a=e,f=0 a="558, j= 8 g=agm j= o=
U<1)Y a:(),ﬂ:—ql azoaﬁ:ql OéIQQ,ﬁ:O Oé:—QQ,ﬂ:O

Table 3.2: Charges of all fermions with respect to the gauge groups U(1)x x U(1)y.

Next is a model example with n = 4 Dirac fermions charged under the product of
gauge groups U(1)x x U(1)y. This toy model has been examined in ref. [110]. Charge
assignments are given in Table 3.2. They are chosen in such a way that triangular
anomalies [U(1)x]®> and [U(1)y]® are canceled separately. The cancelation of mixed

anomalies requires the extra condition ¢o = ¢; EZ;:Z%; Charges in Table 3.2 follow the
3 4

general rules of egs. (3.17). If we assume that all extra fermions have a common mass

m and are all very heavy, then in the low energy limit we find the following expressions

for the effective vertices with different combinations of external gauge bosons:

MYex =Yy =0, (3.22a)
2 .2

Flj(y)p(Y - %(2]{?1 + k2>08,u1/pcr , (322b)
2 .2

Yy = %(/ﬂz — k1)o7, (3.22¢)

My =%, =0. (3.22d)

These contributions arise from terms that are proportional to I; and Is-integrals taking
into account that this model is anomaly-free. Such a situation should never occur in
the SM. The basic difference is that neither gauge bosons X and Y is purely vector-
like for the entire fermionic sector i.e., X and Y must be strictly massive. This is a
crucial difference that leads to the existence of remnants in the low energy limit. On
the contrary, the existence of the photon in the SM leads to a term related to I; or I,
which always vanishes for an anomaly-free model.

We have also worked out the case with three different gauge bosons. The cor-
responding 10 independent anomaly-free, and, 18 independent non-decoupling con-
ditions, are quite involved and are presented separately in Appendix K. Again the
non-decoupling effects arise for n > 3. The new feature that appear in this category
is the fact that one can exploit non-decoupling effects where one of the gauge bosons
is massless. Such a minimal (n = 3) example comes into sight if we adopt the charge
assignments shown in Table 3.3. Notice that all fermions have gy = 0 i.e., the Y
couples purely to a vector current.

We can easily check that the conditions (K.1) for an anomaly-free model are satisfied
while at the same time some of the expressions in (K.2) are non zero.
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U1 )

Ul)x | a=ef=¢ |a=¢[f=—e
)y | a=e,6=0 | a=¢,5=0

Ul)z; la=e,f=—€¢| a=0,=0

<

QIR|R
I
k=
| ||
I
o|lolo

Table 3.3: Charges of an anomaly-free model with non-decoupling remnants in three
gauge boson vertex XY Z.

The non-zero effective vertices can be written in the form,

3

IR%s = T2y = 532k + k) (3.23)
Dy = T = g Ok 4 k) (3:230)
My¥x = —Txzz = 36—;(/€1 — ko)oe"?7 (3.23¢)
Mz =TV7x = 26_;(k1 + ko)™ (3.23d)
Mz = -Tx = 2—7:216106“”” , (3.23¢)
M7y =T%%y = —26—7:216206“””" . (3.23f)

We observe that heavy fermion non-decoupling effects appear in eq. (3.23e) and (3.23f).
If a model like this, with X = Z’, Y = v, Z = Z can be embedded in the SM, then
it would in principle allow for decays like Z' — Z~ that do not depend on the heavy
fermion masses.

We should finally remark that in models considered in Tables 3.1-3.3, gravitational
anomalies cancel out since it is always » f 6;( = 0 for a given axial vector coupling
between a vector boson X and a fermion f.
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3.4 Applications

3.4.1 Standard Model

Focusing first in the Standard Model with neutral, Z or 7 triple gauge boson vertices,
we need only to consider the interaction Lagrangian with fermions. This reads as:

Lt = Y _ ATV + > 2,0y (o + B 7:) Ty, (3.24)
! !

where the factors af, 8 with V =+, Z are
0[} - le ) ﬁ} =0 )

9z 9z
of =1y, —22Q)) . B =T}, (3.25)
and TJ?L and )¢ are the third component of weak isospin and charge of the SM Dirac
fermions f = v, e, u,d, respectively. Explicitly in the SM, the prefactors a}/ and ﬂf
take the form:

2 1 4
ay=ze, afl=%(G-5sh). BI=-%

3 2°2 3 4

1 gz, 1 2 9z
a}:—ge, Qa _7(—§+§Sfy), ﬁdZ:Z7

1

a =—e, O‘eZ:gg(_§+23})v Bez_%
al=0, aZ2=92 pz-_92 (3.26)
v~ Y l/_47 v 4’ .

where g7 = e/s,, is the weak boson gauge coupling and s,,, ¢, are the sinus and cosinus
of the weak mixing angle.

V*ZZ

Our first application refers to the vertex V*ZZ with V = v, Z being off-shell. This
interaction has been searched for at LEP and Tevatron while is currently under scrutiny
at the LHC. At one loop level the only CP-conserving contribution arises from the
triangle graph in Fig. 3.1. Applying our general form of the 1PI vertex in eq. (3.2) and
making use of the Bose symmetry v <> p, k1 <> k2 as in eq. (H.39), we find:

FI(/V*pZZ(kl, k’g, U}) = Euupa(kl — kg)g (-Al —f- %Ag,) + A3 quepﬁydk’lﬁk’gg s (327)

where the polarization vectors €;(k1), €;(k2) outside the square brackets have been
omitted, and also, we set A;(k1, ko) = Ay, ... etc for simplicity. More specifically, A; is
ambiguous: it depends on how the momentum is routing the loop i.e., the parameter
w. This arbitrariness (or regularization scheme dependence if you wish) is further fixed
by exploiting the fact that the ZZZ on-shell boson vertex vanishes by Bose symmetry.
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The latter requires w = 1/3. On the other hand, for the vertex vZZ, conservation of
the vector current and Bose symmetry implies that w = z = 0.

Having specified the arbitrary parameters w and z we apply our general expressions
for A; and Az found in egs. (3.4a) and (3.8a), specifically to the vertices Z*ZZ and
~v*ZZ and sum over all SM fermions. By ignoring (see below however), the last term
proportional to ¢ in eq. (3.27), we can easily find,

P%l:pzz(kl, ]CQ) = E‘L“jpg(kl — k2>0—><

x> | my(Asp — Agg) + QBZ hit+ e (5 + 35?“?2)]
f=u,d,e,v
= €uupa<k1 — kg)g FZ*ZZ(5> y (328)
m2ﬁZ 1
PG sk k) = (ki =)o D |my(Asy = Asp) + =55 Iy + 55070 ﬁf]
f=u,d,e,v
= GMVpg(kl — kQ)O-F,\/*ZZ(S) 3 (329)

where s = (k; + k2)? and I is given by eq. (3.5a). The last term in eqs. (3.28) and
(3.29) is the anomaly contribution, while the second term is a non-decoupling one in the
limit of heavy fermion mass, m; — oo. Again we should notice here that in this limit
and for one fermion contribution, the last two terms mutually cancel while the first
term vanishes as m/m7. Therefore, the decoupling of heavy fermions in V*ZZ vertex
is operative even if those fermions have vastly different, but always much greater than
the EW scale, masses among each other. In the SM for example, what is left behind
after the decoupling of the top quark is a theory with an anomalous (sometimes called
Chern-Simons) term that is necessary to render the effective low energy theory gauge
invariant.

Especially for v*Z Z one can go one step further and write the whole effective vertex
in terms of one integral only, namely

I Z Asp(s) (3.30)

f u,d,e,v

Now bringing back the last term on the r.h.s of eq. (3.27) we find a perfectly fine and
gauge invariant form for v*Z 7 vertex,

vpBo
T () =Y S‘é"’f X {e““"”(kfl ka)y — LB ), | (3.31)
7 S

This vertex must be proportional to s in order to cancel the pole contribution arising
at s = ¢*> = 0 [118]. This is a generic statement for all v*V'V vertices we address below.
One should recall that this expression has been derived only after fixing the anomaly
coefficients, w and z, by symmetry requirements. We could have done the reverse:
to fix w, z from the requirement of no pole contribution in eq. (3.31). In a way, the
anomaly and the non-decoupled terms have been absorbed in the finite integral As.
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It is now evident from egs. (3.30) and (3.8) that I';«zz(s — 0) = 0 for every fermion
contribution, independently. Furthermore, as expected, for asymptotic values of s we
also observe that I'y- (s — 00) = 0 after summing over all SM fermion contributions.

Within one generation of fermions, the SM is a chiral, gauge, and anomaly-free
Quantum Field Theory (QFT). As a result, contributions to I'y«zz from (approxi-
mately) massless generations, vanish identically (recall that form factors As 4 are pro-
portional to the anomaly factors, [see egs. (3.8a) and (3.8b)] and the second term
vanishes in the massless case). Therefore to a good approximation, for /s = 2My,
the only non-negligible contribution to I'y«zz arises from the third generation and is
due to the large mass difference between the top quark and all other fermions. The
top quark influences mainly the last two terms in the square bracket of I'z.z, and
['z7 in egs. (3.28) and (3.29). If we make the (numerically crude) approximation of
m% < s < mi and exploit eq. (J.12¢) from Appendix J, we find (N, = 3 is the color
factor),

m?ﬁtzj ~ Ne /73 38%Z 022 Ne 73 | 537,722 S 3.39
2 1t~_67T2(t +/6tat)_120ﬂ_2<t + 567 o )m_% (3.32)

The first term is just the opposite of the top quark anomaly contribution in I'z«zz
and they both cancel out in the limit of heavy top quark. One can prove easily this
statement for all SM vertices, I'y«yyv, V = Z, v appearing below in this Chapter and we
claim, following the arguments of section 3.3, that this is a general theorem: a heavy
particle cancels its own anomaly contribution in a triple gauge boson vertex and at the
(non-perturbative) limit of m — oo leaving no trace from itself behind. Of course in the
top-less SM the last term in I'z.z, does not vanish since the particle content (7, v;, b)
is now anomalous. It is also evident from eq. (3.32) that the behaviour of I'z«z(s)
at s &~ m? rises approximately linearly with s as s/m?. This is also verified from our
numerical result shown in Fig.3.3a. Similar conclusions one can derive for I',- 77 as it
is shown in Fig.3.3b, but this is rather obvious now because of eq. (3.30).

Furthermore, it is also instructive to study the behaviour of the vertices T'y«zz(s)

in the asymptotic region, s > m? > m?%. By exploiting eq. (J.13) and keeping only

terms of order mfc /s we arrive at the following expression,

2 2 Z3
I‘Z*ZZ(5>>mf)zNC&{ 6t2 (2—1ni2—i7r) +

Z3 722127 2
t +at Bt 1 2 S i . s
R U A R N (3.33)

in which both real and imaginary parts vanish at asymptotic values of s as they should
following unitarity arguments. The effect of a “heavy” particle (here the top quark) is
to just delay the “falling off” of |I"z«zz(s)]| [see Fig.3.3a.] as s — oo. Finally it is also
obvious that the real and imaginary part of I'z«, 5 are of the same order of magnitude,
a situation which remains true everywhere after the threshold energy, s > 4m?.
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Translating our numerical results for the SM to the notation of ref. [118]° that
is usually followed by the theoretical and experimental literature, we find for LEP
energies and m; = 173 GeV, that

fZ(v/s =200 GeV) = 1.8x107*, (3.34)
f2(V/s =200 GeV) = 2.1x107*, (3.35)

where we have neglected small imaginary part contributions from light quark and lepton
mass thresholds. These results agree with those quoted in ref. [124]. Unfortunately,
they are too small to have been reached by LEP [132].

Just above the top quark threshold energies s > 4m?, the vertex develops a signif-
icant absorptive part. This is apparent from our analytical expressions in Appendix J
for integrals As ¢ and I o and the discussion above. For Vs = 500 GeV we find :

fZ(v/s =500 GeV) = (0.4—0.5i) x 107*, (3.36)
(Vs =500 GeV) = (—0.3+0.3i) x 10°*. (3.37)

Note again that the imaginary part of the amplitude is of the same order of magnitude
as the real part.

V*vZ

Another non-trivial class among trilinear neutral gauge boson vertices that have been
and being searched for at colliders, is the amplitude V*yZ. In the notation of Fig. 3.1,
we assign V;(q), 7, (k1) and Z,(ks) to the 1PI effective vertex I'iY , of eq. (3.2) with
V = Z,~v. When the photon and the Z-gauge boson are both on-shell we find:

y s+ m?
DVl p (ki ke) = €7k, (Az +— Z A3> +
+ PG g kos (Az + Ag) + PP gt ki ghos As . (3.38)
We have seen however in eq. (3.8d) that A3 = —Ag and therefore the second term in

eq. (3.38) vanishes at one-loop. Furthermore, the last term when coupled to a light
quark or lepton vector current, is proportional to the mass of the incoming fermions and
for current collider architectures this contribution is negligible®. Hence, only the first
term remains with potentially visible effects. When all external particles are on-shell,
Bose symmetry and gauge invariance require the vertex V'~ 2 to vanish. Bose symmetry
relations among form factors and gauge invariance fix the arbitrary parameters w and
z to be:

Y7 w=1, z=1. (3.40)

®We multiply I'v+zz(s) in egs. (3.28) and (3.29) with em?% /(s — m3,).
6This term however is important for gauge invariance to be preserved, as in eq. (3.31) before.
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Figure 3.3: The dependence of |T'y«yy(s)| with /s for different gauge bosons combi-
nations, V. = ~,7Z : (a) Z*ZZ, (b) v*ZZ, (¢) Z*vZ, (d) v*~vZ, (e) Z*v~y. The solid
curve corresponds to the SM, the dashed curve corresponds to the SM + 4th generation
fermion model. Masses for light quarks and leptons are neglected while m; = 173 GeV.
Fourth generation quarks and lepton masses are taken as in eq. (3.66).

By substituting the form in A, from the general expression of eq. (3.4b) we obtain:

v vpo fef
I’éfyz<k17 k'2) = "7k, Z m2Z(A3f + A5f) — s, IQf + ﬁa?a}ﬁf
f=u,d,e,v L
= €'uypgklg Fz*,yz(S) R (341)

m26Z 1

v vpo =f

PQ/L*;)Z(I{:D ]{32) = P ]{?10 Z m2Z<A3f + A5f) - 2 ]Qf + ﬁ&}a’}lﬂf
f=u,d,e,v

= " k1o Dz () . (3.42)



3.4. APPLICATIONS 73

One should notice that the square bracket of I'z«,7 is approximately equal to I'y«z7
since in this case A5 ~ —A, and [} ~ — 5.

It is amazing to see how greatly the y*yZ-vertex is simplified. Placing back the
last term of eq. (3.38) in order to restore gauge invariance, we find,

€PP7 ¢ kagki

- (3.43)

DU (s) = s Ay x {E’W%la -
7

The s-factor outside the vertex is expected because it must cancel the pole behaviour
of the second term in the square bracket. Once again, the “physical” choice of w, z
in the anomalous terms played a crucial role in eq. (3.43) like in the case of v*ZZ
vertex. Regarding decoupling effects, eq. (3.43) is self explained: for every particle
contribution, a synergy between anomaly and non-decoupling terms results in a well
defined integral s A3 that vanishes asymptotically due to the anomaly-free condition.
If however, the energy /s is between two particle masses which combined render the
model anomaly-free, then there should be non decoupling effects in this regime. On the
other hand, adding to the SM, anomaly-free and heavy chiral fermions, there should
be no-nondecoupling effect remaining in the low energy regime where /s < 2m;.

One can go one step further also in the case of Z*vZ in eq. (3.41). In fact, we can
eliminate Iy and the anomaly factors from eq. (3.41) leaving only the finite integrals
Az and As, as:

1

Lzenz(s) = 5 Z [(s +m%)Asy +myAsf] (3.44)
f

After using few integral tricks, like for example the ones of eq. (H.44), it is easy to show
that T'z+,z(s) behaves like (s —m%)As; near the Z-pole and L'y, z oc 3 (s —mi) Asy,
This is clearly verified when performing the full numerical evaluation of the integrals
as in Figs. 3.3c, 3.3d.

One can easily see from further working out egs. (3.41) and (3.42) that due to the
fact that the SM is an anomaly free QFT, the whole contribution arises to a very good
approximation from particles of the third generation. Numerically, in the conventions
of ref. [118] [see also footnote 4], we find for LEP energies

hZ(\/s =200 GeV) = 2.1 x107*, (3.45)
hl(vs =200 GeV) = 7.2x 107, (3.46)

up to tiny small imaginary parts. These results are in agreement with those presented in
ref. [124]. As we have noticed above it is also confirmed numerically that |fJ| ~ |h3].
SM predictions of egs. (3.47) and (3.48) are in the best case [for h3] two orders of
magnitude below the published LEP bounds [132].

For comparison, at higher energies the SM predicts:

hZ(\/s =500 GeV) = (0.3 —0.64) x 107*, (3.47)
hl(vs =500 GeV) = (0.9—1.84)x 107", (3.48)
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Full numerical results for |I'y«,z(s)| are represented by solid lines in Figs. 3.3c, 3.3d.
We observe that in the neighborhood of the top threshold, |I';«,z(s)| is one order
of magnitude bigger than |I'z«,z(s)|. They are both however far below the current
Tevatron and LHC sensitivity [133,134]. Following the projecting sensitivity calculated
in ref. [122], observation at the LHC (14 TeV) seems extremely difficult within SM,
even for the vyZ vertex.

Vi

We now turn our discussion to the last SM neutral triple gauge boson vertex, the
V*v~. Of course, thanks to Furry’s theorem only the case V' = Z is valid (for V' = v
all three currents are vector-like, i.e., 8; = 0). However, even in Z*v+ there are no
non-decoupling effects since there is no would be Goldstone boson associated with the
unbroken U(1)em, i.e., the final particles are massless. Nevertheless, one can write a
simple Z*vyvy 1PI vertex. We obtain:

87

FZZ{)Y’Y(kl’ k2) = EVPB(Squ'lBk% [A3] + W laputd [(U) — 1) k‘Q + (Z + 1) ]{31]0 . (349)

Landau [135] and Yang [136] say that the on-shell amplitute, €,(q)I";2 (K1, k2) must
vanish due to selection rules on space inversion and angular momentum conservation.
This fixes the arbitrary parameters w = —z = 1 for every fermion contribution f. One
obtains the same values for w and z from U(1).,, gauge invariance, i.e., satisfaction of
Ward Identities. Although it is necessary to preserve gauge invariance, this remaining
contribution is negligible for light s-channel incoming particles e.g., ete™ — 7, but
nevertheless it may be important for heavy external particles like for example dark
matter particles or heavy neutrinos annihilating into photons (see related work in

refs. [137,138]).

Defining T'z-,,(s) = 3, m7 Asp(s) and summing over the SM particles, we find
numerically,

Tzen(v/s = 200 GeV) =29 x 1074, (3.50)
Iz, (Vs = 500 GeV) = (3.2 —5.64) x 107° . (3.51)
For various values of s, the function |I'z-,,(s)| is plotted in Fig. 3.3e. Notably, at very

small s this quantity behaves like 1/s and in contrary to the previous Z*V'V vertices
does not vanish at s = m%. For general values of s, and ki = k3 = 0, ['z-.,(s) is easily

written as: 52(0[7)2 )
gen(s) = Y 5% % & J(E) (3.52)
f

272

where & = 4m§e/m22 and the function J(&;) is appended in eq. (J.2).
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For energies (s) below the top quark threshold, I'z«.,(s), approximately takes the
form,

[yenqy(s) = ZmQZAgf(mQZ <s<ml) =
f

Za]? [m? m2 1 1 s
~-NSA 2 2 ) = 5 3.53
72 [ 25 (mf o1 " 180m? /)|’ (3:53)

a behaviour which shows decoupling of a heavy top-quark mass. This follows our
general statement just below eq. (3.32): since the anomaly term in eq. (3.49) vanishes
due to the physical choice of w and z there is no non-decoupled remnant to cancel it.
In the asymptotic region we find:

Z 72 2,52

o m5,m S S
[ zen(s > m%, m?) ~ Nt Zt ) |In? = — 7 + 2irln — | . 3.54
Zyy (8> M7, my) 52 2 nmt2 7T—{—z7rnm% (3.54)

Therefore, I'z«,(s) behaves asymptotically as 1/s* while all other neutral vertices
behave like 1/s. This fast drop with s is also verified by comparing the solid lines
between Figs. 3.3a,b, c,d and Fig. 3.3e.

VAW W

Just for completeness, we study the chiral CP-invariant part of the (v, Z)*WW vertex.
For on-shell W’s and in momentum space this corresponds to operators of the form,

J5 €77 (ky — ko) - (3.55)

There are of course CP-invariant, non-chiral operators generated from our fermion
triangle graph that have the form [118,119],

£
m

B (k= ka)'g" — 5 (k= k)" ¢" + f5 (09" — ¢"9™) . (3.56)

W
In the SM, note that both f; and fs, exist at tree level. We are interested here only
on chiral, one-loop (triangle) induced operators in eq. (3.55).

The numerical calculation of the (v*, Z*)W~W™ effective vertices are somehow
more complicated than the neutral ones. There are two masses and two different neu-
tral vertices involved, making the triangle diagram looking differently than its crossed
counterpart (see Fig. 3.4). We follow the same steps as we did for the neutral vertices
and present our results (and technical details) in Appendix I. The chiral CP-invariant
part of the effective vertex, I'**?, is the same as in eq. (3.2). The finite form factors
As ¢ need to be slightly modified by the mass difference of the two fermions involved;
analogously for A; . Our main conclusion for a general vertex that contains external
charged gauge bosons is given by egs. (1.2) and (I.3).

The relevant couplings a%,, and 5%, can be read from the charged current part of
the SM Lagrangian,

LD g WHIT+ W, Jh) | (3.57)
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with the J%,—currents being

= () = — 71— s)e + 7 (1 — 95)d] . (3.58)

2v2

Hence o}, = =47, = 29725 for the pairs (ff') = (v, e), (u,d), respectively. For simplic-
ity, we ignore quark and lepton mixing effects, but these can easily be included.

w w* w w*
v u
e e d d
Zy Zy

Figure 3.4: Standard Model fermion contributions to (Z,~)WW one loop vertex.

We therefore set ajx = —fjx = 5% in egs. (I.2) and (I.3). The neutral gauge boson-

fermion couplings, af, 8}, are taken from eq. (3.26). Assuming CP-conservation, the
1PT effective action 7/, with V' = 7, Z looks exactly the same as in eq. (3.27)
with the only difference being the form factors A; 3 must be replaced by those given
in eq. (I.2) [and the paragraph below (I1.2)]. Therefore we write’ ,

T4y (s k) = €77 (ky = ka)o Do (s) | (3.59)
where
2 .V 2 pV
B 9 ALY gZﬁf
Drav-wels) = 3 |miy(ds —Ag) + Tom 1T Qe T

doublets
2

S ol = ) = 1+ (o £a)]
(3.60)

In this formula we abbreviate As 4 = As 4(m7,,m7,) and Z, 5 = T; o(m7,,m7,), with

2 2
—(z +y)Am?* +m7,

1 11—z
I, = / da:/ dy )
! 0 0 z(z —1)m2, + y(y — D)m¥, — zy(s — 2m3,) — (x +y)Am? + mfcu
(3.61a)

2emi, + (x4 y)Am* —m7,

1 11—z
I, = d d 7
2 /0 x/o Yy z(z—1)m2, + y(y — 1)ym¥, — zy(s — 2m3,) — (z + y)Am? + m?‘u
(3.61b)

"Our notation for Ty.y -+ (s) is related to the standard form factor of ref. [118], as
_ v
Pyew-w+(s) = —gvww f5 (5).
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where Am® = mj —mj . In the limit of heavy masses, m*> = mj = mj} > s, mjy,
we obtain:
im Ty= >, lim Tp——- (3.62)
im 7, = - im Z, = —— . .
m2—soo ! 27 m2500 2 6

Let us examine the v*W~-W™ case first. We must set ﬁ}ud = 0. In this case gauge
invariance [see eq. (I.4)] implies w = z and CP-invariance w = —z, and therefore
w = z = (. Having fixed the anomaly term, the result for this vertex turns out to be
simply,

Do) = s 3 [A3<m§u,m3cd> e )] (3.63)

doublets
where Ag is a form factor defined in Appendix I. Here 'y (s = 0) = 0 as it
should be [118,119], i.e., there is no pole at ¢> = 0. This is a special case where
the anomaly term conspires with Z;-term such that the final result contains no non-
decoupling terms. In order for gauge invariance to be non-anomalous, the last terms
in the WIs system (I.4), must vanish. This implies a relation among fermion charges,

> 0f=Q+Q+3Qu+3Qu=0, (3.64)

f:67V7d7u

which is exactly the charge conservation condition. Then, in the asymptotic limit,
s > miy, m?ud, the amplitude for I' -y -+ (s — o0o) vanishes, thanks to eq. (3.64).
This is obvious from the numerical outcome in Fig. 3.5. It also shows an enhanced

threshold behaviour around /s &~ 2m, (solid line).
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Figure 3.5: The effective vertex |I'y«yww (s)| in the minimal SM (solid line) and in SM
with an extra fourth (SM4) generation (dashed line).
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Quantitatively, this can be seen from eq. (3.63) by expanding Az around the thresh-
old. Compared to I'y-zz(s), there is an additional contribution due to the large mass
difference Am? = m? —mj ~ m?, in the numerical factor that multiplies s/m?. Our
evaluation of integrals contains one numerical integration and follows the procedure of
Appendix B in ref. [89]. Our analytic formulae in Appendix J, at the limit of my, = 0,
are in full agreement with these results. Few representative values are,

Loww(v/s =200 GeV) = (6.8—6.4i) x 107",
Ceww(vs =500 GeV) = (—1.5+154) x 107*.

Comparing with v*ZZ vertex we see here that the mass splitting generates a sizeable
absorptive part that dominates the vertex after \/s = 2 myy.
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Figure 3.6: The effective vertex |I'z+ww(s)| in the minimal SM (solid line) and in SM
with an extra fourth (SM4) generation (dashed line).

We now turn to the Z*W W™ vertex. This time we have only CP-symmetry at our
disposal which sets only the constraint w = —z. At the broken limit there is no other
symmetry remaining in order to fix the parameter w alone. However, in the exact SU(2)
limit where [¢/, s,, = 0, ay = —] this vertex should be exactly the same as the Z*ZZ.
Therefore, the arbitrary parameters are fixed by Bose symmetry to be w = —z = 1/3.
For this choice of w and at the heavy mass limit, m* = m3}, = m7, > s, mi,, the
vertex is proportional to af + 8, o s2 for every fermion contribution, a combination
which is proportional to SU(2) breaking effects. Another, equally good, choice would
be w = 0, for example. The physical requirement here is the decoupling of a particle
from the I' 7«1 vertex.

In conclusion, the Z*WW vertex is undetermined: there is only CP-symmetry, that
is not enough to fix two arbitrary parameters. However, for the anomaly-free SM this
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arbitrariness is irrelevant since it is cancelled when the whole fermion contribution is
taken into account. We shall meet this situation again in the Z'VV-vertex below.

Our numerical evaluation of the SM |I'z«yw ()| is shown in Fig. 3.6. This time, the
top quark threshold destructively adds to the vertex. As in previous cases, we present
few representative values,

Czeww(yv/s =200 GeV) = —(8.5+7.67)x 107",
[ zavw(y/s =500 GeV) = —(3.8+3.54) x 107*,

that show similar order of magnitude values for the real part as in the Z*ZZ vertex but
an enhanced absorptive part. The latter is due to custodial symmetry breaking effects
i.e., the large mass difference between the top and the bottom quarks. Although
there is an intense experimental ongoing analysis at LEP [139], Tevatron [140] and
LHC [141,142] for the first three CP-invariant non-chiral operators, Y, 5 of eq. (3.56),
we are not aware of a similar experimental search on the chiral fY of eq. (3.55).

3.4.2 Models with a sequential fourth fermion generation

In our first departure from the SM we assume a fourth generation matter of quarks and
leptons. Apart from the fact that the 4th generation neutrino has to weight more than
45 GeV, a certain tuning to avoid EW constraints is needed. More specifically, one
extra doublet of degenerate leptons contributes a piece of approximately 1/67 ~ 0.05
into the S-parameter [143] while the current fit [144] to the EW data gives,

S = 0.0440.10. (3.65)

Therefore, a 4th, mass degenerate, fermion generation will contribute a 4/67 ~ 0.2
piece to S-parameter which is incompatible with the fit. A certain mass difference
or else a certain weak isospin violation is needed which is parameterized by the T
parameter [143]. A consistent parameter space with EW precision data and published
direct searches is

my, = 400 GeV, mgy = 660 GeV ,
my = 358 GeV, myy =372 GeV . (3.66)

This mass spectrum corresponds to Tevatron experiments allowed region where the

analyses from CDF [145] have excluded ¢, and by quarks to have masses smaller than

the values quoted above®. The leptons mass spectrum is chosen such that it does

8Currently, the sequential 4th generation is under siege from LHC [146]. If there exist new heavy
SM type quarks, they will contribute a factor of up to N2 = 9 into the Higgs production cross
section for the (triangle) process gg — H. The current cross section sensitivity at LHC is within
a few of the SM prediction and therefore it sets an indirect bound over the whole exclusion Higgs
area, up to 550-600 GeV. Other direct bounds from LHC on 4th generation top and bottom quarks
involve assumptions about their mass difference to be smaller than the W-boson mass. These caveats
are discussed in some detail with complete references in ref. [147]. However, even more stringent
constraints have been obtained from direct searches at the LHC. Searching for short-lived b-quarks,
CMS ruled out mpy < 611 GeV at 95% CL (ref. [148]). Also, the inclusive search in ref. [149] set
a strong limit on a degenerate fourth generation, myy > 495 GeV at 95% CL, assuming a minimal
off-diagonal mixing between the third and the fourth generation.
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not contribute significantly to the oblique parameters, e.g., for these values of lepton
masses one has AS; ~ 0 [144].

Due to the fact that the charges are the same as in the SM, the anomalies are
canceled in each generation. It is important to notice here that if all the extra fermions
were very heavy and had the same mass, no effect would be left back and the decoupling
would work perfectly. The reason is, first of all, that the sum over all extra fermions of
expressions that contain the finite integrals Az, A4 or A5 vanishes because the integrand
factors out a term ), ¢;, where ¢; is the pre-anomaly factor of each fermion. But,
this sum is equal to zero for an anomaly free generation. On the other hand, terms
proportional to I; or I in eq. (3.4), in the limit of large fermion mass, are canceled
exactly with the anomaly term for special values of w and z parameters that are fixed
by the Bose symmetry in each case. But this constraint is not necessary, e.g., if an
anomaly free generation of very heavy mass degenerate chiral fermions is added to the
SM, it has no effects at low energies, no matter what the values of w and z are. This
is guaranteed by the fact that the extra generation is anomaly free.

The numerical analysis for the three gauge bosons vertices is the same as previously.
Using the approximate integral expressions from Appendix J, we draw plots for the
amplitudes |Ty«y v (s)] and [Ty (s)| versus /s in different combinations of the ex-
ternal gauge bosons V' = ~, Z. These plots are collected in Fig. 3.3, and Figs. 3.5, 3.6,
respectively [dashed line].

The extra generation has a significant contribution in the region near twice the
threshold of each extra fermion where the amplitude rises until those values (shown as
peaks in every combination of external gauge bosons) and drops fast as 1/s (apart from
V*~~ which drops as 1/s%). We see that for small values of energy the two curves (the
curve that corresponds to the SM case and the curve that corresponds both to the SM
and the 4th generation) have the same form. In this energetic region (/s < 600 GeV)
the dominant feature is the first peak that corresponds to the threshold energy for the
creation of the top quark (/s ~ 350 GeV &~ 2m;). In addition, the contribution from
the extra fermionic generation is negligible, because all the extra fermions are heavy
compared to the energy, (2my > \/s), where f runs over the extra fermions. These
extra fermions have more or less similar masses. As before with the top-quark mass,
there is a cancellation between the anomaly contributions and the I; 5 parts of the
amplitude for each fermion separately. As a result, the total contribution from the
fourth generation is negligible as we can see from Fig. 3.3. The situation is different
when /s runs over the mass spectrum of the extra fermionic generation. Firstly for
(v/s 2 600GeV) we see different peaks that correspond to the threshold energy for
the creation of the extra fermions (/s = 2m;). When (2m; < /s < 2m;), there is a
non-zero contribution to the total amplitude. In this case, fermions whose masses are
very heavy compared to /s, exhibit the same behaviour as previously i.e., the anomaly
term cancels out against the finite contribution.
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3.4.3 Minimal 7’ models

Grand Unified Theories (GUTs) with rank larger than four, could break to the SM
gauge group times additional U(1)’s: SU(3)x SU(2)xU(1)xU(1)"™. This symmetry is
broken down to U (1), and therefore there is a possibility of additional forces mediated
by the Z’ gauge bosons associated with the broken U(1)" symmetries (for a review see
ref. [150]).

We shall concentrate here on minimal models with one additional neutral gauge
boson, the Z’. Minimal here means models that contain no-additional i.e., no exotic,
matter particles apart from the SM ones and right handed neutrinos. The latter play
a crucial role in cancelling anomalies due to the additional U(1)" and in producing
viably small neutrino masses. These models were devised first in ref. [151] and later
elaborated in refs. [152,153]. Following the notation of ref. [152] we can describe these
models with three additional parameters: the mass of the new gauge boson, My, and
the couplings gy and gg;. The latter enter into the current which couples to the
unmixed Z|, gauge boson as:

Ex=XN(n) Y = > lovYy+gs0(B— L) f4"f . (3.67)
f=rL.fr

From this, it is easy to construct %,; in eq. (3.24) with

!

af = cost oc?o —sinf’ oz?o : (3.68a)
oz?/ = sin 6’ ozf“ + cos ¢’ oz?o : (3.68Db)
37 = cos§ 2 —sin@ 570 (3.68¢)
87 = sind % + cost 57, (3.68d)
where ' is the mixing angle between Z and Z’ gauge bosons given by,
9y M,
tanf = —¥— —/— 3.69

with M2 = g7Zv?/4 the ‘SM’ Z-boson mass. Also in eq. (3.68) we obtain for oz?é, Bfé,

alo = % (ggy + ;gBL) , Bl = %Y :

afé = % <—égy + ;gBL) ) 56 = —% ,

aZd :% <_29Y_298L) ; 58262—%/,

al = % <_%QY - 2gBL) , Bl= % , (3.70)

while the corresponding expressions for a?o, Bfo are given by eq. (3.26). This param-
eterisation through gy and g¢gg; helps us to very easily incorporate several models
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that have been studied in the literature: Zp_; when the U(1)g_; charges of the
SM fermions are proportional to (B — L) quantum numbers, Z, a GUT inspired
SO(10) — SU(5) x U(1), model and finally, Z3r where the corresponding U(1)sp
charges are proportional to T3g generator of the global SU(2)g symmetry. We sum-
marise the couplings of these models in the following table:

ZBfL Zx ZBR

—\/%QZ/ —9z

gy 0
9BL \/ggz #EQZ’ %92/

Here, we wish to calculate the effective vertices I' 7oz a0d L yryy for those models.
Recalling eqgs. (3.38) and (3.27) with i« = Z’, j = v or Z and k = Z respectively, we
obtain:

) m3 57
e (s) = ek, > Imi(Asy + Asp) — S Dy +
f=u,d,e,v
(Z —|— 1) / /
(0 B +afBf ) o]
= ki, Ty y(s) (3.71)
, m2ﬁZ
f=u,d,e,v
(w — 1) ’ ’ ’
1) oy + 076 +20f afif]] =
= (k) — ka)o T ey () | (3.72)

with ay, and S given in egs. (3.68) and (3.70). Again the last terms on the r.h.s
of egs. (3.71) and (3.72) arrive from the chiral anomaly of individual fermion contri-
butions. These anomaly terms cancel out when we sum over all SM fermions (here
we also need the right handed neutrino). This also removes the arbitrariness due to
the unknown parameters w, z. Contrary to the SM vertices, we cannot use here any
physical argument in order to remove completely both w and z parameters. We only
have U(1).,, gauge invariance for Z'*yZ and Bose symmetry for Z*ZZ while in the
SM we have two neutral gauge bosons and two symmetries.

But let us for the moment keep the anomalous terms. Obviously they are multiplied
by the arbitrary parameters (z + 1) (for Z*yZ) and (w — 1) (for Z*ZZ). Focusing
on the Zj;_; model, where the mixing angle ' vanishes, we observe that for any single
heavy fermion contribution the 2nd and the 3rd term on the r.h.s of egs. (3.71) and
(3.72) mutually cancel and what remains back is the effective theory with the low mass
fermion contributions but together with their anomalous terms included. The latter do

not depend on particle masses. The choices for the arbitrary parameters are w = z = 1
for Z'vZ and w =2z =0 for Z'Z 7.
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Figure 3.7: a,b) | I'znvy (s) | versus /s for different gauge bosons combinations as they
are given by eqgs. (3.71) and (3.72). The solid curve corresponds to the SM spectrum
with an extra U(1)p_r, while the dashed curve corresponds to the same but with a
4th sequential fermion generation added as in Fig. 3.3. We take Mz = 1 TeV and
gz = Qem. C,d) The same as (a,b) but with U(1),. e, f) The same as (a, b) but with
U(1)3g.

The last condition can be interpreted as follows: for the amplitude ZZ — ZZ to
hold for asymptotic values of energies, eq. (3.10) requires w = z but Bose symmetry
requires w = —z. This conclusion does not stand firm in the case of mixing between Z
and Z' i.e., in models Z,,, Zsp of the table above, and the contribution of a heavy mass
particle is undetermined. Of course anomalies do cancel when all model fermions are
added. In Fig. 3.7 we display numerical results for the absolute value of the scalar part
of the 1PI effective vertices Z*yZ and Z*ZZ in eqs. (3.71) and (3.72) for Mz = 1 TeV
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and gz = Qem. Figs. (3.7a, b) refer to Zp_; model, Figs. (3.7c, d) to Z, models
and, finally, Figs. (3.7e, f) to Z3g models. For the values of Mz and gz chosen, fits
to electroweak observables and direct searches are satisfied. We also present results
when adding a sequential 4th generation of fermions with the same masses (and the
reasoning) as we did for the SM case of section 3.4.1. We observe that there is an
enhancement of the vertices by a factor of 2 for Zg_;, and a factor of 10-15 for Z,.
Numerically, we can define analogous quantities h??/ and f5Z/ by simply replacing Z with
Z' in the correspondind definitions. As an example, for the B — L model we obtain,

hZ'(\/s = 200 GeV) = —2.7 x 107°
hZ' (/s = 500 GeV) = (—2.7+ 5.31) x 1074,
fZ (Vs =200 GeV) = 7.2 x 107°
f5 (Vs =500 GeV) = (=7.7+ 18i) x 107° . (3.73)

Numerical results for the vertices presented above and in Fig. 3.7 are based on various
analytical approximations for form factors described in Appendix J.

Now that Z’ can be heavy, it is interesting to study its decay width into Zv and
ZZ modes. Based on eq. (3.1) and on egs. (3.71) and (3.72) the decay widths of the
7' can be read from

] QBZ
D(Z 72) = | D Imb(Aay + Asp) = =5 oy 4
f=u,d,e,v
(z+ 1) / ’ ?
+ 5 (of B +ofB7) a}]] %
3 2 2
my, my . s my
my LMy 3.74
g Um0 ) o
. 25Z
(2 = 22) = —| H(Asp — A b =
( ) = %6n f:;;ey[mZ( s~ Ayg) =5 g
(w—1) , oaZalsd)|
— o )87 + (87787 + 207 o 871] | X
3 41m?2
» m_g(l_ ”32)5/27 (3.75)
mZ mzl
om Mg Sin2 6’ 2\ 3/2 miy 2\
F(Z’—>W+W_):a mZQSm 1—4m—§V 1+20 W+12 mgv ’
48 tan Qw le mZ, mZ/ mzl
(3.76)
07 - 75) = M2 ey g7 - Mazs ) o )
T 127 m2, T my

where N, is the color factor (3 for quarks and 1 for leptons) and the tree level decay
width for Z — WW has been taken from ref. [154] and is dominant over the loop-
induced ones. For gz = aem, Mz =1 TeV and SM spectrum with three generations
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we obtain for the B — L, (x), [3R] models:

Br(Z' — vv) = 37.7 (42.3) [12.5] % ,
Br(Z' — ) = 37.7 (12.5) [12.6] % ,
Br(Z' — qq) = 24.5 (45.1) [74.8] % ,
Br(Z' — WW) =0.03(3.2) [8.1] x 1077 , (3.78)
Br(Z — Zv) =5.8(~107%)[8.7] x 107°
Br(Z' — ZZ)=3.0(25)[0.9] x 1077 .

These results are pretty much the same for bigger My values. As we can see, the
branching fraction for Z’ — vZ is in the region of 107° — 1079, while for Z' — ZZ in
the region ~ 10~7. These are very challenging numbers even for LHC@14 TeV.

In coordinate space representation, the vertices in eqs.(3.71) and (3.72) arise on-
shell from the following operators:

Oz ~ P 2! 2, Fpy (3.79)
Opizzg ~ e 7.2, 0,2, , (3.80)

which are both P-odd but CP-invariant. Although not present in the SM and in the
Z'-model under consideration, there may be P-even but CP-violating operators of the
form Ogizz ~ ZH(0"Z )2, induced by a triple scalar loop instead. The latter would
interfere with eq. (3.80) and there is a proposal in ref. [155] on how their effects can be
separated at the LHC. However, within minimal Z’-models considered here, this looks
very difficult due to tiny Br(Z" — V'V) of eq. (3.78).

3.5 Conclusions

We construct an effective 1PI vertex for triple gauge bosons for every renormalized
theory making explicit mentioning to the chiral anomalies and their synergy with heavy
fermion decoupling phenomena. Our method for calculating the vertex is based on
ref. [120]. It is quite general and can be divided in four steps:

1. Write down the most general, Lorentz (and/or possibly other symmetry) invariant
effective vertex I'"* [like eq. (3.2)] with unknown form factors.

2. Isolate the -potentially- infinite form factors and calculate only the finite parts.

3. Derive Ward Identities arising from the underlying spontaneously broken gauge
symmetries at the quantum level. Apply them to I'*” and calculate the ambigu-
ous form factors, thus forcing them to be finite.

4. If the vertex is still undetermined i.e., if arbitrary parameters still remain, try
to fix them by physical requirements. If nevertheless arbitrariness persists, then
the model needs completion, perhaps with new particles or new dynamics.
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This method, explained in detail in Appendix H and in section 3.2, does not require
dimensional regularisation or other integral regularisation techniques. It may require,
however, “shifting momenta” techniques like eq. (H.11). The above steps can be en-
riched with additional relations. Instead of WIs, one could use other identities like for
example those arising from perturbative unitarity sum rules or the Goldstone Boson
Equivalence Theorem e.g., eq. (3.11).

All the above steps are realized when calculating triple gauge boson vertices in
spontaneously broken gauge theories, like for example the SM or its extensions like
minimal Z’-models. The anomaly terms are arbitrary and can only be fixed by physics.
Only then can we discuss non-decoupling effects in the broken limit. We observe that
for V*VV, V =~, Z and for v*WW vertices, there are two arbitrary parameters that
are completely determined by two physical symmetries: U(1).,, and Bose symmetry or
CP-invariance. We find that at the limit of heavy fermion masses, non-decoupled terms
cancel exactly those that arise from anomalies. For example, in the SM, decoupling of
the top quark will leave behind anomalous-terms of light quarks and leptons plus finite
parts. On the other hand vertices like Z*WW, Z*VV are in general undetermined
because there are no enough symmetries to fix the arbitrary parameters. Of course,
for anomaly free models, this arbitrariness is removed when adding up all fermion
contributions.

We performed a numerical analysis for SM and minimal Z’ model vertices. To this
end we made an effort to calculate finite integrals in terms of standard functions that
are easy to handle. For example in Appendix J, we solved analytically the integrals
for V*~yV-vertices. We then proceeded to SM predictions for the triple gauge boson
vertices. Unfortunately, it turns out that within the SM these are rather small to
be discovered even at the LHC with /s = 14 TeV. Similar results are obtained in
the SM extended by a sequential fourth fermion generation. The difference w.r.t the
SM, is that [Ty«yy(s)| is “delayed” to vanish for large /s due to the heavy, 4th
generation thresholds (see Figs. 3.3). In the best case, the SM + 4th generation
predicts a maximum of a fewx1073 for |I',«,z| [see dashed lines in Figs. 3.3].

We have performed a numerical analysis, shown in Fig. 3.7, for minimal Z’-models
with U(1)p_1 symmetry, SO(10)-like and U(1)3r also extended with a 4th fermion
generation. For a conservative choice of Mz = 1 TeV and g7 = ey, we find [T'zz4|
and |['z.,z| in the regime below a fewx107°. We also briefly discussed Z’-decays to
Z~ and ZZ. Adopting the parameter space above, their branching ratio come out to
be in the neighborhood of ~ 1073 and ~ 1077, respectively.

In section 3.3.2 and Appendix K, we calculated non-decoupling effects that arise
instantaneously with vanishing anomalies. We constructed several toy models with two
or three external gauge bosons and a number of fermions where this situation could
take place. In principle, these models can be used as a basis towards realistic extensions
of the SM.

Our main result, the effective triple gauge boson vertex obtained in section 3.2 can
be used in various ways: i) in models with anomalous spectrum, i) in realistic anomaly
driven models of section 3.3.2, 74) in MSSM and its extensions, iv) in dark matter or
neutrino - nucleon scattering processes with a photon in the final state.



Chapter 4

Anatomy of the H — v~ in the
unitary gauge

In this Chapter, we review and clarify computational issues about the W-gauge boson
one-loop contribution to the H — ~v decay amplitude, in the unitary gauge and in the
Standard Model. As in the previous Chapter, we introduce arbitrary four-vectors in
order to shift the integral momentum variable. We find that highly divergent integrals
depend upon the choice of these arbitrary vectors. One particular combination of these
arbitrary vectors reduces the superficial divergency down to a logarithmic one. The
remaining ambiguity is then fixed by exploiting gauge invariance and the Goldstone
Boson Equivalence Theorem (GBET). Again, as we operated in the previous Chapter,
the method is strictly realised in four-dimensions. The result for the amplitude agrees
with the “famous” one obtained using dimensional regularization (DR) in the limit
d — 4, where d is the number of spatial dimensions in Euclidean space. At the
exact equality d = 4, a three-sphere surface term appears that renders the Ward
Identities and the equivalence theorem inconsistent. We also examined an alternative
four-dimensional regularization scheme and found agreement with the DR outcome.

After presenting the problem about the ambiguities that appear in the calculation
of H — ~~ amplitude in the unitary gauge and introducing the basic steps of our
method, we present the calculation of the W-loop contribution! to H — v+ amplitude,
its ambiguities and the resolution within physics arising from GBET. We also examine
details of the amplitude calculation within an alternative regularization method (four
dimensional regularization scheme FDR) ref. [172], the one that resembles most closely
the symmetry approach taken here. This Chapter is based on ref. [173].

!Note that the calculation of the fermion triangle contribution is well defined i.e., it is independent
of arbitrary vectors and finite.
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Figure 4.1: W-gauge boson contribution to the H — ~~ amplitude. Momentum flow
together with relevant shift vectors are indicated.

4.1 Introduction

Today one of the main focal points at the Large Hadron Collider (LHC) is to search
for the Higgs boson (H) (refs. [6-8]) through its decay into two photons, H — v
(for reviews see refs. [159,160]). Indeed, the recent (refs. [4,5]) observation by ATLAS
and CMS experiments of a resonance, that could be the Standard Model (SM) Higgs
boson, is based on data mainly driven by H — 7. In the (SM) [1-3], this particular
decay process goes through loop induced diagrams involving either charged fermions or
W-gauge bosons. Their calculation was first performed in ref. [161] in the limit of light
Higgs mass my < my, using dimensional regularisation in the 't Hooft-Feynman
gauge. Since then, there are numerous works spent on improving this calculation
including finite Higgs mass effects in linear and non-linear gauges (refs. [162-164]),
different regularisation schemes (refs. [165-168]) and/or different gauge choices (ref.
[169]).

The H — 7+ amplitude is originated, in broken (unbroken) phase, by a dimension-5
(dimension-6) SM gauge invariant operator(s) and, therefore, its expression, within a
renormalizable theory, must be finite, gauge invariant and independent of any gauge
choice. The amplitude should also be consistent with the Goldstone Boson Equivalence
Theorem (GBET) (refs. [129-131]) since the SM is a renormalizable, spontaneously
broken, gauge field theory.

A problem arises when the W-gauge boson contribution (see Fig.4.1) to H — 77
produces “infinite” results at intermediate steps. These problems are usually treated
by using a gauge invariant regulator method, e.g., dimensional regularization. In the
unitary gauge (ref. [170]), this indeterminacy is more pronounced and more difficult
to handle with? due to the particular form of the W-gauge boson propagator. On the
other hand it is much simpler to work with only few diagrams, that involve physical

2However, using DR and unitary gauge with modern computer algorithms this may not be a hard
problem today (see ref. [169]).
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particle masses, rather than many.

More specifically, in the unitary gauge, one encounters divergencies up to the sixth
power. It is well known that, in four-dimensions, shifting momenta in integrals that
are more than logarithmically divergent is a “tricky business” - recall the calculation of
linearly divergent fermion triangles in chiral anomalies [30,91] - that requires keeping
track of several “surface” terms for these integrals. There is also the situation we
face here where apparent logarithmically divergent integrals turn out to be finite but
discontinuous at d = 4.

We would like to bypass those ambiguities and at the same time to present a
“regularisation” method, by performing the calculation for the H — ~v amplitude
strictly in 4-dimensions and in the physical unitary gauge. Our method is similar to
the one used in the previous Chapter for calculating triple gauge boson amplitudes (see
refs. [87,120]), or Lorentz non-invariant amplitudes [109], and consists of three steps:

1. We write down the most general Lorentz invariant H — ~~+ amplitude.

2. We introduce arbitrary vectors that account for the “shifting momentum” inde-
terminacy. We show that a particular choice of those “shifting vectors” cancel
higher powers of infinities leaving still behind at most logarithmically divergent
integrals that are treated as undetermined variables.

3. We exploit physics, i.e., gauge invariance (Ward Identities) and the GBET in
order to fix the last undetermined variables.

This method is quite general and can be applied to other observables within a renor-
malizable theory. Following these steps we arrive at the same result for the H — v
amplitude obtained by J. Ellis et.al [161] and by M. Shifman et.al [163] almost 35 years
ago. Our analysis, among other issues, highlights that the recent observation [4,5] of
the H — ~~ at the LHC signifies the validity of the Goldstone Boson Equivalence
Theorem. As a further clarification we also make a remark on the direct calculation in
the following three cases: we first perform the integrals in exactly d = 4 (with no reg-
ularisation method beyond the one discussed in point 2 above), second, by exploiting
Dimensional Regularisation (DR) as defined in refs. [33,171] and then taking the limit
d — 4, and finally third by using a four-dimensional regularization scheme introduced
in ref. [172].

Our calculation is complementary to, but somewhat different than, the two existing
ones, performed in the unitary gauge (refs. [169,174,175]) . It is not our intend to redo
the calculation in unitary gauge with DR as in ref. [169]. On the contrary, we want to
clarify subtle issues related to the amplitude in unitary gauge and d = 4 raised in part
by refs. [174,175]. We find, using arbitrary vectors, that divergencies (up to 6th power)
are reduced down to logarithmic ones. This is a new result that is not obvious when
working in unitary gauge and cannot be seen when using dimensional regularization.
This fact was stated incorrectly in refs. [174,175].
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4.2 The W-loop contribution to H — vy in SM

In this section we present the calculation of the W-loop contribution® to H — v
amplitude. The most general, Lorentz and CP-invariant, form of the of-shell amplitude
is:

My g + Mo kY kY + M k' kS + My kY kY + Ms kS ES (4.1)

where k; and ks are the outgoing photon momenta shown in Fig. 4.1, and the coefficients
M1 5 = M;—y 5(ky, k) are scalar functions of k%, k3, and k; - ko. By considering that
all particles are on-mass-shell, that is k¥ = k2 = 0, k1 - ko = m%/2, ki - €* (k) =0 =
ky-€*(ky), we obtain an amplitude M = M*" e}, (k )¢} (k2) with only two, undetermined
(for the time being), coefficients,

MM = My g™ + My kYR (4.2)

In unitary gauge, the Feynman diagrams that contribute to M; and M, are displayed
in Fig. 4.1. In order to calculate them, we introduce three arbitrary four-vectors a,b
and ¢, one for each diagram. These vectors shift the integration momentum, i.e.,
p — p+a for the first diagram, p — p+ b for the second diagram and p — p+ ¢ for the
third diagram. As we shall see, these arbitrary vectors operate as regulators capable
to handle highly divergent integrals related to unitary gauge choice. Furthermore, the
vectors a, b and ¢, linearly depend upon the external momenta k; and ky. Hence a, b
and ¢ are not linearly independent [c.f. eq. (4.4)]. This is an important fact leading to
the cancellation of infinities.

We first calculate the less divergent part of M* in eq. (4.2) which is the My co-
efficient?. By naive power counting, we see that M, diverges by at most four powers.
Then we perform the Feynman integral calculations strictly in 4-dimensions. For rea-
sons that will become clear later, we shall keep the number of dimensions general in
all intermediate steps of the calculation i.e., "’ g,, = d. As we will see, d contributes
only in finite pieces of My [c.f. eq. (4.9)].

With all the above definitions, we can write down the total amplitude in the form

/ (ZF]; [All g
An(p+a) (p+a)’ +An (p+b0)" (p+b)" + A (p+ ) (p+¢)”

_|_

+ ./431 (p + a)“ ]flll + ./432 (p -+ b)“ klf -+ ./433 (p + C)N kly

+ Au(p+a)’ky +Ap (p+0)"ky + A (p+ )" ky

+ Asi kb kﬂ ) (4.3)

M

2

where the coefficients A;; = A;;(p"; k1, ko;a;b;¢) with —6 < n < 0, are given in
Appendix L, and the ~ sign is the proportionality factor: —22—62. Note that M* is a

3Note that the calculation of the fermion triangle contribution is well defined i.e., it is independent
of arbitrary vectors and finite. We are not going to repeat this calculation here and refer the reader
to the reviews in refs. [159,160].

4The coefficient M; will be fixed later on by the requirement of gauge invariance.

50n the contrary, we shall see that there are non-trivial d-contributions into M -coefficient.
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(superficially) 6th power divergent amplitude in the unitary gauge. We can see that
Aj1 in eq. (4.3) solely contributes to M7, while all other A-elements contribute to both
M and/or Ms in eq. (4.2).

First we focus on the calculation of the “less divergent” coefficient M of eq. (4.2).
Based on naive power counting, we observe that the A, Agg, Ass-terms in eq. (4.3),
lead to at the most quartic divergent integrals. However, when adding all these pieces
together, we find that quartic divergent integrals vanish for every arbitrary vectors
a, b and ¢ leaving behind an expression with integrals of third power (in momenta)
plus integrals with smaller divergencies. Then, the cubically divergent integrals are
proportional to all possible Lorentz invariant combinations like: [(a 4+ b — 2¢) - p| p#p",
[(a+b—2c)"p*] p* and [(a + b — 2¢)"p”] p>. Therefore, choosing

a+b—2c =0, (4.4)

we ensure that third order divergent integrals related to Asp, Asgo, Agz-terms, vanish
identically. In the same way, by naive power counting, As; and Ass-terms - these
terms in eq. (4.3) together with A3y contribute solely to M, - lead again to at most
third order divergent integrals. However, in the sum of A3; and Ass-terms in eq. (4.3),
third order divergent integrals vanish for arbitrary a, b and ¢, leading to an expression,
that when added to Asp-term, consists of at most quadratically divergent integrals,
proportional to [(c — a) - p] p*kY and [(c — a)"kY] p*. We choose,

c—a= 0, (4.5)

for the quadratically divergent integrals to vanish. Likewise, when we add A4 and Ays-
terms - these terms, together with Ayj, solely contribute to My in eq. (4.2) - the third
order divergent integrals vanish for every choice of a, b, ¢ leading to an expression, that
when added to A4, consists of at most quadratically divergent integrals proportional
to [(c — b) - p] p“k and [(c — b)" k5] p?. Therefore, we choose

c—b= 0, (4.6)

for infinities to vanish identically. From eqs. (4.4), (4.5) and (4.6) we arrive at the final
relation among the three introduced vectors:

a =0b=c. (4.7)

Equation (4.7) suggests that the rest of the divergent integrals depend by, at most, one
arbitrary vector, say the a-vector. Note that As; contributes only to the finite part
of Ms. Now, if we impose conditions of eq. (4.7) onto the remaining expressions for
Aa1, Aga, ..., Asi-terms of eq. (4.3), we find that all quadratically and linearly divergent
integrals vanish, independently of the direction of the a-vector. We stress here the fact
that the cancellation of divergencies down to logarithmic ones is a highly non-trivial,
almost “miraculous”, result. These cancellations only take place for a particular choice
of the momentum-variable shift vectors, [eq. (4.7)]°. Of course this is an expected
outcome for an observable within a renormalizable theory.

6 As a corollary, if for instance, we had split the WW y-vertex into three pieces, each one associated
with three different arbitrary vectors, then the generalised condition (4.7) would again downgrade the
divergency of the amplitude to a logarithmic one.
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The final result contains at most logarithmically divergent integrals. Despite of the
fact that the resulting expressions so far contain the shift p + a instead of p with an
arbitrary vector a, its presence is irrelevant since logarithmically divergent integrals
are momentum-variable shift independent [126]. This result is different with the one
obtained in refs. [174,175], where there is a quadratically divergent term remaining
and is tuned to zero by appropriate choice of loop momentum.” Summing up all the
above contributions to M5, we find a particularly nice and symmetric form for M#”,

woo ﬂ W, v 4(d_1)m%/[/+2m12q
M / P {W—m%vmp—ko?—mﬁvmp—kl—ka)?—m%V]

4(d —1) mé, +2m% }
[p* = mill(p = k2)* = miyl(p — ko = k2)? — miy ]

A —4(d — 1) miy —4(p-ks)
B / @m) " g { [p* = mi][(p = k1)* = miy][(p — by — k2)? — miy ]

R (e s ey ra

i / élT];p’“ { 72— mi o - k1>2_:175f%}1]€[21)9 ki — k)2 — ]
M ) i(zz; 1—)%@? T F2)? — ] }

+ [ G e TR T R R
TR TRl 9

Introducing Feynman parameters, shifting momentum variable from p to £ and ignoring
all terms that contribute to M; ® we find that the contribution to My in eq. (4.2) arises

"Following eq.(11) in Gastmans et.al paper [174], or eq.(3.36) in their sequel paper [175], and unless
there is a typo in both their formulae, we find that there is a missing quadratically divergent term
proportional to k%k,k,. Moreover, their formulae contain a linearly divergent term that is referred to
by the authors claiming that this term reduces to a logarithmically divergent integral by changing the
momentum k£ — —k and further manipulating the integral. Note that in our calculation all divergent
integrals are reduced to at most logarithmically divergent ones without any further manipulation nor
any assumption other than eq. (4.7) for every arbitrary vectors a,b and c¢. Finally the authors in
refs. [174,175] have made a specific choice for routing the internal loop momentum corresponding to
a="b=c=3(ki + k) and therefore their result should be the same with ours.

8These terms will be used later in arriving at eq. (4.24).
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solely from the term,

1-e d4€ CREE—2(0- kz)éuk'f—w ki) 07 K
kY kY~ d

! 1-e d¢ 3-2(d-1Dz(1—x—y)
+ 8m12,V/0 dm/o dy/(Qﬂ)4 @ — Ay kY kY, (4.9)

with A = z(z+y—1) m%+m3,. Obviously, the first integral in eq. (4.9) is (superficially)
logarithmically divergent while the second one is finite. The number of dimensions (d)
appears only at the finite integral and therefore we can fearlessly set d = 4 everywhere.
This means that we do not use dimensional regularisation in what follows (see however
the discussion below). We state here few additional remarks to be exploited later on:
a) we observe that the top line in the integrand of eq. (4.9) does not vanish in the limit
m%, — 0 and, b) despite of appearances in eq. (4.8), there is no m? in the numerators
of the subsequent expression eq. (4.9). The whole m? contribution arises from the
denominator’s A-term.

Our next step is to parametrize the logarithmically divergent integral in eq. (4.9) by
an unknown, dimensionless, parameter A to be determined later by a physical argument.
So we define,

d4€ CRURY —2(0- ko) kY —2(0 k)RS _ X,
i = kY kY
(2 — A)? REUE

(4.10)

An important parenthesis here. We could of course promote d*¢/ — d% and use di-
mensional regularisation [33] by exploiting symmetric integration (¢ — 12g" in
d-dimensions. In this case, and after taking the limit d — 4, one finds A = —1 which is
finite and non-zero, and, agrees with the one we find below in eq. (4.20) after impos-
ing the GBET condition. This is also the result found in the original refs. [161-163].
However, according to refs. [174,175], the integral in eq. (4.10) is discontinuous at
d = 4; in fact, when symmetric integration, ¢/#¢* — %529’“} in d = 4 is used, one finds
instead A = 0. This is also understood in a slightly different context. It has long been
known [126-128] that shifts of integration variables in linearly (and above) divergent
integrals are accompanied by “surface” terms that appear only in four dimensions — a
famous example being the integrals in chiral anomaly triangle graphs. For our purpose
here let us start with the following shift of variables in a linearly divergent integral
that has been generalised [128] to work in 2w-dimensions following the expression,

g oy (4R, i
/d (T e /d Cr—ae = ~ g Muldess (4.11)

that is valid for w < 5/2 and A constant, possibly dependent on Feynman parameters,
like the one given below eq. (4.9), and k,, is an arbitrary constant four vector. By taking
the derivative of both sides in eq. (4.11) and shifting the integration variable for

0
’ Okv
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the logarithmically divergent integral encountered, and evaluating the finite one, we
easily arrive at

o P g —40,0, im? 72T (3 —w)
/d2 € (ZZ — A)g = —7 g,u,l/ (T — 50_}72) . (412)

For an alternative and detailed proof of eq (4 12), see Appendix M.? Applying eq. (4.12)
to €707 terms of eq. (4.10) Wlth a? 64 — ( )QW, we find,

0, w=2
)\:{ . (4.13)
-1, w=2-—¢ (DR)

This is consistent with the symmetric integration in 4-dimensions (w = 2), but, is also
consistent with the usual tabulated textbook result [34] from dimensional regularisation
in 4 — 2e-dimensions (w = 2 — €). Equation (4.13) shows that A is discontinuous at
d = 2w = 4. Then the Question arises: which \ value to believe in? Answer: the one
that is indicated by well defined, calculable, boundary conditions and symmetries of the
underlying theory.

The above parenthesis to our calculation motivates us to avoid the direct calculation
of integral (4.10) but set d = 4 everywhere and treat A as an unknown parameter to
be defined later within a physical context or experiment. Substituting eq. (4.10) into
eq. (4.9) we arrive at:

e 1—2x(1—x—y)

Evaluating the double finite integral in eq. (4.14), and restoring the proportionality
factor given below eq. (4.3), we obtain,

___ g
Mo=— Lok spaspe-n )b )
where
A2 arctan? (\/ﬁlj> , B>1
B = mQW , and, f(B)= { o ) : (4.16)
H 1 [m(%)-m} B<1

Our final step is to determine the unknown parameter A in eq. (4.15). For this,
we need physics that reproduces M in a different and unambiguous way. One choice,
probably not the only one, is to adopt the Goldstone Boson Equivalence Theorem
(GBET) [129-131] which states that the amplitude for emission or absorption of a
longitudinally polarised W-boson at high energy becomes equivalent to the emission

9The same result is obtained by standard algebraic tricks. We would like to thank R. Jackiw for
communicating his calculation to us.
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or absorption of the Goldstone boson that was eaten. Mathematically, this is written
by the following equation in ref. [176],

S[W3, physical] = i" S[s*, physical] , (4.17)

which says that the S-matrix elements for the scattering of the physical longitudinal
vector bosons Wy, with other physical particles are the same as the S-matrix elements
of the theory where the W ’s have been replaced by physical Goldstone bosons (s¥).

According to ref. [176], within perturbation theory and in the limit of high energies,
m%,/s — 0, GBET can be expressed with physics in two different limits of the theory:
(a) ¢*/Ag — 0, or (b) m?% /s — 0.

The limit (b) is irrelevant!® for defining A in eq. (4.15) so we completely focus on
the limit (a). It is easy to see that, in the unitary gauge, the W;’s do not decouple!?
for vanishing gauge coupling ¢g. Consider for example the diagrams in Fig. 4.1. There
is always a miy, from the HW W -vertex that cancels another mj, sitting in the denom-
inator of the longitudinal part for the internal W-boson propagator expression written
in the unitary gauge. So, as it was already noted in the paragraph below eq. (4.9), in
the limit g — 0 there are remaining non-decoupled terms. Unfortunately, these effects
may be obscured or misjudged by the regularisation method needed to handle diver-
gent, intermediate, loop integrals. This is exactly what happens here when trying to
calculate A directly from its ambiguous form in eq. (4.10). On the other hand however,
at the exact g = 0, with fixed v.e.v v and Higgs quartic coupling Ay, eq. (4.17) suggests
that the Goldstone bosons (s*) should reappear at the physical spectrum of the theory,
while the longitudinal components of W’s become unphysical. At this limit, the SM is
a spontaneously broken global SU(2); x U(1)y-symmetry that couples, minimally, to
electromagnetism. The interactions between the Higgs and photon with the Goldstone
bosons are simply those of a spontaneously broken scalar QED with U(1)en,

2
HsTs™ —”ZH, vt (p1) s (p2) o —ie(pr+p2), yystsT o 2ietg™ . (4.18)

Armed with these Feynman rules we calculate the diagrams in Fig. 4.2 below. By

doing so, we introduce again three momentum variable shift vectors, one for each dia-
gram, exactly in the same way we did for the calculation of the diagrams in Fig. 4.1.
The Lorentz structure of the amplitude is completely analogous to eq. (4.2) with
Mis — Mizcser), but now due to the scalar propagators, the superficial degree
of divergence, for diagrams contributing to Myger), is D = —2. Hence, all inte-
grals involved in Myprr) are finite and in addition, they are independent of any
momentum integration shift vector variable.

As a consequence, Mygprr) is well defined, calculable, independent of any regu-
larisation method, and at the limit of g — 0 (or 8 = 4m3,/m3, — 0) is

2¢%g
M2(GBET) = _M ; ﬁ — 0. (4.19)

10The limit (b) simply says that matrix elements for the theory which contains the physical Wr’s and
zero v.e.v, are equal to those produced by scattering of massless physical Goldstone bosons (instead
of Wp’s) at high energies. We have checked that eq. (4.17) is satisfied in this limit.

1 This is another advantage of calculating in the unitary gauge.
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Figure 4.2: Charged Goldstone boson contributions to H — ~~ in the limit of g — 0.

By equating eq. (4.15) (in the limit § — 0) and eq. (4.19) which represent the l.h.s
and r.h.s of the GBET condition (4.17), respectively, we find

A=—1. (4.20)

This value agrees with dimensional regularization (ref. [33,171]) when the limit d — 4
is taken [see eq. (4.13)]. The final form of the M5 in eq. (4.2) is

e%q
(47T)2 mw

My = — {2+ ]343802-5 50}, (121)

with 8, and f(8) defined in eq. (4.16).

To complete the picture there is still the coefficient M in eq. (4.2) to be calculated.
Naive power counting says that this is by two powers more divergent than M, and,
in general, undetermined. It can be fixed however by using quantum gauge invariance
i.e., conservation of charge, for the U(1)em,

ki MM =0, kg, MM =0, ki=Fk5=0, (4.22)

and thus from eq. (4.2),
Ml = —<k1 . k'g) M2 . (423)

Equation (4.23) is substituted to eq. (4.2) with Ms read by eq. (4.21). This is exactly
the same result for the W-boson contribution to H — vy amplitude, that has been
obtained in refs. [161-164, 169] using dimensional regularisation in Re-gauges.

It is interesting here to note the result from the explicit algebraic manipulation of
M in the unitary gauge and check the validity of gauge invariance [eq. (4.23)]. Exactly
as for My, the condition a = b = ¢ for the arbitrary vectors given in eq. (4.7) is crucial
in reducing the divergence of M; down to a logarithmic one [see expression 1..12].
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In d-dimensions the expression for M is finally independent of any arbitrary vector
and, up to a proportionality factor, reads:

M1~4/ dx/l ’Udy/ d'e { A0 k) (0 k) +2(2 — 1()g2(k1 )kQ) HEDA- ) ahy,

+(d —1)miy, —3m; ml&;l-_(lA—) d)z(z +y — Dmiy mi } (4.24)

Clearly the first integral in eq. (4.24) is ill-defined in four dimensions. If however, we
insist in doing the calculation of eq. (4.24) in d = 4 with symmetric integration, like
in refs. [174,175], we find that gauge invariance [eq. (4.23)] is not satisfied. This is of
course unacceptable. By going a little bit deeper, gauge invariance is lost because of
the term proportional to 4 — d in eq. (4.24) which vanishes when d = 4. Quite the
contrary in DR, this term results in a non-zero contribution when my, # 0, since the
(log-divergent) integral in front of (4 —d) contains a simple pole at d = 4. This changes
the final result and renders eqs. (4.21), (4.24) and (4.23) consistent, only if A = —1.
This outcome is in agreement with ref. [169].

Few remarks are worth mentioning here. Had we started first by calculating My,
there would be no possibility of defining unambiguously A without using a gauge in-
variant regulator: the g,, part of the amplitude at g — 0 involving Goldstone bosons
[see diagrams in Fig. 4.2] is not well defined - an integral as the one in eq. (4.12)
appears again. Another remark is that the same expressions for the coefficients A;;
displayed in Appendix L in the unitary gauge, appear also when one exploits the R-
gauge. In the latter there are in addition {-dependent terms (see ref. [169]) that vanish
in the end from unphysical scalar contributions. Therefore, the logarithmic ambiguity
in eq. (4.12), found here in the unitary gauge, is similar in every other gauge.

4.3 Four Dimensional Regularization (FDR)

So far we have proposed a regularization scheme which is four-dimensional and uses
the basic symmetries and underlying physics of the SM. However, in more complicated
models or observables with more parameters to adjust, such a scheme can become
cumbersome. For example, it is not always obvious which physics argument will fix
undefined integrals.

Very recently, R. Pittau (see ref. [172]) proposed a scheme that is fairly easy to han-
dle and, to the best of our knoweledge, is the closest to four dimensional calculations,
thereby coined four-dimensional regularisation/renormalization scheme or just FDR.
According to this scheme, infinite bubble graph contributions, i.e., large loop momenta
contributions that do not depend upon external momenta, are absorbed into the shift
of the vacuum while the remaining finite corrections are calculable in four-dimensions
in addition to being Lorentz and gauge invariant.

We have applied FDR into the calculation of the H — =~ amplitude and found
agreement with our physics approach and with DR results. In FDR, one introduces
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an arbitrary scale p which is considered to be much smaller than internal momenta
and particle masses in loops. Self contracted loop momenta quantities like £? become

= 12, while for gauge invariance to hold, vector momenta, p*, remain untouched.
For example the integral of eq. (4.12) becomes,

-2
0 g, —470,70, —u?
/ dte) =2 =3 — = / [d*(] —E‘ﬁ, oo (4.25)

where D = (Z2 — A) and [d*/] stands for integration over d*/, dropping all divergent
terms from the integrand (see below) and taking the limit ;4 — 0. In going from lL.h.s
to r.hus of eq. (4.25) the symmetry property £,¢, = g,, (*/4 has been used in four
dimensions. Then, using the partial fractions identity,

1 1 1 1 1
— = |=|+A (__ + —— —1—_), 4.26
D’ LG} D D7 D (4.26)

the term in square bracket is recognised as divergent and therefore removed, and inte-
grating the r.h.s of eq. (4.25) over [d*/] one obtains

— 12 1 1 1 772
/ i) Zh = —Alim g2 / Pt — | =~ (427)
D n=0 Dt DU DI 2
i.e., exactly the same result as in DR which eventually leads to A = —1 consistent with

gauge invariance and GBET. What in fact FDR scheme does, is to restate the correct
DR answer through the regulator p? keeping eq. (4.12) correct in d = 4. We therefore
understand that the constant (f-independent) term of eq. (4.21) in FDR arises from
the fact that the arbitrary scale, u?, must disappear from physical observables.

4.4 Discussion

It is evident that our calculation for the amplitude incorporates two physical inputs:
one is the conservation of charge and the other is the equivalence theorem. They are
both direct consequences of the gauge invariance of the underlying physical theory.
The first one is experimentally indisputable while the second one is theoretical'? and
has been proven in ref. [179] that is valid in any spontaneously broken renormalizable
theory, like for example the SM. One may think however that there is a loophole in
our use of this second argument: so far, and, to our knowledge, the replacement of
the W-bosons with Goldstone bosons at high energies has been proven to be valid
only for external W-bosons (see refs. [176, 180, 181]) and not for internal ones which
is the case exploited here. Although it has been tested in several phenomenological
examples [182], a formal, to all orders, proof is still missing. Although this may be
true, it is difficult to argue against the validity of decoupling limit ¢ — 0 (with fixed
v.e.v and Higgs quartic coupling) discussed in the paragraph above eq. (4.18).

12This is not entirely correct. There is of course the high energy behaviour of ete™ — W+HW—
found at LEP [139] consistent with the GBET.
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Is there another physics context from which one can define A? One possibility is to
exploit the low energy Higgs theorem (ref. [161,183-185]) instead. Although this may
serve as a consistency check, and indeed is compatible with A = —1, we cannot use it to
define A\. The reason here is threefold: first, when treating the Higgs field as an external
background field with zero momentum, one needs to take partial derivative w.r.t my, of
the 2-point photon vacuum polarization amplitude, II,,(¢?). The later, is notoriously
difficult, if meaningful, to be calculated in the unitary gauge. Second, according to
ref. [161], we know that to the lowest order in weak coupling, the amplitude for the
process (yy|H) is proportional to (yy[©/|0), where ©/ = 2mg W W~ 4 ... is the
improved energy momentum tensor [186]. However, the calculation of (yv|©//|0) goes
through the same steps as the calculation for the H — ~~+ amplitude and therefore
involves the same ambiguity for calculating A. Third, one could examine the WW-boson
contribution to H — < within the dispersion relation approach. It can be shown
(ref. [187]) that the non-vanishing limit at gy — 0 is due to a finite subtraction
induced by the corresponding trace anomaly [188]. However, in order to calculate
unambigiously this finite piece, one has to make full use of a (physical) boundary
condition of the theory.

As a final remark, suppose that we did not know DR and wanted to calculate a
certain observable in 4-dimensions. In this observable we encounter singularities i.e.,
undefined and undetermined integrals. Then we use physics arguments to fix these
ambiguities. However, we can always question whether we are using the right physics
set up or not. In that sense the final judgement should come from the experiment.
Therefore it may be not only academic to ask whether LHC could see the difference
between A = —1 and A = 07 Setting the SM Higgs mass my = 125 GeV, and including
the top-loop contribution, we find

Br(H — vy, A=0)
Br(H — vy, A= —1)

~ 0.46 . (4.28)

This is certainly within LHC’s sensitivity for 14 TeV c.m energy and luminosity of
30 fb~! (see for example Fig. 3 in ref. [189]). In fact, the recent observation by LHC
experiments [4,5] indicates a value % = 1.6 £ 0.3 (see ref. [190]) which
highly disfavours the case A = 0 by almost four standard deviations. We can turn this
around and state that this is an indirect hint towards the validity of the equivalence

theorem.



100 CHAPTER 4. ANATOMY OF THE H — v~ IN THE UNITARY GAUGE

4.5 Conclusions

In this work we review the WW-gauge boson loop contribution to the H — ~v amplitude
in the unitary gauge. Our objective is to fix intermediate step indeterminacies arising
from divergent diagrams by making full use of physics at d = 4 much in the same way
as in the calculation of the chiral anomaly triangle in the previous Chapter.

We anticipate a finite result for the loop induced H — ~yy-amplitude in the renor-
malizable SM. Therefore the amplitude has to be independent of any shifting momen-
tum variables we have originally introduced. But finite or even log-divergent integrals
are independent of these vectors, so the vectors have to be accompanied only by infi-
nite contributions, if at all. Therefore, infinities and arbitrary vectors are eliminated
altogether by a certain combination among them [see eq. (4.7)].

The whole calculation in the unitary gauge boils down to a logarithmically divergent
integral given by eq. (4.10). We find that, this integral results in two different values
depending on whether d — 4 or d = 4. This is due to a surface term remaining at
the exact d = 4 case after the part-by-part integration in d-dimensions presented in
Appandix M. To proceed, we identify this integral with an undefined parameter \ [see
eq. (4.12)]. This parameter is then fixed unambiguously by assuming the validity of
the Goldstone Boson Equivalence Theorem (GBET). Its value is consistent with DR
in the limit d — 4.

In our calculation we are very careful not to perform shifting of integration variables
for highly divergent integrals by introducing three arbitrary momentum variable shift
vectors straight from the beginning. Divergencies and arbitrariness from these unknown
vectors are altogether removed, leaving behind a log-like divergent integral in My of
eq. (4.2). This is defined by a physical input taken from the GBET and is connected
to M by electromagnetic charge conservation.

As noted many times in the text, the key point towards deriving an unambiguous
amplitude for H — v in the unitary gauge is the limit of vanishing gauge couplings;
this is an aspect of GBET [eq. (4.17)]. In this limit, the Goldstone boson loop contri-
bution to the coefficient M, is finite, i.e., independent of any regularisation scheme.

We also saw that DR (FDR), a regularisation scheme introduced to maintain Ward
Identities at intermediate steps of a calculation, supports the GBET in the limit d — 4
(d = 4). On the contrary, we find that, performing the integrals in d = 4 with
symmetric integration is not a good choice because it leads to the violation of gauge
invariance [see eq. (4.23) and the discussion below]. The main reason is due to surface
terms that are developed in exactly d = 4 dimensions [see discussion below eq. (4.10)
and Appendix M]. The latter are axiomatically discarded in DR [33,171]. Another
reason is the appearance of the (d — 4)-term in the numerator of eq. (4.24).

In conclusion, the four-dimensional calculation of H — ~+ amplitude in the unitary
gauge is ambiguous without introduction of a physics input beyond gauge invariance.
As we have demonstrated, this physics, which uniquely defines the amplitude, may arise
from the Goldstone Boson Equivalence Theorem (GBET). This effectively proves that
GBET constitutes an additional important pillar of the Standard Model dynamics.



Chapter 5

Conclusions and future directions

Theories beyond the SM are worth studying since they provide possible answers to
questions that in the SM framework remain open. In this thesis we deal with topics
related to some of these questions such as the searches about the nature of dark matter,
the mechanism of mass generation, the identification of the recently discovered particle
at LHC with the Higgs boson of SM.

We used Quantum Field Theory tools throughout our work and developed a new
method to handle different kind of divergences that appear during the calculations. In
the basis of this method we showed a preference in performing the calculations in the
physical choice of four dimensions and in the framework of the physical gauge (unitary
gauge). We deliberately chose this gauge, although such a choice leads to difficulties
coming from the high degree of divergences associated with it. We successfully applied
this method in two different cases: the evaluation of chiral anomalies and their role
to heavy fermion non-decoupling effects and the clarification of some issues in the
decay of Higgs boson to two photons in the SM. In the last case, to the best of our
knowledge, the use of this method constitutes a novel element. The encouraging fact
is that we were able to verify well known results in the literature and received support
from another recently proposed method (FDR) that also operates in the same four-
dimensional basis. Another fact is that our method is applicable in every other gauge.
The only negative fact so far, is the absence of calculational flexibility, since one has
to handle a considerable amount of calculations. However, this can be bypassed by
developing an appropriate computational program.

Our work constitutes a triptych with common element the use of QFT tools and
the treatment of interesting topics of modern physics.

First, we presented a scenario where dark matter particles can decay into SM leptons
through a light mediator. In this case we studied conventional dark matter searches, but
a more detailed analysis has been performed for the case of unconventional dark matter
searches, where low energy electrons are detected in the final state. We developed the
theoretical framework where different models about this process, are presented. We
showed that the dark sector “communicates” with the SM one, through interactions
with an X-boson which couples to the SM gauge sector. This X boson could be
massless or massive, depending on the model. We have also presented a detailed study
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of time modulation effects and have considered that the dark matter particle can be
a Dirac or Majorana fermion. In the second case the cross section for annihilation
to fermions is suppressed by a factor of 32 ~ 107® compared with the corresponding
cross section for the Dirac case. Studying the low energy electron recoil, we have
considered only hydrogen-like atoms. However, we have found the cross section as
a function of binding energy. This fact manifests indirectly how the cross section
depends on the choice of the target material. For accurate results one should consider
the real electronic wave-functions in the target’s atoms. There was a proposal for the
development of an experimental device with promising abilities in the dark matter
non-conventional searches. Subsequently, astrophysical results which showed an excess
in y-ray emission in our galaxy, motivated us to study dark matter scattering processes
where one or two photons were included in the final case.

Especially we were concerned about fermionic loop induced triple interactions of this
type. This, naturally led us to generalize this special case and study the most general
one loop triple gauge boson vertex. A complete one particle irreducible vertex for
three off-shell gauge bosons is a useful tool in analyzing low energy inelastic scattering
processes. We constructed the most general Lorentz invariant triple gauge boson vertex
containing one fermionic loop. During this construction we encountered the case of
linearly divergent integrals. In order to handle this problem we introduced arbitrary,
constant four-vectors and performed the entire calculation in four dimensions. We chose
this method instead of dimensional regularization in order to avoid any difficulty with
the 7° anti-commutativity in the case of more than four dimensions. To determine
the complete form of triple gauge boson vertex, we used Ward Identities and Bose
symmetry and showed that the final result is not divergent, but ambiguous. This fact
is directly connected with the chiral anomalies. The anomalous term is responsible for
the anomaly that characterizes the vertex. In an anomalous free model this term does
not exist and no ambiguity appears. In this basis we examined what happens in the
case that the virtual fermions circulated in the loop become very heavy. In this case the
anomalous term plays a crucial role in rendering the whole theory self-consistent. The
reason is that, by integrating out the heavy fermions from an anomalous free theory,
there is a surviving term. This term exactly cancels the anomalous term that appears
in the low energy theory after integrating out the heavy particles. These heavy fermions
non-decoupling effects render the low energy theory anomalous free. A next step was
the presentation of different applications of the triple gauge boson vertex in the SM
and some of its extensions. We constructed several anomalous free toy models with two
or three different external gauge bosons and a number of fermions and also considered
models with a fourth fermion generation and an extra gauge boson (Z’-boson models).
In principle, these models can be used as a basis towards realistic extensions of the
SM.

Subsequently we used the method of arbitrary four-vectors to clarify some issues
about H — vy decay in the SM. We performed the calculation of the matrix element
for this process, in exactly four-dimensions and in the unitary gauge. The choice of
the unitary gauge renders the amplitude highly divergent, due to the form of W boson
propagator. The arbitrary vectors play a crucial role in reducing these divergencies to
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logarithmic one. However the final result is ambiguous. In order to unambiguously
determine the result we used physics arguments, gauge invariance and the Goldstone
Boson Equivalence Theorem. As an alternative choice we checked our calculation using
the FDR method, a four-dimensional regularization scheme introduced to maintain the
Ward Identities in the intermediate steps of calculations. In both cases we verified the
well-known result in the literature for this process.

Certainly there are different extensions of this work. In the case of dark matter
searches through electron recoil one can make use of the realistic wave functions in-
stead of plane waves, to calculate the relevant cross section and event rates. An other
direction is the study of the process x + H — (x + H) (bound state), where in the final
state the WIMP, x forms a bound state with the hydrogen atom. Furthermore, the
dark matter scattering process involving a photon in the final state, is an interesting
example of using the results from our analysis on triple gauge boson vertices.

Our study of triple gauge boson vertices opens a wide field of interesting applications
with perspectives in extensions of SM. We can mention here the (p,p) annihilation in
W-bosons, the examination of decoupling or non-decoupling effects of heavy fermions
in anomalous models by construction. In our work we studied several anomalous
free models and revealed the synergy between chiral anomalies and non decoupling
phenomena. The next step is to further extent this analysis in order to include chiral
anomalous models and investigate if an analogous synergy takes place.

From the technical point of view, we are interested in applying the method of four-
dimensional calculations using arbitrary vectors to other observables except from triple
vertices that contain internal or external gauge bosons. Possible candidates are FCNC
(Flavour Changing Neutral Currents) phenomena, such as top quark decays of the form
t—ch, t—cZ, t— cv,the anomalous muon magnetic moment etc.

A big challenge constitutes the proof of renormalizability of a theory in the unitary
gauge by using our four-dimensional approach. As we know, there is not so far a
rigorous proof of renormalizability of a theory working in the unitary gauge from the
beginning. The usual approach is to prove the renormalizability in the general R, gauge
and then to take the appropriate limits in order to obtain the desired property in the
unitary gauge. It is evident that the calculational effort will be incomparable with
that of the one loop calculation case. This manifests the necessity of developing and
properly incorporating our method in the framework of a suitable computing program.
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Appendix A: Dirac matrices and DR basics

Since we have repeatedly used some basic mathematical concepts in our calculations,
we present in this first Appendix a short, representative collection of them. First of
all some issues of basic Dirac algebra are presented, focusing on some properties of
~v-matrices, especially on anticommutation relations and relations that traces of a set
of y-matrices obey. These have been used extensively in Chapters 2 and 3 during
calculations of cross sections and triangular anomalies respectively. The notation used
here, follows ref. [34]. In momentum space the Dirac equation has the following form:

pu’(p) = mu’(p), (A1)

where u®(p) represents a spinor with spin s, momentum p and mass m, and as usually
P = 7*p,. The 4" represent a set of four-dimensional matrices which satisfy the follow-
ing anticommutation relation {v*,7"} = 2 ¢*’, where ¢"* = g,, = diag[l, -1, -1, —1]
is the metric tensor and u, v = (0,1,2,3). In a chiral basis these matrices have the

form:
0 ot
/y'u = ( Eu 0 ) 9 (AQ)

where o = (I,5) and " = (I,—0d). Here I represents the 2 x 2 unit matrix and
7 = (0',0% 0%), where o', 02 and ¢ are the Pauli matrices,

s (0) (V) (D 0) s

We introduce the chirality matrix 7° as follows:

0.1.2 3__l€m/pa

-1 0
5 . _
V=Y = %%%%—( 0 [). (A.4)
Some useful properties that y-matrices obey only in four dimensions are:
Vi = 4L, VY v = =297, VYA = 497,

VAN Y= =207 () = () = L, ()T =1
{7 =0, (") =1L, (") =", (A.5)

Traces of y-matrices satisfy the following relations:

Tr[ly] =4, Tr[y"7"] = 4¢", Tr[y"7"*77] = 4(¢" 9" — ¢"79" + §"7¢""),

[
Tr[y°’] = 0, Tr[y"y"y°] = 0, Tr[y"y"7"y77°] = i,
’I‘I'[’}/Ml’}/u%}/“?’....] — TI'[ """ ,7/»&171127/!3]7
Tr[yfiayt2aks, yin] = 0 = Tr[yqr2qhs . ytnyP). (A.6)

The relation in the third line above is the cyclic property of the trace, and the expression
in the last line is valid when the number of v matrices in the trace is an odd number.
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Using the definition and properties of v°-matrix we can define two projection op-
erators, useful in chiral representation of fermionic fields:

\I/L = PL\II, \I/R = PR\I}7 (A?)

where WU represents a four-component Dirac spinor, and P, and Py are the projection
operators defined as:

_ L= (10 L+ (00
S D T A

Since (7°)? = I, the following relations are obvious:

PP, =P, PRPr= Pr, PLPr = PrP. =0. (A.9)

Secondly we append here some useful expressions about dimensional regulariza-
tion. In order to deal with calculations of Feynman diagrams that contain loops, one
introduces the Feynman parameters technique. The following decomposition of a com-
bination of propagator denominators usually appears :

1 ! = (n —1)!
— = = [ dry.dz, -1 , (A10
A Ay A, /0 TG <le )[xlAl ¥ T2As + .+ Tu A (A.10)

where Aj, Ay, ...A, are functions of the integration variable (loop momentum) and
x1, Xo,...T, are real numbers such that 0 < z; < 1 and 1 + 292 + .... + z,, = 1, called
Feynman parameters. In order to proceed, we complete the square in the denominator,
shifting at the same time the integration variable p to absorb linear terms resulting
to a shifted integration variable ¢. Subsequently the denominator is simplified taking
the form (¢ — A)", where A is a scalar function of internal loop masses and inner
products of external momenta. The numerator is transformed in a function of even
powers of ¢, since all terms that contain odd powers of the integration variable ¢ vanish
after symmetric integration. According to dimensional regularization we proceed from
four to d dimensions and then we calculate d-dimensional loop integrals. Since we have
completed the d-dimensional calculation, taking the limit d — 4 we obtain the physical
result.
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A representative collection of some d-dimensional integrals in Minkowski space is
the following:

a1 (=)iT—g) 1yns
/(zw)d(ﬁ_A)n T (4m)d?2 T(n) (_> (A.11)

e 2 (1) idT(n—§—1) 1\
/ 2r)d(2—Ay —  (4m)d2 2 T(n) (z) (A.12)
R (=ptigm T(n - 1) /1\n5-1
/ @r)d(@—A)r — (4m? 2 T(n) <Z> (A.13)
e (22 (~D)ridd+2) T(n—9—2) 1\n5-2
[Grm- ~ wm T x| A
A0 preeeerr (=i D(n— £ —2) 1 \n-4-2
/(27r)d (2 — Ay (4m)d2 T(n) <Z) X
X }l(g“”g”" + 99" + 9" g""), (A.15)

where I'(z) = [~ t*te7"dt is the Euler Gamma function. This integral function is
everywhere analytic except at non-positive integers where it has simple poles. For
positive integers n it is I'(n) = (n — 1)! and near its poles x = —n it has the following
expansion:

I(z) = ﬂ(

1
— —7+1+...—|—E+(’)(I+n)), (A.16)

xr+n

where v =~ 0.5772 is the FEuler-Mascheroni constant. Often, as one takes the limit
d — 4, the following expression appears:

F(2—§l)<1>2—3_ 1

(4m)?2 \A " (4n)? (% —log A — v+ log(47) + O(e)), (A.17)

where € = 4 — d. To obtain eq. (A.17) we have used eq. (A.16) and the following
expansion:

1\2-% d

— =1—-(2—=)logA+ ... A18
(3) (2-3)logA+ ... (A18)
when d — 4. In the expression given by eq. (A.17) the pole is clearly isolated. This
isolation is useful in order to guarantee the cancellations of infinite quantities when
different Feynman diagrams are combined together.
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Appendix B: Feynman propagator
In this Appendix we will clarify some computational issues related to expressions ap-
pearing in Chapter[2]. In order to find the Feynman propagator in eq. (2.3) we recall

the definition of the action S = [d*z.Z, where £ is the Lagrangian density given
by eq. (2.2). First of all in eq. (2.2) we assume that the field ®,(z ) has the following

expansion as a Fourier integral, ® ( = (d L <I> e'?? where <I>u(p) is the Fourier
transform of ®,(x). Then 9,®,(x) = f ¢ i pa) e'??. Considering that the

field strength tensor is ®,,, = 9, <I> 8 D, nd usmg the first three terms of eq. (2.2),
the action takes the following form
1 v v 1 1 = qv
S ~ /d4x [— i (0,®) — 0,®,) K (0'®" — 0"®H) + 3 oM B — 58%}5;8 @,,] =
= /d% [ — i (a,pf Kor®” — 9,8, K" ®" - 0,8, Ko'®” +09,2,” K a”qw) +
+%‘I>E M? DH — %a%@fj Ea@y]. (B.1)
Using integration by parts one obtains:
1
S~ — Z(% Pz, @ K" ®Y — /d% ® K 0,0 ®" — 7{ Pz, ®L KO P +
S S
+ / d'z @ K0, 0"®" — f{ Pz, @, KO'®” + /d4x ®I K0, 0" +
S

1
+7{ d’r, @) K0P — /d% ® K0, a"q)“) + 5/(149: ®) M PH —
S

1 = QU — v
—§<£d3x“ ® =0 <I>,,—/d4x<1>§:aﬂa <1>V>, (B.2)

where 553 is the surface integral over a 3-dimensional sphere & with infinite radius.
Considering that the fields ®,(x) vanish at infinity, all the surface integrals vanish and
the action reads:

S ~ ;/d‘*x [éﬁ/ca,,aww — @l K0, 0"®" + BT M2 @ + ‘1’558“6@”] -

1
= /d4a: 3! [gaﬁgfwzca g — 9"*g"K 00 95 + g M? + g"* g"P 20, aﬁ]Q =

d4 d4 / )
- /d4 / qﬁ(p)ew[ B K 9y 5 — g g"*K Da O +

+g" M? + g" g"P 20, 36] @, (p) " =

4 d4 d4p/ 57 ipx af v ro va, puf ro
= d"x W‘P, (p)e 9" g" K (=paps) — 9"“9""K (—=pa pj) +

+g" M+ gt g”? E(—p’aplﬂ)] &,(p) e’ . (B.3)
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Performing the integration over x and using the well-known integral representation of

the Dirac 0®-functional | (334 i@ P+P) = 54 (p + p'), one finds:

1 d4p I o v /oy vo U=
5~ 3 /W /d4p @, (p) [g 79" K (=plph) = 979" K (=plph) +

+g" M+ g gP E(—p;pg)} ®,(p) ' (p+p) =

1 d4p 757 N 2 1, v n 2 —_ i,V
= —3 @, (p) | g Kp*— Kpt'p” — g™ M* + Ep*p” | ®,(—p) =

> | (2n)t
= —% / (5754 @, (1) {(/Cp2 - M?)(g" — ]%) + (Ep° - M2)p;fy } ®,(—p),

(B.4)

where in the third line the integration of 6¥-function over p’ has set p’ — —p. If we
define

nopV oWV
A (p) = —<1Cp2 —M2> <g”” . ppf > . (Ep2 _MQ) PpQP 7 (B.5)

then the Feynman propagator 5’“’(]9) is required to satisfy the following equation in
momentum space:

A" (p) Dyua(p) = i9%, (B.6)

Decomposing the propagator into a transverse and a longitudinal part as follows,
i Dy () = (g — #27%)Dr + 232Dy, we can easily conclude that Dr = (K p? — M?)™

and Dy, = (E2p? — M?)~!, verifying eq. (2.3). Applying eq. (2.3) in different models we
can find in each case the corresponding form of the propagator.
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Appendix C: Non-standard mass mixing

In this Appendix we find explicitly the effective action described in Model 1T (sec. 2.2.2).
In Model IT (Non-standard mass mixing), by working in Feynman gauge (= = 1343),
assuming a trivial form for K and using eq. (2.13) for M? we find for the propagator:

- ? - i 9}2/’02 - m%, —my mx %1 gy g v*
Zpuy(p) - guy —Mmy Mmx p2 — m%{ 0 . (Cl)
T9vg v’ 0 e ¥l

Using eq. (2.4) for the effective action, by taking into account that
J.(p) = (9v Iy (p), 9xIx(p), 9Ja,(p)),, and considering the expression above for the

propagator i D, (p), we find up to order O(m}):

1 [ d'p [g%Jx(p) Jx(— 2 Jy(p) - Jy(— 2 Ty (p) - Jag (—
S[J] = 2/(275)94{9)( );gpzmg( p) | 9y ngzmg( P 9 Ap(Qp)_mg;( p) _
2 2,02
- M(h(p) + JAg(p)> - <Jy(—p) + JAS(—p)> +

= (U4 ) Txon) + a4 v o) )] | ©2)

where m% = 1v?(g + ¢%) + O(m}). Changing the integration variable p — —p, the
terms in the second line and terms in the square bracket in the expression above are

multiplied by a factor 2. Then the expression for S[J] is simplifying further:

1 [ d' [gxIx (D) Ix(=p) | gy Iy (D) - Jy(=p) | 9% Jas(p) - Ja,(—D)
S[J] = 35 2 + 2 + 2 o
2J (2m)* p? —mx p* —my p* —my

gy v” ><Jy(p) + JA3<p)) : (Jy(—p) + JAs(—P)) +

Ap? (p? —m,
2 mx m 1
f—IX IV IX Y [— —g%Q((JA3<p) + Jy<p>) Jx(—p) +

p? (p? — mX)(p2 - m2z) 4
7 x(p)- Jy<—p>] } (©3)
As a next step we can analyze the expressions = (p2—m§:) =) and m in partial
fractions as follows:
1 1 ( 1 )
p? (p? — m%)(p? — m%) mimzp? - mi (myk —mz) \p* —m¥
1 1
— : C.4a)
it ) <
1 1 1 1
and —_— = | ——-=]. (C.4b)
P*(p? —my) my <p2 —my p2)
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Using the fact that Jy (p)+Ja,(p) = Jem(p) for the electromagnetic current, and making
use of egs. (C.4a) and (C.4b), the eq.(C.3) takes the form:

1 d4p 1 gx gy mngUQ g2 9202
S = 5 | moit | = o Jem(®) - Ix (=P) + 2 e () - em(—
7] 2/}zm4{¢{ sy, P) X () 4 T Jem () Jem (=) | +
1 2 2g9x gy my o
—— | d%Ix(p) - Jx(— T (n) - Jv(—
+p2_m%( [gx x(p) - Jx( p)+mX (% — ) x(p) - Jy (=p)

g9x gy mY92U2

2mx (mk —m%)

Jom(p) - JX<—p>} T

1 —2gx gy mx my 5 gx gy mx my g°v°
+ p=JIx(p) - Jy(=p) + Jem(p) - Jx (=p) +
p?—my [ my (m% —m3) 2m3 (my —m3)
2 2 9° gy
F I 0) () + 0 Tas () T (0) = S n9) o)
Z
29x gymy
t mx Ix(p) - Iy ( p)}- (C.5)

In what follows we can write the expression above as a function of the electric charge,

considering that e = % and absorb the vacuum expectation value using the
g 9y
2 _ 1

relation m%, = ;v*(g3 + g°) + O(m3,).
As a result we obtain:

_ L[ dlp f1[ 2egxmy () 4 &2 g
Sl = /(2%)4{])2[ gy mx Jem(p) - Ix(=p) + € Jem(p) - Jem(—p) | +

1 m2 m 2 mxm
b (o ) | () (1= 2 ) = 2O )y ()

pm—mx z — Mk my my
2 2 m
OO ) (o) +
gy mx
1 m2Z 2 m%( 2 gx gy mx my
+ 55 =3 5 | |9°Jz(p) - Jz(-=p) (1 — —5 | + 5 Jx(p) - Jy(=p) —
pm—my \my —mx my my
2 2 mx m
I ) ax(-n)] (C.6)
gy my
where J% = —5—(J4, — sin’ Oy J&,) and also the following relation among different
currents
2 2 g° 912/02
gy Jy () - Jy(—=p) + 9" Ja,(p) - Jas(—p) — T2 Jem(D) - Jem(—p) =
7z
=g° Jz(p) - Jz(—p), (C.7)

has been used.
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Appendix D: Time modulation effects

In this Appendix we will show analytically how to obtain eq. (2.62) in the subsection
“Event rates” in Chapter 2. Using eq. (2.53) for the WIMP’s velocity distribution,

3 21 s
0 = (3=52) =ae (1)

we can calculate the velocity’s mean value in the unmodulated case:

(ﬁfe(ﬁ)dSﬁ) R d963fz(ﬁ)dﬁ:( 2 )3/2 2 BB (i)
V=)o v \a<ps) wr s

X /0 sin@d@exp(—@ﬁw/%cosﬁ), (D.2)

where df2 is the infinitesimal solid angle in spherical coordinates and a factor of 27 has
been included in the expression above due to integration over the azimuthal angle ¢.
Changing the integration variable, cos# — &, we find:

(Bfg(ﬁ)d?)g) %( 3 )3/21 BB -0+ rf;)/ it ~(28/322¢) _
Vs )y 1<) VR J<Es :

- ( 3 )3/21_5_3 i) ™ (Zﬂ %> ds, (D.3)
S \2<p>) Vi /<p> 3 ’ '

2<ﬂ2>

verifying eq. (2.56).
In the case of time modulation effects, we consider the annual dependence of decay
rate and assume the following expression for the WIMP velocity:

V.= v + 9z + v (sinaX + cosacosyy + cosasinyz), (D.4)

2< 632>
3

where v is the WIMP’s velocity in the local system, vy — [y = is the sun’s

velocity, vy is the Earth’s velocity relative to the solar system, v ~ 7/6 is the slope of
the ecliptic and « is the time dependent angle that is the complementary angle of the
angle between vy and X (see Fig. 2.6). Analyzing the vector v = vn, where n the unit
vector in the direction of v, in spherical coordinates we find:

v = (vsinfcos ¢ + vy sin )X + (vsinfsin ¢ + vy cos a cosy)y +

+(v cos 8 + vy + v1 cos asiny)z. (D.5)

Squaring the expression above one obtains:

2 . . . .
V' = '02—1— v02+ v12—|—2vvlsln9(:os¢sma+2vvlsln081n¢cosacosv+

+2vwvycosf + 2v v cosbcosasiny + 2 v vy cos asiny. (D.6)
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Dividing by v2 the expression above and using the abbreviations z;”—o = ﬁo = y and
Z—é = E—é = § we obtain the following expression relevant to convoluted decay rate:
BIB)Es 1 3 \"B8 [ %
V< B> /< p>\2<p2> m3/2

3 3/2ﬂ3dﬁ 27
— (2(< 7 >)4/3) o ), do exp [— 2y581n9(cos¢sma+smgb cosacosv)} X

></ sin 6 df exp [— (1+y2+(52+2y cosé’—{—2yécosﬁcosasin'y+25cosasin'y)].
0
(D.7)

We can expand the integrand in the first line around ¢§, which is a perturbative param-
eter, and considering only terms of first power in this expansion we get:

2
/ dgzﬁexp[—2y531n«9003¢sina—2yésin6’sin¢cosacos7]z
0
2m
%/ d¢<1—2yésin000s¢sina—2ydsinesin¢cosacosv>:27T, (D.8)
0

since terms that contain cos¢ and sin ¢ vanish after the ¢-integration. For the 6-
integration we use cos ) = ¢ and neglecting §-terms we obtain:

/ sin@d@exp[—(1+y2+2y COSH+25cosé’cosasin7+25cosasin7)]:
0

1
e(1+y2)/ dfexp[—(2y§+26cosasin’y(1+y§))}z

-1

1
~ 7(1+y2) d —_ — 5 1 :| prng
e /_1 € exp ( (2y£)> [1 26 cosasiny(l+y&)

2. [sinh(2 d\ [
—(14y%) M — 25cosozsin7(1 — Q_) / d§ exp(—2y§)] =
Y 2dy) J

inh(2 d "\ sinh(2
e~y | 2NEY) (29) —25cosasin7(1—g—> My ( y)} =

(&

LY 2dy Yy
[sinh(2 3sinh(2
e—(1+y2) M 9 5COSO{Sin'Y L(y) — cosh (2 y)
LY 2y
inh(2
= (4 M [1 + kd cos 04] , (D.9)
Y
where

cosh (26,/%)
L — [Q?JM_?’] siny = {251/2 32 i —3} siny. (D.10)
<> G (25,/%)
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Finally, taking into account the values of ¢ and f-integrals, the expression of
eq. (D.7) for the mean value of WIMP’s velocity relevant to time modulated effects,
takes the following form:

B fu(B)d*B 1 3 \"?BdB (1) sinh(2y)
e =River = e o B e R

3/2 L2 sinh(Qﬂ,/%)
= ( 3 > B°dp 2 _(1+ ; ) - |:1+]{3(5€OSO4:|—

2<p2>

2<p%> \/<52>ﬁ6 \/2<%2'> E
= (%)O [1 + kécosa}, (D.11)

where (ﬂ LACIE ) has been calculated in eq. (D.3) and is related to unmodulated

effects.
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Appendix E: Non relativistic cross section

This Appendix is based on ref. [84]. The problem is to find the WIMP - electron
bounded in an atom, cross section. In order to proceed we shall make two simplified
assumptions:

1. A hydrogen-like atom (H) is assumed i.e., a nucleus with charge +Ze and a single
bounded electron with charge —e.

2. The WIMP couples only to leptons and not to quarks. This is a sufficient condi-
tion to explain PAMELA /ATIC electron - positron excess events and it renders
the following analysis fairly simple.

Furthermore, since the WIMP velocity, 8 ~ 1073 is small, we will frame the whole
problem using non-relativistic quantum theory terms.

Although there are the following four processes that could take place in WIMP +
H-like atom collisions:

X + H — x + H (elastic),

X + H — x + H* (inelastic)

x + H — x + ¢ + H' (production)
X + H — (x + H) (bound state),

oS Bl es Il es!

1
2
3
4

N /N /N

we shall consider only the situation in (E.3), where the electron emerges with high
momenta such that in the final state, |pL), its interaction with the Coulomb potential
in H-like atom is negligible, i.e, we can use plane wave states for incoming and outgoing
particles. The Hamiltonian of the system under consideration is :

n Plry) | Pr)
Alrore) = 2%+ 2 b Vo (rl) + Ve — o)
X e

A~

= K(r,) + ﬁo(re> + V([ry —rel) (E.5)

where we set the nucleus sitting at the origin of axes which is taken to be the lab
frame with r, and r. pointing towards the positions of the WIMP yx, and electron e,

respectively. K(r,) is the kinetic energy operator for x particle with plane wave states

1
(ry|py) = Wiy et (E.6)

with © being a finite cubic volume and our wave function in eq. (E.6) obeys peri-
odic boundary conditions on 2. In addition, ﬁo(re), is the unperturbed Hamiltonian
of the hydrogen like atoms. Obviously, we shall treat the potential V(|r, —re|) as
perturbation in finding transitions between the initial state |a) into the final state |3).
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The initial state |«) consists of a plane wave for y and a bound electron state
spectrum |nfmy) with total energy E, being :

_ P

N 2m,,

Initial State : |a) = |py) [ndmy) , E, + E.(2), (E.7)

whith |E,,(Z)| the binding energy of the hydrogen like atom, |E1(Z = 1)| = 13.6 eV.

Moreover, the final state consists of two continuum states, a y-plane wave and an
electron plane wave and together with its energy reads :

K2 2 K2 2
P | Pe (E.8)

- 2m,, 2m,

Final State : [8) = |p}) [Pe) . s

where we assume implicitly that the nucleus has zero kinetic energy before and after
the collision [recall assumption 2 above]. Obviously in egs. (E.5), (E.7) and (E.8), we
have neglected all angular momentum interactions in order to keep the discussion as
simple as possible.

In order to calculate the transition probability for |a) — |38) we need first to
calculate the matrix element (5|V (|r, — re|)|e) and then essentially to square it. We
find:

o\ 32 _
V(= redlad = () V(@) b la =Pl (£9)
where
7(q) = / &r e V() | (E.10)
Q
with r =r, — re and
1\ 32 o

Orim, (4 — PL) = (ﬂ) /d37“e ei(a—pe)Te Unom, (Te) (E.11)

is the momentum space wave function Fourier transform of the coordinate wave func-
tion ¥nem, (re) of the H-like atoms. In deriving eq. (E.9) we used the locality of the
potential energy V (r).

To finally write down Fermi’s Golden rule we also need the density of final states
which is given by

1 &0 N
Es) = dPps. E; = E; . E.12
ps(Eg) iE; 11 @y P 5 ; s, (E.12)

i=1

Then eq. (E.12) results in

0F &pl d’p

pi(Es) = iB, (@ (E.13)



APPENDIX E:. NON RELATIVISTIC CROSS SECTION 117

where in our case Ej is given by eq. (E.8). Which variables to use here depends on the
experimental arrangement. Let us say an experimenter can measure the energy deposit
of the ejected electron, E. Then for fixed £} and eq. (E.8) we obtain dEs = dE] and
thus,

Q?  (my|p] Me|Pel
pi(Es) = ) < XHQX dQ;() (T sy, dE;) : (E.14)

The differential cross section is then obtained by dividing the transition probability
amplitude (first order in perturbation theory),

W) =2 (B |BIVI) (B.15)

by the flux of the incoming particles, v, /€2. Putting this together with egs.(E.14, E.15),
and (E.9) we arrive at

2 / ! -
do _ ( My ) | (me|Pe‘) IV (Q)* |Snem, (4 — PL) > dsy,, d<y, . (E.16)

dE; — \2nh2) |p| \ B2
This can be written in a more transparent form as
|p;<| / ! '\I12 g3,/
do = O'((l) m dQX |¢n€m£(px - px - pe)| d Pe s (E17)
X

where o(q) is the Born approximation for the cross section arising from just the scat-
tering between WIMP and electron particles. Apart from this, eq. (E.17) contains
the probability density of finding a bounded electron in H-like atom with momentum
Pe = Py — p;< — p., i.e., an electron that obeys the momentum conservation. These
two terms come as not a surprise. What is a bit surprising is the ratio % = %
which is like a Sommerfeld enhancement term. This term comes around because we
have treated WIMP scattering off a brick wall (the H-atom). Note also that |p’ | must
be taken from energy conservation E, = Ej in egs. (E.7) and (E.8).

Now we should compare eq. (E.17) with egs. (2.45), (2.46) and (2.48). In eq. (2.48)

we must follow three steps :
1. Use the d-function of momenta to make a trivial integration on p,.
2. Do not add an extra initial kinetic energy 7T, in J-function for energies.

3. Write the eq. (2.46) in terms of the matrix element squared to obtain eq. (2.48)
and see if it agrees with eq. (E.17).

This should resolve the problem of finding the differential cross section and making the
various phase space integrations.

Let us suppose we consider a Yukawa potential of the form!

2 —myr
g c X
V(r) = Sy rael (E.18)

!From now on we are working in the units system where 7 = c = 1.
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where my is the mass of the U(1)-mediator we consider. By Fourier transforming this
we obtain:
V = ——. E.19
@ = (£.19)
Replacing this in eq. (E.16), let g* — 1672a/apy;, and taking the limit ¢? < m%, we
get

do 1671'20/04[)1\/[ 2 ]p;(| , , J\12
dEé = mg{ mx ’pxl melpe‘ |¢némg(px - pX - pe)] df d?] y (EQO)

where the scattering angles are given by the following expressions:

PoBe=¢,  Dbe=m, &nel-L1]. (E.21)
In this case we find that:
> =Pl +pg + 02— 2p P& — 2ppin +
20w [En = V1 =€ V1 —nPcos(dy — o), (E.22)
where ¢, and ¢ are the azimuthal angles of vectors p) and p, respectively. The
azimuthal angles are equal i.e., ¢, = ¢/, however, because of the three vector momen-

tum conservation the vectors pe, Py, p;( are linearly dependent and therefore belong
to the same plane.

Py — P}, — PL)

Momentum and energy conservation of eqs. (E.7) and (E.8) results in

P, = \/p§—2mxb(z) - %pf, with  p. = /2m.E., (E.23)

e

where b(Z) is the binding energy for hydrogenic atoms

AN 72 1
bz) = —— = —m, 2 ~ E.24
(2) 2a 4 2 Me Gem » a4 Me Olomy ( )

with aem = % ~ 1/137 and m, ~ 0.5 MeV. Furthermore, the momentum distribution

in the ground state of hydrogenic atoms reads:

2%/2  (Za)s/?
wa (Z2+ ¢?a?)?

As we have seen in the case that the calculation of the cross section has been performed
using a field theoretical approach, this cross section exhibits a maximum for final
electron energy of around few eV. This happens because of a fast increase of the term

Py IpL| ~ /E. and the almost constant value of |¢ioo|* until 5 eV [see eq. (E.20)].

[Px|

For higher electron energies, e.g., E! > 10 eV, the probability |¢109|> drops fastly as

¢100(Q) =

(E.25)

1/E? resulting in overall decreasing of the cross section as E. %2 For B = 0.001 and
Z =1 we find,

o~8x107* cm? . (E.26)

The cross section decreases with Z approximately as Z~* for Z < 40.
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Appendix F: Averaged amplitude squared

In this Appendix we calculate explicitly the averaged amplitude squared for the fol-
lowing process e + x — e+ x. First we assume that the WIMP interaction to X-gauge
boson has the general form igxy” (& + 375). Therefore if @ = 1, 3 = 0 the WIMP is
considered a Dirac fermion, and if & = 0, B = 1 it is considered a Majorana fermion
respectively. The last choice of parameters & and B reflects the fact that Majorana
particles do not possess electromagnetic properties, thus only the axial component
of the coupling contributes to the final result. The matrix element for the process

e+ x — e+ x in the case of a massive gauge boson interchanged reads:

. o Lo cosf
iM = u(px)lng (a+575)U(px)<(p ip/)z ij2>
e e X

~ Pe = P)uPe =P iy iy
g — L= LA ] ()i er ulpe). (k1)

where we have used eq. (2.8) for the form of the propagator and p,, p.(p), p.) are the
incoming (outgoing) four-momenta of WIMPs and electron respectively. In order to
compute the differential cross section, we need an expression for [M|?, so we have to
find the complex conjugate of the amplitude. Averaging over fermion spins we obtain
the averaged amplitude squared:

MP - 1( € gx e cos by )2
4\ (pe —p)? —m%
/

2 {E(P;)’V”(d + B9°)u(py) {gw _ _(];:)ZQ;Z); pe)“] () 7" u(pe)}

spins
/

{E(p;()’y)‘(& + B4 ulpy) {gxa (P pelpe —p 2)51 a(p) u(m)}* =

(pe — L)
1 €gx e cos Oy 2
T I\ G-

5 (a4 57t [ — P ) )}

(pe - p/e)2

spins

{0 a+ 592 ong - P LB ) 50 . (12)

where has been made use of the fact that a bi-spinor product can be complex-conjugated
as follows:

(ﬂ(p/)w& +8 VS)U(p)) . (u*(p’) @+ B ~y5)u(p)>T _

= u'(p)(a+ B0 (N O u@) =ap) (N (@ + 577 )ulp)
= a(p) 7y @+ By )ul) (F.3)
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since (79)T =%, (v°)T =%, {7*,7°} = 0 and 7% (4M)T~° = 4>, If we take & = 1 and
B =0 in the expression above we find (E(q’)véu(qo = u(q)yu(q).

We can write the averaged amplitude squared in the form:

M = 1(( € gx e cos Oy,

2
; - > (I +IT+ 11T+ IV) : (F.4)

Pe — D)% —mk

where

I o= @) (@ + B7)e (0 T(L) Yo, w(pe)

8,1t

UL (py) 12 (6 + B )no ug (P )L (pe) .. ul(PL),

IT = =" @)1 (& + B oyl ()T (D) Yo, Ul (pe)

s,r,t.0l

. s it (pe — pe)a(pe — pe)
T p0) 2 (@ + 59 w0 T () o )2 S

ITT = = w(0h) s (& + By vl (py U5 (0L) Ve il (pe)

8,1t

Y

) (Pe — Pe)u(Pe — Pe)v
(pe - p/e)2

9

U (py) Vo (& + B )no g (P )L (De) V.. k(P

IV = ) wp) Vs (@ + BA°) gy ul ()5 (pL) Vi il (pe)

s,r,t.0

TL(py) V2, (6 + B o ug (P )L (pe) 75, wl(pL)

(Pe = Pe)u(Pe = Pe)v (Pe = PIA(Pe = Pl)e.
(pe — pL.)? (pe — 1l,)?

(F.5)

Here indices s, 1, t, ¢ correspond to particles spin and «, 3,7, 46,¢,(,n, 0, ¢, k correspond
to matrix elements position. Making use of the completeness relation

> u*(p)u*(p) = p + m, we can compute each one of the coefficients I, 11,1111V
separately.

Io= W (0h) s (& + By (02T (DL) Yo, (D)
s,1,t,0
UL (py) Vo (& + B )no g (D)L (De) Y., ul(PL) =

= Tr[(f, + me) v (Be + me)1a] Te[(By + my )7 (@ + B4°) (B, + my)y” (@ + 54°)].
(F.6)
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After a little standard trace algebra ( Tr[y#9"y777] = 4(g"g"7 — g"°g"" + g"“g"*) and
Tr[yHy"yPy° %] = —4ielP?), we obtain :

1= al(@ ) (o I o+ 0 ) — o)) ) +

pai(a® = ) (2m2 = o)) | (F.7)
Analogously for the coefficient 11 one finds:

I = Tr[(p, + me) v (Pe + me) V] Te[(py + m )™ (@ + BA°) (B, + my)y” (& + B7°)] x
% (pe - p/e)A(pe - p/e)£
(pe - ple)2

=0. (F.8)

The above result has been obtained after performing the trace algebra and imposing

the on-shell conditions p? = m? = p2. Similarly for the next coefficient:

11T = Tx[(p, + me)V" (Pe + me) 1] Tr[(By +m)y™ (@ + B°) (P, +m)y” (@ + B4°)] x
Pe = Pe)ulPe —Pe)v _ (F.9)

(
. (pe — pL)?

Finally for the coefficient IV, and after imposing the same on-shell conditions as above,
we obtain:

IV = Tr[(p, + me)y" (be + me)y®) Trl(By + m )y (@ + B7°) (B + my )y (@ + B7°)] x
" ((pe — D) u(pe — pé)g) ((pe — P)x(pe — p’e)y) o (F.10)

(pe — pL)? (pe — pL)?

The averaged matrix element squared in eq. (F.4) now reads:

_ egy e cosl 2 5 ~ /
|M|2 - 8((peg_Xp/)2 _ Tmr/L?X) {mi (a2 - B2> (2 mg - (pe 'pe)) +

+(@ + ) ((px PP - PL) + (P - L) (P - pe) = mi (i -PQ))} - (F11)

We can simplify eq. (F.11) by considering the following kinematics that holds for the
non-relativistic case, where the initial electron is at rest:

-2 / 7
_ Px — ;o px 7 _ ~ ;) Pe
Px = (mx + me’px)7 by = (my + mevaa Pe = (Mme,0), p, = (me + Qme’pé) (F.12)
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In the case that the WIMP is a Dirac fermion (e.g & = 1, § =0 ) from eq. (F.11) we
find:

2 L9 =2 -2 -2 —»2
’M\Z:S €gx € cos O QQOQijXQpé +p§< Pe +m pe
(pe — DL)? — Mm% e 2 2 2
= o (i) + ) +
mg -
+ 2% +px 2(px-0,) | —
me - - - -2, —
- 5 (px2(p;<-p’e)+p; (px-p’e)) +
X
-2 72 32 2
Dy Py (De + Mg
+ XX im2 )} (F.13)
X
In the non-relativistic limit [py| ~ |pZ<| = m, 3 < m, (since B ~ 107*)and also

we assume m, < m,. Therefore we can neglect terms proportional to m./m, and
(me/m,)? in the expression above. Another fact is that the outgoing electron is moving

with a very small velocity compared to WIMP’s velocity, so terms that contain p762 (or
pz in any inner product), almost vanish. Taking into account all the assumptions
above, the only surviving term in the square bracket of the expression eq. (F.13) is the
first one. As a result we obtain for the averaged matrix element squared the following
simple expression:

_ 0 2
M2 ~ 16(( gxE BRI ) m2 m2, (F.14)

Pe = D) —mx ) X
If the WIMP is a Majorana fermion (e.g & = 0, B = 1 since in this case the WIMP
does not possess electromagnetic properties) from eq. (F.11) we find:

2 9 7232
S € gx e cos Oy m: /[ Lo =2 Ds p Py Pe
M2:8 _e( / 2 > X e X
e =s(G 2 g) | O ) e
— my me((zf;{ L) + (Py ~p2)) -
me — 7 3 -2 — 7
- R(pf(p; -pl) + 0 (Px 'pé)> +
-2 -2, -2
3m2,e —2 7 /e_|_m2
+ xPe | Px Py (p2 ) . (F.15)
2 4mX

With the same assumptions as previously, the dominant contribution comes from the
first term in the square bracket and is ~ 2m, 8% In this case the averaged matrix
element squared reads:

2
2 €gx e cos by 9 9 9
|IM|* ~ 16((]?@—29’6)2—771%() m;, mg 37 (F.16)
From this result we conclude that the cross section is suppressed by a factor 3% ~ 1076
in the case of a Majorana WIMP compared to the case of a Dirac WIMP.
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Appendix G: Lagrangian for a toy model

In this Appendix we consider a toy model and present some general features of the
relevant Lagrangian describing the three gauge boson vertex in Chapter 3. Consider a
gauge theory that contains a complex scalar field ® charged under a local U(1) with
charge Y (in units of e), a vector spin-1 abelian gauge boson A, and a pair of Dirac
fermions E, and ep with U(1)-charges Y7, and Yj respectively. This gauge theory is
described by the Lagrangian 2,

.,g/ﬂ = .,%((I),A'u) —|—$f(EL,eR,AM) + .,?y(EL,eR, (I)) > (Gl)

where the gauge boson-scalar interactions are

1 1
Z,(®,4,) = —Fu " — = (G + D, ~ V(D) (G.2)

while the chiral fermion and the Yukawa interaction parts of the Lagrangian in eq. (G.1)
are stored in:

ZLi(Br,er,Ay) = Ep (i) Er+eg (i) er (G.3)
gy(EL,GR, (I)) = _>\e (EL(I)GR + éR(I)* EL), (G4)

and D, ® = 0,®+1ieYs A, P, D, E, = 0,E+ieY A, Er, and D,ep = 0,er+ieYrA,er.
Z, is invariant under the local, U(1) gauge-transformation

O(x) — VO D(x) ,  A,(r) —» A,(x) — I A (), (G.5)
Ep(z) = 2@ B () | ep(z) — e RA@ep(x) | (G.6)

iff Yo = Y, — Yi. It is convenient to combine the left and right-handed fermions into
a single Dirac four-component spinor ¥ = (Ep, eg)?. Then the interaction Lagrangian
relevant to our study for triangle graphs reads:

Lt = —AVOPRY — NV PLU — e A, Uy (a + B75)¥ (G.7)

where

Y. +Yr
o =

Y-V,
2 T '

2

B (G.8)

Under gauge transformations the 4-component field ¥ transforms as
U(z) — eeletfir@y (g) | (G.9a)
U(z) = U(z)e tela=hmr@) (G.9Db)

which together with eq. (G.6) leave .Z invariant if Yo = —20.

2Throughout we follow the notation and conventions of ref. [34].
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We choose a renormalizable and gauge invariant potential V(@) such that the field
® acquires a non-vanishing vacuum expectation value, (®) = v/+/2, which breaks
the local U(1) symmetry spontaneously. We expand eq. (G.1) around the minimum,
O = \%(U + h+ip) and choose a gauge-fixing function in eq. (G.2),

1

V&

which eliminates the Goldstone boson - gauge boson mixing term. The mass of the
vector boson A, and of the unphysical Goldstone boson ¢ in this R¢-gauge become

G (0, A" — Eevyp) (G.10)

my=evYsp, mi:f’mi‘. (G.11)

The ghost part of £ is not relevant to our discussion for the one-loop triangle graphs
and is not presented. In terms of ¥ and ¥, .Z; + %3 becomes

LV, A+ L (Vo) = Wil — eA, Uy (a + $7°)0 —
—mUU — BUAY — iU~ T (G.12)

where m = UB and B = \’\/—%

This model, albeit very simple, captures the most important non-decoupling heavy
fermion effects in the trilinear gauge boson vertices in the Standard Model and its
extensions. In the context of chiral anomalies it has been exploited in ref. [97]. With
a light language deform it imitates the Standard Model with the difference that its
Ward Identities for the currents corresponding to the gauge symmetry in eq. (G.6) are
anomalous as we shall see below.
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Appendix H: Three gauge boson vertex

In this Appendix we explicitly evaluate the three external gauge boson, fermionic one
loop amplitude of Fig. 3.1. The loop function is calculated directly in four dimensions
using standard methods studied in refs. [30,120, 156-158]. Here, we review this calcu-
lation in detail for the toy model of Appendix G. At the end we generalise our results
to the case of three different external (massive or massless) gauge bosons.

By naive power counting we observe that the two diagrams in Fig. 3.1 are linearly
divergent. This means that their quantum amplitudes depend on the routing of the
internal momenta circulating in the loop. In each of the two diagrams we shift the
internal momenta with arbitrary four vectors a* and b, respectively. By reading
Feynman rules from eq. (G.7), the graphs in Fig. 3.1 become:

4
THP(ky, koia,b) = (—1)e3 x Tr{/dp X

(2m)*
(et BY°) (B — Ko+ d+ m)yP(a+ By°) (P + d+ m)y (a+ BY°) (P + B + d + m)
2—m?|[(p+ k1 + a)? —m?]

)

[(p = k2 +a)? —m?][(p+ a)
+7“(a+ﬁv5)(¢— M+ P+my (a+B°) B+ P+ m e+ B°) P+ b +%+m)}}
[(p — k1 +b)2 —m?][(p + b)2 — m?][(p + k2 + b)? — m?] ’

(H.1)

where m is the fermion mass and (-1) is a fermionic loop factor. The integral in the
second line is the same as the first with the only difference that the upper two external
legs in Fig.3.1 are interchanged, i.e., {v,p} < {p,v} and k; < ky. Dimensional
regularization is a scheme not well suited in calculating (H.1) due to the problems in
defining 5 and € in d > 4 spacetime dimensions. We here follow a method for
calculating (H.1) first presented by Rosenberg in ref. [120] and later used by Adler in
his classic paper on chiral anomaly [30]. Basically, this method relies on the fact that
the abiguous part of the integral is stored in two form factors in I'*? expansion, A;
and A,, that multiply the external momenta ko and ki, respectively. We then exploit
physical arguments like for example conservation of charge, in order to determine the
form factors A;, Ay - all others, As...Ag are finite and can be calculated directly in
4-dimensions.

Our next step is to write down the WIs. This can be done in many ways, probably
the most insightful is the use of functional methods (see for instance Chapter 9.6 in
the textbook of ref. [34]). One finds the classical WIs of eq. (3.3), but not the last term
on the r.h.s. We show below how to calculate this last term. We need first to calculate
the divergence of the 1PI vertex: ¢, I = (ki + k2),I*"?. It is useful to employ the
following algebraic identity:

dlo+B7°) = (= BY)(p = W+ d —m) + 289" m + (P + by + ¢ — m)(a + B7°), (H.2)

in the first integral of (H.1) and a similar identity with a — b and k; — ko in the
second one.
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These identities split ¢,I"*? into two parts,

2
qufﬂup(khkz;a,b) - mﬁﬂez FV"(/{:I,l@,a b) Hyp<klvk2;a’ b) ) <H3)

a part that is proportional to the fermion mass m and a part which contains divergent
two-point functions that would had been zero if shifting of the momenta variable was
allowed. The latter integrals will be responsible for the failure of the axial vector WI’s.
Explicitly I'* and II?” in eq. (H.3) read,

TP (k1, kos a,b) = —ie? B x
XTr{/ dp °(p— o+ 4+ mhla+ By°)(P+d+m(at ByY) B+ M +d+m)
(

2m)* [(p = k2 + @) —=m?][(p + @) — m?][(p + k1 + a)? — m?]
+f Lp =it B+ BB+ mnrlat SN+ e+ B m)y

(2m)?* [(p = k1 +0)2 = m?][(p + b)? = m?[(p + k2 + b)* — m?]

—ie?mp3
= 277(266)\”)0 k‘p\ kizo- Io(k‘l,kg,m) s (H4)
where
e (a® = §%) +2(x +y) 5°
Tolks, bz, m / / r(x — Dk2 +y(y — 1)k — 2zyky - ko +m?2 (H.5)

Obviously, the integral of I'V” in eq. (H.4) is obtained from I'**” in eq. (H.1) with the
replacement y*(a + $7°) — 7°, that is a replacement of a vector-axial vector coupling
with a pseudoscalar. This validates the Partially Conserved Axial Current (PCAC)
relation in eq. (H.3). Note that ' is finite and independent on the arbitrary vectors
at and b : TVP(ky, kosa,b) = TP (ky, ko).
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The divergent part IT"? in the WI of eq. (H.3) contains, among others, the anomalous
term. It is written explicitly as,

vp . 3 d4p
0"7(k1, kg;a,b) = (—e”)Tr )

x {_ (a@=By°)(a =By (P +d+m)y(a+ByY) P+ +d+m)
[(p+ )2 = m?][(p + k1 + a)? — m?]

(P — Ho+ d +m)y"(o+ B7°) (P + d + m)y" (e + By°) (a + B7°)
[(p+a)*> —=m?|[(p — k2 + a)* —m?]

(&= BY)a =By P+ P +m)y(a+ By )P+ e+ P +m)
[(p+0)* = m?|[(p + k2 + b)* — m?]

L Kt m)y (et 8°) B+ § 4 m)a’(a + 5y7) (et 577 }
[(p+ )2 —m?|[(p — k1 + D)2 — m?] ‘

(H.6)

This is an integral that is devided into two parts : a chiral expression ¢.e., the one that
contains +° and a non-chiral expression that does not contain 7°. Since the anomaly
term is originated from the chiral part we start from there. Hence,

chlral(kl’ k;2’ a, b) (53 + 30‘25)63 X

Ty / B+ M+ i+ i)y B (P + d)" (P — Ha + d)v"?°
[(p+ k1 +a)? —=m?|[(p+a)? —m?]  [(p+a)?—m?|[(p— ke +a)? —m?
B+ @G+ GEI@ K PN }
[(p+ ke +0)2=m?|[(p+b)2—m?] [(p+b)2—m?[(p—ki+b)?%—-m2]]

(H.7)

Grouping together the first and the fourth as well as the third and the second terms
in the integrand of eq. (H.7), we arrive at,

Hchlral(kla k27 a b) (63 + 3a2ﬁ)63 w
d*p A v 5 (p+ k1 + a)(p + a)y
x /W{Tr(v Py )([(p+k1 e rermps e
— (p+b)e(p— K1+ b)x
[+ 07 = m]l(p — k4 02— ]
KoV (p+ ks +b)(p+Db)a
+ﬁ(7 y 7)\")/ v )<[(p + ko + b)2 _ mz][(p i b)2 — m2]
_ (p+ a)x(p — k2 + ),
[+ a)* = m?][(p — ko + a)? — m2])}' (H.8)

+

Following the steps described in ref. [157], we first define a function and an integral,

(p+¢)u(p+d)a
[(p+¢)? = m?|[(p + d)* — m?]

fn)\(p; & d) = ) (HQ)
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and

Loa(k;e,d) = /(;’4) [f,i,\(p-I—k c,d) — an(p;c,d)}, (H.10)

where ¢, d are arbitrary four vectors. By exploiting the following “momentum shift”
integral relation (see the lecture by R. Jackiw in ref. [156] and refs. [126,127, 158])

afe(p)]
op, |’
(H.11)

d'p ' ) o
[ 1500+ ) 109 = o 2% Jm 197 0) + 7 i

where only the first term on the r.h.s is relevant to linearly divergent diagrams, and,

[f(p) + f(=p)], (H.12)

l\.')lH

fop) = s[f ) = f(=p)],  fep) =

are the odd and even parts of f(p) respectively, we obtain,?

Lg)\(k; C, d) = Qk)\cﬁ + 2k d)\ kj)\d,@ - kHCA — gn)\k . (k +c+ d) + k)\k,@ . (H13)

962

Now we have all the necessary machinery to calculate 11" in eq. (H.8) by applying to
it eqs. (H.11) and (H.13). For the non-chiral part of II*” the choice b = —a results in
TP e = 0 as we expect, since there should be no non-chiral anomalies. With this
assignment for vector b we finally obtain for the chiral part:

3(133 2
€ (5 + 3o ﬁ) gnuApaH
A7

Plugging in eqs. (H.4) and (H.14) into eq. (H.3), the WI associated to the leg —u—
becomes:

HZhlral(kb k27 a, —(I) = (kl + k2))\~ (H14)

2me3i

3 3 2
qul"P (k1 ko5 a, —a) = — E L7 (ky, k2) + —(5 + 3a7p) e q,,

472

(k1 4+ k2)x. (H.15)

Along the same lines we can build in the WIs for the other vertices. For example, the
WI referring to the conservation of current in vertex —v— (see Fig.3.1) reads:

(/83 + 3&2,8) Enp)\u
472

- 2
— k1, VPP (K1, kosa, —a) = m[i’ez

F’O’u(kl k‘ ) (a — kg),{ kl)\. (H.16)
Vertices TP (ky, ky: a, b) and T (ky, ks) are obtained from T2 (ky, ky; a, b) and TV (ky, ko)

in eqs. (H.1) and (H.4), respectively, after the following replacements

w—=v, v—p, p—u, a—>a—ky, b—b+ky ki — ko,
k2—>—]€1—]€2, q:k1+k2—>k2—k1—k2:—k1:>q—>—k1. (Hl?)

3There is a typographical error in the corresponding expression of a classic textbook written by S.
Weinberg in ref. [157]. We thank Steve Martin and Howie Haber for communication related to this
point.
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It is straightforward to see from eq. (H.17) that the non-chiral part of —k:l,,f”p“(k:l, ko a,b)
vanishes again for the choice b = —a. Similarly the WI for the current conservation in
the —p— vertex is:

2mﬂez e’ (8% + 3ap) oy

472

— kg TP (ky, ks a, —a) = TH (ky, ko) — (a+ k) kox. (H.18)

As previously, f”’“’(kl, k9;a,b) and f“”(khkg) can be obtained from eqs. (H.1) and
(H.4) by making the following replacements:

w—=p, v—pu p—v, a—a+k, b—=0b—Fk, ki — —ko—Fk,
kz—)k’l, q:/{:1+k2—>—k2—/€1—|—k1:>q—>—k2. (H19>

These replacements leave invariant the choice b = —a so that finally, the non-chiral
part of — kgpF”“ (k1, ko5 a a, )vanlshes identically everywhere. Furthermore, by direct

calculation the vertices T?* and T* are found to be,

~ ) 2 3
Fpu(kl, kg) = Z€2 TT;B gkuép kl)\ kzg [1(k1, kg, m) y <H20>
v
and
A~ 1 2 3
Fuy(kl, kQ) - Zz—mf 5/\M§V ]fl)\ kgg IQ(kl, kg, m) s (H21)
T

respectively, where the corresponding integrals I; o are written explicitly as,

—(a® + %) + 225
I (ke ke _ d H.22
1(k1, k2, m) / l’/ x_l)]g2+y(y—1)k’2—2xyk1 ko +m?’ ( )

and

1 11—z 2 2 2

(a® + B%) — 2y
Iy(ky, k = d d . (H.23
o (K1, ko, m) /0 "E/O yx(x_l)k§+y(y—l)k‘%—2$y/€1'l€2+m2 ( )

The three-point vertex obeys the following equality,
[Hve — Tvew — Tom , (H.24)

as the property of trace to remain invariant under cyclic permutations. It is instructive
to write the arbitrary vector a*, appearing in the WIs, as a linear combination of the
two independent momenta k; and ko,

a = zkY +wkh (H.25)

with z, w arbitrary real numbers. Then the WIs in eqs. (H.15), (H.16) and (H.18) can
be written explicitly in terms of the three integrals Iy, I;, and I and the real numbers
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w and z as,

3 2
QDb 0,2) = =S by Ty ) +

3(83 + 302
I Wg/\upa kl)\ k2g(w_z)7 (H26)

_ 30,2
ke E ) = DT 00 o Ty (R e m) +
T

e3(8% + 3a2P)

472

gx\upa (w — 1) k?l)\k’gg s (H27)

—kzpfpw(kl, kosz) = MV ko kiag In(ky, kia;m) +

3(33 2
+ M MY (2 4+ Dkyrkas - (H.28)
™

63ﬁm2
T2

Obviously, even if we choose w = 1 and z = —1 so that the second and third anomalies
vanish, it cannot be done so for the first one. The anomalous term, i.e., the second
term on the r.h.s of eq. (H.26), remains. It is quite interesting to note that in the limit
where k3, k3, k1 - ko < m — oo, there is a choice for w = —z = 1/3 such that the
right hand side of eqs. (H.26), (H.27) and (H.28) vanish identically. For this choice the
fermions get decoupled completely.

Our goal is still to calculate the three gauge boson vertex I'*?(ky, ko; a, —a). The
idea is to first write down the most general, Lorentz invariant vertex, as:*

F/U/P(k.b k27 a, _a) = Al(kla k27 a, _a) ghvp? k2o’ + A2<k17 k27 a, —CL> ghvre klo’

+ Ag(ky, ko) €% kY kg kos + Aq(kr, k) PP kY Koyg Ko
+ Ag,(k’l, k’g) 8’“’55 kg k’lﬂ k’gg + Aﬁ(l{?l, ]{?2) 6”’/66 k’f ]{15 ]{?25 . (H32)

The form factors A; and A, are dimensionless and, by naive power counting, at most
linearly divergent while all the rest, As, .., Ag possess dimension of m~2 and are finite.

4There are two more terms allowed in the expansion,
A7(k‘1, kg)&‘puﬁé kig k1g kas + Ag(k1, kz)&pyﬁé k’f kg kas - (H.29)

However, by exploiting the following, very useful, identities

Ky ePPokigkas = —e"Pk{kighkas + POk ki gas
+ {:‘lwpa[(kl . k'Q) k1a — k% kga} s (HBO)

ke Phighas = —e"PkSkigkas + " PO kS kphas
M P(ky - ko) koo — k2 k14 (H.31)

we arrive at the six form factors given in eq. (H.32).
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The latter can be calculated directly in four dimensions from eq. (H.1). We find
explicitly:

3(33 2 1 1-z
Az(ki, ko) = —Ag(ki, ko) = _M/o dﬂﬂ/o dy%, (H.33)
3(13 3 2 1 1—x -1
Ag(k k) = M /0 da /0 dyy(yA ). (H.34)
As(ky ko) = _M/ldx/lmdw (H.35)
5\/vl,y v2 — 2 . . ) A ; .

where the integrand denominator is common for all As, ..., Ag and reads:
A=ax(r— k2 +yly — 1)k — 2zyk; - ko +m? . (H.36)

To estimate the two divergent integrals, A; and Ay, we apply the Ward Identities for
the vertices v and p, i.e., egs. (H.27) and (H.28) in the expansion (H.32) and obtain:

9 m2e®3
Al(kl,kg;w) = (k’l ]{32) Ag(kl,k2> +k51 A4<I{Z1,]€2) — 7'{'2 ]1<k1,k32,m) -+
e} (8 + 3a29)
+ S P w1, (H.37)
9 m2e? 3
Az(kl,k’g;Z) = (kl ]{72) Aﬁ(k’l,kQ) +k’2 A5(]€1,]€2) — 7T2 Iz(kl,kz,m) -+
e*(8° +3a?p)

Equations (H.22-H.23, H.33-H.38) complete the evaluation of the vertex I'*?(ky, ko, w, z)
in eq. (H.32). In Appendix J we present analytical expressions of the integrals As g
and o 1 2 in various limits.

Even if the form factors A;—1_ ¢ had not been calculated explicitly there is much to
say about their structure by exploiting possible Bose symmetries. Hence, referring to
the notation of Fig. 3.1, Bose symmetry among j and £ legs implies,

Al(kl, ]{52) = —Ag(k'g, ]{51) 5 (H39a)
Ag(kr, k) = —Ag(ka, k1) (H.39b)
A4(k31, kfg) = —A5(k527 k?l) s (H39C)
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while in ¢ and j legs,

Ai(kika) = —Ai(—q, ko) + As(—q, k2) — (k1 - ko) [(A3(—q, k2) — As(—q, k2)] +

+E{As(=q, k2) (H.40a)
Ag(ki ke) = Ag(—q k) + /f% [As(—q, k2) — As(—q, k)] —

— (k1 - ko) Aa(—q, k2) (H.40b)
A3(k51, ]{52) = A4(—q, ]{32) — A3(—q, ]{32) s (H40C)
Ay(kr, ke) = Ay(—q, ko) , (H.40d)
Ag,(k’l,/{fg) = A5(—q, k‘g) —Ag(—q, k’g) +A3(—q, ]{?2) — A4(—(],k‘2) s (H40€)
A@(k’l, k’g) = —A4(—q, k‘g) — A6<—q, kg) s (H40f)

and, finally, in ¢ and k legs we find,

Ay(kr ko) = A(kr, — q) — kT [(As(k1, —q) — Ag(k1, —q)] —

— (k1 - k2) A5 (K1, —q) (H.41a)
Aok, ke) = Aulky, —q) — As(k1, —q) + (k1 - ko) [As(k1, —q) — As(k1, —q)] +

+ k3 As (K1, —q) (H.41D)
As(ki ko) = —Az(kr, —q) — As(k1, —q) , (H.41c)
Ay(kr, k2) = Ag(kr, —q) — Asz(k1, —q) — As(k1, —q) + Ag(k1, —q) , (H.41d)
As(ki, ko) = As(kr,—q) | (H.41e)
Aglhi ko) = As(ky—q) — Ag(ky —q) . (HL41f)

The above relations have been repeatedly used in section 3.4 when determining the
anomaly parameters w and z. We should notice that in addition to relations due
to Bose symmetry, there are few more relations originated solely from the fermionic
triangle:

As(kr, ko) = As(ke ki), As(ki ko) = Ag(ka, k1) - (H.42)

We can now exploit Bose symmetry to set constraints on the arbitrary parameters w
and z. For example, if the gauge bosons associated with legs j and k in Fig. 3.1 are
identical, then eq. (H.39) impose the following relation,

w+z =0, (H.43)

among the undefined (momentum route dependent) parameters. One last remark is
that we can rediscover Bose symmetries by using one of the following equivalent rep-
resentations (i.e., they leave the double integral measure invariant) of the integrals
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As, ..., Ag by noting that
Ak k) = Akg, ki) (H.44)

Ak k) 22 Ak, —q) (H.45)

Tr—x

A(ky, k2) RS A(—q, ks) , (H.46)

rz—=l—x—y

where A(ky, ko) is a function defined in eq. (H.36). As a generalisation of eqgs. (H.15),
(H.16) and (H.18) we can proceed to the situation where there are three, in general
different, external gauge bosons with different couplings to fermions. As in (H.1), we
write the general three point vertex in Fig. 3.1 as:

4

) . s [ d
T (ky, s a, b) = TP (ky, kos a, b) = TP (o, ko a, b) = —ed/ (2;)74 x

+

Te [ (s + 5 (= Ko + 6+ )12 (a5 + B ) B+ -+ m) (o + 5ir®) (b + oy + -+ )|
- [(p— ko + a)2 —m2|[(p + )% — m2[(p+ k1 + a)2 — m?]

_|_

Tr [y (i + Bi®) (B — b + B+ m)r" (e + B®) (b + B+ m)v?(ag + BP)(p+ o + B+ m)]
(p— k1 +0)> = m?[(p +b)? = m?|[(p + k2 + b)> — m?] ’

(H.47)

and the corresponding two point vertex functions as:

_ 52 3 1 11—z ) . ) 2 '
Fup<k1, kg) = %Z/Lﬁg)\ypo—kl)\kga/ dI/ dy (CY]Oék /Bjﬂk) + B]/Bk(x + y)
0 0

A Y

5 2,00 3 1 -z _ : : 21 f3;
Pp'u<k31, k?g) - %8>\M@kl,\k2§/ dZE/ dy (a % + 5§k) + [Eﬂ /Bk s (H48)
0 0

~ - 92 N 1 1—z Q; 3. _9 3.
[H (k1 k) = %5’\“5”]{;1[\;{;%/ dx/ dy(a ] +B%) yBiB; 7
0 0

where as before A = A(ky, k2) is given by eq. (H.36). The complete I'**?(ky, ko, w, z)
in this general case is presented in section 3.2.
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Appendix I: Charged gauge boson vertex

In this Appendix we present the general three gauge boson vertex that contains charged
gauge bosons (W~, W) in the external legs. The calculation for V*W-"W*, V =+, Z
is slightly more complicated than the one for neutral triple gauge boson vertices for two
reasons: first, the appearance in the loop of two, in general, different fermion masses
and second, the appearance of different V ff vertex for each particle contribution.
Although the first complication leads to only technical difficulties, the latter one is more
serious: it does not allow for an obvious exploitation of the master 4D “momentum
shift” equation (H.11).

Our method for calculating this vertex follows exactly the same steps as described
in detail in Appendix H and in section 3.2. The chiral part of the V*WW vertex is
still given by eq. (3.2).

V=y, Z V=y, Z

Figure 1.1: The one-loop effective triple gauge boson vertex, I/l i+, V =7, Z. As
in Fig. 3.1, indices {i, j, k} denote distinct external gauge bosons in general.

The finite form factors As, ..., Ag for the first diagram in Fig. I.1 are exactly the
half of the corresponding ones in eq.(3.8) but with the replacement of A(ky, kq) into:

A(ky, koy m3,, m3) = x(x — 1)ki +yly — 1)k} — 2xyky - ks — (x +y) Am? +m7 , (L1)

with the mass squared difference being Am?* = m3 —mj7 . Here, f, and fq denote each
of the fermion pair (u,v) and (d,e) for leptons and quarks, respectively. Obviously,
the contribution of the crossed diagram i.e., the second diagram in Fig. 1.1, requires
the replacement, f, <> f;. Our calculation here is quite general and is not confined
only in to V*WW vertex. For example, it could be used for the vertex VW, Wpg in an
SU(2), x SU(2)g x U(1) gauge model.
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As before, the “infinite” form factors, A, o are fixed by the Ward Identities. The
calculation of the first diagram of Fig. 1.1 results in,

a;(me, — MM
Ay ki, ko) = (k1 - ko) Az + ki Ay — i ]sz fa) fll(m?u,m?cd)—

c
Iu(’fnfcu,mfcd) + 7 (U) - 1) > (IQ&)

_ Bilmy, +my,)
472

ar(me —m
Ag(ky, ko) = (ki - ko) Ag + k3 As + ey, 1) [21(m?cu7m?fd)—

472

_ 516(771]::7;— mfd) ]22( m?, 7mfd> + ﬁ (z + 1) (I.Qb)
where ¢ = (o + Bi85)Bk + (uf; + a;jf;)ay is the usual anomaly factor. Again,
the result depends upon two arbitrary four vectors, a” and b, that parameterize the
momentum routing in the loop. For chiral gauge anomalies to cancel after summing
over all fermions, the arbitrary vectors a and b need to be set at a = —b. As before, we
write a* as a linear combination of independent four vectors a* = z kf' +wkf, with z, w
arbitrary real parameters. This includes v, Z, W-self energy corrections. The latter
depend on their own routing momenta arbitrary vectors that can be taken as such in
order to eliminate their anomalous contributions. One then expects that this relation
renders the non-chiral part independent of a as it does for the neutral vertices VV'V,
for V.= 7, Z (see Appendix H). However, for VW W -vertices there are additional
contributions to the non-chiral part of I'*? from Z,~, W-self energy corrections that
depend on routing momentum arbitrary vectors. When all these corrections are added,
one expects the result to be independent on these arbitrary vectors.

Then the “non-decoupling” integrals, I;; = I;;(m?,,m},) with 4, j = 1,2 appearing
in eq. (1.2) are given by:

11—z
fu _/ dx/ WA kl,k%mf ,m%,) (e eut

+ (B + i) my, (v +y — 1) + (@b — arBi) my, 1’] , (1.3a)

1 1-z 1
AT AR R

+ (aion, + BiBk) my, (x +y — 1) — (auou, — BiBy) my, 90} , (L.3b)

1 1—x 1
21 /(; o Y Ak, k2;m?u’m?cd) ( B JB) faY

+ (Oziﬂj + Oéjﬁi) mfu (Z‘ —+ Yy — 1) + (O&iﬁj + Oéjﬁi) mfd I} s (ISC)

1 11—z 1
— (v + BifBj) my, (x +y — 1) + (v + BiB;) my, x} , (L.3d)
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where o; = ay,, B; = By,,..etc, follow the first diagram of Fig. I.1. The corresponding
expressions for the crossed diagram are easily obtained from those in egs. (1.2) and
(I.3) with the replacement f, <> f;. Note that CP-invariance is maintained since
Ay (K1, ko) = —Ag(ka, k1).

For reasons we explained at the beginning of this Appendix, finding the anomalous
terms i.e., the last terms in eq. (1.2), is not a straightforward task. The trick here is
to add a Lorentz invariant but vanishing integral that generates exactly the anomaly
integrals by momentum shift. It is then straightforward to use the 4-D expression
(H.11).

To complete our analysis for the chiral fermionic triangle with general external
charged and neutral gauge bosons, we append here the relevant WI’s analogous to
those presented in eq. (3.3) for neutral external gauge bosons:

qu TP (K, ko) = —2%2 m s, € kizkag Toi (mfw m?“d) + 2 € ki (w = 2) |
(I.4a)
kT (R k) = = (g, —mg,) €49 Kk, T ()~
sz (my, +my,) €7 kizkay ]12(mf ,mfcd)+
i 8_;2 N Tenkiny (w0 — 1) (I.4b)
kg, THP (ky, ky) = 40%2 (my, —my,) € kinkae Inr(m3,,m3,)—
sz (my, +my,) €@ kizka, [22(mf1 mfd)+
b g (o +1). (L)

Again, the corresponding expressions for the crossed diagram in Fig. I.1 are obtained
from eq. (I.4) after the replacement f, <+ fs. The integral Ioy = Ioi(m7,,m7,) is given
by:

1 11—z 1
Iy = dx/ d oo + O m —
01 /0 . yA(kl,kz;m?u,m?d) [( Tk ﬂjﬂk) fdy
(g = BB my, (x4 y = 1) + (ajop + B8 my, | (L)

As an extra check, note that in the limit of equal masses mfcu = m}d, all the integral
expressions in eq. (I.3) and eq. (I.5) reduce to the corresponding ones in egs. (3.4),
(3.5) and (3.8) for the neutral gauge boson vertex.



APPENDIX J.. USEFUL INTEGRAL EXPRESSIONS 137

Appendix J: Useful integral expressions

In this Appendix we present analytical expressions for integrals related to As ¢, and,
I; 5 in the limit k7, k3 — 0 as well as their approximate expressions in various limits.
We make an effort to write the latter in terms of standard functions i.e., not diloga-
rithms, which are easy to handle both symbolically and numerically. We start out with
integrals related to eq. (3.8),

1
o= [ [ ot~ urene) (1)
where £ = 2= m is the loop fermion mass, and s = (ki + ko)?, while,
J(§) = —arctan2( ! ) , £€>1, (J.2a)
1
1 1-vT-¢\ .V

This integral has also been calculated in ref. [138] and we find agreement. In the same
limit the integral related to A4 and Aj is:

Aue /dx/ xyx_€}4 / / di/yy_§}4 (1:3)

with its exact answer written like

114(5) = 1—+/&— larctan (

—). €=t (3.4

L VTTE[ (1-VITE)
= 1+ 5 {ln(l_l_m)—m] , &< 1. (J.5)
Integrals that are related to I; and I of eq. (3.5) are:
L = / dx / e (3.6)
= —2arctan? ( 51— 1) , &>1 (J.7)

_ Hm(%)—mr, c<1, (J.8)
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and

h© = /oldx 01_” Yoy - 5/4 /dx/ Yoy - 5/4 (19)

1
= 2|v/& — 1 arctan <—> —1} , &>1 J.10
v — (1.10)
1—v1-¢ .
= —2—4/1- In{ ———= ] — <1. J.11
VITE (V=) -]« ¢< (1.11)
These integrals are related As, .., Ag, 1 2, and in the limit m% < s < m?, become:
) = —Ag(sm?y = CAA e [L L s
As(s;m?) = Ag(s,m)—sAg( . )= — {24+180 +0(s*/m*Y)| , (J.12a)
N _ o egdmt e 11 s 2
Aulsim?) = = Aslsm) = =S = - | ot
(J.12Db)
o + Biffk ~  4m? 2B:Br ~ ,Am?
II(S;mZ): k /8616 ]—1( )_ Bﬁk [/( )
s s s s
L | Bibk + 3asar | BiBk + Sy, s 2, 4
= 2 1
mQ[ 5 + 120 —i—(’)( /m*)| (J.12¢)

aicy + Bif + Am? 2BiB;  4m®

Io(sim?) = - 20O AV | 200 A

_ 1 5iﬁj+3@i&j+5iﬁj+5aiaji+
m2 6 120 m2

0(52/m4)] , (J.12d)

e3[(a;aj+Bi B) B+ (i Bj+Bicrj ) k]

T2

where ¢ = is the anomaly factor.
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These expressions are in agreement with the corresponding ones presented in ref. [89].
In the high energy limit m? < s, we obtain:

1 m? s m?_ s
cm2) — e 2) ~ 2 2 : 4/.3
Ag(s,m)——AG(s,m)_c{ + [ln -~ —7T]—|—Z7T—82 1n—m2+(9(m /s)} ,

25 2s2 2
(J.13a)
Ay(s;m?) = —As(s;m?)
1 1. s m? s 1 m? 4,3
(J.13b)
oy (evag + BiB) T1 21_2_22 B
[l(sjm)_—s 2<ln 3 7T> 28 lnm2
23 B, 5 2m’ S
A ‘ 2 . 2
i {(azak + Bi6) {m% 2m } 286, [1 _ 2&} } +O(mt/s%),
S m S S S
(J.13¢)
o (g BB [y sy mP s
L(s;m?) ~ . 2(ln 3 7r) QSlnm2 +
233 s 2m? S
+T |:111W—2—7<1nw+1> -
L {(aza] + Bi%) [miz _2m ] _ 264, [1 _m H + Om/sY).
S m S S S
(J.13d)

Only the real parts of these expressions have been presented in ref. [89] and we find
agreement®. Other useful identities among A’s that have been used in our numerical
code for calculating the V*Z Z-vertex are,

Az(k = ko = im =0 1
(Ag—A4)(k1 :mZ,kQZmZ,S;m:O) = 5 3( ! mZ’22 5 Mz, s;m ) — 2 (J14)
m?, 4m?,
and for the V*vZ-vertex,
Ay(ky = 0,k 0) ! "z w2 i)
= =Mmgz,sm = = - n :
3\l y 2 Z5 9 Q(S—mQZ) Q(S_mQZ)Q mQZ )
As(ky = 0,k 0) Lo (2 (1.16)
=S =Mmy,s;m = = ——Inl — ) . .
5\ /vl y 2 Zy 9 2(8 _ m2Z) m2Z
SFor notational matter, our integrals are related to those in ref. [89] like A3 = —cg,

Ay = 3(cs — c3 — 2¢g), where for example Az = Ag(kf = k3 = miy,, s,m3 ,m7 ),...etc.
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Finally, we derive full analytical expressions in the case k% = 0, where one of the
external gauge bosons is massless e.g., the V*yZ-vertex. To this end it is useful to
define an auxiliary function,

1 1-z
F(myg,s,m) = / dx/ dy In[z(x — 1)m% — zy(s — m%) +m?], (J.17)
0 0

out of which we read As,.., Ag, [1,2 by simply taking appropriate derivatives w.r.t
s, k3 = m% or m?. Depending on the region of parameters s, m?, m% we have found
the function .Z to be,

3 1 2 1 4m? 1
F(mg,s,m) = —=+ n(m’) _ sy/ 2 1 arctan | ————
2 2 m2 — s s am?

S

1

+ 2m? larctan (— — arctan® | ———— | | —

Am2 4m?2

1 mz 1

zZ

1 4m? 4m?
— -1 arctan , —>1, —>1,

M 1 S mz

(1.18)
3 1 2 1 4m?
F(mg,s,m) = —=+ n(m’) _ 5 sy/ 2 1 arctan +
2 2 mZ—S S 4m2 1
1 WA VA 2
+ m? {2 arctan® (—) + —<ln(—ZZ) +i7r> ] +
m? /) 2\ 14 /1A
s mz
4m?
,[1 4m? L=—y1=Sz Am? 2
+ mz|=4/1—— | In( ) —im ,—>1, — <1,
my, 14+, /1— 4m2 s z
myz
(1.19)
3 1 2
F(mgz,s,m) = —=+ n(m)+
2 2
2
1 T e eV s
=) el O = )
my — S 2 S 14 4/1 — dm?
1 A ’
+ 2[2arctan <—2)+—(1n(—)—z’7r>}+
w1 2\ g 1o
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F(mg,s,m) = —=+

1 1— /1 4m 2 1— /11— 2
+ mQ{—(ln( )im) — = In( Z):I:m)}
2N 4y /1 - A 2\ 14 1o
S 4
> 1— /14 2 2
- mZF 1—4% In( Z)—iw)]},ﬂ 1, 477; <1
2 myz 1+ 1_@ S Z

(J.21)

In eq. (J.21), the plus sign corresponds to s < m? while the minus sign to s > m?.
As an example the full analytical expressions for A3 and A5 can be obtained by taking
appropriate derivatives of function .% like, A3 = ¢ %—f and A; = —c¢ (%—f + gn%z), where,
as above, ¢ is a factor related to the couplings in the corresponding vertex. As a cross

check, taking the limit m — 0 in eq. (J.21) we arrive at,

3 1 i
P _ 3 2 2
F(mg,s,0) = 2 7 3% =) sln(s) — myzIn(mz)| + 5 (J.22)

Differentiating w.r.t s and m?% we reproduce the expressions in eqs. (J.15) and (J.16).



142

Appendix K: Non-decoupling conditions

In this Appendix we present necessary conditions for anomaly cancellation and non-
decoupling heavy fermion effects in a model with three different U(1)’s corresponding
to three distinct, massive or massless gauge bosons X, Y and Z. For this model to be
anomaly free, the following conditions among couplings must hold [see eq. (3.1)]:

n n n

D (B% +30xBx)i = > _(BY + 303 By)i = Y (8 +3a382): =0,

=1 i=1 i=1

n n

Z(ﬁ?{ﬂY + 2axay Bx + X By )i = Z(ﬁiﬁz + 2axazBx + ok B7)i =0,

i=1 i=1

n n

D (B3 Bx + 2axay By + ayBx)i = Y (B3 Bz + 20z0v By + a3 Bz)i =0,

i=1 i=1

n n

Y (B38x +2axazBs + agfx)i = Y (BzBy +20z0av Bz +aZBy)i =0,

i=1 i=1
n

Z(5X5Y5Z +axazfy +axayfBz +azayfx)i =0. (K.1)

i=1
Non-decoupling effects in XY Z-vertex are activated if, in addition to the requirements
in eq. (K.1), at least one of the following expressions is non-zero:

n n n

D (BxBr +3 aXBy)i, Y _(BxBy +3 axayfx)i, > (BxBz+3 axazfx)i,
=1 =1 =1

Z(ﬁ?{ﬁz +3 axBz)i Z(ﬁ%ﬁx +3 axayBy)i, Z(ﬁ%ﬂx +3 a3 Bx)i,
i=1 i=1 i=1

ST(BEB2+3 oiBz)i, Y (BiBz+3 avazBy)i, Y (BiBx +3 axazBy);
=1 =1 i=1

n

> (BiBx+3 azBx)i, Y _(ByBy +3 avazBz)i, Y (B3By +3 aZBy)i,

i=1 i=1 i=1
n n

Z(5X5Y5Z +3 axazfy)i, Z(BXBYBZ +3 axayfBz)i,
i=1 i=1
Z(5X5Y5Z +3ayazfx)i - (K.2)

=1
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Appendix L: Form factors for H — ~~

We append here the integrand expressions for the coeflicients A;; in eq. (4.3).

_ 1
A = G e o ek R

x{m%v {2(]9—1-@)‘(P+a)—3(p+a)-k1—(p—l—a)-kg—Qm%} -

—Fup+w~@+@P—uﬁ@+@~mmp+@~@+aﬂ—
—2[(p+a)-kllp+a) p+a)]+8[(p+a) k] +

+m@m@+w-@+aﬂ—mﬁm@+@-hﬂ+

bt 104 0 P =310+ ) BG40 (4 0+
+8((p+a) -kP[(p+a)- (p+a) —4[(p+a) k] -

%@+ﬂ%kﬂ0@+¢%@+aW+4Kp+®-hP+

—4Kp+@-mmp+w-@+aﬂﬁ]}+
1
L I W ey s [ PR gy s

X{m%l2m%+®'@+bﬂ—3@+ﬁ%km—@+hykl—2m%}—

—Fm+m-@+mtﬁmw+wwmw+w«wwn—
—2[(p+0b)-k[(p+Db)- (p+b)] +8[(p+Db) - ko] +

-mmﬂ@+w-@+w—2sz+w~m]+

b |04 0 0P = 5104 9) Bl +0)- (o D) +
81+ 8) - Rl [(p-+8) - (p-+ D] — A[(p+ ) - kP —

4@+®-M(W+@-@+@P+u@+w-m2

“Allp+0) B+ G+ ) | -

2
T oror—mE [t e—Fi—ka)—mZ,] <

<=1 =2 [i+0- o0 = [+ o)kl — [0+ 1)+ 2] +
bt |l ) (O = 200+ )+ (o 0+ ) - ] -

—ﬂ@+@*ﬂ0@+dwwﬂﬂ—w+d%d)+W+@-m”ﬂ@+d%ﬁ”>@@



Ay = 1 y
2T Mt al - mi ot a— kP - w0+ ok o) - )

x{(4d—6)m%v+ {3 (p+a)-(p~|—a)—5(p+a)-k1—(p+a)-k2+2m§q} +

+%{—[(P+a)~(p+a)]2+3 [(p+a) kilp+a) (p+a) =2 [(p+a) k] —

-a[@+awkﬂw+a»kﬂ+up+@-@+amw+a»kﬂ}, (L2)

Az = 1 y
P02 =m0 ka2 = ][(p+ b — by — k2)? — mfy]

x{(4d—6)m%v+ [3 (p~|—b)-(p+b)—5(p+b)-k2—(p+b)-k1~l—2m§{} +

+mig{—[(p+b)~(p+b)]2+3 [(p+) - B[P+ ) - (p+0)] =2 [(p+D) - ko —

w

2 [+ 0) Bl+0) k] + (40 0l 0| L (L3)

Ags = - X

G (R e [ S ety
2
x{4+m—2{—[(p+0)~(P+C)]+(p+0)-k1+(p+0)'k2”’ (L.4)

w

Azl = : %

[(p+a)* =mip]l(p+a—k1)* = miy]l(p+a — ki — k2)* — mjy ]
x{(?—4d)m%v— {4 (p+a)-(p+a)—T7((p+a) -k +3 (p+a)-k2} +

+§%{Mwﬂw%p+mf—3Kp+@-hmp+®-@+nﬂ+2Kp+®-h?+

+ﬂ@+aykmw+a»kﬂ—Kp+@-@+amm+nwk4}, (L5)

Aszp = -1 y
F 02— m o+ b= )2 =m0+ b=k — k)2 — ]

x{m%VJr{—(p+b)-(p+b)+6(p+b)-k2“, (L.6)
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1
S RS [y Sy ey
2 |ora wra-Grah-prak|f, @)
Ay = —! X
0= o af — o+ a— k)R = mi I+ o=k — B — i)
x{m%VJr[—(p+a)-(p+a)+6(p+a)-k1”, (L.8)

1
[(p+ )2 —my|[(p + b — k2)? = m][(p + b — k1 — k2)? — miy]

x{(7—4d)m%[,— {4(p+b)-(p+b)—7 (p+0b)-ky+3 (p+b)-k:1} +

A42 =

X

+mig{[(p+b)-(p+b)]2—3 [(p+) B[P+ ) - (p+0)] +2 [(p+D) - ko +

w
L2 ((p4 ) kallp45) - ko] — [0+ 0) - (p+ B[+ 0) - kﬂ] } WY
Az = Ass, (L.10)
A 1 X
Tt = m i+ a— k)2 —mll(p+a— ki — ka)? — miy]
x 5m%V+[3<p+a>-<p+a>—2<p+a>-k1}}+
1
A 0T = mE o+ b— ka2 — B[+ b— k1 — k)2 —miy]
><{5m3v+[3 (p+b)-(p+b)—2(p+b)-k2}}—
- & . (L.11)

[(p+ ) = my[(p+ c — ki — k2)? — miy ]

Note that the number of dimensions d has been kept arbitrary throughout and on-
shell conditions for the external particles have been imposed. It is straightforward, but
long and tedious, to show that after implementing the condition (4.7) to coefficients in
egs.(L.2-L.10), we arrive at eq. (4.8) which is at the most logarithmically divergent.
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For complementarity reasons, it is useful in deriving eq. (4.24) to present the ex-
pression for the coefficient A;; after the imposition of the arbitrary vector relation

eq. (4.7).

1
S (R e gy oY s TRy gy s

X{((p+a—k1)2—mév) (1—dym2, +

+4((p+a)-ki)[(p+a) - ks] — [3m?, + (p+ a)?] mz} +
1

ot ar—mi o ta—k)?—milpta—ki— k)2 —miy] "
X{((p—l—a—k:g)z —m%) (1 —d)m%,[, +
+4((p+a) - k)[(p+a) - ks] — [3m?, + (p+ a)?] m%{} . (L.12)

This integrand expression, under [ d*p, is obviously at the most logarithmically diver-
gent.
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Appendix M: 4-dimensional surface integral

In this Appendix we would like to examine the surface terms arising in d = 4 when
calculating the integral on the Lh.s of eq. (4.12). This integral after Wick rotation into

Fuclidean space, reads:

i /d%e Cow =46ty (M.1)

(02 + A)?

where ¢ = (g, and drop for clarity the subscript £ from now on. We follow very
closely 't Hooft and Veltman’s seminal paper in ref. [33]. In our calculation for a
physical process we should notice first that /,,, ¢, are strictly 4-vectors since they are
contracted with physical external momenta kY , or kY ,. On the other hand, the loop
momentum ¢ in ¢? has components in all, d = 2w, dimensions. We write ¢ as a sum
of a vector ¢, which has non-zero components in dimensions 0,1, 2,3 and a vector £
which has nonzero components in (2w — 4)-dimensions,

{ = fH—i-fL. (MZ)
With this definition, the integral (M.1) reduces to
g
| Al M.3
where the /) components in the numerator of (M.1) vanish thanks to symmetric inte-
gration formula, €|‘|‘ @ﬁ €” g"”. In order not to carry the g,, in all formulae below we

just concentrate on the 1ntegra1

w w— 62
1 = /d2 (0 ——— —Z/d4€||/d2 4€J_ ggj-i- A)3 . (M4)

Integrating over the extra dimensional solid angle df2s,_4 we arrive at:

297 L2w—3
= d*e dL M.5
w—2/ ”/ G+ L2+ A (M.5)

where T'(z) is the Euler I'-function and L is the length of the ¢, vector. This integral
is UV divergent for w > 2 and IR divergent for w < 1. Therefore, the region of
convergence, 1 < w < 2, is finite but it does not yet include the point w = 2. In order
to enlarge the region of convergence to include w = 2, one has to analytically continue

7 by inserting the identity,
1 /o, oL
1 = = - M.6
5 (aenu T ar) (M.6)

n (M.5). After integrating by parts in the region of convergence, rewriting the r.h.s in
terms of Z from eq. (M.5) and keeping only, potentially, non-vanishing surface terms,
we arrive at:
T im0 (4 — w) ]{d:}S“ i _ 6ime A /d4€|| /oo JL L3 |
4 (€ﬁ + A)d-w [w-1) 0 (@ﬁ + L2+ A)
(M.7)




148

where the first integral is over the Euclidean spatial components of a 4-vector on a three-
sphere. The surface integral converges in 1 < w < 2, while the other in 1 < w < 3. By
taking the surface integral on a three-sphere with radius R and eventually taking the
limit R — oo we find:

¢
3 Qu Il » _ 9.2 7 2w—4
JQ{d S (@ﬁ Ay 27 ]%EI;OR , (M.8)

which now converges in the region w < 2, that is, it includes the point w = 2. For
w < 2 this surface term vanishes, while for w = 2 there is a finite piece, 272, remaining.
This is exactly the term that spoils gauge invariance and the equivalence theorem. In
DR this term is axiomatically absent - the shifting of integral momenta is among DR’s
main properties.

Turning into the second integral of eq. (M.7) we note first that the region of con-
vergence includes now w = 2. It gives,

> Lx—3 72 D(w — 1I'(3 — w)
4 — \/I
/d £”/0 i G+ L2+ A 12 A3~ ' (M-9)

By placing egs. (M.8) and (M.9) into eq. (M.7) we finally arrive at eq. (4.12).
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Appendix N: Generalised Gordon identities
In this last Appendix, we present a set of generalised Gordon identities that are helpful

in simplifying matrix element calculations. For fermions with four-momenta p’ and p
and masses m; and msy respectively, the equation of motion is:

u(p")y = miu(p), u(p)p = mau(p), pulp’) = mu(p’), pu(p) = mou(p). (N.1)

Let write the expression u(p')y*u(p) in the following form:
u(p' ) ulp) = u(p) |Ap™ + Bp* +iCo™p, + 1D o™ p,|u(p), (N.2)

where A, B,C, D are coefficients to be determined later and " = %(v”y” — 7"7“).
For the term u(p’)o* p/u(p) we find:

_ v i_ v v Z.— v v
a(p)o™ pulp) = Fa@) (" =1"") pulp) = FE0) (20" — 29"7") Pulp) =
i — .
= () (2" = 2") ulp) = ()" ulp) — imiu(p )y u(p),  (N.3)
where we used the fact that {v*, 7"} = 2¢"”, and the equations of motion from

eq. (N.1). In a similar way we find:

a(p)o™ pyu(p) = —iu(p’)p"u(p) +imat(p' )y u(p). (N.4)

Making use of egs. (N.2), (N.3) and (N.4) we obtain:
u(p' )y ulp) = u(p') | (A= C)p™ + (B + D) p* + (Cmy — Dma)y*|u(p)  (N.5)

In order the equation above be satisfied, it must be A — C = 0, B+ D = 0 and
C'my — D mgy = 1. There are four unknown parameters and three equations, therefore

there is an infinity of solutions of the system above. If we choose C' = —D, then
A=B=C=-D= mlllm. However if we choose C' = D, then A= -B=C=D =

1

el In the last case it must be m; # mo. With the choices above we obtain the
following vectorial Gordon identities:

Pt o™ = p)]
a( )y ulp) = a(p’) | 2 + “u(p),
()" ulp) = a(p) e —— (p)
or
_ [P =pt it + )]
AP — / N.6
a(p )y u(p) = u(p') P R — u(p), (N.6)

respectively with my # ms in the last expression.
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We can use the same procedure to obtain the axial Gordon identities. Let write
now the expression u(p')y*v°u(p) in the following form:

a(p )y ulp) =a(p') |Ap™y° + Bp'y® +iCo™ v°pl, +i D" v’ p, |u(p). (N.7)

Analyzing the third and fourth term of the expression above we find the two following
expressions:

a(p) o™ A pulp) = ia)p™ ¥ ulp) — imaap')y"y ulp),

a(p) o’ poulp) = —iu(@)p" v ulp) —imaa(p' )y ulp), (N.8)

where as previously we used the equations of motion and the fact that {y*,7"} = 2 g*”
and {7#,7°} = 0. After substituting these expressions in eq. (N.7), this takes the form:

a(p')y" v ulp) = u(p)) | (A — C) p"+° + (B + D) p'y° + (Cmy + Dma)y*y” |u(p). (N.9)

As in the previous case we obtain the following system A — C =0, B+ D = 0 and
Cmy 4+ Dmgy = 1. There is an infinity of solutions for this system. If we choose

C =D, then A=-B=C=D = m, however if we choose C' = —D, then
A=B=C=—-D = —2—_ As previously in the last case m; # my. Finally, for

mi1—ms2
these two cases the axial Gordon identities are written as:

[ p*—ptio™ (P +p)y ]
a(p )y Pulp) = ap) | L—L + “1y%u(p),
(P )" v u(p) (29)_ml+m2 |7 (p)

or

_ _on P e (= p)y ]
a(p)y Y ulp) =a(p) | —— + (_ ) 7u(p).
Rt mo mq mo |

(N.10)
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